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We initiate the study of loop-level holographic correlators in the presence of defects. We present a
unitarity method which constructs loop corrections from lower order data. As an example, we apply
this method to 6d N = (2, 0) theories with 1

2
-BPS surface defects and report the first holographic

two-point function at one loop.

Introduction. Defects are extended objects which lead
to an interesting enrichment of theories. There is a wide
range of motivations to consider defects, both experimen-
tally (as impurities, domain walls, boundary effects, etc.)
and formally (e.g., Wilson loops, D-branes and symme-
try generators). The AdS/CFT correspondence offers yet
another reason to study them. In its most studied form,
the correspondence is a duality between weakly coupled
AdS gravity and a boundary CFT with many degrees
of freedom (parameterized by a large central charge c).
CFT correlators are holographically mapped to scatter-
ing amplitudes in AdS where the 1/c expansion amounts
to a loop expansion. With the addition of defects, the
theory admits new observables, namely correlators of op-
erators inserted away from the defect, which become AdS
form factors of particles scattering off extended objects.
While holographic correlators are notoriously difficult to
compute by Witten diagrams, the recent analytic boot-
strap program, initiated in [1, 2], allowed us to go way
beyond and revealed remarkable simplicity and hidden
structures (see [3] for a review). It is natural to ask if we
can extend the success to include defects and uncover in-
teresting new physics. Unfortunately, not much is known
for holographic defect correlators. So far all the boot-
strap analyses have focused on the first nontrivial order
in 1/c corresponding to tree-level processes [4–9], with
no results at higher orders [10][11].

In this paper, we initiate the study of loop-level defect
correlators. We focus on two-point functions and con-
sider holographic theories where defects are dual to AdS
branes (with possible internal factors). This includes an
array of setups where the defect AdS branes can be iden-
tified with string worldsheets and probe D-branes. For
concreteness, we base our discussion in 6d N = (2, 0)
theories with 1

2 -BPS surface defects. However, this sac-
rifices no generality and generalizing to other setups is
straightforward. Constructed from N ≫ 1 M5 branes
and Q probe M2 branes, the theory is dual to 11D super-
gravity in AdS7×S4 coupled to an AdS3 brane carrying
localized defect degrees of freedom. Two-point functions

FIG. 1: Witten diagrams in the first few orders of the large
N expansion.

of bulk KK modes admit the expansion [7][12]
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where c ∼ N3, d ∼ QN are bulk and defect anomaly
coefficients [13–20] and the i-th term in the expansion is
of order O(N−i+1). As illustrated in Fig. 1, the leading

term F
(free)
k1k2

is given by a free AdS propagator. The dis-

connected contributions F
(disc)
k1k2

, F
′(disc)
k1k2

also trivially fac-
torize into one-point functions. The first nontrivial term

is the tree-level F
(tree)
k1k2

and was computed in [7] (and in
full generality in [9]). Here our target is the one-loop

contribution F
(1−loop)
k1k2

.
Our strategy for computing these loop corrections is

by “gluing” together tree-level correlators. This can be
partially illustrated by the underlying Witten diagrams.
Cutting along the yellow or green dashed lines in Fig. 1(e)
leads to either defect-free tree-level four-point diagrams
and disconnected defect two-point functions, or tree-level
defect two-point diagrams. We hasten to add that this in-
tuitive picture is too schematic and even slightly mislead-
ing because most diagrams cannot be cut in two ways.
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FIG. 2: One-loop correlator from tree-level correlators.

Instead, as illustrated in Fig. 2, our method leverages
that the one-loop correlator can be obtained from gluing
in both ways. In fact, the consistency of the two gluing
operations is an important check of our method and is a
manifestation of equivalence of OPEs in different chan-
nels. We also need to sum over all the KK modes in the
glued propagators, which is correctly reflected in the di-
agrammatic picture. Our gluing strategy is reminiscent
of the flat-space unitarity method which has been intro-
duced to defect-free holographic CFTs for one-loop four-
point functions in [21]. The goal of this paper is to extend
it to include holographic defects and turn this imprecise
gluing picture into a concrete algorithm for computing
loop-level defect correlators. We will achieve this by first
constructing certain logarithmic singularities from tree-
level data and then completing them into a full correlator
in Mellin space. As an explicit example, we will compute
the one-loop two-point function of the lowest KK mode.

