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Abstract

Supersymmetric localization and Ward identities have been used in the past several years
to derive two integral constraints on the four-point function of the stress-tensor multiplet in
N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory. These constraints are powerful tools for studying the theory,
especially when used in tandem with analytic and/or numerical bootstrap techniques. In this
paper, we consider three additional integral constraints that can be derived starting from
the N' = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory placed on a squashed four-sphere. These constraints are
technically much more challenging to derive than the ones in the literature, and much of
the paper is devoted to developing techniques to make this computation tractable. Our end
result is that these three constraints are implied by the two constraints already appearing in
the literature.
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1 Introduction and Summary

N = 4 super-Yang-Mills (SYM) theory [1] is one of the most-studied and best-understood
four-dimensional gauge theories. Our understanding of it stems from the overlapping suc-
cesses of many of the most powerful tools in non-perturbative quantum field theory: the
numerical conformal bootstrap [2] (see [3-6] for reviews) was applied to N/ = 4 supercon-
formal field theories (SCFTs) in [7-12]; the planar limit was found to be integrable [13-23]
(see [24,25] for reviews); S-duality [26] was tested extensively in a long series of papers start-
ing with [27,28]; the gauge/gravity duality [29-31] was used to explore the strong-coupling
properties; analytic bootstrap methods were used to study the N' =4 SYM theory at and
beyond the tree-level supergravity approximation [32-50]; and, of course, supersymmetry
has been the key ingredient that made many non-perturbative computations possible. One
way in which supersymmetry has been used in N/ = 4 SYM theory is through exact com-
putations of supersymmetry-protected observables. Using the technique of supersymmetric
localization [51] (see [52] for a collection of reviews), one can calculate the partition function
Z, or equivalently the free energy F' = —log Z, of the N = 4 SYM theory placed on a
four-sphere and deformed by N = 2-preserving parameters [53,54]. The deformations we
consider involve a mass parameter m and a parameter b that corresponds to a particular
squashing of the sphere. Thus, the free energy F' = F(7,7,b,m) depends on m, b, and the

complexified gauge coupling 7 = % + 942’” . It can be computed exactly in terms of a matrix

YM
model for any values of these parameters [53-56].

In this work, we will investigate the various fourth derivatives of F' evaluated at the point
(m,b) = (0,1) that corresponds to vanishing mass and a round S*. Not all fourth derivatives

are non-trivial however; the non-trivial ones are [50]

0:0:0%,F| S ,
(m,b)=(0,1) (m,b)=(0,1) (m,b)=(0,1)

where in the first line we included the non-trivial derivatives that can be computed on a round
sphere, and in the second line we included the cases where at least one derivative is with
respect to the squashing parameter b. The last quantity in (1.1) includes a subtraction of
a second derivative with respect to b in order to remove dependence on the renormalization

scheme.! The explicit supersymmetric localization results of [53,54] imply the following

"'While the free energy F(r,7,m,b) suffers from regularization-scheme ambiguities, all the combinations
in (1.1) are scheme-independent.



relations [50]:

0= (87'&7072;1 - 8’r&Tal?)-F|m:0,b:1 5
16¢ = (30702, — 0% — 16750,0-02 ) F |m=05=1, (1.2)

from which one can solve for the derivatives in the second line of (1.1) in terms of those in
the first line. The goal of this paper is to investigate whether the relations (1.2) are specific
to the N'=4 SYM theory (as obtained from supersymmetric localization) or whether they
follow more generally from the Ward identities of N = 4 superconformal symmetry and may
also hold for other A" = 4 SCFTs that do not necessarily belong to the N' = 4 SYM family.?

This question is particularly relevant for conformal bootstrap studies of N'= 4 SYM the-
ory. Indeed, the derivatives in (1.1) correspond to four-point integrated correlators [47, 48]
of the operators that couple to the parameters (7,7,b,m) at linear order in an expansion
around (m,b) = (0,1) and arbitrary (7,7) (plus any lower-point integrated correlators that
are required by supersymmetry). In recent years, the integral constraints corresponding to
the derivatives in the first line of (1.1) have been used with great success in both analyti-
cal [47-50,57-60] and numerical [10-12] conformal bootstrap studies. Such studies rely on
crossing symmetry and superconformal symmetry, with limited information about the spe-
cific N = 4 SYM theory one is targeting. In particular, the rank of the gauge group has
been inputted through the ¢ anomaly coefficient, which is related to an operator product
expansion (OPE) coefficient [8], and the dependence on the Yang-Mills coupling has been
inputted precisely through the correlators in the first line of (1.1) [10, 11]. If the relations
(1.2) do not follow from the superconformal Ward identities, then the integral constraints
corresponding to the derivatives in the second line of (1.1) can be used in the bootstrap
analysis to further constrain the space of N' =4 SCFTs. On the other hand, if the relations
(1.2) do follow from the superconformal Ward identities, then there is nothing to gain from
the quantities in the second line of (1.1) as far as the bootstrap studies are concerned.

In more detail, all the derivatives in (1.1) can be expressed in terms of the so-called
reduced correlator 7 (u,v), which is a function of the conformally-invariant cross-ratios (u, v)
defined in (3.2) below. The N = 4 superconformal Ward identities imply that the correlator
of any four operators that belong to the N/ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet can be written in

terms of T (u,v) [61]. For the derivatives with respect to the mass and the complexified

2At present, the only known N = 4 SCFTs are the N' =4 SYM theories with various gauge groups, but
it is not clear whether this is an exhaustive list.



coupling in the first line of (1.1), the N’ = 4 superconformal Ward identities yield the two
relations [47,48]:

8c? r3sin® 0

720.0-02 F|yeo = — | drdf
Vs

T (u,v),

2 3
0% oo = —48¢(3)c — 3—0 ardg 50
T

(1.3)

(1—|—U—|—U)D1111(U, U)T( )

Here, c is the central charge, the function 51717171 is defined in terms of the dilog function
(see (H.3)), and the conformal cross ratios are written in terms of radial coordinates (r, )
asu=1+7r%—2rcosf and v =12 (see (4.6)). Our end result consists of the following three

integral constraints involving the derivatives in the second line of (1.1):

3
720,0-02F |, R AL HT(U,U),
T
16¢
ORO2, Flmopor = —o- (1 - 3(3))
2c? _
B2 e TS 9((1 tut0)Diggs — )T (wv),  (L4)
3 u?
(agl - 1581?)F’m=0,b—1 = 16¢(2 — 3¢(3))
3
33: dr dﬁr sin 0((1+u+v)D171’171—8)T( 0.

Together, (1.3) and (1.4) show that the relations (1.2) are consequences of the superconformal
Ward identities, and therefore the bootstrap studies cannot be improved by inputting the
values of derivatives of F' with respect to b.

To derive (1.3), there are two major steps performed in [47, 48] following similar work in
three-dimensional A = 8 SCFTs [62]. The first step is to use the superconformal Ward iden-
tities to express the correlator of the four integrated operators obtained by taking derivatives
in terms of 7 (u,v). The result of this step is a 16-dimensional integral over the positions
of the four insertions. The second step is to carry out 14 out of the 16 position integrals,
leaving behind only the two integrals in each line of (1.3). Performing a similar derivation
for the relations in (1.4) involves two similar steps. However, since the squashing deforma-
tion involves multiple spinning operators [54], both steps become much more challenging. A
significant fraction of this paper is spent on the technical complications of calculating the
requisite Ward identities and carrying out the requisite integrals.

While we obtain a negative result for the case of the N/ = 4 SYM theory, the methods

we use can be extended to other cases where derivatives with respect to squashing may



provide useful independent pieces of data. Indeed, integral constraints from supersymmetric
localization that do not involve squashing have also been applied in 3D SCFT's with maximal
N = 8 supersymmetry [62-64], in 3D N = 6 SCFTs [65-67], and in 4D SCFTs with
half-maximal N' = 2 supersymmetry [68-74]. Combined with localization results (see, for
instance, [75-81]), the methods developed in this paper will be very useful for further deriving
constraints from squashing deformations in 3D N > 6 theories. Additional constraints for
these theories would likely yield significant improvements in the already-precise numerical
bootstrap studies of ABJM theory [75,77,82-84]. For 4D N = 2 SCFTs, or 3D N = 4
SCFTs, the mass and squashing deformations couple to different superconformal multiplets.
Thus, the constraints involving squashing are guaranteed to be independent, because they
constrain independent correlators. See [85] for recent calculations of the localization input in
the 4D N = 2 case. In the future, we plan to apply the methods developed in this paper to
derive those constraints, and also to assess whether squashing yields independent constraints
in 3D V' > 6 SCFTs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive the background of
a 4D N = 2 SCFT with mass and squashing deformations, clearing up various subtleties in
the literature. In Section 3, we describe these deformations in a 4D N = 4 SCFT, viewing
it as a special case of N' = 2 superconformal symmetry. In particular, we discuss how to
identify the operators in the stress-tensor multiplet of a 4D A = 4 SCFT that couple to
the mass m and squashing parameter b, and how to compute the four-point correlators of
these operators. In Section 4, we rederive the integral constraints (1.3), clarifying a technical
step that was not justified properly in [48]. In Section 5, we extend this derivation to the
constraints (1.4). One of the technical innovations described in Sections 4 and 5 consists
of a new method for computing conformal integrals that also applies to conformal integrals
that break rotational symmetry. Technical details of the calculations are given in the various

Appendices.

2 Deformations of N =2 SCFTs on S*

The N = 2-preserving deformations of N = 4 SYM theory on S* mentioned in the Intro-
duction, with parameters (7,7, m,b), can be described abstractly in terms of deformations

of an N' = 2 SCFT placed on a round S*. Let us parametrize the round S* by coordinates



x € R* in which the metric is manifestly conformally flat:

2

= — 2.1
— 21)

dsza = Q(x)?dsga Qx)
where 22 = z -z, and where, for simplicity, we set the radius of S* to unity. Since the round
5S4 is conformally flat, a CFT can be placed on it by simply rescaling the flat space operators
by appropriate powers of Q(z). The operators that we encounter in the rest of this paper
are those on a unit-radius round S*. An alternate but equivalent way of describing ' = 2
SCFTs on round S* by coupling it to a background N = 2 Weyl multiplet is explained in
Appendix A.

The operators of N' = 4 SYM theory can be organized into multiplets of the N' = 4
superconformal algebra, psu(2,2[4). However, for the purpose of studying N' = 2-preserving
deformations it is more convenient to organize the operators into multiplets of the N' = 2
superconformal algebra su(2, 2|2), which is a subalgebra of psu(2,2|4). The N' = 2 supercon-
formal algebra has as bosonic subalgebras the s0(4, 2) conformal algebra and the R-symmetry
algebra su(2) g xu(1)g. We will thus characterize our operators by the s0(4, 2) quantum num-
bers (scaling dimension A and s0(3,1) spin (¢1,¢5)) and by the su(2)g representation and
u(1)p charge.

We use Latin letters from the beginning of the alphabet (a, b, ...) for frame indices, Greek
letters from the middle of the alphabet (u,v,...) for coordinate indices, and Latin letters
from the middle of the alphabet (i, j,...) for su(2) spinor indices. For the metric in (2.1),

the frame e?, is
e’y = Q). (2.2)

Whenever possible, we will use the conventions set in [86,87], adapted to Euclidean signature.
The analytical continuation from Lorentzian signature to Euclidean signature is given by
the Wick rotation: (¢,7) — (Z,2% = it). Objects with raised indices, including the ~*
matrices, are adapted similarly. The v* matrices are given explicitly in (A.7) in terms of the
0% g% matrices, given in (A.5). Note that the Levi-Civita tensor e**?? changes due to this
Wick rotation. As a result, the definition of self-dual and anti-self-dual tensors is altered
by this Wick rotation. In Euclidean signature, such tensors satisfy the relation (A.10). The
explicit components of the v* matrix remain unchanged under this Wick rotation, as one
can see in (A.7), even though the definition of the v* matrix as a product of the four +*

matrices changes. Additional details of the conventions used are presented at the start of



Operator Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(2)g rep u(l)g charge

A 2 (0,0) 1 2
v 5 (30) 2 5
Ny 3 (0,0) 3 1
G, 3 (1,0) 1 1
A; G (3:0) 2 3
C 4 (0,0) 1 0

Table 1: Conformal primary operators in the A/ = 2 chiral multiplet whose superconformal
primary has scaling dimension 2, and their quantum numbers under the N’ = 2 supercon-
formal algebra.

Appendix A.

2.1 Deformation by chiral and anti-chiral operators

As mentioned in the Introduction, in the N' = 4 SYM theory, 7 is the complexified gauge

47i

coupling, written in terms of the Yang-Mills coupling gyy and the 6-angle as 7 = % + .

The Lagrangian density of the N/ = 4 SYM theory can be written as
L=7C+7C, (2.3)

where C' and C are R-symmetry invariant operators of scaling dimension four. In A/ = 2
notation, the operators C' and C belong to a chiral and an anti-chiral multiplet, respec-
tively. The full operator content of such a chiral multiplet and the quantum numbers of
these operators are summarized in Table 1. In particular, the superconformal primary is
a dimension-two scalar operator A4 that is annihilated by all right-handed supersymmetry

generators,
QA=0, i=12. (2.4)

The other conformal primaries are ¥;, N;;, G_,, A;, and C; except for C', which appears in

ab’
(2.3), these operators will not be important in the discussion below. An anti-chiral multiplet
with a dimension-two superconformal primary contains operators that are conjugate to those
in Table 1.

