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Abstract

We study string corrections to one-loop amplitudes of single-particle operators O, in
AdSs x S°. The tree-level correlators in supergravity enjoy an accidental 10d conformal
symmetry. Consequently, one observes a partial degeneracy in the spectrum of anomalous
dimensions of double-trace operators and at the same time equality of many different cor-
relators for different external charges p;—;234. The one-loop contribution is expected to
lift such bonus properties, and its precise form can be predicted from tree-level data and
consistency with the operator product expansion.

Here we present a closed-form Mellin space formula for (0,,0,,0,,0,,) at order (a')?,
valid for arbitrary external charges p;. Our formula makes explicit the lifting of the bonus
degeneracy among different correlators through a feature we refer to as ‘sphere splitting’.
While tree-level Mellin amplitudes come with a single crossing symmetric kernel, which
defines the pole structure of the AdSs x S® amplitude, our one-loop amplitude naturally
splits the S° part into two separate contributions. The amplitude also exhibits a remarkable
consistency with the corresponding flat space IIB amplitude through the large p limit.
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1 Introduction

An ongoing challenge in theoretical physics is to understand the dynamics of quantum
gravity and its relation to string theory. Recent advances within the analytic bootstrap
program have shown that the study of the AdS/CFT correspondence, beyond the classical
bulk approximation, leads to concrete and quantitative results for both quantum gravity
and string theory in AdS, see [1, 2| for a review. In this context, the problem of quantum
gravity is well posed and the CF'T approach is able to tackle AdS gravity with a variety of
computational tools. It has the potential to pinpoint the existence of very general structures
in the theory, and progressively allow us to move towards a more complete picture.

The most emblematic and best understood AdS/CFT correspondence is the one between
SU(N) N =4 SYM in 4d and type-IIB string theory on AdSs x S®. This is the theory we
will study in this paper. Our probes for investigating quantum gravity will be four-point
amplitudes of single particle operators (O,, O,,0,,O,,). We will study these objects at tree
level and one loop in Newton’s constant (or equivalently, 1/N? and 1/N* corrections in the
CFT) and at the leading orders in string corrections to Einstein gravity, i.e. leading orders
in the o/ ~ A2 expansion, where A is the 't Hooft coupling.

1.1 Four-point correlators of half-BPS operators

The supergravity multiplet on AdSs and the S° Kaluza-Klein spectrum are dual to half-BPS
single-particle multiplets, whose superconformal primary operators are

Op(x,y) =y™ ..y t1(Pr, ... ¢r,)(x) + ... (1.1)

where ¢r are the scalar fields of the N = 4 SYM, and the y are auxillary null SO(6)
vectors used to project onto the traceless symmetric representation. Here the dots refer
to multi-trace contributions determined by insuring that the O, are orthogonal to any
multi-trace operator [16, 3]. The operators O, are orthogonal and normalised as follows!,

<Op1op2> = 5p1p2 (912)p1Rp1 ) Rpl =pN"* + O(Npl_Q) ) Gij = x_ . (1-2)
ij

2
Yij
2.

where we have defined y%, = y; - 9.

We will study four-point functions of the operators O,. These correlators can be split
into a free theory contribution plus a coupling dependent interacting term,

<Op1 OPQ OPS Op4> = <Op1 OPQ OPS O}M >free + <Op1 OPQ OPS Op4 >int : (1 3)

From the point of view of the Operator Product Expansion (OPE), the free theory piece
includes contributions from protected and long operators in any OPE channel, while the
interacting term only receives contributions from unprotected (long) multiplets [37].

-1
= pI NP+ O(NP1—2) [3)].

!The full normalisation is R, = p*(p — 1) (pr}rl)pfl - (NJF})IFI



1.2 The Mellin space representation

It was shown by Mack in [21] that a CFT correlator, when written in Mellin space, acquires
a structure of poles and residues which can be nicely put in correspondence with the OPE.
For holographic theories in AdS, it was later shown by Penedones [22] that a suitably
defined Mellin amplitude shares many similarities with a scattering amplitude, and in fact
this Mellin amplitude can be understood as a curved space completion of a flat space
scattering amplitude. The flat space scattering amplitude is recovered in the limit of large
Mellin variables. For holographic correlators in AdSs x S°, it is possible to improve further
the Mellin space representation, by considering a double Mellin transform in which both the
conformal AdSs space and the internal S® space are treated equally.? This double Mellin
transform reads,

<Op1 OPQ Op30p4>int = ]71]72]73]74]\/‘272j /déz] Z H

Sij 1<J

28,5 285 N
|::Eij ]yij JP[_Sz‘j]
F[éij + 1]

]Mﬁ(%a Si), (14)

where 5;; are AdS Mellin variables and $;; are sphere Mellin variables subject to the con-
straints,

DS =i —2, D8 =pi—2. (1.5)

The factor Z in (1.4), which removes two units of conformal/internal weight w.r.t. to the
charges p;, is a consequence of superconformal symmetry [36].3 It takes the form

A -

1= (ehoayisyn)’L,  I=(z—y)lz—yE—-y(@-7), (1.6)

with z, Z,y, y parametrising the cross-ratios,

pE=U="25%  (1-2)(1-2)=V =28
T13T24 T13Tog
= _ 7T _ y%zy§4 _ A T — 31543/%3
yy=U= V22, 1-y)(l—-y)=V= ERT A (1.7)

Note that Z is invariant under permutations of the external operators.

The constraints (1.5) on the Mellin variables can be solved as follows,

S pitp2 __ 2 p3tpa __ 3 S pitp2 __ p3tpa __ g
Sig+ S5 =St Ty =8, Sig— S5 =834 — "5 =S5,
& P1t+pPa __ 4 p2+p3 __ | S pPitpa __ g p2+p3 __ 1
S1a+ =5 =S+ =50 =, S1e — S5 =83 — S5 =1,
3 pitp3 __ & p2tpa __ 5 S pitp3s __ g p2+ps __
S13 + Ty = 824 + T = U, S13 = T4 =S84 T4 = U, (18)
with
§+t+a=-2, S+i+u=-Y—-2 ; ¥ =bdpipdm (1.9)

We shall say that the variables s, § define the s-channel and similarly for the other channels.
The variables 3, 5 and £, £ will be taken to be independent. The integral and the sum in (1.4)
only run over the independent variables §, 5 and ¢, £, and the sum will actually be finite, as

2This idea was first introduced in [23] and further refined in [30] and [31].
3Tt can also be justified from the fact that only long representations contribute to the OPE decomposition
of (Op, Op,0p, Oy, )int, and these have precisely the Z factor.
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we will see. We can further accompany each channel in position and internal space with
the following combinations of charges,

C. = p1+p2—p3—pa cr = p1+pa—p2—p3
s — 2 t — 2 )

Cu = p2+p4§p1—p3 (1.10)

The parametrisation of p'in terms of {¥, ¢,, ¢, ¢, } is invertible, with ¥ being an invariant
under permutation, and the various triplets {3, 5, ¢, }, {t, £, ¢}, {1, , ¢, } transforming into
one another under crossing.

It is convenient to rewrite the correlator (1.4) by making manifest the dependence on

the cross-ratios, namely

R .
<Op1 OPQ Op30p4>int = p1p2p3p4N272 7z Kjiszﬁ(U, V, U, V), (1.11)
(913924)
where
HHU,V,U,V) = /d§d£ > UV T M;. (1.12)
5t

By definition, I' = I';I'.I", with

N Y [y =D[Ege2 — grein _ g =T[Z+% — g (1.13)
N R Dy=T[1+ 2422 gr[1 4 st L g =TI+ 2+ 43 '

Similarly for I'y and I'y. The £ abbreviation stands for taking the product of both I' with
+ and — signs. Note, the sum over § and ¢ is automatically truncated by the I' functions

in the denominator of I', thus it is finite. See also section 2.1.1.

Under crossing transformation, the factor I' is invariant while for the Mellin amplitude
we find the following table.

Mplmpsm( L: f) = Mpzml ,p37p4(‘§a '&v 57 fL) = cS +cCu, +ct(<§ é ﬂ)
= MP17P2,1747P3(‘§7 ﬂ’ ‘év a) - Ce —Cu _Cf( ’ll)

MP1P2p3P4(§v£’ 575) = Mp4’p2,p3’p1 (ﬁ f a LZ) - Mcu,-ﬁ-Cf,,+cs (’[L i (v tv) (1 14)
= MPLPS,PQJM( f f) - M—Cu,cns,—cs (’[L tA 75)

MP1P2P3P4(§ E é? tv) = Mpl »D4,P3,P2 (tA ‘§ ia 5) = Mct +cs,+cu (E § i 5)
= MPB P2,P1,P4 (tA ‘§ th ‘é) - M—Ct,—cs,cu (fv ‘§7 57 g)

The dependence on ¥ is left implicit since ¥ does not transform under crossing. It is clear
that crossing has simple properties w.r.t. the triplets {3, 5, ¢}, {£,%, ¢}, {@, 1, c.}.



1.3 A tree level primer

We will focus in this paper on the quantum regime of N'= 4 SYM where the theory is dual
to classical supergravity (i.e. the regime where we first take N large and then take large
't Hooft coupling \), and we will study the tree-level and the one-loop contribution to the
Mellin amplitude,
M= MO 1 Ly (1.15)
e ce .
with both contributions themselves expanded for large A\ as follows,

MO = MO0 LA MOD A B0
M = X2 M) L MO 4 AT 4 AT MY 4 (1.16)

The large A expansion is more precisely an expansion in curvature/derivative corrections,
o ) _1
thus it is weighted by o/ = A72.4

The combination of analytic bootstrap techniques and the knowledge about the spec-
trum of supergravity, which consists of protected half-BPS single-particle states and multi-
particle states (but no excited string states), allows one to solve the problem of computing
the tree-level contribution to the four-point correlators. The expression for M%) was given
in [4, 5], building on previous work [34].° In our notation

1

M = T DD

(1.17)

where the bold variables are given by
s=5§+5 ; t=i+f ; s+ttu=—4. (1.18)

The appearance of these bold-font variables has a precise meaning [23], which we will revisit
later. The first tree-level (/)3 string correction is given simply by [28]

M) = 92¢5(2 —1)5. (1.19)

Higher order o/ corrections come with non trivial polynomials in the Mellin variables and
have been studied systematically via the bootstrap programme [24, 25, 28]. To various
orders, fully explicit results have been computed in [29, 30, 31].

At tree level the ultimate goal would be to resum all the o’ corrections to M9, The
resummed MO as function of o/, would then give the Virasoro-Shapiro amplitude in
AdSs x S®, i.e. the generalisation of the well known type IIB flat space amplitude. It is a
non-trivial problem because the bootstrap program leaves unfixed a number of ambiguities
at each order in o/. Additional input,® from supersymmetric localisation [18, 19, 20], is
already crucial to fix the ambiguities that appear at (a/)° [29].

4The term Az M2~ corresponds to the R* counterterm. A term A~z M2 would correspond to the
genus one contribution to the modular completion of A2 M) and it vanishes. The term A~ AM(22)
corresponds to the genus one contribution to the modular completion of M(1:6),

°See [35] and refs. therein for the gravity counterpart of this result.

6See [32, 33] for a dispersive sum rule approach.



