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Abstract: We develop a bootstrap strategy to obtain the six-point function of super-

gravitons in AdS5 × S5 from symmetry constraints and consistency conditions. Compared

to previous bootstrap algorithms, a novel feature is the use of lightcone OPEs together

with the chiral algebra constraint. This makes it possible to isolate different parts of the

correlator and fix them separately. Our strategy allows us to gain a refined understanding

of the power of different bootstrap constraints, which is also useful for computing more

general correlators.
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1 Introduction

Correlation functions of 1
2 -BPS operators in the four dimensional N = 4 super Yang-

Mills (SYM) theory have received a tremendous amount of attention over the past three

decades. At large gauge rank N and large ’t Hooft coupling λ = g2YMN , these correlators

can in principle be computed using Witten diagrams in an expansion around classical type

IIB supergravity solution on AdS5 × S5. In practice, however, this requires a detailed

knowledge of complicated effective Lagrangians and it becomes prohibitively hard except

for the simplest four-point correlation functions.

Recent years have witnessed the emergence of a new approach based on symmetries

and consistency conditions, which circumvents these computational challenges. This is the

bootstrap strategy [1, 2] which has generated many impressive results.1 For instance, all

infinitely many tree-level four-point functions of 1
2 -BPS operators with arbitrary Kaluza-

Klein (KK) levels have been obtained in all maximally superconformal theories [1, 2, 4, 5],

as well as in theories with half the amount of maximal superconformal symmetry [6–8].

These results further revealed interesting hidden structures, such as higher dimensional

symmetry [6, 8, 9], dimensional reduction [8, 10], and AdS double copy [11].

There are many compelling reasons to further extend these studies beyond four points.

Holographic correlators are on-shell scattering amplitudes in AdS. As in flat-space, it is

important to consider higher particle multiplicities where we expect interesting features

to arise. Another practical motivation is their utility in extracting CFT data at strong

coupling. Higher point correlation functions of 1
2 -BPS operators reveal new unprotected

data which are not easily accessible through four-point functions alone. This becomes

particularly evident when examining the OPE limits. For instance, taking the OPE limit

once or twice for a pair of operators in a six-point function yields five-point or four-point

functions containing one or two protected or unprotected double-trace operators respec-

tively. These correlators have attracted attention recently with multi-trace operators being

interpreted as bound states in AdS [12–16]. The bootstrap strategy which worked very well

for four-point functions also generalizes to higher-point correlators. For N = 4 SYM, the

five-point function of the lowest KK mode of supergravitons, i.e., the 20′ operators, was

bootstrapped in [17]. In [18] the bootstrap approach was further used to obtain an infinite

family of five-point functions where two operators have arbitrary KK levels. Progress has

been even more rapid for super Yang-Mills on AdS5 × S3 [8, 19–23], partly due to the

simpler structure of the theory. In this case, tree-level correlators of supergluons have been

determined up to eight points for the lowest KK level [21, 22] and for arbitrary KK modes

for five-point functions [23].

These higher-point results were obtained by using methods which follow from two

different strategies. The first approach, which led to the results in [17–19], is similar

in spirit to the original method of [1, 2]. Superconformal symmetry plays a key role in

this approach in fixing the ansatz. However, exploiting the superconformal constraints

becomes increasingly difficult at higher points. To avoid this difficulty, a second approach

was proposed in [20] and relies instead on the flat-space limit and factorization properties

1See [3] for a review.
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of AdS amplitudes. This approach is recursive in nature and should ultimately be more

efficient. However, to implement it one needs to use lower-point amplitudes as input. These

may involve spinning operators other than the scalar supergluons and supergravitons and

are not always readily available. Therefore, it is still important to improve the first method

in order to maximize our computational power.

In this paper we present important upgrades of the first method by simplifying the

implementation of a key part of superconformal constraints, namely the chiral algebra

condition [24]. The chiral algebra condition is a very nontrivial constraint dictating that

correlators in the co-plane configuration with certain twisted R-symmetry polarizations

for the operators become meromorphic functions of the complex coordinates on the plane.

However, the restriction to the 2d kinematics also makes the condition difficult to use,

especially for n ≥ 6 points. If we use this condition directly in position space, we face

a gigantic ansatz which is a complicated function of the cross ratios. In fact, it is even

unclear how to write down certain parts of the ansatz explicitly when n ≥ 6 because we

do not know how to evaluate the corresponding Witten diagrams as elementary functions.

In Mellin space, the ansatz becomes much simpler. But it is unclear how to use the

chiral algebra condition because the Mellin representation requires the operators to be

inserted at generic points. Therefore, the use of the chiral algebra constraint has been

quite limited in the past works. In this paper we present a new strategy to exploit this

condition. The key is to use the lightcone OPE, which together with the chiral algebra

condition yield differential equations among different lower-point correlation functions. As

we will show, these constraints can be conveniently exploited without leaving Mellin space.

Moreover, this new strategy also allows us to isolate different parts of the correlators and

examine the consequence of consistency conditions on them separately. This gives us a more

refined understanding of how the bootstrap strategy fixes the correlators as compared to

earlier implementations where the ansatz is fixed as a whole. To make our discussion more

concrete, we will present this improved bootstrap algorithm by considering the tree-level

six-point function of 20′ operators in N = 4 SYM. However, it should be obvious that our

techniques apply more generally to other correlators and other theories.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we discuss the superconformal kine-

matics of the six-point function, the definition of Mellin representation and flat-space limit

of the correlator. In Section 3 we review the factorization properties of Mellin amplitudes

into lower point functions and explain how the formula for the light-cone OPE can be used

to dissect an n-point function into products of lower ones. In Section 4 we create an ansatz

based on the properties explained in the previous sections and explain the main idea of the

strategy to fix the correlator. In Section 5 we illustrate the implementation of the strategy

to fix the correlator by using the chiral algebra twist in a small subsector of the ansatz,

called the snowflake piece. In Section 6 we show that chiral algebra is enough to fix a larger

part of the ansatz, called the double pole piece. In Section 7 we impose the Drukker-Plefka

twist [25] and show that this condition, together with the ones implemented in the previous

sections are enough to fully determine the six point function of 20′ operators. We also com-

ment, in this section, how these twists are satisfied at finite coupling and the implications

for lower point functions. In Section 8 we check the result obtained in the previous sections
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against the flat-space limit and obtain a match. In the last Section 9 we discuss the result

and give an outlook for future directions. In two appendices we collect formulas that were

too big for the main text and discuss how the correlator can be expressed in position space.

2 Kinematics of the six-point function

2.1 Implications of superconformal symmetry

The 20′ operator, OIJ
20′ , is the bottom component of the super multiplet that contains

the R-symmetry current J
[IJ ]
µ and the stress tensor T µν among other operators. It has

protected conformal dimension ∆ = 2 and transforms in the rank-2 symmetric traceless

representation of SO(6)R. Via the AdS/CFT correspondence, this operator is dual to the

supergraviton which is a scalar field, while the spinning graviton is dual to T µν . In this

paper, our main focus is the six-point correlation function of 20′ operators

⟨OI1J1
20′ (x1) . . .OI6J6

20′ (x6)⟩ . (2.1)

It is convenient to keep track of the R-symmetry indices by contracting them with six

dimensional null polarization vectors yI

O20′(x, y) ≡ OIJ
20′(x)yIyJ , y2 = 0 . (2.2)

This removes all the indices in (2.1) and introduces the additional dependence on the

R-symmetry coordinates yi

G6(x1, y1, . . . , x6, y6) = ⟨O20′(x1, y1) . . .O20′(x6, y6)⟩ . (2.3)

Clearly, invariance under R-symmetry requires G6 to depend polynomially on yij = yi · yj
with degree 2 for each vector yi. There are 130 different polynomials which can be generated

by different permutations of the following 4 basic structures2

A1
i1i2i3i4i5i6 = y2i1i2y

2
i3i4y

2
i5i6 , A2

i1i2i3i4i5i6 = y2i1i2yi3i4yi4i5yi5i6yi6i1 ,

A3
i1i2i3i4i5i6 = yi1i2yi2i3yi3i4yi4i5yi5i6yi6i1 , A4

i1i2i3i4i5i6 = yi1i2yi1i3yi2i3yi4i5yi4i6yi5i6 . (2.4)

Symmetries impose nontrivial constraints on the form of the six-point function. By fully

exploiting the bosonic part of superconformal symmetry, i.e., conformal symmetry and R-

symmetry, we can write the six-point function in terms of 18 invariant cross ratios. For the

spacetime part, we can write down 9 independent conformal cross ratios which we choose

to be

u1 =
x212x

2
35

x213x
2
25

, ui+1 = ui

∣∣∣∣
xj→xj+1

, U1 =
x213x

2
46

x214x
2
36

, Ui+1 = Ui

∣∣∣∣
xj→xj+1

. (2.5)

Here the points are cyclically identified (x7 = x1) and it is easy to see that the set of con-

formal cross ratios is {u1, u2, u3, u4, u5, u6, U1, U2, U3}. Similarly, there are 9 independent

R-symmetry cross ratios which can be similarly defined upon replacing x2ij → yij .

2This should be compared with the cases of four- and five-point functions where there are 2 independent

structures.
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The fermionic generators in the superconformal group imposes further constraints

which relate the spacetime and R-symmetry dependence. While the full implications are

not clear, which presumably can be derived from a superspace analysis, two weaker con-

ditions are known in the literature. The first condition comes from the chiral algebra

construction [24]. When all operators are inserted on a 2d place with complex coordinates

(zi, z̄i) and R-symmetry polarizations are restricted to the special configuration

yij = (zi − zj)(vi − vj) , (2.6)

with arbitrary vi, this construction dictates that the correlator becomes independent of the

meromorphic coordinates zi

G6(zi, z̄i, yi)
∣∣
yij=(zi−zj)(vi−vj)

= g(z̄i, vi) . (2.7)

The second condition comes from the topological twisting [25] which we will refer to as the

Drukker-Plefka twist. It was shown in [25] that when the R-symmetry polarizations are

restricted to

yij = x2ij , (2.8)

while the locations of the operator insertions are unconstrained, the correlation function

becomes topological

G6(xi, yi)
∣∣
yij=x2

ij
= constant . (2.9)

We note here that for four-point functions the Drukker-Plefka twist is implied by the chiral

algebra twist by further setting vi = z̄i because we can use conformal symmetry to put

four points on a plane. This is however no longer the case when we have more than four

points and these two conditions are complementary.

2.2 Mellin representation

An efficient and natural language to describe holographic correlators is the Mellin repre-

sentation [26, 27]. In this formalism, the six-point function of scalars can be represented

as

⟨O1(x1, y1) . . .O6(x6, y6)⟩ =
∫

[dδ]
∏

1≤i<j≤n

(x2ij)
−δijΓ(δij) M(δij , yij) , (2.10)

where M(δij , yij) is the Mellin amplitude and the Mellin-Mandelstam variables δij satisfy

δij = δji , δii = −∆i ,
∑
j

δij = 0 . (2.11)

The advantage of this formalism is that the analytic structure of the Mellin amplitude

is very simple and resembles that of the tree-level scattering amplitudes in flat-space.