One can then consider an infinitesimal change in the couplings (7,7) under which the



Lagrangian density changes by
SL=01C+07C. (2.5)

Such a deformation can be phrased more generally in terms of a deformation of an abstract
N = 2 SCFT. If this ' = 2 SCFT contains a chiral and an anti-chiral multiplet whose
superconformal primaries have dimension 2, as in Table 1, then (2.5) is a supersymmetry-
preserving deformation with coupling constants 07 and 67 that do not necessarily have to be
interpreted as small changes in the complexified gauge coupling. On S%, such a deformation
was studied in [88-90].

Using a supercharge Q that belongs to an su(1]|1) subalgebra of su(2,22), it can be
shown that, up to Q-exact terms, the integrated C' operator is equivalent to an insertion at
the north pole (the point & = 0) of the dimension-two chiral superprimary A [89]. Likewise,
the integrated C' operator is equivalent, also up to Q-exact terms, to an insertion at the
south pole (the point where |#| — 0o) of the dimension-two antichiral primary operator A.
Thus,

/d4:1:\/g ) C(z) = 0T A(N) + Q-exact terms,

(2.6)
/d4x\/g ) C(z) = 07.A(S) + Q-exact terms.

In the rest of this paper, we will use the simplified versions of the deformations given on the
RHS of (2.6).

2.2 Mass deformation

The second type of deformation we discuss is an N' = 2-preserving mass deformation. When
the N' = 4 SYM theory is viewed as an N' = 2 theory, the N' = 4 vector multiplet decomposes
into an AV = 2 vector multiplet and an N/ = 2 hypermultiplet transforming in the adjoint
representation of the gauge group. The mass deformation corresponds to giving equal masses
m to the scalars and fermions of the hypermultiplet. In flat space, such a mass deformation
breaks superconformal symmetry to Poincaré supersymmetry. On the sphere, the breaking
is slightly different, with the superconformal algebra su(2,2|2) being broken to osp(2|4),
provided that additional terms proportional to m/r, where r is the radius of the sphere,

accompany the deformation. In particular, up to linear order in m, the deformation on S*



Operator Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(2)g rep u(l)g charge
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Table 2: Conformal primary operators in the flavor current multiplet and their quantum
numbers under the N' = 2 superconformal algebra.

5L = —mO,, + O(m?), Oy

— 2
i(K - K)+ iz, (2.7)

where K and K are fermion mass terms and .J;» is a scalar bilinear. (J12 is not the usual scalar
mass term; the latter appears in the mass deformation only at order m?.) Consequently, K
and K have scaling dimension 3 and J;5 has scaling dimension 2. The choice of the precise
coefficients in (2.7) ensures that the osp(2]|4) algebra that preserves the mass deformation
contains the supercharge Q that was used in (2.6).

From the A/ = 2 SCFT perspective, the operators K, K, and Ji» belong to a flavor
current multiplet. (In A/ = 2 notation, the N' = 4 SYM theory has an su(2)r flavor
symmetry that acts on the adjoint hypermultiplet; the operators K, K, and Ji5 belong to
a flavor multiplet corresponding to a u(1)r subalgebra of su(2)r.) The operator content of
the N = 2 flavor current multiplet is summarized in Table 2. The multiplet starts with a
superconformal primary .J;;, which is a scalar transforming as a triplet of su(2)g and obeying
Jij = Jji = €€ J™ = (J¥)*. Acting with the supercharges on J;;, one obtains fermionic
operators that will not be important in the discussion below, as well as scalars K and K
and a conserved current j,. From an abstract point of view, whenever an A/ = 2 SCFT has
a conserved current multiplet, we can construct a mass deformation of the form (2.7)—see
Appendix B for more details (see also [47]). After setting r = 1, this mass deformation takes

the form
L = —mO,,, Opn=i(K —K)+2J5. (2.8)

Note that (2.7) differs (2.8) by the presence of the O(m?) terms. See the end of Section 4

10



for a discussion about these subleading terms.

2.3 Squashing deformation

We now move on to the deformation by squashing of the S*, which has not been considered
before for computing integral constraints. Let us start from the round sphere, whose line
element is obtained by restricting the standard line element ds in flat five-dimensional space.

Using coordinates y?, p = 1,...,5 for R®, we have

5

ds® =) (dy")*, Y (W")*=1. (2.9)

p=1 p=1

We can solve the constraint in the second equation using stereographic coordinates x € R*

related to y? by

= (2_5 1—_”52) , (2.10)

It is straightforward to check that the first equation in (2.9) then yields (2.1). The squashed
S4 can be described in a similar manner by simply modifying the embedding into R®. Instead
of (2.9), we have

5 1)2 22 3\2 4\2

2 W)+ )", W)+
p=1

where b is the squashing parameter and ds is the line element on the squashed sphere. For

b # 1, the squashing breaks the so0(5) isometry of S* to an s0(2) x s0(2) isometry corre-

sponding to independent rotations in the (y',y?) and (y3,y*) planes. We can parametrize

the squashed sphere using modified stereographic coordinates € R* defined by

221 229 203 .4  2x4 ,_; 1-— x?
P = b b b b . 2.12
Y (1+x2’1+x2’1+x2 Tl4a22 7 1422 (2.12)

The parameterization (2.12) solves the constraint in the second equation of (2.11).
~2
Writing ds? = g,,datdaz” for the round sphere and ds = g, da*dz” for the squashed

sphere, we can expand the metric on the squashed sphere as

G = G + (b= 1)Ag,, + O ((b—1)%) , (2.13)

11



Operator Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(2)g rep u(l)g charge

d 2 (0,0) 1 0
G (3,0) 2 —3
¢! (0,3) 2 3
i 3 (3:3) 1 0
I 3 (3:3) 3 0
Z,, 3 (1,0) 1 —1
Z7, 3 (0,1) 1 1
i (1.3) 2 —3
Ky 5 (3.1) 2 3
T 4 (2,2) 1 0

Table 3: Conformal primary operators in the N = 2 stress-tensor multiplet and their quan-
tum numbers under the A = 2 superconformal algebra.

where

8(x1 + w5 — x5 — )

Ag,u,l/ = V,LLCZ/ + VZ/C/L + hg/.tl/ ) h (1 + I2)2 Y

(= iauh. (2.14)

Here, the covariant derivative V,, is taken with respect to the round sphere metric (2.1). The
first two terms in the expression for Ag,, correspond to an infinitesimal diffeomorphism,
while the last term corresponds to an infinitesimal Weyl rescaling. Therefore, up to first
order in (b — 1), the squashed sphere is conformally flat.

To preserve some supersymmetry, the squashing of the sphere must be accompanied by
non-trivial background values for other fields of a background Weyl multiplet [54,91]. We
give the details of this construction in Appendix C.2, correcting some typos in [91]. In
short, the effect of the squashing deformation is to modify the action by b-dependent terms
involving operators from the N' = 2 stress-tensor multiplet coupling to the various non-trivial
background fields on S*. The operator content of the stress-tensor multiplet is presented
in Table 3. The operators relevant to the squashing deformation at linear order in (b — 1)
are the su(2)g-symmetry current j, 7, the self-dual and anti-self-dual tensors Zt, and Z,

v
respectively, and the stress-tensor T*”. The squashing deformation takes the form

1
L= (b= 10, +0((b—17), Oy =28, — AV )7}, — 7o) + 5 A0 T"
(2.15)

12



where Ag,,, was given in (2.14), and £ is one of the two Killing vectors on S* that correspond
to the s0(2) x s0(2) isometry preserved by the squashing. In particular, the one-forms dual

to the 10 Killing vectors can be written as

1
¢ = S (y'dy — yldy"), (2.16)

where £P? is anti-symmetric in the p, ¢ indices; the Killing vector £ appearing in (2.15) is

g —_ 512 o 534 ) (217)

More details can be found in Appendices C.2 and C.3. Note that Ag,, in (2.14) consists
of an infinitesimal diffeomorphism and an infinitesimal Weyl rescaling. This implies that
the last term in (2.15), $Ag,, T#", vanishes after it is integrated over the entire S* (as a
consequence of the conservation and tracelessness of 7).

The subleading terms in (2.15) include couplings between the operators of the NV = 2
stress-tensor multiplet and the subleading terms in the expansion in (b — 1) of the Weyl
multiplet background fields, given in Appendix C.2. The subleading terms in (2.15) might
also involve operators that belong to other superconformal multiplets. As we explain at the
end of Section 5.1, the contributions of these subleading terms in (2.15) to squashing integral
constraints can be obtained from the relations in (1.2), without knowing the specifics of such

terms.

3 Stress-tensor correlation functions in N =4 SCFTs

In an N' = 4 SCFT, all the operators coupling to the squashing, mass, and 7 parameters
discussed in the previous section belong to the stress-tensor multiplet. The operators of
the stress-tensor multiplet and their quantum numbers are given in Table 4. This is a
%—BPS multiplet which contains several conserved currents: the su(4)g-symmetry current
Jy,, the N' = 4 SUSY currents ¢, and Eu’ and the stress tensor 7). The operators of this
multiplet that are relevant for describing the mass, squashing, and 7 deformations are the
dimension-two superprimary S and the dimension-three operators: the scalars (P and P),
the self-dual and anti-self-dual fields (B, and B[J/: ,)» and the su(4) p-symmetry current Jj,.
In this section, we briefly discuss the constraints imposed by superconformal symmetry on
the four-point correlation functions of operators in the N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet. The

method we use to compute these symmetry constraints was previously applied in [47,48] to

13



Operator Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(4)g rep

S 2 (0,0) 20
X (,0) 20
X (0.3) 20
B, 3 (1,0) 6
P 3 (0,0) 10
B, 3 (0,1) 6
P 3 (0,0) 10
T 3 (3.3) 15
b (1,3) 4
by 7 (3:1) 4
A 7 (3:0) 4
A 7 (0.3) 4
) 4 (0,0) 1
o 4 (0,0) 1
Tl 4 (1,1) 1

Table 4: Conformal primary operators in the A = 4 stress-tensor multiplet and their quan-
tum numbers under the A = 4 superconformal algebra.

the correlation functions contributing to the non-squashed integral constraints in (1.3). We
also discuss how the ' = 2 operators mentioned in the previous section are embedded in

the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet.

3.1 Computing N = 4 stress-tensor correlation functions

Let us denote an operator O with conformal dimension A, R-symmetry representation r, and
spin quantum numbers £ = (g, brigns) by O"s - In an SCET, conformal symmetry and
R-symmetry imply that any four-point correlation function can be expanded simultaneously
in a basis of R-symmetry invariants as well as a basis of conformally-covariant functions of

the coordinates of the four points, which we call the conformal basis:

<01T1A1,£1 (xl)OQTQAg,Zg <x2)O3T3A3,e3 (23)O4™ Ay s (74))

_ 010203504 [ J
- Z Yij (u,0) R 7"1,7"2yT3,T4S (A1,81),(Az,2),(A3,63),(Ag,84) (21, 22, 23, 4)
2'7j

(3.1)
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Here R’ (ry are rank-four R-symmetry invariant tensors of dimension dim(ry) x dim(rz) x
dim(rs) x dim(ry), the S’ (A1) Structures form the conformal basis, and u and v are the

usual conformal cross-ratios

2 .2 2 .2

_ TioT3y _ TiaTag (3 2)

N N .
1324 13224

where z;; = x; — x;. The conformal basis can be taken as products of a finite number of
conformally-invariant building blocks multiplied by an appropriate scalar prefactor deter-
mined by the conformal dimensions of the four operators, as explained in [92]. While the
structures R (ri} and &’ (Asip)} AT€ fully specified by kinematics, the non-trivial data of the

01020504 (u,v) in
)

four-point function is contained in the conformally-invariant functions g,
(3.1).

Correlation functions of operators in the N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet are further con-
strained by supersymmetry, which implies that the correlators of any four such operators
can be expressed in terms of the reduced correlator T (u,v) [61]. For example, the four-point

function of the stress-tensor superprimary S can be written in the form (3.1) as

6

(S(21)S(22)S(23)S (4)) = Z 1

i 5858
14 R2O/,20’,20’,20/gi1 (u,v),
o1 L1234

g5y =@ w u uwu—v—-1) 1—u—v v—u—1))T(u,v)

(1w w? 1u? lu 1
w = —-— = Zu
v2 cov cv ¢ )’

(3.3)

where ¢ is the conformal anomaly coefficient, and the six R'yq o/ 90/ 9o te€nsors are defined
as®

Rl KLMN _ sKL_ sMN
20/,20/,20',20/ = 0207,20'920',20 »

2

by

)KMNL

1
20/,20,20',20’ (R 20/,20’,20/,20’ )

( )

( )

(Rgzo',zo',zof,zo')KLMN = (Rlzo',zo',zo',20'>KNLMa (3.4)
(R420/,20',20',20/)KLMN = (020’,6,6%1]1(020’,6,6)5112(020’,6,6)%]2(020’,6,6)9211 )
(R520’,20',20/,20’)KLMN = (R420',20’,20',20')KMNL g

(Rﬁzo',zo',zof,zo')KLMN = (R420',20’,20',20'>KNLM ’

3The invariants listed here are equivalent to the R-symmetry invariants used in [47,48], up to a reordering.
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where K, L, M, N are indices for the 20’ representation, I;, J; are indices for the 6 represen-
tation, and Cao g6 is the three-point su(4)g-invariant between one copy of the 20" rep and
two copies of the 6 rep, normalized such that (Cz66)1; = \%.4 In the expression (3.3), the
second line is the four-point function in a free N/ = 4 superconformal theory with central
charge ¢, while the reduced correlator 7 (u,v) in the first line depends non-trivially on the
dynamics of the theory. One should note that since we expand the correlation functions
in a basis of conformally-covariant structures, as given in (3.1), only the Ward identities

01020304 (u,v) in
M

for Poincaré SUSY are needed to derive the expressions for all possible g;;
terms of T (u,v).” We use these Poincaré SUSY Ward identities to compute the correlation
functions of operators in the N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet that contribute to the squashed
integral constraints in (1.4). This computation is done in flat space, since correlation func-

tions on S* can be obtained from flat space correlators via the conformal transformation

(O1(21)Os(22)O3(23) O4(74) )
Q1) 21 Q(9) A2 3) A3 Q4) A4

(O1(71)Oa(22)O3(23) Oa(74)) g1 = (3.5)

where A; is the conformal dimension of O;(z;) and Q(x;) is the Weyl factor in (2.1).

