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Abstract

Starting from the Lorentzian inversion formula, we derive a dispersion relation which
computes a four-point function in 1d CFTs as an integral over its double discontinuity.
The crossing symmetric kernel of the integral is given explicitly for the case of identical
operators with integer or half-integer scaling dimension. This derivation complements
the one that uses analytic functionals. We use the dispersion relation to evaluate holo-
graphic correlators defined on the half-BPS Wilson line of planar A = 4 super Yang-Mills,
reproducing results up to fourth order in an expansion at large t’"Hooft coupling.
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1 Discussion

A crucial tool for the analytical approach to the conformal bootstrap [1,2] is the Lorentzian
inversion formula of [3], which allows to obtain the CFT data of a given four-point correlator
from its (double) discontinuity. The latter can then be taken as the starting point to recon-
struct the full correlator, in which case one talks about a dispersion relation [4], in analogy
with the ones arising in the context of the original S-matrix bootstrap [5].

For CFT correlators restricted to the line, dispersion relations have been derived in [6]
exploiting the formalism of analytic functionals [7-9]. In [6], the action of a class of “master”
functionals on the crossing equation for the correlator has been shown to generate a family
of dispersive sum rules 3, which in turn can be reinterpreted as dispersion relations. The
functional kernels can be computed case by case numerically or, in the case of correlators of
operators with integer or half-integer dimension, analytically using an Ansatz to solve the
corresponding master functional equations.

In this paper we complement the analytical treatment of conformal correlators in a CFT1,
deriving the dispersion relation directly from the Lorentzian inversion formula, which in the
one-dimensional case has been obtained in [10,11].

The dispersion relation, discussed in Section 3, reads
1
Gg(z) :/ dww™? dDisc G(w)]Ka,(z,w). (1.1)
0

The input of the formula is the double discontinuity dDisc G(z), defined below in (2.16), which
in the case of identical bosons can be expressed in terms of the OPE data as

2A
. . . 9T zo=e
dDisc [g(Z)] = ; 2sin §(A — 2A¢)aAmGA(1 — Z) s (12)
or, in the fermionic case,
] o T Z2A¢
dDisc [g(Z)] = ZA: 2 cos E(A — 2A¢)GAmGA(1 — Z) . (13)

Both expressions have double zeros at the dimensions of two-particle operators 4, which are
A = 2A4 + 2n in the bosonic case and A = 2A; + 2n + 1 in the fermionic one. This
property allows to derive dispersive sum rules for the OPE data from the dispersion relation,
as explained in [11,6].

Below, we work out explicitly the kernel Ka,(z,w) in (1.1) for correlators of identical
operators with integer or half-integer dimension Ay. In the case of Regge-(super)bounded >

3We call a sum rule “dispersive” if it has double zeros at the values of the dimensions of two-particle
operators.

4These are operators, of symbolic form ¢ ("¢, exchanged in the generalized free field theory correlator. In
the literature they are often dubbed, borrowing from their higher-dimensional counterpart, as double-twist or
double-trace operators.

5See (2.28) and (2.27) below for the definition of Regge-superbounded and Regge-bounded correlators.



(bosonic) fermionic correlators, it reads

w2 (w—2)log(l —w) zw?(z — 2)log(1 — 2)
Ka,(zw) = 2w —z2)(w+z—wz) 72w —2)(w+ 2z — w2) (14)

22 (1-2w)w? 22¢ | log(l—z) w2 22¢ (1-2w)w? 229
+ ﬁ [log(l_w) (w—ll)vwz2+z—1 + = z . wwz—l + log(z) (w—ll)vwl;—l—z—l + (w_> %)}

2A4—22A4—4
+ 3 Y (mn + Bmnlog(1 — w))wm+2=280 cn [% <Z log(z) + zlog(1 — z))} .
m= =0

where the plus sign is for bosons, the minus for fermions. The coefficients ay, p, Bm,n can be
determined by solving a system of equations
2045—22A45—4 1
> X (amn+ B log(l — w))w 2280 (0| 2 (8 4 21og(1 - 2) ) |- crossing) =
= =0
L2

_ discrete 1 D o __ grdiscrete D
— TS (K (1—2zw)+ KA¢(1 z,w)> K (z,w) KA¢(z,w) ) (1.5)

where Kdserete(» ) and K&)(z,w) are given explicitly in (3.4) and (3.10) respectively. The
kernel is positive, as one can easily check by plotting it for specific values of integer and
semi-integer Ay. As discussed below, for Regge-bounded bosonic correlators, the dispersion
relation acquires extra contributions and requires a regularisation of the correlator. This reads

G'%(z) = / du2) A¢(z w) dDiscG 8 (w)+
L (1.6)
+ lim dw Zd (z,w)G"8(w) + lim dw Rd (2, w)G™8 (w)
¢ =0 Jor 22" e ’
where C’f are semicircular contours going above and below w = 1 in the complex plane. The
kernel Kg‘i (z,w) for Regge-bounded bosonic correlators is given in (3.19). From its explicit
expression, one can see that the kernel has a pole in w = 1. For this reason it is necessary
to introduce a regularized correlator G"°8(z) by performing a subtraction, which in general
depends on the CFT data of low-dimensional operators with A < 2A4. A dispersion relation
can also be constructed for correlators that diverge in the Regge limit, and the corresponding
kernel KP4 (2 w) is given in (3.21).

Notice that it is not possible to derive the dispersion relation from a diagonal limit (z = z) of
the higher-dimensional expression in [4], as the one-dimensional case is intrinsically different.
Indeed, the higher dimensional inversion formula [3] does not converge for d = 1, or for scalar
operators. Moreover, in the one-dimensionial case the four-point function can be expanded
in a complete set of conformal partial waves which includes contributions from both the
principal and the discrete series of SL(2,R) [12], the latter being absent in d > 1. The two
contributions give rise to two distinct inversion formulae [10,11]. These differences at the level
of the inversion formula imply the necessity of deriving a dispersion formula directly in d = 1.

At variance with the higher-dimensional case [4], the kernel (1.4) depends explicitly on the

dimensions Ay of the external operators and it is manifestly crossing symmetric. As pointed
out in [6], this fact implies the equivalence between the dispersion relation and the so-called



Polyakov bootstrap. This is the idea of replacing the conformal block expansion with a similar
expansion in terms of crossing symmetric Polyakov blocks Pﬁd’(z) such that [13-18]

G(2) =Y aaGa(z) = Y aaPr?(2). (1.7)
A A

The dispersion relation can be used to obtain explicit expressions for Polyakov blocks in
position space. We show some examples in Appendix A.

The dispersion relation is particularly well-suited to study perturbative theories. As men-
tioned above, the double discontinuity has double zeros at the dimensions of two-particles op-
erators. This implies that the contribution to the double discontinuity of nearly-two-particle
operators depends, at any given order in perturbation theory, entirely on lower order data. In
this paper we consider two perturbative examples. As a warm-up exercise, we look at massive
scalars in AdSs and compute a four-point function of boundary operators, previously boot-
strapped using analytic functionals [8]. The second setup that we consider is the defect CFT;
living on the 1/2 BPS supersymmetric Wilson line in planar N = 4 Super Yang Mills [19].
This defect CFT can be studied with integrability [20-24] supersymmetric localization [25-27],
holography [19,28-30], and the conformal bootstrap [31-38]. In particular, the authors of [33]
managed to bootstrap the four-point function of the super-displacement multiplet [31,32] at
fourth order in a strong t’Hooft coupling expansion, using an Ansatz which involves poly-
logarithms and rational functions. A non-trivial step of their derivation is the resolution of
operator mixing problem. Building on this analysis, in this paper we reproduce their result
using the dispersion relation and bypassing the need of an Ansatz.

It would be nice to derive a general form of the dispersion kernel (1.4), valid for any
value of Ay and for non identical operators. In order to do this, one would first need to
correspondingly generalize the Lorentzian inversion formula of [11]. It is interesting to note
that the double discontinuity of the dispersion kernel is a delta-function, see (3.2), suggesting
that the kernel is a combination of contact diagrams. One could then explore, at the level
of the dispersion relation, possible implications of the observed symmetry of Witten contact
diagrams [39]. Finally, the dispersion relation (1.1) could well be used in other perturbative
setups, such as the defect CFT on the 1/2 BPS Wilson line in ABJM [40-44] or line defects
in O(N) models [45-51].

This paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2 we sketch the background material necessary to
formulate the problem, and in Section 3 we illustrate the derivation of the dispersion relation.
In Section 4 we apply the dispersion relation to the two perturbative setups. Appendix A
collects few examples of Polyakov blocks evaluated with the dispersion relation.

2 CFT; kinematics and inversion formula

In this section we review some basic properties of correlators in a unitary CFT; and the
Lorenzian inversion formula, presented in [3] in the higher-dimensional case and extended
to the one-dimensional case in [10,11] 6. We start by considering the four-point function of

5We refer the reader e.g. to Section 2 of [11] for a thorough description of the features of unitary CFTys.



identical, scalar operators ¢ with dimension Ay. The SL(2, R) symmetry implies the structure

1
(p(z1)p(72)P(23)P(24)) = ——5x G(2), (2.1)
(w12 w34)*20
where z is the invariant cross-ratio
T12 T34
z = , Tii =T; —Ti . 2.2
P j i (2.2)

Considering the ordering 1 < 2 < 3 < x4 on the line, conformal symmetry can be used
to fix z1 = 0, z3 = 1, x4 = o0, so that o3 = z € (0,1). Changing the ordering accordingly
changes the range of z. Unlike the higher-dimensional case, correlators obtained from (2.1)
via the exchange 1 <+ 2 (and therefore defined in the regions z < 0) and 2 <> 3 (corresponding
to z > 1) are not related by analytic continuation. The correlator G(z) is piecewise analytic
in the three disconnected regions (—o0,0), (0,1) and (1, 00) [10,11],

G (2) for z € (—00,0)
G(z) =4G60(2) for z € (0,1) (2.3)
G (2) for z € (1,00).

As discussed in details in [11], in the case of identical operators Bose (or Fermi) symmetry
can be used to show that the function G(¥)(z) above completely determines the correlator on
the whole real line as

G (z) = GO (Tl) 7

24
g(+)<z) — 4+ 5286500 (%) : (2.4)

where the plus sign is for bosons and the minus sign for fermions. The exchange x; <> 3 (or
equivalently, zo <+ x4) is the only true symmetry of the correlator, consistently mapping the
interval (0,1) to itself. It is expressed as the crossing relation

2A

] &

The four-point function (2.1) can be expanded using the OPE in two different channels”

g(O) (z) =

Z2A
g(O)(z) = ZGAGA(Z) = ﬁ ZGAGA(l —2), (2.6)
A A

where the sum runs over SL(2,R) primaries with dimension A, exchanged in the ¢ x ¢ OPE,
aa are the corresponding squared OPE coefficients and Ga(z) are the SL(2,R) conformal
blocks

Ga(z) = 2291 (A A 24, 2) . (2.7)

It is possible to show [52] that the two conformal block expansions converge everywhere in the complex
plane except on (—o00,0) U (1, 00), thus providing an analytic continuation for G(z) to complex values of z.



