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usually a challenging task. For two-dimensional conformal field theories in Euclidean signa-
ture, the oscillator formalism proves to be very efficient. We demonstrate this by reproducing
the general n-point global conformal block in the comb channel in an elegant and direct
manner. Exploiting similarities to the representation theory of two-dimensional CFTs, we
extend the oscillator formalism for the computation of higher-point conformal blocks in four
Euclidean dimensions. As a proof of concept, we explicitly compute the scalar four-point
block with scalar exchange within this framework.
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1 Introduction

Conformal symmetry imposes strong constraints on correlation functions in general dimen-
sions. For example, they are uniquely determined up to three points for scalar fields, apart
from the CFT data. Starting at four points, this is no longer the case; however, one still can
decompose such a higher-point correlation function into conformal blocks using the operator
product expansion. Demanding consistency for this decomposition for four-point correlation
functions even leads to constraints on the CFT data, a fact that eventually gave rise to the
conformal bootstrap program [1-4].

Currently, this program is being explored in the context of higher-point correlation func-
tions. Even though crossing symmetry equations for higher-point correlation functions do not
present new consistency conditions, one can view crossing symmetry of an n-point correlation
function as infinitely many four-point consistency conditions [5, 6]. This is part of the reason
why the study of higher-point conformal blocks is very topical [7—26].

The study of conformal blocks is closely connected to the one of conformal partial waves
(CPWs), which are characterised as the result of a harmonic decomposition of a higher-point



correlation function with respect to the conformal symmetry, see e. g. [27]. They can be com-
puted through the shadow(-operator) formalism, first introduced in a series of publications
[28-31], where one introduces for every operator Oa(z) in the theory a shadow operator
(55(:17) It is intrinsically non-local and has dimension A =d— A in a d-dimensional Eu-
clidean CFT. The CPWs are eventually calculated by first inserting a shadow projector,
which involves both Oa(z) and (53 (), and then evaluating the integral. Consequently, such
a conformal partial wave involves both a conformal block and its shadow block. Imposing
fall-off conditions allows to extract the conformal block. More recent important work in the
context of (higher-point) conformal blocks using the shadow formalism is for example [7, 8].

Alternatively, it is possible to derive general properties of conformal partial waves from
studying the Casimir equations, as was done in [32-34]. These are constructed simply as
eigenvalue equations of the Casimir operators of the conformal algebra. For the case of d > 2
and n > 4 points, however, it turns out that the number of commuting Casimir operators
is strictly smaller than the number of cross-ratios, such that they do not characterise the
associated CPW (or conformal blocks) completely anymore. This problem has been recently
solved in the series of papers [23-26]. There, it was shown how to construct a set of commuting
Casimir operators including novel additional operators that account for the choice of tensor
structure at the vertices through a limit of the Gaudin integrable model. The result holds for
higher-point conformal blocks in higher dimensions for any channel.

The approach we are presenting here, however, is closer in spirit to the shadow formalism.
The original idea relies on the fact that the highest-weight representations of the Virasoro
algebra can be formulated in terms of differential operators on a function space with basis
functions given by monomials of so-called oscillator variables [35, 36]. This has recently been
reviewed in [37, 38]. At least for the highest-weight representations of its global subalgebra,
this function space is a holomorphic function space over the complex open unit disk D, a
weighted Bergman space. Such a space can for example be constructed by the means of
generalised coherent states [39].

In this work, we extend the oscillator method to the analysis of higher-point conformal
blocks and, in particular, the n-point comb block. A major advantage of the oscillator for-
malism lies in its toolbox nature: we establish a small set of ingredients, called oscillator
wavefunctions, from which higher-point conformal blocks can be computed in a constructive
and straightforward manner. In contrast to the Casimir equations of a generic conformal
block, which can be very hard to solve, the defining differential equations of these wavefunc-
tions are very feasible and the solution can usually be found by an educated guess. Moreover,
the method allows for an intuitive diagrammatic interpretation.

A second aim of this work is to generalise this oscillator construction to four Euclidean
dimensions. To this end, we discuss highest-weight representations of SU(2,2), the (four-
cover of the) Lorentzian conformal group in four dimensions. Whereas the integrals that
come with the insertion of a shadow projector can generally be very challenging to evaluate
(even numerically [6]), we will find that here the involved integrals are by construction over
products of orthogonal functions because of the employed generalised coherent states. An



additional advantage is that we directly determine the conformal block and do not need to
subtract the shadow block contribution. This is because physical positivity is implemented by
construction, in contrast to the shadow integral where to ensure completeness of the conformal
partial waves one necessarily has to include contributions from other representations such as
the principal series, which has complex weights [40].

The generalised coherent states of SU(2,2) we are using have already been discussed
by various authors. Initially introduced by Graev [41] in 1954, the first applications in the
context of field theory were by Riihl [42-44]; they have also played a role in for example
[39, 45-48], which includes more recent work.

This paper is structured as follows: in section 2 we construct oscillator representations for
Verma modules of the global conformal algebra in both two and four dimensions. We derive
and subsequently solve the defining differential equations of the oscillator wavefunctions and
introduce a diagrammatic language in section 3. Using these wavefunctions, we compute
the two- and three-point correlation functions in section 4. In section 5, we calculate the
n-point comb channel conformal block in two dimensions and the scalar four-point block with
scalar exchange in four dimensions. We conclude with a summary and an outlook to various
interesting future directions.

In order to compare the constructions in two and four dimensions, each section intro-
duces first the two-dimensional case and in the following subsection the four-dimensional one,
highlighting similarities and differences, as the approach in the latter is more involved.

2 Construction of Oscillator Representations

We construct unitary irreducible representations for the Verma module of the (global) confor-
mal algebra in both two and four dimensions by means of coherent states. These oscillator
representations are defined on a weighted Bergman space over homogeneous spaces of SU(1, 1)
and SU(2,2), respectively. The existence of a reproducing kernel and its expansion in terms
of an orthogonal basis is a key feature for later explicit calculations, e.g. of conformal blocks.

2.1 Oscillator Representations in Two Dimensions

The Lorentzian global conformal group in two dimension is given by SO(2,2), its Lie algebra
splits into two sectors, each being isomorphic to su(1,1). It is customary to call them holomor-
phic and anti-holomorphic sector and focus on only one of them. Since our aim is to compute
conformal blocks in Euclidean space, we are in the following considering the corresponding
highest-weight representations of the Euclidean conformal algebra.’

The Verma module of each of those sectors can be represented as the subspace of holo-
morphic functions of L?(D), i.e. as weighted Bergman spaces #L?(D) that we label by the

!These representations of the Euclidean conformal algebra are not unitary but only correspond to unitary
representations of the Lorentzian conformal algebra after Wick rotation, which is why they are sometimes
dubbed “physical representations” [40].



conformal weight h. This is naturally a unitary irreducible representation of the su(1,1)
discrete series due to the isomorphism of the complex unit disc D = SU(1,1)/U(1).

To be more explicit, the weighted Bergman spaces are Hilbert spaces with respect to the
inner product?

_ 2, _
() = T [ =S Fat) = [ lduds Tl (211)

that explicitly depends on the conformal weight h. Our notation is based on [38] and [49].
The weighted-L? condition precisely requires finite induced norms ||f|| < co. Indeed, for
h > 1/2, the monomials ¢,,(u) =« form an orthogonal basis since the inner product gives

n!
moany = 2.1.2
(0" 0") = GO, (212
Here (2h),, = L@h+n) s the Pochhammer symbol.

