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1 Introduction

Operator product expansion (OPE) encapsulates the operator spectrum of the field theory
along with the corresponding data of its OPE coefficients. For a conformal field theory
(CFT), given two scalar quasi-primaries O; and O; of conformal dimensions A; and A;, we
can write down their OPE as

0i(x)0;(0) = Z Cijie 2|2 2755 (1 + 1270, + cor”270,0, + ... ) OR(0), (1)
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where Cyj), are the OPE coefficients and Oy are the channel operators that appear in the
OPE. More generally, such an OPE can be repackaged in terms of the OPE block ng (t1+8)
in the operator channel Oy as

O (#1) O, 6, (w2) = |1 — wa| 272> " Ciie B (4141 - (2)
k

We have written the expansion above for the case when the quasi-primaries are allowed to
have non-zero spins ¢;’s. In a holographic setup, OPE blocks were introduced in [I] and it
soon found several applications in CFT and in the context of Anti de Sitter (AdS)/CFT
dictionary. Most notable of which are within the boundary to bulk map in AdS/CFT,
understanding the emergence of spacetime in AdS, in the studies of modular flows etc. In
this paper we will revisit these old ideas and close a few literature gaps in their applicability
towards bulk reconstruction.

One of the main goals of AdS/CFT correspondence is to understand how the bulk ge-
ometry and dynamics emerge from the boundary conformal field theory. A key tool in this
endeavor is the CFT extrapolate dictionary, which allows us to reconstruct local bulk fields
from CFT operators and correlators. The original version of this dictionary, proposed in
[2, B, 4, 5], required the knowledge of the full CFT data. A significant improvement was
achieved in [6] [7, 8, @, 10], 11], where the authors developed a revised version of the dictionary
which can be easily extended to the so-called subregion holographyll] We turn to this topic
next.

A refined approach towards the extrapolate dictionary started with the advent of Ryu-
Takayanagi (RT) [12] and covariant HRT [I3] prescriptions, which conjectured that the
entanglement entropy of a boundary subregion is given by the area of a minimal/extremal
surface in the bulk that anchors on the boundary of the subregion. This establishes a holo-
graphic relation between a subregion of the boundary and a corresponding region in the bulk,
called the entanglement wedge (EW) reconstruction [I4] [I5]. This approach incorporates
quantum information theoretic concepts such as relative entropy and modular Hamiltonian
into holography, and reveals new aspects of bulk emergence from boundary entanglement.

For completeness, we wish to recollect the main features and applications of the CFT
extrapolate dictionary in Lorentzian AdS/CFT correspondence, with a focus on subregion
holography. The original HKLL approach, which relied on solving bulk equations of motion,
provided a position space expression of the bulk field ¢(z, z) dual to a boundary operator

OA($)
o(z,x) = /dx'KA(z, x|z ) Oa(2") + Z %/dm’KAl(z, 2|7 )Op, (7') + O(N72) ... (3)

Here z is the bulk radial direction, x are boundary coordinates, K is the so-called smearing
Kernel. The expression above provides an order by order construction of the bulk field in the

!Based on the original authors, we will call this revised approach HKLL prescription.



boundary effective coupling 1/N of a CFT of large central charge ~ N. The information of
bulk interaction is encoded via the appropriate coefficients a;. One can use this prescription
for a bulk field in any coordinate patch such as in Rindler spacetimes [0, [7], or for that
matter, inside any bulk EW region dual to a corresponding finite subregion at the boundary.
In these cases, the bulk field is obtained via boundary operators supported over an imaginary
spatial direction ip’, and we consider a ‘spacelike’ relation between this p’, time x’ and bulk
radial coordinate 7 (for a description of these coordinates, see appendix . Also see figure
over which the smearing kernel is supported. For example, for a free bulk scalar ¢
located outside the AdS3 Rindler horizon (corresponding to a boundary scalar primary O of
conformal dimension A) we have

GRrindier (T, X, p) = CA/

dp'dx’ (Jgn K(f,x,p|f’7x+x’,p+ip’)> Oa(x+Xs ptip'). (4)
>0 oo

Here Cx is an overall normalization (Ca = (A_1)2A72, with B? being a 2-ball of unit ra-

Vol(B2)
dius) and K is the smearing kernel which is an appropriate function of AdS bulk-boundary

covariant distance. It is related to the bulk to bulk covariant distance o as [7]

A—2
lim K (7, x, pli, x + X, p+ip) = lim (o/i7)"7" = [f (COS p = (1=72)" cosh X,ﬂ
7 —00

' —00

(5)
At this stage, let us make some comments on this above-mentioned complexification. For
a position space bulk reconstruction in Rindler, such complexifications become a necessity
and can be traced back to the presence of evanescent modes for bulk fields in a background
containing a horizon [16, 17, 18]. As a result, the HKLL smearing kernel should be under-
stood as a distribution in position space [19]. Similar games can be played for global and
Poincaré coordinates, but there it is essentially a useful trick. An alternate way to think
about this procedure is via identifying the HKLL kernel as a retarded Green’s function in
de Sitter (dS) [0, [7]. But it is not clear if this dS interpretation should go through for bulk
reconstructions in any excited state. Because CFT is considered to be the input in this
approach, such complexification is indeed mysterious solely from the boundary perspective.
So far, any interpretation or explanation of this complexification involves having an idea of
the associated bulk geometry, particularly the existence of the horizon.

On the other hand, it was shown in [I] that in certain examples, the OPE block repackages
the bulk fields as an inverse geodesic Radon transform (or X-ray transform) with a given
weight (there is also a connection with Mellin transform; see e.g. [20, 21]. See also [22 23]).
In particular, in AdS3/CFTs, if the OPE block has been produced by two identical boundary
scalar operators located at the endpoints of a given RT surface v, it provides a representation
of a bulk field ¢ integrated over the bulk RT surface (parametrized by s with ca being a A



dependent constant )]
/ds¢(s) =cABy +O(NY) ... . (6)

v
We should note (as it will be useful for us later) that purely within field theory, OPE blocks
can also be defined in terms of the shadow operator prescription in the CFT. For a boundary
interval [L, R], it takes the form

BT =ca [ [~ dvdo (04(0.-)0n(0,50)05 () Oals) . (1)

where the shadow operator O has dimension A = d — A [24, [1]. Throughout this paper, we
will refer the operators O; and O;, participating in the OPE, as external operators.

A good part of our work will be devoted to showing that the above observation is a special
example of a much broader picture. In particular, we will derive a bulk field/ OPE block
dictionary, where the external operators could in general be spinning and can also be time-
like separated. Note that, whenever we have a boundary entangling region in the context
of subregion duality, we have a natural causal diamond (CD) associated with it. We can
therefore consider the external operators to be located either at the spacelike endpoints of
the entangling region (distinct points for CETy), or at the timelike separated top and bottom
points of the CD. Analyzing some generic cases, we will then find that possibly a better-
phrased equivalence between the HKLL fields and OPE blocks comes in terms of Fourier
transformation. This is especially true, if motivated from the dS/CFT extrapolate dictionary,
we consider the OPE blocks between operators from a principal series representation [25], 26|
27]. We will see that our statement above naturally justifies the complexification mentioned
earlier, by means of an analytic continuation from dS to AdS. As we’ll show, this has the
added feature of being able to interpret bulk fields in dS spacetime as a superposition of
Euclidean OPE blocks. In these cases the OPE blocks become associated to the bulk fields
integrated over timelike extremal surfaces, which has been a topic of recent interests in the
study of timelike entanglement entropy within holography [28 29, [30, 3T, 32].

