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Correlators of N = 4 SYM on real projective space at strong coupling
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We consider type IIB supergravity on a Z2 quotient of AdS5×S5 as the holographic dual of strongly
coupled 4d N = 4 SYM on RP4 space with the gauging of charge conjugation. Using bootstrap
techniques, we determine all two-point functions of 1

2
-BPS operators of arbitrary weights at the

leading order in the large central charge expansion.

Introduction. Placing theories on nontrivial back-
grounds is interesting because it gives access to features
which are otherwise invisible in infinite flat space. A
simple example is CFTs with a planar conformal bound-
ary. The boundary partly breaks conformal symmetry
but also introduces infinitely many new data. These are
associated with the new operators living on the bound-
ary, and consist of their dimensions, OPE coefficients,
as well as two-point function coefficients with operators
in the bulk. In this paper, we are interested in putting
CFTs on real projective space. Real projective space is
defined by the identification under conformal inversion
xµ ↔ −xµ/x2 and is the simplest non-orientable mani-
fold in even dimensions. Defining such theories is possible
for any QFT with time-reversal symmetry and is of in-
terest in both condensed matter and high energy physics
to study subtle anomalies involving time reversal [1–11] .
Moreover, for CFTs real projective space also turns out
to be a useful arena for the conformal bootstrap [12–16].

We are particularly interested in N = 4 SYM with
SU(N) gauge group placed on RP4 in a way preserving
half of supersymmetry [17, 18]. This is motivated by the
following reasons. The paradigmatic N = 4 SYM theory
is the arguably the simplest yet nontrivial theory that is
integrable, amenable to supersymmetric localization, and
is the prime example of AdS/CFT. It is very interesting
to see how these techniques extend to the case of real pro-
jective space, especially in the strongly coupled regime.
On the other hand, among the nontrivial backgrounds
RP4 appears to be the minimal setup. A 1

2 -BPS bound-
ary preserves the same amount of symmetry, but admits
many different choices of boundary conditions. By con-
trast, the case of real projective space is more rigid as
conformal inversion does not induce a fixed boundary.
In fact, for N = 4 SYM we only need to distinguish two
possibilities, namely whether we include charge conjuga-
tion τ : g → g∗, g ∈ SU(N) in identifying local operators
under conformal inversion [18].

Although straightforward to define as a field theory,
constructing the holographic dual of N = 4 SYM on
RP4 appears to be rather difficult [19]. This is because
the standard AdS5×S5 arises as the near-horizon limit
of D3 branes in flat space, while the identification for
R4 → RP4 is a conformal isometry which only emerges
in the low energy limit. Therefore, in lack of a complete

string theory picture, the construction of the holographic
dual as was done in [18] in the supergravity limit, is nec-
essarily bottom-up and involves certain unfixed ingredi-
ents. But this suggests that bootstrap strategies, which
only rely on symmetries and consistency conditions, may
be useful in studying the dual limit. Importantly, [18]
pointed out that the choice of charge conjugation makes
the holographic duals physically very different. Without
charge conjugation, the dual is given by a new classical
background that is asymptotic AdS5×S5. With charge
conjugation, however, the background is given by just a
Z2 quotient of AdS5×S5 with an O1 orientifold sitting at
the fixed locus S2 ⊂S5. We will focus on the latter more
regular case and compute two-point functions of 1

2 -BPS
operators at AdS tree level, i.e., O(1/N). This corre-
sponds to results in the strongly coupled regime with
infinite ’t Hooft coupling. We will use a bootstrap al-
gorithm to show that analytic progress is possible even
without an explicit effective Lagrangian and determine
all two-point functions with arbitrary weights.