Another useful decomposition is in terms of (Euclidean) conformal partial waves, which are
regular eigenfunctions of the Casimir operator of SL(2,R) and can be written as a linear
combination of conformal blocks and their shadow (A — 1 — A) blocks

Ua(2) = k1-AGA(2) + KaAG1-A(2) , KA (2.8)
The representation theory of SL(2,R) [12] shows that a complete and orthogonal set with
respect to the invariant inner product (f,g) = ffooo dz 272 f(2) g(2) is formed by partial
waves with (unphysical) complex dimensions A = % + i with a € Ry, referred to as the
principal series representation, and partial waves with discrete dimensions A = 2m, m € N.
Explicitly, the orthogonality relations are

(\Ij%+ia(z)’ \I’%_H-ﬁ(z)) :27T7’L%+m5(0é—5), a, B € RT
A2 (2.9)
(Wom(2), Wan(2)) = preegm 15mn, m,n € N

with (U1 /24i0(2), ¥m(2)) = 0 and na = 2kak1-a. The four-point function can be then
decomposed as

2Hi%0 gA T > Am—1 -
G 2 A m
—Ua(z) + g ——— b ¥ 2.10
(Z) /l 2w na (Z) o 472 2 2 (Z) ( )
3+ gA T © 12
_ [ A o (2m+2) -

s T a Lem+2Gom 5 2.11
/1_ioo 211 2RA () Z::OZw2l (4m + 3) 2m+2Gom+2() ( )

where in the second line (2.8) was used. The s-channel OPE decomposition (2.6) is recovered
by closing the integration contour to the right, so that terms of the OPE come from the poles
of the coefficients, or partial wave amplitude, defined as
In

c(A) = P (2.12)
and from the terms of the discrete series. In particular the presence of an operator of dimension
A in the OPE translates to a simple pole at A in ¢(A) with residue —aa. In general, I, is
different from Ia|a=n,, unless there is no physical operator at h = A. In this case they are
equal, and the residue of the integral in (2.11) coming from the zero of KA at A = m precisely
cancels the corresponding term of the sum over the discrete series. The coefficients Ia and
I, may be obtained using orthogonality to invert equation (2.10)

I = /jdow w™2G(w) VA (w), Iy = /jdow w2G(w) U, (w) . (2.13)

However, in the case of identical operators, a far more powerful inversion allows to reconstruct

I, [10] and Ia [11] from the double discontinuity of the four-point function,

IA = 2/1 dw w_QH]AB/F(w) dDisc[G(w)], (2.14)
0

1 _4F2(m) 1 ww > w isc|G(w

fn = T /0 dw w2y (1) dDisc[G(w)] (2.15)

6



The double discontinuity is defined as

G (2) +G7(2)

dDisc[G(2)] = G(z) — 5 )

(2.16)

where G (z) is the value of G(z) moving counterclockwise around the branch cut at z = 1
and viceversa for G™(z). For identical bosonic operators, (2.3) implies

G (2) = G (z +ie) G™(2) = G (z —ie). (2.17)

Evaluating the double discontinuity of the correlator commutes with its OPE expansion in
the t-channel [11], so that

dDisc[G(z)] = ZA: aAdDisc[ﬁA?GA(l -2)]. (2.18)

For a bosonic correlator the contribution of a single conformal block reads

. L20 . o 20
dDisc [ﬁGA(l - Z)] = 2Sln2 E(A — 2A¢)ﬁGA(1 - Z) s (219)
while for a fermionic one
dDisc[—2—f—Ga(1 — 2cos2 T(A — 2A4)—2—2_Ga(1 2.20
isc| 2 Gall = 2)] = 2cos® (A = 28¢) Zmm; Gall = 2) - (2.20)

Notice that the double discontinuity of conformal blocks, and of their derivatives with respect
to A, vanishes for the case of two-particle operators, which have dimensions A = 2A4 + 2n
in the bosonic case and A = 2A4 + 2n + 1 in the fermionic one.

The functions H]AB/ F(w) in (2.14) are inversion kernels, respectively for the bosonic and
fermionic case, that can be determined requiring consistency between the inversion (2.14)
and the definition (2.13), as discussed thoroughly in [11]. In particular, together with being
holomorphic in w ¢ (1, 00) — which implies the absence of poles in w = 0 — they should satisfy
the constraints HAB/F(w) = HAB/F(w/(w —1)) and

B/F (1 . B/F (1 _

2o 2RI () 4 (1= )220 2HY P (1 - 2) + HY™ (5 +ie) ;r s (i) _
2.21
Ua (L +ie) +Ua (1 —ie) (2.21)

=220 720 p (2) + (1 — 2)220 720 (1 — 2) & 5

The explicit form of such inversion kernels is only known in the case of identical bosons
(fermions) with integer (half integer) conformal dimension [11], and reads ®

HE () = 42T w222 epa(w) + (525)"palaty) +aa’ ()] . (2:22)

sin(mA) w—1 w—1
pa(w) = 2F1 (A1 — A1, w), (2.23)
Ga? (w) = ax? (w) + bp? (w) log(1 — w). (2.24)

8See also the general expression for the Taylor expansion of HAB/F(z) around z = 0, formula (4.8) in [11].



In (2.24), aﬁ"’(w) and bﬁ"’(w) are polynomials in AY and w,

R 284—22A4—4
QW) = D D amaw™PRANA )",
m=0 n=0

20, —22A4—4

A m — n n

bl (w) = > > BupwmTERRANA — 1)
m=0 n=0

(2.25)

The coefficients o, , and B, above must be determined, for each given Ay, from the re-
quirement that H]AB/ F(w) has no pole at w = 0. The first few examples read [11]

ap(w) =0, ba(w)=0,

dA(w) =w? +2w -2, bi(w)=0,

o) =0, ) =0, =20
aim(w) = (2A% —2A — 1) w, biﬂ(w) =0

It is worth noticing that in higher dimensions the inversion kernel does not depend on the
external dimensions Ay and it is simply a conformal block [3]. On the other hand, in the
present d = 1 case the inversion formula — which does depend on A, — is manifestly crossing
symmetric [11], meaning that the coefficient function Ia obtained from a single t-channel
conformal block of dimension A encodes the OPE data of the crossing-symmetric sum of

exchange Witten diagrams in AdS, with the same dimension'".

In unitary CFTs, four-point functions are bounded in the Regge limit [53,3], i.e. one has [9]

(% + z't) 28 g(% + z’t) <oo fort— 0. (2.27)

With the kernels (2.22), both the inversion formulas (2.14)-(2.15) hold, in the fermionic case,
for any Regge-bounded four-point function. In the bosonic case, the inversion (2.14) holds
only for functions which are Regge super-bounded, for which namely it holds

1 —2A4 1
<§ + it> g (5 + it> ~t717¢ fort — o0, (2.28)

with € > 0. In general, the behaviour of the correlator in the Regge limit is related to the
behaviour at w = 0 of the inversion kernel [11],

1 —2A4 1
<§ + it> g (5 + it> ~t" for t — 00 = Ha(w) ~w?*™" for w — 0. (2.29)
Indeed HE(w) ~ w® and HX (w) ~ w?. In order to obtain an inversion formula valid also for
Regge-bounded bosonic correlators, one has to improve the behaviour at w = 0 of the inversion
kernel HX (w) by subtracting any function that satisfies all the properties of HE(w), as well

9Notice that (2.8) and (2.13) imply HAB/F(w) = Hi/g(w), therefore aﬁ"’ (w) and bﬁ“’(w) are actually

polynomials in A(A —1).
10Such a sum is precisely the so-called Polyakov block, see Section 3.2.



as (2.21) with vanishing right-hand side. There are two infinite families of such functions,
ﬁ£2(u}) and ]?Ifl(w), which can be obtained by expanding HX (w) near A = 2A, + 2n

HE (w) HP,(w) HE, (w)
= ’ + 2 +0(1), A =205 +2n.  (2.30
RA (A — 2A¢ — 2’[’L)2 A — 2A¢ —n ( ) ¢ ( )

Using for instance ﬁl(fz(w), one obtains for bounded bosons [11]

_ _ 2
w2 (Bt YT (A= 3T (A= 12 2 o

AN2
by = HB(w) — 2
H{ (w) = HX(w) T (AT (28, — 1) F(l—%)zf(l—%)z sin(rA)

(2.31)
We stress that the coefficient in front of fl(fz(w) is fixed by demanding that HR(w) ~ w?
for w — 0. It turns out that fl(fz(w) has a pole in w = 1 for all Ay, which may spoil the
convergence of the integral (2.14). Therefore, in addition to the kernel redefinition (2.31),
one may have to define a regularized correlator G**8(z) by subtracting a crossing symmetric
and Regge-bounded function from G(z), with the aim of getting rid of the singularity in the
integral. In general, one defines the regularized correlator

GFB(2) =G(z) — . aaPyr’(2), (2.32)

A<204

where P§¢ (z) are Polyakov blocks, which are crossing symmetric and Regge-bounded func-
tions with the same double discontinuity (2.19),(2.20) as the conformal blocks, see below
section 3.2. For instance, in the bosonic case

oA, o 220
dDisc [PA (Z)] = 2sin E(A — 2A¢)mGA(1 — Z) . (233)
Therefore '
e 22A¢>
dDisc[G"8(z)] = Z 2a sin’ E(A - 2A¢)mGA(1 —2)
A>2A (2.34)

~(1—-2)° withe>0,

and the integral in (2.14) converges. While the definition (2.32) of G*¢(z) works in full general-
ity, it is hard to use, because Polyakov blocks are in general complicated functions. Therefore,
in concrete applications it is often more convenient to use different, ad hoc subtractions. We
shall see examples of these in Section 4. All in all, the inversion formula for bounded bosonic
four-point functions reads [11]

1
I = 2/ Z)_Z;) R (w)dDiscG"8 (w)+lim dw Rd (w) G*8(w)+lim dw
0

Y —Hbd’w reg (4
p—0 C,]L w2 p—0 s w2 A( )g ( )

(2.35)

11n some sense, the necessity of a subtraction means that the inversion formula misses the contribution
from some low-dimensional operators. Morally, this is then the one-dimensional equivalent of the low-spin
ambiguities which affect the higher dimensional case [3].



where Cg[ are semicircular contours of radius p centered in w = 1 going above and below the
real axis, which we have to introduce to avoid the pole generated by ﬁ(ﬂ (w). The strategy
used to obtain the Regge-bounded inversion kernel can be obviously generalized if one needs,
as we do in this paper, to a kernel for correlators unbounded in the Regge limit, such as those
that usually appear in perturbation theory 2. Given a certain behaviour in the Regge limit,
one can obtain the corresponding inversion kernel by defining

> 2r A"(A—1)" 7 2m A (A—1)"
H Y (w) = HE (w) — %Am,n Hg;(”’)% - %Bmm Hﬁ@(w)w (2.36)

and fixing the unknown coefficients A, ., By n by imposing the desired behaviour at small
w as in (2.29). The more G(z) diverges in the Regge limit, the more subtractions will be
needed and the stronger the singularities at w = 1 will be'. For example, for a correlator
that diverges linearly in the Regge limit two subtractions are necessary. We shall see related
examples in Section 4.

