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A formula for the block expansion in free CFTs and applications to N = 4 SYM at strong coupling
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An explicit analytic formula is presented that computes the conformal (super-)block decomposi-
tion of any free scalar or half-BPS diagram in 1d, 2d or 4d CFTs, with various supersymmetries,
including none. We prove our formula by exploiting a connection between conformal blocks and
symmetric polynomials. Then we give a direct application of our result to the study of four-point
correlators in N = 4 SYM at strong coupling. In particular, we give a CFT proof of the tree-level
Witten diagram representation of 〈O2

2O
2
2OqOq〉 on AdS5×S5, providing new and highly non-trivial

checks of the AdS/CFT correspondence. Our method works for a more general class of multi-particle
correlators and can be used to bootstrap new results at strong coupling.

In a conformal field theory (CFT) correlation functions
have a convergent series expansion rooted in the prop-
erties of the Operator Product Expansion (OPE). The
building blocks of such an expansion are the conformal
blocks. However, often one faces the opposite task: re-
construct the OPE data from the conformal block expan-
sion of a number of correlation functions. The simplest
instance of this is when the CFT has a limit to free or
generalized free fields, which happens in many cases at
both weak and strong coupling. To specify the problem,
take four scalar operators Oi=1,...4, and consider all pos-
sible diagrams built out of free massless propagators. Say
G is one such diagram, its block decomposition is given
by the equation,

O1

O2

O4

O3

O1

O2

O4

O3

Oγ,λ

]

,

[

=
∑

γ,λ

MG,γ,λG = (1)

where the symbols on the RHS depict a sum over blocks,
one for each exchanged primary operator Oγ,λ in both
the O1O2 and O3O4 OPEs, and the MG,γ,λ are the co-
efficients that we want to determine as a function of the
quantum numbers, denoted by γ, λ. To achieve our goal
of reconstructing OPE data, we want to determine the
MG,γ,λ for all choices of G, in a number of different the-
ories. The theories we shall study include 4d scalar theo-
ries, superconformal theories with N = 2, 4 supersymme-
try, chiral 2d and 1d superconformal field theories, and
more generally, all theories that have an SU(m,m|2n)
superconformal group. We deal with all of them in a
unified manner, i.e. for all m,n, by using the analytic
superspace formalism [1–4], which in particular gives a
single expression for the (super-)conformal blocks. Now,
a key outcome of the formalism is that the coefficients
MG,γ,λ can be shown to be theory-independent [1]. Us-
ing this independence, one can solve for the MG,γ,λ of
interest, in any of the theory mentioned above, by em-
bedding eq. (1) in a non-supersymmetric generalization
of free theory where n = 0 and m is chosen appropri-
ately. In this theory the blocks are simple generalizations
of the standard conformal blocks written in [5]. Then, by
matching both sides of (1), and guesswork, one can grad-
ually build up an explicit formula for the MG,γ,λ, which
we will present as the main result of this letter.
On the other hand, the (m,n) conformal blocks exhibit

a rich mathematical structure [6–10] suggesting that a

first principle proof of our formula for MG,γ,λ ought to
exist. The key in this case comes from [1, 11, 12] where it
was shown that eq. (1) can be mapped to a Cauchy iden-
tity formula in the theory of BC symmetric polynomials.
Under this map, the block coefficientsMG,γ,λ are BC Ja-
cobi polynomials evaluated at {0, 1}, where the number
of 0’s and 1’s depends on the diagramG. BC Jacobi poly-
nomials, and hence the MG,γ,λ, can be defined through
a determinant formula [13], and from there, an elemen-

tary proof of our formula follows, that does not rely on
detailed knowledge of the blocks.
As a direct application of our result, we revisit the an-

alytic bootstrap of tree-level correlators in N = 4 SYM
at strong coupling, focusing on the SU(N) theory and
the new class of correlators with two half-BPS single and
two double-particle insertions. Our strategy is to com-
pute data in the protected sector, from the free theory,
and use it as an input at strong coupling. In particular,
we will show how to use our formula to readily solve the
mixing between protected operators and stringy states at
the unitarity bound, which is crucial already at tree level
or O(1/N2). We will carry out this analysis for the first
non-trivial family of such correlators, 〈O2

2O
2
2OqOq〉 [14].

These have a tree-level O(1/N2) Witten diagram repre-
sentation in AdS5×S5 supergravity, whose validity will be
successfully tested against our CFT results at strong cou-
pling, providing a new and non-trivial test of AdS/CFT.

FOUR-POINT FUNCTION GENERALITIES

We consider external operators Op built from p funda-
mental fields Φa(z)

Op(z) = C [Op]
a1...ap

: Φa1(z) . . .Φap
(z) : . (2)

The choice of C [Op] defines the operator, and depends on
the theory. For example, in the N = 0 theory of free
scalars, we can have O2 = ~Φ.~Φ, while in N = 4 SYM
with SU(N) gauge group we can have O2 = trΦ2, and
more generally the Ca1...ap

can be taken to be any gauge
invariant combination of generators. The field Φa(z) is
defined through the analytic superspace formalism, and
here z are coordinates on Gr(m|n, 2m|2n) [1–3]. In free
theory, Φ(z) has the two point function

〈Φa(zi)Φb(zj)〉 = δab gij := δab sdet(zj−zi)
−1 , (3)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.14077v1
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and the 4pt functions of interest are obtained by Wick’s
theorem:

〈Op1Op2Op3Op4〉 =
∑

G

aG ×G ; G =
∏

i<j

g
bij
ij . (4)

The aG are determined by Wick contractions in terms
of the Ca1...ap

coefficients. The diagram G is specified
by the positive integers bij such that

∑

i bij = pj with
bij = bji, bii = 0. Pictorially,

G =
∏

i<j

g
bij
ij =

Op1

Op2 Op3

Op4

b12 b34

b14

b23

b24
b13

(5)

Then, we can always arrange p43, p12 ≥ 0 (where pij ≡
pi−pj) by swapping operator positions, whilst maintain-
ing the (12)(34) OPE channel (1). In a generalized free
theory, we will have the same structure as in (5).

Let P = g
1
2 (p1+p2)
12 g

1
2 (p3+p4)
34 (g14/g24)

1
2p12 (g14/g13)

1
2p43 ,

and rewrite each diagram G as

Gpi;γ,k =
∏

i<j

g
bij
ij = P [gij]×

(
g13g24
g12g34

)γ
2
(
g14g23
g13g24

)k

(6)

with γ and k constrained by bij ≥ 0 to take the values

γ = γmin, γmin + 2, . . . , γmax; k = 0, 1, . . . , 12 (γ − γmin)

γmin = max(p12, p43) ; γmax = min(p1+p2, p3+p4) .

Note that γ = b13+b14+b23+b24 counts the number of
propagators on the vertical cut of G. E.g. γ = 4 in (1).

Consider now the OPEs: Op1Op2 ∼
∑

O and
Op3Op4 ∼

∑
O′. In the free theory the exchanged pri-

maries are explicit [1]. They are characterised by γ and
a Young diagram λ, and given by

Oγ,λ ≃ Φp1−b12(∂|λ|)Φp2−b12 + ... , γ = p1+p2−2b12

O′
γ,λ ≃ Φp3−b34(∂|λ|)Φp4−b34 + ... , γ = p3+p4−2b34 ,

(7)
where the ellipses denote terms with derivatives redis-
tributed (making the result primary) and λ gives the
symmetrisation of the indices of the derivatives [37]. The
dictionary between γ, λ and the more standard CFT no-
tation is known and reviewed in the supplementary ma-
terial (see e.g. (S2)). Note that γ plays a dual role: it
counts the number of Φs constituting the exchanged op-
erators in the OPE in (7) and it specifies the free theory
diagram in (6).
The decomposition in blocks of a 4pt correlator is

〈Op1Op2Op3Op4〉 = P [gij ]
∑

γ,λ

A(m,n)
γ,λ B(m,n)

γ,λ (zi) (8)

where B
(m,n)
γ,λ are the conformal blocks, and the Aγ,λ con-

tain information about the OPE,

Aγ,λ =
∑

i,j

C
Op1Op2O

(i)
γ,λ

Gij
γ,λ COp3Op4O

(j)
γ,λ
. (9)

The O
(i)
γ,λ are a basis for the operators in (7), Gij is the

inverse two-point function metric in this basis, and the
Cs are three-point couplings. Bγ,λ and Aγ,λ depend on
p12, p43, but sometimes we will omit them to simplify
notation.
Theory independence of theMaster coefficients.