Moreover, the Mellin amplitude enjoys factorization properties which allow us to express

its residues at poles in terms of lower-point Mellin amplitudes [28]. Since many intermediate

lower-point correlators have already been obtained, the factorization of Mellin amplitudes
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will play an important role in our strategy of computing the six-point function. We will

discuss Mellin factorization in more detail in Section 3.

Another useful property of the Mellin representation is that we can recover the flat-

space amplitude from the high energy limit of the Mellin amplitude [27]. If we rescale the

Mellin-Mandelstam variables by δij → βδij , then in the β → ∞ limit the leading term of

the supergraviton Mellin amplitude gives the flat-space amplitude

lim
β→∞

M(βδij , yij) ∝ Aflat(δij , yij) . (2.12)

On the RHS, we have the tree-level amplitude of gravitons and δij should be identified with

the flat-space Mandelstam variables δij = pi·pj . However, the flat-space amplitude obtained

in this way is not in the most generic kinematic configuration. This arises essentially

because of the factorized structure of AdS5 × S5 and supergravitons are essentially 10d

gravitons with polarizations pointing along the internal S5. In flat-space, each graviton is

associated with a polarization tensor ϵµν . Obtained from AdS, these flat-space polarization

tensors are related to the R-symmetry polarization tensors as [8, 29]

ϵµν = yµyν , (2.13)

where we lift the six dimensional yI into ten dimensional yµ by adding zeros.

3 Mellin factorization and OPE

3.1 Factorization of Mellin amplitudes

Mellin amplitudes are analytic functions with poles in δij associated with exchanged single-

trace operators in the OPE. More concretely, let us separate the external operators into

two subsets L and R and consider the exchange of an operator with dimension ∆ and spin

J between these two groups of operators. The Mellin amplitude has poles at

M(δij , yij) ≈
∑
m

Qm(δij , yij)

δLR − (∆− J + 2m)
, δLR =

∑
i∈L

∑
j∈R

δij , (3.1)

where the poles with m > 0 correspond to descendant operators. For generic operator

dimensions, the sum over m runs from 0 to ∞. However, for the particular theory under

consideration, we will see in the appendix that the infinite series of poles truncates to a

finite set (the mechanism is similar to one already observed for five-point functions [18]).

An interesting property of Mellin amplitudes is that the residues at these poles are related

to lower-point amplitudes [28], which resembles amplitude factorization in flat-space. Here

we review this factorization property. For the simplicity of presentation, we will suppress

the R-symmetry dependence which obeys its own “factorization” and can be multiplied

back in the end. We will discuss the consequence of operator exchanges on R-symmetry

structures in Section 3.4.

The precise factorization formula for the residues depends crucially on the spin of the

exchanged operator. Let us first introduce the extension of the scalar Mellin amplitude
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(2.10) where one of the operators becomes spinning. The correlator of n scalar operators

and a spinning operator with dimension ∆ and spin J can be represented as [28]

⟨O(x0, z)O1(x1) . . .On(xn)⟩ =
n∑

a1,...aJ=1

J∏
ℓ=1

(z · x0aℓ)
∫
[dγ] M{a}(γij , γi)

×
∏

1≤i<j≤n

Γ(γij)

(x2ij)
γij

n∏
i=1

Γ(γi + {a}i)
(x2i0)

γi+{a}i
,

(3.2)

where z is the polarization vector of the spinning operator. We have collectively denoted

a1, a2, . . . , aJ by {a} and introduced {a}i to count the number of times the index i appears

in {a}
{a}i = δia1 + δia2 + . . .+ δiaJ . (3.3)

Similar to (2.11), conformal invariance requires the Mellin-Mandelstam variables to satisfy

γij = γji , γii = −∆i , γi = −
n∑

j=1

γij ,
n∑

i,j=1

γij = J −∆ . (3.4)

The spinning Mellin amplitudes M{a} are not all independent but satisfy the transversality

condition [28]

n∑
a1=1

(γa1 + δa2a1 + δa3a1 + · · ·+ δaJa1 )M
a1a2···aJ = 0 . (3.5)

The residue of the amplitude (3.1), for m = 0, can be expressed as [28]

Q0(δij) = k∆,J

∑
a∈L

∑
i∈R

M
{a}
L M

{i}
R

J∏
ℓ=1

(δaℓiℓ + δ
iℓ+1
aℓ δ

iℓ+1

iℓ
+ · · ·+ δiJaℓδ

iℓ+J

iℓ
) , (3.6)

where k∆,J is a normalization constant, M
{a}
L , M

{i}
R are lower-point Mellin amplitudes and

{a} = a1 . . . aJ , {i} = i1 . . . iJ . For m > 0, so far there is no general formula valid for any

spin. However, residue formulas for spins up to two have been obtained in [28] and are

sufficient for the purpose of this work. Here we will not present the detailed expressions

which are collected in the appendix. It is sufficient to point out that the residues with

m > 0 are determined by conformal symmetry. A convenient way to implement conformal

symmetry is to use the conformal Casimir which was first used in [30] to compute four-point

conformal blocks. The Casimir used here is a multi-particle operator constructed from the

sum of conformal generators acting on the operators in the group L (we will give more

details in Section 3.4 for the similar case of R-symmetry). By simple arguments based

on conformal invariance (see, e.g., [31]), the Casimir operator is mapped to the Laplacian

operator in AdS which collapses the propagator of the exchanged field to a delta function.

In position space, the Casimir operator is a differential operator acting on the coordinates.

Acting on the definition (2.10) and shifiting δij , we find it gets translated into a difference

operator. The action of the difference operator removes the poles in δLR in (3.1) and relates
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the residues for different m via recursion relations. In fact, such recursion relations not only

determines the residues for m > 0 in terms of those for m = 0 but also places constraints

on the residues with m = 0.

Let us now specialize to the case of the six-point supergraviton amplitude. There

are two nontrivial factorizations where the six-point amplitude splits into the product of

three-point and five-point amplitudes or the product of two four-point amplitudes3

M(δij) ≈
Q

(4−4)
m (δij)

(δl1r1 + δl1r2 + δl1r3 + δl2r1 + δl2r2 + δl2r3 + δl3r1 + δl3r2 + δl3r3)− (τ + 2m)
,

(3.7)

M(δij) ≈
Q

(3−5)
m (δij)

(δl1r1 + δl1r2 + δl1r3 + δl1r4 + δl2r1 + δl2r2 + δl2r3 + δl2r4)− (τ + 2m)
. (3.8)

Here li and ri belong to different groups of external operators and we have added super-

scripts to the residues to indicate their factorizations into lower-point amplitudes. In the

factorization channel, only three operators can appear in our setup. These are the 20′

operator itself, the R-symmetry current and the stress tensor operator. Note that all these

operators have the same conformal twist τ = 2, which provides simplification to the pole

structure of the Mellin amplitude.

To determine the residues in (3.7), one would need the following four-point functions

⟨O20′(x1, y1)O20′(x2, y2)O20′(x3, y3)O20′(x0, y0)⟩ , (3.9)

⟨O20′(x1, y1)O20′(x2, y2)O20′(x3, y3)J (x0, z0)⟩ ,
⟨O20′(x1, y1)O20′(x2, y2)O20′(x3, y3)T (x0, z0)⟩ . (3.10)

Fortunately, these have already been computed in [17, 32] and we collect their formulas

in the appendix. By contrast, to compute the residues in (3.8) the following five-point

functions are needed

⟨O20′(x1, y1)O20′(x2, y2)O20′(x3, y3)O20′(x4, y4)O20′(x0, y0)⟩ , (3.11)

⟨O20′(x1, y1)O20′(x2, y2)O20′(x3, y3)O20′(x4, y4)J (x0, z0)⟩ ,
⟨O20′(x1, y1)O20′(x2, y2)O20′(x3, y3)O20′(x4, y4)T (x0, z0)⟩ . (3.12)

While the supergraviton five-point function has been computed in [17], the other two

spinning correlators are not known. Unlike the four-point function case where the spinning

correlators are related to the scalar correlator by superconformal symmetry, this is not true

for five-point functions [33].4

In this subsection, we have only applied factorization to a single channel in the su-

pergraviton Mellin amplitude. Conceptually, there is no difficulty to further consider fac-

torization on two or more compatible channels. However, the problem is that this would

3This should be contrasted with the five-point amplitude case where there is only one nontrivial way to

factorize it into three-point and four-point amplitudes.
4However, these five-point functions can be obtained as a byproduct of our analysis since the six-point

function will be completely fixed.
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generically involve lower-point functions with multiple spinning operators. It is not clear

how to further extend the Mellin representation (3.2) to handle the generic case and this

makes the direct generalization of the factorization analysis technically infeasible. We will

not present a general solution in this paper. However, in the next two subsections we will

provide a way to implement multi-factorization within the scope of our problem.

3.2 Multiple factorization: Two spinning lines

To handle multiple factorizations, we start from position space. The main ingredient we

need is the following formula which implements the lightcone OPE between two scalar

identical operators [34]

O(x1)O(x2) ≈
∑
J

C12J

∫ 1

0
[dt]

OJ(x1 + tx21, x12)

(x212)
2∆O−τ

2

+ . . . . (3.13)

Here τ = ∆− J is the twist of the exchanged operator and C12J is the OPE coefficient. In

the lightcone limit x212 → 0 and the polarization vector of the spinning operator is taken to

be the null vector x12. The lightcone OPE involves an integral and the integration measure

is given by [dt] = dt (t(1 − t))
∆+J−2

2 .5 As we commented in the previous subsection, the

conformal Casimir is very useful in the context of factorization and acts diagonally on the

factorization channel. This property has automatically been taken into account by (3.13).

To go beyond single factorization, we can apply the lightcone OPE multiple times. Let

us first apply it twice to reduce the six-point function into four-point functions. We get

⟨O(x1) . . .O(x6)⟩
∣∣
x212→0

x234→0

=
∑
J1,J2

C12J1C34J2

(x212x
2
34)

∆O
(3.14)

×
∫
[dt1][dt2](x

2
12x

2
34)

τ
2 ⟨OJ1(x2 + t1x12, x12)OJ2(x4 + t2x34, x34)O(x5)O(x6)⟩ ,

where we have assumed that the leading contribution comes from a family of operators

with twist τ .

It is well known that conformal symmetry allows us to write four-point correlators

as functions of two conformal cross ratios. Importantly, the cross ratios in the four-point

functions in (3.14) can be expressed in terms of the six-point cross ratios introduced in

(2.5). As a result, we get the following integral∫
[dt1][dt2]

u
τ/2
1 u

τ/2
3 (U1 − u2)

ℓUk1+2ℓ−J1
2 (t2(U1 + U2 − u2U2 − 1)− U2 + 1)k1

u−k1−k2−2−τ−ℓ
5

(3.15)

(t1u4(U1 − u2U2) + t1(U2 − 1)U3 + U2(u2u4 − U3))
k2(U2 − u6)

J1−k1−ℓ(U3 − u4)
J2−k2−ℓ

(t2U3 + u4 − t2u4)
J1−J2−k1U

−k1−k2− τ
2
−2ℓ

1

XJ1+J2+τ
1 (x256)

∆O
fJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

(X1, X2) ,

5The generalization to different external operators is simple. One just needs to change 2∆O → ∆1 +∆2

and [dt] → dt(t(t− 1))
∆+J−2

2 t
∆1−∆2

2 (1− t)
∆2−∆1

2 .
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where ki and ℓ are summed over, as explained below, and

X1 =
u5(t1t2(U1 + U2 − u2U2 − 1) + t1 + (1− t1 − t2 + t2u2)U2)

U1
,

X2 =
(t1(u6 − U2) + U2)((1− t2)u4 + t2U3)

U2
.

