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Abstract

We compute correlation functions of local operator insertions on the 1/2 BPS
Wilson lines of A/ = 4 Chern-Simons-matter theories in 3 dimensions. We study
the algebra preserved by the defect CFT supported on the line, identify the
superdisplacement multiplet and discuss some of its weak-coupling realizations.
By employing a superspace description, we present the 4-point functions of the
superdisplacement and show how they are determined by functions of cross-ratios.
Within an analytic bootstrap approach, we derive these functions at leading and
next-to-leading order at strong coupling, obtaining a result in agreement with
appropriate orbifolds of the ABJM case considered in larXiv:2004.078409.
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1 Introduction and summary

Over the years, BPS Wilson loops have provided a rich laboratory for the investigation
of superconformal theories in various dimensions. Particularly important is their role in
holography, where they can be computed at strong coupling through the mapping to minimal
surfaces (and other dual objects) [I], and in supersymmetric localization [2]|, which in some
instances allows for exact results.

More recently, starting from [3], 4} (5, 6], there has been considerable interest in the theories
defined on the contours of BPS Wilson loops, which are then regarded as 1-dimensional



defects immersed in a bulk superconformal theory. The resulting defect CFTs (dCFTs)
can be studied with a variety of approaches, from perturbation theory and integrability to
bootstrap techniques and holography, when a dual is available.

The literature for 4-dimensional bulk theories is already quite extensive, besides the
references cited above see also e.g. |7, 8, 9 [10 11, 12 [13] 14} 15} [16], 17, 18, [19] 20| 211, 22]
and [23] for a review. The same is not true for the 3-dimensional case which has received far
less attention In general, Wilson loops in 3-dimensional Chern-Simons-matter theories are
more complicated than their 4-dimensional counterparts, due to the natural coupling with all
the fields of the theory, both bosonic and fermionic, which are organized in superconnections
closely reflecting the quiver nature of these theories [28]. The dCFT living on the 1/2 BPS
Wilson line in ABJ(M) theory [29, 30] has been studied in [3I], employing both an analytic
bootstrap approach and Witten diagrams in holography.

Inspired by the analysis in [31], here we consider the dCFT on the 1/2 BPS Wilson
lines [32, 33| 34} [35, 36}, 37] of 3-dimensional A" = 4 Chern-Simons-matter theories (SCSM)
[38, 139], 40, [41], see chapter 9 of [42] for a review. These theories have superconformal algebra
0sp(4]4), which gets broken down to u(1);, X psu(1,1|2) x u(1),y, by the insertion of a 1/2
BPS line operator [43]. Deformations of the contour can be associated with the insertion of
local operators [44] 3], which correspond, in turn, to the broken generators of osp(4[4) via
a Ward identity [3I]. These local operators get arranged in a supermultiplet, the so-called
superdisplacement, with a superprimary R of dimension 1 and its descendents A* and D of
dimensions 3/2 and 2, respectively.

There are several SCSM theories with an osp(4|4) algebra and a 1/2 BPS Wilson line
[45]. They differ in the specific structure of the quiver one considers and the matter fields
connecting the nodes of the quiver. This implies that one can find different weak-coupling
realizations of the superdisplacement multiplet, depending on the bulk theory considered.
At the level of the correlation functions, the explicit reference to the bulk theory is encoded
in certain physical quantities such as the normalization Cg of the 2-point functions, which
is also related to the Bremsstrahlung function of the theory.

These quantities are functions of the 't Hooft couplings and are explicitly related to
the specific bulk theory one considers. Moreover, there exists a classical degeneracy of 1/2
BPS lines, first identified in [33], which is lifted at the quantum level [46], with the correct
quantum operator to match the corresponding localization result being, in fact, the average
of the two 1/2 BPS operators found in [33]. However, the functional form of the correlation
functions is fixed by the 1-dimensional symmetry [3], which is the same for all cases, so that
our conclusions will apply to all theories with u(1);, x psu(1,1]|2) X u(1),, (we shall see that
the really important bit of this algebra is psu(1,1|2)). For example, the 4-point functions of

1See [24] for a review of superconformal line defects in 3 dimensions and [25] 26, 27] for recent work on
RG flows in this context.



the superprimary R(¢) and its conjugate R(¢) are given by

Ca

= 2 2
1oty

G,

(2),  (R(t)R(t2)R(t3)R(ts)) = R

(R(T1)R(E2)R(E3)R(ta)) () (1.1)
with f(z) and h(x) being two functions of the cross-ratios z and x of the four coordinates
of the insertions.

The main scope of this analysis is then to obtain the functions f(z) and h(x), which can
be done using an analytic bootstrap approach. First, one studies the OPE for the operators
in the superdisplacement multiplet, obtaining certain selection rules and identifying the pro-
tected spectrum of exchanged operators. This ultimately introduces non-trivial constraints in
the bootstrap procedure. Then, one expands the functions f(z) and h(x) in conformal partial
waves (CPWs), with conformal blocks that turn out to be given by (—2)2 o F1 (A, A, 2A+2; 2)
for the chiral-chiral channel and x2 o F} (A, A, 2A; x) for the chiral-antichiral one.

The coefficients of the expansions can be found by imposing consistency conditions like
crossing symmetry and mild behavior for the anomalous dimensions. One obtains in this
way the expression for f(z) and h(x), as well as the anomalous dimensions, in an expansion
around strong coupling with a certain expansion parameter €. The symmetries of the problem
do not allow, however, to completely fix all coefficients and one is left with a free parameter,
which we call £. This is not unexpected and in fact it is something that also takes place
in other non-maximally symmetric cases, like the 1/2 BPS Wilson line in 4-dimensional
N = 2 [§] super Yang-Mills theory.

One can still fix € indirectly, by requiring consistency with the corresponding correlation
function of the operator in the ABJM superdisplacement multiplet [31] which has the same
charges as our displacement operator D. This comparison can be motivated by the fact that
some N = 4 SCSM theories can be obtained by appropriate quotients of the ABJM quiver
and it fixes the free parameter to £ = —%. The final result simplifies significantly, leading to
Fz) =14 22 —4del1 - % Ny @ <23 log(—2) + (1 — 2°) log(1 — z))} +O(e?), (1.2)
and a similar expression for h(x). Through this analysis one can also fix the anomalous
dimensions obtaining

A, =2+n—en®+5m+4)+ 0(), (1.3)

for the chiral-chiral channel and
A, =2+n—en*+3n) +0(e), n even, (1.4)

for the chiral-antichiral case. From a similar discussion, one can also identify the leading
and next-to-leading order correction of the 4-point correlation function of the superprimary
for the 1/2 BPS Wilson line in 3-dimensional A = 2 theories.



The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we introduce the dCFT associated with
the 1/2 BPS Wilson lines of N' = 4 Chern-Simons-matter, the preserved superconformal
algebra and the corresponding superdisplacement multiplet. In section [B] we write down
the 2- and 4-point correlation functions of this supermultiplet in terms of two functions of
the cross-ratios, we obtain the selection rules for the operators in the OPE and derive the
conformal blocks. Finally, in section M we perform an analytic bootstrap to get the two
functions of the cross-ratios and the anomalous dimensions at strong coupling. We relegate
some details about the superalgebras, their representations, and the orthogonality conditions
for the coefficients of the block expansions to a series of appendices.

2 Superconformal line defect

The main character of this paper is the 1-dimensional superconformal theory living on
1/2 BPS Wilson lines of 3-dimensional N/ = 4 super Chern-Simons-matter (SCSM) the-
ories. We provide some details about various bulk theories in the following, but for the
moment it suffices to recall that these line operators are given by the path-ordered holonomy
of a superconnection E(t)@

W= Tr|Pexp(—i /_Z £ at)). (2.1)

with contour extending along the Euclidean time direction ¢. As shown in [32, B33, 34], 35|
30, [37, 145] 47|, there exist various realizations of such non-local observables. Depending on
the specific bulk theory, one can find an expression for £(¢) in terms of the bulk fields, for
which half of the supercharges are preserved. Moreover, a 1-dimensional conformal algebra
is also preserved by the operators, so that in total one has a u(1);, »x psu(1,1|2) x u(1)au
defect CFT [43], as we shall see momentarily.