Both M®0 and M®3) come with interesting properties which are simple to see in our
formalism: We would expected M9 to be function of all variables {3,, 3, %, p1, p2, P3, P4}
but it happens to depend only on the specific combinations s = § + § and t = ¢ + i,
u = —s — t — 4. Moreover, it does not depend explicitly on the charges p; at all. In a
similar way, M) is just a constant, but for the factor of (¥ — 1) (which is singlet under
crossing). The crucial observation is that both M®:9 and M®:3 can be understood as 10d
objects. In the case of supergravity, it was shown in [17] that M9 enjoys a 10d conformal
symmetry. In the case of tree level o’ corrections, the authors of [31] showed that M (13
(and in fact M12%)) is the dimensional reduction of a 10d contact diagram in AdSs x S°.
Since the operators O,(z,y) are Kaluza-Klein modes, the 10d structure of the tree-level
correlators implicitly constrains the way the Mellin amplitude depends on the charges.

1.4 Summary of results: One-loop string corrected AdSs x S°

This paper is dedicated to the study of one-loop string contributions beyond the one-loop
supergravity correlators M?9 studied in [12]. We will focus on M%) at (a/)?, generalising
previous work done in [11, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29]. Along the way we will discuss the general
picture for higher orders in /. We will explain how the bootstrap program works in the
next section. Here we would like to summarise our main results and novelties, compared
to the existing literature.

The OPE determines the gravity amplitude from CFT data of exchanged two-particle
operators at tree level.” In the case of M3 the CFT data comes from M®9 and
M3 wwhich we reviewed above in (1.17) and (1.19). Within certain ranges of twist which
we refer to as Above Window, Window, and Below Window, the tree level OPE carries
information about the maximal log® U discontinuity, the log U discontinuity and the analytic
contribution, respectively. The Above Window region contains the log? U discontinuity and
is fully determined by the OPE. The Window and the Below Window are finite ranges in
the twist and give additional information on the structure of the amplitude. Indeed, as for
M) in supergravity [12], the log® U discontinuity is not enough to bootstrap the full one-
loop amplitude, and the information coming from Window and Below Window is crucial
to obtain the final result.

In order to appreciate the various novelties of one-loop physics, let us begin by noting
that the T factor used to define the Mellin transform in (1.11) has itself a bonus property.
It is invariant under variations of the charges p; which swap pairs of values p; + p; for ¢, j
in the s, or t, or u channel. For instance, if we highlight the s channel in,

F[’% — §]F[’% — 3]

I = ., 1.20
F[1+p1;p2 _|_5]F[1_|_p3-5p4 +§] t ( )

this is invariant under variations of the charges such that the values of p; + ps and p3 + pq4
swap, but the other combinations p; 4+ p; remain unchanged. Let us emphasise that this
property is not crossing symmetry, hence the use of the term wvariations. In terms of the
Cs, Ct, ¢, parametrisation of the charges, see e.g. (1.13), the variations we are discussing just

"up to a handful of ambiguities which cannot be fixed by the current bootstrap program.
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amount to exchange the values +¢,. In (1.20) we looked at the s channel, but of course the
same reasoning applies to the other channels.

To have a concrete and simple example of the bonus property in mind, consider the
case of correlators p = (4424) and p' = (3335). These correlators have indeed the same
', but more importantly, since the Mellin amplitudes M™% and M3 are themselves
invariant under the aforementioned variations, the interacting correlators are equal at the
corresponding orders in the expansion,

H4424(U7 V7 07 f/) = H3335<Ua ‘/7 Ua ‘N/) (121)

Recall that H; is introduced in (1.11) and, up to numerical factors normalisations dictated
by (1.11) and free propagators removed, is just the interacting part of (O,,O,,0,,0,,).

More generally, we shall say that two correlators are degenerate when they have the same
values of ¥ and ||, |, |cu|. We will show that whenever two correlators are degenerate in
the tree level o/ expansion, this degeneracy is lifted at one-loop at the corresponding order
in . This lift was first discussed in supergravity [12] but its expression at the level of the
Mellin amplitude was not yet investigated. In this paper we provide very concrete formulae
which exhibit the degeneracty lifting in the case of M?3) and we believe that analogous
formulae will hold at higher orders in «'.

The Mellin amplitude will be written in the following way,

p p

MED [WQAW>(§, 5)+ R (5,5) + BPM (3, 5)] + crossing, (1.22)

where the superscripts indicate which region of OPE data was used to fix the function,
i.e. Above Window (AW), Window (W) and Below Window (BW).

The first term in (1.22) is given by

W) — (3, 5) O (=s), (1.23)

where wy(3,5) is a polynomial and 1 (—s) = ¥©(—s) + v is the digamma function
shifted by the Euler constant. This term is entirely determined by the OPE prediction
for the log? U discontinuity, corresponding to exchange of two-particle operators Above

Window (AW).

The second term in (1.22) represents the novelty of the one-loop function. It takes the
form,

6
1
RY (5,5 =>" [(5 PR )t (3,5) (5 B ), s (5,9) ], (1.24)

where crossing implies that r* are related to each other, and given in terms of a single
function with certain residual symmetry in the charges p:

-

+
7l T{—cs,—ct,cu}
p Sy yCu
{ ; Meacteul = Meaci—ed) 5 Tewenen) = Mewewer) (1:25)

I = r{+Cs,+Ct7Cu}

-



The function 75.(8, $) is a polynomial, for each z, determined by OPE predictions for the
log! U discontinuity in the Window. The poles in z come with the bold font variables, and
the structure of poles in s, 3, follows. We will explain this in the next sections.

Let us comment on the reason why R("™) represents a novelty: When we look at R™W
together with the I' functions, say we focus on I'y in the s-channel, the total amplitude
undergoes the following split,

T/\ ) (1.26)

1 7:17-2 rﬁ'z
S — 2 F[—Z + p1-§pz + S]F[l + p3-5p4 + 5} F[l + pl-;pz + S]F[—z 4 pﬁz-m + s]

In particular the sphere I' functions (in I') split into two z-dependent gamma functions,
with residues r* respectively. Since we will find that »* have generic charge dependence,
i.e. they depend on ¢; and ¢, non trivially, it follows that * do not map to each other under
variations of charges that leave I' invariant, and therefore the bonus property, exemplified
for instance in (1.21), is lifted. All together we refer to this phenomenon as sphere splitting.

The third term in (1.22) is found to take the form

2 p1+p2 % p3+p4
BW) Z (§+ 5572 = 2) (S + B3 — 2).a
S—Zz

65.(3,3) (1.27)

Dz
z=0

where again b5($, §; z) are polynomials. This contribution is determined by OPE predictions
from the log’ U term in the Below Window region.

Remarkably, we find that > in (1.24) and (1.27) are finite and moreover the number
of poles indexed by z is independent of the charges! This feature was already observed in
[27] by studying (O2020,0,) in the Window. It is not manifest from the form of the OPE,
which instead depends on charges by construction. In fact, in order for this truncation to
happen, there is a delicate interplay between W“W) and R(W and BB,

The function WAW) contributes to log® U discontinuity by construction, but also con-
tributes to the log' U discontinuity in the Window and the analytic term log® U in the Below
Window regions. Similarly, R") contributes to log* U in the Window region by construc-
tion but also to the analytic term log® U in the Below Window region. This cascading be-
haviour results from our choice to use the bold font variables, s, t, u, in the parametrisation
of the poles of M, say zz(o)(—s) and s — z in the s channel. This choice of parametrisa-
tion then reveals an additional simplicity: the truncation of the number of poles in z. In
particular, we find that R(") only contains seven poles z = 0, ...6 at order (/).

We can argue that the use of the bold font variables, s, t,u in the parametrisation of
the poles of M is natural from the perspective of large p limit [23], i.e. from the expected
behaviour of the amplitude when the charges p are taken to be large. The large p limit
is well established in various AdS x S backgrounds [39, 40]. In the case we are interested

8



in, the crucial observation is that, in the large p limit, the AdSs x S Mellin amplitude
asymptotes the flat space amplitude of IIB supergravity, where s is identified with the
corresponding ten-dimensional Mandelstam invariant of the flat space amplitude. Now,
the flat space amplitude of the one-loop IIB amplitude has various log contributions, e.g.
log(—s). It is natural that such logs should arise from the digamma in the limit of large
s as 19 (—s) — log(—s). It follows that s is the natural variable entering ¢/”)(—s) in the
AdSs x 8% Mellin amplitude. More evidence supporting the use of s, t, u, in parametrising
the poles of M also comes from our preliminary investigations on the («/)"*3 terms for
n > 0, which show that the number of poles grows with n, but remains finite, and is
independent of tree level ambiguities [41].

Following similar logic, the poles of the function B(")  are parametrised by s, t,u. This
function was previously studied for the single correlator (O30303505) in [27]. We find that
only three poles at z = 0, 1,2 are needed to match the OPE data. Again, this truncation
depends on the delicate interplay with both WAW) and RW).  Finally, combining all
contributions we are able to explicitly verify consistency with the ten-dimensional flat space
limit. Since this property was not used in the detailed construction of the individual
contributions, this provides a strong consistency check on the form of our final results.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows: In section 2 we review the bootstrap
program for one-loop amplitudes, explaining in particular how the OPE of two-particle
operators works. In section 3 we discuss the construction of the one-loop amplitude M3,
Emphasis is put on the ‘sphere splitting’, which is a new effect at one loop. Finally, in
section 3.4 we show consistency of the one-loop amplitude with the large p limit and the
flat space limit in type IIB string theory.

2 The AdS;xS°> OPE

This section provides preparatory material for the construction of one-loop amplitudes. It
draws mainly from [12] where it was explained how the CFT data collected from tree-level
correlators needs to be organised at one-loop, in order to initiate the bootstrap program for
correlators with arbitrary external charges p. There are various important subtleties to be
taken into account, that have to do with the relation among 1) the spectrum of two-particle
operators, 2) the (super)block decomposition of the correlator, and 3) the arrangement of
poles in the Mellin amplitude.® Explaining this will be our primary task in this section.

Some readers already familiar with the CFT construction of one-loop amplitudes in
AdSs x S°, might wish to go directly to section 3.

8We will study arbitrary Kaluza-Klein amplitudes, this discussion is far beyond a similar analysis for
say the stress-tensor correlator in the Oy supermultiplet.



2.1 Tree Level OPE

Given four operators O,,(x;) there are three independent ways to make them approach
each other in pairs, and use the OPE. To fix conventions, we will always consider the OPE
channel where points r1 — xo and x4y — x3 approach each other, ordered as illustrated

below
@ (D

@ 3 (2.1)

For a given set of charges p, we will need to consider all three OPE channels. Thus we will
consider the three possible orderings of p (mod 7 <> x9 and x3 <> 4 exchange, since this
is a symmetry of the OPE).

2.1.1 Mellin space vs Quantum Numbers

The interacting part of the correlator (1.11) is written as an expansion in monomials Usvt
over a triangle in the (3,7) plane given by

TEZ —min(m;p‘* p2+p3)

s Z n(p1+p3 p2+p4) (2_2)

2 2

¢

§ > _min<m;p27 p3-2|-p4)

3 ?

where 4t = —X — 2 — 5 — £. Finiteness of this sum is due to the sphere I functions in the
denominator of T factor, i.e. outside of (2.2) the factor 1/T';I';["; vanishes. The amplitude
is thus polynomial in U/ and V. The triangle (2.2) is also in correspondence with the su(4)
representations [aba] flowing between the OPEs O, (1) x Op,(x2) and O,,(z3) x Op,(x4).
In particular, we will think of § as the conjugate variable to ‘twist’ for the sphere, i.e. b,
and £ as the conjugate variable for ’spin’ on sphere, i.e. a.

