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In the context of planar conformal gauge theory, we study five-point correlation functions between
the interaction Lagrangian and four of the lightest single-trace, gauge-invariant scalar primaries. Af-
ter performing two light-cone OPEs, we express this correlator in terms of the three-point functions
between two leading-twist spinning operators and the Lagrangian. For finite values of spin, we com-
pute these structure constants in perturbation theory up to two loops in N = 4 Super Yang–Mills
theory. Large values of spin are captured by null polygon kinematics, where we use dualities with
null polygon Wilson loops as well as factorization properties to bootstrap the universal behavior
of the structure constants at all loops. We find explicit maps that relate the Lagrangian structure
constants with the leading-twist anomalous dimension. From the large-spin map, we recover the
cusp anomalous dimension at strong and weak coupling, including genus-one terms.

I. INTRODUCTION

The operator product expansion (OPE) encodes the
data of a conformal field theory (CFT) in its four-point
correlation functions. Capturing all CFT data requires
infinitely many four-point functions. Iterating the OPE,
this infinity of data can in turn be packaged in higher-
point functions of the simplest operators. This is the phi-
losophy of the multi-point bootstrap [1–9], which trades
an infinity of data for a larger functional complexity.
In null polygon limits, this complexity reduces, and the

conformal bootstrap is enhanced by dualities with Wilson
loops, both at four [10] and higher points [1, 2]. While
null squares and pentagons allow for no finite conformal
cross ratios, null hexagons are complicated functions of
three variables. Here, we consider a sweet spot: The null
square limit of a five-point function, which has a single
finite cross-ratio.
We will focus on the correlation function of four single-

trace lightest scalar operators and the interaction La-
grangian in planar conformal gauge theories. Usually
such correlators are considered in the context of La-
grangian insertions, where one uses Born-level approx-
imation to obtain integrands for scalar operators [11].
Our goal here is different, we will consider this correla-
tion function at quantum level, which is related to Wilson
loops and the cusp anomalous dimension [12–14]. In fact,
the full four-loop cusp anomalous dimension for N = 4
Super Yang-Mills and QCD were computed from this ob-
servable [15].
By studying the Lagrangian correlation function via

the conformal bootstrap, we translate all its properties
to its OPE constituents: the three-point functions of two
leading-twist spinning operators and the Lagrangian. At
finite values of spin, we compute these structure constants
at weak coupling and connect them, via conformal per-
turbation theory, to leading-twist anomalous dimensions.
For large values of spin, we obtain their universal behav-
ior in terms of a simple map with Wilson loop expectation
values (16). Using conformal perturbation theory at large
spin, we obtain an even simpler map between these struc-
ture constants and the cusp anomalous dimension (30).

II. PERTURBATIVE DATA

We consider five-point functions of one primary scalar
operator O(x) and four of the lightest scalar operators ϕ
of the theory. For example, in N = 4 SYM these would
be the 20′ operators ϕj ∝ Tr(yj ·Φ(xj))

2. It is convenient
to extract a space-time dependent prefactor of the five-
point correlator

⟨ϕ1 . . . ϕ4O(x5)⟩ ≡
(

1

x2
12x

2
34

)∆ϕ
(

x2
14

x2
15x

2
45

)∆O/2

×

×
nO∏
i=1

(yi · yi+1)×GO(ui) , (1)

where nO = 4, 5 depending on whether the fifth operator
carries R-charge or not. In this way, GO(ui) becomes a
function of five cross-ratios

ui =
x2
i,i+1x

2
i+2,i−1

x2
i,i+2x

2
i+1,i−1

, i = 1, . . . , 5 , (2)

where we identify the points (x1, . . . , x5) periodically.
Two particular correlators will be important for us: The
correlation function of five light operators (Gϕ), and the
five-point function of four light correlators and one La-
grangian (GL).

To study these correlators, we will consider two light-
like OPEs [16] between the lightest operators, as depicted
at the top of Figure 1. The leading behavior under this
Lorentzian OPE is controlled by the exchange of leading-
twist (twist-two) operators in the OPE decomposition:

GO(ui) =
∑

J1,J2,ℓ

F(ui)× C(J1)C(J2)CO(J1, J2, ℓ) , (3)

where C(J) are the structure constants of one leading-
twist operator with spin J and two lightest scalars op-
erators, while CO(J1, J2, ℓ) are the three point functions
of two leading-twist spinning operators and the operator
O(x). The quantum number ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,min(J1, J2)
labels the tensor structures of three-point functions with
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FIG. 1. Top: Five-point correlator ⟨ϕϕϕϕO⟩. Bottom: Sev-
eral kinematical limits that we study. Solid lines represent
null distances (Lorentzian OPE), while dashed lines connect
points that approach each other (Euclidean OPE).

two spinning operators [17]. Meanwhile, F is the theory-
independent conformal block worked out in [1] and re-
called in (A1).
In principle, using the integrability formalism for spin-

ning operators [18, 19], it is possible to compute the struc-
ture constants Cϕ at any order in perturbation theory.
However, the structure constants CL are not on the same
integrability footing: Despite some tree-level results [20],
it is presently not clear how to systematically consider
super-descendants like the Lagrangian in the integrabil-
ity formalism. Using the known integrand [11] and five-
point integrals [21], we extract perturbative data for the
structure constants CL. For their tree-level expression,
we find

C
(0)
L (J1, J2, ℓ) = 2

2 J1!√
(2J1)!

2 J2!√
(2J2)!

×

×

[
(−1)ℓ

(
J1 + J2
ℓ− 1

)
+

ℓ−1∑
m=0

(
J1
m

)(
J2
m

)]
. (4)

The one- and two-loop corrections can be found in the
attached Mathematica file. This data could be useful to
develop future integrability formulations.
Since the Lagrangian is exactly marginal, conformal

perturbation theory relates the two-point function of two
operators with the three-point functions of the two oper-
ators and the Lagrangian in a differential equation [22].
For the case of spinning operators this was worked out
in [23] to be

∂γ(J)

∂λ
=

J∑
ℓ=0

CL(J, J, ℓ)

1 + J − ℓ
, (5)

where ∆J = 2+J +γ(J) is the dimension of the leading-
twist operator. A remarkable feature of this anomalous
dimension is that in any planar gauge theory, it develops
logarithmic scaling at large values of spin [24, 25]:

γ(J) ≃ f(λ) ln(J) + g(λ) , (6)

where f(λ) and g(λ) are the cusp and collinear anomalous
dimensions respectively. Below we evaluate (5) at large
values of spin, obtaining a map between the large-spin
Lagrangian structure constants and the ubiquitous cusp
anomalous dimension.