We are interested in considering local insertions O;(¢;) on the line and in studying their
defect correlation functions
(OU)0s(1) - Ot = Lt s Oall). Onlo o),

(2.2)

where th,t
consecutive insertions. We take the Wilson lines in the fundamental representation, so that

.1 s the untraced Wilson link W, .., = exp(—i Li”“ E(t)dt) connecting two

the local operators are in the adjoint representation of the (super)gauge group in which L(t)
transforms [28]. The trace in (2.2]) guarantees a gauge invariant operator. In the following
we shall drop the subscript W from the definition of the correlation functions in (2.2), to
simplify the notation, and simply write (O;(t1)Oa(ts) ... On(tn)).

2The definition of these Wilson loops in terms of superconnections, rather than ordinary bosonic connec-
tions, is characteristic of 3-dimensional quiver theories, as initially discovered for ABJM [29, 30] in [28]. See
chapter 2 of [42] for a review.



2.1 The superalgebra preserved by the defect

The superconformal group of 3-dimensional A" = 4 theories is OSp(4]4), see appendix [Al for
details. This has a SO(1,4) x SO(4) g bosonic subgroup, where SO(1, 4) is the 3-dimensional
conformal group and SO(4)g ~ SU(2)4 x SU(2)p is the R-symmetry group.

Turning on a straight line defect partially breaks this supergroup. In R? a codimension-2
defect is expected to preserve SU(1,1) x U(1)yt, t-e. the conformal group along the line
and the rotations in the plane orthogonal to the line. The insertion of the line also breaks
at least half of the supercharges of the bulk theory and, consequently, this leads to only
SU(2)4xU(1)p surviving out of the original R-symmetry. By studying carefully the breaking
pattern [43], one finds the preserved superalgebra to be u(1);, xpsu(1, 1|12) x1(1)aut, where the
Abelian contributions are given by linear combinations of the u(1),,, and u(1) g generators. In
particular, u(1),, represent an outer-automorphism, while u(1);, is a central ideal, therefore,
one can simply consider psu(1,1]2) ~ su(1,1|2)/u(1),,, which we now describe in detail.

The conformal generators on the line are the translations P, the dilatations K and the
special conformal transformations K, which obey

[P,K]= 2D, [D,P]=P, [D,K]=—K. (2.3)
The su(2)4 R-symmetry generators R,’ (with a,b = 1,2) obey instead
[R.’, R = "R, — 09R.°. (2.4)

The preserved supercharges are taken to be Q,, Q% and S,, 5S¢ (see appendix [A] for details)
with anticommutators

{Qu, Q" =20,P, {5, 5"} = 20,K,
{Qa, 5%} = 26° (D + Jy) — 2R,", {Q", Sy} = 268 (D — Jo) + 2R,", (2.5)

where
Jo = iMy, — RY (2.6)

is the u(1);, generator given by the combination of the rotations M, in the orthogonal plane
to the line and the u(1)p R-symmetry generator Rii. The remaining commutation relations
between bosonic and fermionic generators are reported in the appendix in and (A.13)).

As it will be needed in the following, one can also work out a differential representation
for the algebra [31, 48]. By taking superspace coordinates (¢, 6%, 8,), where t is the coordinate



on the Wilson line and 6% and 6, are anticommuting, one obtains for psu(1,1|2)

1 1. -
P = —at, D == —t@t - 56"1@1 - §9aaa - A y
K = %0, — (t + 00)0°0, — (t — 00)0,0" — (00)*0, — 2tA |
Qa = aa - éaata Qa = 511 - eaat )
Sy = (t 4+ 00)0, — (1 — 00)8,0, — 20,0,8" — 20,
5 — (t — 00)9° — (¢ + 00)0°0, — 20°6°3, — 20, ,

| _
R = 00, + 0,0 + 56,(0°0. — 0.0) (2.7)

where, as usual, 9, = 55, 0 = 52,

dimension on the operator on which the transformations act. Moreover, as it will be needed

the contractions are 80 = 66, and A is the conformal

in section [3] one can also write down the quadratic Casimir for psu(1,1|2)

Q@AM+éw@Qﬂ—£&ﬁw. (2.8)

1
¢=D>—-_{K.P

2.2 The superdisplacement multiplet

In ordinary dCF'Ts, one can identify the displacement operator associated with the broken
symmetry generators of translations orthogonal to the line [49]. For supersymmetric theo-
ries, the displacement operator is accompanied by all other operators associated with the
broken bulk generators, which are expected to arrange in a supermultiplet, the so-called
superdisplacement multiplet.

By recalling the definition of the Wilson line (2.I]), one can see that by considering
infinitesimal variations it is possible to relate the broken symmetry generators G to defect
operator insertions G(¢) on the line [3, [50]. This procedure leads to the Ward identity [31]

[qmzhwz/wwm@ (2.9)

to be understood as inserted in a given correlation function and with G(t) = —idgL(t). By
exploiting (2.9)), all the defect operators associated with the respective broken generators
can be identified and their quantum numbers can be extracted by applying super-Jacobi
identities. The local defect operators can moreover be represented explicitly at weak coupling
in terms of the bulk Lagrangian fields, as we will show in the next subsection.

We begin our analysis from the two insertions associated with the broken R-symmetry
generators Réi and Rig, for which one get@

m%mszwww m;m:/wmww (2.10)

3From now on, we write the broken generators in boldface, to distinguish them more easily from the
preserved ones.



Through appropriate super-Jacobi identities involving the insertions of the Wilson line,
a broken and a preserved symmetry generator, one can assign quantum numbers to the
operators inserted on the defect. For example, in order to read the Jy charge of R, one
considers

o, [R2 W] + RS, W, Jol] + WV, [Jo, R2]] = 0. (2.11)

Given that

[Jo, W] =0, [Jo, R%] = R?

i

(2.12)

one concludes that R has charge 1 under the U(1);,.

Using the notation [A, jo, j1], where A is the conformal dimension, jy is the quantum
number associated with the central ideal and j; the Dynkin label of the preserved su(2)4
R-symmetry, the defect insertions are found to have charges

R: [1,1,0], R: [1,-1,0]. (2.13)

Through a very similar discussion, all the remaining cases can be studied. For the broken
supersymmetry generators Q. i = €,Q and Q_ 5 = iQ,, the corresponding insertions are

= /W[N(t)]dt, [Q., W /W/‘A (2.14)
with quantum numbers
A [21,1], ho: [3,-1,1]. (2.15)

Finally, the broken orthogonal translations, P = P, +iP, and P = P, — iP,, define the
displacement operators

P = / WD, [PW] = / WD) dt (2.16)
which have charges
D: [2,1,0], D: [2,-1,0]. (2.17)

It is expected that the defect operators arrange in multiplets of the superconformal group
and, therefore, they must be related by the action of the preserved generators (),. This leads
to the relations

Qu Rl = cand’,  {Qu, A"} =252D,  [Qa,D] = 0. (2.18)

The action of Q% on defect operators requires instead careful consideration due to the
fact that [Q?, G] = 0 for all broken generators. Notably, the definition of the Ward identity

7



(2.9) holds up to total derivatives along the defect [31]. This freedom can be utilized to
ensure that the action of the supercharges remains consistent with the superalgebra, which
is achieved by imposing the super-Jacobi identities

{Q",1Qu. D} = {Qu, [D, Q"1} + [0, {Q", Qu}] = 0. (2.19)

By exploiting {Q,, Q°} = 26°P and that the differential action of P is given by —d;, one
obtains

{Qaa [Qb7 [D]} - 252815[[) = {Qaa [va [D] - 81‘//\{)} = 0 ) (22())
leading to [Q%, D] = d;A%. For {Q%, A’} a similar discussion applies:

Q" {Qa> A} + [Qu, {2, @} + [1°,{Q", Qu}] = 0,
20¢0,N° + [Qq, {1, QY] — 2620,n° = 0,

[Qa, {Q°, A} — 2"0,R] = 0. (2.21)
This implies that {Q®, A°} = 2¢0,R. Overall, one finds the following relations
[Q* Rl =0, {Q%A}=2"9R,  [Q",D] =" (2.22)

We see therefore that R (R) is the superconformal primary of the superconformal multiplet

LAY [1,1,00 — [3,1,1] — [2,1,0], (2.23)

2
where we adopt the notation of [43], 51| with [jo]gl) indicating the quantum numbers of the
superprimaryﬁ and the capital letters specifying whether the multiplet is long L (L) or short
at threshold A (A) with respect to Q, (Q%), see also appendix [B for more details. In this
specific case, LA means that the multiplet is long with respect to @, and short with respect
to Q% Again, as expected from the central ideal of the defect algebra, all Q-descendants

have the same U(1),, charge.