Performing the block expansion of (4) it is useful to split
it into separate pieces, one for each diagram G, and by
doing so define

Gpi;γ,k = P [gij ]
∑

λ

Mk,γ,λB
(m,n)
γ,λ . (10)

This is formula (1) given in a more precise notation.
Clearly, from (4) and (8), the Aγ,λ in (9) are

Aγ,λ =
∑

k

aGγ,k
Mk,γ,λ . (11)

Writing B
(m,n)
γ,λ = (g13g24/g12g34)

γ
2 × F

(m,n)
γ,λ as in [1],

eq. (10) becomes

(
g14g23
g13g24

)k

=
∑

λ

Mk,γ,λF
(m,n)
γ,λ . (12)

It will be useful to view both sides of (12) as class
functions of the (m + n)2 cross-ratio supermatrix z =
z12z

−1
24 z43z

−1
31 = diag(xi=1..m, yj=1..n). In particular,

g14g23
g13g24

= sdet(1−z) =

∏n
j=1(1−yj)

∏m
i=1(1−xi)

. (13)

In supersymmetric theories m,n 6= 0, and the F (m,n)

depend on the type of multiplet through γ and the data
of a hook shaped Young diagram λ, as depicted below

λβ

m

n

λm+1 ≤ n (14)

A Young diagram of this type has the first m rows and
the first n columns unbounded, therefore the total num-
ber of rows of λ is not fixed, but varies depending on
the R-symmetry rep of the exchanged primary. For
fixed charges pi the maximum height of λ is given by
β = 1

2 (γ − γmin). The F (m,n) are known [1], however,
as the pi increase, the supersymmetric block expansion
becomes unfeasible. Now, a key feature of our (m,n) for-
malism is that the Mk,γ,λ can be proven to be indepen-
dent of the dimension and number of SUSY’s [1]. Then
we can embed the Mk,γ,λ of interest in a non supersym-
metric generalization of free theory, the (β, 0) theory, and
perform the block expansion in this theory. In this theory
there are β variables xi, however the blocks are scalable,
and simply given by the following compact expression

F (β,0)
γ,λ = (15)

det
1≤i,r≤β

(

xλr+β−r
i 2F1

[
λr+1−r+

γ−p12
2 ;λr+1−r+

γ−p43
2

2λr+2−2r+γ ;xi

])

∏

i<r(xi − xr)

Implementing our strategy, and studying many cases,
we were able to obtain a completely general formula for
Mk,γ,λ, correctly yielding the block coefficients for any
free theory diagram as an analytic function of γ, λ, k, pi.
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MASTER FORMULA

The coefficients M ~p
k,γ,λ are consistent with the formula

M ~p
k,γ,λ =

k−1∏

i=0

1

i!(p++i)!

β−k−1
∏

i=0

1

i!(p−+i)!

β
∏

i=1

Bi

∑

Sk⊆Sβ

[
∏

i<j
i,j∈Sk

Cij

∏

ı̄<̄

ı̄,̄∈Sk

Cı̄̄

∏

i∈Sk

(λ̂i+p+)!
∏

ı̄∈Sk

(−1)λı̄(λ̂ı̄+p−)!

]

(16)

where λ = [λ1, . . . , λβ ] – note the row lengths can be

vanishing – then λ̂i = λi+β−i, and

Cij = (λ̂i−λ̂j)(λ̂i+λ̂j+1 + p̂) ; Bi =
(λ̂i+p̂)!

(2λ̂i+p̂)!
, (17)

with p̂ ≡ p+ + p−, p± = 1
2 |p43 ± p12|. The sum in (16)

runs over subsets Sk of Sβ = {1, . . . , β} of size k. The
complement of Sk in Sβ is denoted with Sk.

Proof of the master formula. Although originally
found by examination, formula (16) can be proven. The
starting point is the “superconformal Cauchy identity”
with θ = 1 presented in [12] which reads

∏d,n
ℓ,j (1− Yℓyj)

∏d,m
ℓ,i (1− Yℓxi)

=
∑

λ

J (d)
λ (Y )F

(m,n)
γ(d), λ(x, y) . (18)

Here J (d) are d-variable Jacobi polynomials [13, 16], and
γ(d) = 2d + p̂. It is worth emphasizing that (18) does
not rely on detailed knowledge of the blocks and can be
derived only from general considerations about the su-
persymmetric uplift of known Cauchy identities for sym-
metric polynomials, as shown in [12]. Now, comparing
(12,13) with (18) we see that if we set d = β, and assign
values Yi=1,...,k = 1, we match both the CFT value of
γ in (12) and the cross ratio in (13). Therefore the M
coefficients must also match, which means

Mk,γ,λ = J (β)
λ (Y ; p−, p+)

∣
∣
∣
Y=[1k,0β−k]

. (19)

The next step is to derive an explicit formula for (19). We
shall use two ingredients. The first one is a determinantal
expression for the Jacobi polynomials [13, (7.2)] given in

terms of ordinary one-variable Jacobi polynomials

J (d)
λ =

det
1≤i,ℓ≤d

(

J[λi+d−i](Yℓ)

)

∏

i<ℓ(Yi − Yℓ)
. (20)

(For convenience we recall the definition of J in the
supplemental material.) The second ingredient are the
so called evaluation formulae for Jacobi polynomials in
which Y is either completely zero or unity, see e.g. [16, 17]:

J
(d)
[µ1..µd]

(0; p−, p+) = (−1)|µ|f(µi+d−i ; p−, p+) (21)

J
(d)
[µ1..µd]

(1; p−, p+) = f(µi+d−i ; p+, p−) (22)

where we introduced

f(µi ; p−, p+) =
d∏

i=1

Bi (µi+p−)!

(i−1)!(p−+i−1)!

∏

i<j≤M

Cij . (23)

Here the Bi, Cij are defined as in (17). At this point, the
determinant expression (20) and the evaluation formulae
(21-22) imply the following identities

det
(
Jµi

(Yℓ)
)

∏

i<ℓ(Yi−Yℓ)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Yℓ=0

= (−1)
1
2 d(d−1)+

∑
i µif(µi; p−, p+) ,

det
(
Jµi

(Yℓ)
)

∏

i<ℓ(Yi−Yℓ)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Yℓ=1

= f(µi; p+, p−) . (24)

A key point of these identities is that they are both true as
function of µ = [µ1, . . . µd] for any d×d dimension matrix

on the LHS. Finally, to evaluate (19) at Y = [1k, 0β−k] we
start from the determinant expression in (20) and split
it into the product of k × k minors evaluated at 1, times
(β−k)× (β−k) minors evaluated at 0 using the Laplace
cofactor expansion. The denominator splits into three
factors, but one of them equals unity and we obtain

Mk,γ,λ =
∑

Sk⊆Sβ

sgn({Sk, S̄k}) ×
detk

([

J[λi+β−i](Yℓ)
]
i∈Sk

ℓ≤k

)

∏

i<ℓ≤k(Yi − Yℓ)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Y →1

×
detβ−k

([

J[λi+β−i](Yℓ)
]
i∈S̄k

ℓ>k

)

∏

k<i<ℓ(Yi − Yℓ)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Y→0

. (25)

Inserting (24) directly yields the master formula (16) (af-
ter some manipulation of overall signs).

Basic examples. Focussing on external fields of
charge p = 2, we find diagrams with γ = 0, 2, 4. The
γ = 0 diagram corresponds to the exchange of the iden-

tity, and it is trivial. For the γ = 2 diagrams we find

M1,2,[λ] =
(λ!)2

(2λ)!
, M0,2,[λ] =M1,2,[λ](−1)λ . (26)
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The γ = 4 diagrams are

O2

O2

O2

O2

= g212g
2
34

∑

λ

M0,4,[λ1,λ2]B
(m,n)
4,λ

O2

O2

O2

O2

= g212g
2
34

∑

λ

M1,4,[λ1,λ2]B
(m,n)
4,λ

O2

O2

O2

O2

= g212g
2
34

∑

λ

M2,4,[λ1,λ2]B
(m,n)
4,λ

(27)

and our formula gives

M0,4,[λ1,λ2] =M2,4,[λ1,λ2](−1)λ1+λ2 (28)

M1,4,[λ1,λ2] =M1,2,[λ1+1]M1,2,[λ2]

(
(−1)λ1 + (−1)λ2

)
,

M2,4,[λ1,λ2] =M1,2,[λ1+1]M1,2,[λ2] (λ1−λ2+1)(λ1+λ2+2) .

In M1,4 the sum Sk ⊆ Sβ in (16) is non trivial. As the
charge p of the operators Op increases, graphs with in-
creasing numbers of terms in this sum will appear. Each
term will come with a sign and a fully factorized analytic
function of λ. Then, by the theory independence of the
Ms, we can use our formula in different theories. For ex-
ample, in the N = 0 theory of free scalars the quantum
numbers of the primary operators, dimension ∆ and the
spin l, are ∆ = λ1 + λ2 + γ and l = λ1 − λ2 and our
(26-28) perfectly match [5, (6.25)] for O2 = ~Φ.~Φ.