For the convenience of the reader, here we will briefly summarize the structure and
the main results of our paper. The first few sections will only deal with the AdS;/CFT,
correspondence, and only near the end we will discuss higher dimensional generalizations.

e In section [2] we start by reviewing the HKLL bulk reconstruction for AdSs; Rindler,
and recall its connection with OPE blocks of two dimensional CFT in section 8l Even
though many of these results are quite well-known and should be thought of as a
necessary review, we have computed some newer types of OPE blocks in section

2Throughout this paper, we will only consider free fields. Interacting fields require a knowledge of bulk
interactions, and will relate to 1/N corrections to boundary OPE blocks. The inclusion of interactions is
quite orthogonal to the topics we are addressing in this paper.



where the external operators could be timelike separated and with higher spins. See
e.g. equations and . We will see that in some of these cases, they also have the
interpretation of smearing AdS; bulk scalars along the RT geodesic. These conclusions
will be drawn in section [l

e The analysis of the above sections motivates us to ask analogous questions in the
de Sitter context. This has been carried out in section [5] Here, we write down the
bulk fields integrated over the (spacelike parts of the) timelike extremal surfaces as a
combinations of Euclidean OPE blocks. We have performed this in the flat slicings of
ds.

e In section [0, we then turn to the higher dimensional OPE blocks and make some
observations regarding their possible connections with higher dimensional bulk fields.
Some of the important expressions there are through (78). The entire analysis in
these main parts of the paper will be for bulk scalar fields.

We have provided some appendices at the end to supplement the readers with the nec-
essary backgrounds and analytic justifications. In particular, appendix [A] introduces some
notations, coordinate patches, basics of modular flow etc. which we have utilized throughout
the paper. Appendix |B| provides the connection between modular Hamiltonians, modular
momentums and OPE blocks in two and higher dimensional CFTs. This plays an essential
role in order to understand their relation with the free bulk fields. Appendix [C] is entirely
devoted to the bulk graviton reconstruction in the context of AdS;/CFT,. And finally
appendix [D] supplements some of the details of the calculations carried out in section [}

2 Free scalars in AdS; Rindler

This section will revisit the HKLL extrapolate dictionary for the free bulk scalars. Barring
some differences, much of the analysis presented here already appears in [33]. Therefore, we
will be very brief.

As mentioned in the introduction, the Rindler dictionary takes the form

QSRindler(fa X5 /)) - CA/

dp'dy’ (Jim K7, x, plF, x + X5 p + ip’)) Oa(x +x',p+ip),
>0 7 =00

(8)

with the smearing kernel

A-2

lim K (7, x, pl, x + X, p+ip) = lim (a/i7)"7" = [T (COSP' —(1-72)"” COShX'ﬂ
7 —00 7/ —00
(9)

Quite interestingly, given the H,,,q and P,,,q4 make a boundary operator flow in the x and
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Figure 1: Causal diamond of a spatial subregion (on a CFTy plane) in both lightcone (z, 2)
and Rindler coordinates (p, x). Rindler coordinates span the entire causal diamond. The
green and red arrows signify modular flow directions by modular Hamiltonian H,,,; and
modular momentum P,,,; respectively. See appendix [A] for detailed definitions of these
quantities.

p directions respectively (see appendix , the above boundary to bulk map can also be
alternatively represented as

A—2
¢Rindle7‘<fa X p) = OA/ dp/dX/ [7: <COS pl - (1 o f_2)1/2 cosh X/>]
>0
N  OJN 00— (10)

In other words, the spatial complexification of Oa can be understood as a flow under P,,.q
by a certain imaginary value. The integration region ¢ > 0 constraint implies

cosp’ > (1— f‘2)1/2 cosh x'. (11)

The above result simplifies considerably for when the bulk operator is on the RT surface
7 = 1, which gives the integration region as cos p’ > 0. In this case, the x’ integral runs from



{—00, 00}, whereas the o’ integral runs between {—m /2, 7/2}F| We therefore obtain
¢R’mdler r=1 » X P

_ (Prmod 0P+ HppogX') (HmodX +Pmod (ir'))
_CA/ dﬂ/ dx' (cosp)> 2 e T 0 (x p) e e
—7/2

/2 A—2  _ Pumoa (o) o iPrnod (i)
:CA/ dp' (cosp’)™ e or (/ dsOA(s,p)) e o, (12)

—7/2 )

Note that in going from the second line to the last line above, we’ve changed the variable
of integration X’ — s = x + x’. For now we have kept the x on the left hand side (as an
argument of the bulk field), but from the right hand side, the resulting quantity is clearly x
independent. This is of course expected as y is a hyperbolic angle relative to the RT surface
and it ceases to be well-defined as we place a bulk field on the RT surface. In what follows,
we will therefore avoid putting y in the argument of the bulk field, as they will always be
located on the RT surface.

Using the following convention for Fourier transform

OA (p7 X,) = / dwx’ e_in/X,OA(pa wx’)7 (13)
and plugging it in above, we see that it puts w,, = 0. We therefore have
/2 7 ZPmo (") iy o (i0)
Prindier(T =1, p) = QWCA/ , dpf (cos ') T Oa(wy = 0,p)e "5 . (14)

Fourier transforming in a similar manner in the p’ direction, we end up Withﬁ

r(A)
221 (A= 1)1 (4 + %)

Prindier(T = 1,p) = QWCA/ dk, e"*v? Oa(wy = 0,k,).

(15)
Inverting the above relation, we finally obtain

PA-NI (54 %)) i
OA(Wx/ = O, kfp) = 47TZCAF(A) / dpe oP ¢Rindler(r = 17 p) . (16)

—00

This is a known result which shows that the zero (energy) mode of the boundary primary is
a weighted integral (Fourier transform) of the bulk field over the RT surface.

3Note that as p’ is real, we can think of the flow by P,,.4 as a flow by an imaginary parameter sp=1p. In
modular theory there is a regime of validity for the imaginary modular flow parameter [34]. When the bulk
field is at the RT surface, i.e. s, = {—im/2,im/2}, this regime of validity is just saturated. Hence interpreting
the complexification of boundary spatial coordinates in this manner is well-defined for all regions inside the

entanglement wedge.
'mod (i)

On(wy = 0,k,) e 4 in (), and taking Pp,oq =

mod (ip")

4Same result is obtained by expanding e~

i0,.



3 Various OPE blocks in CFT,

In this section, we switch our attention to OPE blocks in CFT,. In order to connect with
the Rindler HKLL prescription for free bulk scalars, we can consider external boundary
CFT quasi-primary operators located at either the left-right or top-bottom points of the
boundary causal diamond D, which is associated to the boundary subregion at ¢ = 0 slice.
The external operators will be taken to have unequal spins and conformal dimensions (so,
an arbitrary twist in general), which we need to study in the scalar channel. We will explore
these various scenarios in subsections [3.1] and [3.2] Later on, in subsections [C.1] and [C.2]
we write down the OPE blocks in stress-tensor channel in order to connect with the bulk
graviton reconstruction.

3.1 Scalar channel OPE blocks between scalar primaries

Left-right blocks: We start by studying the CFTy OPE block Beppe, (L, R) in scalar Op
channel. These particular blocks were studied in detail in [20, [I]. The external operators
here have conformal dimensions Ay and Ag and the subscripts L and R designate that the
operators are located at left and right endpoints of the subregion respectively. We analyze
these OPE blocks in the shadow operator formalism given in e.g. [35, 36] 24]. Once again
using the notations of appendix [A] ((93)-(96)), we have

BOOOA(L, R)
- (J@/Ddz dz <OhL(L, L)Oy, (R, R)Ox (2, z)> Oa(z,7)

e o) () ()
17

The second line above defines the shadow operator formalism, which includes some overall
coefficient Cpp. In the last line, hg = hy = % and h;, = hy = % are the (holomorphic)
conformal dimensions of the operators located at the right and left edges of the RT surface
respectively and finally, the operator O (dual to the free bulk scalar) has a conformal di-

mension A = h + h and spin £ = h — h (which would be zero for bulk scalars) | I Rewriting

SThere is also a factor (R — L)~ (Ar+AR) present inside the integrand, which we have absorbed in the
overall normalization Cp. Originally, Co is given by [

(18)



the above equation in Rindler coordinates using or , we get

Booo (L. R) = Co / / dx dpe K000, (v, p) = Co / / dxdpe BP0 (v, p)

(19)
One can check explicitly that +iA g is precisely the eigenmode of Py0q = Hpmod,rm — Himod em
as defined in . In other words, one can identify —iApr with k,, which is the Fourier
mode corresponding to p if Appg itself is imaginary. This is also substantiated via a direct
calculation of how Bppo, (L, R) behaves under the modular translation P,,,4. Using the
CFT commutator

O To.(2), O] = 2 [0S (€ — 2)O + 6(€ — 2) B O] (20)

and its anti-holomorphic counterpart, one indeed finds (we have carried out a detailed anal-
ysis of various such commutator relations, including this one, in appendix H 133, 137]

[Pmod7 B(g(g@A (L, R)} = —27T kp B(g(goA (L, R) = 27‘(’ (Z ALR) BOOOA (L, R) . (21)

As a result, we see that is nothing but

Booo, (L, R) = C’o/ / dx dp e_ik”pOA(X, p) = 472Co Oa(wy =0,k, = —iALR).