Details of the Ward identity computation can be found in Appendix B of [47] using the
component field method of [61]. The SUSY transformations for the N' = 4 stress-tensor mul-
tiplet are necessary for this Ward identity computation. We describe in Appendix D how
these SUSY transformations can be obtained. The particular four-point correlation func-
tions of N’ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet operators that contribute to the fourth derivatives of
the sphere free energy, listed in (1.1), are: (SSSS), (SSPP), (PPPP), (SSJJ), (SSB~B*),
(PPJJ),(PPB~B*), (PPB*B*), (PPB~B~),(SPB*J), (SPB~J),(JJJJ), (JJB*B*),
and (B~ B~ BT B™), where we have suppressed Lorentz indices for clarity. The chain of Ward
identities solved to compute the g-functions for these correlators are given in Table 5.

We focus on computing the 7 (u, v)-dependent part of the g-functions of these correlators.
Free theory contributions to squashing derivatives of the sphere free energy can be easily
computed using the relations between various integral constraints, given in (1.2), and the
previously-derived expressions for the derivatives of the sphere free energy that do not involve

squashing, given in (1.3). This is done by setting 7 (u,v) to zero when substituting (1.3) in

4Details regarding our su(4)g conventions, including the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients relating various
representations, as well as an explanation on how three-point su(4) g-invariants can be computed is provided
in Appendix D.

5Using the superconformal algebra, one can show that invariance under special conformal transformations
and Poincaré SUSY implies invariance under superconformal SUSY. Thus, the Ward identities for supercon-
formal SUSY would not provide any additional information beyond what is contained in the Poincaré SUSY
Ward identities.
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Variation Correlators used Correlators obtained
5 (555%) (5555) (SSxY) (S8S5.J)
§ (SSPy) (SSxX) (SPxx) (SSPP) (SSB~P)
J (SPPYX) (SPXX) (SSPP) (PPxX) (SPAX) (SPPJ)
§ (P PPx) (PPxY) (PP)\x) (PPPP) (PPPB™)
6 (SSJX) (5Sxx) (SS5J) (SIxx) (SSvx) (SSJJ)
6 (SSBTx) (SSxX) (SB*xx) (SSB™B*) (SSPB*) (SS¢x)
5 (SPJx) (SIXX) (SPxx) (PJxx) (SP¥x) (SPPJ) (SPB~J)
§ (PPJY) | (PJXX) (PPxX) (SPPJ) (\PJX) (PPyx) (PPJJ)
5 (SPB™Y) (SPXX) (SSPB*) (PB*XX) (SB*AY) (SPUX) (SPB*.)
d(PPB*x) (PB*XX) (PPxX) (PB*)\x) (PPyx) (PPPB*) (PPB~B")
§(PPB™x) (PB~xY) (PP)x) (PPB~B~) (P PPB"™)
6 (SJJX) (SIxx) (S5SJJ) (STJJT) (JIxX) (SJYX)
5 (JJJX) (JJIXX) (SJJJ) (JJJJ) (JJx)
6 (SB~B*X) (SB™XX) (SSB~BY) (B"BXX) (SBTAX) (SB~B"J)
(SB~Yx)
6 (SB*Jx) (SIxx) (SBTxX) (BT Jxx) (SJPx)
(SB*ix) (SPB*J) (SB*B~J)
0 (B~ B*JX) (B~JXX) (B”B*xX) (AB*JX) (B~ J¥X)
(SB~B*.J) (B~ B*yX) (B~B*JJ)
5(SB"B'X) | (SBXX) (SSB"B") (B-B*xX) (SBYAX) (SB~B*J)
(SB~x)
§ (B*B*Bx) (B~ B*xx) (B*B*Ax) (B~B~B*B") (B*B*PB")
(B*B™Yx)

Table 5: Ward identities solved to calculate the A/ = 4 four-point functions that contribute
to fourth derivatives of the sphere free energy. Each Ward identity can be used to express
the correlators in the third column in terms of derivatives of the correlator(s) in the second
column. For clarity, we do not write Lorentz indices explicitly. For all Ward identities
listed above, apart from the first one, the conjugate Ward identities (with all the operators
switched with their conjugates) are also computed to get the conjugate correlators not listed
above (such as (PPBTB™) and other correlators needed at intermediate steps).
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(1.2). Note that even though the relations (1.2) are obtained using the partition function of
SU(N) N =4 SYM [50], the free theory contributions to the squashed integral constraints
computed using (1.2) are valid for any N' = 4 SCFT. Indeed, the only theory-specific data
that enters into the free theory part of (3.3) is the parameter ¢. Hence, we do not need to
explicitly compute the free theory part for any correlation functions.

N = 4 superconformal symmetry does not place any contraints on 7 (u,v). However,
T (u,v) is constrained by the fact that the four-point function (S(z1)S(x9)S(x3)S(z4)) in

(3.3) must remain invariant under crossing. This condition implies

ﬂuMZT(lﬁ):mew,

v’ v u?
u 1 v 1 9
Tl—-)=T/(-,-)=v"T(u,v), (3.6)
v’ uw u
T(i3>27mwy
w u

We will use these identities in Sections 4 and 5.

3.2 N =2 SCFT operators embedded in N = 4 stress-tensor mul-
tiplet

In addition to computing N' = 4 four-point functions, we need to identify the particular
components of N/ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet operators that correspond to the N' = 2
operators coupling to the squashing, mass, and 7 parameters, described in Section 2. Any
N = 4 SCFT can be described as an N/ = 2 SCFT with su(2)p flavor symmetry. In this
language, the R-symmetry algebra of the N/ = 4 SCFT splits as

su(4)p — su(2)g x su(2)p x u(l)p. (3.7)

The N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet splits into several N' = 2 SUSY multiplets under this
decomposition. This includes the N' = 2 stress-tensor multiplet, the flavor current multiplet,
and the chiral (and anti-chiral) multiplets, which contain the squashing, mass, and 7 (and
7) deformation operators discussed in (2.15), (2.8), and (2.6) respectively. While the N' = 2
stress-tensor, chiral, and anti-chiral multiplets are in the singlet representation of su(2)g
flavor symmetry, the flavor multiplet is in the triplet representation.

The decomposition of the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet into these submultiplets can be

done by first identifying the superprimaries of the N' = 2 chiral, anti-chiral, flavor current,
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and stress-tensor multiplets as particular components of the N = 4 stress-tensor superpri-
mary. Following this, we can compare the N' = 4 SUSY transformations of the stress-tensor
multiplet to the A" = 2 SUSY transformations of the submultiplets that it decomposes into,
and identify linear combinations of the N' = 4 operators with operators in the N' = 2 mul-
tiplets. We provide more details on this computation in Appendix E, where we also fix the
normalization factors in this decomposition. In this section, we summarize the results by
giving the components of N’ = 4 operators corresponding to the various operators discussed
in Section 2.

We choose the action of su(2)g, su(2)r and u(1)z on the fundamental representation of

su(4)g to be given by the following 4 x 4 matrices (Ty)"5

l. o 0 i 0 0 1{-1 0
(T4)5u(2)R = <0 0) ) (T4)su(2)p = (0 O'i> ) <T4)u(1)R = 5 < 0 1) ) (38)

where i = 1,2,3 and A, B are su(4)g fundamental indices. Choosing the basis for the

6 representation such that the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the anti-symmetric product

(4®4), =6 are
0.2
0.2 I
0 =%
(3.9)
where I is a 6 index, the action of the su(2)g x su(2)r x u(1)g generators in (3.8) on the 6

representation of su(4)g is given by the following matrices® (Tg)!,

0 —1 0 o> 0 0 0 o O
(Te)a =4 |1 0 0.0 —o®> 0f.|0> 0 Of ;.
|\ 0 0 0 0 0 0
([0 o2 0 0 0 o' 0
(T6)ou()r = 9 | i0® 0 o2 0|,|—ict 0 0ofy, (3.10)
[\ 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0
00 0
(Te)u(yp = 0
0 o2

6These matrices are obtained by using the condition (D.10).
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The dimension-two superprimary of the N/ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet in the 20" repre-
sentation of su(4)g can be represented as the rank-two traceless symmetric tensor S, where
I,J are 6 indices. The superprimary S;; contains several N = 2 operators which can be
identified with the various subrepresentations that appear in the decomposition of the 20’

representation under the split (3.7):

20— (3,3)0 @ (1,1)0 @ (2,2)x1 @ (1,1)1,

(mn) —m _ (3.11)
Srr— ‘](ij) & o e {Wrn W} e {AA},

where i, j are su(2)g labels, m, n are su(2)p labels, and for the subrepresentation (R, Rs),,
Ry is the su(2)p representation, Ry is the su(2)p representation, and r is the u(1)g charge.
The primaries of the N' = 2 chiral and antichiral multiplets (which give the 7 and 7 de-
formations described in (2.6)), namely A and A respectively, correspond to the (1,1), and

(1,1)_5 subrepresentations in (3.11) respectively. With S;; normalized as

1 1
<SIJ(=T1)SKL(952)> = F <5IK5JL + 07205k — §5U5KL> ) (3-12)
12

these two operators correspond to the S7; components

A Ve (S5 + 20S56 — Ses)
2v2, (3.13)

_ \/E )
A Sss — 21556 — Se6)
2\/57_2( 55 1056 66)

which gives the two-point function

C

(A1) A(2)) = 5 (3.14)

221,73
normalized to match the conventions in [50].

The N = 2 flavor multiplet operator Ji5, which is a part of the mass deformation in
(2.8), lies in the (3, 3), subrepresentation in the decomposition of Sy; in (3.11). It is given
by

——=—(S11 — Saa — S33 + Sua); (3.15)

note that we have chosen this combination of components so that the mass deformation lies

in the Cartan of su(2)r generated by T, .
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The dimension-three scalar P in the N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet, which is in the 10
representation of su(4)g, can be written as a rank-two symmetric tensor Pap), where A, B

are 4 indices. This representation splits as

10 — (1,3)_1 D (3,1)1 D (2,2)0

(3.16)
Papy = K™ @ Ny @ Ly

under the decomposition in (3.7). Similarly, the P in the 10 representation, represented as

)

. —(AB o
rank-two symmetric tensor P , where A, B are 4 indices, decomposes as

10 — (1,3); @ (3,1)_; @ (2,2)0

P k™ o Ny o I

i

(3.17)

The dimension-three operators K and K in the flavor multiplet, which are part of the mass
deformation in (2.8), belong to the (1,3)_; and (1,3); subrepresentations in (3.16) and
(3.17) respectively. Using the fact that the mass deformation lies in the Cartan generated

by ngu(z)F7 we can identify K and K as the components

24/c
K = *—{PM,
5 (3.18)
? _ 2C—34 ’
™
where the normalization of P4p and P s given by the two-point function
Pas(a) P (02)) = — (5,56," + 6,26,C
(Pas() P (@) = 5o (025057 +6,°6,°) (319)
12

The anti-self-dual operator Br,, in the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet lies in the 6 repre-

sentation of su(4)g. Under the decomposition (3.7), this representation splits as

6 — (1, 1)_1 ) (171)1 ) (272)07
By, — Z, & G, & H, .

I pv i puv

(3.20)

The anti-self-dual operator Z, in the N = 2 stress-tensor multiplet, which is a part of the

squashing deformation (2.15), lies in the (1,1)_; subrepresentation. Likewise, the self-dual

+

T Of the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet, which is in the 6 representation of su(4)x,

operator B
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splits as
6 —(1,1); @ (1,1)1 & (2,2),

BjW—> zh, © Gp @ H;’;;j.

(3.21)

The Z:[V in the N' = 2 stress-tensor multiplet, which is also a part of the squashing defor-
mation, is identified as the (1,1); subrepresentation.

With the normalization

_ 017 2,0),(0,2
<BIW($1)Bjcd(x2)> = 8x_§28[{“(”][c)d}( )}($12), (3.22)

where the tensor S[{u(f]’[(?é](o’m}(:c) is

2,0),(0,2 . :
3[{;,,][,303 )}(x) = 2%(8,p0v0 — 0uo0up) + 2(Tpu€por® — Tu€por”) + T2€0p0 (3.23)

— 2(2,2p005 — TuTp0ue — TpTolyp + TuTelpp)

the N = 2 operators Z,, and ZJV are given by the N/ = 4 operators

+ \/% B+ _ 'B—i-
nv 2\/571_2( ur 6 v ,uu5>7
(3.24)
sV
SNy

B;I/G + ZB}:I/5) :

Finally, the su(4)r symmetry current operator in the 15 representation of su(4)g, which

can be written as a 6 X 6 antisymmetric tensor Jj;,, splits as

15 = (3,1)0 ® (1,3)0 @ (1,1)p & (2,2)41,

o o ) = m (3.25)
Ju = Juit @dpum” @ Ju @ {4 du )

The dimension-three su(2)r symmetry current operator j,;* in the ' = 2 stress-tensor
multiplet, given in Table 3, can be identified as the (3,1), subrepresentation. The j,ul
operator in the squashing deformation (2.15) can be identified as

1 _ V3 (3.26)

jﬂl - ) (J23,u_=]14u)7
s
where Jj7 7, is normalized as

2
<x125ul/ — 219 nr12 u)
7 .
4x7,

(Jirnu(@1) Sk (x2)) = (01xd50 — 01005k ) (3.27)
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4 Revisiting non-squashed integral constraints

In this section, we revisit the 0,0-02, log Z and 9% log Z integral constraints that were pre-
viously computed in [47] and [48]. We rederive these integral constraints using a different
method in order to illustrate the approach we will use for computing integral constraints

with squashing.