T2h)
A well-know feature arising from the fact that point-evaluations f +— f(u) are linear

functionals on the Bergman space is the unique reproducing kernel Kp(u', ). Its defining
property is the reproducing identity

ful) = / (duly Ko (', ) f () (2.1.3)

from which we obtain an integral representation of the projector. For the weighted Bergman
space ”HL[%(ID), this reproducing kernel takes the compact form

Kp(u',a) = (1 —u'a)™. (2.1.4)

An oscillator representation of one sector of the global conformal algebra sl(2, R) (which
is isomorphic to su(1,1)) maps its generators L,, to differential operators £,, for n = 0, %1,

£1 =0y, Lo =udy, +h, £ =u?0, + 2hu, (2.1.5)

acting on functions of the Bergman space. This defines a highest-weight representation with
highest-weight state ¢p(u) = 1 that is an eigenfunction of £y to the eigenvalue h and is
annihilated by £;. Iteratively acting with the lowering operator £_; gives monomials which
form an orthogonal basis of the representation space. One can directly check the adjoint
relation (£,)" = £_,, that holds with respect to the inner product of the Bergman space.

To highlight the Verma module structure of the oscillator representation, let us use the
familiar bra-ket notation: an sl(2, R)-Verma module is spanned by a highest-weight state |h)
and its descendants |h,n) = (L_1)"|h). We can draw the connection to the holomorphic
functions spanning the Bergman space with the help of generalised coherent states

oo

@) = |a)y, = e™L1 |h) = Z Z—T Ih,n) . (2.1.6)

n=0

2The constant prefactor is chosen in such a way that the constant 1-function has unit norm. Note that we
chose the measure d*u = 2dxz dy where u = = + iy and dz as well as dy is the usual Lebesgue measure on the
real line.



Clearly, the wavefunctions (u|h,n) reproduce the monomial basis of the Bergman space up
to normalisation. Note that the states |u) are chosen to be anti-holomorphic in the oscillator
variable u such that the wavefunctions (u|f) = f(u) are holomorphic for any given vector |f)
in the Verma module. This choice is in agreement with the inner product

(flg) = (fIPnlg) = /[dU][h (fla) {ulg) = /[dU][th(U) =(f.9), (2.1.7)

where we used 1 = Py, = [[du]p, |u)(@| when restricting from the whole CFT Hilbert space
to a specific Bergman space ’HL[%(ID). We encode the action of the generators on the states
via (u|Lyp|f) = £, (u|f) = £,f(u) in terms of the oscillator representation on holomorphic
functions.

2.2 Oscillator Representations in Four Dimensions

In four dimensions, the Lorentzian conformal group is given by SO(4,2). Its Lie algebra is
isomorphic to su(2,2) and we construct, analogously to two dimensions, a unitary represen-
tation of su(2,2) by considering the quotient space of SU(2,2) by its maximally compact
subgroup?

Dy = SU(2,2)/(SU(2) x SU(2) x U(1)). (2.2.1)

This is a natural matrix-valued generalisation of the two dimensional unit disk D to (2 x 2)-
matrices U such that 1 — UUT > 0, i.e. 1 — UUT is positive-definite. Maybe more intuitively,
Dy is an open ball of eight real dimensions. For more details on Dy, see for example [46, 50].

One sees directly that a representation of su(2,2), which is constructed by induction of the
maximally compact subgroup in equation (2.2.1) is characterised by the scaling dimension A
and the two spins j; and jo. However, we restrict ourselves here to the scalar case j; = jo =0
such that we consider HL%(Dy). Its inner product is given by

o) =o | g ppmes e = [ WLTT6w) @22

where dU denotes the Lebesgue measure on C2*2 and the prefactor

cp = %(A —1)(A —2)*(n—3) (2.2.3)

is chosen such that the constant 1-function has unit norm. Although this definition seems
problematic for e.g. A = 3, it can be extended to all values A > 2 [42]. We base our notation
on [46, 48].

In the following, we extensively work with a basis of orthogonal homogeneous polynomials
for the weighted Bergman space. The basis functions

phm (U) = det(U)™DJ (V) (2.2.4)

b
a,qb qa,qp

%Note that not only the Lie algebras are the same, but also that D4 coincides with SO(4,2)/(SO(4) x SO(2))
as discussed in [50].



can be seen as enhancement of the Wigner D-matrices for SU(2)

: (J+qa)'(J — <J+qb>< J—a > O
DI U) = U ’LLJ Ga— ’LLJ qb— qa— Qb
qm%( ) \/(] +Qb | j _qb | Z 1112 21

—qa — Gb
(2.2.5)
where k runs from max(0, g, + ¢) to min(j + gq, j + g»). The parameters m € N and j € N/2

are independent, while ¢4, q, = —j,—j + 1,...,j. As was shown in [46], the basis functions
obey the orthogonality relation

(B3 ) = /D AUt (U) &2 (U) = (NI™) 28, 0B Py (2:2.6)

where the normalisation is given by

; 2j+1/m+A—-2\m+2j+A—-1
Jm . 2.2.
Na \/A—1< A—2 >< h—2 > (22.7)

Similarly to the construction in two dimensions, this Bergman space gives rise to a reproducing

kernel K, (U,U’) that can be expanded in terms of the basis functions

Kup(U,U') =det™ (1 —UT U’)

= Z Z (NE™2grm (U)gim (U') (2.2.8)

]6[N/2 m=0 ga,qp=—J

= Z N2 (U) s, (U)

dasdy
which is defined for A € N and A > 2 and where we introduced short-hand notation for the
sum in the last step.

To define the oscillator representation in four dimensions, we first have to represent the
matrix domain Dy in coordinates using the Pauli matrices o# as basis for (2 x 2)-matrices. In
particular, we choose coordinates w,, to parameterise the points of the Bergman domain as

U = woo® — iwyo' — iwyo? — iwzo®. (2.2.9)

This allows us to represent the generators D, P*, K* and M of the conformal algebra as
differential operators acting on HL32(D4)

P =0H, K" =w?o* — 2uwHw,0° — 2wt A,

(2.2.10)
D =w, 0"+ A, MM = who” — w”oH |
with w? = w,w”. Note that the generators obey the commutation relations
(B, B]=0, (D, P+ = P, [V, PP = —6HPPY 4 VPP, (2.2.11a)
[RH, RY] = D, 8] = g*, [ RP] = —0MPRY + §"PRY . (2.2.11Db)
R CD] 0, [RF, PBY] = 2(M* + 6" D), (2.2.11c¢)
[N IMPO] = —oHPIMYT — GYIIMMP + SYPIRKT + SHIOMVP (2.2.11d)



Moreover, the representation obey the adjoint relations
(p) =~ () = o o -9 (2.2.19)

with respect to the inner product (2.2.2). This can be explicitly checked using the action of
the generators on the basis functions, see appendix A.1. Note that equations (2.2.11) allow
for Euclidean highest-weight representations that, after Wick rotation, correspond to unitary
irreducible highest-weight representations of su(2,2).

Quite similarly to the oscillator representation in two dimensions, our analogue construc-
tion in four dimensions has the structure of a (generalised) Verma module. Typically, one
defines the higher-dimensional Verma module V, starting from a highest-weight state |A) that
is annihilated by all generators K* of special conformal transformations (SCT). Its descen-
dants, arising from iterative action of translation generators P*, span the module. However,
in our representation the constant highest-weight wavefunction ¢8:8 = (U|p) = 1 is anni-
hilated by all derivatives, i.e. B,1 = 0, and the SCT generators span the representation

space
2 3 .
HL7(Dy) = span { | |u:0 8 lin, =0,1,... 5. (2.2.13)

Hence, the connection between the “abstract” generator L € {D,P* M* K"} acting on
vectors and the corresponding differential operator £ € {D,PH M KH*} acting on wave-
functions must read

(UILIf) = £H(U|f) = £TF(U). (2.2.14)

We again choose our notation such that the wavefunctions (U|f) = f(U) are holomorphic in
U for any given vector |f) in the Verma module. Note that in two dimensions the adjoint
is implicitly worked into the analogue equation (u|L,|f) = £, (u|f) = £,f(u) to match
notation in [38].

3 Derivation and Solutions of Oscillator Wave Equations

Based on the oscillator representations, we now introduce the formalism we use to compute
conformal blocks in both two and four dimensions. This involves oscillator wavefunctions
that can be understood as wavefunctions of the respective Bergman space, parameterised by
a point z in a two- or z,, in four-dimensional Euclidean space.