MULTIPLET RECOMBINATION

AT STRONG COUPLING

We now give a non trivial application in N = 4 SYM
with SU(N) gauge group at large N . We will be in-
terested in extracting information about correlators at
strong ’t Hooft coupling (g → ∞) from the free theory
correlators (g = 0), thus making use of our formula (16).
In preparation for this, we recall a few important facts.
Operators appear in either 1

2 -BPS, semi-short [38] or long
supermultiplets. The semi-short operators have Young
diagrams λ = [l+ 2, 1a] and γ = 2a+ b+ 2, which corre-
spond to su(4) Dynkin labels [a, b, a], twist 2a+b+2(= γ)
and spin l. In the free theory, semi-short operators appear
in combination with long operators at the superconformal
unitarity bound, because such long operators decompose
into a number of short operators when their anomalous
dimension vanishes, i.e. in the free theory. Therefore, we
would find generically that

Aγ,λ

∣
∣
∣
free

= Sγ,λ +Kγ,λ

γ = 2a+ b+ 2

λ = [l + 2, 1a]
(29)

where S stands for semishorts, and K for longs. In the
AdS/CFT context, the short multiplets all correspond to
supergravity states, whereas the long multiplets in (29)
correspond to string states. In the strong coupling limit,
where the theory is dual to AdS5×S5 supergravity, all
string states gain infinite mass and disappear from the
supergravity spectrum, therefore

Aγ;λ

∣
∣
∣
sugra

= Sγ;λ . (30)

Since superconformal symmetry and partial non-
renormalisation [18] dictates that the correlator takes
the form of the free correlator + a dynamical function,
eq. (30) takes the form of a cancellation

Aγ;λ

∣
∣
∣
sugra

=

free
︷ ︸︸ ︷

(Sγ;λ +Kγ;λ)+

dynamic
︷ ︸︸ ︷

(−Kγ;λ) , (31)

where the −K contribution comes from dynamics.
The key now is that the three-point functions of two

half-BPS operators with a short multiplet, hence S, are
non-renormalised [19–21], thus if we can identify them in
the free theory, we get a prediction at strong coupling!
These three-point couplings are non trivial in spin and
it is not immediate to compute them directly. Rather
we will use another strategy, helped by a further non
perturbative consequence of superconformal symmetry:
three-point couplings of half-BPS operators Op,Oq, with
long operators of twist p+ q at the unitary bound vanish
at any g [20, 21]. It follows that stringy states cannot
contribute at γmax in a correlator, and hence ∀ g

Ap1p2p3p4

γ=γmax[l+2,1a](g) = Sp1p2p3p4

γ=γmax;[l+2,1a] . (32)

Therefore, the protected contribution S~p at γmax is com-
puted directly by A~p in the free theory. It turns out
that we can do more. If there is only one short operator
OS;γ,λ with γ = p + q, then we can compute its contri-
bution to the four point correlator 〈Op1Op2Op3Op4〉 with
p1+p2>p+q and p3+p4>p+q, as follows:

Sp1p2p3p4

γ=p+q;λ = Cp1p2OS
Cp3p4OS

=
Ap1p2pq

γ=p+q;λA
pqp3p4

γ=p+q;λ

Apqpq
γ=p+q;λ

(33)

Note that p + q = γmax for all three correlators on the
RHS, since the external charges are 〈p1p2pq〉, 〈pqp3p4〉
and 〈pqpq〉. We thus obtain Sp1p2p3p4

γ with γ < γmax

directly from free theory data of different correlators at
γ = γmax. If there is more than one short operator, a
generalization of (33) can be derived from a Grammatrix,
as long as we have a sufficient number of contributing
four-point functions to give us enough information [1, 22].
The cancellation in (31) and the results (32-33) provide

a mechanism to test results for holographic correlators
in AdS5×S5 supergravity. However, in a correlator with
four single particle insertions [39] eq. (31) is trivial at
order O(1/N2) because the S contribution is O(1/N4).
The latter is in fact a piece of information in the one-loop
bootstrap [22]. Instead, when we consider a half-BPS
double particle, [Op1Op2 ], we find the following leading
order in large N behaviour:

C[Op1Op2 ]Oq Oγ<p1+p2+q;λ
∼ O(1/N) (34)

C[OpOq1 ][OpOq2 ]Oγ=q1+q2;λ
∼ O(1) (35)

and so in correlators with two single and two double-
particle insertions, stringy and short operators mix al-
ready at tree-level O(1/N2). We shall see now how this
works for the first infinite family of such correlators.
New: 〈O2

2O
2
2OqOq〉 with q ≥ 3. The order O(1/N2)

contribution to these correlators is disconnected and
given in terms of the known 〈O2O2OqOq〉 [24]. For short,

〈2222qq〉| 1
N2

= 2g212〈22qq〉| 1
N2

g = 0 and g → ∞ .

(36)
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In free theory the relation above follows from Wick’s the-
orem. At strong coupling it comes from examining Wit-
ten diagrams. In both cases the diagrams contributing
to 〈2222qq〉 are the same as those of 〈22qq〉 but with two
extra propagators between the O2’s. Then (36) implies
that the block decomposition of 〈2222qq〉 mimics in every
way that of 〈22qq〉, namely ∀λ

A2222qq
γ;λ | 1

N2
= 2A22qq

γ;λ | 1
N2

g = 0 and g → ∞ , (37)

However in A2222qq we expect semishort contributions up
to twist γmax = min(2q, 8), but in (37) only twist two and
twist four contribute, as for 〈22qq〉. Since the twist four
contribution to 〈22qq〉 is identical at strong and weak
coupling, (32), with no stringy states contribution, the
same must be true for 〈2222qq〉 at O(1/N2) even though
4 < γmax for the latter. This nicely follows from (33), by
noting that O2∂

lO2 is the only semishort double particle,
and using that

A2222qq
γ=4 |g→∞ = S2222qq

γ=4 =
A222222

γ=4 A22qq
γ=4

A2222
γ=4

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

, (38)

where A222222
γ=4 = 2A2222

γ=4 |g→∞ at O(1) [14, 15]. Similarly,
the absence of twist two stringy states at g → ∞ follows
from the same property for 〈22qq〉 and (37).
We now repeat the CFT analysis for the other orienta-

tion of the correlator,

〈22q22q〉| 1
N2

= 2g213〈2q2q〉| 1
N2

g = 0 and g → ∞ .

(39)
In this orientation we expect semi-short contributions up
to γ ≤ q + 4 = γmax but at this order we only find

4q

N2

O2
2

Oq

Oq

O2
2

γ = q + 4

+
4q

N2

O2
2

Oq

Oq

O2
2

γ = q + 2

+
4q(q − 1)

N2

O2
2

Oq

Oq

O2
2

γ = q + 2

(40)

Differently from 〈2222qq〉, the relation (39) no longer im-
plies a relation between the block coefficients of 〈22q22q〉
and those of 〈2q2q〉, because the additional g213 changes
the value of γ, see (6), and so the blocks. Therefore
we expect to find new stringy contributions compared to
〈2q2q〉, precisely at γ = q + 2, and consequently a new
type of cancellation (31) at g → ∞. Although there are
many short double particles at twist q + 2 only O2∂

lOq

contributes in (40), thus

S22q22q
γ=q+2

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

=
S22q2q
γ=q+2 × S2q22q

γ=q+2

S2q2q
γ=q+2

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

. (41)

On the RHS of (41) the leading contributions come from
the disconnected diagrams drawn below [40]

O2

Oq

Oq

O2

;

O2
O2

Oq

Oq

O2

. (42)

Thus S22q2q
γ=q+2 = 2qM4q2q

γ=q+2 and S2q2q
γ=q+2 = M2q2q

γ=q+2 in
(41). Now, from (31) we read off the stringy contribu-
tion to recombine, e.g. in the rep [0, q, 0] we find

K22q22q
[0q0]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

= −S22q22q
γ=q+2,[2+l]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

+A22q22q
γ=q+2,[2+l]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

(43)

whereA22q22q
q+2,[2+l] =

4q
N2

[

M4q4q
0,q+2,[2+l]+(q − 1)M4q4q

1,q+2,[2+l]

]

.

Beautifully, the non trivial spin prediction in (43) is
canceled by the dynamical part, which from (39) reads

g413g
q
24 I(xi, yj)

[

−
4q

N2

(y1y2)
2D2,q+2,2,q(x1, x2)

(q − 2)!

]

(44)

with I =
∏2

i,j=1(xi−yj)/(y1y2)
2. One can derive further

predictions at twist γ = q+2 for different su(4) reps, and
all are consistent with (44). To illustrate the non trivial
nature of these agreements, note that (44) is given by a
single D function, which then suggests that the predicted
Ks must be related to each other. Indeed we find

q − 3

q − 1
K22q22q

[2,q−4,2] =
−q

2(q − 2)
K22q22q

[1,q−2,1] = K22q22q
[0,q,0]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

. (45)

The precise knowledge of S is crucial in each case. Addi-
tional details are given in the supplementary material, ,
where we also consider examples with more general dou-
ble particle external operators, such as [O2

3] and [O2O4].
All the relevant formulae are immediately writable and

computable in terms of the M coefficients, and this re-
duces dramatically the CFT analysis.

OUTLOOK

We obtained an explicit formula for the block expan-
sion of all free theory scalar diagrams in 1d, 2d, and 4
dimensional CFTs with N = 0, 2, 4 SUSYs. Our formula
applies to (generalized) free theories both in perturba-
tion theory and at strong coupling, e.g. in holographic
CFTs. We note here that our approach can be extended
to spinor and vector propagators. In this case a free dia-
gram is reconstructed by considering more general mono-
mials in the xi, yj variables. These can be accommodated
in a more general Cauchy identity [12] with superJacobi
polynomials on the RHS. In the supplemental material we
give a new determinant formula for them showing that
the MG,γ,λ are evaluation formulas of determinants for

all free theories in 4d, 2d, 1d.