III. NULL SQUARE

We approach the null square limit of the five-point
function with the Lagrangian (Figure 1c) by first taking
x2
12, x

2
34 → 0 (or u1, u3 → 0), projecting into leading-twist

operators. Next, we take x2
23 → 0 (or u2 → 0), which we

find projects both to large spin Ji and large polarization
ℓ. Finally, we take x2

14 → 0, which makes the two values
of spin approach each other, J2 → J1.
The intuition is that once we create a null square in-

side a five-point function, the OPE decomposition starts
developing four-point-like features. Four-point functions
have only one spinning operator flowing in the OPE chan-
nel, and this is exactly what the leading term of the five-
point function reproduces. We make this precise in Ap-
pendix A, via the so-called “Casimir trick” introduced
in [26–28], and systematized for higher-point functions
in [5]. In the end, the five-point block in the null square
limit becomes a simple Bessel-Clifford function

F(ui) = (u1u3)
1+γ(J)

(u2u4u5)
∆L
2 22J−2+γ(J)+

∆L
2 ×

× π−1/2J
1+∆L

2 K∆L/2 (Ju2(J + j1u4 + j2u5)) , (7)

where Kn(z) = z−n/2Kn(2
√
z), and we introduced the

variables

J2 =
J2
1 + J2

2

2
, j1 = J1 − ℓ , j2 = J2 − ℓ . (8)

The null square limit is described by all these variables
being large (J, j1, j2 → ∞) with J ≫ j1, j2, while the ra-
tio r = j2/j1 is finite. This single finite quantum number
is associated with the single cross-ratio x that remains
finite in the null square limit:

x =
u4

u5
=

x2
13x

2
25x

2
45

x2
15x

2
24x

2
35

. (9)

From here onward we will consider Born-level normal-
ized quantities, which we denote by Ĝ = G/G(0), in order
to make our statements universal and independent of the
prefactor choices such as (1).

Conformal symmetry implies that null square correla-
tors must factorize into two terms [12],

ĜL(u1, u2, u3, u4, u5) = Ĝ4(u, v)× F̂ (x) , (10)

which are invariant under cyclic permutations of the null
square, (x1, x2, x3, x4) → (x2, x3, x4, x1) with x5 fixed.
This imposes

Ĝ4(u, v) = Ĝ4(v, u) and F̂ (x) = F̂

(
1

x

)
, (11)

where u = u1u3 and v = u2 are four-point cross ratios.
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The first term Ĝ4(u, v) is the null four-point function of
the lightest operators, which captures all the divergences
of the Lagrangian correlator, and depends on the four-
point cross-ratios u and v. The second term F̂ (x) is a
finite function of the remaining finite cross-ratio.
Thus our bootstrap problem is: Can we fix the uni-

versal behavior of the structure constants such that the
Lagrangian correlator factorizes into the square symmet-
ric functions (10)? To start answering this question, we
use the explicit expression for the conformal blocks (7) to
write the null square correlator as

ĜL =
(
u3
2u4u5

) ∫
dJ dj1 dj2 (u1u3)

γ
2 22+γJ3Ĉ(J)2 ×

× ĈL(J1, J2, ℓ)K2(Ju2(J + j1u4 + j2u5)) , (12)

where we used the tree-level normalized quantities

C(J1) = C(J2) = 2−Jπ1/4J1/4 × Ĉ(J) ,

CL(J1, J2, ℓ) ≃ 8× ĈL(J1, J2, ℓ) . (13)

The tree-level behavior (13) shows the physics of these
structure constants. Ĉ(J) is large and captures the di-
vergent part Ĝ4 of the correlator in the null square limit.
On the other hand, the structure constant ĈL(J1, J2, ℓ) is
finite and controls the finite part of the correlator F̂ (x).
We expect that it only depends on the finite ratio r,

ĈL(J1, J2, ℓ) = ĈL

(
J2 − ℓ

J1 − ℓ

)
≡ ĈL(r) . (14)

Indeed, we can prove this to be true, using a five-point
null square inversion formula (see Appendix B).
Assuming the simple dependence (14) allows us to in-

tegrate (12) in one of the two variables ji, resulting in the
following factorized expression for the null square corre-
lator:

ĜL(ui) =

∫ ∞

0

dJ 22+γJĈ(J)2uγ/2vK0(2J
√
v)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĝ4(u,v)

×

×
∫ ∞

0

dr
x

(r + x)2
ĈL(r)︸ ︷︷ ︸

F̂ (x)

. (15)

The first term is exactly the same as the null square four-
point function of lightest operators considered in [10] and
therefore automatically obeys the cyclicity (11). The in-
variance under x → 1/x of the function F̂ (x) is also au-
tomatically satisfied, provided that ĈL(r) = ĈL(1/r).
Physical structure constants must have this property,
since inverting the ratio r is the same as swapping the
spins J1 ↔ J2. Thus, the map between F̂ (x) and the
Lagrangian structure constants is simply

F̂ (x) = x

∫ ∞

0

dr
ĈL(r)

(x+ r)2
. (16)

We can invert this map by noticing that the right hand
side is the derivative of the Cauchy kernel, whose in-
version is well understood in terms of its discontinuities.

Therefore, one can write the structure constants in terms
of discontinuities of F (x):

r
d

dr
ĈL(r)

∣∣∣∣
r≥0

=
Disc

2πi
F̂ (−r) , (17)

where we used the fact that physical structure constants
ĈL(r) must be regular at physical values of spins and
polarization (r ≥ 0).