4.1 0,0-0%log Z

For an A/ = 2 SCFT, the integrated correlator 9,0-02 log Z is given by the integral

0,002 1052 = [ 'y 5. /5las) /o) (AN) A(S) Onlas) Ol s (41)

where O,, = i(K — K) + 2Jj, is the mass deformation operator defined in (2.8), and A and
A are the chiral and antichiral primary operators whose insertions at the poles correspond
to the 7 deformation, as mentioned in (2.6). Note that 1/g(z) = Q(x)*, where Q(z) = )
is the conformal factor relating S* to R? (2.1), and correlators on S* are related to flat space
correlators by a conformal transformation (3.5).

In a generic N' = 2 SCFT, the integral in (4.1) receives contributions from two four-
point correlators: (A(N)A(S)Ji2(w3)J12(74)) and (A(N)A(S)K (v3)K(z4)). As discussed
in the previous section, we are computing integral constraints for theories with N' = 4
superconformal symmetry in this paper. In this case, the mass and 7 deformation operators
correspond to particular components of operators appearing in the stress-tensor multiplet
of the N/ = 4 theory, as given in (3.13), (3.15) and (3.18), and we can use N' = 4 SUSY
Ward identities to relate these correlators to the four-point function of the superprimary of
the N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet, given in (3.3). This superprimary four-point correlator
contains two types of terms: those that depend on the reduced correlator of the N' = 4
theory 7 (u,v), and a free theory contribution. The integrated correlator given in (4.1) can
hence be separated into two parts,

0,0-02, log Z = (0-0-0;,log Z) . + (0:0-0,log Z) (4.2)

free ’

where (9,0-02, log Z) contains only the T (u, v)-dependent part of the four-point correlation
function given in (5.1), while (9,002 log Z)
point correlator. The term (9,0-02 log Z)

oo cOntains the free theory part of the four-

tree Vanishes [47], because in a free N’ = 4 theory

the vector multiplet (for which 7 is the complexified gauge coupling) decouples from the
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hypermultiplet (for which m is the mass parameter). We therefore focus on recomputing

just (9-0-02, log Z)+ in this subsection. This term is given by the integral

(878%87?” log Z)T
:/d4x3 d*z, {49@3)29(364)2 (A(N)A(S) Ji2(23) J12(24)) 7 o (4.3)

# a)2en) (A AS) K (2K () + ANVASK ) (@0)7e) |

The T (u,v)-dependent parts of the flat space correlators appearing in this integral can be

written as differential operators acting on 7T (u, v):

(ACNYA(S) ) ) e =~ ey
(AVIAS) K 0 R )y e = 0 |20 (4.4
2134
A AR (00K (22 as = 00 | 500 |
where the conformal cross-ratios, defined in (3.2), are now given by u = % and v = %,

since x; and xo are set to the origin and infinity, respectively. The expressions in (4.4)
are obtained by taking the appropriate limits of the correlators in (F.7). The second and
third expressions in (4.4) are related to each other by (x3 <> z4) crossing, as can be checked
explicitly using the crossing relation 7 (%, 1) = v®T (u,v), given in (3.6).

Plugging the expressions in (4.4) into the integral in (4.3) and integrating by parts, we
get

(0,0-0%log Z) .
AT (u,v) (4.5)

12,4 °
AmiTsas,

_ / Aty d'y [Q(3)°Q(0)20 + Qa5 Q)0 + Qs Q)]

We can then use SO(4) rotations to fix Z3 = 2(1,0,0,0) and 74 = zr(cosf,siné,0,0). In this
configuration (along with #; = 0,75 = 00), the conformal cross-ratios v and v are simple

functions of the variables r and 6,

x3, 23
(u,v) = (—34 —4) = (1+7r*—2rcosf,r?) . (4.6)

2 2
T3 I3

The integrand in (4.5) is a total z-derivative after this change of variables and can be inte-
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grated easily, leaving a boundary term contribution coming from the z = 0 boundary. The

final expression is

8c? 73 sin? 0
2 —
(0-6-0, log Z)T = dr df 2 T (u,v). (4.7)

This is the same expression that was found in [47,48] (see also (1.3)). Compared to [47], our
approach to computing the 0,0-02 log Z integrated correlator is simpler since we use the
compact expressions (4.4) for the correlators contributing to 9,9-02, log Z. Additionally, we
directly obtain a crossing-symmetric form for 9,9-02, log Z since we start with a manifestly
crossing-symmetric integrand in (4.3). This was not the case for the computation in [47],

and the result was later simplified in [48] using crossing symmetry.

4.2 0l logZ

The integrated correlator 92 log Z in an ' = 2 SCFT is given by the integral

9t log Z = / H d*2i \/9(2:) (O (1) O (22) O (23) O (224)) g1 - (4.8)

where O,, is given in (2.8). Since we are computing integral constraints in an N' = 4 SCFT,
the four-point function in the integral above can be related to the stress-tensor superprimary
four-point correlator, given in (3.3), using N' = 4 SUSY Ward identities. The particular
components of N/ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet operators that correspond to O,, are given in
(3.15) and (3.18). As was the case for the 9,0-02 log Z integrated correlator in the previous
subsection, we can separate out the integrated correlator in (4.8) into two parts

o, log Z = (93, log Z)T+ (95, log Z) (4.9)

free ’

where (9, log Z) is the contribution of the purely T (u, v)-dependent part of the four-point

correlator in (4.8), given by the integral

(0,108 2) = / H d*2; \/9(7:) (Om(21) O (22) O (23) O (24)) 1 (4.10)
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while (9, log Z);..
n (4.8). The term (9, log Z)

is the contribution from the free theory part of the four-point correlator

free Was computed in [48] to be

(85,108 Z) . = 48¢¢(3). (4.11)
We focus on rederiving (9, log Z) in this subsection.

4.2.1 Integration by parts

The T (u,v)-dependent parts of the four-point correlators that contribute to the integral
(4.10) are given in (F.8). Substituting these correlators into (4.10) and integrating by parts,

we have

(Om logZ / (H ' ) m4(yl,y27?/3,y4)%. (4.12)

Y12Y34Y13Y24

where d*QY, = d°y;6(y; — 1) is the measure on S*, y2 = Q(x:)Q(z;)z;;

the chordal distance between the points y; and y; on the unit sphere in R, the conformal

is the square of

cross-ratios u and v, defined in (3.2), can be written in terms of the unit vectors on R® as

o y%2y§4 o 9%43/%3
2,200 V= —="75, (413)
Y13Y24 Y13Y24

and the factor H,,4(y1, Y2, y3,vy4) in (4.12) is given by the polynomial

2

c
Hyps = @(9%2934 + 933934 + y%4y§3)
1 1 (4.14)
X [yé <§y%2 + yf3 + §y§4> + (23 other permutations of {1, ¥, y3,vs})
Using the crossing relations given in (3.6), one can check that the factor " Z(Uy )y appearing
12934913924

in (4.12) is crossing-invariant. Since H,,s is invariant under any permutation of the four
points {y1, Y, Y3, 44} on S*, we observe that the expression (4.12) is invariant under crossing,
as is expected from the integral (4.10).

4.2.2 Converting to D-functions in 6d

The integral (4.12) can be further simplified into an integral over just the conformal cross-

ratios w and v, just like the 0,0-02 log Z integrated correlator in (4.7). In this case, it
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is convenient to perform the simplification by embedding S* on the null lightcone in six
dimensions. Since the conformal symmetry of S* is SO(5, 1), this embedding makes conformal
symmetry manifest.

We will now write (4.12) in terms of coordinates in R>! with signature (+ + + + + —).
A point y on the unit sphere in R® can be associated with the lightray L; defined as

L; = {X - ()Z',X6> X = Xﬁg} . (4.15)

The SO(5)-invariant y;; can be written in terms of R>! vectors as

. —2X- X
X YOX YY)

(4.16)

for any X;, € Lz, where Y, = (0,0,0,0,0,1) is a future-directed time-like vector in R>!.

i
Note that (4.16) is the same no matter which X; € Ly, is chosen to represent the lightray
as it is invariant under rescalings along each of the rays: X — \;X. We can use (4.16) to
write the integrand in (4.12) as a function in R*>!'. Using (4.16), the conformal cross-ratios,
given in terms of the points y; on S* in (4.13), can be written in terms of the 6d vectors

X; €Ly as

u= v = . (4.17)

Note once again that these expressions are invariant under rescalings X, — A\ Xy, and are
thus independent of the choice of the representative point chosen for each lightray.

Since our objective is to write the integrated correlator (92 log Z )7 as an integral of a
conformally-invariant function, it would be convenient to express (4.12) as an integral with

a conformally-invariant measure. This is given by the expression

4 d4Q XIX]
arvez), = [l i (eairgy) 00 09

T, da
=l 5% is invariant under conformal transformations.” The function F},a

whose measure ———5—=
(3112 )

"In general, a conformal transformation on S* leaves the metric invariant up to a position-dependent Weyl
rescaling factor A(y). Under such a conformal transformation, the numerator of the measure Hle d*Qi,
goes to ([Ti_, M (y:))d*Q%, and the factor y12y§4 in the denominator goes to ([Ti_; Ai(yi))y3ay2.- The A(y;)
1—[4 4 ’l

factors would cancel each other in £
( Yi2Y 34)

* leaving it conformally invariant.
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is related to H,,, defined in (4.14), as

X.-X. y4 y4
F 4 J _ J12 34H (2
m4 ((Xz . Y*)(XJ . Y*)) 9%31514 m (yz]) _2x, X, y (419)

2
Yij 7 XY (X Y)

for X; € Ly,.

F,,a is not SO(5, 1)-invariant since it depends on Y,. However, it is invariant under
SO(5, 1) transformations acting simultaneously on the four lightrays Ly, as well as the point
Y.. We can use SO(5,1) transformations to fix the points ¢; to a specific configuration on
S%, while moving the point Y, all over the locus of points satisfying Y, - Y, = —1 and
Y > 0, also known as the AdS hyperboloid. This converts the integral over four points on
S% in (4.18) into an integral over the AdS hyperboloid as well as the conformal cross-ratios
u and v. Doing the integral over the AdS hyperboloid leaves us with a conformally-invariant
form for (4.18). Details of this manipulation are provided in Appendix G. Using the result
given in (G.12) and (G.13), we are left with a conformally-invariant form for (9, log Z),

47® r3sin?
4 _
(8m10gZ)T—? dr do

where r and 0 are related to the conformal cross-ratios v and v viaw = 14+7r2—2rcos 0, v = r?,

and the function F,,1(u,v) is defined in terms of F,: as
Fnt (U, 0) = T [Fpa] (4.21)

for the functional J defined in (G.13). The function F,,1(u,v) can be expressed in terms
of four-point D,, ,, r, r,-functions, which are defined as integrals over AdS space in (H.1), or
equivalently, in terms of the conformally-invariant D-functions, which are related to four-

point D-functions via (H.2). We find that F,,:(u,v) is given by the sum of D-functions

4u*(1 +u +v)
76
+ E371’173 + 2UU52,372,1 + 2u52,371,2 + 21)52373’1 + 2(u + v+ 1)52’2,2’2

Fma(u,v) = [U253,3,1,1 +2uD3991 +2uD3212 + D3131 +2D31.22

14ty

+ 252,2,1,3 + 2E2,1,3,2 + 232,1,2,3 + U231,3,3,1 + 27}E1,3,2,2 + E1,3,1,3

+ 20D 939+ 2D1 923 + 51,1,373] .
(4.22)

As pointed out in Appendix H.1, each D-function appearing in this sum can be expressed in
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terms of a basis of four D-functions, which we choose to be {5171,171,5171’272, 51727271, 52,272’2}.
Substituting in the expressions for each D-function into (4.22), we obtain a simple expression
for Frua(u,v),

24¢? 9 —
.Fm4 (U, ’U) = ?UJ (1 +u + U)DLLLl(u’ U) . (423>

Plugging this expression into (4.18), we obtain the final form for the integrated correlator
(O, log Z)+

B 32¢2 r3sin® 0

(8fnlogZ)T—T dr df ">

(1 +u+v)Dyy11(u,v)T (u,v), (4.24)

which is the formula previously found in [48] (see also (1.3)).

Note that the computation of this integrated correlator in [48] had an apparently diver-
gent contribution from the A/ = 4 stress-tensor correlator (PPPP). In [48], this divergent
contribution was regulated by deforming the conformal dimensions of one of the P and P
operators from A = 3 to A = 3 — € and changing just the kinematic prefactor of the four-
point correlator. It was only after integrating by parts that this contribution was found to
be finite in the ¢ — 0 limit. This deformation was not appropriately justified in [48]. In this
section, we have avoided divergences by using the compact expressions for the Ward identi-
ties in (F.8) and integrating by parts first. All contributions to 92 log Z are finite using this
approach.