Kinematics. We focus on 1
2 -BPS operators Sk(x, u) ≡

SI1...Ik
k uI1 . . . uIk , dual to bulk supergravitons (k = 2)

and higher KK modes (k ≥ 3). Here uI is a null SO(5)
vector that keeps track of the R-symmetry information.
The 1

2 -BPS defect divides the coordinates into a paral-
lel part xa=1,2 and a transverse part xi=3,...,6, and pre-
serves [OSp(4∗|2)]2 ⊂ OSp(8∗|4) superconformal sym-
metry. Defect two-point functions can be written as

⟪Sk1
Sk2
⟫ = (u1 · θ)k1(u2 · θ)k2

|xi
1|k1 |xi

2|k2
Fk1k2

(z, z̄, σ) , (2)

where z, z̄ are the conformal cross-ratios

x2
12

|xi
1||xi

2|
=

(1− z)(1− z̄)√
zz̄

,
xj
1x

j
2

|xi
1||xi

2|
=

z + z̄√
zz̄

, (3)

and σ is the R-symmetry cross-ratio

σ =
u1 · u2

(u1 · θ)(u2 · θ)
= − (1− ω)2

2ω
. (4)

We have introduced a fixed unit vector θ with θ ·θ = 1 to
encode the R-symmetry breaking from SO(5) to SO(4)
by the defect. The correlator Fk1k2

is a polynomial in
σ with degree km = min{k1, k2}. Superconformal Ward
identities further constrain Fk1k2 to take the form [7]

Fk1k2
(z, z̄, ω) = Fprot,k1k2

(z, z̄, ω) + RHk1k2
(z, z̄, ω) ,

where Fprot,k1k2
is a protected piece and R = (zz̄)−1(z−

ω)(z̄ − ω)(z − ω−1)(z̄ − ω−1) is a factor determined by

superconformal symmetry. Finally, all dynamical infor-
mation is encoded in the reduced correlator Hk1k2 which
is of lower degree km − 2 in σ.

To make its analytic structure manifest, it is useful to
use the Mellin representation of defect correlators [22,
23]. Defining the combinations

B =
(1− z)(1− z̄)

z + z̄
, D =

√
zz̄

z + z̄
, (5)

which go to zero in the bulk and defect channel OPE
respectively, we can write the reduced correlator as a
two-fold inverse Mellin transformation

Hk1k2
=

∫
dδ dγ

(2πi)2
B−δDγM̃k1k2

(δ, γ)Γ̃k1k2
(δ, γ) , (6)

with Γ̃k1k2
(δ, γ) = Γ(δ)Γ(γ − δ)

∏2
i=1 Γ

(
2ki+2−γ

2

)
. All

information is encoded in the reduced Mellin amplitude
M̃k1k2 . The full Mellin amplitudeMk1k2 can be similarly

defined from Fk1k2 and is related to M̃k1k2 by a difference
operator [9], which however will not be needed in this
paper.

Logarithmic singularities. The schematic gluing idea
can be made precise in terms of the leading logarithmic
singularities (LLS) as B,D → 0. These singularities are
associated with the anomalous dimensions of unprotected
operators and arise from individual conformal blocks (see
the Supplemental Material for explicit expressions and
our normalizations)

f̂∆̂,s

∣∣
D→0

∼ D∆̂−s(1 + . . .) = D∆̂0−s(1 + γ̂ logD + . . .) ,

fk12

∆,ℓ

∣∣
B→0

∼ B
∆−ℓ

2 (1 + . . .) = B
∆0−ℓ

2 (1 +
γ

2
logB + . . .) .

Here f̂∆̂,s and fk12

∆,ℓ are respectively the defect and bulk
channel conformal blocks for exchanging operators with
dimension ∆̂, transverse spin s and dimension ∆, spin
ℓ. At large N , these operators have small anomalous di-
mensions ∆̂ = ∆̂0 + γ̂, ∆ = ∆0 + γ, and expanding in
γ̂, γ leads to logarithms in D and B. In the supergrav-
ity limit, all the long operators are of the double-trace
type. In the bulk channel, these operators are schemat-
ically : □mSk1

∂ℓSk2
:. In the defect channel, they take

the form □m
⊥∂s

⊥Sk for bulk operators Sk restricted to the
defect. Note that in each channel, the double-trace oper-
ators are degenerate and generally will mix among them-
selves. In the following, we present the LLS structure at
each order in (1). We write them in a conformal block
decomposition, and document the explicit coefficients in
the Supplemental Material.

