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We present a novel framework for deriving integral constraints for correlators on conformal line
defects. These constraints emerge from the non-linearly realized ambient-space conformal symmetry.
To validate our approach, we examine several examples and compare them against existing data for
the four-point function of the displacement operator. Additionally, we provide a few new predictions
that extend the current understanding of these correlators.

I. INTRODUCTION

The conformal bootstrap is a powerful technique for
carving out the space of conformal field theories (CFTs).
It is based on the conformal and crossing symmetries
of CFT correlation functions; see [1–7] and references
therein. This approach extends straightforwardly to con-
formal defects [8, 9]. In this paper, we focus on one-
dimensional line defects. We argue that the correlation
functions on these extended operators are subject to a
new infinite set of bootstrap constraints, which go be-
yond those that follow from the conformal and crossing
symmetries on a straight line.
The origin of these constraints is simple. Conformal

line operators do not exhibit a conformal anomaly, al-
lowing them to be placed along arbitrary smooth paths
without breaking conformal symmetry.1 When expanded
around a straight line, the conformal symmetry of the
deformed line translates into a set of constraints for in-
tegrated correlators.
More concretely, a straight conformal line operator is

invariant under the SL(2,R) × SO(d − 1) subgroup of
the ambient conformal symmetry. Operators localized
on the line are classified by this symmetry, which also
constrains their correlators. This classification extends
to smooth lines, as they are locally straight. Small de-
formations of the straight line can be parameterized in
terms of correlators of operators living on the line. At lin-
ear order in the deformation, these considerations imply
the existence of the so-called displacement operator, D, a
primary under SL(2,R) with dimension two and trans-
verse spin one. At higher orders in the deformation, the
deformed line can be expressed in terms of integrated
correlators of the displacement operators. Contributions
from non-protected operators are excluded due to their
anomalous dimensions, making their appearance incom-
patible with conformal symmetry. Applying a conformal
transformation to a deformed line and expanding around
the straight line yields an infinite tower of constraints on
these integrated correlators.

1 In other words, their expectation value and correlation functions
are conformal invariant functionals of their shape.

It is interesting to explore how restrictive these con-
straints are in determining the expectation value of the
line defect. In this paper, we take a first step in this di-
rection by spelling some of these explicitly and checking
them against known data at weak and strong coupling.

II. SETUP

We consider a smooth deformation of the straight line

xstraight(τ) 7→ x(τ) = xstraight(τ) + v(τ) , (1)

where x(τ) is some parametrization of the line and v(τ) is
the deformation vector, transverse to the line. At leading
order in v, the change in the line operator W is given by

δW =

∫
dτ |ẋτ |viτ P [Di(xτ )W ] , (2)

where ẋτ = ∂τx(τ) and i = 1, . . . , d − 1 is a transverse
index. Here, Di is the displacement operator, whose two-
point function is fixed by the conformal symmetry up to
an overall constant, Λ, as

〈〈Di(x)Dj(0)〉〉 =
Λ δij
|x|4 . (3)

Here, 〈〈. . .〉〉 denotes correlation functions of operators
inserted along the infinite straight line, normalized such
that 〈〈11〉〉 = 1.
At higher order in the deformation v, multiple displace-

ment operators can be integrated along the line. The
correlation of any odd number of these spinning opera-
tors is zero. Hence, the next non-zero correlator is the
four-point function

〈〈Di(x1)Dj(x2)Dk(x3)Dl(x4)〉〉 =
F̂ijkl(t)

|x14x23|4
, (4)

where xij = xi − xj and x1 < x2 < x3 < x4 are four
ordered points on the line. Here,

t =
x12x34

x14x23
≥ 0 , (5)

is the SL(2,R) invariant cross-ratio and F̃ijkl can be
written as a sum of tensor structures.
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The correlator (4) is invariant under cyclic permuta-
tion of the four points, which translates into the crossing
relation

F̂ijkl(t) = t−4 F̂jkli(1/t) . (6)

We can start equally with the two-point function of a
SL(2,R) primary operator O on the straight line and
then smoothly deform it. At the second order of the
deformation v, we have the four-point function

〈〈OI(x1)Di(x2)Dj(x3)OJ (x4)〉〉
〈〈D1(x2)D1(x3)〉〉〈〈O1(x1)O1(x4)〉〉

= F̂ ODDO

IijJ (t) . (7)

where ∆O is the SL(2,R) conformal dimension of the line
operator O. If O transforms under internal or space-time
symmetries, then I and J represent the corresponding
indices.
The constraints that we consider are most naturally

written in terms of the subtracted four-point function,

obtained from F̂ by subtracting the generalized free field

contribution F ≡ F̂ − FGFF, where

(FGFF)
ODDO

IijJ = δijδIJ , (8)

(FGFF)ijkl = δilδjk + δijδkl t
−4 + δikδjl (1 + t)

−4
.

III. CONSTRAINTS FOR 4-POINT FUNCTIONS

A four-point function first appears at the fourth-order
variation. Instead, we find it simpler to start with a two-
point function of a SL(2,R) primary operator OI on the
line and apply a second-order variation to it. If O = D,
the resulting four-point function corresponds to that of
four displacement operators, as given in (4). Otherwise,
it takes the form (7).

We start with the two-point function 〈〈OIOJ〉〉 and ap-
ply an arbitrary smooth variation to it, imposing that
the result transforms covariantly under conformal trans-
formations. This condition involves integrations of the
form (2), see Appendix A for details. By applying a
Mellin transform, one of the integrations can be per-
formed straightforwardly. The remaining integral still
depends on an arbitrary deformation vector. However,
using the fact that an infinitesimal conformal deforma-
tion of the line corresponds to a quadratic polynomial,
only a limited number of moments of this vector con-
tribute. In this way, we arrive at two types of integrated
constraints.

The first type is homogeneous and takes the form

∞∫

0

dt
[
t2(FODDO

JijI + FDODO

iIjJ ) + (1 + t)2FODDO

JjiI

]
= 0 ,

∞∫

0

dt t
[
(1 + t)

(
FODDO

JijI + FODDO

JjiI

)
−FDODO

iIjJ

]
= 0 ,

∞∫

0

dt
[
(1 + t)2FODDO

JijI + t2FODDO

JjiI + FDODO

iIjJ

]
= 0 ,

(9)

where as before F = F̂ − FGFF and 2

F̂ DODO

iIjJ (t) ≡ 1

(1 + t)4
〈〈Di(x1)OI(x2)Dj(x3)OJ (x4)〉〉

〈〈D1(x1)D1(x3)〉〉〈〈O1(x2)O1(x4)〉〉
.

(10)

These types of constraints also apply in the case where
OI and OJ are replaced by any two defect operators that
are not related by symmetry. The second type of con-
straint is inhomogeneous and takes the form 3

Λ

∞∫

0

dt

[(
t2
[
FODDO

IjiJ (t) + FODDO

JijI (t)
]
− (t+ 1)2

[
FODDO

IijJ (t) + FODDO

JjiI (t)
])

log
t

t+ 1

+
(
t2FDODO

jIiJ (t)−FDODO

iIjJ (t)
)
log t

]
= 2 (δijδIJ∆O + [Mij ]IJ) ,

(11)

and

Λ

∞∫

0

dt t

[
(t+ 1)

(
FODDO

IjiJ (t)−FODDO

IijJ (t) + FODDO

JijI (t)−FODDO

JjiI (t)
)
log

t

t+ 1

+
(
FDODO

iIjJ (t)−FDODO

jIiJ (t)
)
log t

]
= [Mij ]IJ ,

(12)

2 The prefactors in (10) are introduced so that when O = D all the
F ’s are equal and the constraints can be further simplified, see
Appendix A 6.

3 When operators of noninteger dimensions lower than 4 appear
in one of the OPE channels, fractional power divergences should
be subtracted.
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where Mij is the rotation generator in the i − j trans-
verse plane, acting in the representation of the operator
O. For example, in the vector representation, [Mij ]IJ =
δiJδjI−δiIδjJ . The source on the right-hand side of these
constraints originates from the conformal transformation
properties of this operator.
Once the defect CFT is specified, the integrated con-

straints can also be expressed as sum rules on the con-
formal data. These take the schematic form

∑

j

[
A
(
∆̃j

)
C

DDÕj
C

ÕjOO
+B

(
∆̃j

)
C2

DOÕj

]
=

F

Λ
, (13)

where the sum runs over all DCFT operators and A, B, F
are universal functions, see Appendix B for more details.