(22)
This above subtlety (which disappears if Apg = 0, which is what’s usually taken in the
literature for simplicity) sets up one of the observations of our work. From the work of
[27, 25, [38], it is well known that imaginary conformal dimensions come naturally in the
principal series representation of conformal operators. However, here we see that they also
arise in the shadow operator prescription of the OPE blocks. In section |5| we will note that
this will have a natural place in the connection between the Fuclidean OPE blocks and the

de Sitter bulk field.

Top-bottom blocks: We can also consider the OPE block where the external operators are
at a timelike separation, in particular at the top and bottom points of the causal diamondﬂ
Such Bopo, (T, B) would be a necessary tool for us especially in higher dimensions, where
the L, R points are no longer unique points of the boundary causal diamond. Rewriting the

6The reason for the minus sign in the middle line of the commutator has to do with the fact that
Ppoa = —i0, brings —i(—ik,) down from the exponent as the eigenvalue of the OPE block (which is a
quantity in the Fourier space).

"Such top-bottom OPE blocks were studied earlier in [I} [39] using surface OPE and kinematic duality
arguments, and in terms of surface Witten diagrams. Although our results for d = 2 match with those, we
find some crucial subtleties that were not emphasized in those studies.



shadow operator prescription of in this case, we have
Booo, (T, B)

—Cp /D dzdz <OhT(T, T)Oh, (B, B)O5 (=, 2)> Oalz,7)

oo () () (S5) o
23

The notations above have equivalent meaning compared to the left-right case, with the
difference that we have now changed the subscripts and arguments to 7', B etc. in order to
emphasize that here we are dealing with the top-bottom scenario. We are still using Cp and
Co as constants so as to not introduce a plethora of new symbols, although they should be
distinguished from what appeared in . Once again, going to the Rindler coordinates we
have

- o0 o0 A _ ~ o0 o0 .
BoooAT,B):Co/ / dxdpe‘é”(w‘w)(%(x,p)zc’o/ / dy dp e “IXOx(x, p)

(24)
where we have identified the Fourier mode w, = —iApp corresponding to x. Using the
commutator , one can once again explicitly check that w, = —iArp is precisely the
eigenmode of the modular Hamiltonian H,,.q

[Hmoda B@@OA(T, B)] = —2’/T CL)X B@@@A (T, B) = 27TiATB B@@@A (T, B) (25)

Therefore, we can finally write down as

BOOOA (T, B) = é@/ / dX d,O G—HwXXOA(X, ,0) = 471'20@ OA(wX = —iATB, ]Cp == O) .

(26)
Note the difference between and .
For completeness and future use, let us also point out that
|:Hmod7 Bo,, 0,04 (L, R)] =2milrrBo,, 0,,0.(L, R), (27)

in case there is a spin-difference between the left and right external operators. Similarly

| Prots By, 00,05 (Ts B)| = 27t Boy, 0,04 (T, B). (28)

if there are spin differences between the top-bottom external operators. Similar expressions
appear in appendix especially when the external operators are stress-tensor and scalar

respectively. See also [37] where similar commutators were considered for the left-right OPE
blocks.

10



3.2 Scalar channel OPE blocks between scalar and stress tensor

We will now similarly study the OPE blocks in the left-right and top-bottom case, with
one of the external operators having non-zero spin. Even though our results can be easily
generalized (at least for CFTy) to higher spin conserved currents, for now, we will only
consider stress tensor to be the spinning external operator. Our convention will be to place
the spinning operator either on the left, or on the bottom endpoint of the CD.

Left-right blocks: In the first case, using the shadow operator prescription, the OPE block
takes the form

Br.o0u(LR) = Co [ dzdz (Tu(L1)0sy( R R)O5(. ) Oa(2:2)

_ éo/z; dz dz (((;__ZEER—_LED"R_“”LR ((z _}?_(}Z_ z))’“ ((z —éz)_(LL_ g))h_l

X (Z,2, — traces) Oa(z,%) .
(29)

Here the (Z,Z, — traces) indicates the traceless piece that appears in a three-point function

of type (TOO) (see e.g. [40])

xk xk
Z“(z)i) = gm - %7 (30)
Trz  TLR
where =t = z¥ x and the x in the subscript indicates a generic point within the causal dia-

ij
mond ff Pluggmg everythmg in lightcone coordinates and converting other terms to Rindler,

we obtain (here we have only given the expression for OPE blocks involving 7%, but similar
expressions can also be obtained for zz component)

Br..0o0, (L, R) / / dydpe” i(=iALR) P Li(ilLR) XOA(X p)
=Co / / dx dpe P XX Ox(x, p) - (32)

We can then interpret the above OPE block as the following mode of the boundary field

BTWO(QA<L R) = 47T Co OA< Z[LR; k?p = —iALR) . (33)

8For example, if the higher spin current is a stress tensor, then the traceless factor in the numerator is
1 2
(Zis -+ Zy,, — traces) = 2,7, - g’ (31)

in CFT, [41].

11



We see that the above relations are consistent with and , which is also obtained via
direct computation in appendix [B]

Top-bottom blocks: In a similar manner, we can also study the case of Br,, 00, (T, B). In
(z,z) plane it takes the form

Br,,00,(T,B) = C'o/

Dzi

dz dz <TW(B, B)OA (T, T)Ox(z, 2)> Oalz,2)

_ {Br+AT—-Ap 7

_ OO/ZE = dz (((f__;gg—_f;) <<z SILE z)>h—1 ((z =BT - 5))h—1

X (Z,2, — traces) Oa(z,%) .

(34)

Once again, converting these equations in Rindler we have (once again, here we have only
given the expression for OPE blocks involving T%;, but similar expressions can also be ob-
tained for zz component)

Br..0o, (T, B) = Co / / dx dp e~ BE@+w) ~ S @-0) 0 (1 5)
= Co / / dx dpe 0P e“xXOx(x, p). (35)

As before, they are consistent with and , as we have also shown via direct compu-
tation in appendix [B] Therefore, we can interpret the above OPE blocks as the following
mode of the boundary field

BTEEOOA (T’ B) = 47T20(9 OA(("}X = _iATB7 kﬂ - _Z[BT) : (36)

We note that in both and , the modes are Fourier modes only if ¢y r,lpr, ALr
and Arpg are all purely imaginary. However, as we will see in the next section, if we want
to interpret such OPE blocks as geodesic bulk fields, then we must have {;,zp = Arg = 0.
This is expected, as the bulk fields located on the RT surface are always zero modes of the
modular Hamiltonian.

4 Reconstructing bulk with OPE blocks

Combining the results of sections 2] and [3| we now see that in certain cases, the CFTy OPE
blocks naturally furnish a representation for the geodesic bulk operators. For the Rindler

12



scalars, the HKLL prescription leads to a bulk-boundary map given by , which we have
rewritten here for reader’s convenience:

224 A -0 (§+ %) P /oo

Oatks) = AT2CAT(A)

dP e—ik’pp ¢Rindler(f = 17 P) . (37)

[e.e]

Comparing it with the OPE blocks (22), we indeed find the well-known relation [20, [1]

1 .
=—Booo, (L, R) = Oa(wy = 0,k, = —iApR)

47T2C@
287 LA — |0 (8 +2Lr) |2\ > i
= < 1 l£2A ) /_ dp e er hy——iArn ORindier (T =1,p) .