• Free correlator: The free correlator is given by

F (free)
kk =

(
σD2B−2

)k
, (7)
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and contains no logarithmic singularities. The bulk
channel decomposition contains only the identity op-
erator while infinitely many defect double-trace opera-
tors appear in the defect channel decomposition

H(free)
kk

∣∣
long

⊃
∞∑

m=−k+2,s=0

⟨(b(0)k,m,s)
2⟩ f̂2k+2m+s,s , (8)

where b
(0)
k,m,s are their coefficients in the defect channel

OPE of Sk. Here and below we denote with boldface
f∆,ℓ and f̂∆̂,s the superconformal blocks of the reduced

correlator H. The dimensions are shifted in f̂∆̂,s =

f̂∆̂+2,s due to superconformal symmetry (see (36)).

• Disconnected level: As the product of one-point func-

tions, F (disc)
k1k2

and F ′(disc)
k1k2

also have no logarithmic sin-
gularities. The leading disconnected piece is

F (disc)
k1k2

=
Γ(k1)Γ(k2)√

2k1+k2Γ(2k1 − 1)Γ(2k2 − 1)
, (9)

and only exchanges the defect identity in the defect
channel. In the bulk channel, we find infinitely many
bulk double-trace operators

F (disc)
kk

∣∣
long

⊃
∞∑

m,ℓ=0, even

⟨λ(0)
k,m,ℓa

(0)
m,ℓ⟩R f4k+2m+ℓ,ℓ , (10)

where they have bulk OPE coefficients λ
(0)
k,m,ℓ with two

Sk and one-point function coefficients a
(0)
m,ℓ. The di-

mension shift in f∆+ℓ,ℓ =
1
4 (DB−1)2k+2σk−2fk12=0

∆+4+ℓ,ℓ is
also because of supersymmetry (see 40). We focus on
k1 = k2 = k because only the operators : □mSk∂

ℓSk :
mix with : □nS2∂

ℓS2 : and will be relevant for comput-

ing ⟪S2S2⟫1−loop. The coefficients λ
(0)
k,m,ℓ also appear

in the defect-free disconnected four-point functions

F4pt,(disc)
kkkk

∣∣
long

⊃
∑
m,ℓ

⟨(λ(0)
k,m,ℓ)

2⟩g4pt
4k+2m+ℓ,ℓ , (11)

where the explicit superconformal blocks can be found

in [24]. A similar analysis applies to F ′(disc)
k1k2

, but it is
of higher order in 1/N and is hence irrelevant for our

one-loop analysis. Moreover, F ′(disc)
22 vanishes as shown

in [7].

• Tree level: Logarithmic singularities first appear in
tree-level correlators which were computed in full gen-
erality in [9]. In the defect channel we can insert one

power of defect anomalous dimensions γ̂
(1)
m,s which are

O(1/N2). This gives a logD LLS as D → 0 given by

H(tree)
2k

∣∣
logD =

∞∑
m,s=0

⟨b(0)2,m,sb
(0)
k,m,sγ̂

(1)
m,s⟩ f̂2k+2m+s,s . (12)

On the other hand, bulk operator anomalous dimen-
sions are O(1/N3) and hence cannot be inserted.
Therefore, there is no logB singularity. The bulk chan-
nel decomposition takes the same form as in (10) but
with a(0) replaced by their tree-level corrections a(1).

• One-loop level: At one loop, we focus on our target
correlator with k1 = k2 = 2. In the defect channel, the
LLS is log2 D and its coefficient is

H(1−loop)
22

∣∣
log2 D =

∞∑
n,s=0

1

2
⟨(b(0)2,n,s)

2(γ̂(1)
n,s)

2⟩ f̂4+2n+s,s .

(13)
In the bulk channel, we can insert one power of the bulk
anomalous dimension and it leads to a logB singularity

H(1−loop)
22

∣∣
logB =

∞∑
n,ℓ=0 even

1

2
⟨λ(0)

2,n,ℓa
(0)
n,ℓγ

(1)
n,ℓ⟩ f8+2n+ℓ,ℓ .

(14)

The bulk anomalous dimensions γ
(1)
n,ℓ also appear in the

defect-free tree-level four-point functions [25–27] as

F4pt,(tree)
22kk

∣∣
log part

⊃
∑
m,ℓ

1

2
⟨λ(0)

2,m,ℓλ
(0)
k,m,ℓγ

(1)
m,ℓ⟩g

4pt
4k+2m+ℓ,ℓ ,

and the OPE coefficients were extracted in [24].