Kinematics. We consider 1
2 -BPS operators of the form

Op(x, Y ) = Np tr(Φ
i1(x) . . .Φip(x))Yi1 . . . Yip , (1)

where Φi=1,...,6 are the six scalars of SYM and Yi is a
null R-symmetry polarization vector with Y · Y = 0 to
ensure the operator is in the rank-p symmetric trace-
less representation of SO(6)R. The normalization Np

is such that the two-point function has unit coefficient.
Placing the theory on RP4 breaks the N = 4 super-
conformal symmetry to OSp(4|4) [17, 18]. In particu-
lar, only SO(4, 1) ⊂ SO(4, 2) survives as the residual
conformal symmetry. R-symmetry is also broken into
SO(3)× SO(3) and we can split Y into Y = (u⃗, v⃗), with
three dimensional vectors u⃗, v⃗ satisfying u⃗2 = −v⃗2. It
is also convenient to define Ȳ = (u⃗,−v⃗). Because of re-
duced symmetry, one-point functions of scalar operators
can be non-vanishing

⟪Op⟫ = ap
(Y · Ȳ )

p
2

(1 + x2)p
, p even , (2)

where ⟪⟫ denotes the nontrivial background RP4 and ap
is a new CFT data. The unbroken bosonic symmetries
also determine the two-point function up to a function of
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three cross ratios

⟪Op1Op2⟫ =
(Y1 · Ȳ1)

p1
2 (Y2 · Ȳ2)

p2
2

(1 + x2
1)

p1(1 + x2
2)

p2
Gp1p2

(η;σ, σ̄) , (3)

where the cross ratios are defined as

η =
x2
12

(1 + x2
1)(1 + x2

2)
, (4)

σ =
Y1 · Y2

(Y1 · Ȳ1)
1
2 (Y2 · Ȳ2)

1
2

, σ̄ =
Y1 · Ȳ2

(Y1 · Ȳ1)
1
2 (Y2 · Ȳ2)

1
2

.

(5)
Note that the correlator is only nonzero when p1 + p2
is even and Gp1p2

(η;σ, σ̄) is a polynomial of σ and σ̄ of
degree pm = min{p1, p2}. Without loss of generality, we
will assume pm = p2 in this paper. The Z2 quotient
also acts on the R-symmetry Y → Ȳ . Therefore, the Z2

invariance of the correlator implies the crossing relation

Gp1p2(η;σ, σ̄) = Gp1p2(1− η; σ̄, σ) . (6)

Fermionic generators impose extra constraints which are
the superconformal Ward identities. Although having
not been derived (e.g., from superspace analysis), they
can be obtained from the boundary CFT case by ana-
lytic continuation. This is based on the observation that
1
2 -BPS boundary condition preserves the same supercon-
formal group OSp(4∗|4) (up to a Wick rotation) and the
conformal blocks are essentially identical (up to a minus
sign in the cross ratio) [16]. Using the BCFT supercon-
formal Ward identities [20], we find the following condi-
tion (

∂w1
+

1

2
∂z

)
Gp1p2

(z;w1, w2)

∣∣∣∣
w1=z

= 0 , (7)

and similarly with w1 ↔ w2, where we made the change
of variables

η = − (z − 1)2

4z
,

σ =
(1− w1)(1− w2)

4
√
w1w2

, σ̄ =
(1 + w1)(1 + w2)

4
√
w1w2

.

(8)

Note that when we set w1 = w2 = z, (7) implies the
correlator is topological and only depends on ϑ = sgn(z)

Gp1p2
(z; z, z) = Tp1p2

(ϑ) . (9)

This follows from the fact that the preserved algebra is
isomorphic to 3d N = 4 and one can apply the topologi-
cal twisting of [21].

Quotient AdS and Witten diagrams. N = 4 SYM
with gauged charge conjugation is dual to IIB supergrav-
ity on AdS5×S5/Z2 [18]. In particular, in Poincaré coor-
dinates Z2 acts on AdS5 as

IAdS : (z0, z⃗) →
(

z0
z20 + z⃗2

,− z⃗

z20 + z⃗2

)
. (10)

FIG. 1: The Z2 quotient of AdS space in Poincaré
coordinates where points inside and outside of the unit
hemisphere are identified under conformal inversion.

FIG. 2: Contact and exchange Witten diagrams.