Free and generalized free theories occupy a special
place in the conformal bootstrap and we believe that our
formula will be useful in this context. As a first indication
of this we illustrated the utility of our formula in comput-
ing new data for the mixed correlation functions with two
single- and two double-particle insertions in N = 4 SYM
at large N and strong ’t Hooft coupling. Notably, this re-
quires an improved understanding of the recombination
of stringy states at the unitarity boundy, which acciden-
tally was trivial for single particle correlators. Our re-
sults give new dynamical information at strong coupling,
that we tested successfully in 〈O2

2O
2
2OqOq〉. Our method

applies more generally, and therefore it would be inter-
esting to understand the relation with the 10d confor-
mal symmetry [25, 26], since it is tempting to conjecture
that there exist generating functions such as 〈φ2φφφ〉,
〈φ2φ2φφ〉 ∼ 〈φφ〉〈φφφφ〉, and multiparticle generaliza-
tions thereof, that compute tree-level/disconnected cor-
relators for all the AdS5×S5 mixed correlators.
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I. FROM YOUNG DIAGRAMS TO SUPERCONFORMAL REPRESENTATIONS

The external operators considered in the main letter are scalar fields of a Grassmannian field theory [1]. By this
we mean a theory with SU(m,m|2n) symmetry living on the (complexified) space Gr(m|n, 2m|2n) of m|n-planes in
2m|2n dimensions. In this language, Minkowski space corresponds to (m,n) = (2, 0), and the corresponding field
theory is an ordinary 4d non supersymmetric theory whose fundamental fields Φ are scalars. In the case of arbitrary
m we will think of these theories as non supersymmetric generalized free theories. Then, N = 4 SYM corresponds to
(m,n) = (2, 2), and the fundamental field Φ is the field strength multiplet. Finally, 4d N = 2 theories correspond to
(m,n) = (2, 1) where Φ is the hypermultiplet.

In any Grassmannian field theory the fields exchanged in the OPE between scalar operators are specified by γ and
a Young diagram λ that must fit into a fat hook shape with at most m long rows and n long columns. More precisely:
if we specify the Young diagram by its row lengths, λ = [λ1, λ2, ..] this condition implies λi>m ≤ n. Similarly, if we
specify λ by its column lengths, λ′i, we have λ′i>n ≤ m. For example, in the (m,n) = (2, 0) theory λ has at most two
rows λ = [λ1, λ2], and the quantum numbers τ = ∆−l and l, respectively, the twist and the spin, are given by

τ = 2λ2 + γ ; l = λ1 − λ2 . (S1)

Note that we have three quantum numbers γ, λ1, λ2 rather than two ∆, l, and indeed ∆, l are invariant under
λi → λi + 1, γ → γ − 2. The additional quantum number is the number operator γ, counting the number of
fundamental fields constituting the operator and which is preserved in free theory but not in the interacting theory.
As a simple illustrative example, consider Φ4 and Φ�Φ both have ∆ = 4, l = 0, but Φ4 has γ = 4, λi = 0 whereas
Φ�Φ has γ = 2, λi = 1. These operators can be distinguished in the free theory, but mix in the interacting theory.

In supersymmetric theories, n,m 6= 0. We say that λ is a typical representation if mn ⊆ λ, otherwise we call it
atypical. Atypical Young diagrams correspond to operators in short supermultiplets whereas typical diagrams label
long multiplets.
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In the case of N = 4 SYM, (i.e. m = 2 = n) the values of γ, λ are related to the twist, ∆− l, the spin, l, and the
internal su(4) rep, [aba], of the exchanged primary as given in the table below

Multiplet λ τ l su(4)

1
2 -BPS [∅] γ 0 [0, γ, 0]
1
4 -BPS [1µ] γ 0 [µ, γ − 2µ, µ]

semi-short [λ, 1µ] γ λ− 2 [µ, γ − 2µ− 2, µ]

(S2)

and for long multiplets λ = [λ1, λ2, 2
µ2 , 1µ1 ] corresponds to

τ = γ + 2λ2 − 4 ; l = λ1 − λ2 (S3)

with su(4) labels [µ1, γ− 2µ1− 2µ2− 4, µ1]. In the free theory τ long ≥ 2a+ b+4. As for the non supersymmetric case,
there is again an ambiguity λi → λi + 1, µ2 → µ2 − 1, γ → γ − 2 for long multiplets, reflecting mixing of operators
with differing numbers of constituent fundamental fields, γ.

For N = 2 SCFTs we refer directly to [1].

It will be useful to make contact between the Young diagram notation, that we use to label the (super-)primary
operators and the block coefficients A (as well as the Master coefficients), and the N = 4 notation that is often used
in the literature. We will do this in the very well known example of the four-point function of the chiral primary
operator in the stress tensor multiplet,

〈O2O2O2O2〉 = 4a2g212g
2
34

[

1 + U2σ2 +
U2τ2

V 2
+

4

a

[

Uσ +
Uτ

V
+
U2στ

V

]]

; Uσ =
g13g24
g12g34

;
τ

σV
=
g14g23
g13g24

(S4)

Table 1 summarises the comparison of our block expansion (in the interacting theory with twist-two semishort operators
recombined) with results from the literature [29, (3.14)], and we find perfect agreement.

Multiplet [29, (3.14)] external charges ~p = 2222

B[000] 1 M0,0,[∅]

B[020] 6C11
4
a
(M0,2,[∅] +M1,2,[∅])

B[040] 60C2 M0,4,[∅] +M2,4,[∅] +
4
a
M1,4,[∅]

B[202] 9C20 M0,4,[1,1] +M2,4,[1,1] +
4
a
M1,4,[1,1] −

4
a
M0,2,[2] −

4
a
M1,2,[2]

S[020],l=0,2,... 2−l−2A00,0,l+2 M0,4,[2+l] +M2,4,[2+l] +
4
a
M1,4,[2+l]

S[101],l=1,3,... −2−l−3b0,l+2 M0,4,[2+l,1] +M2,4,[2+l,1] +
4
a
M1,4,[2+l,1] −

4
a
M0,2,[3+l] −

4
a
M1,2,[3+l]

L[000],t=1,l=0,2,... 2−lÂ00,1,l
4
a
M0,2,[2+l] +

4
a
M1,2,[2+l]

L[000],t≥2,l=0,2,... 2−lA00,t,l M0,4,[t+l,t] +M2,4,[t+l,t] +
4
a
M1,4,[t+l,t]

Table 1: The M coefficients are explicit in (26)-(28). a = N2 − 1. We used B for 1
2 - and

1
4 -BPS operators, and S for

semi-short operator. In both cases τ is fixed by the su(4) rep. We used Lt for long multiplets, where t = ∆−l
2 .

Finally, we point out that for correlators with higher external charges, we usually have to sum over Young diagrams
with different γ, to account for mixing of operators with different numbers of constituent fields, in order to obtain the
block coefficient in the long sector. For example, in 〈O3O3O3O3〉 the total contribution to the long sector in the [000]
rep is L[000],t=2,l = A4,[λ1,2] and L[000],t≥3,l = A6,[λ1,λ2,2] +A4,[λ1+1,λ2+1] where λ2 = t− 1 , l = λ2 − λ1.

II. SEMISHORT UNMIXING IN AdS5 × S5 SUPERGRAVITY: EXPLICIT RESULTS

In this appendix we expand the discussion about the semishort sector in correlators with two single and two double
particle insertions. In the process we give explicit details about various results that were mentioned in the main text.
To simplify notation in various places we will write the semi-short block coefficients as

S~p
[a,b,a] := A~p

S,γ=b+2a+2;[l+2,1a] . (S5)
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A. Exact CFT data for the twist 4 semishort sector

The twist four semishort sector consists of the double trace operators

O2∂
lO2

∣
∣
∣
[020],l=0,2,...

; O2∂
lO2

∣
∣
∣
[101],l=1,3,...

(S6)

These are the only semishort protected operators in these reps, since the lightest protected triple trace operators
necessarily have twist six.

In the main text we showed that the twist four semishort sector contributes to the correlators 〈O2
2O

2
2OqOq〉 (q ≥ 3)

with an OPE coefficient that can be derived from the relation (38) and reads

S2222qq
[aba] =

S222222
[aba] × S22qq

[aba]

S2222
[aba]

; [aba] = [020], [101] . (S7)

We emphasize here that S2222qq
[aba] is an exact quantity in a = N2 − 1 because, as mentioned above, there are no other

semishort operators at twist four in the reps [020] and [101]. While the color factor of 〈O2O2O2O2〉 can be read from
(S4), it is not difficult to compute the others,

〈O2
2O

2
2O2O2〉 = N[22]N2 g

4
12g

2
34

[

1 +

(

2 +
4

a

)[

U2σ2 +
U2τ2

V 2

]

+
8

a

[

Uσ +
Uτ

V

]

+
24

a

U2στ

V

]

(S8)

〈O2O2OqOq〉 = N2Nq g
2
12g

q
34

[

1 +
2q

a

[

Uσ +
Uτ

V

]

+
2q(q − 1)

a

U2στ

V

]

q > 2 (S9)

where the two-point function normalizations are

N[22] = 8a(a+ 2) ; Nq =
q2(q − 1)

(N − q + 1)−1
q−1 − (N + 1)−1

q−1

. (S10)

As a function of N , the function Nq is a rational function of N , written in terms of Pochhammer symbols. In the
large N limit, Nq ≃ qN q. We will usually switch from N to a = N2 − 1. For example N2 = 2a.