3 The dispersion relation

We can now discuss the derivation of a dispersion relation for one-dimensional CFTs from the
Lorentzian inversion formulae (2.15) (2.14). A dispersion relation for CFTys already appeared
in [6], where it was constructed from so-called master functionals, which are analytic extremal
functionals which act on the crossing equation . The main result of [6] is a set of functional
equations, or alternatively a single Fredholm integral equation of the second kind '°, which
implicitly determine the kernel Ka ¢>(Z7 w). These equations can only be solved numerically
for general A,. For integer or half-integer dimensions, the author of [6] found an Ansatz for
a solution in terms of certain rational functions and logarithms, which must be fixed case by
case imposing a series of conditions. We refer to Appendix A of [6] for more details on this
approach. Here we provide an alternative derivation of the dispersion relation in the case of
bosonic (fermionic) operators with integer (half-integer) dimensions, which turns out to be
simpler and allows us to obtain a more explicit formula for all integer or half-integer As. We
follow the strategy that worked in the higher-dimensional case [4].

3.1 Explicit form of the dispersion relation

We start by considering the case of Regge-(super)bounded (bosonic) fermionic correlators.
Starting from the expansion (2.11), we plug in the inversion formulas (2.14)-(2.15) and ex-

2The bound on the growth of the correlator in the Regge limit is a non perturbative statement that can
fail order by order in perturbation theory.

13The functions I?If:z(w) have poles at w = 1 of increasing order as n increases, while I?If:l(w) have also
logarithmic singularities.

1Gee [7-9] for related work on analytic functionals in one-dimensional CFTs

®Notice that a different convention is used in [6], where G*P*™(w) = z722¢G(2)"™*™*. Also, the double

discontinuity is evaluated around z = 0 rather than around z = 1 as we do here.
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change the order of integration

1 2+zoo B/F
G(z) = /0 dw w=2dDisc[G(w)] / dAHAT (W) G

1 ico 2T RA

o

1 m 4
+/0 dw wdDisclG(w) mZ:: w2r(427£(i 4);(%1)771 T3y Cam2(@)Gama(a) B

1
5/0 dw w_deisc[g(w)]KA¢(z,w),

the aim being to work out the kernel Ka,(z,w). As mentioned above, the latter is crossing
symmetric and explicitly depends on the dimension A, of the external operators. It also
inherits from G(z) its Regge-boundedness. Notice that applying dDisc to both sides of (3.1)
one obtains

dDisc[Ka, (2, w)] = 6(z — w). (3.2)

Using (2.22), Ka, (2, w) is explicitly defined by

o0

2T (2m + 2)4
K —
8, (2 w) mzzzo 72T (4m + 4)T(4m + 3)

[P s o
1

loico 2mi KA sin(mA)

Gomt2(w)Gam2(2)+

W 2Ropa (W) + (527)222epa() + da’ (w)

= Kdiserete(, ) + KZ¢ (z,w) + KZ¢(*Z7 w), (3.3)

where the three contributing terms in the last line are defined below. The discrete contribution
does not depend on the external dimension Ay, it is identical for both fermions and bosons

and it reads

discrete — - 2F(2m + 2)4
Kdserete(y w) = Z_:O T (dm + AT Am 1 3) Gom+2(w)Gam+2(2) (
" 3.4)
= Z WQQWL_H(— - 1)Q2m+1(_ - 1)
m=0

where @, (z) are Legendre functions of the second kind and we used that

24mHAD (2m + & + 2)

Gom+2 = mi1(2—1). 3.5
ame? Jiem ) 9 +E-D (3:5)
The discrete sum can be then evaluated using
Q2m+l z 1 f dv %7 (36)
and -
> (4m +3) Pon i1 (2) Pony1 (y) = 6(x — y) — 6z + ) , (3.7)
m=0
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where P, (z) are Legendre functions of the first kind. We find

Kdiscrete(z’w) Z WQ%,HJ(— - 1)Q2m+1(_ - 1)

m=0

= (Lo [ du 2(%_11_0) 2(%_11_u) S (4m + 3) Pap1 (v) Popn 1 ()

_ w 22 (w — 2) log(1 — w) B zw?(z —2)log(1 — 2)
m(w—2)(w+z—wz) w(w-—2z2)(w+z—wz)’

(3.8)

The second term in (3.3) is defined by

3T A Ga(z) 2w
KP =+ as [ 2-2A,4 w_\2-2A, } .

A¢(Z’w) /é—ioo 21 kA  sin(mA) v pa(w) +(35) rale=p)],  (39)
with pa(z) in (2.23). Closing the contour on the right and using the residue theorem, one
obtains

KX, (z,w) = F Yoo Om (24758 Qg1 (2 = 1) (w2229 Py 1 (1 — 20) + (w— 25))]
2

—2w)w2—2A¢ og(l—z A —ow)w2—24¢ w
= :t |:10g(1 ’LU) ((;_21)3}224_2_1 + 1 g(i ) w22 1‘15 +Io ( )MW + (w—> m)] s (310)

where the integral representations of Legendre functions

Pn(z):g/oo du (z +du)”

T J_ (ug + 1)n+1
1

eTitg—v—1 (Z2 _ 1)#/2 T(u+v+ 1)/ dt (1 _ tz)u (2 — t)—u—u—l
1

(3.11)

Q(z) = Tw+1)

were used to perform the sum in the first line of (3.10), by exchanging the order of sum and
integral.
The last contribution to the kernel Ka,(z,w) in (3.3) is

K&)(z,w) =

Ltico dA G

2 alz) 27 Ay

— _— 12
/%—ioo 2 KA sin(wA) aa"(w), (3:12)

where qid’(w) is defined in (2.24). Using the explicit structure of q§¢ (w), see (2.24) and
(2.25), we find that

2052 2A 45 —4 oo
KL, (zw)= X 3 (mntBnalog(l=w))um 2 2Dy [P 48 CAl) an An(A-1)"

——zoo 21 kKA
(3.13)
where we stress that o, , and S, are a finite number of coefficients, fixed case by case by

demanding that H B/E (w) has no poles in w = 0. The integral in (3.13) can be now trivially
evaluated considering the action of the Casimir operator C = 22(1 — 2)9? — 220 under the
integral over A in the definition (3.9) of KZ¢:1(Z, w = 0), and using CGa(z) = A(A—1)Ga(z).
Namely, one obtains

flj;o 426200 am An(A —1)m = €7 KRy (2,0)] =€ | =% (F1EE 4 210g(1 - 2))]
(3.14)
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All in all, the kernel reads

w2 (w —2)log(l — w) zw?(z — 2)log(1 — 2)
Ka,(zw) = 2w —z2)(w+z—wz) w2 (w—2)(w+ 2z — w2) (3-15)

2 w)w? 20 log(1—z) 27248 —ow)w? 2%
£ =5 |log(L—w) Gt + e e 4 log(2) L2+ (w2 |

2A¢, 224,44
+ > Z (o + Bmn log(1 — w))wm+2=280 Cn [fg <Z log(z) + zlog(1 — z))} .

m=0 n=

As discussed, the kernel inherits crossing symmetry from the inversion formula [11], so that

L2

W}(ﬁ#l—z,w). (3.16)

Ka,(z,w) = =

This can be usefully rewritten as

20 5—2204—4 1

> > (cunn + Bmnlog(l — w))wm+2_2A¢ <Cn [?25 <Z Og(Z) + zlog(1 — z))}_ crossing) =
=0

20,

_ discrete 1 P _ __ grdiscrete _ b
= 7(1 — <K (1—2zw)+ KA¢(1 z,w)> K (z,w) KA¢(va) , (3.17)

a system of equations which can be used to determine a,, and 3, ,. One could of course
still find the latter as discussed below (2.25), and the equation above will be for them trivially
satisfied. Clearly, once all the coefficients are fixed, the kernel Ka ¢(z,w) satisfies crossing
symmetry (2.5) and boundedness (2.27) in z, and its double discontinuity is a delta-function
as in (3.2). Plotting (3.15) for several values of Ay and (z,w) € (0,1) we found that the
kernel is always positive. In particular, setting Ay = 1/2 we reproduce the explicit result in
Appendix A of [6], modulo different conventions.
The dispersion kernel (3.15) is valid only for super-bounded bosonic correlators (2.28).
To extend the result to bounded bosonic correlators, one should use in (3.1) the improved

inversion kernel (2.31). The dispersion relation then reads

1 dw bd
G'8(z) = — z,w) dDiscG " (w)+
2 Ay
0 w
dw dw . (3.18)
bd re, : ke reg
+ lim o 207 Ry (7 w)G™8(w) + limy o 207 R, (2, 0)G" 5 (w) .
with
2A¢, 2

KR (z,w) = Ka,(2,w) — HB\(w Z Ay c"[2 <M+zlog(1—z)>] . (3.19)

For the extra term we have used the same strategy as for KZd). One exploits the fact that for
every integer Ay the ratio of gamma functions appearing in (2.31) reduces to a polynomial in
A(A — 1), namely

2 ¢ 2 — AnA"A—ln, 3.20
(AT (28, —3)  TO-5PTa- = % (A-1 (3.20)



where the coefficients A, can be easily determined case by case in Ay, and then uses the
Casimir equation (3.14). The function ﬁ(ﬁ(w) is defined in (2.30). Just like in the case of
the inversion formula, the kernel redefinition (3.19) introduces at w = 1 an extra pole, which
may spoil the convergence of the integral. As discussed below (2.31), a crossing-symmetric,
Regge-bounded subtraction is then required for convergence. Following a similar strategy,
using (2.36) and (3.14) we can also derive a dispersion formula for unbounded correlators,

KX (z,0) = K, (2,w0) — ZA””‘ )C"[3<%+zlog(l—2)>]

T2

- ; By Hyy (w) C" [3 <@ + zlog(1 — z)ﬂ (3.21)

72 1

- Z Am,n ﬁg,Q G2+2n Z Bm n Hm 1 ) G2+2n(2) ’

where the coefficients Am,naBm,naAmmaBm,n are fixed as in (2.36) (in particular, the last
two coefficients are necessary to improve the behavior of the discrete inversion kernel (2.15)).
Section 4 discusses explicit examples of this subtraction procedure.