2.3 1/2 BPS Wilson lines in N = 4 theories

Here we briefly review some 1/2 BPS Wilson lines in N' = 4 theories, thus providing an
explicit realization of the defects discussed so far. These operators have been initially in-
troduced in [32, B3] and then generalized and studied in, e.g. [34, B8, 36, 37, 45, 47]. See
chapter 9 of [42] for a review.

The theories we consider are defined by circular or linear quivers with gauge groups U (1V;)
[38], [40]. The nodes, labelled by the index 7, are connected to each others by bifundamental
fields, which can be either hypers or twisted hypers. The components of the hypers (twisted
hypers) are the scalars q(;), (qg)) and the fermions 1%.) (¥(i)a), all in the (anti)bifundamental
representation of the gauge groups U(N;) and U(N;11). We recall that a = 1,2 is the index
for su(2) 4, while @ = 1,2 is the one for su(2)p.

R =1

4We mix the two equivalent notations [jo] A, jo, J1)-

8



2.3.1 Alternating CS levels

Following [33], we first consider circular quivers with vector multiplets coupled to hypers
and twisted hypers. In particular, we consider N' = 4 SCSM theories with alternating levels
specified by the (partial) necklace quiver diagram

where the solid lines stand for hypers linking the two nodes and the dashed line for twisted
hypers. One defines the following scalar bilinears [39] 33]

Vi) = 4wad(sy: V(i) = 45 4(i)a »
P o 1
(b@))a” = w)allyy — §5ab7/(i)> ()™ = @y a0y — 55 (i) - (2.24)

transforming in the adjoint representation of the gauge group of their respective node.
For this case we consider the so-called ;-loop specified by the superconnectio

Ly, = A = ()i — T (A= DVEVii (2.25)
' (1 =0T Y+ Ao — T (na+2)i' — Flan

defined in terms of fields in the {i,7+ 1,74 2} nodes. The spinor indices are £, see appendix
[A] for details. The Wilson loop is then (2.1I), with the superconnection above. It preserves
half of the superconformal charges [33]

Qiazr Sy, Qi S (2.26)

For example, by looking at the contributions with ji(;42) and fi(;), only the diagonal part
of su(2)p is unbroken. On the other hand, the line defect has to commute with the pre-
served symmetry generators. For example, one can look at the relation involving Jy which,
consistently with the previous discussion, vanishes for the fermions

o 0] = (2.27)

and for all other fields.

SWith respect to [33] we have just added a factor of 7. There is a second operator, called vs-loop,
corresponding to having su(2)p preserved. The choice of which R-symmetry subgroup is preserved and
which one is broken is immaterial, being just a matter of swapping hypers and twisted hypers. There is also
a sign difference in the scalar coupling, which however does not affect the result at this level.




It is worth recalling that for these Wilson lines expressed in terms of superconnection,
one relaxes the requirement that the supersymmetry variation dg of the superconnection be
zero, imposing instead the weaker requirement [28] 52]

5L = DiG = 8,G +i[L, G), (2.28)

where G is a U(N;11|N;y2) supermatrix. The gauge invariance of the operator guarantees
then its supersymmetry invariance as well.

We are now in the position to write down a weak-coupling realization of the superprimary
operator R in terms of the ingredients introduced above. By computing explicitly the varia-
tion (2.9) of the superconnection (2:25]) with respect to the broken R-symmetry generators,
one finds

R < T (A@) 0 ) u‘%:( v (a)st (L DVFY G0 )
1+Z \/77#(24.1 ,u(2+2))2 0 ?ﬂ( z+2) )

(2.29)
The @Q-descendants can be obtained in a similar way, exploiting (2.9) or, equivalently, the
gauge transformation (2:28).

2.3.2 Linear quivers

The same analysis done for the case of alternating CS level can be performed analogously
for all the other cases. The linear case just follows from the previous, by removing a hyper
or twisted hyper from the circular case [33]:

£y = (Ao = T = Fre (1= DVE VG, (2.30
1 . T 7 T : :
L=i)\/E Vs Afionn = F i+

Again, one can identify the superprimaries for this particular case, which read

o Z(ae)h 0 o (Fue)s (1+0) f¢z+1 , (2.31)
1_'_7'\/71#24-1 0 ’ 0

It is clear at this point that for each case of [33] (or of [45] [47]) one can construct the
corresponding weak coupling representation in terms of supermatrices of the bulk fields,
through the prescription in (2.9). It is rather interesting to note that these different 1/2
BPS Wilson lines are all mapped to the same functionally equivalent quantities in the defect
CFT analysis, as dictated by the preserved superconformal symmetry. However, the explicit
reference to a specific bulk theory is not be completely lost, for it is encoded in a physical
normalization factor and a small expansion parameter of the correlation functions.

10



3 Defect correlation functions

Now we organize the operators of the superdisplacement multiplet into (anti)chiral super-
fields, for which one can define and study correlation functions in superspace. This will set
the groundwork for the next section.

3.1 Correlation functions in superspace

We begin by defining (anti)chiral coordinates in superspace
y=1t+60, y=t—0%,, (3.1)
and the corresponding covariant derivatives
D, =0, + 0,0, D* = 0" + 90, (3.2)

such that D,y = 0 and D,y = 0. This allows to introduce the component expansion of
generic (anti)chiral superfields obeying the conditions D*®(y, ) = 0 and D,®(7, ) = 0:

D(y,0) = d(y) + 0“Na(y) + 0“0’ F (y),
(7, 0) = ¢(y) + 0N (Y) + 0.0, F (7). (3.3)

The 2-point function in superspace is then given by

(D41, 6)3 (5, 62)) = <1(ij (3.4)
where [31]
(i) =y — 7y — 2000, (3.5)

is the chiral distance between two points in superspace and A the conformal dimension of the
superfields. The normalization C depends on the coupling constant of the theory and has
an important physical meaning, being generally related to the Bremsstrahlung function [49]

In the case of interest, the superfields associated with the superdisplacement multiplet
of the 1/2 BPS Wilson line are

D(y,0) = R(y) + 0*Aa(y) + 6*6"€sD(y),
O(7,0) = R(Y) + 0u.0(G) + 0.0, D(5), (3.6)

SFor ABJM see also, e.g , |53, 54, 55, 56, 27] and chapters 10 and 11 of [42] for a review.