Both (S8)-(S9) are next-to-next-to extremal correlators, which implies six possible propagator structures. The fact
that only four appears in (S9) is because of the definition of single particle operators [23].

Coming back to (S7), the S2222 coefficients are given in Table 1, and for the others we find

~p = {2, 2, q, q}

S[020] = 2q(q−1)
a M1,4,[2+l]

S[101] = 2q(q−1)
a M1,4,[2+l,1] −

2q
a (M0,2,[3+l] +M1,2,[3+l])

~p = {[22], [22], 2, 2}

S[020] = (2 + 4
a )(M0,4,[2+l] +M2,4,[2+l]) +

24
a M1,4,[2+l]

S[101] = (2 + 4
a )(M0,4,[2+l,1] +M2,4,[2+l,1]) +

24
a M1,4,[2+l,1] −

8
a (M0,2,[3+l] +M1,2,[3+l])

(S11)

All together, the non perturbative results for S2222qq are

S2222qq
[020] = +8q(q − 1)

a+ 2

a2

[

(l + 3)(l + 4) + 12
a+2

(l + 3)(l + 4) + 4
a

]

(l + 3)!2

(2l+ 6)!

1 + (−1)l

2
,

S2222qq
[101] = −4q(q + 1)

a+ 2

a2

[

(l + 2)(l + 5)− 20
a+2

(l + 2)(l + 5)− 12
a

]

(l + 3)!2

(2l+ 6)!

1− (−1)l

2
.

As explained already in the main text, the leading O(1/N2) contribution is given by disconnected diagrams, and these
give the same contribution as the disconnected diagrams in 〈O22O22OqOq〉. Indeed, from (S8) we find

S2222qq
[020]

∣
∣
∣
1
a

= 4q(q − 1)M44qq
1,4,[2+l] = A222222

[020]

∣
∣
∣
1
a

(S12)

S2222qq
[101]

∣
∣
∣
1
a

= 4q(q − 1)M44qq
1,4,[2+l,1] − 4q

(

M44qq
0,4,0,[l+3] +M44qq

1,4,[l+3]

)

= A222222
[101]

∣
∣
∣
1
a

(S13)

It follows that in these reps no stringy contribution is present at order 1
N2 .
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B. Exact CFT data for the twist 5 semishort sector

The twist five semishort sector consists of double trace operators

O2∂
lO3

∣
∣
∣
[030],l=0,1,2,3...

; O2∂
lO3

∣
∣
∣
[111],l=0,1,2,3,...

(S14)

As for the twist four sector, these are the only semishort operators in this reps.

The semishorts operators (S14) enter the OPE analysis of 〈O2O3O2O3〉 and that of higher charges correlators. For
example, the simplest mixed correlator where both twist four and twist five protected double particle operators are
crucial are 〈O2

2O
2
2O3O3〉 and its crossed orientation 〈O3O2

2O3O2
2〉. For the latter, the use of (33) immediately gives

S322322

[aba] =
S32223
[aba] × S23322

[aba]

S2323
[aba]

[aba] = [030], [111] . (S15)

To compute this prediction we need the free theory for 〈O2O3O2O3〉, that can be derived from (S9), and the free
theory for,

〈O2O3O3O2
2〉

72
N (N2 − 1)(N2 + 1)(N2 − 4)

= g312g24g
3
34

[

U2τ

V 2
+

4

(a+ 2)

U2στ

V
+

2

(a+ 2)

[

Uσ +
2Uτ

V

]]

(S16)

Writing the prediction in terms of the M coefficients is straightforward, and we find that

S322322

[030] =







144(l+ 5)
(

(l + 3) + 4
a+2

)2

(l + 3)(l + 4) + 12
a

×
(l + 4)!

(2l + 8)!

1 + (−1)l

2

144(l+ 3)
(

(l + 5)− 4
a+2

)2

(l + 4)(l + 5) + 12
a

×
(l + 4)!

(2l + 8)!

1− (−1)l

2

(S17)

and

S322322

[111] =







72

3

(l + 2)
(

(l + 6) + 10
a+2

)2

(l + 4)(l + 6)− 24
a

×
(l + 4)!

(2l+ 8)!

1 + (−1)l

2

72

3

(l + 6)
(

(l + 2)− 10
a+2

)2

(l + 2)(l + 4)− 24
a

×
(l + 4)!

(2l+ 8)!

1− (−1)l

2

(S18)

As for the twist four semishort sector, we emphasize that these results are exact in a = N2 − 1 because the double
trace operators (S14) are the only twist five semishort operators.

C. An example with a 3× 3 Gram matrix

In this section we discuss examples of mixed single- and double-particle correlators where the prediction of the
double particle protected sector requires the study of a 3×3 Gram matrix. We shall consider the case of semishort
operators belonging to the [040] rep, and the correlators

〈O2
2O

2
2O4O4〉 ; 〈O2O2[O4O2][O4O2]〉 ; 〈O2O2O

2
3O

2
3〉. (S19)

Let us first comment on the supergravity results for the correlators of interest. We will write them in the form

〈Op1Op2Op3Op4〉 = free + P [gij ]I(x1, x2, y1, y2)H~p(x1, x2, y1, y2) (S20)

where I =
∏

i,j(xi − yj)/(y1y2)
2. Then for the mixed correlators, we see that the disconnected diagrams contributing

at tree level give the result

〈OqOqO
2
pO

2
p〉 = 4〈OqOqOpOp〉〈OpOp〉+ . . . (S21)

Normalizing we find

〈OqOqO2
pO

2
p〉

〈OqOq〉〈O2
pO

2
p〉

= 4
〈OpOp〉〈OpOp〉

〈O2
pO

2
p〉

〈OqOqOpOp〉

〈OqOq〉〈OpOp〉
+ . . . (S22)
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By using that Pqq[p2][p2] = gp34Pqqpp, and that

〈O2
pO

2
p〉 = 2〈OpOp〉

2 at leading order (S23)

we immediately read off the dynamical functions

H[22][22]44

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

= 2H2244

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

; H22[32][32]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

= 2H2233

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

(S24)

For the case of the double particle operator O4O2 we will assume a linear combination of the form

H22[42][42] = c1H2222 + c2H2244 (S25)

and fix the coefficients c1, c2 from the OPE analysis. We will find that c1 = c2 = 1.

It will be useful to recall that

H22qq

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

=
−2q

(q − 2)!
(x1x2)

qDq,q+2,2,2(x1, x2) . (S26)

This gives the explicit expression for H22[22][22],H22[32][32] and H22[42][42]. Then, cancellation of stringy states in
[000] becomes an almost trivial computation, since it is the same as for the single particle correlators times a fac-
tor of 2 that comes from (S21). For the case of H22[42][42] we finds one relation between c1 and c2, which is 2c1+c2 = 3.

As pointed out in the main text, when we analyze the crossed orientation, e.g. H[22]4[22]4, etc. . . , the mixed single-
and double-particle dynamical functions transform differently from their single-particle primitives, and this is crucial.
For convenience, let us record here the expressions of

H[22]4[22]4 = −
8

(y1y2)2
(x1x2)

4D2,6,2,4 ; P4,4,4,4 = g412g
4
34 (S27)

H2[32]2[32] = −12(x1x2)
2D2,5,2,3 ; P2,6,2,6 = g212g

4
24g

2
34 (S28)

H2[42]2[42] = −4c1(x1x2)
2D2,4,2,2 − 4c2(x1x2)

2D2,6,2,4 (S29)

Note that the dynamical functions here use the same D function as for the single particles correlators, but other
details are different because crossing transformations depend on the external charges. At this point the study of
multiplet recombination in the [040] rep is either a non trivial consistency check or it provides bootstrap constraints
(with infinite spin support) through the cancellation of stringy states in (31).