IV. CHECKS

We have performed several checks of the constraints
(9), (11), (12) against available data in the literature at
weak, strong, and finite coupling. In all cases, we have
found them to be satisfied. The examples we considered
include

• The 1/2-BPS Wilson line in N = 4 SYM theory in
the ’t Hooft large N limit. This defect preserves
a part of the superconformal symmetry, which re-
lates D to other members of a short multiplet. We
find that the constraints are consistent with these
SUSY relations. At weak ’t Hooft coupling, pertur-
bative data is available up to two loops, [10, 11]. In
the strong coupling limit, the perturbative data (in
1/g) is available up to four orders [12–15]. Finally,
the leading OPE behavior of the four-point func-
tion is known at finite coupling [14, 15].

• The 1/2-BPS Wilson line in ABJM theory in the
’t Hooft large N limit [16]. At strong coupling,
the displacement four-point function is known at
the tree level. It is identical to the result for the
1/2-BPS Wilson line in N = 4 SYM theory, up
to the identification of the string tension with the
coupling constant in ABJM theory. Consequently,
the checks performed there apply directly to this
case.

• The 1/2-BPS defect in the CFT dual to string the-
ory on AdS3×S3×T 4 with mixed Ramond-Ramond
(RR) and Neveu-Schwarz–Neveu-Schwarz (NS-NS)
three-form fluxes [17]. A one-parameter family of
such backgrounds, interpolating between the pure
NS-NS and pure R-R cases, was studied at strong
coupling in [17]. The two-point function and the
connected four-point functions of the displacement
operator have been computed at leading order. In
Appendix E, we demonstrate that in this case the
integrated constraints can be employed to fix an
undetermined free parameter in the analytic con-
formal bootstrap.

• Localized magnetic field line defect in the O(N)
Wilson-Fisher fixed point. The two-point function
and the connected four-point functions involving at
least two displacement operators were calculated in
[18, 19] at the leading order in the ε-expansion.

In the following subsection, we present the check for
the localized magnetic field line defect at the O(N)
Wilson-Fisher fixed point. This relatively brief exam-
ple highlights the general features of the weak coupling
expansion and allows us to make new predictions.

A. Localized Magnetic Field Line Defect in the

O(N) Model

The O(N) Wilson-Fisher CFT has a simple line de-
fect that was studied in [18, 19] in the ε-expansion,
as we now review. The model consists of N scalars
~φ = (φ1, · · · , φN ) in 4− ε dimensions, with action

S =

∫
ddx

[1
2
(∂~φ )2 +

λ

4!
(~φ 2)2

]
, (14)

where, at the fixed point, the coupling constant λ takes
the value

λ∗

(4π)2
=

3ε

N + 8
+

9(3N + 14)ε2

(N + 8)3
+O(ε3) . (15)

A localized magnetic field defect along a smooth line
C is introduced by deforming the action as

S → S + h

∫

C

φ1 . (16)

It breaks the O(N) symmetry down to O(N − 1), and
induces an RG flow on the defect. The magnetic field h
reaches a fixed point at

h2
∗ = (N + 8) + ε

4N2 + 45N + 170

2N + 16
+O(ε2) . (17)

The corresponding DCFT contains the following line
operators

φ1: An O(N−1) singlet of dimension ∆φ1 = 1+ε+O(ε2).

φI : A O(N − 1) vector of dimension one. These are
protected tilt operators associated with the broken
O(N) symmetry.

D: The displacement operator (2). It takes the form
Dj = h∗∂jφ1, where j is a transverse vector index.

The relevant conformal data for our computation are

∆φ1 = 1 + ε− 3N2 + 49N + 194

2(N + 8)2
ε2 +O(ε3) ,

CDDφ1 =
π√

N + 8
ε+ C

(2)
DDφ1

ε2 +O(ε3) , (18)

Cφ1φ1φ1 =
3π√
N + 8

ε+ C
(2)
φ1φ1φ1

ε2 +O(ε3) ,

Λ =
N + 8

2π2
+

5N2 + 23N + 62

12π2(N + 8)
ε+O

(
ε2
)
,
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where C
(2)
DDφ1

and C
(2)
φ1φ1φ1

are unknown.
In the following, we will focus on the four-point func-

tion that involves two displacement operators and two
tilt operators or two O(N − 1) singlets. These correla-
tors take the form (7), (10), with OI = φI or φ1. The
tree-level contribution O(ε0) is a factorized product of
two free propagators. In our normalization, this discon-
nected contribution to F does not receive higher-order
corrections.
The leading connected contributions O(ε) take the

form

F φ1DDφ1

ij;(1) (t) = −ε δijI1(t)
N + 8

, F Dφ1Dφ1

ij;(1) (t) = −ε δijI2(t)
N + 8

,

(19)
where the subscript (1) indicates the order in the ε-
expansion. The two functions of t are given by [19]

I1(t) =
2t− 1

t2
log(1 + t) +

1

t(t+ 1)
− 2t+ 3

(t+ 1)2
log t ,

I2(t) =
log(1 + t)

t2
− 1

t(t+ 1)2
− t+ 3

(t+ 1)3
log t . (20)

The four-point functions with the tilt operators are re-
lated to these by an overall factor of δIJ/3. The details
of checking the constraints are very similar for that case.
Hence, we only present the constraint check with the sin-
glet (19).
As noted in [11], it is dangerous to substitute pertur-

bative results, such as (20), directly into finite-coupling
integrals. This is because, at some order in the ε-
expansion, the corresponding integral may diverge. In
such cases, the ε-expansion does not commute with the
integration.

For example, consider an operator Õ of dimension ∆̃
that appears in the [D × D] → [O × O] OPE channel
of FODDO in (7), (which could be either a primary or a
descendant). Its contribution to the four-point function
is of the form

FODDO

ij (t) = δij N × t−∆̃ (1 +O(1/t)) , (21)

where N = C
DDÕ

C
ÕOO

is the product of two structure

constants. This behavior results in a contribution to the
constraints of the form

∞∫

u

dt tnFODDO

11 (t) =
N un+1−∆̃

∆̃− n− 1
+ . . . . (22)

where n < ∆̃− 1 is an integer and u is a large value for
which the OPE expansion (21) is still valid. Suppose that

∆̃ = (n+1)+γ1 ε+O(ε2), and N = N1ε+N2ε
2+O(ε3).

In perturbation theory, we have

N un+1−∆̃

∆̃− n− 1
=

N1

γ1
+ ε

N2

γ1
− εN1 log u+O(ε2) . (23)

If we naively expand (21) in ε before performing the inte-
gration, the O(ε0) term would be missed, and at O(ε1),

the integral (22) would diverge. This shows that the in-
tegral enhances certain contributions in the ε-expansion.
Hence, when plugging a perturbative result into the con-
straints, we must add all the enhanced contributions and
regulate the divergences by an analytic continuation in

the dimension ∆̃.
Note that, when ∆̃ = m + O(ε) with m < n + 1, the

integral diverges also for small finite ε. Such cases are

regulated by an analytical continuation in ∆̃, starting

from ∆̃ > n+ 1.
a. The homogeneous constraints For the relevant

case i = j and I = J in (9), the first and third lines
are equivalent. The integrals over I1 have power diver-
gences. They originate from the [φ1×φ1] → [D×D] OPE
limit, where

F φ1DDφ1

ij;(1) (t) = − 3ε δij
8 +N

(
t−2 − t−3

)
+O(t−4) . (24)

These first two orders match the expansion of the
SL(2,R) conformal block of a dimension two opera-
tor, see (B2). There are two such line operators, la-
beled by their leading-order form as φ2

1 and φIφI . Be-
cause CDDφ2

1
Cφ2

1φ1φ1
= O(ε) and CDD(φIφI)C(φIφI)φ1φ1

=

O(ε2), at order O(ε) only φ2
1 is exchanged. Hence, before

integrating I1 it is sufficient to replace the two leading
terms in (24) with the finite coupling behavior

t−2
(
1− t−1

)
→ t

−∆
φ2
1

(
1−

∆φ2
1

2
t−1

)
. (25)