3.2 Polyakov blocks in d =1

The dispersion relation (3.18) can be used to compute 1d Polyakov blocks in position space.

As mentioned in the Introduction, Polyakov blocks [13,14] are crossing symmetric % and
Regge-bounded functions that satisfy [8,9,11]
Ag
= aaPr’(2). (3.22)
A

Roughly speaking, they are a crossing symmetric version of the conformal blocks (2.6). Since
the four-point function G(z) can be also expanded in conformal blocks Ga(z) with the same
coefficients (2.6), the above equation implies

ZGAGA ZCLA'P . (3.23)

Building on the original study of [13,14] in higher-dimensions, eq. (3.23) can be turned into
a powerful set of constraints on the OPE data [18]. See also [15-17,51] for more recent
applications.

Explicitly, the Polyakov block is the crossing-symmetric combination of exchange diagrams
in AdSs in the s-, - and u-channel, Regge-improved — in the bosonic case — via the subtraction
of the scalar contact diagram of the ¢* interaction in AdS, [11]. Alternative representations
of the Polyakov blocks exist, such as in terms of linear combinations of conformal blocks and
their derivatives [11,54]. Using their representation in terms of master functionals [6], they
have been computed in the flat space limit — the limit of both A and A, large 17 —in [55],

6The fact that Polyakov blocks are crossing symmetric implies that their functional form depends on the

external dimension Ag.
"In this limit [55], the ratio A/Ay is fixed and strictly different from two.
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where their sum lead to a dispersion relation for the related analytic S-matrix. For specific
choices of integer exchanged dimensions A (and A, = 1) they were computed in [56] at tree
level, using their explicit definition as sum of exchanged Witten diagrams in AdSs.

The dispersion relation (1.1) (for the fermionic case) or (3.18) (for the bosonic case) can
be used to obtain an integral representation of the Polyakov block, as noticed in [6]. Indeed,
from (3.23) and the fact that the double discontinuity (2.16) commutes with the t-channel

OPE, in the bosonic case one has

. A¢ ) ™ Z2A¢
dDisc [PA (Z)] = 2sin E(A — 2A¢)mGA(1 — Z) s (324)
whereas in the fermionic one one obtains
2A
. A T ze=e
dDisc [PA¢(Z)] = 2COS2 E(A — 2A¢)mGA(1 — Z) . (325)

Therefore, in the bosonic case and for A > 2A,, the Polyakov block can be computed as

1
Pﬁd’(z): 2sin®(Z(A — 2A¢))/Odw w2 Kgi(z,w)ﬁz (1 —w)® 2F1(A,A2A,1 — w),

(3.26)
with Kgi(z,w) defined in (3.19). Notice that the condition A > 2A, is necessary to have a
convergent integral '®. In the fermionic case instead, one has

PR?(2)= 205> (5 (A — 2A¢))/1dw w? Ka,(z, w)% (1—w)? 2F (A, A 20,1 —w),

" (3.27)
with Ka, (2, w) defined in (3.15). If A is integer, the above integrals can be computed in
closed form, for any fixed Ay, and reduce to a combination of polylogarithms and rational
functions. This is consistent with the Ansatz discussed in [18] and with the Witten diagrams
computation of [56]. For generic A the integrals can be expressed in terms of infinite series,
as in (A.7) in Appendix A, where we write down few explicit examples.

4 Dispersion relation in perturbation theory

A natural domain of application of the inversion formula and the dispersion relation is per-
turbation theory around a (generalized) free theory. This is because generalized free theories
contain in their spectrum two-particle operators, and their correlators have vanishing double
discontinuity, see (2.19) and (2.20). When a small coupling is turned on, the spectrum of
these operators receives perturbative corrections and so does the double discontinuity. Nicely,
the corresponding contribution to dDisc [Q (z)] at any given order in perturbation theory de-
pends entirely on lower order data. This fact has been heavily exploited in higher dimensions,
see for example [57-60]. On the other hand, the application of the dispersion relation to per-
turbation theory presents a few subtleties. First of all, at a given order in perturbation theory

18This condition has also the effect of killing the extra contour integrals in the bosonic dispersion relation
(3.18), something in fact necessary as they are defined in terms of the full, unknown, Polyakov block.
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it is often the case that the correlator G(z) is not Regge bounded. In presence of interactions
involving derivatives, one expects the behaviour of the correlator to worsen at every order in
the perturbative expansion. At the level of the kernel in the dispersion relation, this implies
that one cannot simply use the expressions (3.15) or (3.19). Rather, one has to perform sub-
tractions at every order to match the behaviour of the correlator, as discussed around (2.36).
The second subtlety is that in general the spectrum of perturbative theories is degenerate,
meaning that there are nonequivalent operators with the same quantum numbers at a given
perturbative order. As we shall see in concrete cases, this prevents us from computing the
double discontinuity order by order using the OPE expansion. The degeneracy needs to be
solved by studying multiple correlators of non-identical operators [61,33,34]. Finally, both
kernels (3.15) and (3.19) are explicitly known only for integer or half-integer external dimen-
sions, meaning that we can only compute four-point functions of protected operators. In the
rest of the section we will see two concrete applications: the A®? theory on the boundary
of AdSs and the defect CFT living on the 1/2 BPS supersymmetric Wilson line in N' = 4
Super Yang Mills. While all the correlators that we consider have already been computed
using other methods in the literature, here we show how they can be efficiently and elegantly
recovered using the dispersion relation, thus showing the power of this tool in the study of
one-dimensional CFTs. In the case of the Wilson line, this derivation justifies a posteriori the
Ansatz made in [33].

4.1 Massive scalars in AdSy

We start by considering the theory of a massive scalar in AdSs with the following Lagrangian
L=100)2 - 22 Aot (4.1)

The four-point function of the corresponding boundary field ¢ with integer dimension A¢19 is

(6(21)0(a2)b(3)p(aa)) =~ G(z). (42)

(z12 234)
This correlator was originally computed up to one-loop in AdSs in [9] by bootstrapping its
OPE data using analytic functionals. With the dispersion relation (3.19) we obtain the same
result bypassing a complicated resummation of OPE data or the need of an Ansatz.

At A = 0, the four-point function is the one of a generalized free field (GFF) theory, and
can be computed diagrammatically by Wick contractions. The result reads?
L2

(0) _ 2A
GY)=1+=2 ¢+7(1—z)m4>’

(4.3)

The only operators that appear in the conformal block expansion (2.6) are two-particle oper-

9We assume we can adjust m? in such a way that A is integer, as in [9].
20Tn this section we denote with Q“)(z) the fth-order correlator in the perturbative expansion. The zeroth
order term should not be confused with G(°(z) in (2.3).
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ators ¢p0*2¢t2n¢ with OPE data,

A® =2A, + 20,
L0 _ 2204 + 2n)T (404 + 2n — 1) (4.4)
" T22A,)T(4Ay +4n —1)T(2n + 1)

We assume the following expansion for the CFT data up to second order

A =204+ 204+ M + 222 + 0N,

an = a® +xall) +X2al® + O(N?) , (45)
and expand the four-point function G(z) around the GFF solution
G(2) =G0(2) + AGW(2) + A2G@ (2) + O(N3). (4.6)
Comparing the OPE expansion (2.6) with (4.5) we find, for the first three orders,
GO(z) = (%)% G%O)G2A¢+2n(1 —-z), (4.7)
W (2) = (£2)*2 2 [a) Gan,p2n(1 = 2) + a8V 0,Gon , p2n (1 — 2)] (4.8)
@ (2) = (22)*2 2 [0 Gon,pon(1 — 2) + (@4 + al4 )0, Gon, on(1 - 2)
+ 20 (0202 G a1~ 2)]. (49)

2

Similar expressions hold in the s-channel. Notice that the derivatives of the conformal blocks
produce logarithmic terms

OnGonyro2n(1—2) = log(l_z)G2A¢+2n(1_Z)+(1_Z)2A¢+2nan [(1—z)_2A¢_2"G2A¢+2n(1—z)]

(4.10)
We want to compute the first two orders in the expansion using (1.1). Since the theory
does not have derivative interactions, we expect the bound in the Regge limit (2.27) to hold,
therefore we can use the dispersion kernel (3.19). The double discontinuity of the correlator,
using the expansion (4.5) in (2.19), reads then

2A

dDisc[G(z)] = A 72 Enj %a;m (7&1))2ﬁG2A¢+2n(1 —2) 4+ O(\%). (4.11)
In other words the double discontinuity up to second order (one-loop in AdSs) is completely
determined by zeroth- and first-order data, a pattern that goes on at higher orders. This
crucial fact is the CFT equivalent of the so-called AdS unitarity, and we refer to [62] for
a thorough discussion of the relation between unitarity cuts in Witten diagrams and the
computation of the double discontinuity. By comparing (4.11) with(4.7) and using (4.10),
one can clearly see that the double discontinuity is completely determined by the terms in
(4.7) which are proportional to log"(1 — z) with n > 1. Therefore, an equivalent way of
determining the double discontinuity is to compute the terms proportional to log" (1 —z) from
the OPE and replace log" (1 — z) with its double discontinuity (2.16). As clear from (4.11), the
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double discontinuity at first order (tree-level in AdS) vanishes. This means that the tree-level

correlator results just from the two infinitesimal contour integrals in (3.18)

AR )0 () + Ty [

M) =
g ( ) lim p—0 2 2

(1)
p=0 Jot 2uw? KA¢ 1(z,w) G (w),  (4.12)

which can be evaluated by expanding both the kernel (3.15) and M) (w) around w = 1. In
particular, the correlator can be expanded using the t-channel OPE (4.8). Setting Ay = 1 for
simplicity, we obtain

g(l)(z):[l)igb fcj dwF(z,w) + lim fc,; dwF(z,w), (4.13)