3.1 Oscillator Wave Equations in Two Dimensions

As a next step towards the computation of conformal blocks from oscillator representations,
we introduce holomorphic primary operators Oy labelled by their conformal weight h and
defined through their action on the vacuum state Oy (0)|0) = |h) at the origin*. Shifting the

4For the sake of a more transparent notation, especially when dealing with higher-point blocks, we use h
for the conformal weight (of an external operator) and h for the weights of the representation on the Bergman
space, similar to [8].



primary operator to an arbitrary point on the complex plane (more precisely, the Riemann
sphere) and taking the product with a coherent state, defines the wavefunction®

P(z;u) = Y n(z;u) = n(u|Or(2)[0) (3.1.1)

as an element of ’HL[%([D) for any given point z. To compute this function, we use that the
commutators of the global conformal generators with primary operators can be represented
as differential operators acting on the primary, i.e.

[Ln, On(2)] = —L£,0p(2),  Ln=—2"T10, — (n+1)h2". (3.1.2)

Note that £, acts with respect to the position variable z and explicitly depends on the

conformal weight h, while £, acts with respect to the oscillator variable v and depends on

the Bergman weight h. We sometimes write ££f) and Q%u) to highlight this dependency. From

equation (2.1.5) it is clear that these generators are adjoint to the oscillator generators, up

to an extra minus sign, £ = —2(_2%. Since the vacuum state satisfies Ly, |0) = 0, we obtain

the linear partial differential equations
0= (u|Op(2)Ln|0) = (u|L,On(2) = [Ln, On(2)]10) = (L4 + L) ¥n(z;u) (3.1.3)

for n = 0,£1. We refer to this type of equation as oscillator equation for the oscillator
wavefunction 1 (z;u). The solution to (3.1.3) (up to a constant prefactor) is given by

V(zu) = (1 — zu) 64 . (3.1.4)
In similar fashion to v (z;u), we define the anti-holomorphic wavefunction
X(z;0) = xnn(z;u) = (0|0 (2)|a)y, (3.1.5)

corresponding to the conjugate of a displaced primary state. Repeating the steps from above,
we obtain a system of differential equations

0= (—2") + LE)xn(z ) (3.1.6)
that suffices to fix x(z;a) as its solution, reading
Xi(z@) = (2 — @) 72" o (3.1.7)

Note that the wavefunction y has the form of a conformal two-point function — this is because
its oscillator equation resembles the corresponding conformal Ward identity.

Sometimes 1(z;u) is called the in-going and x(z, @) the out-going wavefunction. Together,
we refer to them as first-level wavefunctions because they contain one operator insertion each.
Unsurprisingly, the second-level wavefunctions

¥(21, 22 u) = Vhy ho b(215 223 0) = n(u]Op, (21)Ony (22)]0) (3.1.8)
X (21, 223 W) = Xhy hoh(21, 223 U) = (0[O, (21)Ongy (22) |0y, (3.1.9)

®Note that wavefunctions in two-dimensions were already derived in [38].



contain two primary operators inserted at the points z; and z9. The additional primary
compared to the first-level wavefunctions translates to an extra commutation one has to
perform in the derivation of the corresponding differential equations, leading to an additional
differential operator. Thus, the oscillator equations for the second-level wavefunctions read

0= (M + L3 + LE) (21, 225 1) (3.1.10)
0= (—f}(_ﬂ% + £ 4 £62Y (21, 20 ). (3.1.11)

Solving (3.1.10) and (3.1.11), we find the following explicit expressions for the second-level
wavefunctions

P(z1, 295 u) = 20 M2 (1 = zu)hehh () gy ) —hhe (3.1.12)

X(z1, 205 @) = 20y M2 () — g)heh=hi (5, — g)a—h—he (3.1.13)

with z;; = 2; — z; as usual.

As we will see later on, these oscillator wavefunctions are the fundamental ingredients
for the computation of conformal blocks in the oscillator formalism. However, to approach
higher-point blocks we need one more wavefunction which is the matrix element

Q25 u1,U2) = Dy hy (251, U2) = 1y (ua|On(2)|U2)y, - (3.1.14)
Once more, we can derive a set of oscillator equations

0= [hl<U1’LnOh(Z) — Oh(Z)Ln - [Lna Oh(z)”a2>[hz

. (3.1.15)
= (glw) 2(_1%) + L) Q(z;uq, U2)
fixing (z;u1, u2), and obtain the result
Q(z;u1,02) = (2 — )M ™27 (1 — zug)P2~P=h(1 — g ap)h—Pa—he (3.1.16)

Note that the oscillator wavefunctions are not completely independent and, for example,
the functional dependence of 1 and €2 on their respective three arguments is the same. This
observation manifests itself as the identity

Dh g oy (25 W23 U1) = Do (2, 22501 | _hy = by (25 U1, U2) - (3.1.17)

29=1z2,h2

We put this correspondence to use later on in the inductive computation of the n-point comb
channel block.

It may be worth pointing out that one does not gain any further insight from studying
higher-level oscillator equations. Starting at third-level they no longer suffice to completely
fix the wavefunctions.



For developing an intuition, it proves helpful to introduce a diagrammatic language for
the wavefunctions:

X(z,0) = Z @ ----- ©U | y(zu) = UO------ oz
29 2
X(21,22,1) = --Eh---G)u ; (21, 22, u) uo---ﬂl--
1 z 22
Oz, w1, 02) = ulo__ﬁ__]__[h_g__@% (3.1.18)

Therein, the dashed lines are labelled by the weight of the Bergman space, while solid lines
correspond to the weights of the primaries. Besides the labels, these diagrams are not modified
when we discuss the four-dimensional case.

3.2 Oscillator Wave Equations in Four Dimensions

Two-dimensional conformal field theories split into two analytically independent sectors, each
respectively dependent on a complex variable z and Z. In four dimensions, there is no such
split, so we define a CFT on four-dimensional (conformally compactified) Euclidean space with
real coordinates (xg,z1,22,73). We map these coordinates to a complex matrix X € C2*2
through the Pauli matrix basis

X = 290" +iz10 +ize0? +ivzod. (3.2.1)
Note the different sign convention in contrast to equation (2.2.9), the parametrisations of U
and X are chosen in such a way that their contraction (modulo normalisation) gives d,, x*u",
see e. g. [51].

We restrict ourselves to external scalar primary operators Oa(X) and because we also
only consider the scalar contribution to the OPE, we focus on the subspace @ Va C Hcrr.
Again, operator insertions at the origin Oa (0) create highest-weight states as Oa(0) |0) = |A).
Conceptually, most parts of the derivations in two dimensions can then be extended to four
dimensions: as in two dimensions, the holomorphic wavefunction is defined by

Y(X;U) = haa(X;U) = a(U]Oa(X)|0) (3.2.2)
whereas the anti-holomorphic wavefunction is given by
X(X;UT) = xan(X;UT) = (0] 0A(X) [UT),, - (3:2.3)

Note that we have chosen our notation in a way that makes the dependence of x on UT
explicit. The defining oscillator equations for (3.2.2) and (3.2.3) can be derived analogously

— 10 —



to two dimensions, with the generators acting on the wavefunctions as defined in equation
(2.2.14):

(_ £@ 4 g(w)T> (z;w) = 0 (3.2.4)
T v p% x;w =0. L.
<£< >+£<w>) (2;@) = 0 (3.2.5)

Here we are using the coordinate notation introduced in section 2.2, as the differential oper-
ators are given in terms of the coordinates w, and x, instead of the corresponding matrices
U and X. In the adjoint representation, the generators £*) acting with respect to the
coordinates x, are given by

Pu=0,, K= x28u — 2x,2°0, — 2z,

D=za"0,+A, My =2x,0,—2x,0,. (3.2:6)
Now one finds that for the wavefunction x(x;w) the oscillator equations read
(D) +2)) x(x (3.2.7a)
( Py +‘43(w> (3.2.7b)
(K + &) x( (3.2.7¢)
(Mfw) + imffﬁ’) X(z;w) = 0. (3.2.7d)