There are two double particle semishort operators in the [040] rep, which schematically have the form
O4∂

lO2,O3∂
lO3. There are also multi-particle operators in this rep, but at leading order the double particles are the

only ones that enter the OPE of our correlators. Then we can assemble the Gram matrix








〈O2O4O2O4〉 〈O2O4O3O3〉 〈O2O4Op3Op4〉

〈O2O4O3O3〉 〈O3O3O3O3〉 〈O3O3Op3Op4〉

〈Op1Op2O2O4〉 〈Op1Op2O3O3〉 〈Op1Op2Op3Op4〉








(S30)

and find the twist six semishort contribution to 〈Op1Op2Op3Op4〉 by requiring that the determinant of this Gram
matrix vanishes. The 2× 2 minor is O(1) on the diagonal, thus the diagonals are leading in the computation we are
interested in. Let’s see what happens for the other entries.
It is simple to see that for both OpOq = O2

2O4 and OpOq = O2[O2O4] the leading contribution in the Gram matrix
comes from 〈OpOqO2O4〉 through the diagrams

O2

O2

O4

O4

O2

; 8

O2

O4

O2

O4

O2

+ 4

O2

O4

O2

O4

O2

(S31)

while in the case of OpOq = O2O2
3 the only contribution comes from 〈OpOqO3O3〉 through the diagrams

O3

O3

O2

O3

O3

+

O3

O3

O2

O3

O3

(S32)
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At this point we ready for the computation. The normalization of the double-particle operators are

N[22] = 2N 2
2

(

1 +
2

a

)

; N[42] = N2N4

(

1 +
8

a

)

; N[32] = 2N 2
3

(

1 +
9

a

)

. (S33)

and the free theories are

〈O2
2O4O2O4〉

N[22]N4
= g312g14g24g

2
34

[

4U2σ2

a
+

24

a(a+ 2)

[

Uσ +
Uτ

V
+
U2τσ

V

]]

(S34)

〈[O4O2]O2O2O4〉

N[42]
= g212g13g

3
14g34

[

8Uσ +
4Uτ

V
+ 8

]

(S35)

〈O2
3O2O3O3〉

N[32]
= g212g

2
13g

2
14g34

[

6Uσ +
6Uτ

V
+

36(a− 7)

(a− 3)(a+ 9)

]

(S36)

The predictions for the twist six semishort contribution are all non trivial functions of the spin:

S224224
[040] = 4

(
4M4,4,2,4

0,6,[2+l]

)2

M2,4,2,4
0,6,[2+l]

(S37)

S
2[42]2[42]
[040] =

1

2

(
8M6,2,2,4

0,6,[2+l] + 4M6,2,2,4
1,6,[2+l]

)2

M2,4,2,4
0,6,[2+l]

(S38)

S232232

[040] =

(
6M6,2,3,3

0,6,[2+l] + 6M6,2,3,3
1,6,[2+l]

)2

M3,3,3,3
0,6,[2+l] +M3,3,3,3

3,6,[2+l]

(S39)

The prefactor outside parenthesis come from compensating the normalizations that we used to write the various
correlators in (S34-S36). For example in S224224

[040] , the factor 4 is just 4 = (N[22]N4)
2/(N2N4)/(N[22]N4), etc. . . .

To conclude, we will compute the stringy contributions in each case, by solving (31). The free theories are

〈O2
2O4O

2
2O4〉 = N[22]N4g

4
12g

4
34

[

U4σ4 +
16

a

U4σ3τ

V
+

16

a
U3σ3 +

48

(a+ 2)

U3σ2τ

V
+ (S40)

+
48

a(a+ 2)

[

U4σ2τ2

V 2
+

6U3σ2τ

V
+

4U3στ2

V 2
+

48

a(a+ 2)
U2σ2 +

4U2στ

V
+
U2τ2

V 2

]]

〈O2[O4O2]O2[O4O2]〉 = N2N[42]g
2
12g

4
24g

2
34

[

U2σ2 +

(

1 +
8

a

)[

1 +
U2τ2

V 2

]

+
12

a
Uσ +

60

a

Uτ

V
+

12

a

U2στ

V

]

(S41)

〈O2O
2
3O2O

2
3〉 = N2N[32]g

2
12g

4
24g

2
34

[

U2σ2 +
36

a

(a− 7)

(a− 3)(a+ 9)

[

1 +
U2τ2

V 2

]

+
12

a
Uσ +

60

a

Uτ

V
+

12

a

U2στ

V

]

(S42)

Again we only need to use the Master formula in each case, to solve for K[040]. For example,

K
2[42]2[42]
[040]

∣
∣
∣
1
a

= 12M2,6,2,6
0,6,[2+l] + 60M2,6,2,6

1,6,[2+l] − S
2[42]2[42]
[040] (S43)

At this point it is rather immediate to show that these predictions cancels again the twist six contribution coming
from the corresponding dynamical functions in (S27)-(S29). In the case of H2[42]2[42] the only solution is c1 = c2 = 1,
which agrees with the constraint derived from [000], namely 2c1 + c2 = 3.

D. CFT data for 〈O2
2OqO

2
2Oq〉 at tree level.

So far we have analyzed aspects of the tree level correlators H[22][22]22, H[22][22]33 and H[22][22]44. We will now
discuss the general case of H[22][22]qq, for which we claim that H[22][22]qq = 2H22qq is the dynamical function. While
the block expansion in this channel satisfies the constraints from the absence of stringy states in an obvious way,
i.e. because the single particle correlator H22qq does, the analysis in the crossed channel H[22]q[22]q is quite non trivial.
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Let us start from quoting some explicit results,

M22q22q
0,q+2,[2+l] =

(−1)l

2(q − 2)!
(l + 3)(l + 4)(l + q + 1)(l + q + 2)

(l + q)!2

(2l + q + 4)!
(S44)

M22q22q
1,q+2,[2+l] =

(l + 4)!(l + q)!

(2l+ q + 4)!
+

(−1)l

(q − 3)!

[

−
(q − 3)(q + 1)

4
+

(

l+
q + 5

2

)2
]

(l + q)!2

(2l+ q + 4)!
(S45)

S22q22q
[0q0]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

=
4q2(q − 1)

(q − 2)!
(−1)l(l + 3)(l + q + 2)

(l + q)!2

(2l + q + 4)!
(S46)

Putting these results together we solve (31) and find the stringy contribution,

K22q22q
[0q0]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

= 4q
[

M22q22q
0,q+2,[2+l] + (q − 1)M22q22q

1,q+2,[2+l]

]

− S22q22q
[0q0]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

(S47)

=
(l + q+5

2 )4 − 1
2 ((q + 2)2 − 7)(l + q+5

2 )2 + (q−1)
16 ((q + 3)3 − 12(q + 7))

(−1)l(q − 2)!

2q(l+ q)!2

(2l+ q + 4)!
+ 4q(q − 1)

(l + 4)!(l + q)!

(2l+ q + 4)!

In a similar way one computes and finds the relations

K22q22q
[1,q−2,1]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

=4q
[

M22q22q
0,q+2,[2+l,1] + (q − 1)M22q22q

1,q+2,[2+l,1]

]

− S22q22q
[1,q−2,1]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

=
2(q − 2)

−q
K22q22q

[0,q,0]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

(S48)

K22q22q
[2,q−4,2]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

=4q
[

M22q22q
0,q+2,[2+l,1,1] + (q − 1)M22q22q

1,q+2,[2+l,1,1]

]

=
q − 3

q − 1
K22q22q

[0,q,0]

∣
∣
∣

1
N2

(S49)

Note that the M coefficients and the S coefficients are all different, and therefore the above relations with K22q22q
[0,q,0] are

very non trivial!

In order to check in each case that the stringy contributions are cancelled, we follow [11]. To this end it will be
convenient to rewrite the dynamical functions as

H222222 = −
8

(y1y2)0
(x1x2)

2D2,4,2,2 ; P2,4,2,4 = g212g
2
24g

2
34 (S50)

H322322 = −
12

(y1y2)1
(x1x2)

3D2,5,2,3 ; P3,4,3,4 = g312g24g
3
34 (S51)

H22q22q = −
4q/(q − 2)!

(y1y2)2
(x1x2)

4D2,q+2,2,q ; P4,q,4,q = g412g
p−4
24 g434 (S52)

The blocks for the long sector are given in [11, (74)].

III. DETERMINANT FORMULAE FOR ALL FREE THEORIES

In the main text we have obtained a master formula for the block decomposition of the most general graph G that
contributes to a four-point function with external scalar operators. In this case the graph G is built out of products
of scalar propagators as displayed in (1). In the previous sections we discussed applications to N = 4 SYM in four
dimensions, but we would like to emphasise that our formula can be used in many different context. For example, the
α-space identity of [35], recently used in [36] in the study of correlators with insertions of maximally heavy operators,
reads,

xp(1− x)−k =
∞∑

j=0

Mk,γ=2p,λ

[

x∆ 2F1

[
∆,∆
2∆ ;x

]
]

; , ∆ = p+ j , λ = [j] (S53)

For k ≤ p we immediately recognize this identity as a one-dimensional block expansion, thus from (18) we get

1
∏d

ℓ=1(1− Yℓx)
=
∑

λ

J (p)
λ (Y )F

(1,0)
γ=2p, λ(x) ; Y = [1k, 0p−k] (S54)

Then from our master formula one can check that the combinatorics of our (16) reproduces

Mk,γ,[j] =
(γ2 )j(

γ
2 )j

j!(γ + j − 1)j
3F2

[
−j,−k+ γ

2 ,−1+j+γ
γ
2 ,

γ
2

; 1
]

(S55)
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which is precisely the result quoted in [36, (4.14)]. The blocks in (S53) are simple enough that one can perform the
block decomposition and find directly the Mk,2p,[j]. Nevertheless, our main point here is that there is no need to
perform the block decomposition explicitly, rather, the master formula gives the block coefficients directly, allowing
one to focus on the physical properties of these numbers, e.g. study the dependence on parameters. Like this there
are many other examples where our formula is directly applicable. One last thing to note about the RHS of (S55) is
that it can be analytically continued for any γ, k, thus outside the combinatorial definition of the Jacobi polynomials.
In the following we will see what is the counterpart of this continuation in our formalism.