Additionally, note that in this approach we are using the mass deformation of the form
(2.8), rather than the mass deformation used in [47,48] which is of the form (2.7) and has
subleading O(m?) terms. The mass deformation (2.8) corresponds to a particular regular-
ization scheme for which the SUSY Ward identities in Appendix F hold even at coincident
points. In this scheme, the K x K OPE contains terms that contribute to the integral con-
straint in the same way that the O(m?) terms of (2.8) would via lower point correlators.

Either scheme is valid and we get the same integral constraint as in [47] and [48].

5 Integral constraints with squashing

In this section, we will derive the main results of this paper: the integral constraints corre-
sponding to the derivatives 9,0-07 log Z, 0202, log Z, and (9 — 1592) log Z.
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5.1 678%85 log Z

We begin with the 9,0-07 log Z integral constraint. In a general N’ = 2 SCFT, this constraint

is given by

Pt = [ dtdtan Valm) Vo) (AN)A(S) Oufe) Oula))

+ (lower-point contributions),

(5.1)

where Oy, is the squashing deformation operator, defined earlier in (2.15). Note that we have
used (2.6) to relate the 7 and 7 derivatives in (5.1) to insertions of A and A at the north
and south poles of S*.

In N = 2 language, the four-point correlation functions that contribute to this integrated
correlator are (AAZ,, Z 1) and (AAj,,'j,,"). For theories with A" = 4 superconformal sym-
metry, the squashing deformation operators jull, Z,, and Z/f,/ can be identified as specific
components of operators in the N/ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet, given in (3.24) and (3.26).
We can then use N = 4 SUSY Ward identities to relate the (AAZ,,Zf ) and (AAj,,'j,,")
correlators to the four-point function of the superprimary of the N/ = 4 stress-tensor multi-
plet, given in (3.3). The integrated correlator given in (5.1) can hence be separated into two
parts,

0,0-0; log Z = (0.0-0; log Z)T + (0,0-0; log Z) (5.2)

free ’

where (0,0-0; log Z)- contains only the T (u, v)-dependent part of the four-point correlation
function given in (5.1), while (9,002 log Z)
theory part of the four-point correlator as well as contributions from lower-point correlators.
The term (9,0-0% log Z)
(1.3), as was pointed out earlier in Section 3.1. Therefore, we focus on computing just the

(0,0-0% log Z). piece in this section. The purely T (u, v)-dependent part of the (AAZ )

e contains all the remaining terms: the free

oo Can be easily computed using the relations given in (1.2) and
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and (A./leﬂll 4, 11) correlators in R* are given by

_ , 2 o [23T (u,v
AV YRS o)t 1) g = g (3000 = O+ ) |5
3734
2 4
_ n o C _ [3v3] o+ [nava] $4T(U, U)
<A(N)A(S)Z/J,1V1( )Z,u,guz( )>T,R4 - _3271'47'22P [m1v1] P [u2v2] 5M3M4a4u3a4u4 |: $§I§4
I _ 02 V- _ 44 T u,v
<'A(N)'A(S)Z+1V1( )ZM2V2(:E4)>T,R4 - 327472 P+[M1V1][M3 J}P [M2V2][M ]5%“463%@3”4 { ;4 )} ’
2 34
(5.3)

where Pi[w} lpo] projects out the anti-self-dual part of a tensor, Pﬂ ][p d
2

projects out the
self-dual part, and v and v, defined in (3.2), are now given by u = 334, v = x;é, since we
have set 7 to the origin and x5 to infinity. These expressions come from taking appropriate
limits of the expressions in (F.9). The second and third correlators above are equal to each
other after the permutation of points x3 <> x4, as can be checked using the crossing relation
T(%,1) = v*T (u,v). Note that we are once again working in a regularization scheme in which
the Ward identities in (5.3) are valid at coincident points, as was the case in Section 4. We
employ a similar regularization scheme choice for the computation of the remaining squashed
integral constraints that appear later on in Sections 5.2 and 5.3.

Substituting (5.3) into (5.1) and integrating by parts, we obtain
(0-0-0y10g Z) . = /d4x3 d*zy H" (23, 24) T (u,v), (5.4)

where

2 .2

g 3a3Q(zs) | 33Q(x3 )) (5.5)

beT?:_—Q 3Q 3 2
Srigazad, ) U ( 5300 22000

This integral is manifestly SO(4)-invariant. Using rotational symmetry, we can do 5 of
the 8 remaining integrals easily and fix x5 and x4 to the configuration: z3 = 2(1,0,0,0), and
xg4 = rz(cosf,sinf,0,0). Then the integral in (5.4) is reduced to an integral over r, 6, and
z. We further find that the integrand is a total z-derivative, so the z-integral can be carried
out easily, leaving behind a boundary term contribution from z = 0. After this step, (5.4)

reduces to the simple form

2 3
(0-0-0; log Z)T: 8¢ /drd&r s;n GT(u, v), (5.6)

273
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where © = ;4 =14+7%—2rcosf and v = —‘Z‘ = r*. This is exactly what is expected from
3

the first relation in (1.2) after substituting in the 820282 F integral constraint given in (1.3).

As we noted in the introduction, this means that the integral constraint from 9,0-0%F is

equivalent to the one from 9,0-02 F

5.2 070%logZ

The 0702 log Z integral constraint for an N'= 2 SCFT is given by

002, log Z = / [T i Vg(@:) (On(21)On(@2)Osfan)Oy(a)) -

+ (lower-point contributions) ,

where O,, is the mass deformation, defined in (2.8), and O, is the squashing deformation,
defined in (2.15). For an V' = 4 SCFT, the stress-tensor multiplet operators corresponding
to the mass deformation and squashing deformation are given in (3.15), (3.18), (3.24), and
(3.26). The four-point correlators of these N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet operators con-
tributing to 9292 log Z can be related to T (u,v) using N' = 4 SUSY Ward identities. The
purely 7 (u,v)-dependent parts of these correlators are given in (F.14). Once again, we can
separate 0202 log Z into two terms,

0,02, log Z = (0302 log Z)T + (0702, 10g Z) (5.8)

free ’

where (0702, log Z)+ is the T (u, v)-dependent part from the integral of the four-point corre-
lator in (5.7),

(902, logZ /H d4x, i) (O (1) O (22) Op(23) Op(24)) 7 50 (5.9)

while (9702, log Z),,.. consists of the integral of the free theory part of the four-point corre-
lator as well as the integral of the lower-point correlator contributions, and does not have
any T (u,v) dependence. One can proceed to simplify the integral (5.9) by substituting in
the correlators given in (F.14) and integrating by parts to get

(9302, logZ /(1_[cl4xZ (x;) )IC(Q)(mi)Hbzmz(xi)T(u,v), (5.10)
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where the scalar field @ is defined as

IC(Q) (xla Xo, T3, LU4) == 16(V[M1§V1])(x3)(V[u2éy2])(x4)IC[p,1V1][u2V2] (xla XTo, T3, 1'4) ) (511)

using the IC-tensor defined in (F.17), and the factor Hyz,2(z;) is given by

C2

1287789%29%49%3%4
+ 2(3y54 + Yis) (Ui + Yis + Yas + Yas) + 4(Yisyis + YasYas)
+ 2(yi4vss + VisYss) + 3(YTsyss + Yiavas)),

Hy2p2 =

(3(%3 + yil4 + 933 + y§4) + 9y§4 + yilz + 29%29?%4
(5.12)

where y7; = Q(2;)Q(z;)x7; is the square of the chordal distance between the points y; and y;
on the unit sphere in R5.

Since we wish to express (9,02 log Z) as an integral over the conformal cross-ratios u
and v, we would need to manipulate the integral (5.9) into a conformally-invariant form.
The first step in this process is to manipulate the integrand of (5.9) into a rotationally-
invariant function on S*. We now describe how this can be done conveniently by averaging

over background fields.

5.2.1 SO(5)-averaging

Under a rotation by an SO(5) group element R, represented by an orthogonal matrix R?,
when acting on an SO(5) vector, the R®> embedding space coordinates change linearly as
yP — y’? = quyq.8 The stereographic coordinates z inherit their SO(5) transformations
from their definitions (2.10) in terms of the y variables. The integrand of (5.9) can be
converted to an SO(5)-invariant form by changing the integration variables: = — 2’ = R(x),
and averaging R over SO(5). For a generic function f(z;), its SO(5) average {(f(z;)) is given
by the integral

(1)) = o | RIRE). (513)

where dR is the Haar measure on SO(5). Since K®) is the only factor in (5.9) that is not
SO(5)-invariant, it suffices to replace K® with its SO(5) average (K®).
Computing <<IC(2) >> is simplified by the fact that the background field d¢ = 9,§, dz* A dz”

$Raising and lowering of SO(5) indices are done with Kronecker deltas 62.
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is a particular combination of the tensor harmonics Y4 in the 10 of SO(5),

1
dg = My Y0, Y= ody? A dy? = SV (@) dat A da (5.14)

N | —

where p, ¢ are SO(5) vector indices and the M, matrix is

0 1 0 0 O
-1 00 0 O
M = 00 -1 0 (5.15)
01 0 0
0 00 O O
We therefore have
(@) = (Mg My £ P2 (5.16)
where
cpat vl — gyloalbnn] () Yelberal () Ky ) (1, 72, 73, 24) (5.17)

Note that the tensor K(z1, za, T3, 74) = 1Ko juare) (T1, T2, T3, T4) (dah Adaf) (dah? Ada?),
defined in (F.17), is invariant under SO(5) transformations.? Using (5.13), the invariance of
K, and the fact that Y% lies in the 10 of SO(5), we can express the SO(5)-average (K?))

as

<<’C(2) >> = P1[Mp,q, My, ] ﬁz[gﬁlzl pace] (z1, w2, 23, 74) (5.18)
where
1 _ _
Pl [MplqlelIz] = W/dR (RMR l)pllh (RMR 1)?2612 (519>

is the projection of the 10x 10 tensor product onto the singlet representation. This projection

9This follows from the SO(5) transformation properties of the K-tensor used for defining the K-tensor
using (F.6), (F.15), and (F.17). The K-tensor is defined using 6d embedding space in [92]. In this embedding
space, the K-tensor is manifestly covariant under the SO(1,5) symmetry group of the 6d embedding space,
which contains the SO(5) as a subgroup. The invariance of the K-tensor under SO(5) transformations thus
follows.
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is given by

Py [Mp1q1Mp2q2] = (I[plql][pzqz}Mp1q1Mp2q2)I[p1q1][p2q2] ) (5-20)
where
1
I[mqﬂ[pzqz] = \/_4—0(51311325@12 - 5p1q25q1p2) (5‘21>

is the unique SO(5)-invariant tensor that can be constructed out of two 10 representations,
normalized as I[plql][quQ}I[qul][PZqﬂ - 1.

Plugging (5.20) into (5.18) and using M, given in (5.15), we have

(5.22)

2
<<’C(2) >> - SLmeQ[plql]@lm] ’

with Lyz,2 given in (5.17). Further using (F.16), (F.17), and (5.14), (K ) can be computed

explicitly and expressed in a manifestly SO(5)-invariant way using R® coordinates as

2
<<’C(2)>> =z ((81/%3?453 + 89%43/%4 + 49%3934 + 4?4%4?/33) + (8 - Z/%Q)Z/gh
5 (5.23)

+ (4932 - 89%3 - 8yf4 - 8933 - 8954 + 934933 + y%3y§4)y§4) .

We have now converted (5.9) into a SO(5)-invariant integral of the form

(002108 Z) / (HdQ ) DN Hippo T (u,v) (5.24)

where d)%, = d®y; 6(y? — 1) is the measure on S*, and (K®)) and Hyz,n2 are given in (5.23)
and (5.12), respectively. The conformal cross-ratios u and v are defined in terms of the R®

unit vectors in (4.13).

5.2.2 Crossing symmetry

The integrand in (5.24) is invariant only under (y; <> yo) and (y3 > y4) permutations, which
are inherited from the permutation symmetries of the correlator in (5.9). It was observed
in [48] that writing the non-squashed integral constraints in a crossing-invariant form resulted
in a simpler expression. We anticipate that expressing (5.24) in a crossing-invariant form

would make later manipulations simpler as well. This crossing-invariant form can be obtained
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by replacing the integrand in (5.24) with the average of the crossed versions of the integrand

under the 24 permutations of the 4 points on S*. Using the crossing properties of T (u,v),
T(u v)

given in (3.6), one can observe that the factor of
Yi2Y3aY13Y24

is crossing-invariant. Therefore,

we can rewrite (5.24) as

4
i T (u,v
i=1

Y12Y34Y13Y24

where

1

]\Ime2 (3/@2]) = 24

(12934515921 (KP) Hyzz + (23 other permutations of {y1, y2, s, 51}))

02

9
19207 Ky?? (18 - 1y§4> +yayts (1425920 + 8Y21¥s1 + 3Y14Y24Y51)
6 2 —94 9 2 3 2 _§ 4 2% 2
+ Y12 | Yi3 + 21/24 Y34 4y34 + 20y34

5
y%4y§4 + 29339??4 + 5934%%4

3
+ Yis <yi13(3y§4 —12) + 8?J§4 + y%:s (—y§4 + B}

+ 84y§4 - 68933 + 99339%4 + 20934) ))

+ (23 other permutations of {y;,y2, s, y4})} ,

(5.26)

where <<IC(2)>> and Hyz,,2 are given in (5.23) and (5.12) respectively.