F(z, w): [ﬂ(fiw)s (log(i_Z) =+ log(z))+0(( w)2 )] Z [G%I)G2+2n(1 - w) + agLO)/Y’r(Ll)anG2+2TL(1 - w)]

n

Switching to radial coordinates 1 —w = pe’ and using that G2, (1 —w) ~ (1 —w)?T2", the
integrals become

g(l)(z) - [])1_{% 2 (L 1Og(z )fo do 7r2 [a((] )Gg(pe )+aéo)yél)anG2(pe"9) —l—O(pg)]

o lim 2 (G2 o ) 7 a0 s [y Ga(pe®) + a5 0aGalpe”) + O]
. (1 ) log(1—2 log(z ™ i
= [1)112% 15 2 ( g(z ) 4 g( ) (fy d6 log(pe'®) + [57 df log(pe'?))
_ ’Y(()l) (log(l z) + log( )) ) (414)

In the third line, the logarithm comes from the derivative of the conformal block with respect
to the conformal dimension and we used the value of a(()o) in (4.4). All the n > 0 terms in
the OPE expansion of the correlator are suppressed in the limit p — 0, and the only term
contributing is the one proportional to ’Yg:)o- The latter is an arbitrary constant that can
be absorbed in the normalization of the coupling at each order in perturbation theory. In
order to compare with the results in the bootstrap literature, we follow [9,18] and define our
coupling by setting

W =1, WO=0 fort>1. (4.15)

Using this convention we find

gW(z) =22 [8LZ2) | L)), (4.16)

z 1—=z2

from which one extracts the tree-level OPE data

1 1
a _ () — = (0),1)7 . 4.1
At second order, the double discontinuity (4.11) can be computed from the order zero (4.4)
and order one (4.17) data, and reads simply

72 22

dDisc [g(z) (2)] = (e

log? 2. (4.18)
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To obtain it, the sum in (4.11) has been computed making use of a standard integral repre-
sentation for the hypergeometric function defining the conformal block, and exchanging sum
and integration. Inserting (4.18) in the dispersion relation (3.18) one obtains

2,,,2
g(z) L / B R (2 0) T log? et
0

(1—w)?
dw (2 . dw (2
i [ KRG )+l [ GG REL (g ),

(4.19)

However, the first integral does not converge because of a pole in w = 1. As discussed around
(3.19) or (2.31), one may proceed by defining a regularized correlator with the subtraction

G'8(2) = G (2) — (z log? (= )—Hog (1—2)+ (1 ) 5 log? (2 ) (4.20)

In fact, we are free to subtract any function, as long as the resulting regularized correlator is
still Regge-bounded and crossing symmetric. With the specific subtraction above, the double
discontinuity reads

dDisc[G"®(z)] = 2((1 BE 5 log? 2 — 1+222), (4.21)

and the dispersion relation (3.18) is now as a sum of convergent integrals

re dw w
GreE(2) :/ SRR () 7 (i log? w — 22) 4
0 (4.22)

d re, : d re,
+lim [ R (g )+l | 50 KR (2 w0)G"B (w).

For the two semi-circle integrals above, one follows the same strategy as at tree-level, finding
dw dw log(1— 1
/ 503 KR 21 (2. 0)G"5 (w) + /c g B (2 w)G () = 27 (= + B (4.23)

Notice that the result is proportional to the tree-level term (4.16). Computing the integrals
in (4.22) and using (4.20), the correlator at second order (one loop in AdS) finally reads

6@ (2) = i [4(2 — 2)23Lig(1 — 2) + 4(22 — 1)(1 — 2)Liy(2)

“9(1 — 2)2Lis(1 — z)<(z2 —Dlog(l — 2) + (22 +2) log(z))

—222Li3(2)( (2% — 2z + 3)log(1 — 2) + (2 — 2)zlog 2z ) +4(2z — 1)Lis(Z )
—gimiz?(22 — 22 — 6) + (372(22 — 1) — (2 — 1)?(2% + 1) log?(2)) log®(1 — z) +
+(1—2)2(372(22 + 2) log z + 2) log(1 — z) — (z — 1)z% log(2)

+((3)(2log(2) — 2(22° — 32% + 42 — 1) log(7%;)) + & (22 — 1) log*(1 — 2)

—3(4z — 2)log(z) log*(1 — Z)]] , (4.24)

reproducing the result in [9] ?'. One can also extract the CFT data. A comment here is in
order: as often the case in perturbation theory, the spectrum of the operators exchanged in

21See formula (7.34) there.
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our OPE of ¢ x ¢ is degenerate, namely there are many distinct operators with the same
dimension at a given order in perturbation theory. Therefore, all the CFT data should be
replaced by an average over the degenerate operators, see thorough discussion in [33,34]. At
first order we would only be able to extract <’y£1)> instead of %(11)' If the degeneracy were lifted

at first order, we would then not be able to compute the double discontinuity

1 2A
dDisc [9(2)(2)] = 7 Z §(a£LO) (’y,&”)%ﬁ(;zm)ﬁn(l - z), (4.25)
because
(@D (vM)2) # (@) ()2 (4.26)

Thus, to compute (aSP) (7,(11))2> in (4.25), we would need to first solve the degeneracy by

properly diagonalizing the dilatation operator. This problem is often referred to as operator
mixing. The reason why we ignored this subtlety in this section is that in this particular case
the degeneracy is not lifted and one can ignore this problem at least up to one-loop [9]. If one
were to compute higher loops, one would need to analyze the spectrum carefully.

4.2 Defect CFT; on the 1/2 BPS Wilson line N =4 SYM

Another interesting one-dimensional CFT is the theory living on the 1/2 BPS Wilson line
in /' = 4 super Yang-Mills (SYM) with gauge group SU(N). The 1/2 BPS Wilson line is
defined as

We = %trPexp/adt (i Ay " + @°|2]) (4.27)

where the contour is a straight line and the trace is taken in the fundamental representation.
As usual, A, is the gauge field and ', with ¢ = 1, ..., 6, are the fundamental scalars of N’ = 4
SYM with Ag = 1. This line defect preserves the superconformal algebra osp(4*[|4) D sl(2, R).
We are interested in the four-point function

(tr P @ (1) (0 ®F (23) D! (z4)We) G (2)

<(I)Z($1)(I)]($2)¢)k($3)(1)l($4)> = <Wc> = (m12 x34)2 , (428)

and restrict our attention to the case of identical operators, e.g. i = j =k =1 = 1. Using

superconformal Ward identities [32], one obtains for G1'1(2) = G(z) the structure
G(z) =F(N) 22+ (2z_1 -1 f(z) — (z2 —z+ 1) f(z), (4.29)

where [()) is a constant that depends on the t'Hooft coupling A = ¢g%,,N, and f(z) is a
crossing-antisymmetric function

22

f) =~/ 1-2) (4:30)
that can be expanded in superconformal blocks 2

f(2) = Pr(2) + ag, Fi,(2) + Y _ an Fa(2). (4.31)
A

22We adopt the notation of [23].
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Above, A are the dimensions of operators belonging to a long supermultiplet, ag, is the
squared OPE coefficient of a short operator and the superconformal blocks are

Fr(z) =z,

Fp,(2) =2z —22F1(1,2,4;2) , (4.32)
ZA+1

Fa(z) = 1_A2F1(A+1,A—|—2,2A—|—4;z).

The constant () in (4.29) can be computed using supersymmetric localization [25,32], and
at strong coupling reads
3 45 45
F(A) =1 —3- 24 2 2 O(L,). 4.33
( ) +ap, )\% + 8/\% + 4)\2 + 13 ( )

Building on previous work [19,32], the large A expansion of the correlator
1 1 1 1
— g — ¢ ~c® ~g® —c@® 4
G(z) =6 (z)+)\%g (z)—l—)\g (z)—l—)\%g (z)—l—)\zg (z)—l—@(/\%) (4.34)

has been recently computed [33,34] up to fourth order (three loops in AdSs) using analytic
bootstrap techniques. This impressive result was obtained using an Ansatz in terms of a linear
combination of Harmonic PolyLogarithms (HPL) multiplied by rational functions, and fixing

the unknowns using;:
e Bose symmetry of the correlator, and in particular crossing symmetry.

e The terms proportional to log"(1 — z) (or log™(z)) with n > 1 in the OPE expansion,
which are fixed at each order by lower order data, see for example (4.7). In order to
compute them one has to take care of operator mixing, especially beyond one-loop.

e The assumption®?

(O ptt1 (4.35)

on the behaviour of the anomalous dimensions at each perturbative order ¢. This cor-
responds to a divergence ~ t¢ of the correlator in the Regge limit [18], see (2.29).

e Compatibility with the OPE (4.31), which combined with the localization result (4.33)
implies
FN) -

f(z) ~ 5 ? for z ~ 0, (4.36)

There is a similar condition at z = 1, thanks to crossing. This point is essentially
equivalent to giving a definition of the coupling.

The aim of this section is to reproduce this result from first principles using our dispersion
relation, rather than an Ansatz. This means that we will not need to input crossing symmetry
or Bose symmetry, or assume the type of functions that appear in the correlator. However,
we will see that the results obtained from the dispersion relation depend on undetermined
constants, just like in section 4.1. We will then need some theory-specific assumptions to fix
them, such as the behaviour in the Regge limit and the definition of the coupling.

Our strategy will be the following:

23For the OPE data of the long operators, we define a perturbative expansion as in (4.5).
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e Compute the terms proportional to log"(1 — z) in the OPE expansion (4.31) with n > 1
from lower order data and find dDisc[G(2)], just like we did at one-loop in (4.11).
Regarding the problem of operator mixing, which may prevent us from computing the
logarithmic terms from lower order CFT data, we will rely on the analysis of [34].

(£)

e At each perturbative order ¢, assume a Regge-behaviour compatible with v’ ~ nft!

and derive the corresponding unbounded kernel (3.21), using the strategy outlined
around (2.36).

e Solve the integrals in (3.18) with the appropriate kernel and regularized correlator. We

choose the convenient subtraction

(4.37)

og"(l —z 2% log" (2
75 (0) =900 = S (P (T ).

m,n
where the coefficients Sy, , are fixed demanding that the integrals (3.18) do not have
singularities at w = 1. The number of such coefficients depends on the specific case.
Notice that the double discontinuity of the extra term in G*#(z) can be easily computed
using the definition (2.16), once all the S, ,, are fixed. We stress that (4.37) is not the
only possible subtraction.

e Finally, we fix possible undetermined constants using the localization result (4.36), or

equivalently 4
1
/ dz 272G(2) =0, (4.39)
0

and, if needed, the following identities for integrated correlators [23,63]

[ 0= - 2 ()] - .