(38)

In other words, in order to identify the above OPE block with the Fourier modes of the
geodesic bulk field, we need the imaginary £, modes of the boundary primary.

However, similar relations between the OPE blocks and Rindler scalars continue to exist
even for other OPE blocks (left-right or top-bottom) given by , and as long
as the modular energy modes are taken to zero (i.e. with Arp = 0 in and , and
(g = 0in (33)). In particular, whenever the OPE block is given by (where depending on
the type of the OPE block, f, g take values such as iApg, iArpg, ilpg or ilgr)

B=471"CoOalw, = f,k,=g)  with  f=0, (39)
we have -
/ dp e P pinaier(F =1, p) o B. (40)

Because modular Hamiltonians always pick out the modular energy values as the eigenvalues
for the boundary operators, we see that in all cases, the geodesic bulk fields are modular
zero modes. We also notice that for ¢ = 1Apr or iArp, it is a Fourier mode only for
external operators taken from the principal series representation of the CF'T. This is naturally
obtained in the context of Euclidean CFTs relevant for dS/CFT. This leads us to investigate
whether a similar dictionary exists between the dS bulk fields and Euclidean OPE blocks
or not. This will be the topic of our next section. Note that in the above cases, one
might even be tempted to suggest that the dictionary between the OPE blocks and the
bulk fields are more fundamental for dS/CFT, and the case for AdS/CFT is understood
as an analytic continuation from dS. During this analytic continuation from dS to AdS,
the external operators remain from the principal series, although the primary operator in
the channel switches to real conformal dimension. It will be interesting to see if such an
interpretation is justified.
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5 Connection with de Sitter

In this section, we elaborate upon the connection between bulk scalar fields in dS flat patch,
and the role of Euclidean OPE blocks (reconstruction of higher spin fields go in a similar
manner, see [42]). These OPE blocks naturally incorporate operators from continuous series
representation depending on the mass-squared value of the bulk fields in question [43],[44] [26].
The flat slicing of dS can be obtained by a simple analytic continuation of the AdS Poincaré
patch in the following manner

Z—mn;t—t; x—ir and Rags — iRgs with m*R%, — —m’Rig, (41)

which leads to the de-Sitter static patch metric

2
ds® = %(—an + dt? + da?), (42)

Note that n is now the new timelike coordinate. In these coordinates, the bulk scalar fields
are now written as a smearing of both sources and vevs [45]

P2\
o (F) o s
|

U yl><n?

2P\
d*y B O_ (=" +y"),

(43)

O(n, ") = c/

|y <n?

where C and C” are constants depending upon the value of A and the space-time dimensions.
For convenience we write the above equation in short as

O(n,z,t) = Py (n,x,t) + P_(n,z,1). (44)

The analytic continuation takes the boundary geometry from Lorentzian to that of an Eu-
clidean CFT. One of the features of Euclidean CFTs is that they have a continuous spectrum
of operators with complex weights, unlike their Lorentzian counterparts. The continuous se-
ries representation [43] is a way of describing the Hilbert space of such operators in terms of
harmonic analysis on the conformal group. Depending on the mass parameter m?, there are
two types of continuous series: complementary and principal. The complementary series oc-
curs when m?R3g < %, and the principal series when m?R%g > %ﬂ The conformal weights

of these latter operators take the form A = g +iy/m2R3g — Cfl—Q

on the mass of the associated bulk field, A can either be complex or real. In the former
case they belong to the principal series representation [27, 43], and the latter is known as
the complementary series representation. We shall only stick to principal series represented
operators for our purpose. Also notice that the analytic continuation transforms the RT

, and as a result, depending

9The discrete series representation is another possibility for Euclidean CFTs, but it is not relevant for
our study.
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Figure 2: Analogue of RT surface in de Sitter for a boundary subregion x € [—R, R|

surface equation to x*> = % + R?, which is indeed the analogous surface in dS space (see
figure [2|) that captures the pseudo-entropy [29] for a subregion extending from x = —R to
x = R. However, unlike AdS, this surface does not turn in the bulk; rather they are two
disjoint surfaces anchored at x = +R. Only in the global patch of dS they can be connected
[29]. In order to show our claim that the boundary euclidean OPE blocks are bulk fields
integrated over these surfaces, we need to work with shadow prescription in the momentum
space of the boundary coordinate for the channel operator. We closely follow the prescription
developed in [39], who use this prescription for Lorentzian OPE blocks in AdS, unlike for
our euclidean case.

We start by writing the OPE block for external operators located at x; and x5 in shadow
formalism in momentum space (see appendix D] for some relevant definitions)

1
Bgoo&‘,(m,m) = m/ddp EAl,Ag,A,J(%Jz, —p)EA,J(—p)OA,J(p)- (45)

Here A and J are the conformal weight and spin of the channel operator, aa ; and ax ;
are gamma functions of the arguments, and 23 is the corresponding polarizationm Here

10Here we have used A =d — A, d = % and aa g = 2d’2Awh%. Also, we’ll use the notation
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the Euclidean three-point function is denoted by Ea, A, a.s(%1,22,—p), and Ex ;(—p) is
the Euclidean two-point function. In what follows we derive the momentum three-point
function by Fourier transforming the coordinates associated with the channel operator. The
derivation follows as

. d _ . ip-
En, nyag (@1, 02, —p; 23) = /d 13 En, ay ALy (21, T2, 235 23) €7 (46)
- A—J—d
d 2 1 - .7 I— A"
m NIQ,A,J + _ p 2 Biptd =815 4
= 5i 9 (615, 23 + Oy 019, 23+ Oy 1 duu=2 (1—wu) 2
9 12 T2 0
(z12)

y eip~(ul‘1+(1_u)x2) KJ*AJFJ <\/u (1 — u) pr%Q) ) (47)

where K is the modified Bessel function of second kind. In going from to , we used
Schwinger parametrization as well as the differential operator Z; discussed in appendix
Using and defining z (u) = ux; + (1 — u) 2 we get

WJHNM,A,J 1 n o P =z
27 sin (71- (J_ T)) ( ) ) + Dy (512723 - 015019, 23 - 82) <—>

2
4,

EAl,Ag,A,J (1'17 T2, —P; 23) =
12
2

/01 Pt (- U)J_TAl_Z—l cip(u) <I(T—J) <\/u (1—u) p21:%2> —1iaq (\/u (1— u)p%fz))] .

(48)

T
2

Now we use the identity (133]) derived in [39] along with (132)) which leads to

EAl,AQ,AJ (951, T2, —P; 23)

d+1 Nio =
™ AT
= 120 )) [—HA,JEA,J (—p) Qal,A2,A,J (331, T, —p) + QAhAQ,A,J (151, T2, —p)] ‘

27 sin (7r (d -7
(49)

Using the Fourier transform

€ip0'w0EA1,A2,A,J (z1,22,p;23) , (50)

+oo d—1.> +o0 0

E . B dp P dp
A1,A2, AT (xl, T2; T3, 23) = -1 € —2
—00 (27T) -0 ™

we see that the contribution to the integral on the right hand side comes from the upper-half
p-plane, where the branch cut is from i|p] to ico. The contribution can be obtained by
deforming the contour to wrap around this cut [46]. But the Q—kernel is an entire function

T=A—Jand 7= A—J. AL, = A+ A, together with 63 = TiQA;Q, ok = ?izAl_Q and Mg a g = m.
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of p (as it has a Bessel function polynomial expansion) and hence the contribution to the
branch integral only comes from the second term in Ea, a, .7 (21,22, p; 23) which include
the 2-pt function Ea j (—p). Therefore,

dip . mdtl ka N2Ag
Enynong ($17$2,I3; 23) = /Wep [— 27 gin (7r (J_ 7_)) QAI,AQ,A,J ($1,$2,P) En,; (P)
7TJJrl RA JN12 A,J
S AR A (T1,29,p) E ) 51
27 sin (W (d— T)) QAl,Ag,A,J( 1, T2, D) AJ (p) (51)
Thus,
T kA g NisaL 1 —p? s Biptd
oo, (1)~ 2 Mnr_ [ [
0O00n, 5 (131 $2> 27 gin (7T (d N A)) p (x%Q)ATTZ—A 4$%2 ; U U
d-AT ,
" (1 _ u) T2 elp'w(u)JJ—A (Z\/u (1 _ u) p2x%2> OA’J(p)
_ _ A
:Wfl-i_l KZA,JN12,A,J ! duuATfQ_l (1 _ u)f%fl (_1> ? ddp eip.x(u)
24—4A gin (7T (cZ— A)) afy
° ($%2) 2
d d-A
X <\/—u(1 —u) a:%Q) (\/p2> In_g <\/p27](u)) Oa.s(p).