After this substitution the integrals in (9) converge for
∆φ2

1
> 3, and we re-expand the result in ε. The corre-

sponding enhanced contributions cancel out.
We find that the enhanced contributions for the first

homogeneous constraint cancel among themselves. For
the second homogeneous constraint, a single enhanced
contribution remains. It originates from the exchange of
the first two descendants of φ1 in the [D × D] → [φ1 ×
φ1] OPE channel and is of the form (23) with N1 =
0. Collecting all the contributions, we find that the two
independent homogeneous constraints in (9) are satisfied.
b. The inhomogeneous constraint For I = J , the

second inhomogeneous equation in (12) becomes trivial,
so we only have to check the first. The source on the
right-hand side of this equation is of order O(ε0), see
(18). On the left-hand side, the connected four-point
function is of order O(ε1), which means that all contri-
butions at order O(ε0) are enhanced ones. They origi-
nate from the D exchange in the [D × φ1] → [D × φ1]
and [φ1 × D] → [D × φ1] OPE channels. Due to a ver-
sion of (22) with logarithms in the kernels, they include
enhancements from O(ε2) to down to O(ε0). These en-
hanced contributions sum up to exactly reproduce the
right-hand side of the constraint equation.
At next order O(ε1), the inhomogeneous constraint re-

ceives both regular and enhanced contributions. In this
case the enhanced ones arise from the φ1-exchange in the
[D × D] → [φ1 × φ1] OPE channel and the D-exchange
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in the [D × φ1] → [D × φ1], [φ1 × D] → [D × φ1] OPE
channels. They combine to an answer that depends on

the unknown structure constant C
(2)
DDφ1

. As a result, the
inhomogeneous constraint yields a new prediction

C
(2)
DDφ1

= − π

12

29N2 + 413N + 1610

(N + 8)5/2
. (26)

Using a similar analysis, predictions can be extracted
for structure constants involving the tilt operator φI and
displacements. For example, we find

C
(2)
D φI ∂⊥φI

= π
22 +N(3−N)

12(N + 8)5/2
−

γ
(2)
∂⊥φI√
N + 8

. (27)

Further constraints can be formulated using the O(ε2)
perturbative data alone. For example, by taking a linear
combination of the O(ε2) homogeneous constraints such

that the enhanced contribution proportional to C
(2)
φ1φ1φ1

drops out, one obtains an integrated constraint on the
four-point function at this order that does not involve
any other unknown conformal data. Details can be found
in Appendix C.

V. DISCUSSION

The expectation value of a critical line defect along an
arbitrary smooth path is a conformally invariant func-
tional of its shape. When expanded around a straight
path, this invariance imposes an infinite set of integrated
constraints on correlation functions involving the dis-
placement operator.
In this Letter, we have established and studied the

first non-trivial constraints in this set; see (9), (11) and
(12). A comprehensive review of available defect CFT
data from the literature revealed that these constraints
are universally satisfied in all studied examples. Further-
more, in certain cases, these constraints enabled us to
make novel predictions.
The constraints we have considered are only the tip

of the iceberg, with many future directions to pursue.

Below, we outline several of them: I) The constraints
studied in this Letter can be naturally extended by
considering higher-order variations. II) In scenarios
where the line defect breaks internal symmetry or su-
persymmetry, protected “tilt” operators emerge [20–23].
These constraints can then be extended to integrated
correlators involving both displacement and tilt operator
insertions.4 III) A novel avenue for future exploration
is understanding how restrictive these constraints are.
For example, in CS-matter theories at large N , it has
been shown that minimal CFT data, together with these
constraints, uniquely determine the line defect CFT and
its expectation values [25, 26]. IV) The same ideas may
also be implemented for higher-dimensional defects. A
new ingredient that appears when an even-dimensional
defect is placed along a curved sub-manifold is a gravita-
tional anomaly. Its presence is expected to yield an extra
source term in the integrated constraints. V) It would be
advantageous to combine these constraints with existing
numerical and analytical bootstrap methods to improve
our understanding and bounds on defect CFTs.5 VI)
Finally, it would be interesting if similar constraints
could also be derived for the correlation functions of the
stress-energy tensor of the CFT itself, [52].

Note: We have been informed that similar ideas are
pursued in [53].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Appendix A: Derivation of the Constraints

The key idea that leads to the integrated constraint is to compute the conformal transformation of a non-straight
path in two different ways and then expand the results on the straight line. One way is to use the conformal covariance
of smooth lines with insertions (or invariance where there are no insertions). The other way is by operator insertions
on the line. This bootstrap method was first developed to study defects in Chern-Simons matter theory [25, 26, 54],
but is generally applicable.
Here, we start from a two-point function on a straight defect. Without loss of generality, we place the two line

operators at the origin and at infinity, 〈〈O(0)O(∞)〉〉. We then smoothly deform the path as in (1). For the order in
which we work in this paper, it is sufficient to focus on the second order in the deformation parameter, v. The terms
at this order can be classified according to the number of operators that have been integrated on the line

δ2〈〈O(0)O(∞)〉〉 = [int2] + [int] + [B2
0 ] + [B2

∞] + [B0B∞] . (A1)

Here, [int2] is a double integral over two displacement operators, [int] is a single integral, and [B2], [B2
∞], [B0B∞] are

boundary terms, without integrations. They consist of all the operators that are allowed by the symmetries of the
straight line and are listed in the following sections.
We then decompose the transverse deformation vector in (1) as v = va + vc, where the transverse deformation

vector vc corresponds to a conformal deformation and va is an arbitrary smooth deformation that is not associated
with a conformal one. These two are independent at the second order that we are working at.
By equating (A1) with the conformal transformation of the two operators at orders O(v2c) and O(vavc) we can fix

all coefficients in front of the operators appearing in (A1). We now describe each of the terms in detail and then
derive the constraints from them.

1. Double Integration

The double integration term consists of two ordered insertions of displacement operators along the line. They come
in three possible orderings

[int2] =

∫

τ1<0<τ2

dτ1dτ2 v
i(τ1)v

j(τ2) 〈〈Di(τ1)OI(0)Dj(τ2)OJ(∞)〉〉

+

∫

0<τ1<τ2

dτ1dτ2 v
i(τ1)v

j(τ2) 〈〈OI(0)Di(τ1)Dj(τ2)OJ(∞)〉〉 (A2)

+

∫

τ2<τ1<0

dτ1dτ2 v
i(τ1)v

j(τ2) 〈〈Dj(τ2)Di(τ1)OI(0)OJ(∞)〉〉 ,

where we are using a ”proper time” parametrization of the straight line in which x(τ) = τ , so |∂τx(τ)| = 1 in (2).
These integrals are generically divergent. We regularize them using point splitting in a conformal frame where the
two O operators are at τ = 0 and τ = 1. After using the conformal transformation τ → τ/(1 − τ) to map this frame
to the one where the operators are inserted at τ = 0 and τ = ∞, this regularization scheme reads

ǫ < |τj | < 1/ǫ , |τ2 − τ1| > ǫ|(1 + τ1)(1 + τ2)| . (A3)

Using the normalization where 〈〈OI(0)OJ(x)〉〉 = δIJ/|x|2∆, the correlators in [int2] are related to the ones in (7)
and (10) as

〈〈Di(x1)OI(x2)Dj(x3)OJ(∞)〉〉 = Λ

x4
23

× F̂DODO

iIjJ (t) ,

〈〈OI(x1)Di(x2)Dj(x3)OJ(∞)〉〉 = Λ

x4
23

× F̂ODDO

IijJ (t) ,

〈〈Dj(x1)Di(x2)OI(x3)OJ(∞)〉〉 = Λ

x4
12

× F̂ODDO

JjiI (1/t) .

(A4)
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These are defined so that for O = D they are all equal. In terms of these F̂ ’s, (A2) takes the form

[int2]/Λ =

∞∫

0

dτ1dτ2
τ42

F̂DODO

iIjJ (τ1/τ2) v
i(−τ1)v

j(τ2) (A5)

+

∫

0<τ1<τ2

dτ1dτ2
(τ2 − τ1)4

[
F̂ODDO

IijJ

( τ1
τ2 − τ1

)
vi(τ1)v

i(τ2) + F̂ODDO

JjiI

( τ1
τ2 − τ1

)
vi(−τ1)v

j(−τ2)

]
,

where we leave the point-splitting regularization implicit. Here, we have made some changes of the integration
variables that is inferred from the argument of the v’s.