Similar to two dimensions, they resemble the conformal Ward identities, such that the solution
can be directly found as

xa:) = (2 —5)?) " oan. (3.2.8)

This expression can be translated back to the matrix notation by a straightforward calculation,
yielding

X(X;UY) = det™2(X — UM dan. (3.2.9)

Accordingly, for the holomorphic wavefunction v (z; w) one gets the following set of equations:

( D@ 4 ) W@ w) = (3.2.102)
(p(x + &) ) W(z;w) = (3.2.10b)
(1 + ) s w) = (3.2.10¢)

<M(f” +9m() ) (@ w) = (3.2.10d)

— 11 —



solved by
—A
Y(zyw) = (1 —2w-x+ w2x2) San=det™(1 -~ UX) a4, (3.2.11)

with w -z = w,a*. We evidently find that the first-level wavefunctions in (3.2.9) and (3.2.11)
have the same structure as the Bergman kernel in (2.2.8), as was the case in two dimensions.
We continue by defining second-level wavefunctions featuring two primary operator in-

sertions

X(X1, X3 UT) = xay0,0(X1, Xo;UT) = (0104, (X1)0a,(X2)|UT), (3.2.12)
1)[) (Xl, Xg; U) = TZ)Al,Ag,A (Xl, Xg; U) == A<U|0A1 (Xl)OAQ(X2)|0> (3213)

as well as the matrix element Q(X; Uy, Ug ) depending on two oscillator variables:
QX; U1 US) = Qo (X U1, US) = 4, (U1 OA(X)|US),, - (3.2.14)

These obey oscillator equations with three differential generators, namely:

0= <£(“7) + L&) 4 5(“)) x(x1, ;W) (3.2.15)
0= (2“”” yC .c(“)) W@, za3w) (3.2.16)
0= <£(“’1)T —g@) _ £(x)) Q(x; w1, wa) . (3.2.17)

The results of the corresponding oscillator equations are given by

X(X1, Xo; UT) = det™@(X; — Ut det?(Xy — UT) det 77 (X — X»), (3.2.18)
V(X1,X0;U) =det™ (1 — UX;) det ™2 (1 — UXy) det™(X; — X3), (3.2.19)

with exponents
1 1 1
a=5(A1+4-A4s), B=§(A2+A—Al), 7=§(A1+A2—A). (3.2.20)

Much like in two dimensions, the function €2 can be retrieved by Q(X; Uy, U;r) =P(X, UT; Uy),
yielding

Q(X; Uy, UJ) = det™ (1 — U1 X)det 2 (1 — U, US) det =7 (X — UJ) (3.2.21)
where the modified exponents read:
.1 ~ 1 .1
azE(A+A1—A2), 6:§(A2+A1—A), 7:§(A—|—A2—A1). (3.2.22)

We have now gathered all the necessary ingredients for the computation of conformal blocks
and start with lower-point correlation functions.
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4 Two- and Three-Point Correlation Functions

To demonstrate the formalism, we give the step-by-step calculation of the easiest non-trivial
cases: the two- and three-point correlation functions. We compute them by inserting a
complete set of states of the CFT Hilbert space Hcpr into the correlation functions.

4.1 Two- and Three-Point Functions in Two Dimensions

By definition, P, projects from the holomorphic sector of the CFT Hilbert space Hcerr =BV
onto one specific Verma module Vj, and thus 1 = ), Py. The insertion of a projector Py,
on ’HL,%(ID) into the two-point function can be thought of as placing Py, as a surface operator
on the circle that separates the two points z; and z9 [7, 52]. The integral representation
of the projector on the Bergman space gives us an expression involving the aforementioned
first-level wavefunctions:

(O, (21)Ony(22)) = Z (O, (21)Pr Oy (22))
h
_ g[h: /D [du]t, (0|0, (1)) (u] O, (22)[0)
— Eﬂ;/u)[du]uq X(21; W)Y(22;u)

= Z / [du][h (21 — ﬂ)_2[h(1 — zgu)_%&hhh 6[h,h2 .
h D

(4.1.1)

As expected, we only obtain a non-vanishing two-point function for hy = he. By expanding
each wavefunction into monomials through the binomial theorem and using the inner product
(2.1.2), we find

(On, (21)Opy (22)) = 27 M f: (—1)mtn <_2h1> <_2h1>z;ng /D [dup, W™ " 61,y

m n
m,n=0

> —2h1 —2h1 —2h1—m _.m m'
:Z< - >< o )Zl L=t méhm (4.1.2)

m=0

—2h
= (k1 — Z2) 15h1,h2 ;

where in the last step we rewrote the binomial coefficients in terms of Pochhammer sym-
bols and resummed using the binomial theorem. Note that diagrammatically we have just
computed

/[du][h 2 @------ ®u UuO------ 02 — 210——O 2 (4,1_3)
D

— 13 -



In the case of the three-point function, we have some freedom in where to insert the
projector. The following choice gives

(On,(21)Onyf22) Ony(23)) = Y _ (O, (21) Oy (22)PrOny (23))
h

-y /D (A, (0[O, (21) Oy (22) @) (1] Oy (25)]0)
" (4.1.4)
-Y /D s (21, 725 )9 (255 u)

= hy—hahs /D (dulpg (21 — @)=~ (y — P —ha—ha (1 _ gy =2hs

In the last step, the sum has been evaluated as the first level wavefunction comes with a oy, .
Expanding this again in monomials and using once more the orthogonality relation (2.1.2),
we find the expected result

(O, (21)Ony (22)Ony (23) ) = 2yt h2thay n—hatha o da=hs i (4.1.5)
One can easily check that all other possible projector insertions give the same result.

4.2 Two- and Three-Point Functions in Four Dimensions

The two-point correlation function of scalar operators is computed conceptually in the same
way as in two dimensions, but now we insert a projector P, on the sphere that separates X;
from Xs, which leads to

<OA1 (Xl)oAz (X2)> = Z <OA1 (Xl)[PAOAz (X2)>
A

=3 [ 14U 0102, (X)IU7) (U102, (X)) (12.1)
A 4

=Y / [dU]a det™21(X; — UT) det™22(1 — XoU) da, 20A,.0
a VD4

While in two dimensions the next step was an expansion in monomials, here, we expand the
determinants analogously to the kernel in (2.2.8). We explain at the end of section 5 why this
is applicable. After expanding, we evaluate the sum over A such that both Kronecker deltas
reduce to da,.A,, yielding

(On, (X1)0n,(X2)) (4.2.2)
gm g’ m’ . N2 . gy —_— ., .,

o Y (WAPAE) o, (el OXF) [ AU 0 (O (V)8
9a;qb ql,,q; 4
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Next, we use the inner product defined in equation (2.2.6) to perform the integral

(On,(X1)0a,(X2))

. 2 A
j7m j/7m/ 7,1 ] ,m
Ay Ay

SIS

) j -1 3 m’ 40.qy
ga (X1 ) A q (X2 )5j,m,qmzb LIPS

9a:q g’ q' ( j’m>2
a, s A
o 1 (4.2.3)
]7m 2
—2A 1
=z Z ( iT) (Mza,%(Xl ) Ga, qb(X2 )0A1,A,
qa,qp

_ 1
= e~ o) = G e

In the second-to-last step we again used equation (2.2.8) as well as the identity an g (X T) =
Déb,qa (X) for the Wigner D-matrices.

Following the recipe from two dimensions for the computation of the three-point func-
tion leads to a somewhat involved (but possible) calculation, which can be facilitated using
translational invariance:

(O0n,(X1)0n,(X2)0n,(X3)) = (Oa, (X1 — X2)On,(0)0n, (X3 — X2))
= (08,(%1)0,(0)0, (X)) - (4.2.4)
Inserting a projector into this expression gives rise to an integral over wavefunctions

(08,(X1)08,(0)08,(X5) ) = 3 (O, (X1)Pa0,(0)0, (X))
A

=Y [ @l E U)o Sar).  @2s)
n Da
where these wavefunctions evaluated at the suggested points are given by
(0, X3;U) = det™?(1 — X3U) det ™7 (—X3), (4.2.6)
X(X1; UM = 2722 det =21 (1 — UT X7 6a, 40 (4.2.7)

By exploiting translational invariance, we averted the appearance of two determinants de-
pending on U in the wavefunction ).