This is a conformal inversion with respect to a unit hemi-
sphere at the origin and leaves invariant the north pole
(1, 0⃗). In fact, this fixed point extends to a fixed locus
S2 ⊂S5 in the internal space which is the world volume of
an O1 orientifold [18]. The orientifold is needed because
the five-form flux vanishes unless the worldsheet orienta-
tion is also reversed. The orientifold effective action on
S2 induces vertices in AdS5 which have support only at
a point.
This leads to two types of Witten diagrams at tree level

(Fig. 2). The simpler contact Witten diagram is just a
product of bulk-to-boundary propagators with the bulk
point anchored at the fixed point. Writing it in terms of
the cross ratio, we have

Wcon = 1 . (11)

Because symmetry dictates that only scalar can have
non-vanishing one-point function, all internal lines in ex-
change Witten diagrams must be scalar fields. For IIB
supergravity, this narrows the fields down to those in Ta-
ble I where Op is dual to sp. A scalar exchange Witten
diagram in AdSd+1/Z2 can be obtained by the method of
images and is the sum of the exchange Witten diagram
in full AdS and its inversion image [16] (see Fig. 3)

WZ2

∆ (η) = W∆(η) + W̄∆(η) . (12)

FIG. 3: Method of images for exchange Witten diagrams.
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fields sp ϕp tp

SU(4) irrep [0, p, 0] [2, p− 4, 2] [0, p− 4, 0]

∆ p p+ 2 p+ 4

TABLE I: Allowed fields in exchange Witten diagrams.

Here the image Witten diagram is related by W̄∆(η) =
W∆(1− η). When the internal dimension ∆ = p satisfies
p1+p2−p ∈ 2Z+, the exchange Witten diagram truncates
to a rational function of η [16]

Wp =

−1∑
k=

p−p1−p2
2

Γ(1− d
2 + p)Γ(k + p1)Γ(k + p2)

Γ(p+p12

2 )Γ(p−p12

2 )

× ηk

Γ( 2+2k−p+p1+p2

2 )Γ( 2−d+2k+p+p1+p2

2 )
,

(13)

where p12 = p1 − p2. Here we normalized the exchange
Witten diagrams such that under conformal block decom-
position the single-trace conformal block has unit coef-
ficient. For the “extremal” cases with p1 + p2 = p or
p2 + p = p1, we define Wp to be zero. This is because
such cubic vertices would lead to divergent three-point
functions in the unquotiented theory and must be absent
[22, 23].

Bootstrap. We will compute tree-level two-point func-
tions using a bootstrap strategy. This allow us to see to
which extent these observables are fixed by symmetries.
We start with the following ansatz, in a similar fashion
as in [22–25]

Ap1p2
= Ap1p2,e + Āp1p2,e +Ap1p2,c , (14)

where Ap1p2,e includes all the exchange Witten diagrams
in the direct channel with unfixed parameters λX

Ap1p2,e(η, σ, σ̄) =
∑
X

λXhRX
(σ, σ̄)W∆X

(η) , (15)

and Āp1p2,e is its inversion mirror

Āp1p2,e(η, σ, σ̄) = Ap1p2,e(1− η, σ̄, σ) . (16)

The allowed fields X are selected from Table I based on
two criteria

1. R-symmetry selection rule: the R-symmetry repre-
sentation of X must appear in [0, p1, 0]× [0, p2, 0].

2. Non-extremal: ∆X < p1 + p2 and p2 + ∆X < p1.
As mentioned, this is to avoid divergent Witten di-
agrams.

It is easy to see that the spectrum always satisfies the
truncation condition so all exchange Witten diagrams

can be evaluated using (13). The R-symmetry informa-
tion of the exchanged fields is encoded in the polyno-
mials hRX

(σ, σ̄) which are solutions to the R-symmetry
Casimir equation. Only two types of representations with
SU(4) Dynkin labels [0, p, 0] and [2, p, 2] are relevant and
the corresponding polynomials hp,0 and hp,2 are given
explicitly in (32) of the Appendix. For the contact part
Ap1p2,c, we assume that the contact vertices have no
derivatives but all possible R-symmetry structures

Ap1p2,c =

pm∑
a=0

pm−a∑
b=0

δa+b−pm,evencabσ
aσ̄b . (17)

Finally, we impose the superconformal Ward identities
(7) to solve for the coefficients.