11



and have A = 1. The 2-point functions for each defect operator are obtained by expanding
(B4) in the Grassmann variables. By comparing the product of the superfields on the left-
hand side and the expansion of the chiral distance on the right-hand side, one get

<R<tl>u%<t2>>=t%j <N<t1>m<t2>>=%z, <D<tl>u3<t2>>=%, (3.7)

with t;; = t; —t;. The powers of ¢;5 in these expressions are of course consistent with the
conformal dimensions of the components of the superdisplacement (2.23)).
Moving on to the 4-point functions, there are two inequivalent ordering choices:

(O 00180 81, 0) B0, 00) = 37305752/ (2). (3.5)
and o
(D(y1, 01)D(if2, 02) (3, 03) D (s, 04)) = W?‘BVMX)' (3.9)

Here f(Z) and h(X) are functions of the cross-ratios of the chiral distances

B <12)(321> B <12)(43>
2-me YT may (3.10)

By expanding in the fermionic coordinates, one can identify the bosonic part of these cross-
ratios, which are given by

_ liataa _ tiotsa

= , = . (3.11)

t1atso l13t24
In the specific case of 1-dimensional theories, the operator insertions are ordered along the
line: ¢ <ty < t3 < t4.

Before moving on, it is worth discussing the domains of the variables and their relations.
First of all, as typical in CF'Ts, one can exploit the symmetries to fix a frame. In the following
we will work in the conformal frame specified by t; — 0, t3 — 1 and ¢4 — oo. In this setup
the cross-ratios are given by

ta
ty — 1

€ (—00,0), X =1t €(0,1), (3.12)

which are related by
=X (3.13)
x—1
with branch cut singularities at the endpoints of the intervals above. Relevant limits are
given by to — t;, which implies x — 0 and z — 0, and by ¢t — t3, which implies y — 1

"Alternatively to expanding (3.4), one can equivalently take (3.7) with generic normalizations of the
various components, Cr ap, and relate them by applying the supercharges on mixed 2-point correlation
functions like <[R(t1)%a(t2)> = 0. One finds Cp = Cr = 4C) and 2Cp = 3C,.

12



and z — —oo. Moreover, under the mapping y — 1 — x, one has z — 1/z. We will see how
these limits will play a role in the following.

Similarly to the 2-point functions, one can specialize (8.9) to the superdisplacement
multiplet and, by expanding both sides, one can obtain the expressions in terms of the defect
insertions. The most straightforward relations are the ones regarding the superprimaries,
which are given by

(72 (72

REOR()R()R()) = g (), (RUDR(EIRER() = 575

For reference, in other to distinguish them in the following, we will refer to the first correlator

h(x).  (3.14)

as the f-correlator and to the second one as the h-correlator.

It is remarkable to notice how the preserved supersymmetry allows to determine all 4-
point correlation functions of the supermultiplet insertions in terms of just two quantities,
f(2) and h(y), and their derivatives. For example, the fermionic superdescendant have

_ _ 4C.
(0 (1) ()N )y (1)) = sl [ (a5 — 52 22p7) oo (2 + 2217)].
t12t3
(3.15)
while for the displacement operators one obtains
D(¢;)D(t5)D(t3)D (6Ca)* 36 422 — 22 — 32 222 (72? 7) f”
(D()DE)D(E)D(1)) = Gtte (367 + 2 (452 20 = 32) 422 (72 4 2 +7) f

428 (2 — 1)(82 + 4)f® + 24(z — 1)2f<4>} . (3.16)

with f = f(z) everywhere. Similarly, all other correlators that can appear by expanding
B8) or ([B.9) are completely specified by either f(z) or h(x) and their derivatives. The

computation of the correlators reduces then to determining these functions.

3.2 Selection rules

We now study the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) for the superdisplacement multiplet
and obtain the selection rules that constrain the exchanged operators. Due to the similarity
with ABJM, some of the considerations in [3I] may be also applied here.

Let us start with the chiral-antichiral case, namely the OPE between a chiral and an
antichiral superfield. In [50] it was found that only the identity and long multiplets can
appear in the chiral-antichiral OPE for the su(1,1|1) case, which corresponds to N = 2
theories. It follows that in all other algebras with higher supersymmetry, one can always
identify the subalgebra su(1,1]1) C su(1, 1||N/2]) generated by Q,, Q¢ for fixed a [31]. This
is true for the 1/2 BPS Wilson line in ' = 6, but also for the one of N/ = 4. Hence, the
OPE schematically reads

LA[jo] x AL[—5o)' ~ T + LL[0]Y, (3.17)

Jo
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where the notation introduced at the end of section and in appendix |Blis adopted.

Regarding the chiral-chiral case, one can study the OPE expansion by requiring that the
right-hand side of the expansion respects the chirality condition and the charges. The first
contribution one may expect to be exchanged is then the superprimary, as it satisfies the full
shortening condition. All other contributions are instead built by acting a sufficient number
of times with ¢, until the correct chirality condition is met. This results in (see (B.3]) for
the charges of Q%)

LAl x LAl ~ LARjoly), + Q' LARjoly) 4 + Q*Q'LL[2jo]y - (3.18)

In this case we have explicitly written down the Q-descendants given by the action of the
supercharges on the corresponding superprimaries. The quantum numbers of the exchanged
operators are therefore [27g, 279, 0], [250 + 1, 2jo, 0] and [A + 1, 25, 0].

In order to complete the discussion, one has also to investigate the implications of the
decomposition rules at the threshold A, = jo + % j1 for the long superprimary. In particular,
one has [43|

LE[I% s, = LAY & LA S, (319)

which, specialized to our case in order to meet ([B.I8]), reads

LL2jo)8), 5, = LA[2jo)i, & LA[QJO]%?#% (3.20)

Since this is precisely the contribution that has been already considered, one can avoid

this case by requiring that the dimension of long multiplets never hits the threshold value.

Therefore, the long superprimaries are only allowed to have dimension strictly greater the

the saturating one, A°"&SP > 25, Rewritten in terms of the Q-superdescendants appearing
in the expansion, this means i

AZS 5 950+ 1. (3.21)

long

Consequently, the OPE within the chiral-chiral sector allows for the exchange of two confor-
mal primaries that are protected and have dimensions 2j, and 2jy 4 1, alongside an infinite
number of operators whose dimensions are unprotected and strictly larger than those of the
protected operators.

3.3 Block expansions

Now everything is set for identifying the superconformal blocks of the Conformal Partial
Wave (CPW) expansions [57] of (B.14). These contributions will be associated with the
conformal family of the operators that appear in the OPE expansion of the corresponding
channel. In the following we identify all such contributions.

14



3.3.1 f-correlator

We start by the s-channel, in which we expand around the insertions at (12) and (34). In
terms of the cross ratios, this corresponds to z — 0. The chiral-antichiral OPE (817) can
be exploited, thus leading to the CPW expansion of f(z) given by

f(z) =14 aaFa(2), (3.22)

where A > 0 follows directly from the selection rule and the blocks sum the contributions
of the conformal descendants with quantum numbers [A,0,0]. In order to identify them,
we rely on the shadow formalism [58], see [59] for a review. We consider the quadratic
Casimir (2.8]) acting on the operators inserted at y; and ys. To this scope, we replace the
generators in (2.8]) with generators acting on the two coordinates, e.g. D — Dy = Dy + Dy,
K — Ky = K; 4+ K5 and so onf1 Overall, the differential operator one obtains is

1 1 Lo ~e 1
Di9=D?— §{Ks, P} + Z[Ss’ Qsal + Z[SS“’ Qs — §RmbR5b“ : (3.23)

Moreover, from (2.8)) and the quadratic Casimir eigenvalue ca = A(A + 1), one reaches
the condition

(D12 — ca) (P(y1, 01)P(Ya, O2) P (ys3, 03)P(Ja, 04)) = 0. (3.24)

By expanding in the Grassmann variables, one can identify the second-order differential
equation
2(2=2) 0,Fa(2) + (1 — 2) 22 O?Fa(2) = A(A + 1)Fa(2) (3.25)

which is solved by the linear combination
Fa(2) = ci(—=2) 27 o (= A — 1, —=A — 1, =2A; 2) + co(—2)2 2 FL (A, A 2A + 2; 2), (3.26)
where ¢; and ¢y are integration constants. By defining
Ga(2) = (=2)2 2 F (A, A 2A + 2, 2), (3.27)
the conformal blocks have the simple expression
Fa(z) = c1G_1-a(2) + c2GA(2) - (3.28)