Next, we rewrite the double integral (A5) in terms of the subtracted correlators F = F̂ − FGFF, where FGFF is
given in (8). We find that [int2] takes the same form in terms of the subtracted correlators. To see that, we plug
FGFF into (A5) and take the deformation vector v to be a combination of the deformations that we will use in the
following to derive the constraints (see (A25) and (A31)). We then perform the integrations using the regularization
scheme (A3). After expanding the result in ǫ, we find that there are no finite contributions remaining.
The integrals in (A5) have a convolution structure. Hence, it is natural to express them in Mellin space,

f̃(s) =

∞∫

0

dτ τs−1f(τ) , f(τ) =

c+i∞∫

c−i∞

ds

2πi
τ−sf̃(s) , (A6)

where the real part of the Mellin contour c is determined by the small and large τ asymptotics of the function f(τ).
For pure Mellin modes vi(τ1) = τ−s1

1 and vj(τ2) = τ−s2
2 , the first line in [int2], (A5) can be written in terms of the

Mellin transformed correlator as

1/ǫ∫

ǫ

dτ1dτ2
τ42

τ−s1
1 τ−s2

2 FDODO

iIjJ (τ1/τ2) =

1/ǫ∫

ǫ

dτ2

1/(τ2ǫ)∫

ǫ/τ2

dt τ−s2−s1−3
2 t−s1FDODO

iIjJ (t)

=

1/ǫ∫

ǫ

dτ2

∞∫

0

dt τ−s2−s1−3
2 t−s1FDODO

iIjJ (t)−
1/ǫ∫

ǫ

dτ2

[ ǫ/τ2∫

0

+

∞∫

1/(ǫτ2)

]
dt τ−s2−s1−3

2 t−s1FDODO

iIjJ (t)

= 2πiδǫ(s1 + s2 + 2)F̃DODO

iIjJ (1− s1) + [boundary-contributions] .

(A7)

where [boundary-contributions] stands for terms in which at least one of the integrations is localized near the boundary.
Such terms are absorbed in the boundary and single integration terms in (A1) that are analyzed in the next subsections.
Here, δǫ is the regularized delta function

δǫ(x) ≡
1/ǫ∫

ǫ

dτ

τ
τx . (A8)

Similarly, the integrals on the second line of (A5) can be evaluated using

∫

0<τ1<τ2

dτ1dτ2
(τ2 − τ1)4

τ−s1
1 τ−s2

2 FODDO

IijJ

(
τ1

τ2 − τ1

)
=

1/ǫ∫

2ǫ

dτ2 τ
−s1−s2−3
2

1− ǫ

τ2(1+τ2)2∫

ǫ/τ2

dx
x−s1

(x− 1)4
FODDO

IijJ

(
x

1− x

)
(A9)

= 2πiδǫ(s1 + s2 + 2)H̃ODDO

IijJ (1− s1) + [boundary-contributions] ,

where

H̃ODDO

IijJ (s) ≡
∞∫

0

dt (1 + t)2
(

t

t+ 1

)s−1

FODDO

IijJ (t) . (A10)

By introducing the inverse Mellin integrals

ṽ±(s) ≡
∞∫

0

dτ τs−1 v(±τ) , v(±|τ |) =
c+i∞∫

c−i∞

ds

2πi
τ−s ṽ±(s) , (A11)
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we arrive at

[int2] = Λ

∫
ds1ds2
2πi

δǫ(2 + s1 + s2) (A12)

×
[
F̃DODO

iIjJ (1− s1)ṽ
i
−(s1)ṽ

j
+(s2) + H̃ODDO

IijJ (1− s1)ṽ
i
+(s1)ṽ

j
+(s2) + H̃ODDO

JjiI (1− s1)ṽ
i
−(s1)ṽ

j
−(s2)

]
.

2. Single Integration

For a single integral, the two deformations can be either integrated together or one is integrated and the other is
at the location of one of the O operators. We would like to enumerate all such terms that are consistent with the
SL(2,R × SO(d − 1) symmetry of the straight line. This symmetry imposes two conditions. First, the boundary
terms must retain the same SL(2,R) dimension as O prior to the deformation; second, the integrand on the defect
must have dimension one, ensuring that the integral remains dimensionless. We assume that the CFT is “generic”.
That is, we assume that

1. The only scalar operator that is a singlet under all internal symmetries and has integer dimension ∆ < 4 is the
identity.

2. There is no operator of dimension ∆O + 1 that otherwise has the same charges as O and a spin larger by one
unit.

Under this assumption, we find that for a generic spacetime dimension, the only terms with a single bulk integration
and a non-zero expectation value are total derivatives. Such terms can be absorbed in the boundary terms in (A1).
For example, we have

b∫

a

dτ v(τ)v′′′(τ)× 11 =
[
v(τ)v′′(τ) − 1

2
(v′(τ))

2 ]
∣∣∣∣
b

a

. (A13)

In two, three, and four spacetime dimensions an additional operator on the line is allowed. Specifically, in four
spacetime dimensions the following single integral is consistent with the straight-line symmetries

∫
dτ ǫijkvi(τ)v′

j
(τ)〈〈OI(0)D

k(τ)OJ (∞) 〉〉 ∈ [int]4d , (A14)

where the i-index runs over the three transverse directions. We have found, however, that this term is ruled out by
our bootstrap (although we do not include the detailed analysis in this note). Hence, we will not include it in the
following.
Similarly, in three spacetime dimensions the following term is allowed

∫
dτ ǫijvi(τ)v′

j
(τ)〈〈OI(0)OJ(∞) 〉〉 ∈ [int]3d . (A15)

While this term is not a total derivative, its addition has the effect of shifting the spin source on the right-hand side of
the inhomogeneous constraints (11), (12). In our earlier work on Chern-Simons matter theories [55, 56], this term was
excluded at third order, O(v3), of the bootstrap. This fact implies that also for any other three-dimensional theory,
the coefficient of this term is fixed at third order. We expected, but did not prove, that it would be fixed to zero. In
what follows we assume that this is indeed the case and therefore the constraints are not altered as we go down to
three spacetime dimensions.
In two-dimensional CFTs in which there is no reflection symmetry in the direction perpendicular to the line the

integral

∫
dτ v(τ)dv(τ)〈〈OI (0)D(τ)OJ (∞) 〉〉 ∈ [int]2d , (A16)

is allowed. Similarly, there are also new boundary terms that can be added. In this case, we have repeated the
derivation of the constraints for the four-point function of the displacement operator and found that they are not
modified. This fact will be relevant for us when checking the constraints in the two-dimensional example studied in
appendix E.
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3. Boundary Terms

We now list all the boundary terms that are allowed by the SL(2,R) × SO(d − 1) symmetry of the straight line.
In total, such terms have zero SO(d − 1) transverse spin and zero SL(2,R) conformal dimension. Since the two
v’s together have dimension minus two and spin zero, these terms consist of the operator O, its first and second
descendants.
We take the straight line to be placed along the third direction, x3. For simplicity, we restrict our discussion to

the case where v is in a two-dimensional transverse space that is spanned by x± = (x1 ± ix2)/
√
2. This restricted

kinematical configuration is sufficient for the derivation of the constraints. The boundary terms that are allowed in
any CFT are

[B0B0] = 〈〈
[
γ0v

+
0 v

−
0 d

2OI(0) + γ1
(
v+0 dv

−
0 + v−0 dv

+
0

)
dOI(0) + γ4

(
v+0 dv

−
0 − v−0 dv

+
0

)
dOI(0)

+
(
γ3dv

+
0 dv

−
0 + γ2

(
v+0 ddv

−
0 + v−0 ddv

+
0

)
+ γ5

(
v+0 ddv

−
0 − v−0 ddv

+
0

))
OI(0)

]
OJ(∞)〉〉 , (A17)

[B∞B∞] = 〈〈OI(0)
[
γ̃0v

+
1 v

−
1 d

2OJ(∞) + γ̃1
(
v+∞dv−∞ + v−∞dv+∞

)
dOJ(∞)− γ̃4

(
v+∞dv−∞ − v−∞dv+∞

)
dOJ(∞)

+
(
γ̃3dv

+
∞dv−∞ + γ̃2

(
v+∞ddv−∞ + v−∞ddv+∞

)
− γ̃5

(
v+∞ddv−∞ − v−∞ddv+∞

))
OJ(∞)

]
〉〉 ,

where γi, γ̃i are unknown coefficients. Here, dv and dO stand for a derivative of v and O along the straight line. As for
descendant operators, the form of these derivatives depends on the conformal frame in which they are defined, which
is tailored to the scheme in which we regulate the line integrals. Recall that we use the point-splitting regularization
scheme in the conformal frame where the two operators are placed at τ = 0 and τ = 1. Hence, in this frame dv = ∂τv
and dO = ∂τO, where x3(τ) = τ with τ ∈ [0, 1]. Using the conformal transformation w → w/(1 − w) employed in
(A3), this definition translates to

dnA(τ) ≡ lim
σ→τ

(
(1 + σ)2∂σ

)n A(σ)

(1 + σ)2
, (A18)

the [0,∞] frame.
Additionally, there are terms that are allowed when the defect contains operators of special dimension and spin.