1 z
/0 dz[@_ﬂzil} :4?89(;)+F(A)_3’

(4.40)

where B(\) is the Brehemstraalung function [64,65] and C()) is the curvature func-
tion [66]. Their explicit expressions at large N read

VALY

B\ = 13 L (4.41)
o) = (272 = 3) VA —24(3 + 5 — 4n? L o2 L 96Gs +75+ 82 (4.42)
2474 3274 6474/ \ 102475\
+3 (408¢3 — 2405 + 213 + 147?) N 3(315¢3 — 2405 + 149 + 672) iy (L)
16384#6/\% 1638477 \2 /\%
24This last equality can be proved by noticing that (4.29) implies
22G(2) = 0. ([F()\)z - (1 —14 z%)f(z)) . (4.38)

Integrating between z = 0 and z = 1 and using (4.36) and its equivalent condition at z = 1 one obtains (4.39).
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In what follows we will sketch the computation up to three loops. Just like in the A\®* case,
we start by computing the order zero term using Wick contractions [19]

222 -2z +1
(z —1)?
Comparing the above result with (4.29) and (4.31), one obtains the CFT data for two-particle

operators,

G0 (z) = (4.43)

I'(5+2n)'(3 +2n)(1 + 2n)
I'(6+4n)

Above, we use the average symbol because in this setup operator mixing turns out to be

AQ =2+ 2n, (al)) =

n

(4.44)

important at higher orders. Moving on to the tree-level result (first order in the expansion

(1)

(4.34)), we see that the assumption v, ~ n? implies that the correlator will diverge linearly
in the Regge limit. This means we need to use the unbounded kernel (3.21), which in this

case becomes?’
2 . ~
K(zw) = Kam(20) = 3 (Ao HE(w) + A1, HE(w))Cm [ 2 (12 4 2 10g(1 — 2))]
~(Aon B (w) + A1 HP(w))Ga2n(2) =
N —2w? (2w4—9w3+16w2—14w+7)(z —z+1) _ w(2w4—5w3+5w—2)z2(22—2—1—1)2log(l—w) 1
- T2 (w—1)3(2—1)2 m2(w(z—1)+1)(w—2)(w(z—1)—2)(w+z—1)((w—1)w2z2+2-1)
wQ(w2—w+1)(2w2—7w+7)z4 w2(w2—w+1)(2w2—7w+7)(z—1)z3 Tw?(2—z)22
+< - (w=1)° - (w=1)° =) w(—2)+utz) T
w?(w?—w+1) (2w —Tw+7)(2—2) | 2(w?—w+1) (2w —Twi+14w-7)2% | 7(w—1)z 22\ log(1—2
+ (w—1)3 + (w—1)3 + w((z—l))—l—l + w7z 1) g7;Sr2z ) +
+w4(w2—w+1)z6(2w4(2z3—922+14z—7)+w3(4z4—40z3+131z2—1822—1—91)) log(2) n

Tn2(w—1)3(2—1)3 (w(z—1)+1)(w+z—1)((w—1)wz2+2—1)
wt (w?—w+1) 28 (w?(—182% 41312536522 +4682—234 ) + 2w (142% — 9125423422 —2862+143) ) log(2)
+ T2 (w—1)3(2—1)3(w(z—1)+1)(w+z—1)((w—1)wz2+2—1)
wt (w2 —w+1)28(—1421+9123 2342242862 —143) log(2)
+ Tn2(w—1)3(2—1)3 (w(z—1)+1)(w+z—1)(w—1)wz2+2—1) ’ (445)

where the coefficients were fixed demanding that K (z,w) ~ w?, see (2.29). The discontinuity
at this order is zero, just like in the A®* case. However, since K(z,w) ~ (1 — w)™? and
G(w) ~ (1 —w)? from (4.31) and (4.29), the two contour integrals in (3.18) diverge because
of the singularity at w = 1. We introduce the regularization (4.37) and fix the coefficients by
imposing

w2 K (2, w)G"8(w) ~ (1 — w)° forw — 1. (4.46)

Since the expansion of G(w) around w = 1 can be read from the t-channel OPE, the condition
above fixes the coefficients of the subtraction (4.37) in terms of known and unknown OPE
data. In particular, since the block expansion goes schematically like (1— 2)2" for two-particle
operators, this means that at tree level with K, (2, w) ~ (1—w)~3 the subtraction will depend

on <a(() )> (a((]o)%(]l)>, (a§1)>, <a§0)7§1)>. From (4.46), the contour integrals in (3.18) vanish

dw w
reg ; - reg =
B_)mo o 202 K(z,w)G"®(w) + })1_)1110 o 2P K (z,w)G™®(w) =0. (4.47)

25We choose to subtract HEQ(wL but we could have used ﬁ(]fl (w) instead. The difference boils down to

log(l w)
—w

having a singularity at w = 1, rather than a second-order pole. We choose the latter for simplicity.
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The only integral we need to compute is the one involving the double discontinuity of the
regularized correlator. The latter can be computed from the explicit form of the subtraction
(4.37) and the definition of double discontinuity (2.16), and it will depend on the unknown
coefficients <a(()l)>, (aéo)’yél)>, (a§1)>, <a§0)’y£l)>. Solving the integral of the double discontinuity
in (3.18) with K (z,w) defined in (4.45) and removing the subtraction, we obtain

5(v N (2(2e=7)+7) 2+ 7(7 V) (2(2(52(22—7)+49)—28)+14) 22 ) log(2)
g(l)(z) = —< 1 - 245(z—1)3 ) + (4.48)

27y () (e 1)+ 1)2 (5@9)>(z(2z+3)+2>(z—1)2+7<y(§1>>(z(z(5z(2z—1)+4)—5)+10)) log(1—2)
+ 49(z—1)2 + 245z

Notice that two of the unknown constants (the OPE coefficients) are automatically canceled
once we remove the subtraction. Using the theory-dependent constraints (4.39) and one of
(4.40), we fix the remaining constants and find

22—2 2 - Z4 ZS zZ— O —z 24— ZS 22— z 22 ogl(z
G (z) = 2 (z—1J)r21) n (—22%+ +Z 2) log(1-=2) n (2247 +9(Z_£433+2) log(2) ’ (4.49)

which is precisely the result obtained in [19]. The only non trivial step of the derivation is
the computation of the integral in (3.18). While expressions like (4.45) look complicated, an
efficient way to do the integrals is the repeated use of

fol dw %__;”)b = me~ " ( — 2% cse(ra)(l — z)? + (COt(m)+i)F(l}JEi1rzblj}l()l’_a_b;1_a;x)) , (4.50)

and its derivatives with respect to parameters a and b, to compute the integrals involving
logarithms and rational functions. From (4.49), one can solve (4.29) for f(z) and then extract
the CFT data [32]

(2+2n)(5+ 2n)
2 )

(@D = Lo, (@0 (4.51)

n 2 n

(A =
Moving on to one-loop, one should worry about mixing 2°. However, the authors of [33] found
that since, at first order, the anomalous dimension of any operator is proportional to the eigen-
value of the superconformal Casimir CFa(z) = A(A +3)Fa(z), the degeneracy is actually not
lifted. Therefore we can compute the higher logarithmic terms and the double discontinuity
at one-loop from tree level data, just like we did in (4.11). The double discontinuity in this
case reads
2 (QZ6 — 825 442 + 422 — 82+ 9)

dDisc[¢? (2)] = = : (4.52)

Assuming 7&2) ~ n3, we see that the correlator diverges as t? in the Regge limit. We can

still use the same kernel as for the tree level (4.45), since it goes like O(w?*) for small w. We
fix the coefficients in the subtraction (4.37) by demanding that the integral of the double
discontinuity in (3.18) converges and that w2 K (z,w)G™8(w) ~ (1 —w)?, killing the contour

26See the discussion around (4.26).
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integrals. Performing the remaining integral and removing the subtraction, we find

22(925 _ 462 24 1162318322302 og2(z 2((2(92—8)+4) 2% +42—8)+9) log?(1—z
GO (z) = 2001627499 12%2 14)—83 80:410)log?(2) | (2((9==8)+4) erzz )+9) log?(1-2)

(11820412527 1438821 101022 +43882 11252 4118) log(1—2) (—11826+83325—67832") log(2)
840(2—1)z 840(z—1)°
(3(2—1)2+1)(626—182°4+192%—82°+2—2) log(z) log(1—2) | (110602 —343022—25202+840) log(=)
o 2(z—1)32 + 840(z—1)3
2 2(2(52(22—=7)+49)—28)+14)2? log(» 2((z—1)z+1)2 2(2(52(22—1)+4)—5)+10) log(1—=2
+<Wé)>[_ (z(2(5z( )35(2)_1)3) )2? log(z) ((7(2_)1)2) 4 (2(a(52221) 3)5’2) ) log(1—2)
(2) (2(22=7)+7)z%log(z) |, 2((z—1)z+1)2 (2—=1)%(2(22+3)+2) log(1—=2) 1831((2—1)z+1)?
+{n >[_ 1917 £ 4+ 912 T o ] T T 10— -
(4.53)
Using (4.39) and one of the integrated correlators in (4.40), we obtain [32]
926—82°+424+422—82+9) log?(1—2) 26266325 +6621—6223 46622 —632426) log(1—2
G2 (z) = { 2 —8:+9) log?12) 00216253 10657 032+20)log(12)
22(920—462°4992—11623+8322-302+10) log?(2) | (—2620+9325—1412%4922°—3622—122+4) log(2)
3G=1)" + 1G=1)°
182847227 1172649925 432445234922~ 7242) log(z) log(1—z)  2(22—z+1)°
( 2(z—1)32 ) + ((2_1)2) . (4.54)
From which one can extract the same CFT data that was found in [34]
<7(2)>n - 77(11) 1871 (1) Jn ( - 11 - 2+2 + 4H3+2n) )
1
(a?)),, = 5(f)n<a(0) MNEPAORVE) a2< ©) (412, (4.55)
2(j2-2 n n n nt n® nb
+<a(0)>n (Jn(yg )(5_2(2 +2n) + EC( ) — 1068+5000n+8772 +78}L6_|_2)+3424 +736n5464 )7
where j2 = (2 + 2n)(5 + 2n) is the Casimir eigenvalue for the long operators and
"1
H™ =" — H, =HWY 4.56
n Z_: km ) n o ( )
~ P D) e e 1
Soa(n) = Y 5 = (Hn/2 HY 1)/2) 56(2). (4.57)

k=1

The procedure could be carried on at the next two orders, we will however skip the details of
the computations and highlight the differences with respect to the previous orders. First of
all, in order to compute the double discontinuity at three loops one needs (a(® (y(2)2),,.