The G_;_a(2) term is associated with the so-called shadow contributions. Its appearance is
related to the fact that G_;_a(2) and Ga(z) have the same eigenvalues ¢cn = ¢_;_. Having
dimension strictly less than the unitarity bound, they have no real physical interpretation,
meaning that they do not belong to the physical spectrum of the theory. Therefore, we will

8This is just the same as considering D12 o< (JTup1 + Jap2) (T2 + T$°) where J are the differential
representations of the generators of the superconformal algebra and the single Casimir is € oc 7% 7
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neglect these terms in the following and keep the conformal block as defined only by Ga(2).
However, with a little foresight, we can already expect that these contributions, precisely
because they have the same eigenvalue under ; 5, will be prime candidates for defining an
internal (weighted) product, see .1l

We move on to the t-channel. In this case we focus on the proximity of the defect
insertions at (23) and (14). The latter may initially appear unusual due to the sequential
ordering of the correlator insertions with ¢; < t;;1. However, as discussed in [7], crossing
symmetry allows for the interchange of the second and fourth insertions. We will see this
better in the following. For the moment, notice that this implies that the t-channel is
equivalent to the previous configuration. Therefore, it is useful to introduce a cross invariant
function which can be defined as

f@)zx”éﬂ@"_mf< 1) (329
with the property R R
00 = Fa =), (3:30)

This clearly relates the s-channel limit, y — 0, with the t-channel one, y — 1. Thus the
f-correlator can be written as

_ G
5134

(R(t1)R(t2)R(t3)R(ts)) = f(2) X2f(x) = ), (3.31)

t22t t23t2

which is explicitly crossing invariant. The f (x) can also be written in terms of a block
expansion and its expression is given by

= — —|— Z aAGA (332)

with GA(X) = éGA(X) = XA_ngl(A, A+ 22A + 2; ).

3.3.2 h-correlator

We start again from the analysis of the s-channel, which is important in order to make
contact with the s-channel of the f-correlator. Again, one expands around the insertions at
(12) and (34), or x — 0. One can, once more, exploit the chiral-antichiral OPE and expect
h(x) to have the same functional expansion as f(z):

h(x) =14 baGalx), (3.33)
A

with G A being the same as in (3.27)), this time a function of x instead of z. This is essentially
because both s-channels have the same chiral-antichiral OPE expansions and can be mapped
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to each other. This can be seen by the exchange of either the insertions (3 <> 4) or (1 < 2),
which, we stress, is not a crossing symmetry. The cross invariant ratios will be exchanged
too, z <> X, and the final outcome is the same differential equation (3.25), this time in terms
of x. It follows that the CPW coefficients will be the same as the ones of the f-correlator,
so that

bA = ana. (334)

Finally, we consider the t-channel. In this last case, one expands around the insertions
at (14) and (24), or x — 1, allowing to exploit, for the first time, the chiral-chiral OPE. Let
us recall the crossing symmetry briefly discussed for the f-correlator: once one identifies the
endpoints at infinity, it is possible to swap the positions of points 2 and 4 [7]. This allows
to relate the defect insertions

(R(t)R(t2)R(ts)R(t4)) = (R(t)R(ta)R(t3)R(t2)) . (3.35)
and to exploit the chiral-chiral OPE. In terms of h(x), ([8:35) implies
(1= x)°h(x) = x*h(1 =) - (3.36)

It follows that the correlator can be rewritten conveniently as

(RIDR(IR()R(E)) = h(1 =) = 50, (3.37)
where we have defined A 1 — 2
hx) = (=) ). (3.38)

Now one can perform the CPW expansion, which in this case is given in terms of the
conformal blocks [57]
ga(x) = X" 2F1(A, A, 24 x). (3.39)

If follows that the CPW expansion (in terms of new coefficients ba) is

A(X) = b2j092j0(1 ) + b2Jo+1g2Jo+l Z bAgA 1 - ) (3'40)

A>2j50+1

where, as a consequence of the selection rule (3.I8), the sum is taking into account the
protected and unprotected long contributions with A > 2j9 + 1. Specializing to our case
Jo = 1, it reads

h(x) = baga(1 = X) + bsgs(1—x) + Y baga(l - (3.41)

A>4
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4 Analytic bootstrap

At strong coupling, the Wilson lines are mapped through holography to minimal surfaces
extending in the AdS bulk and ending along the operator contour on the boundary [I]E
The induced metric on the minimal surface is AdS,, which is dual to a CFT; on the defect
[60, [4]. The operators of the superdisplacement multiplet are associated with the fluctuations
near the minimal surface of transverse string modes, the leading contribution to a 4-point
correlation function arising from a disconnected Witten diagram in AdS;. The first-order
correction, on the other hand, is given by the connected 4-point Witten diagram [4, [3T].

The strong coupling regime can also be accessed by analytic bootstrap methods, which
we proceed to perform in this section. The idea is to expand the functions in terms of a
small parameter €

f(2) = fO) +efV() +0(E),  h(x) =0 (x) +eh(x) + O(€), (4.1)

with the superscripts indicating the leading and the next-to-leading (NLO) order terms of the
expansions, to be eventually matched with the holographic contributions mentioned above.

4.1 Leading order

We start from the leading order, which is given by Wick contractions of the fields appearing
in the supermatrices in (2.29) and (Z31)) [61], 62, [63] 64, 4]. All cases considered in subsection
give identical functional forms.

For (B.14)), one obtains

fOR) =1+2% 90 =1+, (4.2)

and, as expected, the two expressions have the same functional form. In fact, the operators
that are exchanged in the s-channels of both 4-point functions of (3.14]) are RO?R, besides the
identity, while for the t-channel of the h-correlator they are ROP'R. All these have dimensions
As = At =24 [

To get the conformal data, one has to identify the OPE coefficients of the CPW expansion.
By using orthogonality conditions of the conformal blocks in subsection B.3] it is a simple
task to project out the coefficients (see appendix [C] for details). For our discussion we will
only need the relations [57, 31|

f B #)Cir(2)C () = G fd—¥p<x>gn+1<1 )0l = X) = . (43)

271 271

9See chapters 12 and 13 of [42] for a review of the ABJM case.
0Here and in the following, A! and 4! refer exclusively to the t-channel of the h-correlator, i.e. the
chiral-chiral channel.
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where the densities are w(z) = —ﬁ and p(x) = —ﬁ, and the circles close counter-
clock-wise around the points z = 0 and y = 1. Notice that, as discussed in the previous
section, the contribution over which we project G,,41(z) is precisely G_s_,,(2), i.e. the
shadow one obtains when solving the differential equation. Equating the functions (4.2]) with
the CPW expansion and exploiting the orthogonality, one gets right away the coefficients.

For the s-channel, these are

© _ VT2 (n 4 1)T(n +5)
Qa =

, 4.4
" (n+2)I'(n+2) (4.4)
while for the t-channel, only even n contribute:
—(142n)
bO VT2 (n —l—?’l)F(n + 3)’ if 0 even,
r (n + 5)
b =0, if n odd. (4.5)

This is expected, since only for even n the exchanged operators RO;'R respect the Z; sym-
metry t — —t.