We calculate the three-point function by expanding the wavefunctions in the same way
as before and performing the sum over A:

ZA:/HD4[dU]/AX(X1;UTW(O,X},;U)

=Y R (—a) /D [dU]p det ™ (1 — X3U) det™21(1 — UTX71) 0,0 (4.2.8)
A 4
2A Jm j m’ . ~ o~ . ey E—
=3 (-E) Y Z( SN el (KT () /D (U] a, 637, (U) &0 (U)
qa,9p qa,qb 4
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Now by evaluating the integral, we can use the orthogonality relation (2.2.6) to perform the
sum over the primed quantities and, with Ay = « + 8, arrive at

Jm N2 ~ . ~
(08, (X1) 02, (X2) 0, (X)) = 72 (=20) 23, Y (NF™) 0, (XD, (X771
qa;qb

= det™(X| — Xo) det P(X; — X3)det ™ (Xo — X3) (4.2.9)

where we apply equation (2.2.8) for the resummation. Rewriting the determinants in coordi-
nate notation, one arrives at the well-known result.

5 Conformal Blocks in the Comb Channel

So far we have computed the lower-point correlation functions to familiarise ourselves with
the formalism. We finally turn to the actual objects of interest: the conformal blocks. In two
dimensions, we start with demonstrating how to compute the easiest case, the four-point block,
and then derive the general n-point block in the comb channel up to technical details, which
are laid out in appendix B.1. We especially highlight the modular nature of the construction.
In four dimensions, we calculate the scalar four-point block with scalar exchange as a proof
of concept.

5.1 Conformal Blocks in Two Dimensions

In the case of the four-point block, we choose our cross-ratio as
_ Z12734
- )
2137224

(5.1.1)

such that for the usual choice of coordinates z; — o0, zo0 = 1 and z4 = 0, we find £ = zs.
Inserting a specific projector Py, allows us to write

(O, (60) Oy ()P Oy (€) Oy (0)) = /D (duly v(00, 1; @) (€, 0 u) (5.1.2)

Note that taking the limit z; — oo for x(z1, 29; %) should be understood as only considering
the coefficient of the leading divergent z; 2 factor®, such that one gets, up to constant
prefactor,

x(00, ;) = (1 — ) —h=h, (5.1.3)
(&, 0;u) = hhahs (1 — gy)ha—hs—h (5.1.4)

Evaluating equation (5.1.2) in the same way as the three-point function gives the expected
result of

h—hy — ho,h — hy — hs

(O, (00)Opy (1)PROny (€)Op, (0)) = €M a=hsy Fy o

€| (5.1.5)

5This is exactly the factor that one gets by writing x in terms of ), i.e. for the first-level wavefunctions
x(z;%) = 27 2Mp(27 1, @),
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The four-point block has already been computed in [38] using this method; next we
compute the higher-point blocks in the same straightforward way. For five points in two
dimensions, there exist two independent cross-ratios. We choose to work with

212235 212245
61 = and 62 = s (516)
213225 214725

as well as the point configuration z; — 0o, 20 = 1, 25 = 0, in which the cross-ratios simplify
to &1 = z3 and & = z4. To obtain the five-point block, we need to insert projectors between
the second and third as well as the third and fourth primary, i.e.

(O, (00)Ohy (1)Ph, Oy (61) Py Ony (€2) O (0))

- /[dul][m /[duz][hz x (00, 1;a1) Q(&15u1, U2) ¥(&2, 05 uz) . (5.1.7)

Note how, compared to the four-point block, the matrix element 2 introduced previously
comes into play allowing us to write the five-point block diagrammatically as

1 §1I &
hy 1 h h uz h
/[dul][hl/[duz][hz e oSN PRl P S (5.1.8)
D D

00 0

Conceptually, the computation of (5.1.7) runs exactly as was presented in detail for
the lower-point correlators: We expand the wavefunctions (3.1.12), (3.1.13) and (3.1.16) in
monomials of the respective oscillator variables and use the orthogonality relation (2.1.2)
to perform the integrals. After some elementary manipulations of the remaining sums and
stripping away the residue of the leg factor’, we arrive at

(O, (00)Ohy (1)Ph, Oy (61) Py Ony (€2)On5(0))

00 1
= g Pehaghemhahs Z Tht EF <£2> (b = hy + ha)ilbe 1 ha = hs)s (5.1.9)

& (2h1)r(2h2);

k,l=0

with coefficients

min(k,l)
h hy — h3)m(hy — b h3)g—m(hy — h3)i—m
o = Z (b1 +ho — h3)m (b1 — bha + h3)g_m(ha — b1 + h3); ‘

m!(k —m)!(l —m)!

(5.1.10)

m=0

This result agrees with the five-point block presented in [53].%
Let us now approach the general n-point comb channel block, first computed in [8]. For
any number n of external primaries, the comb block can be obtained by inserting (n — 3)

"Since we are mainly interested in the bare block, we divide by the leg factor that does not depend on the

inner weights and, thus, is common to all five-point blocks. For the sake of comparison we explicitly state that

—hi1—ha+h3+ha+hs ,—2h3 —2hy ,—hi+ha+hg+hg—hs hi1i—hao—hz—hg—hs
213 1 15 5 :

the leg factor used in this calculation reads z7, 214 Az 25
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projectors sequentially between intermediate pairs of operators, excluding the first and last
pairs. This leads to the following integral expression

Gy ey (21, 20) (5.1.11)
= (Oh, (21)Ohy (22)Phy Ony (23)Pry - - - Py, Ohy_y (Zn—2)Pr, 3 Ohyy (20-1)Oh,, (20))
:/[dul][hl ---/[dun—i’:][hn3X(21722§U1)Q(23§U17U2) o QU2 Up—a, Un—3)Y(Zn—1, Zn; Un—3),

combining both second-level wavefunctions with (n — 4) matrix elements 2, which diagram-
matically amounts to

Z9 Zn—2 Zn—1
hy w hy—4 hn—3 hr—s3
/[dul]ml"'/[dun—3]mn3 ------ ® Ommmmmd ool O------
D D Un—4 Up—3 Un—3
21 Zn

In principle, one can directly compute (5.1.11) in the same way as the five-point block
before. It is more interesting in this context, however, to show-case the modular nature of
the oscillator construction: given an (n — 1)-point block in the comb channel, one can always
compute the corresponding n-point block by using the formal relation (3.1.17). Applying this
to the last € in the integral expression for the n-point block, we rediscover the (n — 1)-point
block, which can be seen diagrammatically as follows:

29 Zn—2 Zn—1
by ur hy—4 hn—3 hp—s3
/[dul]nn'“/[dun—s]hn s - @ 0 Ommm---dooll -® O------
D D Un—4 Up—3 Un-3
21 Zn
22 Z3 Zn—3 Zn—2 Zn—1
[h1 |]'12 [hn—5 [hn—4 [hnf?)
Y TR R S Y T ( o s,
D < hy_s Un—3
21 ® Up—3 Zn

8At first glimpse, their blocks contain slightly different coefficients. However, one can verify that they are
actually the same by comparing the respective generating functions. Note that the coefficients 7, can be
written in terms of a terminating 3 F>-hypergeometric function with unit argument.
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Translating this diagram into integrals, one gets

h h
Gy, (2150005 2n)

= /[dul][hl "'/[dun—4]hn4 /[dun—i’)][hng X (21, 22;01) Q235 ut, U2) . . . Q(20—3; Un—5, Up—1)
X Q(2p—2; Un—1, Un—3)Y(2n—1, Zn; Un—3)