(3.16)

To be precise, we have used

⟨OJ1(x2, z2)OJ2(x4, z4)O(x5)O(x6)⟩ = (3.17)

=
∑
ki,ℓ

Hℓ
24V

k1
2,45V

k2
4,25V

J1−k1−ℓ
2,56 V J2−k2−ℓ

4,56(
x256
)∆O (x224) 2τ+J1+J2

2

(
x225
x245

)J2−J1
2

fJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

(
x224x

2
56

x225x
2
46

,
x226x

2
45

x225x
2
46

)
,

where J1, J2 are the two exchanged spins and we sum over all possible tensor structures

of the spinning four-point function [35] (see Appendix A.3 for the definitions of H and V

structures). The powers of (x212)
2∆O−τ

2 and (x234)
2∆O−τ

2 (or equivalently the powers of u1
and u3) can be obtained, from the Mellin amplitude point of view, by taking the residues

at

δ12 =
2∆O − τ

2
, δ34 =

2∆O − τ

2
. (3.18)

The form of (3.17) motivates us to write the functions fJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

in terms of Mellin type integrals

fJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

(u, v) =

∫
[dt][ds]MJ1J2

k1k2ℓ
(s, t)usvt , (3.19)

which makes (3.17) reminiscent of the Mellin representation. This connection can be made

even more manifest by using identities of the following type

((1− ti)ua + tiUb)
β =

∫
[dδ]

Γ(δ)Γ(−β − δ)(tiUb)
β+δ

uδa(1− ti)δΓ(−β)
, (3.20)

where the integral over δ is along the imaginary axis and is nothing more than the Mellin

transform with respect to the variable ua (the Mellin transform with respect to Ub can be

obtained similarly). In analyzing the X2 term, we apply this Mellin transform to each of

the two factors with respect to their ua variables. For X1, we need to use this identity

three times. First, we rewrite the expression in X1 using a Mellin transform with respect

to U2

(t1t2(U1 + U2 − u2U2 − 1) + t1 + (1− t1 − t2 + t2u2)U2)
β

= ((1− t1)(1− t2 + t2u2)U2 + t1(1− t2 + t2U1))
β

=

∫
[dδ]

Γ(δ)Γ(−β − δ)(1− t1)
−δtβ+δ

1

U δ
2Γ(−β)

(1− t2 + t2u2)
−δ(1− t2 + t2U1)

β+δ . (3.21)

Then, it is clear that we can do two more Mellin transforms for the last two factors. The use

of (3.20) in the previous analysis introduces five Mellin integrals and it trivializes integrals
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over t1 and t2. The result can be written in terms of only powers of the cross ratios.

Moreover, note that the five Mellin type integrals from using the identity, plus two more

from (3.19) and another two already used in taking residues at (3.18), add up to 9, which

is precisely the number of independent Mellin integrals for a six-point function. While the

outlined procedures for writing (3.14) is straightforward, the exact details are too lengthy

to write down here explicitly. For this reason, we only quote the final result

(3.14) → M(δij)
∣∣
δ12,δ34→1

≈
∑

J1J2,k1k2,ℓ

C12J1C34J2Q
J1J2
k1k2ℓ

(δ16, δ23, δ24, δ45, δ46, s, t)

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)
, (3.22)

where s = 2 − δ56, t = −(δ16 + δ26). The function QJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

is polynomial in the first five

arguments while the last two enter through the four point Mellin amplitude MJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

(s, t).

For example, Q22
001 is given by

Q22
001 = − 225(δ24(s− 1− δ̄456)− δ23(δ̄456 − 1))

4Γ(2− s)Γ(4− s)Γ(1− t)2Γ(s+ t+ 1)2

× (sδ16 + t(δ̄234 + s− 1))(sδ45 + tδ̄456)M
22
001(s+ 2, t− 1) ,

(3.23)

where δ̄ijk = δij + δik. We provide other cases in an auxilliary file.

3.3 Multiple factorization: Three spinning lines

The analysis of the previous subsection can be straightforwardly extended to the case where

we have three simultaneous lightcone OPEs. The generalization of (3.14) to this case is

given by

⟨O(x1) . . .O(x6)⟩ =
1

(x212x
2
34x

2
56)

∆O

∑
ki

qk1k2k3GOk1
Ok2

Ok3
(ui, Ui) (3.24)

→
∑
Ji

(
3∏

i=1

COOJi

∫
[dti]

)
⟨OJ1(x1 + t1x21, x12)OJ2(x3 + t2x43, x34)OJ3(x5 + t3x65, x56)⟩

(x212x
2
34x

2
56)

2∆O−τ

2

.

Here, the first line is a schematic conformal block decomposition of the correlator under a

triple OPE. The expression in the second line is valid at the leading order of the lightcone

limit x212, x
2
34, x

2
56 → 0. Since in the supergravity limit only twist 2 operators are exchanged

and they all have different spins, we used their spins to label different contributions to

the correlator. Similar to (3.17), the correlator can be decomposed into different tensor

structures

⟨OJ1OJ2OJ3⟩ =
∑

ℓ1,ℓ2ℓ3

Cℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

V J1−ℓ2−ℓ3
1,23 V J2−ℓ1−ℓ3

2,13 V J3−ℓ1−ℓ2
3,12 Hℓ3

12H
ℓ2
13H

ℓ1
23

(x212)
τ+2(J1+J2−J3)

2 (x213)
τ+2(J1+J3−J2)

2 (x223)
τ+2(J2+J3−J1)

2

, (3.25)

where we assumed that the operators have the same twist τ .

The second line in (3.24) together with the structure of the three-point function (3.25)

gives a useful representation of the conformal block Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(ui, Ui) in the lightcone limit.

The dependence on the cross ratios u1, u3 and u5 trivializes

Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(ui, Ui) → (u1u3u5)
τ
2 gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3

(u2i, Ui) , (3.26)
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and gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
is a function of six cross ratios whose expression we record in the appendix. Our

goal now is to repeat the same strategy that was implemented in the last subsection and

obtain a map between the triple integral representation of Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(ui, Ui) and the Mellin

amplitude. As one can see from (A.4) in the appendix, the function gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
has a simple

integral expression. In the following we will use the Mellin transform formula (3.20) to

simplify the dependence on the cross ratios ua and Ua. There are three nontrivial terms

involved in this Mellin transformation (the Bi in (A.4) ). One of the terms has the form

((1− t1)t2u2U2 + U1(t1t2U2 − t1U2 + t1 − t2U2 + U2))
ℓ1+ℓ2−J1−J2− τ

2 , (3.27)

and the other two are obtained by permutation. The next step is to do a Mellin transfor-

mation with respect to u2 using the formula (3.20)

(3.27) →
∫
[dδ]

Γ(δ)Γ
(
J1 + J2 − ℓ1 − ℓ2 − δ + τ

2

)
((t1 − 1) (t2 − 1)U2 + t1)

δ−J1−J2− τ
2
+ℓ1+ℓ2

U
J1+J2+

τ
2
−ℓ1−ℓ2−δ

1 (u2U2t2(1− t2))δΓ
(
τ
2 + J1 + J2 − ℓ1 − ℓ2

)
and then another one with respect to U2 on the last term in the numerator of the previous

expression

((t1 − 1) (t2 − 1)U2 + t1)
δ−J1−J2− τ

2
+ℓ1+ℓ2 (3.28)

=

∫
[dδ̄]

Γ(δ̄)t
δ+δ̄−J1−J2− τ

2
+ℓ1+ℓ2

1 Γ
(
τ
2 + J1 + J2 − δ − δ̄ − ℓ1 − ℓ2

)
(U2 (1− t1) (1− t2))

δ̄ Γ
(
τ
2 + J1 + J2 − δ − ℓ1 − ℓ2

)
which trivializes the dependence on the cross ratios and allows for the integration over the

ti variables. Since there are two other factors like (3.27), we get six Mellin type integrals in

total. Three other integrals can be introduced by picking poles that reproduce the powers

of u1, u3 and u5 in (3.26). These steps lead to the following map

Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(ui, Ui)

∣∣∣∣
light-cone

→
M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3

J1J2J3
(δ)

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)(δ56 − 1)
, (3.29)

where the residues M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(δ) can be viewed as the generalization of Mack polynomials

to six-point functions (analogous formulas for five-point Mellin amplitude were derived

in Appendix A of [36]). For this work, we will only need M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

for spins up to 2.

These expressions are quite cumbersome and we relegate them to the appendix. Before

concluding this subsection, let us comment that the extension to correlators with more

than six operators is completely analogous. If we start with a scalar 2n-point function,

we can perform at most n lightcone OPEs and relate the residue of n poles of the Mellin

amplitude to a spinning n-point function. If we instead start with a scalar (2n− 1)-point

function, we can perform at most n − 1 lightcone OPEs to relate the residue of n − 1

poles of the Mellin amplitude to an n-point function where n − 1 operators are spinning.

Although it is not clear what the best definition is for general spinning Mellin amplitudes,

for the purpose of exploiting the information the lower-point correlators it is sufficient to

decompose them into tensor structures and Mellin transform the scalar functions. The map

between the multi-lightcone OPE limit in position space and the residues in Mellin space

can be obtained in a similar way. We hope that this strategy will be used for more than

six points in the future.
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Figure 1: Exchange of an R-symmetry representation.

3.4 R-symmetry polynomials

In the previous subsections we studied how the Mellin amplitude factorizes into lower-point

amplitudes at its poles. These poles correspond to the exchanged single-trace operators

which transform in specific R-symmetry representations. In this subsection, we study how

the information of exchanged R-symmetry representations is encoded in the R-symmetry

depdendence of the correlator.