Let us implement this strategy starting with small val-
ues of pm. For pm = p2 = 2, only sp1 can be exchanged.
We find that (7) fixes all contact coefficients in terms
of the coefficient of sp1

, except for an additive constant
which solves (7) trivially. This gives

Gp12 = µ1
σσ̄

η(1− η)
+ µ0 , (18)

with unfixed parameters µ0 and µ1. We then consider
pm = p2 = 3. In this case, {X} = {sp1−1, sp1+1}. Solving
the Ward identities completely fixes the contact terms
where we note there is no constant term in (17) for odd
pm. It also determines the relative coefficient of sp1−1

and sp1+1

λsp1−1

λsp1+1

=
p1 − 1

p1 + 1
. (19)

Note in our normalizations λsp is the product of three-
point and one-point function coefficients λsp = Cp1p2pap,
with Cp1p2p obtained in [26] as Cp1p2p =

√
p1p2p. There-

fore, we can solve the relation and get

ap = C
√
p , (20)

where C is an overall constant independent of p [27]. We
can similarly proceed to higher values of pm where ϕp

and tϕ also start appearing. If we start with (15), we
find an increasing number of unfixed coefficients. Quite
remarkably, further imposing the condition (20), as is
required by pm = 3, solves all coefficients in ⟪Op1

Op2
⟫

up to an additive constant Bp1p2 when pm is even. The
general solution is

Gp1p2 =

{∑
p∈S

apCp1p2p

(
hp,0Wp + νphp−4,2Wp+2

+ρphp−4,0Wp+4

)
+ (η → 1− η , σ ↔ σ̄)

}
+Gp1p2,con +Bp1p2δpm,even ,

(21)
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where

Gp1p2,con = C

⌊ pm
2 ⌋∑

t=1

[
( 1+pm

2 − t)t(
2+pm

2 − t)tΓ(
3−p1−p2

2 )

Γ(t)Γ(p12

2 + t)

×
4(−1)⌊

pm−1
2 ⌋√p1(⌊ 1+pm

2 ⌋) p12
2√

pm(⌊ 1+pm

2 ⌋) 1−p1−p2
2

(σ + σ̄)pm−2t

]
,

(22)

and the coefficients are given by

νp =
((p− 2)2 − p212)(p

2 − p212)

16(p− 3)(p− 1)2p
,

ρp =
(p− 1)((p+ 2)2 − p212)(p

2 − p212)

16(p2 − 4)p(p+ 1)2
νp .

(23)

The sum over p is restricted by the selection rules to be
in the set S = {|p12|+2, |p12|+4, . . . , p1+p2−2}, where
we also recall that Wp is defined to be zero if p ≥ p1+p2.
The constants Bp1p2

are not fixed by the bootstrap alone.
But as we will see, the supergravity analysis strongly
indicates that they are absent.

Supergravity calculation. The effective action of the
O1 orientifold includes a tension term

−TO1

∫
S2

e−
Φ
2

√
− det gP.B.

ab , (24)

with TO1 ∼ N/
√
λ, and a Wess-Zumino term which is

not needed here. Expanding the fields around the back-
ground and integrating over S2 gives rise to vertices local-
ized at the fixed point. For tree-level two-point functions
of Op, the relevant fluctuations are those of the metric
g → ḡ+h. In particular, it involves only the combination
π = hα

α with α along S5, which can be decomposed into
spherical harmonics and is related to s and t by [28, 29]
[30]

π(x, y) =
∑

πI
p(x)Y

I
p (y) , (25)

πp = 10psp + 10(p+ 4)tp+4 . (26)

The expansion leads to terms linear and quadratic in
π, as well as terms of higher order which are irrele-
vant at tree level. From the linear term π, we can eas-
ily reproduce ap ∝ √

p using standard Witten diagram
prescriptions and properties of spherical harmonics (see
Appendix for details). We can similarly compute the
one-point function of the operator dual to tp+4 and find

atp+4
∝

√
(p+3)(p+4)(p+7)

(p+1)(p+5) , which gives the correct ratio

ρp after including the three-point integral [31]. On the
other hand, contact terms are more subtle. They can

come from the quadratic term π2. Its contribution is

Πp1p2
=

25
√
p1p2(p1 + 1)(p2 + 1)

2

∑
p∈I

4π

(p1 + p2 + 1)!!