Clearly, the LLS at one loop depends only on CFT data
from lower orders. A complication that prevents us from
simply multiplying and dividing the decomposition coef-
ficients to get the one-loop ones is operator mixing as in-
dicated by the averages ⟨. . .⟩. This difficulty can be over-
come by considering correlators of different KK modes
which gives enough equations to unmix the data. How-
ever, it turns out that performing the explicit unmix-
ing is not needed for computing ⟪S2S2⟫1−loop, and will
therefore be presented elsewhere [28]. As we will show
later, we only need to assemble the decomposition coeffi-
cients of the two-point functions ⟪SpSp⟫free, ⟪SpSp⟫disc,
⟪S2Sp⟫tree, and the four-point functions ⟨SpSpSpSp⟩disc,
⟨S2S2SpSp⟩tree for all values of p.

Unitarity method for defects. After obtaining the
one-loop LLS from the tree-level data (to be further de-
tailed in a moment), the next step is to complete them
into the full correlator. In principle, this can be achieved
by using the defect dispersion relations [4, 5]. However,
the resulting integrals are difficult to evaluate. We will in-
stead propose an algorithm in Mellin space to exploit its
simpler analytic structure. A similar algorithm has been
used for one-loop four-point Mellin amplitudes without
defects in [29–32]. It should be emphasized that the algo-
rithm is not restricted to ⟪S2S2⟫ and generalizes straight-
forwardly to correlators of higher KK modes.
The one-loop correlator can be written as

F (1−loop)
22 = F1,2 logB log2 D + F1,1 logB logD + F1,0 logB

+ F0,2 log
2 D + F0,1 logD + F0,0 ,
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where Fi,j are regular as B,D → 0. The coefficients F1,j

and Fi,2 constitute the bulk and defect channel LLS re-
spectively. The common coefficient F1,2 can be expanded
as

F1,2 =

∞∑
m,n=0

dmnBnD6+2m . (15)

Reproducing it in Mellin space requires the integrand in
eq. (6) to have double poles at δ = −n and triple poles
at γ = 6 + 2m. Since the Gamma factor already con-
tains poles at these locations, the reduced Mellin ampli-

tude M̃(1−loop)
22 must contain simple poles in δ and γ. We

will make the following seemingly radical ansatz: The re-
duced Mellin amplitude contains only simultaneous poles

M̃(1−loop)
22 =

∞∑
m,n=0

cmn

(δ + n)(γ − 6− 2m)
, (16)

with constant numerators cmn. Here the range of poles is
justified by the fact that only long operators contribute
at one loop. However, that the cmn are constants is a
genuine assumption which needs to be checked by calcu-
lations. To this end, we proceed as follows:

1. We take residues and focus on the log2 D logB co-
efficient. By matching with (15), we obtain cmn.

2. With these cmn, we take residues in γ and focus on
the log2 D coefficient (with full B dependence). We
find that all Fi,2 are correctly reproduced, implying
that there cannot be additional single poles in γ.

3. Similarly, taking residues in δ and focusing on the
logB coefficients, we find that all F1,j are repro-
duced. This rules out additional single poles in δ.

This procedure fixes the one-loop reduced Mellin ampli-
tude up to regular terms. Such polynomial ambiguities
correspond to contact diagrams, which can be interpreted
as counter terms for the UV divergence [33]. In the fol-
lowing, we carry out the above algorithm and show how
the tree-level data precisely enters at one loop.

Defect channel. We first consider defect double-trace
operators {□L−2

⊥ ∂s
⊥S2, . . . , ∂

s
⊥SL} for L = 2, 3, . . .. These

operators have the same defect twist 2L at infinite N and
develop anomalous dimensions at O(N−2). To keep track
of mixing, we organize various CFT data in matrices and
choose a basis {Ô1, . . . , ÔL−1} where anomalous dimen-
sions are diagonalized. We can organize the defect OPE
coefficients as

B̂ =


b
(0)

2Ô1
b
(0)

2Ô2
. . . b

(0)

2ÔL−1

b
(0)

3Ô1
b
(0)

3Ô2
. . . b

(0)

3ÔL−1

. . . . . . . . . . . .

b
(0)

LÔ1
b
(0)

LÔ2
. . . b

(0)

LÔL−1

 . (17)

For the free correlator, we then have

B̂B̂T = N̂ = diag{⟪S2S2⟫, . . . , ⟪SLSL⟫}free .
Defining the matrix of tree-level anomalous dimensions

Γ̂ = diag{γ̂(1)
1 , . . . , γ̂

(1)
L }, we have

Ω̂ = B̂Γ̂B̂T =

 ⟪S2S2⟫ . . . ⟪S2SL⟫
. . . . . . . . .

⟪SLS2⟫ . . . ⟪SLSL⟫

tree

logD

.