IV. WEAK AND STRONG COUPLING

Both weak and strong coupling results for the function
F̂ (x) have been computed in N = 4 SYM. We can use
these results together with our map (17) to compute the
structure constants ĈL in these regimes. At weak cou-
pling, the first orders of F̂ (x) were computed in [12–15]:

F̂ (0)(x) = 1 ,

F̂ (1)(x) = −6ζ2 − 2H00 ,

F̂ (2)(x) = 24ζ2H−1−1 − 12ζ2H−10 + 24ζ2H00

+ 8H−1−100 − 4H−1000 + 12H0000 − 4H−200

− 12ζ2H−2 + 8ζ3H−1 − 4ζ3H0 + 107ζ4 , (18)

where Ha ≡ Ha(x) are harmonic polylogarithms [29], re-
called in Appendix C, where we also collect the three-loop
and genus-one contributions of F̂ (x).1

The discontinuities of the harmonic polylogarithms ap-
pearing in the perturbative expansion of F̂ (x) can be eas-
ily evaluated using the HPL package [30] for Mathematica,
resulting in the following expression for the weak coupling
structure constants:

Ĉ
(0)
L (r) = 1 ,

Ĉ
(1)
L (r) = −4ζ2 − 2H00 ,

Ĉ
(2)
L (r) = 56ζ4 − 4ζ3H0 + 8ζ2H2 + 12ζ2H00

+ 8H210 + 4H200 + 4H30 + 12H0000 , (19)

where Ha ≡ Ha(r), and the three-loop and genus-one
corrections are written in Appendix C. In practice, the
discontinuity fixes all but the constant term. This in turn
can be determined by performing the explicit integration
in (16), and matching with the F̂ (x) expansion (18).2

Even though the individual harmonic polylogarithms
have a branch point at r = 1, the particular combina-
tion appearing in the weak-coupling expansion of ĈL(r)
is real and single-valued for physical values of spins and
polarizations (r > 0). This is not true for the unphysical
region r < 0, where ĈL(r) has a logarithmic branch cut.

1 The higher-genus contributions to the cusp anomalous dimension
start at four loops, but due to its derivative relation with this
quantity, F̂ (x) features genus-one terms already at three loops.

2 The integrals of harmonic polylogarithms can also be trivially
done using the package HPL [30].
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At strong coupling, the leading behavior of the function
F̂ (x) is known [12],

F̂ (x) =
x

(x− 1)2

(
(x+ 1)

(x− 1)

log x

2
− 1

)√
λ+ . . . . (20)

Using the inversion formula (17), we can compute the
leading term of the structure constant at strong coupling,

ĈL(r) =
r

2(1 + r)2

√
λ+ . . . . (21)

V. WILSON LOOPS AND AMPLITUDES

In N = 4 SYM, n-point correlation functions of 20′

operators in the limit where their insertions approach the
cusp of a null polygon are dual to both null polygonal
Wilson loops and MHV gluon scattering amplitudes [31,
32]. In particular, in the five-point null pentagon limit:

lim
x2
i,i+1→0

Ĝϕ = (M̂HV5)
2 , (22)

By promoting this relation to super correlation functions
and super amplitudes, one obtains that the correlation
function of four 20′ correlators and one Lagrangian, when
the points approach the cusps of a null pentagon is dual
to (the top component of) the NMHV scattering ampli-
tude [33, 34]

lim
x2
i,i+1→0

ĜL = (N̂MHV5)
2 , (23)

For five points, the NMHV amplitude is the parity con-
jugate of the MHV amplitude,3 thus in the null pentagon
limit both correlators are identical

lim
x2
i,i+1→0

Ĝϕ = lim
x2
i,i+1→0

ĜL = ⟨Ŵ5⟩ , (24)

which immediately implies ĈL = Ĉϕ, that is
4

ĈL(J1, J2, ℓ) =

N (λ) e−
f(λ)

4 (log ℓ2+2 log 2 log (J1J2))− g(λ)
2 log ℓ . (25)

The story is completely different when we consider
the null square limit of these five-point correlators. As
pointed out in [12], the duality with Wilson loops contin-
ues to hold even if one adds an extra operator at finite
distance to the null square configuration

lim
x2
1,2,x

2
2,3,x

2
3,4,x

2
1,4→0

ĜL = ⟨Ŵ4L⟩ . (26)

3 This implies that one is the complex conjugate of the other.
Parity-odd terms (imaginary) are important to establish the du-
ality at integrand level, however they stem from a total derivative
and integrate to zero.

4 As the null square, the null pentagon limit is also governed by
the regime of large spin and large polarization. The difference
is that for the pentagon there are neither finite cross-ratios, nor
finite ratios among the quantum numbers Ji, ℓ, see appendix Ap-
pendix D.

One can recast this duality as an equation for F̂ (x)
by using that Lagrangian correlators are obtained from a
derivative with respect to the coupling,

∂

∂λ
log ⟨Ŵ4⟩ = 8

∫
dx5

x2
13x

2
24

x2
15x

2
25x

2
35x

2
45

F̂ (x) . (27)

where the space-time prefactor arises from the Born-level
ratio ⟨ϕ1 . . . ϕ4L(x5)⟩(0)/⟨ϕ1 . . . ϕ4⟩(0).

VI. CUSP ANOMALOUS DIMENSION

The UV cusp divergences of the Wilson loop are con-
trolled by the cusp anomalous dimension. In principle,
one can match the divergences appearing on both sides
of the relation (27) to compute this quantity. In practice,
this is done with the help of the functional I formulated
in [14] and recalled below,5

∂f(λ)

∂λ
= I[8F̂ (x)] , (28)

where one is instructed to first expand the function F̂ (x)
around small values of x,6 and then act with the linear
functional on individual terms as

I[xp] =
sinπp

πp
. (29)

Starting from the conformal perturbation theory re-
lation (5), we propose an alternative and more explicit
map. It relates the three point function ĈL with the
cusp anomalous dimension simply as

∂f(λ)

∂λ
= 8ĈL(1) . (30)

The large-spin limit of the sum (5) is dominated by
the region where spins and polarizations are of the same
order. Therefore, we can trade the sum over polarizations
by an integral and replace the structure constants by their
large spin and polarization behavior (14). Since the sum
runs over structure constants of identical spins, the ratio
r becomes one, and ĈL(1) becomes a constant that can
be factored out of the integral. The integral is then trivial
and evaluates to log J . Matching the log-divergent terms
on both sides of the equation (6) yields the map (30).