For example

• If the theory has an operator Õ of dimensions ∆
Õ
= ∆O −m where m is a positive integer, then there may be

additional allowed boundary terms. For example, if O = D and Õ = 11 then the term

dddvi0 dddv
j
∞ ∈ δ2〈〈Di(0)Dj(∞)〉〉 , (A19)

is allowed and is part of [B0B∞] in the decomposition (A1). This term, however, does not contribute when at
least one of the v’s corresponds to a conformal transformation, which is the case relevant to our discussion.

• If O has transverse spin 1/2 then terms such as

dv±0 dv∓∞〈〈O± 1
2
O∓ 1

2
〉〉 ∈ δ2〈〈O∓ 1

2
(0)O± 1

2
〉〉 , (A20)

are allowed and are part of [B0B∞] in the decomposition (A1).

• If O of spin one, then terms such as

v+0 dv
+
0 〈〈dO+(0)O−(∞)〉〉 ∈ δ2〈〈O−(0)O−(∞)〉〉 , (A21)

are allowed. In this case, the two v’s together have transverse spin 2.

In these cases, we have verified that the presence of the new terms does not affect the constraints. Since these terms
are nongeneric, in the following we will assume that they are not present.

4. Source Term

We now choose the deformation vector in (1) that will lead to the constraints eluded in the main text. We start with
a non-straight path parameterized by v(τ) = va(τ). At the second order, applying to it a conformal transformation
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amounts to simply adding to it the infinitesimal conformal variation vector, va(τ) → va(τ)+vc(τ).
6 Consequently, the

change in the expectation value of the deformed line receives contributions at orders O(v2c) and O(vcva). The source
term of δ2〈O(0)O(∞)〉 arises from the conformal covariance of the two operators. It is composed of two contributions.
The first accounts for the scaling dimension of the operators. At the second order under consideration, this term
takes the form,

[conformal factor] = −∆ δIJ(~v∞ − ~v0)
2 . (A22)

The second contribution accounts for the spin of the operators and takes the form

[spin source]O(v2
c)

=
1

2

[
[Mij ]IJ vicddv

j
c/2

]∣∣∣
∞

0
. (A23)

[spin source]O(vcva) =
[
[Mij ]IJ

(
viaddv

j
c + dviadv

j
c/2

) ]∣∣∣
∞

0
. (A24)

Finally, an infinitesimal conformal transformation is a degree two polynomials with arbitrary vector coefficients
that we denote by c,

vic(τ) = ci0 + ci1τ + ci2τ
2 . (A25)

The Mellin transform (A11) of vc(τ) is

ṽic,±(s) = 2πi
[
ci0δ(s)± ci1δ(1 + s) + ci2δ(2 + s)

]
. (A26)

5. Constraints

The constraints arise from equating δ2〈〈O(0)O(∞)〉〉 in (A1) with the source term at orders O(v2c ) and O(vavc).
We consider each of these orders in turn and separate between the cases where ṽa(s) is regular or has a pole at the
support of the delta function in [int2], (A12).

a. O(vavc) Constraints from Regular va

We first consider profiles va(τ) that vanish sufficiently fast at the boundaries, such that the boundary terms [B0B0]
and [B∞B∞] in (A17) vanish. For such a choice, the source terms in (A22)-(A24) also vanish. Moreover, for O = D,
the term in (A19) vanishes because vc is a degree 2 polynomial. Hence, the only contribution with which we remain
is the double integral [int2] and the corresponding constraint is homogeneous.
With this choice, the Mellin transformed ṽia(s) is regular at the support of the delta function in (A12), s = 0,−1,−2,

so we can safely take the ǫ → 0 limit there. Plugging in ṽc from (A26) leads to the expression

[int2]
∣∣∣
O(vavc)

=

2∑

ℓ=0

ciℓ

(
ṽja,−(ℓ− 2)

[
F̃DODO

jIiJ (3− ℓ) + (−1)ℓH̃ODDO

JijI (3− ℓ) + (−1)ℓH̃ODDO

JjiI (ℓ + 1)
]

+ṽja,+(ℓ− 2)
[
(−1)ℓF̃DODO

iIjJ (ℓ+ 1) + H̃ODDO

IjiJ (3− ℓ) + H̃ODDO

IijJ (ℓ+ 1)
])

.

(A27)

Since ṽa,±(ℓ− 2) are free parameters, the equation imposes the following homogeneous constraints

(−1)ℓF̃DODO

jIiJ (3 − ℓ) + H̃ODDO

JijI (3 − ℓ) + H̃ODDO

JjiI (1 + ℓ) = 0

(−1)ℓF̃DODO

iIjJ (1 + ℓ) + H̃ODDO

IjiJ (3 − ℓ) + H̃ODDO

IijJ (1 + ℓ) = 0
, ℓ = 0, 1, 2 . (A28)

These constraints apply for any choice of transverse directions i and j. Only three out of these six constraints are
independent. Specifically, the first and the second lines are interchanged under i ↔ j, I ↔ J , and ℓ ↔ 2 − ℓ. After

plugging in the definitions of the Mellin transforms F̃ (A11) and H̃ (A10), we arrive at the homogeneous constraints
(9) in the main text.

6 At higher orders vc depends on va.
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b. O(v2c ) Constraints

Consider first the double integral at order O(v2c). By plugging ṽc in (A26) into (A12) we arrive at

[int2]
∣∣∣
O(v2

c)
= 2πi Λ

2∑

ℓ1,ℓ2=0

ciℓ1c
j
ℓ2
δǫ(2−ℓ1−ℓ2)

[
(−1)ℓ1F̃DODO

iIjJ (1+ℓ1)+H̃ODDO

IijJ (1−ℓ1)+(−1)ℓ1+ℓ2H̃ODDO

JjiI (1−ℓ1)
]
. (A29)

The combination in the parentheses vanishes separately for each value of ℓ1 and ℓ2 by (A28).
We remained with the boundary and source terms. By comparing them for ci’s in a two-dimensional transverse

plane we arrive at the following equations for the boundary coefficients

γ̃0 =− γ0 =
1− 2γ1
1 + 2∆

, γ1 = 1− γ̃1 =
γ2 + γ3

∆
, γ̃2 + γ2 = ∆ ,

γ3 =γ̃3 , γ4 = γ̃4 , ∆γ4 − γ5 = s0/2 , ∆γ̃4 + γ̃5 = s∞/2 ,
(A30)

where s0 and s∞ are the clockwise U(1) spins of the two operators in the x1–x2 transverse plane that we use here.
This implies that γ5 and γ̃5 depend on the polarizations of the two O operators.

c. O(vavc) Constraints from More General va

We consider va profiles of the form

via ∈
{ τ

τ2 + 1
,

τ2

τ2 + 1
,

τ3

τ2 + 1

}
. (A31)

Their Mellin transform, ṽia(s), has a simple pole at the support of the delta function in (A12). That is, at s = 0,
s = −1 or s = −2. However, these poles multiply expressions that vanish by the homophonous constraint (A28). As
a result, the corresponding integrand in [int2] is regular at ǫ → 0. Yet, to obtain the finite terms in [int2] correctly, it
is crucial to introduce the ǫ regulator in (A12) and take it to zero at the very end.
The source term at order O(vavc) that corresponds to the profiles (A31) is nontrivial. When combined with the

results of the previous subsection (A30), these lead to the constraints

Λ
[
F̃ ′DODO

jIiJ (3)− F̃ ′DODO

iIjJ (1) + H̃′ODDO

IjiJ (3)− H̃ ′ODDO

IijJ (1) + H̃′ODDO

JijI (3)− H̃ ′ODDO

JjiI (1)
]
= 2δijδIJ∆+ 2[Mij ]IJ , (A32)

and

Λ
[
−F̃ ′DODO

jIiJ (2) + F̃ ′DODO

iIjJ (2) + H̃′ODDO

IjiJ (2)− H̃ ′ODDO

IijJ (−2) + H̃′ODDO

JijI (2)− H̃ ′ODDO

JjiI (2)
]
= [Mij ]IJ . (A33)

After plugging in the definitions of the Mellin transforms F̃ (A11) and H̃ (A10), we arrive at the non-homogeneous
constraint (11) and (12) in the main text.