At one loop, the log2 D coefficients (13) are given by the
top-left component of the matrix

B̂(Γ̂)2B̂T = Ω̂ N̂−1Ω̂ , (18)

implying that we only need ⟪SpSp⟫free and ⟪S2Sp⟫tree.
The coefficients are given in terms of matrix elements as

1

2
⟨(b(0)2,n,s)

2(γ̂(1)
n,s)

2⟩ =
L∑

k=2

⟨b(0)2,md,s
b
(0)
k,md,s

γ̂(1)
md,s

⟩2

2 ⟨(b(0)k,md,s
)2⟩

, (19)

withmd = L−k. We can resum the conformal blocks and
obtain the defect channel leading logarithmic singularity

F1,2 logB + F0,2 , (20)

in a power expansion of small D (for the first few orders
see (46) and (47) in the Supplemental Material). From
the coefficient function F1,2 we can extract the simulta-
neous pole coefficients for fixed m and arbitrary n, e.g.

c0n =
9(n4+10n3+35n2+50n+48)

4(n+1)(n+2)(n+3)(n+4)(n+5) ,

c1n =
9(5n6+81n5+517n4+1655n3+2814n2−464n+1536)

4(n+1)(n+2)(n+3)(n+4)(n+5)(n+6)(n+7) .

(21)

We can then check that F0,2 is also correctly reproduced,
ruling out additional single poles in δ.

Bulk channel. Similarly, the bulk channel double-trace
operators {S2□2M−4∂ℓS2, . . . ,SM∂ℓSM}, M = 2, 3, . . .,
all have degenerate twist 4M at infinite N and develop
anomalous dimensions at O(1/N3). In the diagonal basis
of the anomalous dimensions {O1, . . . , OM−1}, we orga-
nize the three-point function coefficients into the matrix

Λ =


λ
(0)
22O1

λ
(0)
22O2

. . . λ
(0)
22OM−1

λ
(0)
33O1

λ
(0)
33O2

. . . λ
(0)
33OM−1

. . . . . . . . . . . .

λ
(0)
MMO1

λ
(0)
MMO2

. . . λ
(0)
MMOM−1

 , (22)

such that for disconnected four-point functions we have

ΛΛT = N = diag{⟨S2S2S2S2⟩, . . . , ⟨SMSMSMSM ⟩}disc .

Let us also define Γ = diag{γ(1)
1 , . . . , γ

(1)
M−1} and a vector

A = (a
(0)
1 , . . . , a

(0)
M−1)

T . At tree-level, we then have

Ω = ΛΓΛT =

 ⟨S2S2S2S2⟩ . . . ⟨S2S2SMSM ⟩
. . . . . . . . .

⟨SMSMS2S2⟩ . . . ⟨SMSMSMSM ⟩

tree

log

.
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The one-loop level coefficient is given by the first compo-
nent of the vector

ΛΓA = ΩN−1(ΛA) , (23)

where ΛA = (⟪S2S2⟫, . . . ⟪SMSM⟫)Tdisc. Therefore, we
only need the decomposition coefficients of ⟪SpSp⟫disc,
⟨SpSpSpSp⟩disc, ⟨S2S2SpSp⟩tree. In terms of matrix ele-
ments, we have

1

2
⟨λ(0)

2,n,ℓa
(0)
n,ℓγ

(1)
n,ℓ⟩

=

M∑
k=2

⟨λ(0)
k,mb,ℓ

a
(0)
mb,ℓ

⟩⟨λ(0)
2,mb,ℓ

λ
(0)
k,mb,ℓ

γ
(1)
mb,ℓ

⟩

2 ⟨(λ(0)
k,mb,ℓ

)2⟩
,

(24)

where mb = 2M − 2k. The leading logarithmic singular-
ity can then be computed by resumming the bulk channel
conformal blocks and gives

F1,2 logB log2 D + F1,1 logB logD + F1,0 logB , (25)

in a small B expansion (see eqs. (48)–(50)). The match-
ing of F1,2 from (20) and (25) is a nontrivial check of the
consistency of our approach. We can extract from it the
coefficients cmn for fixed n, e.g.

cm0 = 2 cm1 =
9
√
π(35m2+125m+96)Γ(m+1)

512Γ(m+ 7
2 )

,

cm2 =
9
√
π(329m3+1865m2+2830m+1024)Γ(m+1)

4096Γ(m+ 9
2 )

,

(26)

which match (21) for overlapping values of (m,n) as ex-
pected. Furthermore, we can also check that the sub-
leading logarithmic terms F1,1 and F1,0 are correctly re-
produced, which forbids additional single poles in γ.