To study them, we can insert a projector which allows only a certain irreducible rep-

resentation to propagate in the exchange channel (see Figure 1). It is clear that the part

encircled by the green dashed line circle is invariant under R-symmetry transformations. In

other words, the sum of actions of R-symmetry generators on the first j external operators

can be traded for the action on the internal projector

L
(1)
IJ + L

(2)
IJ + . . .+ L

(j)
IJ = Lint

IJ . (3.30)

Using this identity again, we obtain the action of the Casimir

C1...j = Cint , (3.31)

where

C1...j =
1

2

(
L
(1)
IJ + L

(2)
IJ + . . .+ L

(j)
IJ

)(
L(1),IJ + L(2),IJ + . . .+ L(j),IJ

)
, (3.32)

Cint =
1

2
Lint
IJL

int,IJ . (3.33)

However, since Cint acts on the eigenstate we can just replace it by the eigenvalue of the

Casimir. This gives us the R-symmetry Casimir equation which is similar to the conformal

Casimir equation for conformal blocks [30].
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These Casimir operators can be conveniently used in our setup because the correlator

is a polynomial in yij and the R-symmetry generators simply act as differential operators

L
(i)
IJ = yi,I

∂

∂yJi
− yi,J

∂

∂yIi
. (3.34)

For six-point functions, we only encounter two-particle and three-particle Casimirs as non-

trivial operators6

Cij =
1

2

(
L
(i)
IJ + L

(j)
IJ

)(
L(i),IJ + L(j),IJ

)
, (3.35)

Cijk =
1

2

(
L
(i)
IJ + L

(j)
IJ + L

(k)
IJ

)(
L(i),IJ + L(j),IJ + L(k),IJ

)
. (3.36)

Since the exchanges are associated with single-trace operators, only supergraviton, R-

symmetry current and stress tensor can appear. Their eigenvalues for the R-symmetry

Casimir are −24, −16 and 0 respectively.

Finding the R-symmetry structures associated with the exchanged representations now

becomes a straightforward task with the use of the R-symmetry Casimirs. We can start

with a general polynomial ansatz and then try to solve for the eigensates. Note that we can

impose Casimir equations in up to three compatible channels. For example, let us consider

simultaneously exchanging single-trace operators in (12), (34) and (56) channels with spins

J1, J2 and J3. Since these single-trace operators all have different spins and R-symmetry

representations, we can use their spins to label the exchanged operators and denote the

corresponding R-symmetry structure by rJ1J2J3 . It is easy to find that for each choice of

{Ji} there is a unique solution (if the solution exists). Some examples are

r222 = y212y
2
34y

2
56 , r211 = y212y34y56(y36y45 − y35y46) , (3.37)

and there are 13 other eigenstates which are given in Appendix A.2. Here we have choosen

a random normalization because the Casimir equations do not fix the overall factor. We can

also impose Casimir equations for only two channels, e.g., in (12) and (34). Apparently, the

solutions will not be unique because one can further consider exchanging representations

in (56) and there are in general multiple options. Therefore, we will denote the solutions

as rJ1J2;i where the extra label i is introduced to distinguish degenerate solutions. Here we

present some solutions

r22 = y212y
2
34y

2
56 , r21 = y212y34y56(y36y45 − y35y46) , (3.38)

r11;1 = y12y34(y13y24 − y14y23)y
2
56 , r11;2 = y12y34(y16y25 − y15y26)(y36y45 − y35y46) ,

r11;3 = y12y34y56[y26(y13y45 − y14y35) + y16(y24y35 − y23y45)] ,

r11;4 = y12y34y56[y25(y13y46 − y14y36) + y15(y24y36 − y23y46)] ,

while the others structures are not needed since they always involve the exchange of a

scalar operator. These contributions can be obtained from the explicit four-point functions

with one spinning and three scalars [17, 18].

6The four-particle Casimir is the same as the two-particle Casimir thanks to the invariance of the six-

point function.
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4 Ansatz and strategy

In this section, we write down the explicit ansatz for the six-point function and outline our

strategy. It follows from the properties of the underlying Witten diagrams that the Mellin

amplitude of the supergraviton six-point function is a rational function which has poles in

δij and is a polynomial in yij . It is convenient to parameterize the ansatz as follows7

M(δij , yij) =

(
P4(δij , yij)

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)(δ56 − 1)
+ perm

)
+

(
P3(δij , yij)

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)
+ perm

)
+

(
P2(δij , yij)

(δ12 − 1)
+ perm

)
+

(
mmax=2∑
m=0

Bm(δij , yij)

(δ12 + δ13 + δ23 +m− 2)
+ perm

)
+ P1(δij , yij) .

(4.1)

Here we have only written one representative term of each type and the whole ansatz

involves the sums over all permutations which are denoted by perm. Let us now unpack

this ansatz and justify its details. From the pole structures, it is easy to associate Pi and

Bm with various exchange (or contact) processes which are enumerated in Figure 2. Then

it is clear that the numerators Pi are polynomials in δij while Bm are rational functions and

can have poles in the compatible channels at δ12, δ13, δ23, δ45, δ45, δ46, δ56 = 1. Recall the

high-energy limit of the Mellin amplitude is related to the flat-space amplitude via (2.12)

and the flat-space amplitude grows linearly with energy. This implies that the polynomials

P4, P3, P2, P1 should respectively have degrees 4, 3, 2 and 1. In the ansatz, we will write

them as general polynomials of the corresponding degrees with unfixed coefficients and

include all possible R-symmetry structures. For Bm, since it is multiplied by a simple

pole, we conclude that it should grow quadratically at large energies. Let us also comment

on the positions of poles which are associated with the conformal twists of the exchanged

operators and their conformal descendants. Here the poles in δ12 etc truncate at 1, i.e., the

leading pole, and the poles in δ12 + δ13 + δ23 truncate at mmax = 2. This is a priori not

obvious, but can be concluded from factorization using the exact form of spinning three-

and four-point functions as we show in Appendix A.3. Similar pole truncation phenomena

was first observed in high-point functions in [18].

Our strategy for computing the six-point amplitude is to divide and conquer and is

illustrated in Figure 2. We will proceed in three steps. First, we take three simultaneous

lightcone limits for (12), (34) and (56). In Mellin space, this corresponds to taking the

residue at δ12 = δ34 = δ56 = 1 and singles out P4 in the ansatz. We will refer to this

channel as the snowflake channel and we will use superconformal symmetry to constrain

P4. A key observation of this paper which makes this possible is that the snowflake channel

analysis forms a closed sector under the chiral algebra condition. This is because in (2.7) we

are free to choose z̄i. This freedom allows us to focus on the triple lightcone limit by taking

z̄12 = z̄34 = z̄56 = 0 and study the consquence of chiral algebra with all other contributions

in the ansatz turned off. We will perform this analysis in Section 5 and the upshot is

7This ansatz for supergravitons has a similar structure as the one for supergluons in AdS [20]. The main

differences are that here m runs up to 2 instead of 1 and the degrees of the polynomials in the residues are

higher. Moreover, there is a regular term P1 which is absent in the supergluon case.
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Figure 2: Illustration of the strategy for computing the supergraviton six-point amplitude. Here we

enumerated Witten diagrams of different topology up to permutations and the internal lines can be

supergraviton, R-symmetry current and stress tensor. These diagrams are used to represent different

parts of the ansatz. Our algorithm is a three-step procedure where at each step an increasingly

larger part of the ansatz is solved.

that there are only two constants unfixed in P4. Next we similarly take two simultaneous

lightcone limit by setting z̄12 = z̄34 = 0 and impose the chiral algebra condition. This

weaker condition allows us to also probe P3 and Bm. Note that Bm can also be probed by

the factorization of the six-point function into two four-point functions. Since all four-point

functions with at most one spinning operators are known, Bm are essentially known and

will be used as an input. The analysis is carried out in Section 6 and we find all but a few

coefficients are left unfixed. Finally, we impose the Drukker-Plefka twist (2.9) in Section 7

which completely fixes the ansatz up to an overall constant. The explicit final result can

be found in the ancillary Mathematica notebook which we attach to the arXiv submission.
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Figure 3: Snowflake channel.

5 Lightcone limit and chiral algebra: The snowflake channel

We now implement the strategy outlined in the previous section and start with the snowflake

channel (Figure 3). As explained above, the chiral algebra constraint is compatible with

the ligthcone limit, in particular with x212, x
2
34, x

2
56 → 0. This allows us to ignore the ma-

jority part of the ansatz and study in detail the constraining power of chiral algebra twist

entirely within the snowflake channel.

The Mellin amplitude in the snowflake channel has the following form

M(δij , yij) ≈
P4(δ16, δ23, δ24, δ26, δ45, δ46, yij)

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)(δ56 − 1)
+ . . . , (5.1)

where P4 is a polynomial of all the other independent Mellin variables and the dots represent

regular terms for δ12, δ34, δ56 → 1. The flat-space limit (2.12) dictates that P4 has at most

degree 4 in the Mellin-Mandelstam variables. Instead of writing down a generic polynomial

ansatz, here we take advantage of the fact that the triple factorization is the simultaneous

eigenstate of the two-particle conformal Casimirs of 12, 34 and 56. As was explained in

Section 3.3, this corresponds to the basis M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

in Mellin space and we can write the

ansatz for P4 as

P4(δ16, δ23, δ24, δ26, δ45, δ46, yij) =

2∑
Ji=0

∑
ℓi

rJ1J2J3p
ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(δ16, δ23, δ24, δ26, δ45, δ46) ,

(5.2)

where the dependence on the polarization vectors yI is encoded in the R-symmetry eigen-

states rJ1J2J3 and pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
are unknown parameters. On the other hand, it should be noted

that some M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

in (5.2) have degree higher than 4. Requiring that P4 has only de-

gree 4 already imposes relations among pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
. More precisely when J1 = J2 = J3 = 2,
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i.e., gravitons are exchanged in all three channels, there are terms with degrees 5 and 6.

Requiring the cancellation of such terms gives us the following relations between different

pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3222

p101222 =
1

24

(
661p000222 + 125p001222 + 9p002222 − 38p010222 − 8p011222 − 18p020222 − 96p100222

)
, (5.3)

p110222 =
1

24

(
18p002222 + 125p010222 + 8p011222 − 661p000222 − 38p001222 − 9p020222 + 96p100222

)
,

p111222 =
1

216

(
16838p000222 + 853p001222 − 495p002222 − 853p010222 + 440p011222 − 495p020222 − 2448p100222

)
,

p200222 =
1

27

(
661p000222 + 125p001222 + 9p002222 − 125p010222 − 32p011222 + 9p020222 − 9p100222

)
.

Looking at the explicit expressions for M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

, the constraint on the degree could also be

violated for J1 = J2 = 2, J3 = 1. However, such a process is forbidden by R-symmetry.

To implement the chiral algebra constraint, it is most straightforward to work with

position space. The map (3.29) allows us to translate the ansatz (5.2) into position space

G6(x
2
ij , yij) =

∑
Ji,ℓi

rJ1J2J3p
ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(x212x
2
34x

2
56)

2
Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3

J1J2J3
(ui, Ui) + . . . , (5.4)

where Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(ui, Ui) is the snowflake conformal block and pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
is a product of OPE

coefficients.