4.2 Next-to-leading order

We move now to investigate the NLO of the expansions (d.1]). Following [31], one can start
from an ansatz for f() and A", Tt is however particularly convenient to focus on f(x) in
(329), since one can exploit crossing invariance to fix its generic structure, given by

FO0) =r(1=x)log(x) + r(x) log(1 — x) + a(x), (4.6)

where ¢(x) and r(x) are rational functions expanded as [31]

ro0) =Y_mx*  a) =D ax'(1—x)" (4.7)

k

In the following, we will investigate how to fix the coefficients r, and ¢;. Plugging the ansatz
in f(z), one has
2
V@) = ol () est2) - (7)o (c5) st = 9 o5
fY(2) (z—1)2r1—z og(—2) "1 + pog| og(l—2)+y¢q 1)
(4.8)

Similarly, one can find an analogous expression for (1) by recalling that in the s-channels

the two functions have the same functional form. Hence, by replacing z — x, one obtains
the expression for h(!)(y) , up to the sign in the logarithm [31]

2

1000 = 5 (=) et = (r(=) +7 () st =0 +o(25)
(4.9)
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and, plugging @J) in (338, also the expression for AV (y)

A (x) = T(lix) log(x) — (r(lix) +7‘<X>i 1)) log(1 — x) +q<ﬁ). (4.10)

These must match with the perturbed CPW expansions. In particular, we expect the

conformal dimensions to become anomalous
AP =2+n+ey, Al =2+ n+eyt, (4.11)
for the s- and t-channel, respectively. Similarly, the CPW coefficients will now be given by

an = a® + ealV) b, = b + bV, (4.12)

n

The NLO expansions for the functions (3.:22) and (8.41]) are then explicitly given by

FO() = 3022 () Fayn(2) + 1502 Fy () 108(=2) + 75020 Fa (o ).

n>0

000 = 301 =)™ (b By (1= )

n>0
b0 By (1= ) Tog(1 = X) + b0 FA(L = X)Lt ).
(4.13)
with simplified notation: Fa(z) = oF1 (A, A, 2A+2; 2) and FA(1—x) = o F1(A, A, 2A;1—).

One may infer the CFT data as it was done in the previous section at leading order. In
particular, the anomalous dimensions can be extracted and related to the ansatz by

2

n :ﬁ ]{ ;_;'“(Z) [(z - 1)2T(1 . )]Gl

V== ﬁ j{ %P(X) [r(ﬁ) + r(%)]g_l_n(l - X), for n even, (4.14)

while 75, = 0 for n odd. Here a comment is in order: from the evaluation of the anoma-
lous dimensions through this procedure, one is not extracting the contributions of individual
operators entering the OPE, but rather a linear combination thereof, weighted by the corre-
sponding CPW coefficients [55, 4]. The unmixing of these contributions is a highly nontrivial
task [12, [65], [66], which we do not address here.

To fix the coefficients in (A7), one can first truncate their expansions borrowing some
arguments from [67, 60, [4, 8, 31], 68, 61] regarding the large-n behaviour of the anomalous
dimensions. The lore goes as follow: the increase in anomalous dimensions is tied to the
local interactions occurring within the AdS dual counterpart. As the relevance of these
interactions decreases, the growth in anomalous dimensions becomes more significant. In
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aiming to bootstrap a leading correction for the holographic correlator, it is sensible to
prioritize solutions characterized by minimal, or mildest, growth. In the CF'T this can be
justified a posteriori knowing that ~, < 0, so that the mildest growth of the anomalous
dimension is the one that guarantees reliability for the largest span of values of n [4]. If

s,t
n

2+ n until, eventually, hitting the unitarity bound. Through the prescription (£I4]) one can
compute the anomalous dimensions exploiting the rational function r(). This leads to the

v, grows too fast, the contribution ev?* will grow faster compared to the leading order

parametric expressions

1 2+ (=1)"(6 + 5n + n?) (—1)" ) A
8:_ 1 4 _ _ 1 —
T 4:( +n)(4+n)r_g+r_o+ PP r_1 s (6 + 5n + n?)ry + O(n),
1
V= Zn(n +3)r3—r_o+ I r_1+O0(n"), for n even.

(4.15)

To meet the mildest-n behaviour, the coefficients of the expansion of () must be r, # 0
only for —3 < k£ < 0. However, there are some oscillating contributions appearing on the
s-channel anomalous dimension. Motivated by the results in [4, 8, 31], one could think to
further fix them by expecting an universal strong coupling trend for n > 1 and ¢ < 1
but with ne fixed, see e.g. [4]. This consideration would enable to fix ro = 0 (which will
also emerge from requiring the regularity of the ansatz anyway), but it does not allow to
draw any conclusion on the r_; coefficient, as it become negligible at large n. Crucially, the
requirement that ~§ = 0, following from the selection rules, introduces a further condition
that must be satisfied, and that is

2’/“_2 —Tr_1 = 0. (416)

This constraint and g = 0 can be equivalently obtained by requiring that the series expansion
around y — 1 of the ansatz (EI0) starts at (1 — x)*, precisely as in ([ZI3).

As anticipated, other restrictions can be drawn from imposing the condition of regularity
for the ansatz (A.6]) and (£I0). This translates into the requirement of pole cancellations in
the regimes x — 1 (or equivalently x — 0) for f®)(x) and x — 1 for A)(x). One obtains
the conditions

r_
q—2—1-3=0, 2q 9 +q-1— 73 —ro=0, (4.17)

and all others ¢ = 0. All other constraints that can be obtained from similar analyses will
just be redundant.
Summarizing, one can consider the ansatz specified by the rational functions
r—2 T q-1

_r-s r-=2 r _ q—2
rd) = e et ) X1 = x)? +X(1—X)’ (4.18)

with the five coefficients subject to

3q_
r_3 = ({-2, T_g = % +q-1, r_1=3q¢_o+ 2q_1. (4.19)
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There remain then two independent coefficients, which are not fixed by internal consistency,
crossing symmetry, and so on. This is not an unexpected result, as it can justified by
drawing analogies from cases in 4 dimensions. In particular, for N' = 4 super Yang-Mills
the corresponding solutions are defined up to an overall parameter [4]. However, when one
studies less supersymmetric cases, e.g. N’ = 2, one finds that the solutions are expressed
in terms of two free parameters [§]. Something similar happens for 3-dimensional theories.
The solutions found for the ABJM case [31] were defined up to a single overall parameter
too, while here we find, as for N’ = 2, a 2-parameter family of solutions.

In order to state the final answer one can proceed by absorbing one of the coefficient in
the expansion parameter € and, in analogy with the SU(1,1|3) case [31], we also change the
overall sign Hence, by reabsorbing g_, into the definitions of € and expressing the ratio of
the two free parameters as

¢=11 (4.20)

(Z8) now reads
. 26+3 E+3 1 )
W(y) =— + =2 4+ — ] log(1 —
P00 == (22 52 D hogt1 )
26+ 3 + 2 1
— ( r3, £t -+ -
l-x  (1-x7 (Q-x
The expression for f(V)(2) is given instead by

(1—2)2(22%2 = (26 + 1)z 4+ 2)log(1 — 2)
2z

¢ |
) tog(x) = IT—x)x (@T—0n? (4.21)

fOR)=-1+2+8z— 22~

22 (66 4 222 — (26 +T)z + 11) log(—=2)
a 2(1 — 2) '

(4.22)

As before, h(Y) () can be obtained from f(!)(z) through the usual mapping, while for (ZI0)
one has explicitly

h(x) = X2;31 20— Dx(1 = 24+ x +x%) + (x = 1*(2 — (1 + 28)x + 2x°) log(1 — x)
P (26(x — 3) — 2x* + Tx — 11) log(x) | . (4.23)

With these parameterizations, the anomalous dimensions for the two channels are now ex-
pressed as

A4+ DR+n+n?+46+2(-1)"(3+29)
4(=2+n+n?)

T =

Y

1Tn fact, the discussion in this section is true regardless of the overall sign of the ansatz. This sign change
was justified in [3I] by the comparison with the holographic dual.
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n(3+n)(3 +2¢)
21+n)(2+n)’

1
A= _Zn(n +3) + for n even, (4.24)

and the NLO OPE coefficients can be consistently written as [61], (62, 68]

0
M) — = (408
and 9
b = ™ (bgo)fyf@), for n even. (4.26)

4.3 Relation to the 1/2 BPS line in ABJM

By looking at most results above, e.g. [@21) for fO(x) or @24) for the anomalous di-
mensions, one notices that £ screams to be set to & = —3/2, to drastically simplify those
expressions. However, as discussed, this cannot be done by invoking internal consistency or
crossing symmetry. The presence of the free parameter ¢ is simply due to the N' = 4 case
being less constrained by supersymmetry than ABJM.