One-loop amplitude. We can perform the calculations
in the bulk and defect channels to very high orders and
verify the absence of single poles. This also gives a large
number of coefficients cmn for either fixed m or n. From
these examples, we managed to find the following closed
form expression for the general cmn coefficient [34]

cmn = pmH0 + qm,nH1 + rm,nH2 + smH4 , (27)

where

Ha(m,n) =

[ √
π4mΓ(m+ n+ 3)

Γ(−2m−3
2 )Γ(2m+ n+ 6)

× 3F2

(
−m− 2 , −2m−n−5

2 , −2m−n−4
2

−2m−3
2 ,−m− n− 2

∣∣∣∣∣ 1
)]∣∣∣∣∣

m→m−a

,

(28)

and

pm = 3(m+ 1)2(m+ 2)2 ,

qm,n = 7m2n2 + 28m3n− 21m2n+ 64m4

+ 134m3 + 158m2 − 14mn2 + 6mn

+ 250m+ 19n2 + 95n+ 162 ,

rm,n =− 7m2n2 − 28m3n+ 35m2n− 102m4

− 82m3 − 158m2 + 14mn2 − 34mn

− 230m− 19n2 − 57n− 100 ,

sm = 35(m− 1)2m2 .

(29)

This constitutes the main result of this paper. A curious
feature is the appearance of hypergeometric functions,
as opposed to simple rational functions in the four-point
case [29–32].

Discussion. In this paper we described a unitarity
method which computes loop corrections to holographic
defect correlators from lower order data. We also re-
ported the first one-loop defect two-point function. A
more detailed exposition will be presented in [28].

The unitarity method introduced in this paper is very
general and admits many applications. An important
future direction is to apply this method to other holo-
graphic defects, such as Wilson loops in 4d N = 4 SYM,
and obtain new results at loop level in these setups. An-
other immediate extension is to perform a systematic
analysis for one-loop correlators of higher KK modes.
Interesting higher-dimensional structures were observed
to emerge in the one-loop four-point Mellin amplitudes
of higher KK modes when defects are absent [30, 32, 35–
37]. It would be nice to see if similar structures also exist
in the defect case. In the defect-free case an important
complementary method is the position space approach
[38, 39], which also proved to be useful at higher loops
[40–42]. A similar approach in position space for defect
correlators will be a valuable addition to our toolkit. An
important question which must be first addressed is what
constitutes the space of functions that form a basis for
defect correlators. Finally, an interesting open question
is how to take the flat-space limit for defect correlators.
For individual tree-level Witten diagrams, a Mellin space
high energy limit similar to that of [43] seems to yield the
correct result (see also [44]). However, a rigorous analysis
of the flat-space limit is still lacking. It would be desir-
able to derive such a prescription and study the flat-space
limit of our one-loop Mellin amplitude.
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Supplemental Material

Defect CFT kinematics

We review here the basic kinematics of defect CFTs
to fix our conventions (see [45] for a more detailed ex-
position). The bulk one-point and bulk-defect two-point
functions are fixed by defect conformal symmetry up to
overall OPE coefficients

⟪O∆,ℓ,k(x, v, u)⟫ = aO((x
ivi)2 − |vi|2|xi|2) ℓ

2 (u · θ)k

|xi|∆+ℓ
,

⟪Sk(x1, u1) Ô∆̂,s(x̂2, v2)⟫ = bkÔ(u1 · θ)k(xi
1v

i
2)

s

|xi
1|2k−∆̂+s(x1 − x̂2)2∆̂

,

(30)

where the polarization null vector v ∈ R6 is for the 6d
spin, and v2 ∈ R4 for the transverse spin.

The conformal blocks can be obtained by solving
Casimir equations [45–48]. In the defect channel, the
conformal block reads

f̂∆̂,s(z, z̄) =
(zz̄)

∆̂−s
2

(1− zz̄)

zs+1 − z̄s+1

z − z̄
, (31)

and in the bulk channel

fk12

∆,ℓ(z, z̄) =
(1− z)2(1− z̄)2

(z̄ − z)(1− zz̄)(zz̄)
k12
2

× (k∆+ℓ(1− z)k∆−ℓ−4(1− z̄)− (z ↔ z̄)) ,

(32)

where kij ≡ ki − kj and

kβ(z) = zβ/22F1

(
β

2
− k12,

β

2
;β; z

)
. (33)

Superconformal blocks

Superconformal symmetry further combines the
bosonic conformal blocks into superconformal blocks.
Here we collect the results used in the main text where
we exchange long superconformal multiplets with R-
symmetry singlet super primaries.