6. Simplified Constraints for O = D

In the case where the operator O in (7) is the displacement operator and I = J = i = j, we have a single four-
point function to consider and we can use crossing symmetry to map all the integration regions to t ∈ [0, 1]. The
homogeneous and inhomogeneous constraints each reduce to a single independent nontrivial constraint. These take
the form

1∫

0

dtKHomo(t)FDDDD

1111 (t) = 0 , Λ

1∫

0

dtKInhomo(t)FDDDD

1111 (t) = 4 , (A34)

where

KHomo(t) = 1 + t+ t2 , KInhomo(t) =
(
t2 − 2t− 2

)
log t+

(
t2 + 4t+ 1

)
log(1 + t) . (A35)
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Appendix B: OPE Sum Rules

The integrated constraints can be rephrased as OPE sum rules. In this appendix, we demonstrate how to convert
between the two for the four-point function FDDDD

1111 (t). The homogeneous and inhomogeneous integral constraints
(A34) are of the form

1∫

0

dtK(t)FDDDD

1111 (t) =
F

Λ
, (B1)

where K is one of the kernels in (A35) and F is either zero or four.
The OPE expansion of FDDDD

1111 (t) in the t → 0 channel takes the form

FDDDD

1111 (t) =
∑

O

C2
DDO Block1D[∆O, t] , with Block1D[∆, t] =

(
t

1 + t

)∆

2F1

(
∆,∆, 2∆,

t

1 + t

)
. (B2)

This expansion converges for t ∈ [0, 1], [57]. Hence, after plugging it into the constraint (B1) we can exchange the
order of integration and summation. In this way, we arrive at

∑

O

C2
DDO B̃lock(∆O) = ΛF , where B̃lock(∆) =

1∫

0

dtK(t) Block1D[∆, t] . (B3)

For small ∆ the integral may diverge. In such cases, it is evaluated by analytic continuation from larger ∆.
In the generic case where O 6= D the four-point functions are integrated over the range t ∈ [0,∞]. This integration

domain can be split into the regions t ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [1,∞]. In the first region, the t → 0 OPE expansion converges,
and in the latter, the t → ∞ OPE expansion converges. Using the convergent expansion in each region, we can
exchange the order of summation and integration freely. In this way, we arrive at the sum rule of the form (13).

Appendix C: A new prediction for O(N) defect at order O(ε2)

In the main text, we have presented a prediction for C
(2)
DDφ1

, see (26). In this appendix, we use this result to obtain

an integral constraint for the O(ε2) correction to the four-point function that does not involve any additional unfixed
conformal data.
We start by substituting C

(2)
DDφ1

from (26) into the homogeneous constraints (9) and consider the result at order

O(ε2). There are three sources of divergences, for the exchange of φ1, from the exchange of φ2
1, and from the exchange

of φ2
I . The last two operators are degenerate at tree level and mix with each other at higher orders. We denote

the two operators with a good anomalous dimension that result from this mixing by S+ and S−. Following the
enhancement mechanism, we subtract from the four-point function the divergent contributions and separately add
their finite coupling expressions before integration. We denote the subtracted four-point functions by Freg. Since the
singular behavior of the constraints depends on the form of the integration kernels, the subtraction differs between the
first and second homogeneous constraints in (9), and we treat them separately. For the first homogeneous constraint,
we define the subtracted four-point function as

Fφ1DDφ1

reg,1 =





Fφ1DDφ1 − C2
DDφ1

1

t∆φ1

for 0 < t < 1

Fφ1DDφ1 − CDDφ1Cφ1φ1φ1

1

t∆φ1

(
1− ∆φ1

2t
+

(∆2
φ1

+ 2∆φ1 + 1)∆φ1

4(2∆φ1 + 1)t2

)
for t > 1

−
∑

a=±

CDDSaCφ1φ1Sa

1

t∆Sa

(
1− ∆Sa

2t

)
, (C1)

and

FDφ1Dφ1

reg,1 =

{
FDφ1Dφ1 for 0 < t < 1

FDφ1Dφ1 − C2
DDφ1

t∆φ1
−4 for t > 1

, (C2)
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where the subtracted finite coupling terms are understood to be expanded at small ε up to the same order as F before
integration.
Substituting those definitions into the first homogeneous constraint and separately adding back the enhanced

contributions from the O(ε3), we arrive at the constraint7

∞∫

0

dt
[
t2(Fφ1DDφ1

reg,1 + FDφ1Dφ1

reg,1 ) + (1 + t)2Fφ1DDφ1

reg,1

]
O(ε2)

(C3)

=
2πC

(2)
DDφ1√

N + 8
−

2πC
(2)
φ1φ1φ1

3
√
N + 8

+
7π2

3(N + 8)
+

∑

a=±

[
C

(0)
φ1φ1Sa

(
2γ

(1)
Sa

C
(1)
DDSa

+
9

2
C

(2)
DDSa

)
+

9

2
C

(1)
DDSa

C
(1)
φ1φ1Sa

]
.

Similarly, for the second homogeneous constraint, we define the subtracted four-point function as

Fφ1DDφ1

reg,2 =





Fφ1DDφ1 , for 0 < t < 1

Fφ1DDφ1 − CDDφ1Cφ1φ1φ1

1

t∆φ1

(
1− ∆φ1

2t
+

(∆2
φ1

+ 2∆φ1 + 1)∆φ1

4(2∆φ1 + 1)t2

)
for t > 1

−
∑

a=±

CDDSaCφ1φ1Sa

1

t∆Sa

(
1− ∆Sa

2t

)
, (C4)

and FDφ1Dφ1

reg,2 = FDφ1Dφ1 with no subtractions. Substituting those definitions into the second homogeneous constraint

and adding the enhanced contributions from the O(ε3), we arrive at

∞∫

0

dt
[
2t t(1 + t)

(
Fφ1DDφ1

reg,2 + Fφ1DDφ1

reg,2

)
− 2tFDφ1Dφ1

reg,2

]
O(ε2)

(C5)

=
πC

(2)
DDφ1√

N + 8

πC
(2)
φ1φ1φ1

3
√
N + 8

−
π2γ

(2)
φ1

N + 8
+

13π2

3(N + 8)
+

∑

a=±

[
C

(0)
φ1φ1Sa

(γ
(1)
Sa

C
(1)
DDSa

+ 5C
(2)
DDSa

) + 5C
(1)
DDSa

C
(1)
φ1φ1Sa

]
.

By taking a linear combination of (C3) and (C5) so that unknown structure constant at this order, C
(2)
φ1φ1φ1

, drops
out we arrive at the constraint

∞∫

0

dt
[
t2(Fφ1DDφ1

reg,1 + FDφ1Dφ1

reg,1 ) + (1 + t)2Fφ1DDφ1

reg,1 + 2t t(1 + t)
(
Fφ1DDφ1

reg,2 + Fφ1DDφ1

reg,2

)
− 2tFDφ1Dφ1

reg,2

]
O(ε2)

(C6)

=
π2(2γ

(2)
φ1

− 11) + 4π
√
N + 8C

(2)
DDφ1

N + 8
+

∑

a=±

[
4γ

(1)
Sa

C
(1)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

+
29

2
C

(2)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

+
29

2
C

(1)
DDSa

C
(1)
φ1φ1Sa

]
.

Note that the OPE coefficient Cφ1φ1Sa up to O(ε) can be found in [19], while for the OPE coefficient CDDSa can be
found in the expansion of the four-point function of Fφ1DDφ1 . Therefore, the RHS of the equation consists of known
CFT data and data that can be extracted from the four-point function at this order.8

In more detail, the part subtracted in the t ∈ [1,∞) region takes the form

t ∈ [1,∞) : Fφ1DDφ1

reg,1 or 2

∣∣∣
O(ε2)

= Fφ1DDφ1

∣∣∣
O(ε2)

− ε2
(
6t2 − 3t+ 2

)

6t3

[
C

(1)
φ1φ1φ1

C
(1)
DDφ1

]
(C7)

− ε2
1

t2

∑

a=±

[
C

(2)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

+ C
(1)
DDSa

C
(1)
φ1φ1Sa

− log t γ
(1)
Sa

C
(1)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

]

− ε2
1

t3

∑

a=±

[
1

2
γ
(1)
Sa

(2 log t− 1)C
(1)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

− C
(2)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

− C
(1)
DDSa

C
(1)
φ1φ1Sa

]
.