We can however make contact with the ABJM cas by identifying the operators in the
ABJM superdisplacement multiplet which map to the ones in (2.23)), which is

LA[%](%O’O) — LA, (4.27)

In ABJM, the primary operator is a fermion with A = 1/2, j, = 3/2 and singlet under
R-symmetry. We may then compare the 4-point functions of the defect operators with the
same dimension A in ABJM and in /' = 4. In the comparison, one has to take into account
that the normalizations of the 2-point functions and the small parameters of the expansions
are different in the two cases, so we call them Cuagjv and expyv in the ABJM case, to
distinguish them from Cg and e above.

The displacement operator D, which appears in both theories and is neutral under the
preserved R-charges, is the natural place to start the comparison. Its 4-point correlation
function for the ABJM case has been obtained in [31] and is a rather complicated expression

(12CaBym)? 1

(D(#)D(E2)D(t) D(ta)) amon =317 =3

[36f— 36(21 + 2)f + 1822(—142% + 322 + 1)f’
— 62° (552 — 392% + 3z + 1) {9
— 32* (462° — 6327 + 182 — 1) {¥
~3(2 = 1)225(72 — DEY — (2 — 1)3z6f<6>}
(4.28)

12WWe specialize to those configurations that can be directly derived from the ABJM theory, for example
from quotients of the latter [42].
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of the function f(z) = fapym(z) and its first six derivatives.

At leading order one finds f©)(z) = 1—z [31]. Notice that since it encodes the information
of the superprimary 4-point function of the ABJM 1/2-BPS Wilson line, it has clearly a
different functional form compared to the A” = 4 case in (4.2)). Nonetheless, when computing
the 4-point function at this order, one obtains

(12CaBym)? (

<|D(t1)|]_)(t2)D(t3)[|—)(t4)>ABJM - t%2t§4 1+ 24) + O(EABJM), (429)

which is, upon the overall factor, precisely the same functional form that one gets in N' = 4,
see (B.I6) with f(2) = f©(z) in (@2). The NLO result for ABJM was obtained in [31] and

reads
(1) . (1 — Z)
z

apm(z) =z—1— ’ log(1 —2) + 2(3 — z) log(—=2). (4.30)

When plugged into (4.28)), the 4-point function of the displacement operator of the ABJM
theory becomes

N _ 12 2 2
(D(E)D(12)D()D(t1)) amt = e B [1 4 244 2y (8 — 2 = o — 57— 5
t12t34 6
+ <3 _8 + 32 — 82’5) log(1 — 2) + z*(82 — 3) log(—z))}
z

(4.31)

Remarkably, if we evaluate (3.16]) for £ = —3/2, we precisely reproduce the formula above
for ABJM.

For reference, the anomalous dimensions and coefficients of the CPW expansion for £ =
—3/2 reduce to

Vi =—n?—b5n—4,

vt =—n?—3n, for n even, (4.32)

S 1
W =al | ~on =545 (0(n 4 5) — v (0 + )~ 2log2 4 )|

b1 = [—Qn — 34 7;<¢(n +3)—¢(n+3)—2log2+ nL—l—lﬂ , for n even,
(4.33)

where ¥(z) = I"(z)/T'(z) is the digamma function.
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4.4 Relation to the 1/2 BPS line in A/ = 2 theories

One can exploit what has been computed so far to guess what the result for the bootstrap
of the displacement operator would be like for the 1/2 BPS Wilson line defect of N' = 2
SCSM [69]. To do this, one needs to recall the different superdisplacement multiplets in the
3-dimensional N = 2,4, 6 cases [43]:

N=6: [P — 0 — 597 — [BeY,
N=4: Y — Y — Y, (4.34)
N=2: [-3]s — [-12,

with the usual notation for the charges [jo](f), with (R) standing for the Dynkin labels of
the considered representation.

All displacement operators are singlets of the preserved R-symmetry (when present), and
the 4-point function is neutral under the Abelian symmetry. Therefore, one expects the same
relation to take place, where now the less supersymmetric one is the defect theory of the
1/2 BPS Wilson line in /' = 2 and the N’ = 4 defect plays the same role as the ABJM
one in the previous section. Thus, one can expect that whatever function is relative to the
superprimary, it should be consistent, upon normalization, with the A" = 4 one, precisely
as before. Moreover, one can extract much more information about the unknown function.
Notably, as illustrated in the scheme above, the multiplets shorten as the bulk supersymmetry
decreases, as expected. Consequently, the superprimary of the less supersymmetric multiplet
can be matched with the first ()-descendant of the higher supersymmetric theory. This is
true and can be verified for the matching between the A/ = 4 case and ABJM, as seen above.
By exploiting ([3.15]), one can do the same for N/ =4 and N = 2, arriving at the f-function
for the N’ = 2 case, both at the leading order

fAla(z) =12, (4.35)
and at the NLO

2
f/(\})zz(z) =-9+ % - % +92% + (5 - g +52% — 9z4> log(1 —2) + (5 —92)2% log(—2). (4.36)

One can straightforwardly extend this analysis to the h-function, the anomalous dimensions,
and so on.

4.5 Comments on the holographic dual

A natural question at this point is of course to try to reproduce the results obtained here
from the holographic dual [70], by computing explicitly the disconnected and connected
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Witten diagrams in AdSs, as pioneered in [4]. In fact, this is not strictly necessary, as one
can simply reuse the analysis in [31] for the ABJM case.

The supergravity dual is of course different in the N' = 4 case, namely AdS, x S7/Q,
where Q is some appropriate quotient of S, for example Q = (Z, ® Z,)/Zy for quivers
coupled to p hypers and ¢ twisted hypers. This implies that the Kaluza-Klein reduction
of the supergravity fields in the internal space is going to be different, e.g. one does not
expect the three massless fields found in [3I] due the SU(3)gr R-symmetry. However, the
analysis for the AdS; fluctuations is going to be the same, correspondingly to the fact that
the displacement operator D is the same as in that case. The Witten diagram for this field
is decoupled from the rest, so that the result in [31] also applies here, consistently with the
discussion above in subsection .3
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A Symmetries of the bulk and defect theories

We collect here details about our conventions and the symmetries preserved by the bulk
N = 4 theory and its 1/2 BPS Wilson lines. We work in Euclidean space R.

The 3-dimensional N' = 4 superconformal algebra is osp(4]|4). Its bosonic subalgebra
consists of the 3-dimensional conformal algebra so(1,4) and of the R-symmetry algebra
50(4) g ~ su(2) 4 Bsu(2)p. The conformal generators are the rotations M*, the translations
P# the special conformal transformations K* and the dilations D, with pu,v = 0,1,2 and
algebra given by

[M* MP?] = §7HMYP — 57V MM + 67 MP — §°F MY

[P*, M¥P) = 6" PP — g P,

(K", MYP] = M KP — §MP K,

[P*, K" = —26""D — 2M",

(D, P*] = P*, D, K| = —K*". (A.1)
The R-symmetry generators are R;; = — Ry, with I, J = 1,2, 3,4, and obey

[Rry, Ricr) = dxpp R + drp R (A.2)
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The fermionic generators ()7, and Sf, with spinorial indices av = &£, satisfy

{Qr0,Qus} =2i01;(V")ap P,
(S, 97} = 2i61,(v") P K,
{QIQ? S?} = 5IJ ((VMV)OCBM/M/ -+ 2551)) + 265R1Ja (AB)

with (7#),” being the Pauli matrices satisfying {v#, 7"} = 20" and y** = %(7“7” — ) =
jehvPyP.
The remaining commutation relations are

1 1
[DaQIoc] = 5@[01) [DaSIa] = _55104’
1 « 1 v\«
[M"™, Q4] = —5(7’“/)2@16’ (MM, S = 5(7” )BSf,
(K", Qo) = i(")asS1”, [P",51%] = =i(v")**Qus
[Rry, @Kol = 615 Q0 — 07k Qras [Rry, Sg] = 01 ST — 65T, (A4)
where spinorial indexes are raised/lowered with € and €,s, such that e™= =€_, = 1.