We verify this result by recovering the known values
of the cusp anomalous dimension at strong and weak
coupling, including genus-one terms: At strong cou-
pling, replacing r = 1 in (21) and using the map (30)
yields the leading term of the cusp anomalous dimension:

5 The factor 8 arises from the fact that all our quantities are Born-
level normalized except for the cusp anomalous dimension. We
can drop this factor by considering f̂(λ), but we refer from doing
that to avoid confusion.

6 The cusp singularities will arise when x5 approaches the cusp
points xi, which correspond to x → 0 or x → ∞. Due to the
symmetry x → 1/x of this function, both regimes map to the
small x asymptotic.
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f(λ) ≃ 8
√
λ. Similarly at weak coupling, by evaluat-

ing (19) and (C3) at r = 1, we recover the four-loop
anomalous dimension [15]:

8ĈL(1) = 8− 32ζ2λ+ 528ζ4λ
2 −

(
64ζ23 + 1752ζ6+

+
1

N2
(1152ζ23 + 2976ζ6)

)
λ3 . (31)

The map between three point functions and the cusp
anomalous dimension (30) is simpler than the map (28)
previously considered in the literature. However since
the structure constants and the function F (x) are also
related to each other via (16) we must have the following
consistency condition for the structure constant:

I

[
x

∫ ∞

0

dr
ĈL(r)

(x+ r)2

]
= ĈL(1) . (32)

Unfortunately, this is not a bootstrap equation for ĈL(r).
One simple way to see this, is to expand this function as a
power series and note that the relation (32) acts trivially
on each polynomial term

I
[
x

∫ ∞

0

dr
rp

(x+ r)2

]
=

πp

sinπp
I [xp] = 1 , (33)

and therefore (32) is trivially satisfied for any function
ĈL(r). One might be worried that the expression above
is only valid for |p| < 1, and that ĈL(r) has no regu-
lar expansion around r = 0. However, using the physi-
cal properties of the structure constants, i. e. invariance
under swapping the spins ĈL(r) = ĈL(1/r) and regular-
ity around r = 1 (where we recover the cusp anomalous
dimension) we can analytically continue this result for
any p, see Appendix E.

VII. CONCLUSION

Multi-point conformal correlation functions organize
the CFT data in non-trivial functions of conformal cross
ratios. These functions have, generically, a complex an-
alytic structure that does not follow from a single ex-
change of a physical operator. Instead, it is often the
case that the intricate structure only emerges after sum-
ming the contributions of an infinite number of opera-
tors [1, 2, 9, 10, 35].
Using the conformal bootstrap, we analyzed the five-

point correlation function of one Lagrangian and four
lightest scalar operators, in terms of the three-point func-
tions of two leading-twist spinning operators and the in-
teraction Lagrangian. We computed these structure con-
stants for finite and large values of spin, connecting them
with anomalous dimensions (5), null pentagon Wilson
loops (25), null square Wilson loops with insertions (16),
and the cusp anomalous dimension (30).
In N = 4 SYM, there are several distinct integrabil-

ity frameworks developed to study the different observ-
ables listed above. Three-point correlation functions are
described by integrable hexagon form factors [18], null
polygonal Wilson loops can be constructed out of in-
tegrable pentagons [36], and anomalous dimensions can

be computed via the Quantum Spectral curve [37]. The
sharp maps that we derived here connect all these quan-
tities and could be a great laboratory for developing a
unifying integrability description of N = 4 SYM.

It would be interesting to study the expectation value
of the square Wilson loop with other types of insertions
using the techniques developed here. It should also be
possible and very interesting to generalize our analysis to
other physical observables, for example null square Wil-
son loops with two operator insertion, or null pentagon
Wilson loops with a single operator insertion [38], and
to connect these quantities with conformal manifold con-
straints [39, 40] and integrability.
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[19] C. Bercini, V. Gonçalves, A. Homrich, and P. Vieira,
Spinning hexagons (2022), arXiv:2207.08931 [hep-th].

[20] B. Eden, M. Gottwald, D. le Plat, and T. Scherdin,
Anomalous dimensions from the N = 4 supersymmet-
ric Yang–Mills hexagon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 161605
(2024), arXiv:2310.04392 [hep-th].

[21] C. Bercini, B. Fernandes, and V. Gonçalves, Two loop
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Appendix A: Conformal Blocks in the Null Square
Limit

In this appendix, we construct the null square limit of
conformal blocks F(u1, . . . , u5) for the scalar five-point
function ⟨ϕϕϕϕO⟩ that arises from two ϕ× ϕ OPEs [1]

F(ui) =

∫ 1

0

dt1dt2
Γ (2J1 + τ1)

Γ
(
J1 +

τ1
2

)2 Γ (2J2 + τ2)

Γ
(
J2 +

τ
2

)2× (A1)

× (t1(1− t1))
J1+

τ1−2
2 (t2(1− t2))

J2+
τ2−2

2 ×

× (1− t1u4 − u2u4 + t1u2u4)
J2−ℓ

(1− t1 + t1u5)J1−ℓ+
∆O+τ1−τ2

2

u
τ1
2
1 u

∆O
2

5 ×

× (1− t2u5 − u2u5 + t2u2u5)
J1−ℓ

(1− t2 + t2u4)J2−ℓ+
∆O+τ2−τ1

2

u
τ2
2
3 u

∆O
2

4 ×

× ((t1 + t2 − t1t2)(1− u2) + u2)
−J1−J2+

∆O−τ1−τ2
2 .