The number of long su(4) channels a correlator contributes to depends only on the
charges, and can be accounted by introducing the degree of extremality x. A nice and fully
symmetric expression for x can be given as follows,

K = min(BFE2, BEEPL) 4 oppin (PR P2ERR) 4 ip (B3RS P2EPA) 5 — 2 (2.3)

The number of long su(4) channels is then W The reps [aba] flowing in the OPE
instead depend on the orientation of the charges and they are

b= bminabmin +2,.. -abmin + 2k
a=0,1,...,K ; (2.4)
bmin = max(|p1 — pal, [P+ — p3l)

Let us now translate the triangle in su(4) labels into the one in § and £. We shall focus on
§ first, since this is relevant for the (a/)? amplitude.
It is almost immediate to see that

. . . s s (P1EP2 p3tpa
= Smin> Smin T 17 <oy Smax { Smin = mln( 2 2 )
)

b= bmaz, bmaz = 2, - - -, bmin r2pel lpapoly g

W

Smaz = — max(

10



where $ is max when ¢t and % are minimum and 3,4, — Smin = K. In sum

g = —5-2. (2.6)

The change from su(4) harmonics Y]y} and monomials Us is a triangular matrix of the
form

78
Y[Ovbntin 70] U e

10

Y{0,bmaz.0] Usmin

(2.7)

In particular, the monomial U is the one and only one contributing to [0b,,420], but as
we lower b < b, sequentially a new monomial each time starts contributing. The inclusion
of £ and a for each 5 and b is straightforward at this point. The total range of £ simply
covers & = Lo, boin + 1, -+« s Emaz = Upin + £ With £, = —min(232L 222P8) In the same
way the total range of a covers a =0,1,..., k.

Now that we have understood how the 4pt Mellin amplitude contributes to the various
su(4) channels, we would like to explain how the poles of

1
(s+1)(t+1)(u+1)’

MO = (2.8)

are in correspondence with contributions in twist for each su(4) channel. This will then lead
us to our classification of the three regions Below Window, Window, and Above Window.

The simple pole at s + 1 = 0 is equivalently described by s = —1 — 5. It follows from
(2.7) that if we look at [0b0] channels we find

lowest pole froms+1 =10

p1+p2 p3+p4)
2 2

[00,020] | 8 = —1 — &5 = —1 + min( = bmex 4 7

(2.9)

[06,03n0] | 8= —1 — gy = +1 + max( 222l Piopsly — ban 4 g

= unitarity bound

Since there is a triangular transformation between monomials and su(4) harmonics the
value of § written in the above table is actually the minimum value. Thus for labels [aba]
simple poles are given by

§=la+2+1,. .. min(&fez ptee) 7] (2.10)
Each simple pole contributes with a U*. Now, because a long block of twist 7 has a leading
power in U given by U7/2, we find that poles in (2.9) imply the presence of a contribution
in twist starting at the unitarity bound 7 = 2a 4+ b0 + 2. Then, other simple poles coming
from (s + 1) = 0 add a new contribution in twist up to 7 = min(p; + p2, ps + ps) — 2. We
refer to this region as ‘Below Window’.
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Another sequence of simple poles contributing to the correlator comes from the T" factor.
We define the Window Region by the sequence of simple poles at
S = Pmins - -+ > Pmax — 1 ; Window Region, (2.11)

— : 1+p2 p3+pa _ 1+p2 p3+pa
where ppin = mln(]%’ %) and pmax = max(p 2p B 2p )

Finally, also from I', we have an infinite sequence of double poles:
S > Pmax : Above Window. (2.12)

These double poles give rise to log U terms at tree level, upon performing the Mellin integral
over 5. We should notice that for p; + ps = p3 + ps the Window is empty. In this case,
Above Window simply means above the threshold for exchange of long double traces, as
defined in (2.12).

2.1.2 Two-particle operators and OPE data organisation
The operators exchanged in the regions described in (2.10)-(2.11)-(2.12), whose OPE data
we are interested in, are two-particle operators of the form

Or (o = 0,00 P790,  (p<g), (2.13)

These operators are degenerate in free theory and will mix in the interacting theory. In the
free theory, for fixed free quantum numbers, 7, there are as many operators Oy, as integer
pairs (pq) in a certain rectangle Rz described in [16],
p=i+a+1+r, g=t1+a+14+b—r,
i=1,...,(t—1), r=0,...,(n—1), (2.14)

so that |Rz| = p(t — 1) with

C(r—b) B |42 ] a+ [ even,
t= —a  p= 2.15
P B (215)

Note that long operators have a minimum twist 7 > 2a + b + 4, i.e. one unit above the
unitarity bound. Protected two-particle operators are those with twist at the unitarity
bound.

We will not discuss further the unmixing problem and we refer to the series of papers
(7,9, 15, 16, 12] for details. The upshot is that, upon resolving the mixing, one is left with
a set of true scaling eigenstates Kz (as many of them as there are pairs (pg) in Rz) with
dimensions,

2
mﬁi(c) + O(%) : (2.16)
We can similarly expand the three-point couplings Cp,, k. of the two-particle operators
with the external single-particle operators O,, and O, ,

AK:T+Z+

PitPi [ (0 L
Cppc = N2 [C) 1 + 7 Coprc + (2.17)
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O(N) Vé.bzve
1naow O(NO)
T=p1+p2®--------- 4 T=rmax
Cpip2(07) = Window = Chpa(0;)
T=rmin @ - - - ------ $ T=p3+p4
0(1/N2> Below ¢
Window ¢ O(1/N?)
T=2a+b+4 °
T=2a+b4+20--------- -

Figure 1: The large N structure of Cy,,, 7 Cp,p, 7 for two particle operators O, in an su(4)
representation [abal, and varying twist.

Note that CI()OP . = 0 for 7 < p; + p;. This follows from the form of the long contribution
to dlsconnected free theory, which is only non-zero in the Above Window region. Because
of this, the 5z below window region is empty, and it first gets contributions at one-loop.

This is better 1llustrated by Figure 1.°

Having identified the spectrum we can go ahead and write down the OPE predic-
tions in the large N expansion. The long multiplet contribution to the full correlator
(free+interacting) up to one-loop is given by!"

o
(05,01, 05,00 ong = Y LYILE (2.18)
TEAW
1 _
+ 7 ZN + Y Vilog(u) | LE+ ...
TEW TEAW
1 ~
7 | 2 KR+ Hlog(w) + Y M log?(w) | LE +
L7e BW TFEW TEAW

Due to the operator mixing described above, the OPE data is better organised into matrices.
Let us package the anomalous dimensions n,(cl ) into a diagonal |R.| x |R;| matrix pV)
Similarly we can arrange the leading order three-point functions into an |R,| x |R.| matrix

C©. Then the OPE implies

0 T 0
) = c.c ; (L(;))(plpz)(pspzz = ﬁ; = Z p1p21€ p3p4iC’
1 T 1 } : ©
V;) =C ‘77(1) .CO 3 (V;))(mpz)(psm - “(”) plple p31274’C’ (2.19)

9Since connected free theory contributes Below Window, the cancellation of Below Window contributions
at tree level can be used to fix the tree level correlator [34]. It is actually convenient to always cancel
connected free theory contributions, i.e. at all orders in N, and define a minimal interacting correlator
whose OPE decomposition is one-to-one with the OPE predictions [12].

10We have omitted terms with derivatives acting on the blocks as they do not affect the leading logs for
each region.
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where both (pip;) and (psps) belong to Rz The matrices L(® and V() are symmet-
ric and are obtained by collecting the CPW expansion, for fixed 7, of the correlators
(0,,0,,0,,0,,) with varying external charges. The matrix L(®) gives the (diagonal) CPW
coefficients from disconnected free theory, while V() comes from the log U contribution in
the tree-level interacting part. For given 7 both matrices have size |Rz| X |Rz| and are full
rank.

A similar organisation principle holds for the subleading three-point couplings C!) which
arise from the window region. This time it is more natural to arrange a vector (C(T}))qm,
labelled by 7 and a fixed pair q;qs, such that ¢; +qo > 7 > 2a+ b+ 4, with the vector index

running over the operators K-. From the OPE,

1) 1) T . (1)
Nt(11q2 - Cl(]lQQ C ) s [N q1q2 (p3pa) Z 1q2/C p3p4/€’ (p3p4) € R;. (2.20)

The various entries [N(T 2‘11‘12)] (psp) L€ found from the CPW coeflicients from (O,, O,,0,,0,,)

in the Window. In this case it is crucial to consider both the tree-level contribution to
(0, 04,0,,0,,)int and connected free theory in the long sector.

The above discussion holds for any value of the 't Hooft coupling A, but let us recall
that we are interested in the regime of large A\ and expand the anomalous dimensions and
three-point functions accordingly,

me =g AT AT
(0) (0,0) -3 (0 3) -5

Cpipj,C Cpp © TA C K +A72 Cpp T
(1) _ ~(1,0) _3 (1,3) _5

Cpiple - Cpiple + A 2Cpiple +A C DiDj /C +-

The supergravity contributions to the anomalous dimensions of the operators are given by
a very simple formula [16],

4 4
o 2MOMY

— t+1+1 221
where
MY =t —1)(t+a)t+a+b+1)(t+2a+b+2) (2.22)
1— (_)aJrl

2

The notation for ¢ reflects the fact that this quantity can be interpreted as a ten-
dimensional spin [17]. For g > 1 and ¢ > 2 there is a residual degeneracy because {19
depends only on p and not on ¢q. This degeneracy is illustrated in Figure 2 which gives
a sketch of the rectangle Rz with operators of equal anomalous dimension connected by
vertical lines. The residual degeneracy is a reflection of the ten-dimensional conformal
symmetry described in [17].

At order A2 the anomalous dimensions are even simpler [28]. Only operators with
lip=0,1ie. witha=1=0,i=1, r =0 receive an anomalous dimension at this order. In

14



q D R
L’ ; a+2,a+b+2);

A=
s ) (
B=(a+14pa+b+3—pu);
C=(a+p+t—1,a+b+1+t— p);
A D=(a+t,a+b+1t);
B

N
4

Figure 2: The set Rz pictured in the (p,q) plane. With vertical lines indicating operators
with the same anomalous dimension see [16] for full details.

relation to the diagram Figure 2, these operators sit at the left-most corner of the rectangle
Rz where (p,q) = (2,2 4+ b). Their anomalous dimensions read,

n1) = _%@,O%Mf‘” M (t=1)s(t+b+1)3. (2.24)

The matrix L is independent of A, being derived from the disconnected part of the free
theory correlator, hence we can also write L(®) = L9 The matrix V() has an expansion
for large A,

AACIE VACRDNED W A VACE D Wk A VA SR (2.25)

When we expand the mixing equations (2.19) order by order in A2 we find the following
equations at leading order,

CcO0 00T _ 1,00
CO0n1LO OO = /(1.0 (2.26)

This eigenvalue problem was solved in [15, 16], yielding the double-trace spectrum of anoma-

lous dimensions in supergravity, which exhibit the partial residual degeneracy associated
3

with the hidden conformal symmetry [17]. At order A~2 we find,

c03ce0” L co0cod” ¢
COx13 0T | COIy0 DT | 00O — yvL3) (2.27)

and at order )\*%,

cO» 0’ | cO0cOn” — ¢
C(O’O)n(1’5)C(O’O)T + C(0,5)n(1,0)C(O,O)T + C(O,O)n(LO)C(Oﬁ)T B VAC (2.28)
In this paper we are mostly concerned with the order A2 equations, which in fact yield

C(0® = ( [28], since it has to be a one-dimensional matrix satisfying (2.27). This simpli-
fication will not hold at the next order, i.e. C®% £ 0 [29]. By expanding the subleading
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couplings C in A~z we have,

Cc0 . o0’ _ N0

q192 q1q92

C(1,3) . C(O 0 + C(l 0) C(0,3) — N(l 3)

q1q2 q192 q1q92
1,5 0,007 1,0 0,5)T 1,5
cllo. c0” 4 clto. c09” = N5 (2.29)

Again note that the order \™2 equation simplifies because C©3) = 0.