The first subtracted term corresponds to the φ1 exchange and depends only on the known OPE data from (18). After
subtracting this term, the combinations appearing on the right-hand side of (C6) can be extracted from the remaining
O(1/t2) terms:

7 Note that Cφ1φ1Sa
= O(1) while CDDSa

= O(ε). 8 Note that C
(2)
φ1φ1φ1

cannot be extracted from F
φ1DDφ1
(2)

because

it appears multiplied by CDDφ1
which starts at order O(ε).
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• The coefficient of log t gives us the average
∑

a± γ
(1)
Sa

C
(1)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

.

• The log t-independent coefficient gives the average OPE coefficient
∑

a=±

[
C

(2)
DDSa

C
(0)
φ1φ1Sa

+ C
(1)
DDSa

C
(1)
φ1φ1Sa

]
.

Those data can also be extracted from the O(1/t3) term.

Appendix D: N = 4 Displacement OPE and Supercorrelator

1. Preliminary

The 1/2 BPS Wilson loop in N = 4 SYM theory preserves an osp(4∗|4) superconformal subgroup. Consequently,
defect operators are labeled by their conformal dimension ∆, their representation under the so(3) transverse rotation
group, and an sp(4) ≃ so(5) R-symmetry Dynkin label [a, b]. In the following, we will label them by [a, b]∆s .

The displacement operator Di, with i = 1, 2, 3 is the top component of the 1/2 BPS D1 supermultiplet, which
consists of three states

D1 : [0, 1]∆=1
s=0 → [1, 0]

∆=3/2
s=1 → [0, 0]∆=2

s=2 . (D1)

The OPE of two D1 supermultiplets contains the identity I, the 1/2 BPS D2 supermultiplet, and an infinite set of
unprotected scalar long multiplets L∆

s=0,[0,0]

D1 ×D1 = I +D2 +
∑

∆

L∆
s=0,[0,0] . (D2)

Here, the D2 multiplet consists of the states

D2 : [0, 2]∆=2
s=0 → [1, 1]

∆=5
2

s=1 → [0, 1]∆=3
s=2 ⊕ [2, 0]∆=3

s=0 → [1, 0]
∆= 7

2
s=1 → [0, 0]∆=4

s=0 . (D3)

Details of those multiplets and their properties can be found in [14, 15, 58–60].

We turn to the structure of the four-point function 〈〈D1D1D1D1〉〉. Superconformal symmetry fixes this correlator
up to an unknown function of the cross-ratio called the reduced correlator f(χ)

〈〈D1D1D1D1〉〉
〈〈D1D1〉〉〈〈D1D1〉〉

= FX+ D̂f(χ) , (D4)

where F is a constant, X is the super cross-ratio, and D̂ is a differential operator. We refer the reader to [13] for their
definition. In particular, in terms of the reduced correlator, crossing symmetry takes the form

χ2f(χ) = (1− χ)2f(1− χ) . (D5)

To check the constraints, we consider the four-point function of the displacement operator. It takes the form9

〈〈Di(x1)Dj(x2)Dk(x3)Dl(x4)〉〉 =
1

x4
12x

4
34

[
δijδklFS(χ) + (δikδjl − δilδjk)FA(χ) +

(
δikδjl + δilδjk − 2

3
δijδkl

)
FT (χ)

]
,

(D6)

9 We thank Michelangelo Preti for kindly sharing a Mathematica code for the superspace computations.
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where the cross ration χ is related to our cross ratio t as χ = t
1+t , and

FS(χ) =− 1

108
(χ− 1)2((χ− 3)χ+ 3)χ4f (5)(χ)− 1

108
(χ− 1)(χ(χ(16χ− 33) + 3) + 18)χ3f (4)(χ)

− 1

54
(χ(χ(χ(37χ− 54) + 9)− 36) + 45)χ2f (3)(χ) +

1

3

(
−3χ4 + χ3 − 6χ+ 9

)
χf ′′(χ)

+

(
−χ4

3
+ 4χ− 7

)
f ′(χ) +

(
8

χ
− 4

)
f(χ) +

Fχ4

3
,

FA(χ) =− 1

72
(χ− 2)(χ− 1)2χ5f (5)(χ)− 1

36
(χ− 1)(χ(8χ− 13) + 3)χ4f (4)(χ)

− 1

36
(χ(χ(37χ− 53) + 9) + 6)χ3f (3)(χ) +

1

4

(
−6χ5 + 3χ4 + 2χ2

)
f ′′(χ)

− 1

2

(
χ3 + 2

)
χf ′(χ) + f(χ) +

Fχ4

2
,

FT (χ) =− 1

72
(χ− 1)2χ6f (5)(χ)− 1

18
(χ− 1)(4χ− 3)χ5f (4)(χ)

− 1

36
(χ(37χ− 51) + 15)χ4f (3)(χ) +

1

4
(5− 6χ)χ4f ′′(χ)− 1

2
χ4f ′(χ) +

Fχ4

2
.

(D7)

The D1D1 OPE shown in (D2) implies that the reduced correlator can be expanded as:

f(χ) = f11 + C2
D1D1D2

fD2 +
∑

O

C2
D1D1O

fO , (D8)

where the terms fI, fD2, and fO are referred to as reduced blocks, serving as direct analogs of the standard conformal
blocks. As shown in [13–15], supersymmetry fixes their form to be

f11 = χ,

fD2 = χ− χ 2F1(1, 2; 4;χ) = O(χ2) ,

fO =
χ∆O+1

2F1(∆O + 1,∆O + 2; 2∆O + 4;χ)

1−∆O

= O(χ∆O+1) .

(D9)

At a generic value of the YM coupling, there are no sp(4) singlets operators with integer dimension ∆ < 4. This
fact is sufficient for our constraints to hold, see section A2. We test them below using the CFT data equated above.

2. Simplifing the Homogeneous Constraint

Here, we will show that the homogeneous constraints fix the leading OPE behavior of the reduced correlator.
After subtracting FGFF, we plug the form of the correlator (D7) into the homogeneous constraints (9) and perform
multiple integrations by parts to remove the derivatives from the reduced correlator f(χ). After this, we find that
the integrations over the reduced correlator reduce to a set of boundary terms. We are left with the integration of a
topological term, FX in (D4), and the homogeneous constraint reduces to

1∫

0

dχ F
(
χℓδijδIJ + χ2−ℓδiIδjJ + (χ− 1)ℓχ2−ℓδiJδjI

)
= [boundary terms] , (D10)

where ℓ = 0, 1, 2 corresponds to the three homogeneous constraints in (9). We have verified that (D10) is satisfied,
provided that the reduced correlator has the following asymptotics behavior close to χ = 0 and χ = 1

f(χ) = −Fχ2/2 +O(χ3) , f(χ) = F/2 +O
(
(1− χ)2

)
. (D11)

These two behaviors are related by crossing. They are the result of the exchange of the D2 multiplet, see (D9).
The other operators in the OPE (D2) are scalar long multiplets. They give contributions of order O(χ∆O+1). These
are subleading due to the unitarity bound, ∆O > 1. This asymptotic behavior fixes the value of the protected OPE
coefficient, defined in (D8), as C2

D1D1D2
= F. It agrees with the finite-coupling asymptotics in [13], where this structure

constant is fixed by supersymmetric localization.
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3. Simplifying the Inhomogeneous Constraint

As before, we subtract from (D4) FGFF and plug the result into the inhomogeneous constraints (11) and (12).
We then perform integrations by parts to remove the derivatives from the reduced correlator. We first consider the
constraint (11) and contract it with δIiδJj . Since there may be potential divergences at the integration boundaries,
we introduce a cut-off ǫ1 near χ = 1 and ǫ0 near χ = 0. After several integrations by parts, the equation reduces to

1−ǫ1∫

ǫ0

dχ

[
2f(χ)

(
1

χ
− 1

χ3
+

1

3χ2
+

1

3(1− χ)

)]
+ [boundary terms] =

4

Λ
. (D12)

Using (D11) from the homogeneous constraint and the explicit form of the FX term, the boundary terms take the
form

[boundary terms] = −4F

3
+

F

3
log(ǫ1) + F log(ǫ0) +O(ǫ0, ǫ1) . (D13)