This block is labeled by the twists τ1, τ2 and spins J1, J2
of the two exchanged fields O1,O2, along with the inte-
ger ℓ = 0, . . . ,min(J1, J2). The latter denotes a basis of
tensor structures Hℓ

12V
J1−ℓ
1,23 V J2−ℓ

2,31 for the spinning three-
point function ⟨O1O2O⟩. Throughout the appendix, we
assume that the two exchanged fields have equal twist:
τ1 = 2h = τ2.

The ordered null square limit NS< is

x2
12, x

2
23, x

2
34, x

2
41 → 0, x2

12, x
2
34 ≪ x2

23 ≪ x2
41. (A2)

For bookkeeping purposes, we define the above lightcone
limits via infinitesimal rescalings x2

ij → ϵijx
2
ij , ϵij → 0.

In this notation, the five cross-ratios scale as

u1 = O(ϵ12), u2 = O(ϵ41ϵ23), u3 = O(ϵ34), (A3)
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u4 = O(ϵ−1
41 ), u5 = O(ϵ−1

41 ). (A4)

In particular, note that the ratio x = u4/u5 is finite in this
limit. At leading order, the first two limits x2

12, x
2
34 → 0

restrict the sum over descendants of O1,O2 to those with
minimal twist ∆ − J = 2h. As a result, the leading
asymptotics in these two limits is

F(ui) ∼ (u1u3)
h(u4u5)

hO F̃(u2, u4, u5), (A5)

where F̃(u2, u4, u5) is a leading-twist block. To simplify
future calculations, we stripped off a u4u5-dependent
prefactor and introduced the notation 2hO := ∆O for
the half-twist of the external scalar O. For the remaining
two limits, the asymptotics of the leading-twist blocks
F̃(u2, u4, u5) are derived in two steps: first, we derive an
integral representation for the most general solution to
the Casimir equations. Next, we identify a basis of solu-
tions consistent with this integral representation by ana-
lyzing a power series representation of the leading-twist
blocks.
a. General solution to Casimir equations. The Casi-

mir equations in cross-ratio space take the form

D̃2
aF̃ =

(
J2
a +O(Ji)

)
F̃ , a = 1, 2, (A6)

where at leading order in the limit NS<, the differential
operators D̃2

a reduce to

D2
a =ϵ−1

23 ϵ
−1
41 ∂2 (ϑ2 − ϑ4 − ϑ5 − hO) (A7)

+ ϵ−1
23 ∂2∂6−a +O(ϵ023).

Here, we introduced the compact notation ∂i := ∂ui and
ϑi := ui∂ui for i = 2, 4, 5. At leading order, we thereby
obtain a simple system of two differential equations in
three variables:

∂2

(
ϑ2 − ϑ4 − ϑ5 −

∆O

2

)
F̃ = J2F̃ (A8)

∂2(∂4 − ∂5)F̃ = 2j2F̃ . (A9)

After applying the Laplace transform with respect to u2,
it is easy to express the solutions to this system as inte-
grals of a one-variable function:

F̃(u2, u4, u5) = uhO
2

∫ ∞

0

dt

t1+hO
e−t− J2u2

t −j2u2
u4−u5

t

× f̂

(
u2

u4 + u5

t

)
. (A10)

We have thereby reduced the problem to identifying a ba-
sis of functions f̂(Y ) corresponding to the basis of tensor
structures ℓ = 0, . . . ,min(J1, J2).
b. Null square limit of leading-twist blocks. Define

(u2, u4, u5) := (1−Z, v2, v1) and h̄i := h+ Ji. For blocks
in the ℓ-basis of tensor structures, the following integral
representation for blocks was derived in [5]:

F̃ = Zℓ
∏

1≤a ̸=b≤2

Γ (2h̄a)

Γ (h̄a)2

∫ 1

0

dta
(ta(1− ta))

h̄a−1

(1− (1− va)ta)
Ja−ℓ+hO

× (1− (1− Z)va − Zvatb)
Ja−ℓ

(1− Z(1− t1)(1− t2))h̄12;O
, (A11)

where h̄12;O := h̄1 + h̄2 − hO. The first limit x2
23 → 0

corresponds to Z → 1−. We analyze it by expanding
the integrand around Z = 0, resulting in a power series
expansion of F̃ :

F̃ =

∞∑
k=ℓ

(h̄12;O)k
k!

2∏
a=1

Ja−ℓ∑
ma=0

(
Ja − ℓ−ma

ma

)
× (A12)

× fk,m1,m2
(v1, v2)Z

k+m1+m2 .

The functions fk,m1,m2
(v1, v2) can be determined explic-

itly in terms of a product of two Gauss hypergeometric
functions with arguments 1−v1, 1−v2. Now, for Z = 1+
O(ϵ23), the derivative operator acts as ∂ZF̃ = O(ϵ−1

23 )F̃ .
At the same time, the action of this derivative on each
summand is (k +m1 +m2)/Z. We deduce that the sum
is dominated by the regime k+m1+m2 = O(ϵ−1

23 ). More-

over, since 0 ≤ m1,m2 ≤ max(J1, J2) = O(ϵ
−1/2
23 ), the

powers Zm1+m2 = 1+O(ϵ
1/2
23 ) are trivial at leading order.

This allows us to resum over m1,m2 and approximate the
power series by

F̃ ∼
∞∑
k=ℓ

(h̄12;O)k
k!

Zk
∏

1≤a ̸=b≤2

(h̄a)k
(2h̄a)k

× (A13)

× F1

(
h̄a; Ja − ℓ− hO, ℓ− Jb; 2h̄a + k; 1− va, vb

)
,

where F1 denotes the Appell function of the first kind:

F1(b; a1, a2; c; z1, z2) =

2∏
a=1

∞∑
na=0

(aa)na

na!
zna
a

(b)n1+n2

(c)n1+n2

.