= /[dun—?,]lhng </[du1]nq1"'/[dun—4]nqn4X(Z1,Z2;ﬁ1)9(23;u1,ﬂ2)---Q(Zn—3;un—5,ﬂn—4)
X w(zn—% Upn—3; un—4)> ¢(Zn—1, Zn; un—3)

hi,..shn—2,bhn— _
= /[dun_g][hn3 G[hi:...:[hn,j 3(2’1, ey Bm—2, un_g) 1/J(Zn_1, Zns un_g). (5.1.12)

This observation allows for an inductive computation, similar in spirit to [8], that leads to the
same result. We give the details in appendix B.1 and here only state the form of the n-point
comb block as

h n e n h bA 7
Gyl w21,y zm) = LM (g ) ghten (€, €nms), (5.1.13)

where the leg factor

z h z i 2 z it

23 —2,n—1 2

Lhhn (o 2) = ( ) noen S — (5.1.14)
212713 Zn—2nfn—1,n i1 Zii+1%41,i+2

is universal for all blocks. The bare block

n—3
hl hn h;
3eeey . _ — 'ZF
glhl, obn— 3(617 76” 3) g SZ K 2|]’]17 .. 2[hn 3

hii2,b123, .. h—4n—3n—2, An—3nn-1
7617 7§n 3

(5.1.15)
with b, = h; +h; — hy and hyj, = b; + hj — hy, is a multi-variable hypergeometric function
of the cross-ratios

% 41%i42,i43
g = pdlmAeads (5.1.16)
2ii+2%i+1,i+3

This function Fi defined as

a17b17"' 7bn_47a2
FK ;517"'7§n—3

Cly...,Cn—3
kn—
= i (al)kl (bl)k1+k2 (b2)k2+k3 . (bn_4)kn74+kn,3 (a2)kn73 ﬁ Sn_g?) (5 . 17)
k1,..kn_3 (Cl)k1 s (Cn—3)kn73 k! ky_s! o

is introduced in [8] as the so-called comb function.
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5.2 Conformal Blocks in Four Dimensions

The four-point block Gil’“"A“ in four dimensions can be computed in the same way as in two
dimensions, using the corresponding wavefunctions. Hence, also diagrammatically nothing
changes except the labelling

Xo X3 Xo X3
A A A
> —————— < = / (AUl >------ oUt UO-----
Dy
X1 X4 X, Xy

More specifically, we use global symmetry to set

X, s 00, Xp=1, Xng,:(””“y 0,), X, =0, (5.2.1)
0 z-—1y

such that the second level wavefunction x reduces to the following expression
oA Jm N e
- , ,m 3
x(o0, 13UT) = a8 Y7 (V™) 0l (U) €%, (1), (5.22)
da;q9b

where a:l_zAl is the leading order of the 1 — oo limit as Ay = a++v and 8 = %(A"‘AQ —Ay).

Note that even though X5 = 1 does not lie in D4, one can separately check that this expansion
converges. Similarly to equation (5.2.2), the second-level wavefunctions v containing the
remaining two points can be expanded to

j/7ml -/ 1 2 -/ / -/ /
P(X,0,U) =det (X)) (Ng m ) v ()& (x7) (5.2.3)
94,45,

with 6 = %(Ag +A 4—A)and e = %(A—i—Ag —Ay). Assembling these ingredients, the four-point
block reads

G = (04, (00) 0, (1)PaOA, (X)O4, (0))
- /D (U] x(c0, 1; U (X, 05 )

Jjm j'm’

. 2 -/ i T -/ /
—0 ) -/7 ! / ’ ’ ’
et () 30 30 (gAY o el (X7 [ U1 0 W) ()
dasab q,q), *
g j'm’ (Ng’m/\/gl’m/)z
o -5 '7 j/,ml T j/7m/7q¢l17ql
=det™(X) Y > o, (1) 6, (XT) T S (5.2.4)
9a:9b q},,q; (N/A’ )
j7m 2
— -0 s ]
= det (X) Z ( é,:}ﬁ) 5‘1a7‘1bdetm(X)Déa7Qb(XT) '
qa,qb
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. 2 .
We abbreviated the coefficients as ( é?& and used that D, 4, (1) = &y, ,q,- Now, explicitly
implementing the choice of a diagonal X in (5.2.3) simplifies the Wigner-D matrix. Moving

to complex coordinates z = x + ¢y and z = z — iy, we obtain

e YO o S (A R

m=0jeN/2 q=—j

= (zz)2 3(8=Ds=A) Z Z < ﬁeﬁ) mn msz 7%= (5.2.5)

m=0jeN/2
( —)%(/A—Aa—m

[e9)
2 : mzm 2j+1 =27+1
N z2—Z Z ( ﬁfﬁ) A G

m=0 jeN/2

In the last step, we applied the geometric series. The prefactor of the above result contains a

—Az—A

residue of the leg factor that is (zZ)%( a), Stripping that off, we obtain the bare block

A ...A 2 . _ .
gn 4: Z Z ( 65A> "z (z2]+1—z29+1)_ (5.2.6)

m=0jeN/2
We show in appendix B.2 that this indeed matches the result in [32, 33], as the following
equality holds:

Z > BaA) mam (S g (5.2.7)

m=0;eN/2

=z9k <_i_€; 2) o <_ﬁ _Al’__; a 1; 2) —ZoF <_ﬂA_E; 2) o F <_ﬁ _AL__; a 1; 2) .

Note that both expressions are anti-symmetric in z and Z, since the overall block must be
symmetric.

Throughout the calculation we used the expansion of the wavefunctions in the basis
through (2.2.8) which technically only holds for A > 2. However, as the conformal block
is analytic in A, we can always analytically continue in A to the general solution. Another
option is to directly check if the solution fulfils the Casimir equations for general weights —
which it does.

Another issue with the expansion (2.2.8) that we have not discussed so far, is that it was
originally given for the kernel, which only depends on oscillator variables. However, we also
used it for wavefunctions ¢ and x that both depend on coordinates that a priori do not have
to lie in the ball D4 at all. But if we consider the conformal blocks which we are computing to
arise from an operator product expansion, we already have restrictions on their coordinates:
in the case of the four-point block, we need to be able to separate e.g. Oa,(X1) and Oa,(X2)
from Opa,(X3) and Oa,(X4) through a topological hypersurface such that the enclosed space
has no further operator insertions and can be conformally mapped to an open ball. If we
assume this for X7 to Xy, all the coordinates that the wavefunctions depend on lie inside an
open ball and they can be expanded in terms of the basis.
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6 Conclusion

We have reviewed the oscillator formalism for the two-dimensional global conformal algebra
and put it to use by computing the n-point comb block. We highlighted the relative simplicity
of the approach compared to other derivations. Something that we have not discussed here
are conformal blocks in channels of different topologies on which recently there has been
some focus [19-21] and which are especially interesting from a holographic perspective [22].
For many of these channels that have not yet been computed the oscillator formalism may
prove useful because of its toolbox nature. We then generalised the construction to the four-
dimensional case, where we restricted ourselves to the scalar four-point block with scalar
exchange as a proof of concept to compare the approach in two and four dimensions. The
higher-point blocks are computable with the same approach, but one has to solve integrals
over products of three and more basis functions; this is subject to work in progress. Other
ongoing work in four dimensions includes the generalisation to spinning scalar conformal
blocks [54] as well as blocks containing external primary operators with spin. An exciting
prospect to explore is how the vertex operators introduced in [23-26] can be accounted for in
this framework.

Lastly, it would be very compelling to understand the construction for non-highest weight
representations, such as the principal series of s[(2, C) and the induced representation of bmss
or bms,, which are relevant in the context of celestial and Carrollian CFTs, and explore
how this connects to the shadow formalism. The oscillator formalism for the highest-weight
representations of bmss have been introduced in [55].
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A Unitarity Bounds

We check whether our representation of su(2,2) on HL?*(D4) indeed constitutes a unitary
representation or more precisely, we check whether the corresponding representation of the
Euclidean conformal algebra satisfies reflection positivity. To do so, we first provide how the
generators act on the basis of HL?(Dy).
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A.1 Action of Generators on Basis

For the following part, it turns out that it is more convenient to use the normalised basis

. . . . -/ !
.77m —_ -77m ,m .77m -7 UL f— . .
Py =Ny 4y » (i (’Dq{“q{,) = 0;,50m,m’0qa,q, 0y ¢} -

(A.1.1)

A tedious calculation shows how the su(2,2) generators act on the basis functions cpgﬁ]b of

the Hilbert space. In fact, said polynomials are eigenfunctions of the dilation operator, i. e.