2.2 One loop OPE

Having reviewed tree level data, we are ready to use it to study one-loop string theory in
AdSs x S°. This amounts to bootstrap the one-loop correlators by knowing

1 ) .
(Op10py Ops Opy J1ong = - - +ﬁ E : K(** E : (*72 og(u E , Mgg og*( )| LE+. .
TEBW TeEW TEAW

i.e. by knowing the values of M; ~22 ng, and K (}2 Let us address each of these in turn
according to power of log U:

e log?U Above Window. For fixed quantum numbers 7 and charges p’the OPE predic-
tion can be read off the matrix M® given by

M® =1 cO. (n0)*. cOf _ Ly (o)™ vo, (2.30)

Thus the log? U terms are entirely predicted from the disconnected and tree-level CPW
coefficients L and V.

Expanding the above relation in A2 we have
M0 = 100 . (10, coT _ L0 (o) v, (2.31)
M3 = C09) . L0 . ) . 0T 4 1 [C<073> 10 L0 0T tr-]

—1 (V(l,:s) : (L<0))‘1 VL) 4y (10, (L<0))‘1 : V(m)) _ (2.32)

2

Tn the second line above we have used CO9C©0" 1 CcOOCO3)” — (0 and that n(10)
and n(*¥) are diagonal and hence commute. The first condition at (o/ )3 is obvious, since
C3) = 0. A formula like (2.32) holds at (a’)®> upon replacing V1.

e log!U in the Window. In a similar way as above, we arrange the vector Hq1q2 labelled
by a fixed pair of charges (q1¢2),

HO —ch) 0. cO? _ NO . (L(O))*1 v (2.33)

q1q2 q1492 q192
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Recall that Cg)@ exists only for operators Iz such that 7 < ¢; + ¢2. Recall also that for a
correlator (0,0,0,0,) there is no Window.

If we now expand in A~z we find

2,0) _ 1,0 0,0)\ 1 1,0

HélQQ) - NélQQ) ’ (L( )) ’ V( ) ’ (2'34)
2,3) 1,3 0,0)\ —1 1,0 1,0 0,0)\ —1 1,3

H¢(11q2) - Nt(]ltm) ’ (L( )) ’ V( ) + Nt(11q2) ’ (L( )) 'V( ). (2'35)

which give the OPE predictions in terms of tree level data.

e log’U Below Window. Finally, in the below-window region,

T

2 _ (1 n T _ N\ 0)\—1 1
K6(112]2(I3(I4 - Cél)QQ ) C((]32]4 - N((hZ]Q ) (L( )) ’ N((IS)Q4 (236)
Once again we can expand in A3 to obtain,
2,0 _ (1,0 0,00\ —1 1,007
KélQQ)QSq4 - N((]1q2) ) (L( )) 'Nésqg ’ (237)
2,3 (L3 0,0)\ —1 1,007 1,0 0,0)\ —1 1,3)T
K¢(11q2)q3q4 - N¢(11q2) ) (L( )) ) Nt(13q4) + Nt(11q2) ) (L( )) ’ N¢(13q4) . (2'38)

which give the OPE predictions in terms of tree level data. The Below Window predictions
are non trivial for the first time only at one-loop!

The double logarithmic behaviour at one-loop in supergravity has been studied exten-
sively [6, 7, 27, 12, 13]. It has been used to make predictions for the form of the one-loop
correlator both in position [7, 12, 27] and Mellin space [13, 23]. The relations (2.34) and
(2.37) only become relevant for correlators with multiple su(4) channels. These have been
studied in [12] with several explicit examples constructed in position space. The complica-
tion in supergravity comes from the fact that both Window and Below Window predictions
are non-trivial at all spins, and it remains difficult to find the one-loop Mellin amplitude
explicitly for generic external charges.

Our focus in this paper will be on the (a’)® one-loop correlator and thus equations

(2.32), (2.35) and (2.38). The advantage of studying the M?3) amplitude, compared to
supergravity, stems from the truncation in spin of the spectrum of two-particle operators
exchanged. This simplifies the structure of the OPE predictions in the Window and Below
Window regions, and will indeed allow us to find an expression for the Mellin amplitude
./\/lz(?2 ) for general p. Given our understanding here, we believe that the same pattern
applies at all orders in o, even though computationally it will become a bit more involved.

2.2.1 Window splitting

We already mentioned in section 1.4 the existence of degenerate correlators, i.e. correlators
that have the same values of ¥ and |c|, |¢], |cu|, and therefore such that T' is unchanged.
For example, two correlators whose values of p; + ps and ps 4 ps swap, and the other p; +p;

17



are unchanged. At order M1 and M3 these correlators are necessarily proportional
to each other since both these Mellin amplitudes do not distinguish them. The situation
at one loop is quite different. The crucial point is that the OPE predictions now involve a
sum over operators which mixes degenerate and non-degenerate data at tree level.

The example of (O305050;5) and (0,0,0,0,) discussed in (1.21) is quite useful to see
what is going on. The one-loop predictions in the Window will involve
N(170)i| 7 |:N(170)
[ 35 | (rs)=(24),(33) b

N(173):| ’ |:N(173)
[ 35 | (re)=(24),(33) b

] (rs)=(24),(33) '

, 2.39
] (rs)=(24),(33) ( )

with indices (rs) running over the rectangle at 7 = 6 in [020], i.e. {(24),(33)}. So even
though the purple colored coefficients come from correlators degenerate at tree level, and
which are therefore proportional to each other, the remaining data is genuinely distinct.
Thus, after matrix multiplication (see (2.33) and (2.36)), the one-loop result will distinguish
these correlators. The general statement will be that one-loop OPE predictions in the
window lift the tree-level degeneracy of correlators. This was first noticed in supergravity
in [12], and the same mechanism is at work here.

3 The one loop Mellin amplitude M 2?3

In this section we translate the structure of the one-loop OPE data into the Mellin space
amplitude. We claim that

ME = [W&AW)((%, 5) + R;W)(é, ) + BéBW)(é, é)] + crossing. (3.1)

p p

ie. Ml(f ) naturally splits into three pieces, described below.

Our starting point will be to use the data from the OPE, at tree level Above Window,
to completely fix WAW) - We will find that

W (3,5) = 9O (=) w(3,3, ¢4 %) (32)

where w is a determined polynomial, and @ = © + ~5 is a digamma function. The
latter accounts for the fact that WAW has to contribute to triple poles in order to generate
a log? U discontinuity, and the T factor only gives at most double poles Above Window.!!
The restricted dependence of w on the Mellin variables comes from the fact that the OPE
has support only on a = [ = 0, and therefore w is function of s-type variables only, thus
w(8, 3, cs; %),

Note: The argument of (¥ being —s implies that contributions from WAW) are not
restricted to Above Window, but actually start at s = 0. As we explained in the previous
section, this is one unit above the unitarity bound s 4+ 1 = 0, therefore WAW) contributes

3 (5—m)

Note the formula T'[—3§ + ZE22][[—§ + BadPa]yy(—s)WAWI s — 1 {82 L ] WAWMs,
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also to the log* U and log® U discontinuities, respectively, in the Window and Below Win-
dow. This fact will play an important role as observed in [27], and explained below.

Next, we will use window OPE data, and also contributions coming from WAW) | to fix
the remainder function in the Window

6 P1+p2 + (2 & % DP3+p4 & =
(5+BI2 —2), 0y (8,8)+ (5+ B —2), 1y (8,8
R(W § é Z 2 )+1 D; ( ) ( 2 )+1 D; ( )7 (33)

g s—z
with r* are polynomials. We shall call R a remainder function since it gives the part of the
OPE Window predictions not captured by WAW) | Remarkably, the interplay with WAW)
will truncate the sum over z to a maximum of seven poles! It will be clear that this function
should also be extended to contribute to the Below Window region.

The determination of the function R™) is a central result of our investigation, since
it characterises the way the window splitting described in the section 2.2.1 is implemented
in Mellin space. We called this phenomenon ”sphere splitting”, and it will be discussed in
more detail in section 3.2.

Finally, using Below Window data, as well as contributions now coming from both
WAV (5 5) and R (3, 5), we fix the last piece of our ansatz!'?

2 S +p2 S P3+P4
§HBIP2 o) (54 B — 2, .
BY (5,5 = :( 2 ):—(2 2"y (5. (3.4)
z=0

This is also a remainder function, capturing the predictions of the OPE in the Below
Window region after contributions from both WAW) (3, 5) and RMW)(3,5) are taken into
account. We find that BBW) (3, 5) also truncates, this time to just three poles in z. Again
b5 (8, 3) is polynomial.

3.1 Double log discontinuity

The log? U terms at order A2 have a very simple form [27]. The reason behind this is
that only operators with ¢19 = 0 receive an order A2 contribution to their anomalous

dimensions. Therefore, in the following expression for Mg’?’
(2,3) 00 (10) (1 3) ~(0,0)
[M? }(plm )»(P3pa) Z pip2k T Cp3p4]c (3.5)

KeRz

only a single operator K contributes to the sum for a given 7 and b! In Figure 2 this
is the operator labelled by the leftmost corner of the rectangle. If we now insert this
expression into the sum over long superconformal blocks to obtain the expansion of the
log? U discontinuity, we find an expression that is almost identical to the expansion of
the log U discontinuity at tree level,'® but for the insertion of a factor of ™ restricted

12The division between RMW) and BEW) is our choice. We do so because the explicit solution for R("W)

will have nice analytic properties Below Window, see section 3.2.

. 0,0)  (1,3) ~(0,0)
“ie. Z’CER? C(p1p2)’C CP3P4’C
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to f1p = 0. By construction this factor is a number (which includes the value of the
denominator of %) multiplying the eigenvalue of a certain eight-order Casimir operator
A® introduced in [17] in position space, see in particular [27].

In Mellin space, the log? U contribution comes from I' x zz(o)(—s), which is the source
of all triple poles. The knowledge of the log® U coefficient will therefore fully fix
W (5, 8) = PO (=s) w(3, 5, ¢, %), (3.6)

p

From the discussion about the special form of (3.5) we infer that, apart for an overall
prefactor, the polynomial = is given by applying A® (rewritten in Mellin space) to 1,
where the latter is (up to a numerical factor) the tree level amplitude in the Virasoro
Shapiro amplitude at order (a)3.

We have written the full expression of w(s, 3, ¢s; X)) in the ancillary file. Expanded
in all variables it has the form

-1
w(8,5,c4; %) = +<T80)3< —36¢2 +9ct +36c25 + ... + 858°%t + 2§424). (3.7)
A more compact representation can be given by the following double integral,
[ d ~
wss) =g [ [aperaeon) G ) (3.8)
2 0 o Je

where C is the Hankel contour. The « integral is the I' function integral, and the § integral
the reciprocal I" function integral. Note that the integral in « is nothing but the integral
used by Penedones to study flat space limit [22], and the S-integral generalises that to the
compact space.

Then, ws(a, B) is defined in terms of the following variables,

S—ai—B5  S=ai+ps (3.9)
by the expression
(B, 0 %) = (3.10)
9—10 (5 —35) (S —25) (5 — %) § + 2o (252 — 655 + 552 — )+

1 ; 1 y
— %5(252 —9SY + 11¥% — 3¢2) + 20 (5% = 365% + 36(X% — ¢2) + 75%).