Writing x2ij = zij z̄ij , the chiral algebra twist is implemented by setting yij = zijvij
while the lightcone limit is implemented by taking z̄12 = z̄34 = z̄56 = 0. The chiral

algebra constraint is the statement that the twisted correlator is independent of zij . The

constraining power comes from the fact that this anti-meromorphicity is not satisfied by

individual lightcone conformal blocks. Concretely, we can expand (5.4) in powers of z12,

z34, z56 up to the third order 8. This gives linear constraints for pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
which are solved

to give the following relations relating different spins

p000001 =
1

2
p000000 , p000002 = − 2

15
p000000 , p000010 =

1

2
p000000 , p100011 =

1

3
p000000 + p000011 ,

p000020 = − 2

15
p000000 , p000100 = −1

2
p000000 , p010101 =

2

9
p000000 + p000101 , p001110 =

1

3
p000000 − p000110 ,

p100111 =
2

3
p000000 + p000111 + p001111 − p010111 , p110112 = − 8

27
p000000 − p000112 − p001112 + p010112 + p100112 ,

p101121 = − 8

27
p000000 + p000121 + p001121 − p010121 − p100121 , (5.5)

p000200 = − 2

15
p000000 , p100211 = − 8

27
p000000 + p000211 + p001211 − p010211 − p011211 ,

p200222 = −112

675
p000000 − p000222 − p001222 − p002222 + p010222 + p011222 − p020222 + p100222 + p101222 − p110222 − p111222 .

We also note that the chiral algebra constraint is not able to distinguish coefficients with

different values of ℓi. This is easy to understand because different three-point tensor struc-

tures can become degenerate in the two dimensional kinematics.

8Alternatively we can also evaluate the conformal block in the planar kinematics for fixed zi.
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Figure 4: Nonequivalent processes with simultaneous poles in δ12 and δ34.

To proceed further, we note that there are two more constraints that can be used. The

first is the conservation equations for the R-symmetry current and the stress tensor, which

allows us to constrain out-of-plane degrees of freedom. Imposing conservation, we find that

almost all pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
are fixed in terms of p000000, p

000
111 and p000112. In particular, the three-point

function coefficients involving pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3222 are completely fixed in terms of p000000 and agree with

the result for three-point functions of stress tensors [37, 38]. The second constraint comes

from the fact that in the flat-space amplitude only spin two gravitons can be exchanged

since it is a tree-level graviton amplitude. Imposing that the flat-space limit of the Mellin

amplitude is dominated by graviton exchanges, we can fix the value of p000112 in terms of

p000000. All in all, the analysis in the snowflake channel tells us that this part of the ansatz is

completely determined up to only two unknowns, namely, p000000 and p000111.

6 Lightcone limit and chiral algebra: Two simultaneous poles

In this section we move to a larger subset of the ansatz that has at least two simultaneous

poles, say at δ12 = 1 and δ34 = 1. More specifically, we will focus on the following terms of

(4.1)

M(δij , yij) =
1

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)

[
P4(δij , yij)

(δ56 − 1)
+ P3(δij , yij) +

2∑
m=0

(
bm,125(δij , yij)

(δ12 + δ15 + δ25 +m− 2)

bm,126(δij , yij)

(δ12 + δ16 + δ26 +m− 2)

)]
+ . . . . (6.1)

In this part, P4 has been fixed in the previous section up to two free coefficients. P3 is an

unknown polynomial of degree three in the Mellin variables and is our main target here.

The polynomials bm,ijk are the residues of Bm in (4.1) at the poles δ12 = 1, δ34 = 1 and

δ12 + δ15 + δ25 + m = 2. As we have mentioned in Section 4, Bm are determined by the

known four-point functions via factorization. Therefore, we should treat bm,ijk as input in

this sector. The meaning of each term is illustrated in Figure 4.

Our strategy to fix this part of the ansatz will be similar. We will apply two lightcone

OPEs to single out these terms and then use chiral algebra to constrain them. However,

unlike the snowflake channel, taking the simultaneous lightcone OPEs gives us four-point

functions instead of three-point functions. Four-point functions depend on two conformal
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cross ratios and implementing the chiral algebra by simply expanding in zij would be

unfeasible. Instead, a better method is to use the Mellin representation and then impose

the chiral algebra constraint in Mellin space. Let us also note that the co-plane condition

of chiral algebra leads to no loss of generality here because a four-point function can always

be put on a plane by using conformal symmetry.

The implementation of chiral algebra twist can be done in the following way. For

each pair of spins (J1, J2) exchanged in the channels (12)(34) we need to include all the R-

symmetry structures allowed for the respective exchanged operator, as explained in Section

3.4 and more specifically (3.14),

⟨O20′(x1, y1) . . .O20′(x6, y6)⟩ ≈
∑

J1J2,q

C12J1C34J2rJ1J2,q
(x212x

2
34)

2

∫
[dt1dt2]ḠJ1J2,q(xi, t1, t2) , (6.2)

where Ḡ represents the integrand of (3.14) and q labels possible degeneracies for the R-

symmetry eigenstates, rJ1J2,q , for the Casimir of R-symmetry. Next, we set all points to be

on a 2d plane. Since the function fJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

in (3.17) depends on two four-point conformal cross

ratios we do not loose generality in fJ1J2
k1k2ℓ

when we go to this kinematics. As in the pre-

vious section, individual contributions depend on both holomorphic and anti-holomorphic

variables. Therefore, the chiral algebra condition will impose relations between four-point

functions with different spins and different R-symmetry structures. An example of a rela-

tion that follows from this analysis, generalizing the equations we obtained for three-point

functions (5.5), is given by

f11
110;1(u, v) = f11

001,1(u, v) + (z̄5 − 1) z̄5f
11
000,1(u, v) + (1− z̄5) f

11
010,1(u, v) + z̄5f

11
100(u, v)

+
(2− 4z5)F

(0,1)(u, v)

9 (z5 − 1) z25 z̄5
+

2 (2z5 − 1)F (1,0)(u, v)

9 (z5 − 1) z25 (z̄5 − 1) z̄5
+

4F (1,1)(u, v)

9z35 z̄
2
5

− 2 (z̄5 − 1)F (0,2)(u, v)

9z35 z̄
2
5

− 2F (2,0)(u, v)

9z35 (z̄5 − 1) z̄25
+

(6− 4z5)F (u, v)

9 (z5 − 1)2 (z̄5 − 1)
, u =

1

z5z̄5
, v =

(1− z5)(1− z̄5)

z5z̄5
. (6.3)

For convenience, we have used a conformal frame which fixes three points x6 → ∞, x4 =

(1, 0, . . .), x2 = (0, 0, . . .). The function F (u, v) is the dynamical part of the four-point

function of 20′ operators

⟨O20′(x2, y2)O20′(x4, y4)O20′(x5, y5)O20′(x6, y6)⟩

=
y224y

2
56(z5 − α5)(z5 − ᾱ5)(z̄5 − α5)(z̄5 − ᾱ5)

x225x
2
46x

2
26x

2
45(1− z5)2(1− z̄5)2

F (u, v) ,

u =
x224x

2
56

x225x
2
46

=
1

z5z̄5
, v =

x226x
2
45

x225x
2
46

=
(1− z5)(1− z̄5)

z5z̄5
, (6.4)

y24y56
y25y46

=
1

α5ᾱ5
,

y26y45
y24y56

=
(1− α5)(1− ᾱ5)

α5ᾱ5
.

Its derivatives with respect to u and v are denoted as F (i,j)(u, v). We have also used a
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slightly different expression than (3.17) for a spinning four-point function

⟨OJ1(x2, z2)O(x5)O(x6)OJ2(x4, z4)⟩ = (6.5)

=
∑
kj ,ℓ,i

Hℓ
24V

k1
2,45V

k2
4,25V

J1−k1−ℓ
2,56 V J2−k2−ℓ

4,56(
x256
)∆O (x224) 2τ+J1+J2

2

(
x225
x245

)J2−J1
2

rJ1J2,if
J1J2
k1k2ℓ,i

(
x224x

2
56

x225x
2
46

,
x226x

2
45

x225x
2
46

)
,

to take into account the R-symmetry eigenfunctions.

There is an obvious obstruction to translating these relations into Mellin space which is

the asymmetric appearance of z5 and z̄5. By contrast, in the Mellin representation, which

is defined through u and v, z5 and z̄5 appear symmetrically. This problem can be fixed by

using the strategy introduced in [5, 39], which we review in the following. Let us denote

the relation among correlators as

W (z5, z̄5) = 0 , (6.6)

where we highlight the dependence on z5 and z̄5. Although W (z5, z̄5) is not symmetric

under z5 ↔ z̄5, the following two combinations are

W+ = W (z5, z̄5) +W (z̄5, z5) , W− =
W (z5, z̄5)−W (z̄5, z5)

z5 − z̄5
. (6.7)

Moreover, one can check that the z5, z̄5 dependence in these combinations can always be

written as polynomials of u and v. These can be easily translated into Mellin space as dif-

ference operators by shifting the Mellin-Madelstam variables. Following this procedure, we

obtain difference equations in Mellin space relating different four-point Mellin amplitudes.

In addition to relations such as (6.3) which involve new unknown spinning four-point func-

tions, there are also other relations where all four-point are known from previous analyses.

As a consistency check, we checked that all these relations hold in Mellin space.

Implementing the chiral algebra twist, we find that together with conservation equa-

tions for spinning operators these conditions are enough to completely fix all the unknown

coefficients in the double pole part of the ansatz (6.1).

7 Imposing the Drukker-Plefka twist

The only remaining unknown parameters in the ansatz (4.1) reside in the single poles and

the regular term. Note that Bm are determined by the known four-point functions. There-

fore, only P2 and P1 need to be determined. Note that the term with P1 corresponds to the

exchange of particles which factorize the six-point amplitude into three-point and five-point

amplitudes. Therefore, it should be the sum of these three types of contributions where

exchanges are characterized by satisfying the corresponding conformal and R-symmetry

Casimir equations. The exchanges of the R-symmetry current and the stress tensors are

further constrained by the conservation equations. These constraints leave only 4 unfixed

coefficients in the ansatz for P2 that are present in the contribution of the stress tensor for
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the single pole9. The chiral algebra twist still imposes nontrivial constraints for the single

pole sector which can be extracted by taking one lightcone OPE. However, the co-plane

configuration is not generic for five-point functions and makes the analysis much more com-

plicated. We will not pursue this analysis because we will find these additional constraints

are not needed. Finally, the regular term P1 is a polynomial of degree 1 and depends on

all R-symmetry structures. This part contributes another 10 unknown coefficients to the

ansatz.

To completely determine the ansatz, the final step of our strategy is to implement the

Drukker-Plekfa twist (2.9). Note that the condition (2.9) is formulated in position space

while our ansatz is in Mellin space. Translating the Mellin space ansatz into position space

in order to implement the twist would lead to an enormous amount of work. Fortunately,

we can also just translate (2.9) into Mellin space and this can be easily done. This was

first explained in [18] and we briefly review the translation procedure below.