Since the Wilson line insertion breaks half of the supersymmetry, it is convenient to
decompose the R-symmetry in terms of the isomorphic su(2), & su(2)g

[R., R4 = 6*R,* — §9R.°, [RY;, R°;] = 6;R"; — 04R";, (A.5)
where R,* = —1(c’5”) 2Ry, and Rh = —i(&la‘])gRu, with indices a,b = 1,2 and a,b = 1, 2.
We take ol, = (1,i0',i0? i03) and 6% = (1, —iol, —ic?, —io?3).

For the fermionic charges we define instead Qaas = 0%, Qo and similarly for the super-
conformal charges. Correspondingly, (A.3) becomes

{Qaas Qai} = 2icwess(V)apPur  {Se Sy} = 2icaea(v) K,

1 _
{Qoai, S} =2 <€ab€az; (5(7“”)aﬁM;w + 5517) + 07 (€4 Rab — €abRab)) :

1 1
[Ro", Qac] = 02Qaac — 562%@, (R, 5% = 682, — —gb5

cMac 2acé7

. . 1 . 1
[Rb[zv Qacé] = _62Qacd + 565;@0460'7 [Rb[zv Sgc] = _5253& + 552530 (A6>

The insertion of a 1/2 BPS Wilson line [33] breaks the osp(4|4) of the bulk theory down
to su(1,1]2). The su(l,1) generators are those of the 1-dimensional conformal group, i.e.
{D,P = Py, K = Ky}, satisfying

[P,K|=-2D, [D,P]=P, [D,K]=-K. (A7)

The preserved R-symmetry is taken to be su(2)4 generated by R,’. Since the translations
along the line are preserved (as well as special conformal transformations and rotations
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around the line M,), one can conveniently choose (v*).” = (0%,0%, oY), as a basis and
therefore (v*)as = (0!, —03,i1) and (v*)* = (—ot,03,i1). From the anticommutation
relations one can identify the preserved fermionic charges. In our conventions

{Qaa: @y} = 2icapeyy P (A.8)

If one picks @), 5, then the closure of the 1-dimensional superconformal algebra requires that
the other set of conserved charges be € _,;, and similarly for the superconformal ones. The
full set of conserved supercharges is then

Qo = Q05 Sa =105 5, 0 = ie”Q_,;, 5= — abS;, (A.9)
which obey the anticommuation relations
{Qa, Q" =28°P,  {S,,5"} = 200K,
{Qa, S} =26° (D + Jy) — 2R},
{Q°, Sy} = 208 (D — Jo) + 2R, (A.10)
with
J() == iMlg - Rii. (All)
The mixed bosonic/fermionic commutation relations are
1 ~ 1~ 1 _ 1
[DvQ ] :§Q [DuQa] :§Qa7 [D,Sa] :_550,7 [D’Sa] :_5507
[K7Q ] Saa [K> Qa] = Sva’ [P> Sa] = _Qaa [P Sa] = Qa’ (A12)
and
R Q) = 00Qu— 50%Qe, [R5 =88, — Sols.
_ A _ S
[R.2, Q] = —65Q° + 552620, [R.’, 5 = —0¢S° + 55250,
i 1 1
[Rlin ] Qtu [MlQOa] = _Z_Qau [']07Qa] = 07
2 2
s 1 1
[Rli,S | = 25 [M*2.S,] = _ZESC” [Jo,Sa) =0,
pl A 1~ A 1 Na Na
[lean] = _§Qa7 [MIQ’QG] :7'5@ ) [']07Q ] =0
R, 59 = —%Sa, M2, 57 — zés o, 54 = 0. (A13)

Here one can see that the preserved u(1) @ §0(2)rotations combine in u(1);, & u(1),, where
u(1);, is the non-trivial central ideal and u(1)ay is the outer-automorphism generated by
J = iMyy + R , giving for example the relations [Jaut, Q. = +Q, and [Jaut,Q | = —Q°.
Consistently w1th [43], the maximal subalgebra of osp(4|4) is therefore u(1),, x psu(1, 1]2) x
w(1)aut, where psu(1,1]2) =~ su(1,1]2) /u(1);,.
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B Representations of su(1,1]2)

We discuss now the representations of u(1);, x psu(1,1]2) x u(1)y [43]. First let us notice
that the defect superconformal algebra has a su(1,1) @ su(2)g @ u(1);, ® u(l)au subalgebra.
We can therefore label the representations in terms of the the Dynkin labels [A, jo; j1] where
the u(1)., charge can be neglected as it is unimportant for the following discussion. For
the preserved R-symmetry one can define the Cartan generator H and the associated raising
and lowering operators E*

H=R!'-R}=2R}!, FE"=R}!  E =R, (B.1)
that satisfy
[H, E¥] = £E*, [EY,E7] = 2H. (B.2)

One can therefore characterize the states and the supercharges in terms of the corresponding
quantum numbers. In particular

Ql : [%7071]7 Q2 : [%707_1]7 Ql : [%707_1]7 Q2 : [%707 1] (B3>
The highest-weight state |A, jo; j1) is defined from the conditions
Sa‘Av.jO;jl> = 07 ga|A7j0;j1> = 07 E+|A7j07j1> = 07 (B4>

and long multiplets are obtained by acting on it with @,, Q% E~ and P. The unitarity
bound reads 1
A > |jo| + §j1> (B.5)

which is strictly satisfied by the long multiplets. One can also impose the shortening condi-
tions

Q%A jo; j1) =0, (B.6)

leading to the two following cases

1 _ .
L/4BPS: A=+ i, LA[jo] %",

1/2BPS: A =j, LA[jo)Y, (B.7)

where we adopt (a simplified version of) the notation of [43, 51| with [jo]gl) indicating
the quantum numbers of the superprimary and the capital letters specifying whether the
multiplet is long L (L) or short at threshold A (A) with respect to Q, (Q%).

The conjugate ones are instead given by the conditions

Qa|A>j0;jl> = O> (B8)
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which leads to

1 _ .
1/4BPS: A= —jo+ i, AL[jol%",

1/2BPS: A= —j, AL[jo). (B.9)

One can explicitly recognize the displacement multiplet as LA[1]§°).

C Orthogonality conditions

In this appendix we provide some details on the orthogonality conditions for the blocks
Ga(z) which we have used to extract the coefficients of the CPW expansions.
We begin by recalling that the blocks are the eigenfunctions of the differential operator

D=a(2)0?+b(2)0, = (1—2) 227 +2(2—2) 0. (C.1)

satisfying the eigenvalue equation DGa(z) = caGa(z). As noted in the main text, however,
the spectrum is degenerate as also the shadow contributions have the same eigenvalue. One
can then define the w-weighted inner product as

(Ga,[6a) = § 5 20(:)Gn, ()Cins2), (©2)

denoting the block contributions as |Ga,) and the shadow ones as (Ga,|. Defining A to be
the shadow dimension, such that co = ¢z, one has the orthogonality

dz
(G31Gs) = § 3=l2)Ga()GA(2) = s (©3)
Now one must determine the weight w(z). This can be done by rewriting (C.I)) in Sturm-
Liouville form

1 0 0

_ _ﬁap(z)@’ (C.4)
from which one gets
o) =-B3 -2, Mg _we, (o)
and finally '
w(z) = BT (C.6)

where the normalization is fixed by requiring orthonormality.
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