It turns out that at this order the degeneracy is lifted, therefore

(@@ (Y@ # (@@ (727 (4.58)

and one has to solve the operator mixing problem in order to compute the double discontinuity.
This was done in [33] and we report their result

a(o) ,.Y(2) 2 n 1 ) ) 1 . .
%TH = <’7(2)>i + 5]3(]721 — 2)5_2(3 + 2’1’L) + g]g(&]g — 4)H§+2n (4‘59)

+(—gn 35+ 725 +2)>H3+2n+3%(—156+50j5+29j3+j§j‘;2).
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Using this result, together with the other OPE data from previous orders, we can compute all
the higher logarithmic terms in the OPE up to three loops and the corresponding contributions
to the double discontinuity. A second new aspect of the calculation at this order is that, since
the behaviour in the Regge limit gets worse, see (4.35), one is forced to subtract an extra term
from the dispersion kernel

~ 2 l
K(2,0) = Ka,=1(2,0) = Xo Xy Amn HEo(w) €™ | 3 (5522 1 2 1og(1 - 2)) |

- anzo Zn Am,n Hgg(w) G2+2n (Z) ’ (460)
where the coefficients are fixed demanding that K (z,w) ~ w® for small w, according to (2.29).
We do not report them here to avoid cluttering. Now K(z,w) ~ (1 —w)™® for w ~ 1,
and demanding that the integrals in the dispersion relation (3.18) converge introduces a
dependence on extra OPE data. This means that, to fix the unknown constants, one has to
impose an additional constraint, and one can use (4.39) and both integrated correlators (4.40).

For the third and fourth-order four-point function (4.28), we checked numerically that the
result obtained using the dispersion relation (3.18) reproduces the ones in [34].
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A Polyakov blocks

As discussed in 3.2, Polyakov blocks P§¢ (z) are crossing symmetric and Regge-bounded
functions that satisfy

G(2) = anGal(z) = > aaPr*(2). (A1)
A A
Since the double discontinuity commutes with the OPE, one finds
dDisc [Pﬁ"’(z)] = dDisc[Ga(2)] - (A.2)

In the bosonic case, the above formula reduces to

dDisc [PA (Z)] = 2sin E(A — 2A¢)mGA(1 — Z) s (A3)
whereas in the fermionic one one obtains
. 22A¢>
dDisc [P§¢ (Z)] = 2COS2 g(A — 2A¢)mGA(1 — Z) . (A4)

Therefore, Polyakov blocks can be computed both in the bosonic and fermionic cases using
the corresponding dispersion relations (1.1) and (3.18). In the bosonic case, Polyakov blocks
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with A > 2A4 and integer Ay can be computed as

1
P§¢(z): 2sin?(Z(A — 2A¢))/Odw w2 Kg‘i(z,w)% (1—w)® 3F1(A, A 20,1 —w).
(A.5)
This integral representation is particularly useful in the case of integer A, when the above in-
tegral can be easily evaluated in terms of polylogarithms and rational functions. For example,
for Ay =1 and A = 3 we find

PA¢:1 _ 602%(62%—6241)Liz(1—2)log(1—2)  60Liz(2)((22—62+6)(z—1)* log(1—2))
A=3 (Z) - 2 o m2(z—1)%22
60L12(z)((z—2)z(6(22—z+1)2(2z3—22—2z+1)+(6z4—18z3+2522—14z+7)z4log(z)>>
m2(z—1)%22
60(62°—62°421—322+182—18)Liz(1—2) | 6022(625—302°+6121—6425+332%—222—2)Li3(2)
222 + w2(z—1)4

12022 (622 —62+1)Liz (27 ) 4 20226124 log? (1) _ 60(2(62°—62%+23+2—6)+6) log?(1—=2) log()
2

7T2 s 7'('222

5(80620 —4712°4(279—6272) 24 —1532°+21922—1442436) log(2) | 60(—19223+18322—902+18)¢(3)
py gy + Py P P +
180((2—1)z+1)2 (224 —523+52—2) log(2) log(1—2) | log(1—2)(—171027+30752°+5(5672—498)2°45(306+472) 2*)
o m2(z—1)%2 + m2(z2—1)%2
log(1—2)(—10(249+772)2345(615+472)22—17102+360) =~ 2025 (3622+72(2(6(2—5)2+61)—62)) tanh * (1—22)
m2(z—1)%z + m2(z—1)%

+

2

30 -3 3)(2 4_ .3 227 3(z—1)((2—1)2+1) 6 -

n (((z )2438)(224 =27 +22-7)+ 2 t . 60012510 602941222 12827 17820 385 +11321)((3)
(z—1)3 w2(z2—1)%22

(A.6)
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For generic A the integral cannot be computed in closed form. It can be however expressed
in terms of a combination of infinite series. For instance, for Ay = 1 one has

Pﬁd’:l(z) = sin? (%) {2 csc(mA) 22 o Fi (A, A 2A; 2)

2(—2Az((1—2) log(1—2)+zlog(z))+A(2—1) log(z)+2z—1) 3 Fo (A,A,A;2A ,A41;1)

m2A2(2—1) +
458T7(A+3) -1
- e eTary (22— 3(A — 1)A)z tanh (1 - 22) +

+(A=1DA+ (A=A -1)z" =3(A = 1)Az3 + 2(A — 1)Az2 — 1) log(1 — 2) +
+2231og((1 — 2)2) + (—2(A — 1)A — 322 4 2) log(z)) +

204 3F2 (A A N2AN, A+1+a;1) 204 3F2 (A, A A+a;2A,A+1;1)
- T2 A + T2A +

n § 2:7 (22 4F3(A A+ AN+ ARAnFA+Ln+A+11)  log(2) 3Fa(A,An+A=2;2A,n+A—1;1) n
A 2 (A+n)? A+n—2
=

_l’_

— (((n — A)log(z) — 1) 3Fa(A, A A — 28, —n+ A+ 1;1) +

- (n—A)(@agFg(A,A,A—n;QA,A—n—I—l—I—a;l) +
+0usFo(A, A A =0+ 0;2A,A —n+ 1)) ) +

- ZT2A)(1 —2)" " T(n+1) (z2I‘(A —2)log (132) sFa(A — 2, A, A;2A n + A — 1;1)
+ (2 = D20(A) (PO (A) s Fo (A, A A 2A, 0 + A+ 1;1) +

00 3B (A A A 2A A+ 41+ a:1) + BasFo(A, A A+ a; 28, A + 1+ 1;1)))]}
22
(1—2)?

(z21-2). (A.7)

where (3F2) 3Fy are (regularized) generalized hypergeometric functions and 9, indicates the

derivative with respect to a evaluated at a = 0. In the fermionic case (half-integer A,), using

(1.1) and (3.15) one obtains

1

Pﬁd’(z): 2cos?(Z(A — 2A¢))/Odw w2 KAd)(z,w)% (1 —w)® 2F1(A, A 20,1 —w).
(A.8)

This integral can be easily evaluated for integer A, as in the bosonic case. For example, for

Ay =1/2 and A =1 the Polyakov blocks reads

2 .
Pﬁi?p(Z) _ (622 — 6) lc;g (1 —2)log(z) B (—6(z — 2)zL122(z) — m22?) log(2) L (A9)
3n2(z—1) 3n2(z—1)
(6(22—1)Lig(2)—2n222+2722) log(1—2)  18(22—1)Lis(1—2)+(1822—362)Lis(2)+18((3)
o 3n2(z—1) o 372(z—1)
References

[1] A. Bissi, A. Sinha and X. Zhou, “Selected topics in analytic conformal bootstrap: A guided
journey”, Phys. Rept. 991, 1 (2022), arxiv:2202.08475.

[2] T. Hartman, D. Mazac, D. Simmons-Duffin and A. Zhiboedov, “Snowmass White Paper: The
Analytic Conformal Bootstrap”, arxiv:2202.11012, in: “Snowmass 2021”.

28


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2022.09.004
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.08475
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.11012

3]

S. Caron-Huot, “Analyticity in Spin in Conformal Theories”, JHEP 1709, 078 (2017),
arxiv:1703.00278.

D. Carmi and S. Caron-Huot, “A Conformal Dispersion Relation: Correlations from
Absorption”, JHEP 2009, 009 (2020), arxiv:1910.12123.

R. J. Eden, P. V. Landshoff, D. I. Olive and J. C. Polkinghorne, “The analytic S-matriz”,
Cambridge Univ. Press (1966), Cambridge.

M. F. Paulos, “Dispersion relations and exact bounds on CFT correlators”,
JHEP 2108, 166 (2021), arxiv:2012.10454.

D. Mazac, “Analytic bounds and emergence of AdSs physics from the conformal bootstrap”,
JHEP 1704, 146 (2017), arxiv:1611.10060.

D. Mazac and M. F. Paulos, “The analytic functional bootstrap. Part I: 1D CFTs and 2D
S-matrices”, JHEP 1902, 162 (2019), arxiv:1803.10233.

D. Mazac and M. F. Paulos, “The analytic functional bootstrap. Part II. Natural bases for the
crossing equation”, JHEP 1902, 163 (2019), arxiv:1811.10646.

D. Simmons-Duffin, D. Stanford and E. Witten, “A spacetime derivation of the Lorentzian OPE
inversion formula”, JHEP 1807, 085 (2018), arxiv:1711.03816.

D. Maz&a¢, “A Crossing-Symmetric OPE Inversion Formula”, JHEP 1906, 082 (2019),
arxiv:1812.02254.

Harish-Chandra, “Plancherel formula for the 2 x 2 real unimodular group”,

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 38 (4), 337-342 (1952).

A. M. Polyakov, “Nonhamiltonian approach to conformal quantum field theory”,
Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 66, 23 (1974).

R. Gopakumar, A. Kaviraj, K. Sen and A. Sinha, “Conformal Bootstrap in Mellin Space”,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 081601 (2017), arxiv:1609.00572.

K. Ghosh, A. Kaviraj and M. F. Paulos, “Charging up the functional bootstrap”,
JHEP 2110, 116 (2021), arxiv:2107.00041.

A. Kaviraj, “Crossing antisymmetric Polyakov blocks + dispersion relation”,
JHEP 2201, 005 (2022), arxiv:2109.02658.

K. Ghosh, A. Kaviraj and M. F. Paulos, “Polyakov blocks for the 1D conformal field theory
mized-correlator bootstrap”, Phys. Rev. D 109, L061703 (2024), arxiv:2307.01257.

P. Ferrero, K. Ghosh, A. Sinha and A. Zahed, “Crossing symmetry, transcendentality and the
Regge behaviour of 1d CFTs”, JHEP 2007, 170 (2020), arxiv:1911.12388.

S. Giombi, R. Roiban and A. A. Tseytlin, “Half-BPS Wilson loop and AdSy/CFT,”,
Nucl. Phys. B 922, 499 (2017), arxiv:1706.00756.