The translation of the RHS of (2.9) is trivial. According to [1, 2], the Mellin transform

of a constant should just be treated as zero if only the Mellin amplitude is concerned. To

translate the LHS, we note the following. The Drukker-Plefka twist requires us to keep

x2ij general while setting yij = x2ij . Since the correlator depends on yij as a polynomial, a

generic monomial becomes a multiplicative x2ij factor∏
i<j

(yij)
aij →

∏
i<j

(x2ij)
aij . (7.1)

Comparing with the definition of Mellin amplitude (2.10), we find that this factor can

be absorbed by shifting the Mellin-Mandelstam variables δij . This turns each monomial

into a difference operator which acts not only on the Mellin amplitude but also on the

Gamma factors. Note that in this process we have not kept track of the Mellin integral

contours which are also affected by shifting δij . The effects from contours are important

because as was explained in [1, 2] pinching mechanisms can produce nonzero terms in

position space from vanishing amplitudes. A more careful analysis taking contours into

account should reproduce the constant term on the RHS of (2.9). To better understand

the implementation, it is instructive to look at an explicit example. Let us focus on{
r222

∑
ℓi
pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3222 M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3

J1J2J3
(δij)

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)(δ56 − 1)
,
r211

∑
ℓi
pℓ1ℓ2ℓ3211 M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3

J1J2J3
(δij)

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)(δ56 − 1)

}
, (7.2)

which are part of the contributions to the snowflake channel. Using the explicit expressions

of r222 and r211 and following the prescription, the Mellin space version of the Drukker-

9The reader might wonder why there are only unfixed coefficients in the contribution of the stress tensor.

The correlator ⟨OOOOO⟩ is known. The current correlator ⟨JOOOO⟩ is largely fixed by the analysis of

the previous sections with only the regular term being unknown. This regular term is highly fixed by

the fact that it should not contribute to the flat-space limit of six-point correlator. On top of that, the

conservation equation fixes the regular term in terms of the polar part.
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Plekfa twist reads

(7.2) → δ12

[
δ34δ56

∑
ℓi

pℓi222M
ℓi
222(δij) (7.3)

+ δ36δ45
∑
ℓi

pℓi211M
ℓi
211(δij , δ36 + 1, δ45 + 1)− δ35δ46

∑
ℓi

pℓi211M
ℓi
211(δij , δ35 + 1, δ46 + 1)

]
.

Here the extra factors involving Mellin variables come from the ratio between the shifted

Gamma functions and the original ones. Note that the denominators present in (7.2)

are precisely cancelled by this mechanism. This is a consequence of the fact that the R-

symmetry polynomials contain at least one power of y12, y34 and y56. This example also

shows that the Drukker-Plefka twist in general mixes contributions from the singular and

regular parts of the Mellin amplitude. We have also used that the function M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

does

not depend on δ12, δ34, δ56. Implementing the twist to all terms of the ansatz and requiring

the sum to vanish, we find that all remaining parameters are fixed up to an overall constant.

Comment on chiral algebra and Drukker-Plefka twist at finite coupling

In this paper, we studied the implications of the chiral algebra twist and Drukker-Plefka

twist focusing on the infinite ’t Hooft coupling limit. However, these two conditions also

have interesting consequences at finite coupling and these consequences can be extracted

by using the same reasoning. Note that at finite coupling, in addition to protected single-

trace operators, we can also exchange unprotected single-trace operators which are no

longer infinitely heavy as at infinite coupling.

Let us first consider the constraints from the chiral algebra twist, and again in the

lightcone OPE. We consider an n-point function of 1
2 -BPS operators and set their dimen-

sions more generically as ∆O (but the same for simplicity). Taking the lightcone OPE limit

x212 → 0, the n-point function can be written as

Gn →
∑
τ

∞∑
m=0

C12,τ,J

(x212)
∆O− τ+2m

2

fm,τ,J(x12 · xij , x2ij , y1, . . . , yn), i, j = 2, . . . n , (7.4)

where fm,τ,J is related to the (n − 1)-point function involving the new operator from the

OPE. To obtain a meromorphic twisted correlator, all the singular terms need to vanish and

this requires the conspiracy of operators appearing in these terms of the OPE.10 In fact,

we can understand how they vanish in more detail. An important feature at finite coupling

is that the conformal dimensions of unprotected operators are generic and do not overlap

with protected operators (or their conformal descendants). Therefore, the cancellation

of singularities must happen separately for protected and unprotected operators.11 For

10The case we considered is special in that both external and internal dimensions are small so that there

are no subleading singularities.
11Here we are assuming the unprotected operators have sufficiently small dimensions so they are mani-

fested in the OPE as singularities. However, since their dimensions are continuously parameterized by the

coupling we expect the constraints from chiral algebra can be analytically continued and hold beyond this

regime.
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the leading singularity in each tower, the analysis is the same as before. Applying our

technology, we obtain differential equations among lower-point correlators. The difference

this time is that these correlators involve only unprotected operators residing in the same

superconformal multiplet.

The non-overlap of the spectra of protected and unprotected operators also allows

us to extract more detailed constraints from the Drukker-Plefka twist. Since the twisted

correlator is topological, we can also examine how it is satisfied by taking the lightcone

OPE. Again the singularities coming from protected and unprotected operators do not

overlap and their cancellations must happen independently. This becomes more manifest

in Mellin space. In contrast to (7.3), the pole associated with exchanging an unprotected

operator will not be cancelled by the ratio of shifted and original Gamma functions because

they only contribute zeros at double-trace locations. Therefore, after translating (2.9) into

Mellin space we can take its residues at poles associated with the unprotected operators.

These gives constraints which are associated with the long operators.

8 Comparing with the flat-space limit

The most convenient way to obtain the tree-level graviton six-point amplitude in flat-space

is via the Kawai-Lewellen-Tye relations [40]. Denoting the tree-level color ordered gluon

six-point amplitude as Agluon[123456], then the graviton amplitude is given by

Agraviton = − δ12δ45Agluon[123456] (δ35Agluon[153462] + (δ34 + δ35)Agluon[154362])

+ P(2, 3, 4) ,
(8.1)

where P(2, 3, 4) stands for summing over all permutations of the legs 2, 3 and 4. As we

mentioned in Section 2.2, the flat-space amplitude we obtain from AdS via (2.12) is in

the special kinematic configuration where polarizations are orthogonal to momenta. This

offers considerable simplification as all terms with pi ·yj drops out. To obtain the flat-space

graviton amplitude in this configuration, it is sufficient to use in (8.1) the gluon amplitude

which is also in the orthogonal configuration [20]. The explicit expression for the flat-space

graviton amplitude is too lengthy to write down and we include it in the ancillary file.

However, certain parts of this amplitude look quite simple and suggestive. For example,

the triple pole part of the snowflake channel is

Agraviton

∣∣∣∣
δ12=δ34=δ56=0

=
y212y

2
34y

2
56

δ12δ34δ56
(δ16δ24 + (δ26 + δ46) δ24 + δ26δ45 + δ23δ46 + δ26δ46)

2 .

(8.2)

The terms with just poles in δ12 and δ34 are

Agraviton

∣∣∣∣
δ12=δ34=0

=Agraviton

∣∣∣∣
δ12=δ34=δ56=0

+
y212y

2
34y

2
56

δ12δ34

(
(δ16δ24 + δ26δ24 + δ26δ45)

2

δ16 + δ26

− (δ23 + δ24 + δ26)
2δ246

δ16 + δ26 + δ56

)
. (8.3)
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In our computation of the supergraviton six-point Mellin amplitude, we have only made

minimal use the flat-space amplitude. The only input from flat-space is that the Mellin

amplitude should grow linearly at large energies and the contribution from R-symmetry

current needs to be subleading. Therefore, comparing the flat-space limit of our Mellin

amplitude against (8.1) provides a nontrivial check of the correctness of our result. We

have verified that (8.1) is precisely reproduced by our Mellin amplitude. But it is also

useful to look into the details of this comparison. Recall that in the single pole part Q3

in the ansatz (4.1), we were still left with four free coefficients after imposing the Casimir

equation and the conservation conditions. While later we fixed them using the Drukker-

Plefka twist, these coefficients are also sensitive to the flat-space limit. That they give rise

to the same coefficients shows the extent to which the flat-space limit check is nontrivial.

Similarly, in the contact part Q6 the linear term coefficients also survive the flat-space limit

and can be fixed either by the flat-space amplitude or the Drukker-Plefka twist.

While the flat-space limit is only used here as a consistency check, we can exploit

it as nontrivial constraint in future studies now that we have gained confidence for our

approach. For example, the information injected by the flat-space amplitude would be

very useful when we extend the analysis to Mellin amplitudes with more than six points

and study stringy corrections.

9 Discussion and outlook

In this paper, we computed the supergraviton six-point function in AdS5×S5 using a new

bootstrap strategy. This strategy allowed us to gain a more detailed understanding of the

structure of holographic correlator because we can isolate different parts of the correlators

and fix them separately. Our results lead to a number of directions for further explorations.

First, our result for the supergraviton six-point function should be analyzed further.

On the one hand, there is a lot of data encoded in the correlator and it would be useful

to extract them. For example, by taking one OPE limit we can obtain spinning five-point

functions which can be used as inputs to construct higher-point correlators. We can also

obtain correlators with double-trace operators which correspond to scattering processes in

AdS involving bound states (see, e.g., [12–16] for recent discussions). On the other hand,

it would be nice to rewrite our result in a more illuminating form which manifests its

underlying simplicity. This presumably can be achieved by using differential operators. In

particular, it would be interesting to see if the dimensional reduction structures observed

at four points [8, 10] can also be extended to higher points.

Second, a key ingredient of our approach was the use of the chiral algebra twist which

relates correlation functions of different operators belonging to the same supermultiplet.

In this paper, we mainly focused on the case where the supermultiplets are 1
2 -BPS and

correspond to the supergraviton multiplet. However, this technique can be used more

generally and other multiplets can be similarly analyzed. It would be interesting to use

this approach to derive relations for correlation functions of other operators, in particular,

operators residing in unprotected long multiplets. This method is also useful for deriving
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superconformal blocks for higher-point functions, either in the co-plane configuration or

general kinematics.

Third, it would be interesting to apply our strategy to bootstrap other correlators. In

this paper, we focused on the simplest correlator where the operators have the lowest KK

weights. However, we can also study in a similar fashion correlators of massive KK modes.

A technical complication is that the intermediate exchanges involve massive fields which

are no longer constrained by conservation equations. However, this can be compensated

by the flat-space limit which was not exploited very much in fixing the massless correlator.

Another interesting application is the stringy corrections to these correlators where we can

also take advantage of the tree-level string amplitude known in flat-space.

Finally, another interesting extension is holographic CFTs with conformal defects. In

these theories, we have new observables which are correlation functions of local operators in

the presence of defects. These are dual to form factors in AdS which describe the scattering

of particles with extended objects. The techniques developed here can also be used in the

defect case and will be useful for extending the recent bootstrap results [41–48] to higher

points.
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A Casimir eigenfunctions

A.1 Conformal Casimir and lightcone conformal blocks

In the main text we have explained how the conformal block for six points can be obtained

from the lightcone OPE formula

O(x1)O(x2) ≈
∑
k

C12J

∫ 1

0
[dt]

OJ(x1 + tx21, x12)

(x212)
2∆O−τ

2

+ . . . , (A.1)

together with the form for spinning three-point functions

⟨OJ1(x1, z1) . . .OJ3(x3, z3)⟩ =
∑
ℓi

Cℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

V J1−ℓ2−ℓ3
1,23 V J2−ℓ1−ℓ3

2,31 V J3−ℓ1−ℓ2
3,12 Hℓ3

12H
ℓ2
13H

ℓ1
23

(x212)
h1+h2−h3

2 (x213)
h1+h3−h2

2 (x223)
h2+h3−h1

2

.