Using this explicit expression for the power series, we can
now approximate the region k = O(ϵ−1

23 ) that dominates
the sum in the lightcone limit by an integral. In this case,
the integrand admits an expansion near ϵ23 = 0 with
J2
1 , J

2
2 = O(ϵ−1

23 ) and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ min(J1, J2). At leading
order, the block therefore reduces to

F̃ ∼ N h,hO
J1J2

∫ ∞

0

dk

k1+hO
e−ku2− (J1+J2)2

2k ×

×
∏

1≤a ̸=b≤2

e−
Ja
k ( 3Ja

2 +(Ja−ℓ)(1−va)−(Jb−ℓ)vb) , (A14)

where

N h,hO
J1J2

:=
1

Γ (J1 + J2 + 2h− hO)

2∏
a=1

Γ (2Ja + 2h)

Γ (Ja + h)
.

(A15)
The following approximation of blocks was based solely
on the lightcone limit x2

23 → 0, where the cross-ratios
u4, u5 = v2, v1 remained finite. In the final lightcone limit
x2
41 → 0, the latter scale as va = O(ϵ−1

41 ). We would like
to identify the blocks in this limit with the integral rep-
resentation (A10) of solutions to the Casimir equations
by changing variables to t := ku2. To obtain a basis
of blocks that is consistent with the functional form of
eq. (A10), we assume that the ℓ-dependent terms in the
exponential remain as leading contributions,

Javbu2(Jb − ℓ) = O(1) ⇐⇒ Jb − ℓ = O
(
ϵ
−1/2
23 ϵ

1/2
41

)
.

(A16)
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Changing variables according to (8) from (J1, J2, ℓ) to
(J, j1, j2), allows us to parameterize the large-spin limit
as

J2 = O(ϵ−1
23 ϵ

−1
41 ) , j2a = O(ϵ−1

23 ϵ41). (A17)

After expanding the Gamma functions of N h,hO
J1J2

in
eq. (A15), we finally obtain

F̃ = 22h+2J+hO−1π−1/2J1/2+hOuhO
2 ×

×
∫ ∞

0

dt

t1+hO
e−t− J2u2

t − Jj1u2u4
t − Jj2u2u5

t . (A18)

This expression coincides with (7) after integrating over t,
in addition to setting 2h = 2 + γ for the twist of the
exchanged fields and 2hO = ∆L for the twist (scaling
dimension) of the fifth external scalar.

Appendix B: Null Square Inversion Formula

This appendix is divided into two parts: first, we
invert the conformal block decomposition of the five-
point function in the ordered null-square limit NS< of
eq. (A2). Next, by specializing this inversion formula
to five-point functions that factorize in the null square
limit, we demonstrate that CO(J1, J2, ℓ) reduces to a one-
variable function of the ratio r = (J2−ℓ)/(J1−ℓ), thereby
proving the uniqueness of eq. (15).
a. Derivation of the inversion formula. The deriva-

tion is based on the observation that the null square
blocks in eq. (A10) are the integral transform of a simple
power-law-times-exponential function. After the change
of variables t := ku2, we can identify this integral as a
straightforward generalization of the Laplace transform,
which we denote by

G(u2, u4, u5) =:

∫ ∞

0

dk e−ku2L−1[G]
(
k,

u4

k
,
u5

k

)
. (B1)

In this case, we can express the inverse Laplace transform
of the five-point blocks in the ordered null-square limit as

L−1[F̃ ](k,w4, w5) =
N5(J)

k1+hO
e−J( J

k +j1w4+j2w5), (B2)

where w4 = u4/k, w5 = u5/k, hO = ∆O/2, and

N5(J) := 22h+2J+∆O/2−1J1/2+∆O/2π−1/2. (B3)

Given that the five-point function reduces to leading-
twist exchange GO ∼ (u1u3)

h(u4u5)
hOG̃O(u2, u4, u5) in

the limit u1, u3 → 0, we can then express the null square
conformal block decomposition as

L−1[G̃O](k,w4, w5) =∫ ∞

0

d(J2)e−J2k−1

∫ ∞

0

d(Jj1)e
−Jj1w4

∫ ∞

0

d(Jj2)e
−Jj2w5

× N5(J)

8J3k1+hO
C(J)2CO(J, j1, j2), (B4)

where the original measure is dJ1dJ2dℓ/4, with a fac-
tor of four to account for even spin exchange in the two

OPEs. Now, in this k-space, the conformal block decom-
position itself reduces to another series of Laplace trans-
forms with respect to (J2, Jj1, Jj2). After applying their
inverse transforms, we obtain

CO(J, j1, j2) =
8J3

N5(J)C(J)2

∫
(c+iR)3

dk

k1−hO
dw4dw5

× eJ
2/k+Jj1w4+Jj2w5 L−1[G̃O](k,w4, w5) . (B5)

It is now straightforward to write down an inversion for-
mula for the position space correlator by inserting the
formula for the inverse Laplace transform with respect to
k:

L−1[G̃O](k,w4, w5) =

∫
c+iR

du2e
ku2G̃O(u2, kw4, kw5).

(B6)
Here, following the standard definition of the inverse
Laplace transform, c > 0 is a constant shift of the con-
tours of integration to the right of all poles and branch
cuts of the integrand in the complex plane. As a result, we
obtain the following inversion formula for the five-point
function in the ordered null square limit:

CO(J, j1, j2) =
24−2h−∆O/2J

5−∆O
2

Ĉ(J)2

×
∫

(c+iR)4

dk du2 dw4 dw5

k1+∆O/2
eku2+J2/k+Jj1w4+Jj2w5

× GO(u1, u2, u3, u4 = kw4, u5 = kw5)

(u1u3)h(w4w5)∆O/2
. (B7)

b. Consequences of factorization for OPE coefficients.
We now consider five-point functions with the factoriza-
tion property

GO(u1, . . . , u5) ∼ G4(u1u3, u2)(u4u5)
hOfO(u4, u5),

(B8)
where G4(u, v) is the four-point function in the null
square limit, while fO is a symmetric function of two
variables that is homogeneous of degree −hO:

fO(λu5, λu4) = fO(λu4, λu5) = λ−hOfO(u4, u5). (B9)

Given G4(u, v) ∼ uhg4(v) in the ordered null square limit,
the inverse Laplace transform (B6) of a factorized func-
tion (B8) will itself factorize as well:

L−1[g4 fO](k,w4, w5) = k−hOL−1[g4](k) fO(w4, w5).