It is immediate to see that only ¢ appear. In fact, since w is a function of s variables
only, the crossing relations,

Mp1p2p3p4 (§7 Ev s, E) = Mp4,p3,p2,p1 (§7 Ev s, E)
I I (3.11)
MCS,Ct,Cu<§7£7 575) M*Cs,ct,*cu(guﬂ 575)

implies that w is function of ¢?, i.e. since there is no ¢, dependence the invariance under
cs <> —c; follows. In particular, as for T factor, the polynomial =(3, §, cs; ¥) has the same
bonus property.
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Let us emphasise that the OPE does not immediately predict 15(0)(—s). The Above
Window region only requires T[22 — g|[etps — 80O (=3 + prax), since § > Puax is
where the triple poles are. However, the presence of @E(O)(—S) is strongly motivated by the
limit in which the charges p; are large, and therefore s is large [23]. As explained already
in the Introduction, the key observation is that in this limit s becomes a 10d Mandelstam
invariant and the Mellin amplitude asymptotes the 10d flat space scattering amplitude. In
the present case we must recover the log(—s) of the type IIB flat space amplitude, and the
latter comes from ¢/(®)(—s) in the limit of large s. We will later show in section 3.4 that in
the large p limit we recover exactly the type-IIB flat space amplitude!

It follows from the presence of @Z)(O)( s) that the range of twists where WAW) contributes
is not restricted to the Above Window region, § > puax, where WAW) naturally lives, but
embraces the bigger region bounded from below by the locus s = 0. We now understand that
WAW) contributes to the one-loop correlator starting from the first two-particle operator in
the Below Window region at 7 = 2a + b+ 4. Consequently WAW) gives contributions that
will add to those of R™) function and B®") in- and below- Window, respectively. The
choice to write the Above Window contribution as described above has the consequence of
revealing the truncation of sum over z in the Window contribution to z = 0,...,6, rather
than a range growing with the charges.

3.1.1 Flat space relation of the AdSs x S® amplitude

The fact that the polynomial w(§, 3, cs; %) can be written in terms of a pre-polynomial
(3.10), as in the case of the Virasoro-Shapiro amplitude studied in [30], suggests the follow-
ing little game In flat space the part of the (a/)® amplitude at one loop which accompanies
log(—s) is s*, and the tree-level (/)" amplitude is proportional to s* 4+ t* + u*. Therefore,
if we assemble

Mz = w(5,5,c; %) + w(t, f,c;;2) + w(i, i, cy; X) (3.12)

we expect by construction that this quantity has the correct 10d flat space limit. Is there
something more? Upon inspection, it turns out that My so constructed is actually the
tree-level (o’)" amplitude constructed in [30, 31], up to an overall coefficient and a certain
choice of ambiguities! This observation stands at the moment as a curiosity, though quite
intriguing. It would be interesting to understand its origin further, and whether or not it
generalises beyond this case. We will leave this for a future investigation.

3.2 Window dynamics

The log' U projection of the (a’)® correlator in the Window has the following one-loop OPE
expansion, for fixed quantum numbers 7,

(0,0) (1,3) ~(1,0) (1,0 (0,0) (1,3) ~(1,0) (10 (1,3
Z Cp1p2, ( C p3p4,K + T p3p4 K) Z Cp3p47 ( Cp1p2JC +1 Cp1p2JC>
KeRz KeRx

(3.13)
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Recall that there is no Window when p; 4+ p; = ps + p4, see section 2.1.1.

Formula (3.13) contains two terms symmetric under (pi, p2) <> (ps,ps). However, the
two terms never contribute together. This is because the (free theory value of the) twist
of the two-particle operator KC is greater equal than max(p; + po, p3 + ps), and therefore
in the Window either Cplm c = 0or CIE‘;; « = 0. It follows that when we compute the
OPE predictions we only have access to one of the two terms at once. Nevertheless, we
do expect a final formula for the coefficients which is at the same time symmetric under
(p1,p2) < (p3,ps) and also analytic in the charges. We can imagine several scenarios of
which the simplest one is perhaps the one where a single contribution, say for concreteness
the one for p; +py < ps+p4, is such that upon a natural analytic continuation in the charges,
it automatically vanishes when p; + ps > p3+ p4, and vice-versa. The final symmetric result
will then be the sum of the two contributions. This simple scenario is indeed the one

realised by the amplitude.

In the analysis that follows it will prove useful to move between a Mellin space formula
of the type,
HHU,V,U,V) = / dsdt Y USVIU VI T My(5,1), (3.14)
3t
and a formula where we perform the sum over § and ¢ and decompose into the basis of

spherical harmonics Y[, We can start in the monomial basis, with an expression of the
form

o Usvt
s syt A
/dsdt UV I, Z T, Fy(3,3), (3.15)

valid for F = {WWAW) RW) BUBEW)Y ' e each one of the three functions that builds up our
amplitude. The sum over 5 and 7 is finite, as we explained already. Then, upon decomposing
into spherical harmonics we can alternatively write,

/ dsdf UV TsITa > Yiow Fy(3,b). (3.16)
[060]

The notation F($,3) and F(8,b) will then refer to F as being written in the monomial
basis and spherical harmonic basis, respectively.

As an example, we reproduce an interesting formula for the Above Window function

wﬁ(g,b):@_l 15X3'Z () (3(5+2—1) —

Loso)

b2 b2
w(6-202) (g4 2E2)  (BEP2 ) (BEPL o) (307
2 /s 2 /s 2 i 2 i

where the analogous factor of I'i,, function was found in [29].14

N[

(3+2)

14

(S = 2)1b!(b+ 1)!(2 + a + b)

[aba] F[iplgpz + H—T2]F[p1-2kp2 + b+T2]F[pl+pz . b+22a+2]r[:|:p3;p4 + H—T2]F[ps-2kp4 + b+T2]F[ps-5p4 o b+22a+2]

2
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With either representation, i.e. F(3,3) and F(3,b), we can perform the 5 and ¢ inte-
gration, to arrive at an expression in position space which we can then decompose into
conformal blocks and match against OPE predictions.

3.2.1 Spherical harmonic basis

We wish to compute first Rg’(é, b) in the spherical harmonic basis. This is derived from
matching the log' U projection of the amplitude, i.e.

/ dsdi UV T,IT, (Z Yiono) [W;AW)(g, b) + RY(5,0)| + crossing) (3.18)
b log! U
with the prediction from the OPE in the Window. Schematically, we expect
= Z X : n > min(p—lgm, p—?’;p“). (3.19)

S—n

The task will be to find the residues # for the various values of the twist in the Window Re-
gion, here labelled by values of 7 = 2n. In (3.18) we have already restricted the summation
to a = 0, as a consequence of the truncation to spin zero valid at order (a’)>.

In practice, say we focus on the s channel, we will pick double poles in s in the Window
(this will select the log" U contribution), perform the £ integral and obtain a function in
position space. This function contains up to log' V and log® V' contributions (smce there is
no 1/1( t) in the s channel). Note that for given power of U, both log' V and log® V' come
with a non trivial rational function of V. These contributions are analytic in the small x, ©
expansion, which is the expansion of the blocks we want to match.!?

As in the case of (0,0,0,0,) considered in [27], we find that only five poles are necessary
to fit the OPE predictions .'® In the sector p; + ps < p3 + ps, we find

. v5(n,b) R, (n,0)
R=(5,b) = - : (3.20)
D nz%pQ F[5 —n+ pl-gm]r[ps-gm _ n] (S _ n)
where the minus superscript stands for p; + ps < p3 + ps, then n = ’%, % +1,... runs
over half-twists, and
1+ 2 p1+p2 b+2 2
R e e e |

15Tt is actually convenient to resum the OPE predictions to exhibit the log V' contribution explicitly, then
match. This type of resummation was called a one-variable resummation in [12] see section 4.3.

10 (ppqq), fix the su(4) channel to start with, and look at the residue of the first pole as function of p
and ¢. The range of p, ¢ is infinite and this gives a p, ¢ dependent polynomial in the numerator and three
T functions in the denominator. We then vary the su(4) channel, introducing b. By studying in the same
way the second pole, the third pole, etc. .., we recognise I'[E22EL — p]['[n — 2284210 + 2] Thus, even
though we can access five values of the tw1st, i.e. five poles, we can single out T'[5 + % —n] from looking

at B3 where B := Lﬁ.
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and

- 3 524145 —(c5)?—10cs +28—2(cty,)?) B2
Ry (n,b) = £ + Sl usttlan D o )
(2+3)B? (22478 —(cs)%—cs+12—(ctu)?(Z+3)) B . . b(b+4) ’
o [ 2 v e

The full expression for R~ can be found in the ancillary file, it is made of simple
polynomials. Note that above we have used the notation ¢, = ¢; + ¢,.

The fact that only five poles in R~ are needed to fit the OPE data is reflected by the
factor 1 / b+ ’% — nJ], which automatically truncates when n > ’% + 5. It implies
that beyond the fifth pole, the OPE predictions are fully captured already by the function
WAW! This is quite remarkable given that we are evaluating WAW in the Window. Let us
also emphasise that Res; turns out to be only a linear polynomial in n. Considering that
we are fitting five poles, this is a non-trivial consistency check of our formula. A closely
related formula holds for R™ in the sector p; + ps > ps + ps. Let us see why:

Above we considered the case p; + p2 < p3 + ps4 and found R~, but note that it auto-
matically vanishes when p; 4+ ps > ps + ps. This is because of 1 / F[% — n] and the fact
that n > ’% in the sum. Therefore, we are free to add both contributions in one formula
and write the following symmetric and analytic expression

MW)ia by — P—(a +(3 . + D) — P 2
Ry '(8,0) =R;(8,0) + R;(8,0) ; R popsps (3:0) =Ry (3, 0) (3.23)
where R* is related to R~ by swapping charges in the appropriate way. Using the c,, ¢, ¢,

parametrisation, Ry, . .(5,0) =R . . . .(5D).

Let us now come back to the Window splitting mentioned in section 2.2.1. There, we
explained that degenerate correlators at tree level are those correlators with the same values
of ¥ and |c,|, |ci], |eu| which therefore are proportional to each other at order M®:? and
M3) because the bonus property is preserved. We can see from the explicit expressions
for Resz(n,b) that at one-loop this is not the case anymore. Coming back to our guiding
example of p'= (3335) and p’'= (4424), we can see that

36 48
5 ’ 5
where the LHS is simply the evaluation of (3.22), while the RHS is obtained from the (3.22)
upon ¢s — —c¢g and ¢, — —c,. As promised, the one-loop OPE distinguishes these two

correlators in the Window. Note instead that if we project the correlators onto the log? U
discontinuity Above Window, the corresponding contributions are still degenerate.

Ry ggq5(n = 3,0=2) = — Riyuou(n=3,b=2) =~ (3.24)

Figure 3 illustrates the general structure of poles of the remainder function, as we have
obtained it from OPE data. Notice now that R")(3,b) can be analytically continued Below
Window. Quite nicely, the factor 1 / r [n — HTZ} ensures vanishing at the unitarity bound,
thus giving the correct physical behaviour not just in the Window, where the function was
fitted, but also Below Window! We infer that the remainder function can be understood
more properly to descend onto the range of twists above the unitarity bound, which means
we are free to start the sum in (3.20) from n > %. At this point it is clear that the pole
structure of RMW) will be naturally labelled by bold font variables, in complete analogy
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Figure 3: Pole structure of the remainder function in the basis of spherical harmonics. Black
dots indicate a non-zero residue. Un-filled dots only receive contributions from W#W),
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Figure 4: Pole structure of the remainder function after continuation Below Window.

with the way WAW) descends in- and below- Window. Figure 4 illustrates the poles from
the latter viewpoint.