(A.2)
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Here we used a null polarization vector zi to encode the indices of the operators, hi = ∆i+Ji
and V and H are defined as

Vi,jk =
(zi · xij)x2ik − (zi · xik)x2ij

x2jk
, Hij = (zi · xij)(zj · xij)−

x2ij(zi · zj)
2

. (A.3)

After a simple manipulation of the integrals, which was carefully explained in [36], it is

possible to write the expression for the lightcone conformal block in terms of the cross

ratios

gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3J1J2J3
(u2i, Ui) =

∫ 3∏
i=1

[dti](Ui − u2(2−i))
ℓ1−iU

J2i+J2(i−1)−J2i−1+∆2i+∆2i−1−∆2(i−1)
2

i AJi+ℓi−L
i

2JiB
ℓi−∆i−L+

∑
j hj
2

i

,

Ai = U2−i

(
ti−1

((
u2(i−1) − 1

)
U1−i − U3−i + 1

)
−
(
u2(i−1) − 1

)
U1−i

)
(A.4)

+ ti+1 (u2i − U2−i)
(
(ti−1 − 1)u2(i−1)U1−i − ti−1U3−i

)
Bi = ti+1U1−i − (ti+1 − 1)U2−i

(
ti−1

(
u2(i+1) − U1−i

)
+ U1−i

)
, L =

∑
j

ℓj ,

where the indices of the variables ti, Ji,∆i and Ui should be evaluated with mod 3 and the

index of ui with mod 6.

Let us note that the basis of three-point functions that we have used is just a choice.

From this point of view it is easy to see that there can be more than one solution for the

Casimir equation, for a given set of spins (J1, J2, J3), which is related to the different tensor

structures present in three-point functions. The Casimir equation is not able to distinguish

different values of ℓi, since this is related with a choice of the basis.

In the main text we have explained how to obtain the Mellin amplitude amplitude of

the lightcone conformal block. Here we will write the Mellin transform for all cases but

only full expression for two sets Ji, ℓi

Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

(ui, Ui) →
M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3

J1J2J3

(δ12 − 1)(δ34 − 1)(δ56 − 1)
, (A.5)

M111
222 =

3375

64

((
δ̄234

)
δ26 −

(
δ̄134

)
δ16
) ((

δ̄612
)
δ46 −

(
δ̄512

)
δ45
)

(
δ24
(
δ̄456

)
− δ23

(
δ̄356

))
, (A.6)

M110
222 =

375

64

((
δ̄234

)
δ26 −

(
δ̄134

)
δ16
) ((

δ̄612
)
δ46 −

(
δ̄512

)
δ45
)

(
23δ24

(
δ̄456

)
− 8 (2δ24 + 2δ45 + 2δ46 − 1) + δ23

(
23δ̄456 − 7

))
, (A.7)

where δ̄ijk = δij + δik. Writing the complete expressions for all M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

relevant to this

paper would take too much space. For this reason we only quote here the leading term in the

flat-space limit of each polynomial M ℓ1ℓ2ℓ3
J1J2J3

. This can be used to check the normalization
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and to generate the complete function using the Casimir equation in Mellin space.

M000
000 = 1, M000

001 = 6δ̄612, M000
002 =

45

2
δ̄2612, M000

010 = −6δ̄456, M000
011 = −63

2
δ̄612δ̄456,

M100
011 =

9

2
δ̄612δ̄456, M000

012 = −105δ̄2612δ̄456, M100
012 = 15δ̄2612δ̄456, M000

020 =
45

2
δ̄2456,

M001
110 =

9

2
δ̄234δ̄456, M000

021 = 105δ̄612δ̄
2
456,M

100
021 = −15δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M000

101 = −63

2
δ̄234δ̄612,

M000
022 =

9825

32
δ̄2612δ̄

2
456, M100

022 = −1575

32
δ̄2612δ̄

2
456, M200

022 =
75

32
δ̄2612δ̄

2
456, M000

100 = −6δ̄234,

M010
101 =

9

2
δ̄234δ̄612, M000

102 = −105δ̄234δ̄
2
612, M010

102 = 15δ̄234δ̄
2
612, M000

110 =
63

2
δ̄234δ̄456,

M001
112 =

405

4
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄456, M000

112 =
765

2
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄456, M000

111 = 135δ̄234δ̄612δ̄456,

M001
111 = 27δ̄234δ̄612δ̄456, M010

111 = −27δ̄234δ̄612δ̄456, M100
111 = −27δ̄234δ̄612δ̄456,

M010
112 = −585

8
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄456, M100

112 = −585

8
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄456, M110

112 =
135

8
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄456,

M001
120 = −15δ̄234δ̄

2
456, M

000
121 = −765

2
δ̄234δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M

001
121 = −585

8
δ̄234δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M010

121 =
405

4
δ̄234δ̄612δ̄

2
456,

M101
121 =

135

8
δ̄234δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M100

121 =
585

8
δ̄234δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M000

120 = −105δ̄234δ̄
2
456,

M000
122 = −15075

16
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M001

122 = −225δ̄234δ̄
2
612δ̄

2
456, M010

122 = 225δ̄234δ̄
2
612δ̄

2
456,

M101
122 =

225

4
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M110

122 = −225

4
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M200

122 = −225

16
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456

M020
202 =

75

32
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612, M100

122 =
2925

16
δ̄234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M000

200 =
45

2
δ̄2234, M000

201 = 105δ̄2234δ̄612,

M010
212 =

2925

16
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄456, M010

201 = −15δ̄2234δ̄612, M000
202 =

9825

32
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612, M010

202 = −1575

32
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612,

M000
210 = −105δ̄2234δ̄456, M001

210 = −15δ̄2234δ̄456, M000
211 = −765

2
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄456, M001

211 = −585

8
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄456,

M100
211 =

405

4
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄456, M000

212 = −15075

16
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄456, M001

212 = −225δ̄2234δ̄
2
612δ̄456,

M011
211 =

135

8
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄456, M001

220 =
1575

32
δ̄2234δ̄

2
456, M011

212 =
225

4
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄456,

M010
211 =

585

8
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄456, M100

212 = 225δ̄2234δ̄
2
612δ̄456, M110

212 = −225

4
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄456,

M020
212 = −225

16
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄456, M002

220 =
75

32
δ̄2234δ̄

2
456, M

000
221 =

15075

16
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M

001
221 =

2925

16
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄

2
456,

M011
221 = −225

4
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M100

221 = −225δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄
2
456, M101

221 = −225

4
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄

2
456,

M010
221 = −225δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄

2
456, M000

220 =
9825

32
δ̄2234δ̄

2
456, M002

221 =
225

16
δ̄2234δ̄612δ̄

2
456,

M001
222 =

29625

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M002

222 =
3375

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M010

222 = −29625

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456,

M011
222 = −8625

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M020

222 =
3375

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M100

222 = −29625

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456,

M000
222 =

129375

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M101

222 = −8625

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456, M200

222 =
3375

64
δ̄2234δ̄

2
612δ̄

2
456 .

(A.8)
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A.2 R-symmetry Casimir eigenfunctions

In the main text we spelled out the eigenfunctions of the Casimir equation for R-symmetry

in three and two non-consecutive channels. In this subsection we collect the remaining

eigenfunctions. For the triple Casimir we have the following (up to permutations of the

pairs (12)(34)(56))

r000 =
1

6

(
6y34y36y45y56y

2
12 + 6y34y35y46y56y

2
12 + 6y14y23y34y

2
56y12 + 6y13y24y34y

2
56y12

+ 6y16y25y
2
34y56y12 + 6y15y26y

2
34y56y12 − 9y16y24y34y35y56y12 − 9y14y26y34y35y56y12

− 9y15y24y34y36y56y12 − 9y14y25y34y36y56y12 − 9y16y23y34y45y56y12 − 9y13y26y34y45y56y12

− 9y15y23y34y46y56y12 − 9y13y25y34y46y56y12 − 4y234y
2
56y

2
12

)
,

r001 = y12y16y24y34y35y56 + y12y14y26y34y35y56 − y12y15y24y34y36y56 − y12y14y25y34y36y56

+ y12y16y23y34y45y56 + y12y13y26y34y45y56 − y12y15y23y34y46y56 − y12y13y25y34y46y56,

r002 =
1

3

(
3y12y14y23y34 + 3y12y13y24y34 − y212y

2
34

)
y256,

r011 =
1

3

(
2y34y36y45y56y

2
12 − 2y34y35y46y56y

2
12 + 3y16y24y34y35y56y12 + 3y14y26y34y35y56y12

− 3y15y24y34y36y56y12 − 3y14y25y34y36y56y12 − 3y16y23y34y45y56y12 − 3y13y26y34y45y56y12

+ 3y15y23y34y46y56y12 + 3y13y25y34y46y56y12
)
,

r111 = y12y16y24y34y35y56 − y12y14y26y34y35y56 − y12y15y24y34y36y56 + y12y14y25y34y36y56

− y12y16y23y34y45y56 + y12y13y26y34y45y56 + y12y15y23y34y46y56 − y12y13y25y34y46y56,

A.3 Details of Mellin factorization

A key ingredient in our approach is the use of known lower point functions as input to

the ansatz. In the main text we have explained the main ideas of factorization of Mellin

amplitudes that were worked out in detail in [28]. In this appendix we will review how

they are used in the present context and highlight the truncation of the poles mentioned

in the main text. The scalar exchange has the simplest factorization formula

Qm =
−2Γ(∆)m!(
1 + ∆− d

2

)
m

LmRm , (A.9)

where

Lm =
∑

nab≥0∑
nab=m

ML(δab + nab)
∏

1≤a<b≤k

(δab)nab

nab!
, (A.10)

and similarly for Rm. Here ML and MR stand for the lower point Mellin amplitudes which

in our case is the four point function of 20′ operators. For a constant three-point Mellin

amplitude, say ML = C, and for the 3 − 5 factorization there is a simplification that

prevents the value of m to go beyond 0. We find

Lm = C
(δ12)m
m!

= C

(
∆1+∆2−τ−2m

2

)
m

m!
= C

(1−m)m
m!

, (A.11)
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where we have assumed 1 and 2 are involved in the left part and used the value of δ12 at

the pole. The Pochhammer symbol ensures that Lm vanishes for m > 0. Thus the gluing

for this particular channel is particularly simple. We just need to use the known expression

for the five-point function [17] and the R-symmetry gluing uses the formula

y1iy2i × yrjyrk → y22jy1k + y21jy2k −
y12yjk

3
. (A.12)

The 4−4 factorization is more complicated since the lower point Mellin amplitudes depend

on the Mellin variables

ML(δij) = 2

(
2δ12 − 2δ23 + 2

δ13 − 1
− 4δ12 +

2δ12 − 2δ13 + 2

δ23 − 1
− 4

)
y01y02y13y23+ (A.13)

+ 2

(
δ212 − δ12 + δ223 − δ23

δ13 − 1
+ 2− δ13

)
y202y

2
13 + . . . ,

where . . . denote permutations and we have chosen the lower-point function to depend on

the points 1230 (with 0 being the point that is glued). The corresponding Lm for this

Mellin amplitude is given by

Lm =
y02y13

m!Γ(3−m)

[
4y01y23

(
2 (m− 2 (δ12 + 1)) +

(m− 2) (δ23 − δ12 +m− 1)

δ13 − 1
(A.14)

+
(m− 2) (δ13 − δ12 +m− 1)

δ23 − 1

)
+ 2y02y13

(
2
(
δ223 + (m− 1)δ23 + δ12 (δ12 +m− 1)

)
δ13 − 1

− 2 (δ13 +m− 2)

)]
+ . . . .