Here, the last two cutoff-dependent terms can be written as

F

3
log(ǫ1) + F log(ǫ0) = −F

3

1−ǫ1∫

ǫ0

dχ

1− χ
− F

1−ǫ1∫

ǫ0

dχ

χ
+O(ǫ0, ǫ1) . (D14)

Adding them back to the bulk integration, we observe that it becomes finite due to the boundary asymptotics given
in (D11). As a result, the equation reduces to

1∫

0

dχ

[
2f(χ)

(
1

χ
− 1

χ3
+

1

3χ2
+

1

3(1− χ)

)
− F

3

1

1− χ
− F

χ
− 4F

3

]
=

Λ

4
. (D15)

To further simplify the result, we notice that the crossing (D5) implies that

1∫

0

dχ f(χ) =

1∫

0

dχ
f(χ)

χ
,

1∫

0

dχ
f(χ)

χ2
= 0 . (D16)

Thus we can rewrite (D15) as

4

3

1∫

0

dχ

[
f(χ)

(
1− 2

χ3

)
−
(
1 +

1

χ

)
F

]
=

4

Λ
, (D17)

where we have simultaneously performed the change of variable χ → 1−χ for the terms with 1−χ in the denominator.
This form of the equation is finite due to (D11). This constraint (D17) is in agreement with a relation that was found
and tested in [24, 49].
The analysis of the other inhomogeneous equations follows a similar procedure. We find that they reduce to

multiples of (D17). The only exception is the δiIδjJ term in the first inhomogeneous constraint, which, in addition to
involving multiples of (D17), also depends on two subleading Taylor coefficients of the reduced correlator near χ = 0.
Given (D17), these new contributions must cancel among themselves. This leads to the condition

6a3 − 4a4 + F = 0 , where f(χ) = −F

2
χ2 + a3χ

3 + a4χ
4 +O(χ5) . (D18)

At large coupling the dimension of long operators is large. Therefore, they do not contribute to the small χ OPE
expansion up to order O(χ4). Since f(χ) is expected to be analytic in the ’t Hooft coupling, they do not contribute to
(D18) at finite coupling. As a result, the coefficients a3 and a4 receive contributions only from the protected multiplet
D2. We find that the expansion of the reduced block, fD2 in (D9), indeed satisfies this relation.
In conclusion, for the 1/2 BPS line in N = 4 SYM theory, the constraints agree with the available CFT data.
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Appendix E: 1/2 BPS defects in AdS3 × S3 × T 4

Type IIB string theory in AdS3×S3×T 4 is dual to a 2 dimensional CFT. The geometric background AdS3×S3×T 4

can support both Ramond-Ramond (RR) and Neveu-Schwarz–Neveu-Schwarz (NS-NS) three-form fluxes. For our
purposes, it suffices to know that the mixed fluxes are parameterized by a real angle λ ∈ [0, π/2] that extrapolates
between the pure RR (λ = 0) and the pure NS-NS (λ = π/2) cases. This parameter represents a true moduli of the
dual CFT. Additionally, the theory depends on the string coupling gs which is related to an integer parameter, N , in
the CFT10 and the ratio between the string scale and the AdS radius that is related to a sort of ’t Hooft coupling in
the dual CFT, g = R2

AdS/(2πl
2
s).

In [17], the authors have studied a classical string configuration in this background that is holographically dual to
a 1

2 -BPS line defect in the ’t Hooft limit where the CFT is strongly coupled. We will test the constraints to leading
nontrivial order at strong coupling, g → ∞.

At the leading order in 1/g, the four-point function of the displacement operator is given by FGFF (8), which we
subtract. The next order, O(1/g), has been computed in two different ways. One is based on tree-level diagrams in
the effective theory on the classical AdS2 string. The other is done using analytical bootstrap methods. The analytical
bootstrap result depends on two undetermined parameters, b1 and b2, and takes the following form

gF1111 =− 2(t(t+ 1)(t(t(t(2t+ 9) + 16) + 14) + 6) + 2)(b1 − 2b2) log(t)

3(t+ 1)5

− 4b1
(
t2 + t+ 1

) (
t(t+ 1)

(
t
(
3(t+ 2)t2 + t− 2

)
+ 9

)
+ 3

)

9(t+ 1)4t4

+
2b2

(
t2 + t+ 1

) (
t(t+ 1)

(
t
(
12(t+ 2)t2 + t− 11

)
+ 36

)
+ 12

)

9(t+ 1)4t4

+
2
(
2t6 + t5 + t+ 2

)
(b1 − 2b2) log(t+ 1)

3t5
,

(E1)

where g enters the bootstrap through

Λ =
6g

π
+O

(
g0
)
. (E2)

The effective string result, on the other hand, depends on only one parameter, λ. By comparison of the two results,
[17] determine,

b1 + 4b2 + 6/π = 0 . (E3)

In the following, we find that our integrated constraints can also be used to fix this relation without using the result
of the holographic computation. Note that without additional input, any bootstrap computation cannot fix a moduli
of a CFT such as λ. Its relation to these parameters is found to be b1 = −2 sin2(λ)/π.

A new feature that appears in this case is that the OPE of two displacement operators includes the displacement
operator itself. That is because the NS-NS flux breaks parity and thus reflection in the transverse direction is not a
symmetry of the straight defect. This fact is reflected in the small-t expansion of (E1)

gF1111(t) = −b1
3

(
t−2 − t−1 +O(t0)

)
, (E4)

where the first two terms match with the expansion of the conformal block of a dimension two operator.

We have repeated the procedure described in the main text for the exchange of an operator of dimension ∆ and
send ∆ → 2 at the end. We find that the homophonous constraints are satisfied while the inhomogeneous constraints
reduce to the condition (E3). Hence, the constraints are compatible with both the string theory and the bootstrap
computations.

10 To be more precise, the string theory is dual to a grand canonical
ensemble of CFTs with different N , [61].
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Appendix F: Conformal Block in One Dimension

The generic scalar four-point function can be expanded as [62, 63]

〈〈O∆1(x1)O∆2(x2)O∆3(x3)O∆4(x4)〉〉 =
(
x24

x14

)∆2−∆1
(
x14

x13

)∆3−∆4 F̂(χ)

x∆1+∆2
12 x∆3+∆4

34

, (F1)

where

χ =
x12x34

x13x24
=

t

1 + t
, (F2)

is the cross-ratio. It is convenient to work with this cross-ratio in this section, as it simplifies the differential equation
of the conformal block.
The function F̂(χ) can be expanded in conformal blocks. In the S-channel, the expansion is given by:

F̂(χ) =
∑

Õ

C
O∆1O∆2 Õ

C
ÕO∆3O∆4

Block1D∆
Õ
(χ) , (F3)

where the one-dimensional conformal block can be expressed in terms of the hypergeometric 2F1 function as [64, 65]

Block1D∆(χ) = χ∆
2F1(∆−∆1 +∆2,∆+∆3 −∆4; 2∆;χ) . (F4)

For our purposes, it is sufficient to consider the conformal block for a scalar intermediate operator.
Since our normalization of the four-point function differs from that used in (F1), we must account for this change.

Specifically, we have:

Block1D
ODDO

∆ (χ) = Block1D
DODO

∆ (χ) = (1− χ)4χ∆−∆O−2
2F1(∆−∆O + 2,∆−∆O + 2; 2∆;χ) . (F5)

These are equal because we have rescaled FDODO as defined in (10).
In the main text, we will also consider the expansion in the T -channel where we take x1 → x4 and x2 → x3,

F̂(χ) =
∑

Õ

C
O∆2O∆3 Õ

C
ÕO∆4O∆1

Block1D∆
Õ
(χ) , (F6)

the conformal blocks Block1D can be obtained from Block1D by crossing, which takes

xi → x(i+1) mod 4, χ → 1− χ, ∆i → ∆(i+1) mod 4 . (F7)

Taking into account the change in the prefactor from (F1), the crossed conformal block is given by:

Block1D∆(χ) = χ∆3+∆4(1− χ)−∆2−∆3+∆
2F1(∆−∆2 +∆3,∆−∆1 +∆4; 2∆; 1− χ) . (F8)

For the four-point function of interest, the corresponding conformal blocks in the crossed channel, after accounting
for the change in prefactor from (7) and (10), read:

Block1D
ODDO

∆ (χ) = (1− χ)∆ 2F1(∆,∆; 2∆; 1− χ) ,

Block1D
DODO

∆ (χ) = (1− χ)∆−∆O+2
2F1(∆−∆O + 2,∆+∆O − 2; 2∆; 1− χ) .

(F9)