N. Kiryu and S. Komatsu, “Correlation Functions on the Half-BPS Wilson Loop: Perturbation
and Hezagonalization”, JHEP 1902, 090 (2019), arxiv:1812.04593.

D. Grabner, N. Gromov and J. Julius, “Fxcited States of One-Dimensional Defect CFTs from
the Quantum Spectral Curve”, JHEP 2007, 042 (2020), arxiv:2001.11039.

A. Cavaglia, N. Gromov, J. Julius and M. Preti, “Integrability and conformal bootstrap: One
dimensional defect conformal field theory”, Phys. Rev. D 105, L021902 (2022),
arxiv:2107.08510.

29


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)078
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.00278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)166
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.10454
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)146
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.10060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)162
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)163
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.10646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)085
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2019)082
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.02254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.38.4.337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.081601
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.00572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)116
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.00041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2022)005
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.02658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.L061703
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)170
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.12388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2017.07.004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.00756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)090
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.04593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)042
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.11039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.L021902
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.08510

[23] A. Cavaglia, N. Gromov, J. Julius and M. Preti, “Bootstrability in defect CFT: integrated
correlators and sharper bounds”, JHEP 2205, 164 (2022), arxiv:2203.09556.

[24] A. Cavaglia, N. Gromov and M. Preti, “Computing Four-Point Functions with Integrability,
Bootstrap and Parity Symmetry”, arxiv:2312.11604.

[25] S. Giombi and S. Komatsu, “Fzact Correlators on the Wilson Loop in N =4 SYM:
Localization, Defect CFT, and Integrability”, JHEP 1805, 109 (2018), arxiv:1802.05201,
[Erratum: JHEP 11, 123 (2018)].

[26] S. Giombi and S. Komatsu, “More Exact Results in the Wilson Loop Defect CFT: Bulk-Defect
OPE, Nonplanar Corrections and Quantum Spectral Curve”, J. Phys. A 52, 125401 (2019),
arxiv:1811.023609.

[27] S. Giombi, J. Jiang and S. Komatsu, “Giant Wilson loops and AdSs /dCFT;”,
JHEP 2011, 064 (2020), arxiv:2005.08890.

[28] N. Drukker and B. Fiol, “All-genus calculation of Wilson loops using D-branes”,
JHEP 0502, 010 (2005), hep-th/0501109.

[29] J. Gomis and F. Passerini, “Holographic Wilson Loops”, JHEP 0608, 074 (2006),
hep-th/0604007.

[30] J. Gomis and F. Passerini, “Wilson Loops as D3-Branes”, JHEP 0701, 097 (2007),
hep-th/0612022.

[31] P. Liendo and C. Meneghelli, “Bootstrap equations for N' = 4 SYM with defects”,
JHEP 1701, 122 (2017), arxiv:1608.05126.

[32] P. Liendo, C. Meneghelli and V. Mitev, “Bootstrapping the half-BPS line defect”,
JHEP 1810, 077 (2018), arxiv:1806.01862.

[33] P. Ferrero and C. Meneghelli, “Bootstrapping the half-BPS line defect CFT in N=4
supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory at strong coupling”, Phys. Rev. D 104, L081703 (2021),
arxiv:2103.10440.

[34] P. Ferrero and C. Meneghelli, “Unmizing the Wilson line defect CFT. Part II: analytic
bootstrap”, arxiv:2312.12551.

[35] P. Ferrero and C. Meneghelli, “Unmizing the Wilson line defect CFT. Part I. Spectrum and
kinematics”, JHEP 2405, 090 (2024), arxiv:2312.12550.

[36] J. Barrat, A. Gimenez-Grau and P. Liendo, “Bootstrapping holographic defect correlators in N
= 4 super Yang-Mills”, JHEP 2204, 093 (2022), arxiv:2108.13432.

[37] J. Barrat, A. Gimenez-Grau and P. Liendo, “A dispersion relation for defect CFT”,
JHEP 2302, 255 (2023), arxiv:2205.09765.

[38] L. Bianchi and D. Bonomi, “Conformal dispersion relations for defects and boundaries”,
SciPost Phys. 15, 055 (2023), arxiv:2205.09775.

[39] K. C. Rigatos and X. Zhou, “Yangian Symmetry in Holographic Correlators”,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 101601 (2022), arxiv:2206.07924.

[40] O. Aharony, O. Bergman, D. L. Jafferis and J. Maldacena, “N=6 superconformal
Chern-Simons-matter theories, M2-branes and their gravity duals”, JHEP 0810, 091 (2008),
arxiv:0806.1218

[41] N. Drukker et al., “Roadmap on Wilson loops in 3d Chern—Simons-matter theories”,
J. Phys. A 53, 173001 (2020), arxiv:1910.00588.

30


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)164
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.09556
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.11604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)109
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.05201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab046c
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.02369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)064
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.08890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/02/010
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0501109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/08/074
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0604007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/01/097
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0612022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)122
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.05126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)077
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.01862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.L081703
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.10440
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.12551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)090
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.12550
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2022)093
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.13432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)255
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.09765
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.15.2.055
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.09775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.101601
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.07924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/091
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.1218
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab5d50
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.00588

[42] N. Drukker and D. Trancanelli, “4 Supermatriz model for N=6 super Chern-Simons-matter
theory”, JHEP 1002, 058 (2010), arxiv:0912.3006.

[43] L. Bianchi, L. Griguolo, M. Preti and D. Seminara, “Wilson lines as superconformal defects in
ABJM theory: a formula for the emitted radiation”, JHEP 1710, 050 (2017), arxiv:1706.06590.

[44] L. Bianchi, G. Bliard, V. Forini, L. Griguolo and D. Seminara, “Analytic bootstrap and Witten
diagrams for the ABJM Wilson line as defect CFTy,”, JHEP 2008, 143 (2020),
arxiv:2004.07849.

[45] G. Cuomo, Z. Komargodski and M. Mezei, “Localized magnetic field in the O(N) model”,
JHEP 2202, 134 (2022), arxiv:2112.10634.

[46] G. Cuomo, Z. Komargodski, M. Mezei and A. Raviv-Moshe, “Spin impurities, Wilson lines and
semiclassics”, JHEP 2206, 112 (2022), arxiv:2202.00040.

[47] A. Gimenez-Grau, E. Lauria, P. Liendo and P. van Vliet, “Bootstrapping line defects with O(2)
global symmetry”, JHEP 2211, 018 (2022), arxiv:2208.11715.

[48] L. Bianchi, D. Bonomi and E. de Sabbata, “Analytic bootstrap for the localized magnetic field”,
JHEP 2304, 069 (2023), arxiv:2212.02524.

[49] A. Gimenez-Grau, “Probing magnetic line defects with two-point functions”, arxiv:2212.02520.

[50] L. Bianchi, D. Bonomi, E. de Sabbata and A. Gimenez-Grau, “Analytic bootstrap for magnetic
impurities”, JHEP 2405, 080 (2024), arxiv:2312.05221.

[61] P. Dey and K. Ghosh, “Bootstrapping conformal defect operators on a line”, arxiv:2404.06576.

[62] M. Hogervorst and S. Rychkov, “Radial Coordinates for Conformal Blocks”,
Phys. Rev. D 87, 106004 (2013), arxiv:1303.1111.

[63] J. Maldacena, S. H. Shenker and D. Stanford, “A bound on chaos”, JHEP 1608, 106 (2016),
arxiv:1503.01409.

[54] K. Ghosh, A. Kaviraj and M. F. Paulos, “Polyakov blocks for the 1D CFT mized correlator
bootstrap”, arxiv:2307.01257.

[65] L. Cérdova, Y. He and M. F. Paulos, “From conformal correlators to analytic S-matrices:
CFT,/QFT,”, JHEP 2208, 186 (2022), arxiv:2203.10840.

[56] G. Bliard, “Notes on n-point Witten diagrams in AdSs”, J. Phys. A 55, 325401 (2022),
arxiv:2204.01659.

[57] L. F. Alday and S. Caron-Huot, “Gravitational S-matriz from CET dispersion relations”,
JHEP 1812, 017 (2018), arxiv:1711.02031.

[58] L. F. Alday, A. Bissi and E. Perlmutter, “Genus-One String Amplitudes from Conformal Field
Theory”, JHEP 1906, 010 (2019), arxiv:1809.10670.

[59] L. F. Alday, J. Henriksson and M. van Loon, “Taming the e-expansion with large spin
perturbation theory”, JHEP 1807, 131 (2018), arxiv:1712.02314.

[60] J. Henriksson and M. Van Loon, “Critical O(N) model to order ¢* from analytic bootstrap”,
J. Phys. A 52, 025401 (2019), arxiv:1801.03512.

[61] O. Aharony, L. F. Alday, A. Bissi and E. Perlmutter, “Loops in AdS from Conformal Field
Theory”, JHEP 1707, 036 (2017), arxiv:1612.03891.

[62] D. Meltzer, E. Perlmutter and A. Sivaramakrishnan, “Unitarity Methods in AdS/CFT”,
JHEP 2003, 061 (2020), arxiv:1912.09521.

31


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2010)058
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.3006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06590
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)143
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.07849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2022)134
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)112
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.00040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2022)018
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.11715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)069
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.02524
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.02520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)080
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.05221
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.06576
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.106004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)106
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01409
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)186
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ac7f6b
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.01659
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2018)017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2019)010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)131
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aaf1e2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.03891
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)061
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09521

[63] N. Drukker, Z. Kong and G. Sakkas, “Broken Global Symmetries and Defect Conformal
Manifolds”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 201603 (2022), arxiv:2203.17157.

[64] D. Correa, J. Henn, J. Maldacena and A. Sever, “An exact formula for the radiation of a
moving quark in N=4 super Yang Mills”, JHEP 1206, 048 (2012), arxiv:1202.4455.

[65] B. Fiol, B. Garolera and A. Lewkowycz, “Ezxact results for static and radiative fields of a quark
in N=4 super Yang-Mills”, JHEP 1205, 093 (2012), arxiv:1202.5292.

[66] N. Gromov and F. Levkovich-Maslyuk, “Quantum Spectral Curve for a cusped Wilson line in
N =4 SYM”, JHEP 1604, 134 (2016), arxiv:1510.02098.

32


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.201603
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.17157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2012)048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.4455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2012)093
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.5292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2016)134
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.02098

	1 Discussion
	2 CFT1 kinematics and inversion formula
	3 The dispersion relation
	3.1 Explicit form of the dispersion relation
	3.2 Polyakov blocks in d=1

	4 Dispersion relation in perturbation theory
	4.1 Massive scalars in AdS2
	4.2 Defect CFT1 on the 1/2 BPS Wilson line N=4 SYM

	A Polyakov blocks