Note that the Gamma function in the denominator prevents m from going beyond 2.

Experimentally we have verified that the level of truncation is sensitive to the structure of

the Mellin amplitude. For example, if the Mellin amplitude is a rational function then the

truncation will depend on the location of the singular terms and the degree of polynomials

appearing in the residues (which is related with the degree of the exchanged operator in

a four-point function). The residue Qm is built from the expression above by multiplying

Lm with Rm which is obtained by doing the permutation (123) → (456). We should also

emphasize that the stress tensor is only exchanged in such four-point function where all

operators are scalars, as is dictated by R-symmetry selections.

The factorization formulas for spinning operators are slightly more complicated. For

the exchange of the conserved current we have

Qm =
−2Γ(∆)m!(
1 + ∆− d

2

)
m

k∑
a=1

n∑
b=k+1

δabL
a
mRb

m , (A.15)

while the formula for the exchange of a conserved spin 2 operator is given by

Qm =
m!(

d
2 + 1

)
m

[
Q(1)

m −
(

1

2m
+

1

d
L̃mR̃m

)]
, (A.16)

Q(1)
m =

k∑
a,b=1

n∑
i,j=k+1

δai(δbj + δab δ
i
j)L

ab
mRij

m, L̃m =

k∑
a,b=1

δab[L
ab
m−1]

ab ,
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where we used the notation12 [f(δij)]
ab = f(δij+δai δ

b
j+δaj δ

b
i ). The four-point function with

one current and three scalars is given by

M2
L(δ) = −2y12 ((δ23 + 1− δ13) y13Y023 + y23((δ23 − δ13 − 1)Y031)

δ12 − 1
(A.17)

− 2y13 ((δ12 − δ23 + 1) y23Y021 + (δ23 + 1− δ12) y12Y023)

δ13 − 1

− 2y23 ((δ12 − δ13 + 1) y13Y021 + y12((δ12 − 1− δ13)Y013)

δ23 − 1
+ 4y12y13Y023 + 4y23y13Y021 ,

where we have just written down one component (the others can be obtained by symmetry)

and Y0ij is an R-symmetry structure associated with the exchange of a current. It is simple

to obtain L2
m from the previous expression

L2
m =

1

m!Γ(2−m)

[
2y23 (y13Y021 (δ13 − δ12 +m− 1)− y12Y013 (δ12 − δ13 +m− 1))

δ23 − 1

+
2y13 (y23Y021 (δ23 − δ12 +m− 1) + y12Y023 (δ12 − δ23 +m− 1))

δ13 − 1
(A.18)

+
2y12 (y23Y013 (δ23 − δ13 +m− 1) + y13Y023 (δ13 − δ23 +m− 1))

δ12 − 1
+ 4y13 (y23Y021 + y12Y023)

]
.

Again, the Gamma function in the denominator prevents m from going above m > 1.

The other components of the spinning four-point can be obtained in an analogous way.

Let us also emphasize that the exchanged operators in this four-point function are the

current itself and the scalar operator. The last step to obtain Qm is the gluing of the R-

symmetry structures which is implemented by (see [17, 18] for a detailed discussion about

these formulas)

Yi,12 × Yr,kj → y1ky2j − y1jy2k , (A.19)

where i and r are the points being glued.

The four-point function involving the stress tensor has a simple structure. The inde-

pendent components are

M22
L =

16y12y13y23
3

(
1

δ13 + δ23 − 1
− 1

δ13 − 1
− 1

δ23 − 1
− 1

)
, (A.20)

M23
L =

32y12y13y23
3

(
2

δ13 − 1
− 1

δ23 − 1
− 2

δ13 + δ23 − 1
− 1

)
,

where the other components can be obtained by symmetry. In the same way we can obtain

Lab
m for the exchange of stress tensor

L22
m =

16y12y13y23
3m!Γ(2−m)

(
m− 1

δ12 − 1
+

m− 1

δ13 − 1
+

m− 1

δ23 − 1
− 1

)
, (A.21)

L23
m =

32y12y13y23
3m!Γ(2−m)

(
2(1−m)

δ12 − 1
+

2(1−m)

δ13 − 1
+

m− 1

δ23 − 1
− 1

)
,

12We have used δ with upper and subscript as a Kronecker delta while other δ’s should be interpreted as

Mellin variables. We hope the reader does not get confused with this notation.
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which allows us to conclude that there is a truncation. Let us add that L̃m, defined in

(A.16) can be obtained from the expressions above and it is obvious that it truncates.

Note that the four-point function with one stress tensor can only exchange the scalar

operator. This OPE makes the 4− 4 stress tensor factorization also sensitive to the 3− 5

scalar factorization, which gives a check of the consistency of both factorizations.

B Rewriting AdS amplitudes in position space

In this paper we completely determined the six-point function of 20′ operators in the

supergravity approximation without computing explicitly any Witten diagram. Moreover,

the algorithm is entirely within Mellin space. Nevertheless, it might still be useful to write

the result in terms of position space functions. The goal of this appendix is to provide a

map between different terms in our Mellin amplitude and functions in position space, and

can be read independently from the rest of the paper.

By using the integrated vertex identities (see, e.g., Appendix C.2 of [3]), one can

integrate out particle exchanges and reduce all Witten diagrams to two types. These

are six-point contact diagrams (also known as D-functions) and 3-to-3 exchange Witten

diagrams. As it will become clear in Mellin space, these two types of Witten diagrams

further reduce to two seed functions which are denoted below as D111111 and I123,456.

B.1 Six-point D-functions

The D-function is defined as the following AdS integral

D∆1,...,∆n =

∫
dz0 d

dz

zd+1
0

n∏
i=1

(
z0

z20 + (z⃗ − x⃗i)2

)∆i

, (B.1)

which has a constant Mellin amplitude. When dressed with factors of x2ij , we can obtain

either polynomials or poles in the Mellin amplitude depending on the power of the factors.

More precisely, this is achieved with the formula

∏
i<j

(x2ij)
−αijD∆1...∆n =

∫
[dδ]

∏
i<j

(x2ij)
−δijΓ(δij)

πhΓ
(∑

∆i−d
2

)∏
i Γ(δij − αij)∏

i Γ(∆i)Γ(δij)

 , (B.2)

which gives the Mellin amplitude

M(δij) =
π

d
2Γ
(∑

∆i−d
2

)
∏

i Γ(∆i)

∏
i<j

Γ(δij − αij)

Γ(δij)
. (B.3)

It is then clear that these dressed D-functions can provide the singularities for all terms in-

volving P1,2,3,4 in (4.1). A useful property of these D-functions are the differential recursion

relations

D∆1,...,∆i+1,...,∆j+1,...,∆n =
d−

∑
i∆i

2∆i∆j

∂2

∂x2ij
D∆1,...,∆n , (B.4)
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which relate D-functions with different weights. In fact, in our case all the D-functions can

be reduced by these relations to D111111 only. This basic D-function can also be represented

as a conformal one-loop integral in six dimensions [27, 49]

D111111 =

∫
ddx0

x210x
2
20x

2
30x

2
40x

2
50x

2
60

. (B.5)

This integral has recently been computed and expressed in terms of classical polylogarithms

with weight 3 [50] and obtained around 3 non-consecutive lightcones in [51]13. In fact, there

are some similarities between the integrand for 3 lightcone limit ofD111111 and the integrand

for the six-point lightcone conformal blocks in the snowflake channel. In [51] it was found

that the following parametrization of the cross ratios

u2 = −(x8 − 1)(z2 − z5)

z2(x5 − x8)
, u4 = − y2 − y8

(x8 − 1)(y2 − 1)
, u6 =

y8z2
y8 − y2

, (B.6)

U1 = −(x8 − 1)(z5 − 1)

x8 − x5
, U2 = − z2

y2 − 1
, U3 =

x5(y2 − y8)

(y2 − 1)(x5 − x8)
,

was useful to obtain an expression in terms of polylogarithms. It would be interesting to

study these new parametrization for the snowflake conformal blocks.

B.2 Exchange diagram: Six-point double box

The remaining Witten diagrams have poles separating the external points into two groups

of 3 and 3. These poles involve the sum of three δij and cannot be generated from D-

functions. However, they can be expressed in terms of the following two-loop six-point

integral in four dimensional flat-space

I123,456 =

∫
d4x7d

4x8
x217x

2
27x

2
37x

2
78x

2
48x

2
58x

2
68

. (B.7)

To our knowledge this integral has not been fully computed in general kinematics. Its

symbol is known [52] and the integral is expressed in terms of elliptic functions14.

The Mellin representation of this Feynman integral is given by [49]

I123,456 =

∫
[dδ]

1

δ12 + δ13 + δ23 − 1

∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

(x2ij)
δij

, (B.8)

where the Mellin variables satisfy
∑

j δij = 0 with δii = −1. Similar to the D-functions

discussed in the previous subsection, any Mellin amplitude of the comb type present in

our result can be expressed in terms of the derivatives of I123,456 with respect to x2ij and

multiplication by their powers. To see this more explicitly, let us define

A(x2ij) =

∫
[dδij ]M(δij)

∏
1≤i<j≤n

Γ(δij)(x
2
ij)

−δij , (B.9)

13In particular is useful for the triple snowflake pole piece in the ansatz.
14However, for specific configurations the integral can be expressed in terms of Goncharov polylogarithms.

One such case is when all points are on a common line [53].
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as a generic conformal function of n points written in Mellin space. Then the Mellin

amplitude of the derivative of (B.9) with respect to x2mn is given by

∂

∂x2mn

A(xij) =

∫
[dδ]M(δ′ij − δmi δnj − δni δ

m
j ) Γ(δ′ij)(x

2
ij)

−δ′ij , (B.10)

where the Mellin variables satisfy
∑

j δij = ∆i + δmi + δni . On the other hand, the Mellin

amplitude obtained by multiplying a power of x2ij is given by

(x2mn)
−αmnA(x2ij) =

∫
[dδ]M(δ′ij − αmnδ

m
i δnj )(δ

′
ij)−αmnΓ(δ

′
ij) . (B.11)

For example, using these formulas we can obtain the position space representations for the

following Mellin amplitudes

2x216x
2
35

x212x
2
34

∂x2
13
∂2
x2
56
I126,345 → − δ16δ35

(δ12 − 1) (δ34 − 1) (δ35 + δ45)
, (B.12)

x235
x212x

2
34

∂x2
35
∂x2

56
I126,345 →

δ35
2 (δ12 − 1) (δ34 − 1) (δ35 + δ45 − 1)

. (B.13)
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