We can therefore separate the integral over k from the
integrals over w4, w5 in the inversion formula (B6). In
doing so, we identify the inversion formula for the four-
point OPE coefficients C(J)2:

C(J)2 =
4J

N4(J)

∫
c+iR

dk

k
e

J2

k L−1[g4](k), (B10)

where N4(J) = 4J+hJ1/2π−1/2, which follows from the
Laplace transform with respect to v of the Bessel func-
tion K0(2J

√
v) in four-point conformal blocks. Given
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N5(J) = 2hO−1JhON4(J), the inversion formula there-
fore reduces to(

J

2

)hO−2

CO(J, j1, j2) =∫
(c+iR)2

dw4dw5e
Jj1w4+Jj2w5fO(w4, w5). (B11)

The RHS of this equation is the inverse Laplace transform
of fO with respect to each of its arguments w4, w5. Since
the latter function is homogeneous of degree −hO, then
the LHS (i. e. the Laplace transform of fO) must be a
homogeneous function of degree hO − 2 in (Jj1, Jj2). As
a result, factorization in the null square limit implies that
OPE coefficients take the most general form

CO(J, j1, j2) = jhO−2
1 CO(r), r = j2/j1, (B12)

in agreement with eq. (14) for the OPE coefficients CL

normalized by their tree-level value C
(0)
L = 8. Finally,

after re-inverting the relation between CO and fO to

fO(u4, u5) =

∫
R2

+

dj1dj2e
−(j1u4+j2u5)

(
j1
2

)hO−2

CO(r),

(B13)
we can explicitly integrate over r by parameterizing the
homogeneous function as

fO(u4, u5) = (u4u5)
−hO/2FO(x), x = u4/u5. (B14)

As a result, the null square conformal block decomposi-
tion reduces to

FO(x) =
Γ (hO − 1)

2hO−2
xhO/2

∫ ∞

0

dx

(x+ r)hO
CO(r), (B15)

in agreement with eq. (16) for O = L.

Appendix C: Three-Loop Results

The weak-coupling expressions for the finite function
F̂ (x) and the structure constant ĈL are given in terms
of harmonic polylogarithms (HPLs). These functions are
defined recursively, via

Ha1,a2,...,an
(x) =

∫ x

0

dz

z − a1
Ha2,...,an

(z) (C1)

with the seed H(x) = 1 and ai ∈ {−1, 0, 1}. We use
the compact HPL notation introduced in [29], in which a
string of n− 1 zero indices followed by ±1 is replaced by
±n, i. e. H3,0 = H0,0,1,0(x).

The three-loop contribution to F̂ (x) is given by

F̂ (3)(x) =16ζ3H−2−1 + 32ζ3H−20 + 16ζ3H−1−2−
−32ζ3H−1−1−1 + 16ζ3H−1−10 + 16ζ3H−100−
−8ζ3H000 − 144ζ2H−3−1 + 88ζ2H−30−
−96ζ2H−2−2 − 96ζ2H−1−3 − 516ζ4H−1−1+

+360ζ4H−10 − 646ζ4H00 + 48ζ2H−2−1−1−
−32ζ2H−2−10 + 88ζ2H−200 + 48ζ2H−1−2−1−

−48ζ2H−1−20 + 48ζ2H−1−1−2−
−96ζ2H−1−1−1−1 + 48ζ2H−1−1−10−
−96ζ2H−1−100 + 96ζ2H−1000 − 216ζ2H0000+

+48H−400 − 48H−3−100 + 40H−3000−
−32H−2−200 − 32H−1−300 + 16H−2−1−100−
−16H−2−1000 + 40H−20000 + 16H−1−2−100−
−32H−1−2000 + 16H−1−1−200−
−32H−1−1−1−100 + 16H−1−1−1000−
−48H−1−10000 + 48H−100000 − 120H000000−
−40ζ23 − 48ζ3H−3 − 8ζ2ζ3H0 + 144ζ2H−4+

+394ζ4H−2 − 112ζ5H−1 + 32ζ5H0−

−3085

2
ζ6 +

1

N2

(
− 96ζ3H−20 − 96ζ3H−100+

+192ζ3H000 + 48ζ2H−30 + 144ζ2H−2−2+

+144ζ2H−1−3 − 1620ζ4H−1−1 + 312ζ4H−10+

+300ζ4H00 − 48ζ2H−1−20 − 432ζ2H−1−100+

+96ζ2H−1000 + 48ζ2H0000 + 48H−3000+

+48H−2−200 + 48H−1−300 + 96H−20000−
−48H−1−2000 − 432H−1−10000+

+96H−100000 + 144H000000 − 528ζ23 − 231ζ6+

+384ζ2ζ3H−1 + 192ζ2ζ3H0 − 216ζ4H−2+

+48ζ5H−1 + 288ζ5H0+

+
1

1 + x

(
− 48ζ2H−30 + 288ζ2H−200+

+144ζ2H−1000 − 48ζ2H0000 + 180ζ4H−10−
−300ζ4H00 − 192ζ3H000 − 96H−400−
−48H−3000 + 192H−20000 + 240H−100000−
−144H000000 − 2217ζ6 − 288ζ2H−4−

−480ζ3ζ2H0 + 1440ζ4H−2 − 432ζ5H0

))
. (C2)

While the three-loop contribution to the structure con-
stant ĈL is a much simpler function, given by

Ĉ
(3)
L (r) = 16ζ3H20 − 16ζ3H21 + 8ζ3H000 + 196ζ4H00+

+ 16ζ2H22 + 48ζ2H30 + 16ζ2H31 + 48ζ2H200+

+ 48ζ2H210 + 32ζ2H211 + 96ζ2H0000 + 48H50+

+ 32H230 + 32H320 + 40H400 + 48H410+

+ 16H2120 + 32H2200 + 16H2210 + 40H3000+

+ 16H3100 + 16H3110 + 48H20000 + 48H21000+

+ 16H21100 + 32H21110 + 120H000000 − 24ζ23−
− 1079ζ6 + 32ζ3H3 + 48ζ2H4 + 156ζ4H2−