×
(
p1
p

)(
p2
p

)
p!(p1 − p− 1)!!(p2 − p− 1)!!(σ + σ̄)p ,

(27)

where I = {pm, pm−2, . . . , 1−(−1)pm

2 } and the expression
has a combinatoric meaning (see Appendix). Although
this does not reproduce (22), it is related in a simple way

Gp1p2,con = C
(p1 + p2 + 1)(p1 + p2 − 1)

50π(p1 + 1)(p2 + 1)p1p2

× (Σ∂Σ − p1)(Σ∂Σ − p2)Πp1p2 ,

(28)

where Σ = σ + σ̄. Note that the disagreement does not
disprove the bootstrap result because (27) violates su-
perconformal symmetry. Instead, it suggests that the
supergravity analysis is more subtle and there are other
unknown sources of contact terms [32]. A similar failure
of the naive supergravity calculation was also pointed
out in [24] for the case of Wilson loops. Nevertheless,
the calculation captures two essential features of contact
contributions arising from integrating over S2. The first
is that R-symmetry cross ratios enter only via the com-
bination σ + σ̄. The second is analyticity in its power
p. Note the ambiguities Bp1p2

correspond to p = 0. Al-
though we have not exactly reproduced the contact terms
from supergravity, analyticity strongly suggests that we
should set Bp1p2

to zero in (21).

Discussions. In this paper we studied connected two-
point functions in N = 4 SYM on RP4 in the strongly
coupled regime. The bootstrap techniques allowed us to
determine them at leading order in 1/N for 1

2 -BPS op-
erators with arbitrary weights up to a common overall
coefficient and an additive constant for each correlator.
The results are very simple and are just rational func-
tions of cross ratios. Using analyticity we further ar-
gued that these additive constants should be set to zero.
However, it would be desirable to independently check
this using other methods. One option is supersymmet-
ric localization, which in the context of N = 4 SYM on
RP4 has been initiated in [17]. Along the line of [33–
36], where superconformal line defects were studied, we
can compute integrated two-point functions using local-
ization. This will be sufficient to fix the overall constant
and to determine the additive ambiguities. It would also
be very interesting to perform cross checks using integra-
bility methods where the integrability of this setup was
pointed out in [18] and will be discussed in [37].
There are several other interesting directions to ex-

plore. The first is trying to identify possible hidden struc-
ture of higher dimensional conformal symmetry [38–42].
This hidden symmetry appears to be associated with the
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conformal flatness of the background, which is also the
case of AdS5×S5/Z2. Finding its explicit realization will
help us understand better the nature of hidden conformal
symmetry, as well as find similar structures in the Wilson
loop case [24]. The second direction is to go to higher or-
ders in 1/N which correspond to loop corrections in AdS.
At one-loop order, this should be possible to achieve by
using the AdS unitarity method [43] which has been re-
cently generalized to the closely related defect case in
[44]. Another exciting future avenue is to study stringy
corrections (i.e., 1/λ corrections) to two-point functions
by using a combination of localization and integrability
techniques. This provides an attractive alternative for
similar investigations in four-point functions (see, e.g.,
[45–51]) and defect two-point functions [33–36] due to
its simplicity. Related to this, it would be very inter-
esting to understand how to take the flat-space limit of
two-point functions and compare with flat-space calcu-
lations, although a suitable formalism similar to Mellin
space [52–55] perhaps needs to be established first. Fi-
nally, it would also be interesting to compute two-point
functions in the other setup without gauging charge con-
jugation. This case appears more challenging because of
the highly nontrivial geometry [18]. But one can pre-
sumably make progress for the lowest KK mode in a way
similar to [56].
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R-symmetry polynomials

The R-symmetry polynomials satisfy the following
Casimir equation[
σ2(σ̄2 − σ2 + 1)∂2 + (σ̄2 − 1)2∂̄2 + σ̄(σ̄2 − σ2 − 1)∂̄

− σ(σ2 − σ̄2 + 3)∂ − σ2(σ̄2 + 1)∂̄2 − 2σσ̄(σ2 − σ̄2 + 1)∂∂̄

+
p212
4

(σ2 − σ̄2 + 1)− 1

2
Cp,q

]
hp,q(σ, σ̄)