(52)

In the above, we've identified 1 (u) = \/—u (1 —u)2?,. The Bessel functions have the

integral representation as follows

1 |p| V/ d 2 2 v—d ..
J, S _ il dy (2% — vy 53
(Iple) = 5oy (v—d+1) < z ) pi<a © (" =) e (53)

with v = A — d. We want to focus on the simple case for d = 2, J = 0 where we have

- —A

A 5 2(0) — [z
BgOOA ($17x2) = CA/ du u%—l (1 . U) 3 —1/ d2y M OA (x.“ (U) + y/i) )
0 Iyl <n(u) 1 (u)

(54)

In above we used the momentum integral to invert the Fourier transform O (p). Notice
that the second integral actually matches completely to the positive frequency part of the

+
Ao
2

N 5 kA, 0N12,A =+
Here, Ca = sin(n(d—A))r(1-4) (Ifz)
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dS scalar field . Identifying the holographic coordinates and using a slightly different
variable u given by

1

ot (u) = uxh + (1 —u) ah ; and  u= Tro (55)
we finally arrive at
1 o0 _
WB(EQ‘OOA,J (wb x?) = / dA 6>\A12 (P+ (77 (u) awlt (u)) 3 (56)
E —00

where Cp = Ca /C. The above expression explicitly shows that the boundary Euclidean
OPE block in scalar channel is indeed the positive frequency part of the dS bulk scalar field
in flat slicing integrated over a surface. To see that this is indeed the analogous RT surface
for dS flat slicing we can compute the relation for the holographic coordinates x* (u) and
the bulk radial coordinate 7 (u), which is given by

P w)=tw)=url +(1—u)z) and  z'(u)=2(u) =uzl + (1 —u)al. (57)

Taking the ¢ = 0 plane, and the boundary subregion to be of length 2R stretching from
71 = z(u) = —R to 23 = z(u) = R, we obtain

2 (u) =1 (u) = (wzt + (1 —w)2d)” +u(l —u)at,
= (—uR+ (1 —u)R)> +4u (1 — u) R? = R%. (58)

Thus the Euclidean OPE block corresponds to the positive frequency part of the dS bulk
field integrated over a hyperbolic surface given by 2% = n? + R?. Indeed we can also write

an expression as sum of two OPE blocks corresponding to &, and ®_ respectively to get
the full dS scalar field given by

= BSoo o1,2) + = Bhoo, (enm) = [ dARD (r(w.a(w). ()
2Cg 207 o0

We note that the OPE blocks are now purely written in terms of operators from the con-
tinuous series. So, considering the dS reconstruction to be our starting point, we can now
analytically continue back to AdS to recover the HKLL prescription for the bulk field. Note
that we have to by-hand impose the vanishing of the non-normalizable part, to ensure the
AdS bulk field is normalizable. The backwards analytic continuation that takes from dS to
AdS is given by

r— —iz,t—t and n— Z with Rgs — —iRags, m*Rig — —m*R%,q . (60)

We notice that the external operators remain from the Principal series representation (which
is not inconsistent, as the operator spectrum of SO(d,2) contains the principal series rep-
resented operators [25, [47, 48]), while the channel operator switches from the complex con-
formal dimension to real, physical representation (which is indeed required for the dual AdS
reconstruction). Note that the Principal series represented external operators have confor-
mal dimensions in the form A = g +ip (for some real value p), and hence their difference is
a purely imaginary quantity. This is consistent with our discussions at the end of section
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6 Higher dimensional generalizations

This section will be devoted to extending our results for the various OPE blocks to higher
dimensional AdS/CFT. The generalization is quite straightforward, but from the observa-
tions of appendix we will see that the connection between the OPE blocks and the bulk
fields on the RT surface aren’t anymore connected in a straightforward manner for arbitrary
d. The main reason behind this failure is the fact that the OPE blocks no longer remain an
eigenmode of modular Hamiltonians, unlike the bulk scalars on the RT surface.

6.1 OPE blocks in higher dimensions

In this subsection, we will focus on the OPE block construction in higher dimensions. Similar
studies have also appeared previously in [1 39]. Our results are consistent with theirs with
some detailed calculations and observations. There are several important differences in higher
dimensions. The RT surface g is now a codimension-2 hyperbolic surface H4~! = R x S92,
and instead of left (L) and right (R) endpoints of the boundary causal diamonds, we have an
S9=2 surface. In particular, instead of the (z, Z) plane, we are using the following boundary
coordinates

ds2|b0undary = _dtQ + drz + 7"2d93_2 = G dx" dz”. (61)

As our entangling region, we consider a spherical subregion of size r = R, and we map its
associated causal diamond to [49]

RQ
cosh p + cosh x)?

ds® [boundary = ( (—dx? + dp* + sinh? pdQ?_,) = Q2 gfy drhydx%,,  (62)

via the coordinate transformations

sinh p sinh x . .
= t= Q o = Q - th Q —
' R<COShP + cosh x) R(Coshp Feoshy) TR M

(cosh p 4 cosh )

(63)
In order to explore OPE blocks in such higher dimensional settings, one way to proceed is to
place some surface operators along the entangling surface of the spherical subregion [1], but
as we want local CFT primary operators to be our input, this is not a suitable approach. A
better choice are the top (7') and bottom (B) points of the aforementioned causal diamond,
along the lines considered in section [3] In fact, in this case, we will only study the OPE
blocks coming from having a spinning primary S, &t point B (we will only consider a
stress-tensor for simplicity) and a scalar primary located at 7. We will denote their confor-
mal dimensions by Ap and Ar respectively, with spins {5 and {7 = 0.
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The shadow operator formalism in this case gives us the following OPE block expression

Broo = Cy / Vg dtdrdQs (T35 (B) O tro(T)O5 g(2) ) O roof)
D

5 (4 2P — _o(X
= | V=gdtdrdQ_, CaCyoo ( > — traces) Oa=o(X) N
D |(z — B)|As+A-Ar—ls|(g — T)|Ar+A-Ap+ls|(B — T)|As+Ar—A—ts

(64)

Here in the last line we have used the CFT, three-point function [40] and C,,s5 is the
corresponding OPE coefficient which is a function of the <OAT@A> 2-point function due
to conformal Ward identity. Because the scalar two-point function vanishes for different
conformal dimensions, this constrains Ay = A = d — A. On the other hand, similar to ,
we have p p
A (63)
LBy  TBrT

where 2; =z}’ — 2. Using A = d — A above, we end up with (below Cy = CyC03)

i —

BJ@@ = éd / vV —4g dt dr de_g (Zﬂl c. ZMB - traces) Il Ig OA’g:()(I‘), (66)
D
where A—d lp+Ar—A
|l —T||B —x|\~ |l — BI\"?"°" 78
= (Ml wd B =T (o7)

Here, we've also absorbed a |B — T|7A7=25+5 factor in Cy. In our notation = = (t,7,¢)
with ¢ being the directions along S9~2. The symmetry of the situation also guarantees that
the top and bottom points are at the same |¢| value, but it happens to be at the origin or

pole of the <5 coordinate. This drastically simplifies a lot of expressions, as we do not need
to consider the ¢ directional distance between x and (7', B).