− 32ζ5H0 +
1

N2

(
− 96ζ3H20 + 192ζ3H100+

+ 288ζ4H10 + 96ζ2H120 − 96ζ2H200−
− 96ζ2H1000 − 96ζ2H1100 − 96H50 − 96H140−
− 48H230 − 48H320 − 48H1300 + 48H2200+

+ 288H3000 + 192H12000 + 336H20000+

+ 432H21000 + 144H100000 + 240H110000−
− 624ζ23 − 528ζ6 − 96ζ3H3 + 288ζ2ζ3H0+
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+ 288ζ2ζ3H1 + 144ζ4H2 + 144ζ5H0 + 432ζ5H1

)
.

(C3)

Note that the F̂ (3)(x) contains terms with a rational
prefactor multiplying the HPLs, while the structure con-
stant is simply a linear combination of HPLs. This hap-
pens because in the inversion formula (17), one divides
the discontinuity by x and then integrates. Once we inte-
grate the terms with x or 1+x in the denominator times
a HPL, via the very definition of these functions (C1) we
get another HPL but with different weight.

Appendix D: Null Pentagon Limit

The null pentagon limit can be achieved by first taking
x2
12, x

2
34 → 0 (or u1, u3 → 0), projecting to leading-twist

operators in the OPE. Further taking x2
45, x

2
15 → 0 (or

u4, u5 → 0), large-spin operators dominate. At this stage,
the polarization ℓ is still finite, but by taking the last
distance to become null, x2

23 → 0 (or u2 → 0), we project
also to large ℓ. The conformal block in the pentagon limit
(ui → 0) simplifies dramatically, and is given by a simple
exponential [1]:

F(ui) = 23+γ1+γ2J
1− γ2

2
1 J

1− γ1
2

2 ℓ−2+γ1+γ2×

× u
2+γ1

2
1 u

2+γ2
2

3 u2
4u

2
5 e

−ℓu2−
J2
2u4
ℓ − J2

1u5
ℓ , (D1)

where γi = γ(Ji) are the anomalous dimensions of the
two exchanged operators.
Notice that this limit is very different than the null

square limit considered in the main text. Once we take
the five neighboring distances to become null separated,
the null pentagon correlation function has no finite cross-
ratios. In terms of the quantum numbers, this limit is
approached by first taking the spins Ji to be large, and
then the polarization ℓ, hence there are also no finite
ratios of the quantum numbers in the null pentagon limit.
The conformal block in this limit is independent of the

fifth external operator, so any difference in the correla-
tion functions must come from the different three-point
functions of the block decomposition (3). Conversely, the
equality between the correlators (24) implies that their
tree-level normalized structure constants must also be
identical:

Ĉϕ(J1, J2, ℓ) = ĈL(J1, J2, ℓ) . (D2)

The null pentagon correlator Ĝϕ (or ĜL) must be cycli-
cally symmetric (i. e. invariant under ui → ui+1). By de-
manding this symmetry of the correlator, one can boot-
strap the universal behavior of the structure constants.
This was done for Ĉϕ in [1], which, due to (D2), imme-
diately gives the following result: The three-point func-
tion of two leading-twist large-spin operators and the La-
grangian in the limit of large ℓ are

ĈL(J1, J2, ℓ) =

N (λ) e−
f(λ)

4 (log ℓ2+2 log 2 log (J1J2))− g(λ)
2 log ℓ , (D3)

where N (λ) is a coupling-dependent but spin-indepen-
dent factor that bootstrap arguments cannot fix.

Appendix E: Trivial Relation

In the following, we want to show that

I

[
x

∫ ∞

0

dr
ĈL(r)

(x+ r)2

]
= ĈL(1) (E1)

is trivially satisfied for any physical structure constant.
The first step is to use the fact that ĈL(r) is invariant

under the inversion r → 1/r to write the single integral
above as the sum of two integrals∫ ∞

0

dr
ĈL(r)

(x+ r)2
=

∫ 1

0

dr

(
ĈL(r)

(x+ r)2
+

ĈL(r)

(1 + xr)2

)
.

(E2)
The advantage of this step is that now it is clear that the
integral of any polynomial in r is convergent.

To complete our derivation, we note that the structure
constant ĈL(r) better be regular around r = 1, since
at this value it is equal to the cusp anomalous dimen-
sion (30). Therefore, we can Taylor expand the structure
constant around this point

ĈL(r) =

∞∑
n=0

cn(r − 1)n (E3)

and plug into the initial relation (E1) to obtain

∞∑
n=0

cnI
[
x

∫ 1

0

dr

(
(r − 1)n

(x+ r)2
+

(r − 1)n

(1 + xr)2

)]
= c0 . (E4)

Performing the integral and applying the functional for
the first term of the sum n = 0 allows us to simplify the
relation above into the sum rule

∞∑
n=1

cnI
[
x

∫ 1

0

dr

(
(r − 1)n

(x+ r)2
+

(r − 1)n

(1 + xr)2

)]
= 0 . (E5)

Therefore, the relation (E1) will be trivially satisfied if
each term of the sum (E5) is identically zero. It turns out
that the integrals and the functional are simple enough
to check this explicitly:

I
[
x

∫ 1

0

dr

(
(r − 1)n

(x+ r)2
+

(r − 1)n

(1 + xr)2

)]
= (−1)n

(
1 +

n∑
k=0

k

(
n

k

)
I[xk log x]

)

= (−1)n

(
1 +

n∑
k=0

k

(
n

k

)
(−1)k

k

)
= 0 , (E6)

where in the last line we used the fact that

I[xp logq(x)] = lim
ϵ→0

∂q

∂ϵq
I[xp+ϵ] = (E7)

=
q!

pq

q∑
k=0

(−1)q+p−1(πp)k−1

k!
sin

(
πk

2

)
.
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