5.2.3 Simplification in 6d

The next step in our simplification is to convert the integral (5.25) into a conformally-
invariant form such that the measure could be expressed in terms of D-functions as was
done for the 9% log Z integrated correlator in Section 4.2. Following the approach described
in Section 4.2.2, we begin this manipulation by embedding a point y; on S* in R>!' as the
light-ray Ly, defined in (4.15). The integral (5.25) then becomes

d*Q) X, - X,
8287271 logZ / H 54 F2m2 ( ‘ J ) T u,v), (527)
( b 912934 ’ (Xz’ ’ Y*)(Xj - Y.) ( )
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where Fjz2,,2 is related to Nyz,2, defined in (5.26), as

X, X, yh oyl
Fb2m2 ( ! ) — Z12934 Nb2m2(yi2') ’ 2
(X; - Y.)(X;-Y,) yhyd, J P (5.28)

for X; € Ly,.

Following the procedure outlined in Appendix G, we can use SO(5, 1) transformations to
fix the four S* points y; to a particular kinematic configuration leaving (5.27) as an integral
over the conformal cross-ratios u and v. Using the results given in (G.12) and (G.13), we
are left with a conformally-invariant form for (9792 log Z),

r3 sin

202 _ 4_7T5 *0 5.29
(abﬁmlogZ)T— 3 dr do " Frzmz (u, 0)T (u,v), (5.29)

where the conformal cross-ratios u and v are related to r and @ by v = 1+r2—2rcosf, v = r?,

and the function Fyz,,2(u, v) is defined in terms of Fyz,,2 using the functional J, defined in
(G.13),

Fozmez (u,v) = T [Fyzme] . (5.30)

The Fy2pm2(u,v) function can be expressed in terms of D, . -functions, defined as integrals

n (H.1). A naive application of (H.1) to the integral (5.30) would result in an apparently
divergent Fiz,,2(u,v) function. Carefully regulating the integral in (5.30) and using various
identities of D-functions, one can show that Fiz2,,2(u,v) is finite. We go over the details of
this process in Appendix I. The final form for the integrated correlator (9707 log Z), after
this simplification is

2 2 3 o 28
(0p02 1og 7)., = ?’3—; drdo

o2 (L+u+v)Dyya(u,v) —4)T (u,v), (5.31)

using the simplified expression for Fyz,,2(u,v) given in (1.15). Using (1.3), we can see that

this result trivially satisfies the T (u,v) part of the second relation in (1.2).

37



5.3 (9} —1502)log Z

We now compute the final integrated correlator with squashing (9§ — 1597)log Z. For an
N =2 SCFT, it is given by the integral

(0} — 1502) log Z = /H Az \/9(x:) (Op(21)Op(22)Op(23)Op(4)) g (5.32)

+ (lower-point contributions) ,

where, once again, O, is the squashing deformation defined in (2.15). For an N/ = 4 SCFT,
the purely 7 (u, v)-dependent parts of the four-point correlation functions appearing in (5.32)
are given in (F.20). These relations arise from using (3.24) and (3.26) to identify the N' =4
operators that correspond to the squashing deformation and solving N' = 4 SUSY Ward
identities. Once again, we focus on computing the 7 (u, v)-dependent part of (9; —1507) log Z
which is the integral

((0, — 1507) logZ /H d*z; /g(x;) ) {Op(21) Op(22) Op(23) Op(24)) 1 g1 - (5.33)

We begin our computation by substituting the correlators in (F.20) into the integral
(5.33) and integrating by parts to get the expression

(0 — 1505) log Z) ., / <Hd4xl (z:) )M<2>(x,-)Hb4(xi)T(u,v). (5.34)

Here, the scalar field M® is defined as

M (@1, @9, 23, 24) = 256(V €M) (1) (VI2672T) (a05) (VI) () (V1€ ()

X My pove]psvs) uava) (T1, T2, T3, Ta)

(5.35)

where the M, uavs][usvs][uavs) tensor is defined in (F.22), and the factor Hys(x;) is given by

; { ( ;
Hy = —=yly — 6YTYTs — Yio¥s )
4096789%29??49%39349%4933 471 12918 12954

(5.36)
+ (23 other permutations of {y1, y2, y3, y4}] ,

77 is the chordal distance on S*.

where 32, = Q(z;)Q(z;)x
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5.3.1 SO(5)-averaging

Just like in the previous section, we can continue simplifying (5.34) by converting its in-
tegrand into an SO(5)-invariant function on S*. Following the discussion in Section 5.2.1,
this is done by replacing M® in (5.34) with its SO(5)-average (M ®)), where the averaging
operation {...) is defined by (5.13). Substituting in the expression for V*¢" as a tensor

harmonic in (5.14), we have
(M) = [V M M M ol (o

where

Eéﬁlql][pzqz][psqs}[P4f14} _ 16y[p1q1][u11/1](xl)y[plqﬂ[mm](xl)y[quQ][usVs} (x3>y[p4q4][u41/4] (5124)
(5.38)
X M[mul][uzl@}[u3V3Hu4V4](xla T2, T3, x4) )

M pnipavel (s [uava) (1, T2, T3, 24) is the tensor given in (F.22), and the tensor harmonics
YIPal and the matrix M, are given in (5.14) and (5.15) respectively. The tensor M =
LM i luave) vl fpava) AL A dayt dah® Adah? dah® Adaf? dalt Adalf is SO(5)-invariant. This
is made manifest by the expression (F.24) in which it is written as an SO(5)-invariant sum
over the 10 tensor harmonics. Using the invariance of M and the fact that the VP4 tensor

harmonics lie in the 10 of SO(5), (5.37) becomes

<<M(2) >> = Pl [MPIQI MP2Q2 MP3Q3MP4Q4]‘C{[§UH][pMQHquB][M(M] (331, T2, X3, 234) : (539)

Here, P; is the projector onto the singlet subspace of the tensor product of the four My,

matrices. It is given explicitly by the integral

Pl [Mpun Mp2q2 Mp3q3 Mp4q4}
B 1
~ vol(SO(5))

- - - ~ (5.40)
/ R (RMR )y (RMR ™)y (RMR ™) (RMR ™)

where dR is the Haar measure on SO(5).

The space of SO(5)-invariant tensors in the tensor product of four copies of 10 is six-

dimensional. We define our choice for basis tensors 7" for this space in terms of the contracted
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objects © = Tt MPHO P22 | [pads | pads

[Pl q1][p242][P343][Paga]

1
0= Z_l {tI‘(MlM2>tI'(M3M4), tI‘(MlMg)tI'(MQM4), tI'(MlM4)tI'<M2M3>, (5 41)

tr(M1M2M3M4), tr(M1M2M4M3), tr(M1M3M2M4)} >

for generic antisymmetric rank-two matrices M;. The integral (5.40) can be written in this

basis as
6
P [MPIQI MP2Q2MP3Q3MP4¢I4] = Z aiT[;lql][quz}[pgqg][p4q4] ’ (5'42)
i=1
where d = (1, 11, -3, ‘—é, —‘—;). This specific vector @ is obtained by using (5.42) as an

ansatz and requiring that both sides of (5.42) give the same number when contracted with
the six T" tensors.

Using this result along with the definition of L in (5.38) and the expression for M an
SO(5)-invariant sum in (F.24), (5.39) can be written as

8 11
<<M(2)>> 105?/23914 [(?ﬁz <§y§4 - 44934 + 160)
)
ot (100208 1008~ Dokt 20 1120 ) ) ()

+ (23 other permutations of{y1, y2, y3, y4})} :

We now have a SO(5)-invariant form for ((9, — 159;)log Z),

(85 — 150;)1og Z) . / (H d*Q ) N Hya T (u,v), (5.44)

where Hys and <<./\/l(2) ) are given explicitly in (5.36) and (5.43) respectively. The expression
for ((9y — 150;) log Z) can be simplified further into a conformally-invariant form following
the same procedure that we used for (9;02 log Z), in Section 5.2.3. This is done by first
embedding the integrand in (5.44) on the 6d lightcone, as discussed in Section 4.2.2. The
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((0y — 1597) log Z) integrated correlator is then given by the integral

4 2 ?:1 ', Xi - X;
(@t = 15)1052), = | (%T)) o) o (v )

9

X; G]Ly*i

(5.45)

where Y, = (0,0,0,0,0,1), the lightray Ly is defined in (4.15), and the function Fps is
related to Hys(y3;), given in (5.36), and (M®@), given in (5.43), by the substitution

Fb4 ((Xz . ;(:)();j ] Y*)) - [(y%2y?2>4)4 <<M(2) (y223>>> Hb4 (yz2j)]%2j_> 22X Xy . (546)

X; Y X Yx

Following the simplification in Appendix G, we can write the integral (5.45) in the

conformally-invariant form

47 r3sin? 6

((8y — 1587)1og Z) - = - [ d) —

Fb4(u,v)T(u,v), (547)
where © = 1 + 172 — 2rcosf, v = 12, and
Fpa(u,v) = J[Fp], (5.48)

with the functional J|...] defined as in (G.13). Fp(u,v) can be simplified using the same
techniques that were used to simplify Fyz2,,2(u,v) in Appendix I. This procedure involves
using the e-deformation discussed in Appendix [.2 to regulate apparent divergences coming
from extremal two-point, three-point and four-point D-functions. Following this simplifica-
tion, we obtain our final expression for ((9) — 159;)log Z), :

32¢2 r3sin? 6

y — 150} log Z = —— [ d
(09, — 150;) log - rdf o

(L+u+v)Dyp1q(u,v) —8)T (u,0).  (5.49)

This expression satisfies the 7 (u, v)-dependent part of the third relation in (1.2), once (5.31)

and the second expression in (1.3) are substituted in.
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A SUSY in N =2 SCFTs

In this appendix, we give some details regarding the N/ = 2 superconformal algebra. In
particular, we describe the field content of the N' = 2 Weyl multiplet and give the SUSY
transformations of these fields. We then explain how these transformations can be used to
identify Killing spinors in flat space as well as round S*. Before beginning this, we will
specify the details of the spinor conventions used in this work.

While we primarily use four-component spinor notation in this paper, we shall occasion-
ally switch to two-component spinor notation for convenience. A generic four-component

spinor v consists of a two-component left-handed spinor ¢, and a two-component right-

VrLa
s= ) Al
= () (a)

Note that we use undotted indices for left-handed two-component spinors, dotted indices for

handed spinor 15 R

right-handed two-component spinors, and hatted indices for four-component spinors. The

components of the Majorana conjugate 1 = ¢ C' are given by the relation

0 1 0

4 . i 0 0 0
Wewott o= 0 (A2)

—1 0

The raising and lowering conventions for the two-component spinors are

Yra = %%ng, U = e, (A.3)
where the rank-two Levi-Civita tensors are chosen such that

€lo=€2 =€y =€j5=1. (A.4)
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We take the Euclidean o and @ matrices to be
o, = {1}, 7% ={F —il}. (A.5)

where 0! with i = 1,2, 3 are the conventional Pauli matrices

ADEDE

The Euclidean gamma matrices are given by

0 o 1,234 10
@ — : , = = . AT
gl (W 0) Lt i el WA (A7)

Spinning operators can be written either using coordinate indices or using spinor indices.

These two forms are related by

. . - _ - + — 7+ =
Jag = JMUZO‘” Zaﬁ = ZMVO—ZE” ZdB = ZN”O—ZE ’ (A8>

where j, is any spin-one field, Z;V is any self-dual field, Z, is any anti-self-dual field, and

1

Tap = Z(Ugaaym — 00a0" "7 )€y

1 ‘ . (A.9)
Y e (Fhiegr. _ griask
Top = 4670[(0 Ohy— 0 O'QB).

Note that self-dual and anti-self-dual fields in Euclidean signature satisfy the relations

1
75 = :I:ieabchiCd. (A.10)

A.1 Superconformal algebra and the Weyl multiplet

We follow the conventions for N = 2 superconformal symmetry used in [86] and [87]. A

general N’ = 2 superconformal transformation acts on a field O via the Poisson bracket
3(e,n)O = {€Qi +&Q" +7'S; + 7,5, 0}, (A-11)

where Q; and Q' generate Poincaré supersymmetry (SUSY) transformations, S; and S°

generate conformal SUSY transformations, and ¢ = ¢7C is the Majorana conjugate for

43



Field Weyl weight Lorentz rep su(2)g rep u(1)g charge

o i 1o 2 -}
@ 05 2 :
T L -}
s G0 2 :

Table 6: Fermionic operators for the N' = 2 superconformal algebra and their quantum
numbers.

a four-component spinor as defined in (A.2). We pass from a Poisson bracket to the cor-
responding commutator in the quantum algebra via the relation {O,...} = —i[O,...] (or
an analogous relation involving anti-commutators for fermionic operators), where O is any
operator in the classical field theory and O is its quantum version.

The quantum numbers of the supersymmetry generators are given in Table 6. The
quantum numbers for the €, ¢;, n° and 7; spinors parametrizing SUSY transformations can
be inferred from Table 6 and (A.11). The SUSY generators satisfy the anticommutator

relations

. A 1_. A
{Q'4, Q]ﬂ} = _§5jz(7a)dﬁpa )

i 3 Loy ay B
(5%,5,%) = =56,(") Ka

6 Lejoar  Loj a8 s B Brri (4.12)
{Qiavsj }: _§5z' 5@ D — 151' (’Y )a My + 551' 5@ T_(S@ U,
i 3 oo Loy aby B Ueic B Brr i
{Q'a, 57} = =58;0,"D = 10, (v")5" Moy — 50,°0,°T + 6,0,

where P, is the generator for translations, K, is the generator for special conformal trans-
formations, Mg, is the generator for rotations, D is the generator for dilations, T is the
generator for u(1)g transformations, and U, is the generator for su(2)g transformations.
All other anticommutators of the ) and S operators vanish. Additional details of the N' = 2
superconformal algebra in the conventions we follow, including all other (anti-)commutators,
can be found in [86] and [87].