It is useful to again define and work with lightcone coordinates consisting of the radial
direction r and time t [49]. So we coordinate transform to Poincaré and Rindler lightcone
variables z and w respectively in a manner similar to the AdS3;/CFTy case. In other words,
we define

(2,2) = (r —t,r +1) and (w,w) =(p—x,p+ X)- (68)

In these coordinates, we finally have

Bjoo = Cy / vV —g(w) dw dio eXtBr+AT5) [/ dQy o (ZM ... ZMs — traces)} Opr—o(w, w, @)
D

_e, / V—gF dp dy X\Usr+BTs) [/ Ao (2. ZMs — traces)} On=0(p, X, ®) -
D
(69)

20



In the last line above, just like for the CFTy case, we have written everything in p, x co-
ordinates with gfy defined in . If we use the null contracted higher spin currents (see
e.g. section 3.5 of [50]), then the OPE block expression is

Bjoo = Cq / vV —gRdpdy eXtmriars) {/ Qs (1, Z") 7| Opucolp,x,0).  (70)
D
As a quick check of our above expressions, we note that if we are in two-dimensions, and the
conserved current is the stress tensor, we precisely recover that we obtained before.

In order to write down explicit expressions, we first resort to taking the higher spin
current to be a stress tensor (we will conjecture a form for higher spin, higher dimensional
OPE block at the end of this section). The resulting expressions of the OPE block becomes

Br..00 = Cy / V=gl dpdy P BT exBrs [/ de2:| One=o(p, X: 9) , (71)
D
and
Br..oo = Cy / vV —gRdpdy e PieT exBrs [/ de—z} On=o(p, X, ®) - (72)
D
On the other hand computing the spin part of (7,:00), (T.,00), (I;,O0) and (T,,00)

we have

Br..oo = C4 {i (1 - —)] /D V/—gRdpdy Xt { / dﬂd_z} Orrcolp.x.6), (13)

1
4R? \4 2d

which clearly vanishes for d = 2. On the other hand,

C A
Br,,00 = d /\/—ngdeexATB ( 5 ) {/ de—2:| One=o(psx;9),  (74)
D

 4dR?

where the factor (2'52 )2 above, which comes from the g4 part of the metric, needs to be

converted to Rindler using the corresponding coordinate transformation.

Already, given (70)), it is clear how the CFT, OPE blocks will look if we replace the
stress tensor by a higher spin current. In particular, if the relevant components are still
either zz...z or zZz...Z (or their projections). It is clear that the trace part will again be
zero, as they will involve either metric factors g., or gss, and we will ultimately get {5 powers
of Z, or Z-. Here we just write down the final answer which takes the form

Bj... .00 = Cis / V—gBdpdy e’ X277 Op yo(p, X, 8) (75)
D
and
Bj.. .00 = Ca=2 / V—gRdpdy e P X275 Op 4o(p, X, ) - (76)
D
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The most plausible and simplest possible generalization of these results to higher dimensions
(only for all z or all Z components) seem to be

BY. o0o="Cu / V=g dpdy et tsr exArs [ / de—z} On=o(p; X, b) (77)
D

and
Bl .00 =Cu / V—gRdpdy e Per XBrs {/ de—z} On=0(p, X; 9) - (78)
D

Given these expressions, we can now compute their resulting commutators with the modular
Hamiltonian H,,,q and modular translation generator P,,,;. They are given (computed only
for H,eq) in appendix As mentioned in the beginning of this section, as these OPE
blocks are no longer eigenmodes of modular Hamiltonian, we don’t expect for them to have
a straightforward relation with the bulk fields on RT surface, unlike the case for CFTj.
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A  Matrices and modular flows in Rindler and Poincaré
AdS;

We will use this appendix to mostly straighten out our notations of coordinates for AdSz/
CF'T5, and also the associated modular Hamiltonians for a Rindler subregion.

In embedding coordinates, the AdS3 metric is given by
ds* = —dU? — dV? 4+ dX? + dY?, (79)
along with the constraint
—U* - V?+ X?+Y? = —R%ys (80)
We can go to the Rindler patch
2

2
d52:—7a -y

2 ~
dt?, + f Ad;fQ dr? + r’d¢* (81)

2
R4 re—ry
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by making the following coordinate transformations:

R 5 2 t
U= BT o Py — Ry [ 1 sinh
T+ Raas Ty Rias
2 t R 5
X = Rags T—2 — 1 cosh TJ; R, Y = AdsT sinh r+¢ ) (82)
s Raas I+ Raas

In these coordinates, —co < tg, ¢ < co and r. <r < oo. ry is the Rindler horizon and the
boundary is at » — co. Upon further coordinate rescalings of , namely defining

r rio ritg
= , = == 83
Ty P RAdS X R,24dS ( )

we end up with the following metrid™|

d~2
ds® = R% (— (7 = 1) dy® + Pdp? + = 7; 1) . (84)

We have used this metric in e.g. We can consider the boundary limit of this spacetime
by taking 7 — 0o, where the above metric boils down to a metric conformal to

d82|boundary = _dp2 + dX2 . (85)

So, this will be the boundary limit of the Rindler patch.

We will also use the AdS3 Poincaré patch, which is given by

R2
ds® = % (—dt* + da* + dZ%) . (86)

In its boundary limit Z — 0, we again have a conformally flat metric given by
ds® [boundary = —dt* + da* . (87)

The two bulk patches (84)) and are related to each other by the following coordinate
transformation

. RAdS vV 72 —1 SiIth - RAde sinhp 7 RAdS
7cosh p + 72 —1coshy’ 7cosh p + 72 —1coshy’ Feoshp+ 72 —1coshy

(88)
The Rindler patch also provides a natural coordinate to study the entanglement wedge
(EW) of a given boundary subregion. For example, for an interval « = [L, R] in the CFTy

12Tn [6], [7], these same p, x coordinates were called (ﬁ and  respectively.
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in Poincaré coordinates (at a fixed time slice of the boundary), the corresponding (p, x, )
provide only the spacetime contained within the EW of that subregion in AdS3. This time,
the coordinate transformations are a suitable generalization of :

; R—-L V72 — 1sinh R+L_R(1 7 sinh p >
= s xr = _— —_
2 fcoshp+ V7% —1coshy 2 7 cosh p + /72 — 1 cosh x
R—-1L 1
and Z = (89)

2 fcoshp+ 72 —1coshy

Once again, the resulting metric is given by , but this time they only capture the EW
of the subregion. Once the coordinate transformation is performed, all factors of L, R drop
out and the left and right endpoints of the subregion gets mapped to p = —oo and p = oo
respectively. Also, the top and the bottom tips of its causal diamond located at

_R-L L—R

R+ L

T

gets mapped to y — oo and y — —oo respectively. The coordinate transformation between
just the boundary part of the metric is obtained by taking 7 — oo limit of (89):
L—R inh R—L inh
=R+ B sinh p = sinh y .
2 (cosh p 4 cosh x) 2 (cosh p+ coshy)

(91)

So, once we perform to , the resulting metric is

(L— Ry

dp? — dx?) = Q2(dp® — d\?) = —dt* + dz?. 2
COShp+coshX)2(p X°) (dp X) +dz (92)

dszlboundary = 4(

The readers may be familiar with a more specialized version of this coordinate transformation
where the subregion is x = [—R, R], which can be obtained by substituting L = —R in the
above.

Particularly for AdS3/CFT, (a version of the following is also present in higher dimen-
sions), it is often useful to go to boundary lightcone coordinates, which in Poincaré (z,t) we
define as z =r —t and Z = x + t.H In these coordinates, the left and right endpoints (at
t = 0 slice) have coordinate values

(20,721) = (L,L) = (L, L) and (2r,2r) = (R,R) = (R, R) . (93)
On the other hand, the top and bottom points of a causal diamond have coordinates

(20,20) = (T, T) = (L,R) and  (zp,z3) = (B,B)=(R,L). (94)

13People often use different conventions for defining the lightcone coordinate. We have used this version,
so that it matches with the usual lightcone coordinate’s definition after a Euclideanization by ¢t — —iTg,
where 7g is the Euclidean time.
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Such lightcone coordinates can then be related to the Rindler light cone coordinates (w,w)
via

z—L _ _ z—L
w:f(z)zlogR_Z and w—f(z)—logR_z (95)
for left-right endpoints, and via
z—T(z) _ _ z — B(2)
w= () =lon gt and = f() =log (96)

for top-bottom endpoints. These are Rindler lightcone coordinates as they are related to the
boundary (p, x) coordinates via w = p — x and w = p + x.