Let us first consider the defect channel. The exchanged
R-symmetry representations are in the (r, r) representa-
tion of SO(4) = SU(2) × SU(2) and the information is
captured by the R-symmetry blocks

ĥr(ω) =
(−1)r

2r
ωr+1 − ω−(r+1)

ω − ω−1
. (34)

The defect channel superconformal block for defect long
multiplets in the singlet representation is a linear combi-
nation of contributions of operators in this multiplet

ĝ∆̂,s = f̂∆̂,sĥ0 + 2f̂∆̂+1,s−1ĥ1 + 2f̂∆̂+1,s+1ĥ1

+ f̂∆̂+2,s−2ĥ0 + 4f̂∆̂+2,sĥ2 + f̂∆̂+2,sĥ0

+ f̂∆̂+2,s+2ĥ0 + 2f̂∆̂+3,s−1ĥ1

+ 2f̂∆̂+3,s+1ĥ1 + f̂∆̂+4,sĥ0 ,

(35)

where the coefficients are determined by the superconfor-
mal Ward identities. This expression is proportional to
a single bosonic block with shifted conformal dimension

ĝ∆̂,s = R f̂∆̂,s , f̂∆̂,s = f̂∆̂+2,s , (36)

with the same factor R appearing in the solution to the
superconformal Ward identities.
In the bulk channel, we restrict to the k1 = k2 = k

case. The R-symmetry block for exchanging a rank-R
symmetric traceless representation of SO(5) is given by

hR(σ) = σk−R
2 2F1

(
−R

2
,−R

2
;−R− 1

2
;
σ

2

)
. (37)

The superconformal block of a bulk-channel R-symmetry
singlet long multiplet takes the form

g∆,ℓ = f0
∆,ℓh0 + a1 f

0
∆+2,ℓ−2h0 + a2 f

0
∆+2,ℓ−2h2

+ a3 f
0
∆+2,ℓ+2h0 + a4 f

0
∆+2,ℓ+2h2

+ a5 f
0
∆+4,ℓ−4h0 + a6 f

0
∆+4,ℓh0

+ a7 f
0
∆+4,ℓh2 + a8 f

0
∆+4,ℓh4

+ a9 f
0
∆+4,ℓ+4h0 + a10 f

0
∆+6,ℓ−2h0

+ a11 f
0
∆+6,ℓ−2h2 + a12 f

0
∆+6,ℓ+2h0

+ a13 f
0
∆+6,ℓ+2h2 + a14 f

0
∆+8,ℓh0 ,

(38)

where all the coefficients can be fixed by superconformal
Ward identities. The superconformal block can be analo-
gously expressed as a single bosonic conformal block with
shifted dimensions(

DB−1
)2k

g4k+2n+ℓ,ℓ = R f4k+2n+ℓ,ℓ , (39)

where

f4k+2n+ℓ,ℓ(z, z̄, σ) =
1

4

(
DB−1

)2k+2
σk−2f0

4k+4+2n+ℓ,ℓ .

(40)

A collection of explicit expressions

Here we collect the explicit expressions for the OPE
coefficients which appeared in the main text. The coeffi-
cients of the free correlator (8) are

⟨(b(0)k,m,s)
2⟩ = 2−k+1(s+ 1)(2k + 2m+ s+ 1)

Γ(2k)Γ(k − 1)Γ(k + 1)

× (m+ 1)2k−1(m+ s+ 2)2k−1

((k +m)2 − 1) ((k +m+ s+ 1)2 − 1)
.

(41)
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The coefficients of the disconnected correlators (10) are

⟨λ(0)
k,m,ℓa

(0)
m,ℓ⟩ =

3π 2−2(2k+ℓ+2m+3)(4k + ℓ+ 2m+ 1)

Γ(2k)Γ(2k − 2)Γ(m2 + 1)

×
(ℓ+ 2)Γ(k + m

2 − 1)Γ(2k +m)Γ
(
4k+m−1

2

)
Γ(k + m+3

2 )Γ(2k +m− 1
2 )

×
Γ
(
2k+ℓ+m

2

)
Γ(2k + ℓ+m+ 2)Γ

(
4k+ℓ+m+1

2

)
Γ
(
ℓ+m+4

2

)
Γ(2k + ℓ+m+ 3

2 )Γ
(
2k+ℓ+m+5

2

) .