@gpg;’zb = (2] +2m+ A)gpg;’zb .

The generators P of spacetime translations act as

mo jm - _ odmA2i+l j—1/2,m + J+i/2,m J+1/2,m—1
Paasar — Yaa,a qa—1/2,qp—1/2 —qat1/2,—qy+1/2P qa—1/2,q,—1/2
—|—Cj’m+2j+1 j—1/2.m + Jj+1/2,m j+1/2,m—1
—Gas=qb  Tqo+1/2,q4+1/2 datY/2,05+Y/2% qa+1/2,q5+1/2
ml jm  _ odmA2i+l Jj—Y2,m _ Jtl/2m j+1/2,m—1
Pa,ap —qa,qb Gat+1/2,qp—1/2 qa+1/2,—Qb+1/2(an+1/27qt;_1/2
+ C]7m+2.7+1 j_1/27m _ j+1/2,77’l j+1/27m_1
Ga,—Qqp Ga—1/2,qp+1/2 —qa+1/2,qb+1/2(pqa—1/2,qb+1/2
2 j,m —_n ]7m+2]+1 j_1/27m __ j+1/27m j+1/27m_1
P oga =100, hat+1/2,q,—1/2 Zan+1/2,—Qb+1/2(’DQa+1/27Qb_1/2
e dmA2i4+1 j—1/2,m . ~jt+1/2,m j+1/2,m—1
ZCqm—Qb (’an—l/%qb-‘rl/? + ZC_Qa+1/27Qb+1/2(’DQa_l/27Qb+l/2
3 dm  _ ~gmA2i+1 j-Y2m Jjt+i/2m Jj+i/2,m—1
P Pa,ap — anv‘Ib qa—1/2,qy—1/2 + C—Qa+1/27—%+1/2('DQa—l/ZJIb_l/Z
_ C]7m+2]+1 j_1/27m _ j+1/27m j+1/27m_1
~da=0  Paat1/2,a0+Y2 T qat1/2.05+Y/2P g0 +1/2,q5+1/2

The generators 8" of special conformal transformations act as’

ﬁO(pj,m — _dm+l Jj—1/2,m+1 _Cj,m+1 Jj—1/2,m+1
9a,qb qa,qb qa—1/2,qp—1/2 —qa,—qb ¥ qa+1/2,qp+1/2
_ it am 22 yem iy zm 2542 tifam
—qa+1/2,—qp+1/27 ga—1/2,qp—1/2 qa+1/2,g5+1/2 ¥ qa+1/2,q5+1/2
1 gm  _ ~j+Y2,m+2j42  j+1/2,m Jj+1/2,m+2j+2  j+1/2m
R Paa,q = C_Qa+1/27Qb+1/2(pqa_1/27‘1b+1/2 - an‘f'l/?y—Qb+1/2(’0‘1a+1/27%_1/2
_ .]7m+1 j_1/27m+1 _ .77m+1 j_1/27m+1
Ga;—q ¥ qa—1/2,qp+1/2 ~Gast Pga+1/2,q5—1/2
2 gm o tY2mA2i42  j+1/2m G 2mA242  +1/2,m
R Paasar = ZC—qa+1/241b+1/2(pqa—1/2,qb+1/2 + Zan+1/2,—qb+1/2SanJrl/%qb—l/Z
~gymAl j=1/2m4+1 L ~jm4l j—1/2,m+1
+ZC‘1av—‘1b qa—1/2,qp+1/2 C—Qav%(’pqﬁl/?,qb—l/?
R3pIm J+Y2,m+254+2  j+1/2,m _ ~gFY2mA2542 G4t/2m
Paaap dat1/2,q0+1/2 Paa+1/2,q,+1/2 —qat+1/2,~qp+1/2P qa—1/2,05—1/2
L odmAl pitemtl s it /2me
—qa,—qb ¥ qa+1/2,qp+1/2 dasq 7' qa—1/2,qp—1/2

with coefficients

im _ VU +a)G+a)md+m—2) ‘

(A.1.2)

(A.1.3a)

(A.1.3b)

(A.1.3c)

(A.1.3d)

(A.14a)

(A.1.4b)

(A.1.4c)

(A.1.4d)

(A.L5)

qa,qb 2](2] + 1)
%Note that the notation has been clarified compared to [48]. We changed for example the coefficient
Cj+1,m+2j+1 to Cj+1,m+2j+2
—qa+1/2,—q,+1/2 —qa+1/2,—aqp+1/2°
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Finally, the non-vanishing components of the tensor 9" generating Lorentz transforma-
tions act as

MEh, = (@0 + a)og, My, = a0 — @)y, (A.1.6)

Mol =5 <\/(J o+ 10— )1 VU0 —da+ Do, (ALTa)

+VU+ta+ DG -a)el Vit e —a+ 1)903;72;)—1)

Mol =5 <\/(J F o+ 10— )1 — VU0 —da+ e, (ALTD)

VG F @06 - @ VG B D )

Mol =5 (\/(,7 o+ 1)~ 41— VU@ —da+ Dy, (ALTe)

VTG @) Vi T @)~ a+ Ve, )
M2 =2 (Vi + aat D0 — e ig, + V0T @l —dat Doy, (ALTd)

VG OG- @) VGGt D )

A.2 Computation of Unitarity Bounds

Using the action of the generators on the basis, we can straightforwardly compute the unitarity
bounds through

.I>
||PuN“‘Pu2Pu1 |A>||:<A (PHN"'PAQPIH) PHN"'PMQPAH |A>

[dU]A <A| Kul T KHN |UT> <U| PHN ’ "PMPM |A>

I
5

=/ﬂmmﬁanaw-~an&nAMUuaN~f@R“m>

= /ID4 [AU]p &L - 8 81 AW .. g g

= (S SRR s
0

(A.2.1)

where we used equation (2.2.14) together with equation (2.2.12). Since A € R we ﬁ(?) = ﬁgf).

Furthermore, the semi-definiteness in the last step follows from the action of the SCT's on the
. . . 0,0

normalised basis in equation (A.1.4) and ¢y = 1.

B Correspondence with Literature

In this appendix we first provide computational details to the induction of the n-point comb
block, which we started in equation (5.1.12). Next, a brief review of the conformal four-point
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block in the case of an internal primary with scaling dimension A and spin j is presented.
We demonstrate that the result derived through the oscillator formalism in section 5.2 aligns
with the ones in the literature for the scalar case.

B.1 The n-point Comb Block in Two Dimensions

To inductively evaluate (5.1.12), we plug in the result for the (n — 1)-point comb block
according to equation (5.1.13) and obtain for the n-point block

B,k
Ihi,...,ﬂw:fg (21,5 2n)
h1 n—>5
2 223 hp—3—hn— —\—hyp—3+hn,— —\—hp_3—hp_ h; hy—
:/[d u]< > Znis?n—él Z(Zn_3—u) n—3+hn 2(zn_2—u) n—3—hn 21_[51'2(5@) n—4
212213 Pty
n—4 hiva
i i+2 . hi12,h123, ... ;g n-3n—2
H - ¢(Zn—lyznau)FK aglv"'vgn—f))gﬂ
0\ Ziit 121,42 2hy, ..., 2hp—g

with hjr = by + hj — hy and hyjr, = by + hj — hy, and & = Zn—dn=3(Zn-2"Un=3) ~ Note that

Zn74,n72(zn73_ﬂn73) '
&z is just the (n — 4)th cross-ratio of the (n — 1)-point block, where the last point z,_; was

replaced with an oscillator variable @. Next, we set z,_1 = 0 and take the limit z,_o — oc.