In summary, given a boundary subregion x € [L, R], the corresponding bulk transforma-
tions map its causal diamond to (p, x) coordinates, with the associated bulk entangle-
ment wedge (EW) horizon located at 7 = 1.

A.1 Modular flows

It is well-known that for our single interval case of z € [L, R], the resulting modular Hamil-
tonian is written as (see e.g. [51])f]

B o R B T..(2) T::(2)
H,poq = 27 (/ dw Ty —I—/ dwTu—,w) =27 ) dz + 27 e dz , (97)

where f(z) and f(z) are the conformal transformations that appear in (95)). This gives rise
to the following modular Hamiltonian in (z, Z) plane

= Ilmod,rm + Hmod,fm . (98)

—00 —00

The rm (¢m) in the subscript of H,,,q above denote the right-moving (left-moving) (or (anti-)
holomorphic) parts of the equation. Here, in going between (w, @) and (z, Z) coordinates, we
have neglected a Schwarzian term. This term is relevant when computing the entanglement
entropy as it gives the area piece, but at the level of modular Hamiltonian operator it is
simply an irrelevant shift. The modular Hamiltonian above generates a flow of the boundary
operators in the direction of the conformal Killing vector

((R;L>2_gg2_t2)%—2xt%]. (99)

14See e.g. [34] for a brief review on the ideas and subtleties of modular Hamiltonians etc. and their role
as a boost operator for Rindler. We will not deal with such subtleties here, which have to do with algebraic
structure of quantum field theory.

1
(R—1L)

0y =
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We can also talk about the antisymmetric combination of Hy,odrm and Hi,eqem mentioned
above - -
Pmod = Hmod,rm - Hmod,@m = 2m (/ dwTww - / dwTww) . (10())

o o
Denoting it by P,,.q above is a reminder that it is generating a flow in the spatial p direction
and is therefore naturally identified with the modular momentum generator. In other words,
it generates a conformal Killing flow in the direction

((R;Ly_xz_ﬁ) gg] (101)

A related discussion of these operators also appear in [52].

1
(R—1L)

9, =

For timelike intervals, for a discussion on a similar ‘timelike’ modular Hamiltonian, see
[53]. One can also define a modular Hamiltonian like quantity for the Euclidean case (relevant
for de Sitter), as has also been studied there.

B Booo, and Br,,00, as eigenmodes of modular Hamil-
tonian

In this section, we will provide a derivation of and , the fact that they are particular
eigenmodes of boundary generators H,,,q and P,,,q. This is true for external operators with
arbitrary spin, although below we will note the results for the cases when one of the external
operators is a stress-tensor (the other being a scalar). At the end, we will also briefly
comment about their higher dimensional generalizations. This is an extension of [37], which
computed the scalar channel OPE blocks with left-right scalar external operators.

Below we will note down the result for the commutator of H,,,q and P,,,q with Br, 0o
giving rise to and (28). For example, we recover when we put the spin of the
bottom external operator to 0. Using the commutator between modular Hamiltonian and O
[33] (which follows from ([20]))

o
[Hunotrms O(2,2)] = O((z = T)(B = 2)) 5 [M(B+T = 22) + (. = T)(B = 2)2.] O(=, 2),
(102)
and , we obtain
Arg — /1
[Hmod,rma BTZZOO] = 2mt (%) BTZZOO . (103)
Similarly for the left moving part, we have
([ Arg+/
[Honod,im» Br..00] = 2mi (y) Br..o00 - (104)

26



As a result, we have
[Honod, Br..00| = 271 Arp Br, .00, (105)

which is essentially same as for the external scalar case. Taking the anti-symmetric
combination, we then obtain

[Prod, Br..00| = =27 {pr Br,.00 - (106)

For the anti-holomorphic components of the stress tensor, we obtain

A !
[Hmod,rma BngOO] = 2mi (#) BTEEOO (107)
and A ’
[H mod,im Br..00] = 2mi <ﬂ> Br..oo0, (108)
which gives
[Hinods Br..oo] = 2mi Arp Br..oo  and  [Pod, Br..oo] = 2l Br..o0 - (109)

We see that the second equation above is essentially what we wrote more generally in (28]).

For completeness, let’s also write down the left-right (LR) case results, which gives
A lr+ A
[Honod,rm» Br..00] = 2mi (%) Br..00,

A lir—A
[Hmod im, Br..00] = 2mi (%) Br..00

[Honod,rms Bre-00] = 2mi (w) Br..oo and
oot Br.oo)] = —2ri (M) Br..oo. (110)
These ultimately lead to
[Hynods Br,.oo] = 2milpr Br..oo and  [Phed, Br..oo] = 27t ALg Br..o0 (111)
and
[Hpmods Br..o0] = —2milr Br..oo and  [Prod, Br..oo) = 21 AL Br..o0 - (112)

We see that the second equation of ((111)) is same as the scalar case given in , and
is essentially the same as the first equation of (111)).
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B.1 Modular flows of OPE blocks in arbitrary dimensions

Finally we move to higher dimensions. In this case Hpodim; Hmodrm and H,,.q all have
expressions similar to for a subregion on the t = 0 slice, where z and z have now
been defined via (68). In other words, we now have a (z,z) plane as before and all the
gg directions span an orthogonal S¢~2 space. So, in a sense, we can effectively borrow our
formalisms of two-dimensions with 5 being the spectator directions. In higher dimensions,
the [T, O] commutator has an extra (d — 2)-dimensional delta function over the angular
direction, which is precisely needed to cancel out the extra (d — 2) integrals appearing in the
definition of the higher dimensional H,,.q, which generically takes the form [49]

R2 - 7“2
2R

Hypoq = 27 / d* 'z Too(z) . (113)
D

However in this case, the OPE blocks such as Booo, (T, B) are no longer eigenmodes of
the modular Hamiltonian H,,,q (in fact, their eigenmode property in CFTy can be traced
back to their structure such as or in Rindler coordinates)[F’] However in higher
dimensions, looking at equations such as , , or , we can see that due to the
v/ —g* factor, the corresponding OPE blocks are no longer be eigenmodes of H,,oq 0r Hinod,p,
even for Bpoo, Br,.0o or Br..oo. For completeness, we have given below the expressions of
the resulting commutators

. ~ _ 271
[Hood,ims Booo,| = TiArgBooo, + Cd/ vV —9(z)dzdz (/ de—z) —(T B)
5 _

A2 (D) )T () T
X {(2; (B+T-22)+%(T—z)(2—3)}OA(z,z, ) (114)

and

. ~ _ 2m
[Hmod,rmvBOOOA] = WZATBBOOOA - Od/ \/ —g(Z) dz dz (/ de_Q) ﬁ
D —

) TR )
x {(#) (B+T—2z)+%(z—T)(B—z)}oA(M,W (115)

15Tt seems we can also define a quantity like P,,,q in higher dimensions, just as in two-dimensions.
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As a result, we have (an analogous expression is obtained for P,,,q)

~ (d—2
[Hm0d7BOOOA] = 27Ti ATB B(’)(’)(QA + 27T’i Cd (T) / \/ —g(z) dZ dZ </ de_Q)
D

_ _ A—d __ Arp A—d Arp
" (T'—2)(z—B) 2 — B\ ? (z—T)(B—2)] 2 (B—=z)\ *
T-B -z B-T z—T
B+T -2z B+T -2z 1 (T-z2)(z-B) (2—=T)(B-2) -
_ _ A — 0] )
X{( BT ) ( B )+(2+2)( T_B B-T a(#79)
(116)
We can also compute such higher dimensional commutators involving Br, oo, e.g., which
gives

_ o (d—2 i
[Homod, Br..0o0,] = 21 ArpBr.. 00, + 27 Cy <T) / vV —g(2)dzdz (/ de2>
D
{ (z — T)°7 "5 2(B — )37+ 5052 } . { (T — 5)°7 25572 (5 — B)*F*+°157
B) %z

[

N

|+

(B—T)%" (T - B
(B+T—22) (B+T -2z 1 ((T-2(E-B) (:=T)(B-2) .
X{ B-T N T—B +(Z+Z)( T‘_B - B_T )}OA(2727¢)

(117)

From or we see that the second term above goes away completely for d = 2, and
in that case we recover the eigenmode equations or respectively. This failure of
being an eigenmode is reflected in the fact that there doesn’t anymore exist a straightforward
relation between the OPE blocks and the bulk fields (at RT surfaces) in higher dimensions.
Although OPE blocks are no longer eigenmodes, the bulk field on the RT surface still remain
an eigenmode of the modular Hamiltonian (with zero eigenvalue).