(42)

The tree-level defect channel decomposition has coeffi-
cients (12)

⟨b(0)2,m,sb
(0)
k,m,sγ̂

(1)
m,s⟩

=
(−1)k+1(k +m)(k +m+ s+ 1)(m+ 1)2k−1

Γ(k − 1)
√
2k−1Γ(2k − 1)

,
(43)

in terms of which the defect channel one-loop coefficients
(13) read

1

2
⟨(b(0)2,n,s)

2(γ̂(1)
n,s)

2⟩ = L(L+ s+ 1)(L− 1)3(L+ s)3
2(s+ 1)(2L+ s+ 1)

×
L∑

k=2

(k − 1)k(2k − 1)Γ(k + L)Γ(−k + L+ s+ 2)

Γ(−k + L+ 1)Γ(k + L+ s+ 1)
.

(44)

The OPE coefficients of four-point functions can be found
in [24]. They lead to the following bulk channel coeffi-
cients at one loop (c.f. (24))

1

2
⟨λ(0)

2,n,ℓa
(0)
n,ℓγ

(1)
n,ℓ⟩ = −

(
(2M − 2)2 − 1

) (
(ℓ+ 2M)2 − 1

)
((ℓ+ 2)2 − 1) ((ℓ+ 4M + 1)2 − 1)

×
2−ℓ−4M+3Γ(M)Γ(M + 2)Γ( ℓ2 +M + 1)Γ( ℓ2 +M + 3)

Γ(2M − 1
2 )Γ(ℓ+ 2M + 3

2 )

×
M∑
k=2

[
(k − 1)k(2k − 1)Γ(k +M − 1

2 )Γ(−k + ℓ+3
2 +M)

Γ(−k +M + 1)Γ(k + ℓ
2 +M + 1)

× (k(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ+ 4M + 1) + 2M(2M − 1))
]
.

(45)

Let us also give the first few orders of the LLS in an
expansion of small cross-ratios. In the defect channel,
(20) can be expanded as

F1,2 =− 108
(B+1)5 (B

4 + 4B3 + 6B2 + 4B + 2)D6

− 216
(B+1)7 (75B

6 + 390B5 + 826B4

+ 904B3 + 532B2 + 96B + 32)D8

− 432
(B+1)9 (1295B

8 + 8470B7 + 23835B6

+ 37570B5 + 36128B4 + 21492B3

+ 8298B2 + 972B + 243)D10 +O(D12) ,

(46)

F0,2 =− 9
(B+1)5

(
12B3 + 42B2 + 52B + 25

− 12(B4 + 4B3 + 6B2 + 4B + 2) log(B + 1)
)
D6

− 18
(B+1)7

(
900B5 + 4230B4 + 7872B3 + 7227B2

+ 3274B − 116− 12(75B6 + 390B5 + 826B4

+ 904B3 + 532B2 + 96B + 32) log(B + 1)
)
D8

− 18
(B+1)9

(
31080B7 + 187740B6 + 480760B5

+ 675650B4 + 562308B3 + 275298B2

+ 89820B − 10929− 24(1295B8 + 8470B7

+ 23835B6 + 37570B5 + 36128B4 + 21492B3

+ 8298B2 + 972B + 243) log(B + 1)
)
D10

+O(D12) .

(47)

In the bulk channel, (25) can be expanded as

F1,2 =
216D6(6D4+12D2+1)

(4D2−1)5

+
216D6(78D4+56D2+3)

(4D2−1)6
B

+
432D6(378D6+1245D4+266D2+4)

(4D2−1)7
B2 +O(B3) ,

(48)

F1,1 = 18D6

(4D2−1)5

(
5
√
1− 4D2(22D2 + 5)

+ 24(6D4 + 12D2 + 1) logA
)

+ 18D6

(4D2−1)6

(√
1− 4D2

(
292D4 + 734D2 + 87

)
+ 24(78D4 + 56D2 + 3) logA

)
B

+ 36D6

(4D2−1)7

(√
1− 4D2(3541D4 + 1042D2 − 29)

+ 24(378D6 + 1245D4 + 266D2 + 4) logA
)
B2

+O(B3) ,

(49)

F1,0 = 9D6

(4D2−1)5

(
10
√
1− 4D2(22D2 + 5) logA

+ 24(6D4 + 12D2 + 1) log2 A
)

+ 9D6

(4D2−1)6

(
5(−88D4 + 2D2 + 5)

+ 2
√
1− 4D2(292D4 + 734D2 + 87) logA

+ 24(78D4 + 56D2 + 3) log2 A
)
B

+ 9D6

2(4D2−1)7

(
3(16384D6 + 34312D4

− 5318D2 − 1071) + 8
√
1− 4D2(3541D4

+ 1042D2 − 29) logA
+ 96(378D6 + 1245D4 + 266D2 + 4) log2 A

)
B2

+O(B3) ,

(50)

where

A =
2

1 +
√
1− 4D2

. (51)
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