An N = 2 SCFT can be placed on a curved manifold by coupling the theory to a
background N = 2 Weyl multiplet [93]. This will generically break supersymmetry; in order
to preserve supersymmetry, the background must be chosen carefully. The Weyl multiplet
contains the gauge fields for N' = 2 superconformal symmetry, as well as auxiliary fields

that are required for the closure of the superconformal algebra. Some of the fields in the
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Field Weyl weight Lorentz rep su(2)g rep u(1)g charge

eua -1 (%7 %) 1 0
3 (1.3) 2 2
Yai 3 (3. 1) 2 —3
ba 1 (3,3) 1 0
A, 1 (3,9) 1 0
Vi 1 (3:3) 3 0
T, 1 (1,0) 1 1
T 1 (0,1) 1 —1
X' 3 (30) 2 2
Xi : (0.3) 2 —3
D 2 (0,0) 1 0

Table 7: Unconstrained fields in the Weyl multiplet and their transformation properties
under the N = 2 superconformal algebra.

Weyl multiplet, such as the spin connection w,*

, are determined in terms of the others by
suitably chosen curvature constraints [94]. The quantum numbers for the unconstrained Weyl

multiplet fields are given in Table 7. The Poincaré and conformal SUSY transformations for
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these unconstrained fields are (see (20.69) in [86]):

1—i a 1— a i
oe," = € %Dm T 567 U,
1, 3 ., 1_ .. 3.
66# - 56 ¢ui - w;n - ryﬂxl _€i¢u - §7lz¢u - gEi’Y#X )
- 3 P - ;
5‘/4,& = _§€ ¢ ¢m - ZE IYHX’L _Eigb“ + _77#% + glei'YuX 3
: B 3
oV, =€), - mW —emx + &P+ M — 78X
_15] _—¢k_—wk+§— k+—k¢ _i_—kw _§—k
oY LDy MYy 4€k7uX € Qup TN Yk 45 YuXk |
i 1 1 . i i 1 ij i
oY, = @ﬁ—ébu—i- 47 wuab 21A# e —V,;'e— 167 Tabg Vu€i — Vull
(A.13)
1 1 , , 1, :
0Py = (aﬂ T §b# T 47 "Wyad + ZA“) €&+ V.i'e — 16" "Tohij Vu€ — Yl

5Ta;7 = 2E1Rab(Qj)€ij y
0T = 26, Rap(Q;)e

- 1 1 1 1
ox' = =De' + =~ [——ZDT be 63 Rab(U )67 —l—zRab(T)e + Tbe nj} ,

2 6 4 2@
1 1, ; 1
oy = §Dei + 57 @Tabeme + Rab(U )ej — iR (T)e; + 2T e’ |

0D = %Ei¢Xi + %Eﬂbx" ;
where the derivative P = v#D,, contains all the gauge fields in the Weyl multiplet except for
the frame field.'0 Ry, is the covariant curvature for the corresponding gauge symmetry and
gbi is a constrained field that is determined in terms of the unconstrained fermionic fields in
the Weyl multiplet.

The spin connection wuab and the su(2) g gauge field Vi 7 are the only gauge fields whose
contributions to the covariant derivative are relevant for our discussion of Weyl multiplet

backgrounds. The expressions for the curvatures appearing in the above SUSY transforma-

'This also includes the gauge fields of Poincaré SUSY (4., ¢,,*) and conformal SUSY (¢, ¢,,), along
with the gauge fields of all the bosonic symmetries of the N' = 2 superconformal group.
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tions as well as the constrained fields QSL and wzb are

}?W(T) = 0,A, — 0,A, + (higher order terms),
R, (U =0,V,,7 — 0VVM‘7 + (higher order terms),
Ryu(Q) = 0,0, — 9,0, — Wby, + 70, + (higher order terms), (A.14)

¢L = —%7”(8#% — &,zﬁi) + éyﬂabaawg + imxi + (higher order terms),

wzb = 2¢" [aawe’j} — e”[“eb](’eucauef, + Qegfeb] “b, + (higher order terms),
where the higher order terms are quadratic in Weyl multiplet fields (like 77+, ;). These
higher-order terms are irrelevant for our discussion; the complete expressions for the curva-
ture and all the constrained fields can be found in [86] and [87]. We will now describe how
the SUSY transformations in (A.13) can be used to identify Killing spinors on R* and on

round S*.

A.2 Killing spinors in R* and round S*

When placing an N = 2 SCFT on any manifold, the background values of all the fermionic
operators in the Weyl multiplet are set to zero. The bosonic operators thus remain invariant
under any SUSY transformation. The background values of the bosonic operators then have
to be chosen such that the background values of the fermionic operators remain zero under

the preserved SUSY transformation. That is, they must obey
ox' =0xi =0, =, =0. (A.15)

For an N = 2 SCFT in flat space, the simplest supersymmetry-preserving background
has all the fields in the Weyl multiplet except for the frame field set to zero. The resulting

Killing equations are
8uei = 'y,mi , Ou€i = Yuli - (A.16)

These equations have the general solution
6%4:ai+¢ﬁi7 €R4i:ai+¢ﬁi7 77]%{4 :ﬁia 77R4i:ﬁi7 <A17)

where # = z,7*, and o', 8, o;, and 3; are arbitrary chiral spinors. These spinors contain 16

independent parameters, corresponding to the 16 supersymmetries of N' = 2 SCFTs on R*.

47



Spinor Lorentz rep u(1l)g charge

“ (0 ;
R I
C (%Y ;
OO B

Table 8: Quantum numbers of spinors parametrizing superconformal transformations in

(A.17) and (A.19).

The quantum numbers of these spinors are listed in Table 8.
Similarly, to place the theory on round S*, we can take the frame field to be given by
(2.2) and set all other independent fields in the Weyl multiplet to zero. The resulting Killing

equations are
i L i i 1
D,e=10,+ Zy Wyab | € = Yu1", D,ei=|0,+ 47 w#ab = V1 - (A.18)

The general solution to the above equations are related to (A.17) by the Weyl transformation

given in (2.1). The explicit solution is

, 2 2
s = %(a b, esi= L
1

s At a2

——= (i + {5,
V1+ ! (A.19)

(B"—fa'),  msui= \/-m( — foi),

where again there are 16 parameters and therefore 16 supersymmetries. The o, a4, 5° and
B; spinors have the same chirality as the flat space case. The 7 deformation described in
Section 2.1 is a deformation by an exactly marginal operator which does not break any of
these 16 supersymmetries. In contrast, the other two deformations that we consider in this
work, mass and squashing, break several of the supersymmetries of the N' = 2 superconformal
group, leaving only a proper subgroup unbroken. The derivation of two deformations, given
by (2.8) and (2.15), is provided in Appendices B and C respectively. We also discuss the

supersymmetries that are preserved by these deformations.
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Field Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(2)g rep u(l)g charge

X 1 (0,0) 1 1
X 1 (0,0) 1 —1
A 1 (3.3) 1 0
2 2 (3:0) 2 2
o 2 0,3) 2 -3
Yi; 2 (0,0) 3 0

Table 9: Fields in the vector multiplet and their quantum numbers under the NV = 2
superconformal algebra.

B Mass deformation on S*

To introduce a mass deformation for an N' = 2 SCFT on S* while preserving supersym-
metry, we can couple the N' = 2 flavor current multiplet to a background vector multiplet.
Supersymmetry is preserved by choosing appropriate background values for the scalar fields

in the vector multiplet.

B.1 Background vector multiplet

The field content of an N’ = 2 vector multiplet is summarized in Table 9. The Poincaré and

conformal SUSY transformations for the vector multiplet fields are [87]

X = Z€0
0 5€ Sk,
X = teqi
2
1

- 1 ) .
514“ = 557']%7;’}/”()]' + 55,']'@2’7“9] ,
2 (B.1)

591 = aXEZ + Z’}/ FabgijEJ + }/Z'jGJ + 2X7]z ,
50 = PXet + 7 Feiie; + Ve + 2%

1 1
(SY; = EE(’JDQj) + §€ik€jl€(klp91) .
The background values of the fermionic fields as well as the vector field are set to zero,

Ay =0 =0 =0, (B.2)
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in order to preserve the so0(5) isometry of S*. In order to have §€; = Q¢ = 0, the values for
the X, X and Yj; fields must satisfy the constraints

Vi€ +2Xn; =0, Y9¢; +2Xn; =0. (B.3)

Substituting in the expressions in (A.19) for the Killing spinors on S* and setting X = m

and X = m, we find the relations

}/;Oéj = _mﬁz ) YZ/B] = mao;,
’ | § . (B.4)
YY0; = —mf", Y"3; =ma'.
This system of equations has non-trivial solutions if
YY), = —mmd',, . (B.5)

Without loss of generality, we can fix this background value of Y;; to lie along a Cartan
direction and hence set Y;; = Yoo = 0. Our chosen background for the mass deformation is

thus given by

) _HZZ_}G1:Y12:Y21:_me7

11 22 (B'6)
Yii=Yn=Y =Y"*=0.

This mass background breaks conformal symmetry. It also breaks u(1)z symmetry since
the u(1)z-charged fields X and X are given non-zero background values. Additionally, the
non-zero background value of Y;; on S* breaks su(2)p down to the s0(2)r Cartan generated
by o®. Equations (B.4) and (B.6) can be used to expressed the 3 spinors in terms of «;
spinors as well as the f3; spinors in terms of o spinors. Thus, a massive A' = 2 theory on S*
has only 8 supersymmetries. The supersymmetry algebra of this theory is osp(2|4), which
contains the bosonic subalgebra so(5) x 50(2) g, where s0(5) corresponds to the isometries of

S4.

B.2 Flavor current multiplet

The vector multiplet background in (B.6) couples to a flavor current multiplet to give the
mass deformation. The flavor current multiplet contains the flavor current j,, two complex
scalars K and K, an su(2)g doublet of left-handed fermionic operators &', an su(2)z doublet

of two right-handed fermionic operators &;, and an su(2)g triplet of real scalar operators
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A= % §i
A=3 Jr K
g -1 —3 0 3 1

Figure 1: Operators in the flavor multiplet of N/ = 2 SCFT. The u(1)g charge of the operators
are listed below.

Jij = Jji = eie ¥ = (J9)*, as depicted in Figure 1. The SUSY transformations for the

flavor multiplet are [95]

0.Ji; = €a&y) + eieneeV
;1 ij 1 ij | ij
55 = E(aj )Ej + 58 erj — §K6 -+ 2J 77]' s
1 | 1 ,
55@ = 5(@J,~j)ej + 561‘]‘1}76] — §KEZ + QJZ‘J‘?]] s

1 1 3 3 (B1)
0jp = §Ei’VW<DV§j)€iJ’ + 532"7“”(1711@)5” + 5#7(15% + 5@'7&@5“ :
0K = =& D¢ + 2m;€"
0K = —e & + 21'¢; .
The coupling of the flavor current multiplet and the vector multiplet is given by
S = [ d'z\/9(x) (At — XK — XK + J;;YI —EQ; — £,01). (B.8)

This coupling term is invariant under the superconformal transformations listed in (B.1) and

(B.7). Substituting in the vector background in (B.6) gives the mass deformation
S =— [ d*z\/g(r) (mK +mK +2vVmmJ),). (B.9)

We point out later on, below (C.25), that consistency with the squashing deformation requires
setting m = ¢m and m = —im. Fixing these values in (B.9) gives the expression for the

mass deformation identified in (2.8).
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C SUSY on squashed S*

We now move on to discussing N/ = 2 supersymmetric theories on a squashed S* that
can also accomodate mass and 7 deformations. The squashed S* metric is given in (2.11).
When the S* is squashed, some of the bosonic fields of the Weyl multiplet other than the
frame field must also have non-trivial background values in order for some SUSY to be
preserved. In this section, we first demonstrate that such theories can preserve at most two
supersymmetries of the A/ = 2 superconformal algebra. We then review the squashed S*
Weyl multiplet background that was identified in [91], correcting some typographical errors.
Finally, we compute the SUSY transformations of the N/ = 2 stress-tensor multiplet which
must be coupled to the Weyl multiplet background to obtain the squashing deformation in
(2.15). In the following discussion we put tildes on all background fields and supersymmetry
parameters corresponding to the squashed sphere in order to distinguish them from those

on the round sphere.

C.1 Preserved supersymmetries on squashed S*

We will start by expanding both the background fields and the SUSY parameters (€', €;) up

to first order in (b — 1), for instance

V) =(b-1AV,, 7 +0((b-1)?,

&=+ (b—1A+0((b—1)°
a =€ + (b - 1)A6z + O((b - 1)2

(C.1)

)
).
Note that an su(2) g gauge transformation with parameter U7 = §/+(b—1) AU,/ +0((b—1)?)

changes the first order coefficients as

AV, I 2RREE Ny T 9,AU

i Su(2)rgauge
",

LU N (€:2)

su(2) g gauge
€ ———— 7 €,

Aé'

AEZ‘ MS} AEZ‘ + AUijEj s

where AU/ = —AU’

79

while leaving the zeroth order terms unchanged. Working at first

order in perturbation theory in (b — 1), we can ask which of the 16 Killing spinors (A.19)
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would be preserved by the squashing up to correction terms that are subleading in (b — 1).