σ
p1+p2

2

= 0 ,

where Cp,q = (q+2)(p+2q)+(p+2)(p+q) is the Casimir
eigenvalue. Let us make the change of variables

w1 + 1

w1 − 1
= z−

1
2 ,

w2 + 1

w2 − 1
= z̄−

1
2 , (29)

and define

h̃p,q(z, z̄) = σ− p1+p2−1
2 σ̄

p1−p2−1
2 hp,q(σ, σ̄) . (30)

It is not difficult to show that the R-symmetry Casimir
equation for h̃p,q(z, z̄) becomes the Casimir equation for
four-point conformal blocks in 3d upon identifying

∆12 =
1− p12

2
, ∆34 =

1 + p12
2

, ∆ =
1− p− q

2
, ℓ =

q

2
,

where ∆ij = ∆i −∆j . The functions h̃p,q(z, z̄) are then
the conformal block where (z, z̄) are identified with the
standard conformal cross ratios (z, z̄). These conformal
blocks have been obtained in [57] and are most convenient
to write down using Jack polynomials

Pλ1,λ2
(z, z̄) = (zz̄)

λ1+λ2
2 C

1
2

λ1−λ2

(
z + z̄

2
√
zz̄

)
, (31)

Here Ck
n(x) is the Gegenbauer polynomial. We are inter-

ested in the following two special cases

h̃2n+p12,0 =
∑

0≤b≤a≤⌊n
2 ⌋

rabP 1−p12−2n
4 +a,

1−p12−2n
4 +b

,

h̃2n+p12,2 =
∑

0≤b≤a+1≤⌊n+2
2 ⌋

sabP 1−p12−2n
4 +a,

−3−p12−2n
4 +b

,

(32)

where

rab =
(2a− 2b+ 1)

(
1−n
2

)
a

(
−n

2

)
a

(
−n+1

2

)
b

(
−n

2

)
b

2b!
(
1
2

)
a+1

(−2n−p12+1
2

)
a

(−2n−p12

2

)
b

,

(33)

sab =
(2a− 2b+ 3)(2n+ p12 + 4)

2(2n+ p12 + 5)(−2b+ 2n+ p12 + 4)b!

× ((a+ b+ 1)(2n+ p12)− 4ab+ 5a− b+ 5)

×
(
1−n
2

)
a

(
−n

2

)
a

(
−n+3

2

)
b

(
−n+2

2

)
b(

1
2

)
a+2

(−2n−p12+1
2

)
a

(
− 2n+p12+4

2

)
b

.

(34)

Note that the special choice of quantum numbers makes
the sums over a and b truncating, as compared to the
generic case where the sums are infinite. We have also
normalized h̃2n+p12,0 such that the exchanged represen-
tation appears with unit coefficient.

Details of the supergravity calculation

For simplicity, we focus on the fields s and t which
involve only scalar spherical harmonics

s(x, y) =
∑

sIp(x)Y
I
p (y) , t(x, y) =

∑
tIp+4(x)Y

I
p (y) .



6

Here the spherical harmonics are defined by

Y I =
1√
z(p)

CI
i1...ipy

i1 . . . yip , (35)

with S5 coordinates y1,...,6 satisfying y · y = 1 and

z(p) =
π3

2p−1(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
. (36)

We have also defined an invariant tensor CI
i1...ip

which
satisfies

CI
i1...ipC

J
i1...ip = δIJ , (37)

CI
i1...ipC

I
j1...jp = δi1...ip,(j1...jp) + (mixing i, j) .(38)

With this normalization, we have∫
S5

Y I1
p Y I2

p = δI1I2 . (39)

The quadratic actions of s and t are [29]

S(s) =

∫
d5x

√
−gξs,p

(
−1

2
∇asp∇asp −

1

2
p(p− 4)s2p

)
,

S(t) =

∫
d5x

√
−gξt,p

(
−1

2
∇atp∇atp −

1

2
p(p+ 4)t2p

)
,

where

ξs,p =
128N2p(p− 1)(p+ 2)

(2π)5(p+ 1)
, ξt,p =

128N2(p− 2)p(p+ 1)

(2π)5(p− 1)
.