C Bulk gravitons, OPE blocks as modular Hamiltoni-
ans and their connections

C.1 Free gravitons in AdS;

In this section, we turn to the reconstruction of bulk gravitons in AdS;/CFT,. Our main
motivation stems from the anticipation that the resulting bulk field located at the horizon
or RT surface may be connected to the corresponding OPE block in stress-tensor channel,
which is nothing but the modular Hamiltonian in CFT,. Note that the locality issues are
much more subtle for gauge fields such as spin-2 gravitons, as the Gauss law forbids the
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gauge fields to be localized at a given region of spacetime. This feature was studied and
discussed in detail in [54], 9] 10 11 55, 56, 57] to name a few. In particular, [9] provided
the free graviton dictionary in the so-called holographic or radial gauge, which puts all the
radial components of the bulk graviton to zero. For an AdS,;,; metric given by

2

R? y . Z
ds® = ggs (dZ2 + G dx* dx ) ;o with g = n + %hwﬂ (118)

it was shown that zh,, satisfies a smearing function relation equivalent of a massless scalar.
As a result, the graviton smearing function takes the form

1

Z2hy = ——
" vol(BY)

/ dt' d*y' T,,(t + 1,z +iy). (119)
124y’ |2 <22

Here the integral is over a d-dimensional ball BY. As was also shown, for AdS; it takes
particularly simple form of

hzz = TZZ s h/gg = ng y and hzg = O . (120)

C.2 OPE blocks as modular Hamiltonians

Here we start by showing that the OPE block in the stress tensor channel with two identical
external operators is nothing but the modular Hamiltonian. This result was already derived
in [I] which utilizes the SO(2,2) symmetry structure of AdS3 and the fact that the metric
on the kinematic space of AdS3 breaks down into dSsxdSs. We here implement the shadow
operator method instead. We will utilize the fact that the shadow operator of the stress-
tensor is a spin ¢ = 2 operator of conformal dimension A = 0. In other words, we have

Boor(L, R) = Cr /D & (On(RB) O, (L L) TE (@) Toule)
— Cr / iz <OAR(R R)Oa, (L, L) TZ OH<2>> T..(2)

+Cp / iz <(’)AR(R R) O, (L, )T, :2(z)> To.(2)

= Boor., + Boor..

_ cT/u 0z ((R A L)) T..(2) +OT/ZZ dz ((Z _RD_(R{ Z>> Ta(2),

where in the last line we have used the structure of (OOT,.) and (OOT%;) correlator of

CFTy and Cr = (g(g%))g = 6 (see also footnote . Using Ay r = 0, we find both the right and
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left-moving parts of the modular Hamiltonian . Therefore we arrive at the known result

[ N
Boor..(L, R) + Boor..(L, R) = CHyq (122)

where C' = % = % Given the remarkably simple relation for three-dimensional free
graviton correspondence ([120)), it is now quite straightforward to find the connection between
the corresponding OPE blocks and bulk gravitons. Given (122)), we can straightaway write
down

CHunot = Boor..(L, R) + Boor.. (L, R)
A O R =)

L-R L-R

::QWC'</£(huhww(w)4—/£chphww(w)) . (123)

The above simplified relation can be traced back to the fact that for AdSs, the bulk gravi-
ton fluctuations have no radial dependence (which is related to the fact that AdS; has no
propagating gravitons). This scenario will of course change in higher dimensions. It will be
an interesting check whether this is consistent with how gravitons flow under the modular
Hamiltonian [5§].

D Shadow formalism in momentum space

Here for completeness we discuss the shadow operator formalism for OPE blocks in momen-
tum space. The Lorentzian formulation of the same has been discussed in [39] where the
three point functions are given by Wightman functions. On the other hand, here we discuss
the same for Euclidean signatures. We can do a Fourier transformation to represent the
CFT states in momentum eigenkets as

|@AJ<hz>>:L/}ﬂxeMm|oAJ¢az» (124)

with the states satisfying the norm condition (z are the polarization vectors)

<OA’J (k’l, 21) | OAJ (k?g, ZQ)> = (27T)d5(d) (kl + k’g) EAJ (lfg, 21, ZQ) . (125)

6Note that if we evaluate the Euclidean OPE block in this manner, we can derive the expression of
pseudo-modular Hamiltonian. See equation (101) of [53] for the latter.
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where Ea j(k) is the momentum two point function in Fourier space. Then the shadow
operator state can be defined as

04,4 (k)) = Ex ;(k)|Oa s (k). (126)

Using the constraint that two consecutive shadow operation on a CFT primary O(k) should
bring it back to the original operator, we obtain

Ons(k) = En (k) s (k)Oa s (k) (127)

and hence we can define the shadow two point function in momentum space as the inverse
of Ea s(k). With this, the resulting shadow states follows the norm definition

(Oa.y (ki,21) |Oa s (Ko, z)) = (2m)6D (ky + ko) an san s EBa s (ko 21, 22) - (128)

Finally, the shadow projector can then be written as

Ops= —— / %05, (—k))(Oas (k). (129)

AN JOA g

We could verify the validity of the above definition by plugging (129)) in (125]).

D.1 Useful parametrization and identities

In order to obtain the momentum three-point function from the position three-point function
we used the following Swinger parametrization from [39] in right hand side of

- §1+89—d
2

) _ _ 2’/Td p2
ddl‘ elP® ZE2 61 $2 2 _ ( )
[ e 6™ ) = e (o

1 61—96 i S9—81+d .
x/ duu” 22+d_1(1 —u)" 21+d_lelp'(“““l_“)“)K51+52—d( u(l _U)P%%?) '
0
(130)

Also the differential operator of the polarization vectors introduced in is given by

~1.5— - A
\: — JI(\ J pla—1,8-1) K
-@J(aa 7ﬁa:u> ( +lu) J ,U“_‘_)‘

- EJ: < i ) (+71)_r(B+ T —=1)p (=N "

T2F1(1 —B—=Jr—Jia+r; _1)(>‘ - N)T()‘ + N)J_Ta

)y (= e(a+B+J—1
(;Z( )((a)m )

(131)
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where P}a’ﬁ ) are Jacobi polynomials of degree J and o F are Gauss Hypergeometric functions.
The O-kernel is defined as

r—d
1 _ P\
QAl,Ag,A,J ($1,$2, —-b, 23) = AT Dy (5f2= z3 " 81;512,23 ) 82) <4_2>
5 \Sl2r 5P
(215)
1 AB_‘Z J—Al_z 1
X / duu—2 (1 —u) 2 eZp'm(“)I(d—_T) <\/u(1 - u)p%%Q) :
0
(132)
Furthermore, we have also used the following identity in section
- p2 TTﬂl 1 A+d d-A7, .
(22 Dot Busd-00) () T [ w00 e ((fu— wpia,)
12 0
= ka (7] )%;E (s 2,do) Dy (63,2 O1; 619, 2+ Do) r 2/1 duu 5
= RA,J \T19 J!(J— 1)J AJT\D; %, 0, J \019; 1; 019, 2 4x%2 .
d—A7. i
x (1 —w) 2 ~LePe® o ( u(l — u)p%%z) :
(133)

where we introduced ka ; = W‘i(d—g(—Al—;_jl)—‘((i—A) and Ea j(—p) = Q(A,J) (2?2)A

—d
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