To see more clearly the structure of poles in s, from the Window down to the Below
Window, let us point out that when we look at the [0b,,,,0] channel, the locus s = 0
pinpoints the bottom of the window, below there is only the unitarity bound at s +1 = 0.
Lowering b < by,qz, and looking at the [0b0] channels, the same locus s = 0 enters the below
window region depicted in green.

3.2.2 Monomial basis, Crossing, and Sphere splitting

In this section we will turn the expression RW)(3,b), written in the basis of harmonics
Yioeo}, into the monomials basis U*V*, yielding the final Mellin amplitude corresponding to
the Window region. The result right away is

6

W)is &) —
Ry (s,s)—z

2=0

Pz

1
| 2 ) B 2 609 329

where the notation r* refers to the fact that p; +ps = ¥ + ¢, and ps + ps = ¥ — ¢5. The
polynomials r* are related to each other,

+ _ . -
Ts = H—cs,—ct,cu} ) Ts = M+cs,+et,culs (3.26)
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and given in the ancillary file. There are seven of them, since z = 0,...,6. The first
few are are simple to write down, see the list in (3.30).

The result for R™W) in (3.25) has two important properties, which are tied to the window
splitting described in the previous section. These properties go together and are 1) the split
of I', and 2) the dependence of r on the charges p. Both these properties provide the way
to distinguish between p; + ps < ps + ps and p; + po > p3 + ps at the level of the Mellin
amplitude. All together this is the sphere splitting we mentioned in Section 1.4.

In more details: Assume § belongs to the Window, then § = min(2322 B2P1) 4 for
some positive integer, n > 0. Now, from s — z = 0 we obtain the value of §, through the
relation —z + min(2322 22FP4) 4 § = —pn. Considering that

R (3, 5)

%
1’*[1 + p1+p2 + S]F[l + 3-51)4 + é]
6 + —
Z "z " "z
— s — —z 4+ p142rp2 + §]F[1 + p342rp4 + 5] 1’*[1 + p142rp2 + é]r[_z + p342rp4 + 5]
(3.27)
we see that only one of the two terms contributes, because
D1 +D2>P3+ Py DP1+Dp2 <Pp3+py
—z ngm +35=—n —z+ L;pz +5=—-n (3.28)
only r* contributes only r~ contributes

This splitting is analytic in the arguments of the I' functions, and therefore the function
r=, will be polynomial, i.e. there are no absolute value discontinuities. When we change
basis, the sum over z truncates to seven poles z = 0,...,6! and we find

;;r T{—cs,—ct,eu} ) 5 = T{teotcrenls (3.29)
where r is given in the ancillary file. Here we will quote for illustration

(3 EEes 1) (54 2

D36 15 ’
(3L (—30+11cs+2c2+95+3cs B+ 52+ cF, +305—255 - 1252)
e 30 ’ (3.30)
roy = 305441053 (2—9)—55(—30+ 11cs+2c2+11543cs B4+ 52 42 )+ ... '
P4 — 15 ’

It is now clear how the sphere splitting on the Mellin amplitude achieves the window
splitting of section 2.2.1 coming from the OPE. As mentioned already, to break the bonus
property of the I' we need ry., ., .} to depend not only on ¢, but generically on all ¢y, ¢;, cy.
Considering (3.30) for the s-channel, this indeed has non trivial dependence on ¢; and ¢,
(actually here only on ¢, = ¢; + cu)17 and therefore breaks the degeneracy of correlators

MO0 and M1,

17otherwise crossing would imply invariance under c, <> —cs.
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Let us comment further on crossing symmetry, verifying that (3.29) is consistent with
crossing, and checking additional symmetries of r. By starting from the following (subset
of crossing) relations,

PV ¢ AP ¥ w PP
Rgflzmp&m(s’ t’ 8, t) = nggflzl,m,p?) <8’ t’ S t) = R£S7_)Ct,_cu<87 t’ S, t) (331)
A D v X w N~
- RSZIZ?,,W,M (S’ t’ 5, t) = R(*cs),Ct,*cu(S’ t? S, t) (3'32)
N w " N x
= Ré?24,p1,p2 <8’ t’ t’ S> = R(_Cs)7_ctycu (57 t? S, t) (333)

we find that r* are related to each other, and in fact are given in terms of a single function,
Tz;r = Tf{—cy,—ctrcu} ; rz; = Tftcs,tcr,cul (334)
Moreover, crossing shows that r has the following residual symmetry'®

Hes,er,eu} = Hes,—ct,—cu} 3 Hes,et,eu} = Hes,cusct} (3.35)
This is in fact what happens when we look at the explicit expressions of rg,cz(é, 3).

Two final comments.

1) The truncation in the number of poles can be seen to be in one-to-one correspondence
with the bound in the degree of the non factorisable polynomial appearing in the
numerator of r._. Under this logic we cannot have a numerator past .

2) Notice also that 36 and rz5 vanish in the Window precisely because of the factors
(§+ 2222 — 1) and (§ + 232), thus guaranteeing consistency with the five poles
picture in Figure 3. The new picture for the poles in the monomial basis is displayed
in Figure 5.

3.3 Below Window completion

So far we have focussed on the Window region. We also understood that RM") has an
immediate analytic continuation to Below Window. Now we should ask whether we need
or not an additional reminder function Below Window? The answer is affirmative and in
fact we need a contribution BE") of the following form,

2 S +p2 S p3+p4
(5422 —2) 5+ 200 — 2).
BY" (5,5 =" 2 2
P )

z=0

6. .(3,5). (3.36)

S—Z

18The second property on the Lh.s. does not follow from (3.31)-(3.33). It has to do with exchanging
¢t ¢ ¢, and it comes from imposing (1.14) etc., on the full Mellin amplitude

RW) (5,85 +RW) (¢ +RW)  (i,0).

5,Ct,Cu Ct,Cu,Cs
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Figure 5: The pole structure of R™) in the monomial basis. Red: contributions lying in
the window. Green: contributions lying in the Below window.

Then, together, the contribution from B®W) and the contributions from both W“W) and
RW) Below Window will reproduce the correct OPE prediction.

We find that only poles z = 0, 1, 2 receive a Below Window completion. Their explicit
form is

_ 4(3+2-1)
b0 =

15 )
_ (1-23-%)(45%-43(1+2%)+16—c2 +45-11%2)
by = = : : (3.37)
bt — 163564515853 (c2—1552+4)+1652S(c2+2652-29)+...
0 — 60 )

and can be read in the ancillary file attached to the arXiv.

Again the truncation to three poles is in one-to-one correspondence with the bound on
the degree of the polynomial. It is interesting to note the below window region does not
exhibit the sphere splitting. For example in the s-channel these functions depend just on
¢ and thus are symmetric under p; + py <> p3 + p4.

With the knowledge of WAW) RW) and BPBW) the bootstrap program for M3 is
completed, up to the following ambiguities:

Ambiguities. The ambiguities we can add to the one loop function are tree-like contri-
butions of the form of contributions to the Virasoro-Shapiro tree amplitude and do not
spoil the one-loop OPE predictions in- and below- Window. For the case of M®?) we can
add the same as the functions corresponding to M1:m=356) The case M1"=7) is simple to
exclude since it will contribute to the flat space limit, and there is no such a contribution
in flat space. Note that by construction the ambiguities listed above will contribute to the
log! (U) discontinuity, Above Window, rather than in the Window, and for the analytic part
they will contribute, in the Window, rather than Below Window. In other words, they lie
on top of what we fixed by the OPE data at one-loop, and therefore contribute with a free
coefficient, as far as the bootstrap program is concerned.
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3.4 Large p limit and the flat space amplitude

In this section we will compute the large p limit of [23], i.e. the limit of M®?% when the
external charges p; (and thus the Mellin variables) are taken to be large. By the arguments
in [23], this limit reduces the amplitude to the full flat space amplitude of IIB supergravity
where s, t, u become 10d Mandelstam invariants. The flat space amplitude is quite a simple
amplitude, but M3 involves various pieces and therefore it will be quite an interesting
computation to show the final result.

Let us focus on the s-channel, and introduce for convenience s = 25 + X. To take the
limit, we simply need to consider

{s,8,¢s} — p{s,8,¢s} ; X —px, ; p— 00 (3.38)
on the various entries in the Mellin amplitude, which we know explicitly as function of p.

The limit on WI’;‘W is straightforward and reads

Wi w(3, 8, c; V)P(=s) _ ¢
. P T ) 9y sy _ S3v4. 4
plggo o plgr;o e = %Z s" log(—s) (3.39)

This is already the corresponding IIB flat space result [42]. We conclude that for the large
p limit to hold the contributions from R™) and BEW) must give vanishing contributions
in the limit.

One can see that the contribution from B®") are subleading w.r.t to p® in the limit.
However, for each one of the z poles, the contribution from R") individually are not
subleading! In fact, we find the following contribution.

contribution from pole (2)

pole lim S
p—00 p

5 —6 (§—cs)?(8—cs—22)3 (=S —cty) (B—T4ctu))?

7680s (3.40)

_ (5_05)7(54‘03)2
z=0 7680s

(The full computation can be found in the ancillary ancillary file.)

By inspection of (3.40), we find that the leading term of each pole z is as leading as
(3.39): It has degree 8 in p. However, when summing over all contributions in the second
column, the result vanishes! This cancellation is quite remarkable, given that non trivial
functions of s and charges are involved. We find then that the large p limit of the one-loop
amplitude M2?) and the flat space IIB S-matrix, match perfectly. As a byproduct of our
analysis here we have given a non-trivial confirmation of the geometric picture associated
with the large p limit, as described in [23], and shown the self-consistency of the one-loop
bootstrap program.

29



4 Conclusions

In this paper we studied one-loop stringy corrections to the Mellin amplitude of four single-
particle operators (0,,0,,0,,0,,). We started from the AdSs x S® Mellin representation
in terms of variables conjugated to cross ratios, 8, §,t,, the Mellin amplitude My, and the
following kernel of Gamma function,

1‘*[% — §]r[!% — 3]

T = T, 4.1
1’*[1+p142rp2 +§]F[1+p3;p4 +§] t ( )

see discussion around (1.13). Then, we gave explicit formulas for the leading order (’)?

amplitude at one-loop, in the form,
(2,3) _ (AW) a Wia & (BW) s ¢ :

MG = [Wﬁ (8,8) + Ry '(5,8) + B, (3, s)] + crossing. (4.2)
The various functions WAW) RW) BBEW) “introduced in (1.22), are described in full details
in sections 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3, respectively. Each one is bootstrapped from the OPE, and
labelled by a corresponding region of twists for the exchange of long two-particle operators.
We called these regions Above Window, Window and Below Window, following [12], where
the same classification was used to bootstrap the one-loop supergravity amplitude, mainly
in position space. The supergravity amplitude is still a rather complicated function, due to
the fact that the OPE has support for all spins. The o/ corrections have instead finite spin

supports and therefore are simpler to deal with. We believe however that the lessons from
the study of o/ amplitudes are general, and in fact best expressed in Mellin space.