Besides the case of theories where the elementary fields are scalar fields, we would like to include theories where
the elementary fields are fermions or vector fields, and study correlation functions of scalar operators built out these
elementary fields. For example in a 4d CFT, we could consider the dimension three (scalar) operator O3 = ψψ′, built
out of fermion fields, and compute the correlator 〈O3Ō3O3Ō3〉. The fermion propagator is 〈ψαψ̄α̇〉 ∼ (x12)αα̇/x

4
12,

and we would find the expression

〈O3Ō3O3Ō3〉 = a1

(

g312g
3
34 + g314g

3
23

)

+ a2

(

g12g34g
2
14g

2
23 + g212g

2
34g14g23 −

g212g
2
34g

2
14g

2
23

g13g24

)

(S56)

where ai are numbers obtained from Wick’s theorem. Note, the second term arises from the cyclic Wick contraction
yielding tr(x12x23x34x41) ∼ x212x

2
34 + x214x

2
23 − x213x

2
24. This last term has inverse powers of gij , and thus falls outside

the cases for which we derived the master formula in (16). The case of scalar operator 1
4F

2, built from the field
strength of a free vector field has similar features. See e.g. [5, (6.27) and (6.34)].

In order to generalize our master formula we will consider free theory four point functions that admit an expansion
as in (4), namely

〈O1O2O3O4〉 = P ×
∑

γ,k

aGγ,k
U

γ
2 V −k ; U =

g13g24
g12g34

; V =
g13g24
g14g23

(S57)

but where the notion of a graph G is generalized so that in the expression G = P ×U
γ
2 V −k we allow k to take values

also in the range k < 0 and k > β = 1
2 (γ − γmin). Note that, as in the example above, (S56), the values k < 0 and

k > β simply arise from the fact that fundamental propagators of fermions and vectors have Lorentz structure. The
sums over γ and k are still finite!

Although not falling within the master formula (16), we will now show that we can compute the block coefficient of
any generalized graph G from the more general Cauchy identity [12, (2.30),(8.7)]

∏
M,n
ℓ,j (1− Yℓyj)

∏
N,m
ℓ,i (1−Xℓxi)

∏M,m
ℓ,k (1− Yℓxi)

∏N,n
ℓ,j (1−Xℓyj)

=
∑

λ

J (M,N)
λ (Y,X)F (m,n)

γ, λ (x, y) ; 1
2γ = M− N+ 1

2γmin (S58)

where J (M,N)
λ (Y,X) are the superJacobi polynomials introduced by Veselov and Sergeev in [31, 32]. The identity

(S58) reduces to (18) for N = 0 and M set equal to the value of d in (18). In particular, the super Jacobi polynomials
with N = 0 become the Jacobi polynomials quoted in (18).

The logic of our proof goes through as follows. For each monomial in (S57) we want to match first the LHS of (S58).
To achieve this note that the power of U determines the value of M−N through the relation M−N = 1

2γ−
1
2γmin = β.

Then, in order to match V −k when k < 0 we set N = −k and X1,...,N = 1. Since M = β− k we have to set Y1,...,M = 0.
In order to match V −k when k > β we set M = k and Y1,...,M = 1. Since N = k − β we have to set X1,...,N = 0. In
both cases we reduce the computation of the block coefficients Mk,γ,λ to the evaluation of a super Jacobi polynomial
at coincident values of X,Y ∈ {0, 1} with X 6= Y . Summarising

Mk,γ,λ =







J (β−k,−k)
λ (0β−k, 1−k; p−, p+) k < 0

J (k,k−β)
λ (1k, 0k−β ; p−, p+) k > β

(S59)

in addition to the known scalar case

Mk,γ,λ = J (β,0)
λ ([1k, 0β−k]; p−, p+) 0 ≤ k ≤ β (S60)

Compared to the scalar case, the new feature of (S59) is the wider range of values of k (due to inverse propagators)
that requires a super Jacobi polynomial where the X variables are all set to 0 and the Y s are all set to 1, or vice versa,
whereas in the scalar case (with no inverse propagators) it was enough to consider standard Jacobi polynomials where
some of the Y variables are set to 1 and some to 0. (Recall that the order is not important since the polynomial is
symmetric.)
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A. Determinant formula for the superJacobi polynomials

Following the steps of our proof, we should now find a non combinatorial formula for the super Jacobi polynomials.
Remarkably, this can be done! Inspired by a determinantal representation of super Schur polynomials found in [33],
we have found that the super Jacobi polynomials admit the representation,

J (M,N)
λ =

∏
M,N
i,j (Yi −Xj)

VdM(Y )VdM(X)
(−)σdet

(
1

Yi−Xj
Eλ(Yi)

Sλ(Xj) 0

)

Eλ =
(

Jλl+M−N−l(Yi; +p
−,+p+)

)

1≤i≤M

1≤l≤κ−1

(S61)

Sλ =
(

Jλ′
l
−M+N−l(Xj ; −p

−,−p+)
)

1≤l≤N−M+κ−1

1≤j≤N

where

κ = min{i |λi +M+ 1− i ≤ N} (S62)

σ = (κ−1−M)(κ−2+M)
2 +

N−M+κ−1∑

j=1

λ′j (S63)

and the one-variable Jacobi polynomial is

J[λ]( ; a1, a2) =
(−)λ(a1 + 1)λ

(a1 + a2 + 1 + λ)λ
2F1

[
−λ, a1+a2+1+λ

a1+1 ;
]

. (S64)

Some comments on (S61) are in order. Note that λM+1 ≤ N implies 1 ≤ κ ≤ M + 1. If κ = M + 1 then λ is typical
and the determinant factorises as detEλ × detSλ, but otherwise λ is atypical and the determinant does not factorise!
When M = 0 or N = 0 there is no space for the matrix 1/(Yi −Xj) and (S61) reduces to the known bosonic formula
[13, (7.2)], respectively, for λ′ and λ, that we used already in the main text, see (20).

For all cases in which M,N 6= 0, the formula (S61) is new. Here below we review the original combinatorial
definition super Jacobi polynomials [31, 32], that allows a direct check of (S61) in examples. Some readers might
wish to jump directly to next section where we discuss the corresponding formula for the generalized MG,γ,λ.

As in (S61) BC super Jacobi polynomials are labelled by a Young diagram λ, and are specified by a number of
variables, and two parameters, a1, a2 in the following. The general theory has an extra parameter θ, which will be set
to θ = 1 at the end. Super Jacobi polynomials can then be defined as a finite expansion over super Jack polynomials
(that for θ = 1 are super Schur polynomials),

Jλ(s) =
∑

µ⊆λ

(Sγ)
µ
λ Pµ(s; θ) . (S65)

It turns out that the coefficient (Sγ)
µ
λ is special. In the math literature it is known as “binomial coefficient”. Okounkov

and Rains showed (in a more general context) that it can be written in terms of polynomials evaluated at partitions.
From this statement one arrives at the formula [12],

(Sγ)
µ
λ = (−)|µ|−|λ|Πλ(θ)

Πµ(θ)
C0

µ/λ(θα, θβ; θ)
P̃ ∗
λ (µ; θ, h)

P̃ ∗
µ (µ; θ, h)

;
α =

a1 + 1 + θ

θ
+M −

N

θ
; β =M −

N

θ

h =
a1 + a2 + 1

2
+ θM −N

(S66)
where the P̃ ⋆ are the so called super BC interpolation polynomials. The P̃ ⋆ are the aforementioned polynomials whose
values at integer partitions compute the non trivial part of the binomial coefficient. The other objects in (S66) are

C0
κ(w; θ) =

∏

(ij)∈κ

(j − 1− θ(i− 1) + w) ; C0
κ(a, b; θ) = C0

κ(a; θ)C
0
κ(b; θ) (S67)

and then Π(θ = 1) = 1. See also [12, (7.10)].