. . Zn— — .
In this choice, & = % and the last three cross-ratios read
n— n—

Zn—5,n—4 Zn—4,n—3 Zn
R N (B.11)
Zn—5n—3 Zn—3 Zn—3

whereas the other cross-ratios remain unchanged. Furthermore, we expand the remaining
factors that depend on oscillator variables into monomials
hlv"'vhn

Ghl,...,hn,3(217"'7ZN—2 — 00707271) (B12)
h1 n—4 hit1 hn—2 n—3
— 223 zi7i+2 _Zn_g —hnfl—hn ﬂ%
- 2 (—2n) 52
212713 el Zii+1%i41,i42 Zy 9 pale
o k kn—4a
Z (_1)kn,3+kn,2i Sni4 _lhn—3,n—4,n—2 —kn_a _hn—3,n,n—1 (h )
k’ll e % 4! k 5 k ) 112 )ky
kl,...,kn,2:O n— n— n—

(h123)ky+ko - - - (hn—5n—40—3)k 5+kn_4
(2”’]1)]{1 oo (2[}\”_4)]{:”74

We perform the integral making use of orthogonality to terminate the sum over k,_o and

—kn_s k. A
(hr—4,n—31n-2)kn_14%n_3 3 gkn-2. /[dzu]uk” 3y fn—2

obtain the expression

hy n—4 hit1 hn—2 n—3
< 223 > H  RLit2 —Zn-3 (—z )—hnfl_hn th
3 n i

212213 i \ Bt %142 Zn—2 i=1

o k kn_4
11 §n7i4 _lhn—3,n—4,n—2 - kn—4 _hn—3,n,n—1 h h
E o REE . ! (h112) 8y (Pr—4n-3n—2)kn_4
ot yein—g=0 1 n—4 n=3 n—3

(h123)ky 4k - - - (D5 n—40—3) k5 +kn_a

kn73
- B.1.3
(201, - - (2hn—3)k, s En"3 3 ( )
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In the last step, we rearranged powers of points and their differences in a convenient way such
that we obtain the cross-ratios from (B.1.1).

Writing the binomial coefficients in terms of Pochhammer symbols and rearranging gives
us the final result

hi,ecoshn
Gy, b (215000 202 = 00,0, 2,)
hy n—4 hit1 hp—2 n—3

== 223 7Zi7i+2 _Zn—g _hnfl_hn Ihz
- H . . . 2 (_ZTL) H fz

212713 i—1 Zii+1%i+1,i+2 Zn_o palet

kn—
i i gnigg . (h112)k1 ([h123)k1+k2 e ([hn_47n_37n_2)kn—4+kn73 (hn—?),n,n—l)kn,g
PR k’l' o kn—3! (2”’11)]61 PN (2[]’%_3)]%73
hi,....h

=LMoot (2 2ag = 00,0, 2n)ghi:...:nw:,3(zlv ey Zp—g — 00,0, 2p). (B.1.4)

This perfectly matches the result from [8].

B.2 The Scalar Four-Point Block in Four Dimensions

The four-point block with spinning inner weight in four dimensions is computed in [32, 33].
Let us quickly review the results for comparison. For four points zg, x1, 2, x3, there exist
two independent cross-ratios v and v,

2 .2 2 .2

_ T12%34 _ 14723
=55, V= —5—57, (B.2.1)

T13%24 T13%24
where we adapted the usual notation z;; = |z; — ;| . Moreover, we can reparameterise the
cross-ratios in terms of new variables (z,2) via v = 2Z and v = (1 — 2)(1 — 2). Expressed

through these, the four-point block is given by

1 _ M ta, A+ A+a—1,+b—-1 _
GAl’-”"A4 _ A1+1zA2 F ) . F ’ .
0.)) Pl AR o, ) 2o — 2 ’Z

— (24 2) ) (B.2.2)
with parameters

1 . 1
)\1:§(A+j), CL:§(A2—A1),
1 1
- TN
n=teoq), b=lay-a,

where (A, j1 = j,j2 = j) are scaling dimension and spin of the internal primary. Note that the

(B.2.3)

second summand in equation (B.2.2) is necessary to make the block manifestly symmetric in
the two variables. In the scalar case j = 0, one has \; = Ay = % and thus the first part of
the conformal block reads

2 1 1 1 1
sA sh+Db sA —1,sA+b—1
(ZZ)2 z 2F1 (2 +CZ + ;Z) 2F1 <2 ta A ’ 9 + ;Z) . (B.2.4)

Z—z
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In the following, we show that our result in equation (5.2.6) actually matches equation
(B.2.4). Setting k = 2j + 1, we express the coefficients of (5.2.6) in terms of Pochhammer
symbols as follows

o= (77 (7 (77

(a-1k (")) (M)

= B.2.5)
_ _ m+A—2\ (m+k+A—2 (
(B=-D—1) ("% ) (M)
_ k A—1 (B=Dm(B = Dmik(e = Dmle = Dk

ml(m + k) (B—1)(e — 1) @ Dn(&— Dy '

In the last step, we used the identity (“J;m) = (a:ll!)m. Next, we expand the first factor and,
. . o (a—l)m .

after some rearranging and using that (a),,—1 = -—1 » arrive at

j,m o 1 1 A—1
(Né’e?‘@ N <(m +k—Dm!  (m—1D)!(m+ k)‘) (B—-1)(e—1)
(5 - 1)m(ﬁ - 1)m+k(5 - 1)m(5 - 1)m+k
(& = Dm (L = D)yt

B.2.6
1 D@m= Dule = D (20
(m + k- 1)'m' (A)m-i-k—l(A - 1)m
_ 1 (B)m—l(e)m—l(ﬁ — 1)m+k(5 - 1)m+k
(m — 1)i(m + )l BB~ Vs |
Inserting helpful zeros of the form 0 A—12)m -1 A—12)m in the first summand and m —
m in the second summand, (B.2.6) amounts to
(B)m-i—k—l(g)m—i-k—l(ﬁ — 1)m(5 - 1)m < 1 1 1 )
_ — + B.2.7
(m+ k= DI B)mss s S B (B.27)
B (B)m—l(g)m—l(ﬂ - 1)m+k(€ - 1)m+k < 1 _ 1 + 1 >
(m = D(m + k) (B)m—1 (A =Dmsr (B=2)msr (A= 2)msk

Finally, one arrives at

( -J,m >2 o 1 (B)m—l—k—l(g)m—l—k—l(ﬂ - 1)m(5 - 1)m
(

Beb)  (m+k —1)lm! (D) pak—1(A —2)p,
- 1 (/B)m—l(g)m—l(/@ - 1)m+k(‘€ — 1)m+k (B.2.8)
(m—1)!(m+ k)! (BA)—1 (D — 2)mrk
m+k—1;m m—1;m—+k
=ity e

where we introduced the coefficients®

. 1 1(6—-1 —1
Cg’b-/A _ 1 (Bal€)a 1 (B—1)p(e—1) ‘ (B.2.9)
b TG (B)a B (b—2)
10Note that these coefficients become ill-defined for a,b = —1, however, we can simply set those coefficients

to zero. In particular, with this convention equation (B.2.6) holds even for m = 0.
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Plugging this result into the sum (5.2.6) and performing elementary index shifts, we find

2 oo
(Zzi)z Z Z (Ng:ZIJA)2zm2m(Z2j+l )

(22)§ — m+k—1m m—1m+k\ m-m/_k _k
- ZZ(Cﬁ,e;/A " Chen )Z (-2
m=0

(22) — ab a+1zb b-a+1 — azb b-a+1 a+1zb
=3 DD CHLaTE =t =y Y TG (P - )

b=0 a=b a=0 b=a-+1

— (zZ) iica;b (Za—i-lgb_zbga—i-l)
B Be;

— (22)= z9l <ﬂ76;2> o F1 (ﬂ _AL_EQ_ 1§Z> —(ze2) |, (B-2.10)

which concludes the comparison.
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