The advantage of using Mellin space stems from the observation that the whole structure
of poles in Mellin space can be put in correspondence with the OPE, a result due to Mack
[21], which here we have upgraded to AdSs x S®. The pole structure takes into account both
I' and M. The poles of M at tree level were shown to be captured by bold-font variables
23], i.e. poles given by equations of the form s+ 1 = 0, where s = § + 3, similarly for t, or
u. Quite nicely, this way of parametrising the poles works at one loop, with two important
modifications: Poles of M are now of the form ¢(—s) ors—z =0 for z = 0,...,6, and the
residues, compared to tree level, have generic dependence on the charges p.

Considering the various contributions to M 23 in (4.2) we have found:

(1) The double logarithmic discontinuity of the one-loop amplitude comes from W®#W)
and is fixed by OPE data Above Window. It takes the form of ¢(—s) times a non-trivial
polynomial in the Mellin variables, and for many aspects fits into the discussion of the tree
level Virasoro-Shapiro amplitude, as given in [30]. In particular, it can be given as A®) on
a preamplitude. This expectation will be true to all orders in o’ and we exemplified the
case of (’)® and (/)° in the ancillary file.

(2) The structure of R™W) is the main novelty of the one-loop amplitude. This is
determined by OPE data in the Window. This OPE data is the one responsible for lifting
a bonus property of the supergravity amplitude, i.e. the fact that certain correlators are
equal to each other. Such a degeneracy of amplitudes follows from the special (crossing
symmetric) form of I', and the peculiar charge dependence of the Mellin amplitudes, i.e. no
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dependence at all in supergravity, and (BF2ZEPEPL 1) af order (af)?, see section 1.3 for
further explanations.

The first crucial result is that R™W) takes the form,

6

. I L o
RY(3,5) =" — [(3 FREP )t (8,8) (5 BB —2) 15 (5,9) |, (43)
z2=0

and comes with two separate contributions, singled out by the z-dependent Pochhammers.
This implies that when we look at R™") together with the I' functions, the total amplitude
undergoes the following split,

RW)

p
D1+ 2tez 4 g1 Badpe 4 g

) /\ ) (4.4)

1 rﬁ;z Tﬁ;z

= +
s — 2z F[—Z + P142rP2 + §]F[1 + PsJQrIM + §} F[l + p1J2rp2 + §]F[—Z + p342rp4 + 5]

The polynomials * are related by crossing, rg = M—co—ctieats Ty = Mteotenca}, and crucially
have generic charge dependence. This structure, which all together we called “sphere split-
ting”, follows from the OPE." Our result for R™"W) shows neatly how the OPE structure
translates into a structure in Mellin space.

The second crucial result is the use of bold font variables to parametrise the poles of
M. For WAW) “this implies that W“W) not only contributes to the OPE Above Window,
where it was bootstrapped, but cascades to Window and Below Window regions. Because
of this, the OPE predictions in the Window pick the contributions of both W“"W) and
RW)_ In this sense, R™W) is a remainder function, but precisely for this reason, the sum
over z in (4.3) truncates to finitely many poles, z = 0,...6, rather than depending on
the external charges. Quite remarkably, the result for R") can itself be continued Below
Window. Thus, with the same logic,

(3) The function BBW) is

B (5 = Y U T IO I T e, )

S—Zz
2>0

and is itself a remainder function for WAW) and RM) in the Below Window region. In
sum, the analytic properties of all these functions are quite spectacular: they properly
continue from the Above Window down to the Below Window region, and correctly switch
off outside the physical range of relevance.

Finally, we studied the 10d flat space limit, using the large p limit of [23]. The con-
sistency with the flat space amplitude of IIB supergravity is again quite remarkable. The
limit on WW) is already giving the flat amplitude, and naively, each pole in z from RM)

YFrom the OPE viewpoint this is also true at one-loop in supergravity [12].
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adds a non vanishing contribution, non trivial in both § and the charges. However, upon
summing over z all these extra contributions correctly cancel out!

Let us conclude with an outlook. Our main focus has been understanding the structure
of the amplitude and the way Mellin space realises the various features of the OPE pre-
dictions at one-loop. We focused on the (o’)? contribution, but we believe that the logic
behind the construction of M@? is valid to all orders in (o/)"*3. In particular the sphere
splitting is generic, and the number of poles in z increases with n but stays finite! It is
only a matter of computational effort to fix the various residues in the Window and Below
Window. The one-loop bootstrap program in AdSs x S° is thus understood at all orders
in o, but for the usual ambiguities, which needs additional input to be fixed. It would
be interesting to find these extra constraints, either from localisation [18, 19, 20], or from
sum rules [32, 33]. In this case we would start from a non-perturbative Mellin amplitude
[43, 44], and consider the supergravity expansion in search for constraints.

It would be also interesting to understand the “sphere splitting” from a diagrammatic
point of view. Perhaps a 10d master amplitude can be found which undergoes the “sphere”
split onto R™W) in a natural way. This is partially suggested by the remarkable cancellations
that take place when we tested the large p flat space limit in section (3.4) and the fact that
poles are parametrised by bold font variables. Perhaps this point of view would give insight
on the way to arrange the one-loop supergravity result in a simple form.
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A  Useful facts about blocks

In order to make operative the OPE predictions we have to expand the correlator in su-
perconformal blocks. Superconformal blocks depend on the type of multiplet exchanged in
the OPE, i.e. protected or long. In a 4pt function protected multiplets all come from free
theory contributions, while unprotected (or long) multiplets come from both free theory
and interacting contributions. In general we will write,

(Op1 0, 0p, Op,) = (O, O, Oy Op4>pr0t' + (Op, Op20p30p4>long +(0,,0,, Op30p4>1ong;

free N free int

LONG
(A.1)
Importantly, some multiplets at the unitarity bound, which therefore are semishort in the
free theory, recombine in the interacting theory to become long. This is explained in great
detail in [37]. In this paper we have been concerned with long contributions, and long
N = 4 superblocks, which we will denote by L, are quite simple to deal with, since they
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have a factorised form ( and can be made independent of a parameter called 7 in [37] and
38]).

Let us denote the quantum numbers of the exchanged multiplet by 7 = (7, [, a, b) for a
superconformal primary of twist 7 = A — [, spin [, and su(4) representation with Dynkin
labels [aba]. Then,

(O, O0p, 0y, 0, )" = ZC” Lz (A.2)

holds non-perturbatively. Here LL is the superblock for long multiplets defined as

P1—P2 P4a—P3

P1+P2 P3+P4 914> 2 <914) 2 7 _
Hh = — X x, 7)Y, 1Y) - A3
912° Y3’ (924 913 H ( ) [aba] (v,9) (A.3)
The conformal, B, and internal, Y, factors of IL are given by

F(@B) (z )F(aﬁ)< ) — FleB) (z )F(aﬁ)( )

Bfl(x, z) = I+7/2+42 /241 l+r/2+2 T/2+1 ’
b :L‘
F(—a,—ﬁ) (y) ( ) F( a,—fB) (y)F(_av_B) (y)
_ —b/2 —b 2 a—1 —b/2 —b/2—a—1
Y, 9) = —~ i / : ’ (A4)
y—y

where

Féa’ﬁ)(l‘) = xp_12F1(p+Oz,p+ﬁ,2p; ZL‘) . (A5)

and we have introduced the notation a = P3P and f = B5P.

In the main text, we considered the non perturbative decomposition (A.1), and we
expanded in 1/N and /. Since N'=4 SYM in this regime also has a free theory limit, we
referred to 7 to the free theory twist, and split the dimension into free plus anomalous.

In the block decomposition we could assume that p; > p, and py > p3. This can be
done without loss of generality since the OPE does not change if we exchange 1 <> 2 or
3 <> 4. In fact, both crossing transformations behave nicely w.r.t. the blocks. Let us make
this statement more precise as follows. From the relation (A.2) consider applying crossing
1 <+ 2, then

<Op2 (xl)om (xQ)Opa(x3)Op4(x4)>long = Zf? C§1p2p3p4 X I[‘Irilmmm(ﬁ’ y%l) g1i+rg2i

I (A.6)
E? C?zplpSlM X LI;2P1P3P4 (.T, y)

Now, using (one of) the Pfaff identity »F;(a,b,¢;-%) = (1 — z)"%Fi(c — a,b,c;x), the
hypergeometric functions entering the long blocks can be shown to match up to signs, and
we obtain the relation between ¢P2P1P3Pt and cP1P2PsPi namely 22759t = (—1)tFaclipepses
where we used that 7 4 0 is always even. We can repeat the same argument with 3 <+ 4 by
using (the other one of) the Pfaff identity 2 £} (a, b, ¢; =% ) = (1 — 2)%Fi(a,c — b, ¢; ). All

together we find,

q
Cr

= (‘DHGCI; for ¢ = (pz,p1,p3,p4) or ¢ = (pl,pg,p4,p3)- (A-7)
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Of course, by composing the two,

A= for ¢ = (pa, ps, P2, p1) - (A.8)

This one is also obvious because the cross ratios do not change and the blocks are manifestly
invariant under p; <> ps and ps <> p3.

From the above considerations, we expect that the CPW coefficients for (a+1) even and
the CPW coefficients for (a + 1) odd arise from two distinct analytic functions ¢, namely,

(p,T)  (a+1) even,

7 ¢
’ { ¢ (p,7)  (a+1) odd.

which respect the symmetry properties (A.7) for all quantum numbers 7 and charges p.

B Combining the weight-two contribution
Note first that we can rewrite the result for B") using the same split used for R"W). In

this way we can write

(84 p12 — 2):41P3.(5,5) + (5 + pss — 2):41 P, (3, 3)

W (5,8 =Y 2 P (B.1)

S—Zz
2>0
where WS)(§,§) = RI(7W) +BéW) and
P;_ B P{—cs,—ct,cu} ; Pﬁ_ = P{+057+Ct,cu}v (Bz)

The list of functions Pp., is given in the ancillary file. Of course only the poles at
2 =0, 1,2 are modified by the addition of BE") w.r.t. the contribution of RMW).

Certain analyticity in z can be made manifest for the 771(;). Assuming we focus on P for

concreteness, the idea is that the ratio P, /T[1 4 B322 + [~z + 2IP4 4 §] can be further
decomposed by writing P, as a polynomial in Pochhammers. This is initially suggested by
the special form of Pg and P5 which have a partial factorised form of this sort, i.e.

('§+E-Ecsil)(§+2-gcs)

Pre = 5 ; B3
D (5+2E£58) (—30+11cs+2c2+95+3cs S+ 52 +cF, +305—2558—1252) (B.3)
55 30 ’

In this way we can absorb the § dependence into the z-independent I', and get a structure
of the form,

Pz(gacsactacuaz) . Z Pz,w(087ctacu72)
r

= B.4
1’*[1 + p142rp2 +§]F[—Z+ p342rp4 +§] [—Z+ szzrm +§]T[—w + p142rp2 + 5] ( )

w>—1
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for each value of z. By doing so we find a lattice of points (w, z) of the form

z

-1 (B.5)

For example, the horizontal axis at z = 0 corresponds to a polynomial of degree eight in
s, and therefore there are nine bullet points, the first of which counts for a degree zero
contributions, going with w = —1, and the last one for a degree eight contribution, going
with w = 7.

Rearranging the polynomials on the —45° diagonals, we find simple analytic expressions.
For illustration,

Pz,w = %Bln[g] ) rtw="7
Pz,w _ (Gcs+5EIL53(22711) Bln[g] L rdw = 6

B.6
sz} = 7(Ctu)2+(csé20(3176’2)+m Bln[g] ; Z+w= 5 ( )

and so on so forth. The pattern of the binomial Bin persists, and becomes Bin[~1%#*]
where # counts the number of e on the various diagonals in (B.5). This binomial is always
singled out by the fact that some of the top degree terms in P, ,,, as function of z, contribute
with a constant times such binomial. In the above formulae, these top degree terms are
(ctu)? @ {cs, X} when 2z +w = 6, and (¢4, )? when 2z +w = 5.