The polynomial P̃ ∗ is specified by a number of variables, a Young diagram, and an extra parameter that we are
calling h. Remarkably they are uniquely defined by a list of properties, and in particular a vanishing property when
evaluated on partitions: P̃ ⋆

λ (µ; θ, γ) = 0 if µ does not contain λ.
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The binomial coefficient is stable, which means that it does not depend on the number of variables that we input
to specify the P̃ ∗. In other words, this input is just an intermediate step of the computation: the final result does not
depend on it! Thanks to this independence, we can simplify our task here and consider ordinary P̃ (∗) of d variables,
that for θ = 1, admit a very simple determinantal formula [13, (7.3)]:

P̃ ⋆
λ (x; θ = 1, h) =

det
(
Mij

)

1≤i,j≤d
∏

1≤i<j≤d

(
(xi − i+ h)2 − (xj − j + h)2

) ; Mij =

λj−j+d
∏

k=1

(
(xi − i+ h)2 − (k − 1− d+ h)2

)

(S68)
The value of d can be taken to be the number of rows of µ when we evaluate P̃ ⋆

λ (µ). The normalization is known in
closed form,

P̃ ⋆
µ (µ; θ, γ) =

∏

(i,j)∈µ

(
1 + µi − j + θ(µ′

j − i)
)(
2γ − 1 + µi + j − θ(µ′

j + i)
)

(S69)

One can check from the determinant that P̃ ⋆
λ (µ; θ, γ) = 0 if µ does not contain λ. Thus the (Sγ)

µ
λ are determined,

and hence the super Jacobi polynomials through (S65). We refer to [12, appendix C] for more details, and a concise
introduction about the case θ 6= 1, which is relevant for three, five, and six-dimensional (S)CFTs.

B. Master coefficients for all free theories

We understood that the Mk,γ,λ for all free theories are computed by

Mk,γ,λ = J (β,0)
λ (1k, 0β−k; p−, p+) 0 ≤ k ≤ β (S70)

and by

Mk,γ,λ =







J (β−k,−k)
λ (0β−k, 1−k) k < 0

J (k,k−β)
λ (1k, 0k−β) k > β

(S71)

where β = 1
2 (γ − γmin). Here we will give a determinant formula for the latter by using our results for the super

Jacobi polynomials in (S61). One point to make about (S61) is that the formula is naively singular at coincident
values of the X,Y variables, but of course we are just evaluating a polynomial and so the result must be finite. The
way to proceed is to absorb the singular pieces of the Vandermonde into the numerator, and manipulate rows and
column of the determinant in order to take a manifestly finite limit.

Let us see how the singular Vandermonde is resolved in an example. Say there are k variables X or Y to be
evaluated at the same value. Let us take Y for concreteness. This means that there are 1

2k(k−1) factors Ya−Yb in the
Vandermonde that are singular. Organize these into sequences as follows. The first sequence is given by the k−1 pairs
∏k−1

i=1 (Yi − Yk). The second sequence is given by the k− 2 pairs
∏k−2

i=1 (Yi − Yk−1). Etc. . . . The last sequence is made
by the one pair (Y1 − Y2). A determinant does not change if we add/subtract rows, therefore consider the following
moves. Starting from the first sequence replace the row ri of the determinant with ri → (ri − rk)/(Yi − Yk). This
removes all the singular factors involving Yk. Change sequence, and repeat the procedure (starting from the updated
rows) until the last sequence is gone. At this point, the simplest way to take the limit of coincident values is to Taylor
expand around Yk. As a result, row-one is proportional to the (k − 1)-th derivative of the original r1, then row-two is
proportional to the (k− 2)-th derivative of the original r2, etc. . . . The last row is unchanged and in particular has no
derivatives. In this example we used rows, but the very same procedure can be applied to columns as well. In fact,
the combination of both is what we have to use when dealing with the evaluation of the super Jacobi polynomials
in (S71), because the Young diagram in this case is always atypical, and therefore the determinant does not fac-
torize. In particular, the matrix Rij is always active for atypical diagrams, but crucially, it is non singular since X 6= Y .

Since the coincident values are either 0s or 1s, we will need formulae for the derivatives of the one-variable Jacobi
polynomials. These are

dq

dyq
J[λ](1, a1, a2) =

λ!(a1 + a2 + q + λ)!(a2 + λ)!

(λ− q)!(a1 + a2 + 2λ)!(a2 + q)!
;

dq

dyq
J[λ](0, a1, a2) = (−)q+λ dq

dyq
J[λ](1, a2, a1) (S72)

The two derivatives are related to each other, but note the reverse order of ai=1,2 when evaluating in zero.

The determinant formula that gives the evaluation formula of the super Jacobi polynomials in (S71), is,

J (M|N)
λ (X,Y )

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(S71)

=
(−)Σ

∏M−1
i=1 i!

∏N−1
j=1 j!

det

(
Rij ∇Eλ(Y )

∇Sλ(X) 0

)

(S73)
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where the values of M,N, X, Y should be taken accordingly to (S71), and where

(−1)Σ = (Y −X)MN(−1)σ ; Rij = (M− i+ N− j)!
(−)M−i

(Y −X)M−i+N−j+1
(S74)

with
[
∇Eλ(0; p

−, p+)
]

il
= (−1)M−i+λ̂l

[
∇Eλ(1; p

+, p−)
]

il
(S75)

[
∇Eλ(1; p

−, p+)
]

il
=

(λ̂l)!(λ̂l +M− i+ p̂)!(λ̂l + p+)!

(λ̂l −M+ i)!(2λ̂l + p̂)!(M − i+ p+)!
(S76)

[
∇Sλ(0; p

−, p+)
]

lj
= (−1)N−j+λ̂′

l

[
∇Sλ(1; p

+, p−)
]

lj
(S77)

[
∇Sλ(1; p

−, p+)
]

lj
=

(λ̂′l)!(λ̂
′
l + N− j − p̂)!(λ̂′l − p+)!

(λ̂′l − N+ j)!(2λ̂′l − p̂)!(N− j − p+)!
(S78)

and λ̂′l = λ′l − β − l, λ̂l = λl + β − l.

At this point we observe that the manipulations that allow us to write (S73) are valid also when N = 0, i.e. when
the super Jacobi polynomial reduces to a Jacobi polynomial. With some additional work, this gives a direct proof
of the evaluation formulae (21)-(22), and (16). For the interested reader, the only subtle point is to understand
that a matrix whose rows are built from

[
∇Eλ(0; p

−, p+)
]

il
and

[
∇Eλ(1; p

−, p+)
]

il
falls into the class of VdM-type

determinants of the Pochhammer type, which can be evaluated as in [34, Proposition 1].

There are, however, two important comments to make when comparing the evaluation of super Jacobi in (S73) and
our master formula for the scalar case:

1) While the master formula (16) takes the form of a sum over quantities that are manifestly analytic in spin
(multiplied by (−1)l factors), in the case of super Jacobi polynomials the Laplace expansion of the determinant
is complicated by the presence of the matrix Rij , and therefore we will not further manipulate (S73).

2) In the master formula (16) the Young diagram has an upper bound on the number of allowed rows, which depends
on β, namely λ = [λ1, . . . , λβ ], with λi that might be vanishing. In the (S73) this is not the case anymore. For
example, for γ = 2 and β = 1 we can have a Young diagram with two rows.

C. Worked example

We conclude this section with an example. Consider the four point function [5, (6.27)] of a dimension three operator
made from a free fermion field,

〈O3O3O3O3〉 = g312g
3
34

(

1

4

[

− U −
U

V
+ UV +

U

V 2

]

−
1

4

[

U2 +
U2

V 2

]

+

[

U3 −
1

4

U3

V
−

1

4

U3

V 2
+
U3

V 3

]

+
1

4

U4

V 2

)

. (S79)

The terms UV +U/V 2 will require the evaluation of super Jacobi polynomials. In any case the conversion from Young
diagrams to dimension and spin is

∆ = λ1 + λ2 + γ , l = λ1 − λ2 . (S80)

Below we compare our block decomposition with that in [5, (6.31)-(6.32)]. For the first two twists we find

τ = 2 l!(l+1)!
4(2l−1)!

1
4

[

−M0,2,[l] −M1,2,[l] +M−1,2,[l] +M2,2,[l]

]

τ = 4 0 1
4

[

M−1,2,[l+1,1] +M2,2,[l+1,1]

]

− 1
4

[

M0,4,[l] +M2,4,[l]

]

Note the presence of M−1,2 and M2,2 in both rows, which are crucial to obtain the correct result. The zero result at
τ = 4 generalizes to higher twists. In fact, the following identity holds

[

M−1,2,[l+t−1,t−1] +M2,2,[l+t−1,t−1] −M0,4,[l+t−2,t−2] −M2,4,[l+t−2,t−2]

]

= 0 t ≥ 2 (S81)

Therefore we will not sum these contributions to higher twists. Then for τ = 6 we find

(l + 2)!(l + 3)!(l2 + 5l+ 3)

4(2l+ 3)!
=
[

M0,6,[l] −
1

4
M1,6,[l] −

1

4
M2,6,[l] +M3,6,[l]

]

(S82)
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and the result for τ ≥ 8 is
[

M0,6,[l+ τ
2 −3, τ2 −3] −

1

4
M1,6,[l+ τ

2 −3, τ2 −3] −
1

4
M2,6,[l+ τ

2 −3, τ2 −3] +M3,6,[l+ τ
2 −3, τ2 −3]

]

+
1

4
M2,8,[l+ τ

2 −4, τ2 −4] (S83)

which equals to
(l+ τ

2
−1)!(l+ τ

2
)!( τ

2
−1)!( τ

2
−2)!

8(τ−5)!(τ+2l−3)! ((l+1)(τ + l− 2)+ (−1)
τ
2 ). We thus find perfect agreement with the known

results.

We also checked the case of the vector field in [5, (6.34)] and found perfect agreement.
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