On the other hand, for a scalar field normalized as∫
√
g
1

2
(∇µϕ∇µϕ+ p(p− d)ϕ2) , (40)

the bulk-to-boundary propagator is

GB∂(x, z) = Nprop
p

(
z0

z20 + (z⃗ − x⃗)2

)p

, (41)

where

Nprop
p =

Γ(p)

π
d
2Γ(p− d/2)

. (42)

It gives rise to the two-point function [58]

⟨Op(x)Op(y)⟩ =
N2pt

p

(x− y)2p
, (43)

where

N2pt
p =

Γ(p)(2p− d)

π
d
2Γ(p− d/2)

. (44)

Let us assume that the linear term in the S2 effective
Lagrangian is κπ where κ ∼ N/

√
λ. To compute the one-

point function coefficient of Op, we also need to translate
to our index-free notation. This is achieved by using (38)

⟪Op(x, Y )⟫ = 1

p!
⟪OI

p(x)C
I
i1...ip⟫Y i1 . . . Y ip . (45)

Recalling (26), we find that the one-point function is
given by the Witten diagram as

⟪Op(x, Y )⟫ = 10κpξ
− 1

2
s,p N

prop
p (N2pt

p )−
1
2

1√
z(p)

Zp

(1 + x2)p
,

where we still need to perform the integral

Zp =
1

p!

∫
S2

CI
i1...ipy

i1 . . . yipCI
j1...jpY

j1 . . . Y jp .

It is important to note that since the integral is restricted
to S2, only the i = 1, 2, 3 components of yi are nonzero.
The integral gives pairwise Kronecker deltas among the
i indices and then among j via (38). The restriction on i
is then carried over to j and projects Y to its first three
components. This allows us to write down invariants∑3

j=1 Y
jY j = 1

2 (Y · Ȳ ). It is easy to see that the integral
is only nonzero when p is even and is given by

Zp =
22−

p
2 π

p+ 1
(Y · Ȳ )

p
2 δp,even . (46)

Comparing with (2) we find

ap =
10πκ

N

√
p . (47)

The analysis for the one-point function of tp is similar
and gives

atp+4 = 10κ(p+ 4)ξ
− 1

2
t,p+4N

prop
p+8 (N2pt

p+8)
− 1

2
Z(p)√
z(p)

=
10πκ

N

√
(p+ 3)(p+ 4)(p+ 7)

(p+ 1)(p+ 5)
.

Let us now assume a quadratic term κ′π2 in the ef-
fective Lagrangian with κ′ the same order as κ. We can
similarly compute its contribution to the contact part

⟪Op1(x1, Y1)Op2(x2, Y2)⟫π2 = 200κ′p1p2ξ
− 1

2
s,p1ξ

− 1
2

s,p2

×
Nprop

p1
Nprop

p2
(N2pt

p1
N2pt

p2
)−

1
2

(1 + x2
1)

p1(1 + x2
2)

p2

1√
z(p1)z(p2)

Lp1p2
,

where Lp1p2 is the S2 integral

Lp1p2
=

1

p1!p2!

∫
S2

CI
i1...ip1

CJ
j1...jp2

yi1 . . . yip1 yj1 . . . yjp2

× CI
k1...kp1

CJ
l1...lp2

Y k1
1 . . . Y

kp1
1 Y l1

2 . . . Y
lp2
2 .

Again, the integration gives Wick contractions among y.
A contraction between two yi or two yj leads to 1

2Y1 · Ȳ1

or 1
2Y2 · Ȳ2 respectively. A contraction between one yi

and one yj leads to instead 1
2 (Y1 ·Y2+Y1 · Ȳ2). Therefore,

we find

Lp1p2
= (Y1 · Ȳ1)

p1
2 (Y2 · Ȳ2)

p2
2

4π

(p1 + p2 + 1)!!
2−

p1+p2
2

×
∑
p∈I

(
p1
p

)(
p2
p

)
p!(p1 − p− 1)!!(p2 − p− 1)!!(σ + σ̄)p ,
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where the coefficient in the summand counts the number
of such a partition of p1, p2. Altogether, we get

⟪Op1Op2⟫π2 =
κ′

N2

(Y1 · Ȳ1)
p1
2 (Y2 · Ȳ2)

p2
2

(1 + x2
1)

p1(1 + x2
2)

p2
Πp1p2 , (48)

where Πp1p2
was defined in (27).
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