The analytic structure in (3.22) suggests from the very beginning a sort of analyticity
of P, in z, and the rearrangement into P,,, in (B.6), is an example. On the other hand,
had we started with a general parametrisation of P, as a polynomial in 3, ¢, ¢, ¢, 23, and
fitted data in- and below- Window, we would have found some free coefficients left. There
is indeed a subtlety with a P, so constructed, which is the following: Pieces of P, cancel

out in the sum
Tls+P13P2 L pf s+ 231P4 L1)p;
F[§+p1;p27z] [‘[§+p3;”’47z}

F[5+P1;—p2 +1]F[§+p3;”4 _'_1] :

Using that T'[X + 1]/T[X — z] = (X — 2),41 is polynomial in X, and expanding the whole
numerator in (B.7), it is simple to see that contributions of the form 21 f(3, %, 2, 2, ),

for any function f, cancel out. We haven’t encountered this subtlety in our discussion above
because the functions in R, nicely enough, do not have it.

(B.7)

35



References

1]

2]

[10]

[11]

[12]

P. Heslop, “The SAGEX Review on Scattering Amplitudes, Chapter 8: Half BPS
correlators,” [arXiv:2203.13019 [hep-th]].

R. Gopakumar, E. Perlmutter, S. S. Pufu and X. Yin, “Snowmass White Paper: Boot-
strapping String Theory,” [arXiv:2202.07163 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile, J. M. Drummond, P. Heslop, H. Paul, F. Sanfilippo, M. Santagata and
A. Stewart, “Single particle operators and their correlators in free N' = 4 SYM,”
JHEP 11 (2020), 072 [arXiv:2007.09395 [hep-th]].

L. Rastelli and X. Zhou, “Mellin amplitudes for AdSs x S®,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118
(2017) 1n0.9, 091602 [arXiv:1608.06624 [hep-th]].

L. Rastelli and X. Zhou, “How to Succeed at Holographic Correlators Without Really
Trying,” JHEP 04 (2018), 014 [arXiv:1710.05923 [hep-th]].

L. F. Alday and A. Bissi, “Loop Corrections to Supergravity on AdSs x S°” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) no.17, 171601 [arXiv:1706.02388 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile, J. M. Drummond, P. Heslop and H. Paul, “Quantum Gravity from Conformal
Field Theory,” JHEP 01 (2018), 035 [arXiv:1706.02822 [hep-th]].

L. F. Alday and S. Caron-Huot, “Gravitational S-matrix from CFT dispersion rela-
tions,” JHEP 12 (2018), 017 doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2018)017 [arXiv:1711.02031 [hep-
th]].

F. Aprile, J. M. Drummond, P. Heslop and H. Paul, “Loop corrections for Kaluza-Klein
AdS amplitudes,” JHEP 05 (2018), 056 [arXiv:1711.03903 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile, J. Drummond, P. Heslop and H. Paul, “One-loop amplitudes in AdS5 x
S® supergravity from N = 4 SYM at strong coupling,” JHEP 03 (2020), 190
d0i:10.1007/JHEP03(2020)190 [arXiv:1912.01047 [hep-th]].

L. F. Alday, “On genus-one string amplitudes on AdSs x S°” JHEP 04 (2021), 005
doi:10.1007 /JHEP04(2021)005 [arXiv:1812.11783 [hep-th].

F. Aprile, J. Drummond, P. Heslop and H. Paul, “One-loop amplitudes in AdS5 x
S® supergravity from N = 4 SYM at strong coupling,” JHEP 03 (2020), 190
[arXiv:1912.01047 [hep-th]].

L. F. Alday and X. Zhou, “Simplicity of AdS Supergravity at One Loop,” JHEP 09
(2020), 008 doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2020)008 [arXiv:1912.02663 [hep-th]].

A. Bissi, G. Fardelli and A. Georgoudis, “Towards All Loop Supergravity Ampli-
tudes on AdSs x S° [arXiv:2002.04604 [hep-th]]. A. Bissi, G. Fardelli and A. Geor-
goudis, “All loop structures in Supergravity Amplitudes on AdSs x S® from CFT,”
[arXiv:2010.12557 [hep-th]].

36



[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[20]

[27]

28]

F. Aprile, J. M. Drummond, P. Heslop and H. Paul, “Unmixing Supergravity,” JHEP
02 (2018), 133 [arXiv:1706.08456 |[hep-th]].

F. Aprile, J. Drummond, P. Heslop and H. Paul, “Double-trace spectrum of N = 4
supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory at strong coupling,” Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.12,
126008 [arXiv:1802.06889 [hep-th]].

S. Caron-Huot and A. K. Trinh, “All tree-level correlators in AdSs x S® supergravity:
hidden ten-dimensional conformal symmetry,” JHEP 01 (2019), 196 [arXiv:1809.09173
[hep-th]].

D. J. Binder, S. M. Chester, S. S. Pufu and Y. Wang, “N = 4 Super-Yang-Mills
correlators at strong coupling from string theory and localization,” JHEP 12 (2019),
119 [arXiv:1902.06263 [hep-th]].

S. M. Chester, “Genus-2 holographic correlator on AdSs; x S® from localization,” JHEP
04 (2020), 193 [arXiv:1908.05247 [hep-th]].

S. M. Chester and S. S. Pufu, “Far beyond the planar limit in strongly-coupled N
= 4 SYM,” JHEP 01 (2021), 103 doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2021)103 [arXiv:2003.08412
[hep-th]].

G. Mack, “D-independent representation of Conformal Field Theories in D dimen-
sions via transformation to auxiliary Dual Resonance Models. Scalar amplitudes,”
[arXiv:0907.2407 [hep-th]].

J. Penedones, “Writing CFT correlation functions as AdS scattering amplitudes,”
JHEP 03 (2011), 025 doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2011)025 [arXiv:1011.1485 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile and P. Vieira, “Large p explorations. From SUGRA to big STRINGS in
Mellin space,” JHEP 12 (2020), 206 [arXiv:2007.09176 [hep-th]].

V. Gongcalves, “Four point function of N/ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet at strong cou-
pling,” JHEP 04 (2015), 150 doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2015)150 [arXiv:1411.1675 [hep-th]].

L. F. Alday, A. Bissi and E. Perlmutter, “Genus-One String Amplitudes from
Conformal Field Theory,” JHEP 06 (2019), 010 doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2019)010
[arXiv:1809.10670 [hep-th]].

J. M. Drummond and H. Paul, “One-loop string corrections to AdS amplitudes from
CFT,” JHEP 03 (2021), 038 doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2021)038 [arXiv:1912.07632 |[hep-
th]].

J. M. Drummond, R. Glew and H. Paul, “One-loop string corrections for AdS Kaluza-
Klein amplitudes,” [arXiv:2008.01109 [hep-th]].

J. M. Drummond, D. Nandan, H. Paul and K. S. Rigatos, “String corrections to AdS
amplitudes and the double-trace spectrum of N' = 4 SYM,” JHEP 12 (2019), 173
do0i:10.1007/JHEP12(2019)173 [arXiv:1907.00992 [hep-th]].

37



[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]
[42]

[43]

J. M. Drummond, H. Paul and M. Santagata, “Bootstrapping string theory on AdSs x
S5 [arXiv:2004.07282 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile, J. M. Drummond, H. Paul and M. Santagata, “The Virasoro-Shapiro am-
plitude in AdS5xS® and level splitting of 10d conformal symmetry,” [arXiv:2012.12092
[hep-th]].

T. Abl, P. Heslop and A. E. Lipstein, “Towards the Virasoro-Shapiro Amplitude in
AdS5xS5h,” [arXiv:2012.12091 [hep-th]].

L. F. Alday, T. Hansen and J. A. Silva, “AdS Virasoro-Shapiro from dispersive sum
rules,” [arXiv:2204.07542 [hep-th]].

S. Caron-Huot, F. Coronado, A. K. Trinh and Z. Zahraee, “Bootstrapping N’ = 4 sYM
correlators using integrability,” [arXiv:2207.01615 [hep-th]].

F. A. Dolan, M. Nirschl and H. Osborn, “Conjectures for large N superconfor-
mal N=4 chiral primary four point functions,” Nucl. Phys. B 749 (2006), 109-152
d0i:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2006.05.009 [arXiv:hep-th/0601148 [hep-th]].

G. Arutyunov, S. Frolov, R. Klabbers and S. Savin, “Towards 4-point correla-
tion functions of any % -BPS operators from supergravity,” JHEP 04 (2017), 005
d0i:10.1007/JHEP04(2017)005 [arXiv:1701.00998 [hep-th]].

B. Eden, A. C. Petkou, C. Schubert and E. Sokatchev, “Partial nonrenormalization of
the stress tensor four point function in N=4 SYM and AdS / CFT,” Nucl. Phys. B 607
(2001), 191-212 doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00151-1 [arXiv:hep-th/0009106 [hep-th]].

R. Doobary and P. Heslop, “Superconformal partial waves in Grassmannian field theo-
ries,” JHEP 12 (2015), 159 doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2015)159 [arXiv:1508.03611 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile and P. Heslop, “Superconformal blocks in diverse dimensions and BC' sym-
metric functions,” [arXiv:2112.12169 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile and M. Santagata, “Two particle spectrum of tensor multiplets
coupled to AdS; x Sgravity,” Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) no.12, 126022
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevD.104.126022 [arXiv:2104.00036 [hep-th]].

J. M. Drummond, R. Glew and M. Santagata, “BCJ relations in AdSs x S and the
double-trace spectrum of super gluons,” [arXiv:2202.09837 [hep-th]].

F. Aprile, J. M. Drummond, R. Glew, unpublished.

M. B. Green, J. G. Russo and P. Vanhove, “Low energy expansion of the four-
particle genus-one amplitude in type II superstring theory,” JHEP 02 (2008), 020
doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2008,/02/020 [arXiv:0801.0322 [hep-th]].

J. Penedones, J. A. Silva and A. Zhiboedov, “Nonperturbative Mellin
Amplitudes: Existence, Properties, Applications,” JHEP 08 (2020), 031
doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2020)031 [arXiv:1912.11100 [hep-th]].

38



[44] S. Caron-Huot, D. Mazac, L. Rastelli and D. Simmons-Duffin, “Dispersive CF'T Sum
Rules,” JHEP 05 (2021), 243 doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2021)243 [arXiv:2008.04931 [hep-
th]].

39



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Four-point correlators of half-BPS operators
	1.2 The Mellin space representation
	1.3 A tree level primer
	1.4 Summary of results: One-loop string corrected AdS5S5 

	2 The AdS5 S5 OPE
	2.1 Tree Level OPE
	2.1.1 Mellin space vs Quantum Numbers
	2.1.2 Two-particle operators and OPE data organisation

	2.2 One loop OPE
	2.2.1 Window splitting


	3 The one loop Mellin amplitude M(2,3)
	3.1 Double log discontinuity
	3.1.1 Flat space relation of the AdS5S5 amplitude

	3.2 Window dynamics
	3.2.1 Spherical harmonic basis
	3.2.2 Monomial basis, Crossing, and Sphere splitting

	3.3 Below Window completion
	3.4 Large p limit and the flat space amplitude

	4 Conclusions
	A Useful facts about blocks
	B Combining the weight-two contribution