Since the squashing deformation in (2.11) breaks the isometry of S* from so(5) to
50(2) x 50(2), we would expect the supersymmetry algebra on the squashed S* to be a
proper subalgebra of the N' = 2 superconformal algebra. In particular, the spacetime part of
the bosonic generators of the supersymmetry algebra on squashed S* must be a subset of the
generators of the s0(2) X s0(2) isometries of the squashed sphere. We can use our knowledge
of these isometries of squashed S* to identify the Killing spinors of round S* that might be
preserved by the chosen squashing deformation. The Killing spinors of any supersymmetry
algebra on the squashed S* at zeroth order in (b— 1) must be some linear combination of the
subset of the round S* Killing spinors that are identified by this procedure. The subleading
terms in (b — 1) of the squashed S* Killing spinors cannot be constrained by this procedure
since they can be changed by an su(2) g gauge transformation, as shown in (C.2), or similarly,
by an u(1)g gauge transformation.

We elaborate in detail how this set of preserved Killing spinors can be identified. The
Killing vectors for the two unbroken isometries on squashed S* are dual to the £'2 and &34
one-forms, where &7 is defined in (2.16). In terms of the embedding space variables used
in (2.11), these isometry transformations are just rotations in the (y1,y2) plane and (ys, y4)
plane respectively. At a generic point on the sphere except the poles, the action of these
isometry generators is equivalent to a translation on the sphere along with a local rotation.
However, at the poles of the sphere, an isometry transformation is equivalent to just a local
rotation. Hence, it is convenient to focus on studying the action of the supersymmetry
generators of squashed S* at the north pole (¥ = 0) to identify the preserved Killing spinors.

Any supersymmetry generator Q on squashed S* can be written in the form (A.11),
Q=¢Q; +&Q" +7'S; +1,5", (C.3)

where the €', ¢;, ' and n; spinors at zeroth order in (b — 1) are of the form (A.19). When
evaluated at z* = 0, the anti-commutator {Q, @} must be some linear combination of the
two isometry generators—which at the north pole are equivalent to the rotation generators
M5 and M3, of the N' = 2 superconformal algebra given in (A.12)—and possibly the SU(2)
and U(1)g generators. This condition constrains the «a;, of, 8, and j3; spinors that define the
supersymmetry algebra via (A.19). Since we eventually want to describe a mass-deformed
theory on squashed S* we additionally require that the a;, of, 8¢, and B; spinors satisfy
(B.4), where the vector multiplet background fields Y;;, X, and X characterizing the mass
deformation were identified in (B.6). Using the {Q;, @’} and {S;, S’} anticommutators in
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(A.12), and requiring that P, and K, generators do not appear in the {Q, Q} anticommutator

evaluated at the north pole gives the constraints

o'yl = Biv%’i =0. (C.4)

Similarly, using the {Q;, S} and {Q7, S;} anticommutators in (A.12) and requiring that
the rotation generators Mz, My, Moz and My, do not appear in {Q, Q} anticommutator

evaluated at the north pole, we find the constraints
Ay =an™p =0, (C.5)

for 4% € {13,414, 42 4241,

In the set of squashed-S* supersymmetry algebras permitted by the constraints (C.4)
and (C.5), there are algebras with only nilpotent supercharges Q (satisfying Q% = 0). We
disregard these solutions. This is motivated by the fact that the localization calculations
in [53] and [91] used a SUSY generator that squared to an isometry generator along with a
su(2)p generator. If an algebra satisfies the two constraints (C.4) and (C.5), and contains
non-nilpotent supercharges, we find that it must additionally have either o; = 0 or o = 0
for i = 1,2. Since we wish to study the 7 deformation along with the squashing deformation,
and we will be using (2.6) to relate this deformation to an insertion of the chiral primary A
at the north pole, we choose the solution o = 0. This choice ensures that this insertion is
invariant under SUSY transformations, in light of (2.4).!!

With this choice, and after using all the constraints in (C.4) and (C.5), we find that the
isometries of squashed sphere constrain SUSY algebras of mass-deformed N' = 2 SCFTs on
squashed S* to have at most two SUSY generators, with the generic SUSY generator Q,
defined in (C.3) using (A.19), parametrized by the spinors

0 0
0 0 :
o = , g = , o' =0, (C.6)
0 as
a; 0

where a; and a, are arbitrary parameters, and 3; and 3" are related to «; and o' by (B.4)

HEquivalently, the choice o' = 0 follows from demanding that the SUSY generator Q used to obtain the
result (2.6) is a part of the SUSY algebra on squashed S*. This SUSY generator Q satisfies the condition
QA(N) =0 [89].
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and (B.6).

C.2 Details on the Pestun squashing background

A family of SUSY-preserving Weyl multiplet backgrounds on a squashed S* was obtained
in [91] by picking a particular SUSY generator that is left unbroken by the squashing defor-
mation, and then requiring that the background fields satisfy the conditions (A.15) for this

generator using the SUSY transformations given in (A.13).!2

We restate this background
below, fixing some typographical errors in [91].
The background was written in [91] in terms of the angular variables (p, 8, ¢1, ¢2) that

parametrize the squashed S* via

Y1 bsin p cos 0 cos ¢y

Yo bsin p cos 0 sin ¢,

ys | = | b tsinpsinfcoss | (C.7)
Ya b~! sin psin @ sin ¢y

Ys cos p

where y; are the coordinates appearing in (2.11). The frame was chosen to be

1 o sin 8
€' = bsinpcosfde, , ?:%dgf)g, & =sinpfidd+ fsdp, € = fodp, (CS8)

where the functions f; are defined as

i 2
fl(eu b) - \/b2 SiIl2 0 + COSQ 0 y f2<97 P, b) = SiIl2 0 + COos P2 ’
b h(6.5) (C.9)

b—2 _ b2

f3(0ap’ b) = fl(e b)

cos psinf cosf .

The background values of the Weyl multiplet fields are as follows. The u(1)g background
vector field A, is set to zero, and the su(2)z background vector field X7JZ =iVi(o!y, = —‘72- J

is given by
‘:/1 _ [ cos(dr+ @) sin(dr+ ¢n) Vi V=1, (C.10)
Vy —sin(¢1 + ¢2) cos(¢y + ¢2) V) 7 |

12The same family of backgrounds was also obtained in [54].
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where the one-forms V; are defined by

‘71 _ (fl - f2)COSP+ Sinpapfl — O fs a0+ f3(Sinp3pf1 + ficosp — aef3) — f20o f2 dp

2fs 2f1f2sinp
1 1
— easin®p f1df — Z(sinperfs +easing fo) dp,
N bsin®ff; 1 ( 1 1 ))
Vo= —F——-bsin(20)cosp | — — — d
= ("~ avsencosn (7 - ) ) do
cos’0fs  sin(20)cosp < 11 ))
+ + ———))d
( S v \n R
b 1 1
- ga sin(26) sin” p do; + e sin(26) sin” p dgy — 163 sinpfodp,
bsin(20) cospfs  bsin®*@  bcos? 1)
- + + )4
( 4f1f2 2f1 2> 2 P
(20) 20 sin’6 1
N ( sin(20) cos pfs ~ cos sin®f _) diy
4bf1 /2 2bf1 20f, 2
b,
8

1 1 1
¢y sin(26) sin? p dep; + AL sin(26) sin” p dg, + 163 sin pfi df + 163 sinpfsdp,
(C.11)

where the three functions ¢;, with i« = 1,2, 3, are arbitrary functions on the squashed S*.

Meanwhile, the background tensor T is given by

T34 = c3,

~ 1 1
Toy = —2sinf (— — —) + ¢y cos psin® + cocos b,

fi  fe
T23_—2s1n9f—+clc089—cgcospcosﬁ

flf . (C.12)
T14:—2(:0s9<———>+clcos,00039—0281n9,

fi fa
T13——2cos€f——clslnﬁ—cgcospcosﬁ,

fif

T12 = C3COSpP.

The self-dual and anti-self-dual tensor backgrounds are given by the linear combinations

~ 1/~ 1 ~
T = 5 (Tab + ieabchcd) : (C.13)
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In addition, the scalar field D is given by

1({~ R 1 1 1 2 1
——<D+—):—— - + /5 — —sin®p(c +¢c+c3)

6 Afp Afs fife  AfLfS 16
_cosp 3cosp  fycot(20)  sinpd,fi 89f3)
”1( I R T Y A T A VY
_cot2f  fzcosp Op fo sin p f3

”2( 2 AR 4f1fz> %e

1
—=—0pc1 — ——0pCa ,
Afy PN A 0T a0

(C.14)

where R is the Ricei scalar.
The functions ¢, ¢o, and c3 should be chosen appropriately to ensure that the Weyl
multiplet backgrounds are well-defined on S*. One such suitable choice for these functions,

at linear order in (b — 1), is

c1 = 2(b—1)cos(20) cosp + O((b—1)?),
co = 2(b—1)sin(20) + O((b—1)?), (C.15)

CgIO.

With this choice of the ¢; functions, we can expand the background fields fab, Vm , and

D in (b — 1) to identify a SUSY-preserving Weyl multiplet background at linear order in
(b —1), given by the fields

T = (b— 1)AT, + O((b— 1)),
V I = =(b— 1)AV I+ o((b—1)%), (C.16)
D=(b=1)AD+0((b—1)2),

where

AT34 = 0, AT24 = 281119, Ang = 2COSpCOS€7

(C.17)
ATy, = —2cosb, ATz =2cospsinf, ATy, =0,
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and
AV, L= —AV,? = _i sin® p ((dey + dz) cos(20) + dy — debs) ,
AV, 2= —d [%ei(¢1+¢2) sin(26) cos p} : (C.18)
AV,' = —d Bei@’l*@) sin(26) cos ,0] .
The expressions for AV, 2 and AV, ! are total derivatives and can therefore be set to zero by
a gauge transformation, leaving AV, ' = —AV,? as the only non-zero component of AV,”.
Additionally, the scalar AD is also set to zero due to the suitable choice of the ¢; functions
made in (C.15).

After the gauge transformation mentioned above and the choices for the ¢;, the non-zero

linearized background fields can be written as
AV = AV, ? = —i€, AT = —2 xdE, (C.19)
where
= % sin® p (cos? 0 doy + sin® 0 des) (C.20)

is a one-form dual to a particular Killing vector on S*, as described in (2.17) using (2.16).
Alternatively, the non-zero background fields can be expressed in terms of the modified

stereographic coordinates (2.12) as

2iM ,, x* dx¥

AVt =AY, 2 = A7
1 2 (1+22)2
9 3
AT = (1 n xz) M, dz* A dx” | (C.21)
9 3
ATT = — (1 n 2> (xZMW + 4xp6p[“MV],\a:)‘) dz* A dz” |
x

where the matrix M is defined by

o

(C.22)

e}
S o o =
e}
|
—_
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In the frame

CT 1 a2 1+ 22 (14 22)3 (14 22)2
+0((b-1)%),

(C.23)

where s; = 1 wheni = 1,2, and s; = —1 when i = 3,4, and the matrix M, = diag(1,1,—1, —1),
the SUSY generator that [91] chose to leave unbroken by the squashing deformation is given
by the spinors

0 0
_ V2 |0 _ V2 0
Ve +Ob-1), S +Ob-1),
Evienr= 1 I L v e Bl I
1 0
(C.24)
0 0
- V2 0 V2 0
1 ~2
_ +0(b-1), = +0(b-1).
il DTS I U ARy wrr=idl 6-1)
0 -1

Comparing to (A.19), we observe that the 3" and «; spinors for the squashing background
satisfy

B =i(o1)"a;. (C.25)

Comparing (C.25) to the Killing spinors of the massive theory in (B.4) and (B.6), we see
that for the squashing and mass deformations to be compatible, we must have m = im and
m = —im in (B.6).

Using the SUSY transformations in (A.13), one can check that the background in (C.21)
satisfies the conditions 5{5”" = 5%”- = X' = dx; = 0 for the spinors in (C.24), with no
additional corrections to (C.24) at linear order in (b—1). In fact, at linear order in (b—1), we
find that the background in (C.21) accomodates two possible supersymmetries, parametrized
at zeroth order by the a; spinors that we had identified in (C.6), with the corresponding /3*
spinors given by (C.25), and with no additional corrections at linear order in (b —1). It is
unclear whether it is possible to choose the ¢; functions such that we obtain a Weyl multiplet

background that preserves two supersymmetries on squashed S* at all orders in (b— 1), but
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this question is irrelevant for the analysis in this paper.

C.3 N =2 stress-tensor multiplet

Any N = 2 superconformal theory has several conserved currents, including a traceless
stress-tensor T, supercurrents for N' = 2 SUSY k,; and Kiui, the su(2)g current Ju ji, and
the u(1)g current j,. These conserved currents along with several other fields together form
a multiplet, called the stress-tensor multiplet. The complete field content of the N = 2

stress-tensor multiplet is depicted in Figure 2. The action of global Poincare and conformal
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SUSY transformations on the operators in the N' = 2 stress-tensor multiplet is given by'?

1 . 1 )
(S(D = —§€ZCZ - §Ei<l7
— _ab_j i 1 J 1
0G = €27 "€ + _fei + _j' €~ §ID(I)€1' — 2%,
| L -
6 = ”Z;?)fy“bej j j el — QlD@el — 200",
675 = (2 D 1
b — € ﬁQ’Y YabDulj — 617 Tabky 5 — 16772%b<7 ’
6Z% = €; iev “Yar D C”——ev wmﬂ_iﬁ%C’
ab 24 ab=p @ 16 “

. = i '—i L - i
5]u = 56 IVMVD G — EZIVMVD ¢+ Rpi — §€i/{lt +m ry“Ci - Zni,yMC ’

o 1 1 Z Z
0us" = (_56 VDG + EJ'VWD ¢+e “ = €K, =) 'YMCJ +7;7uC )

1. 1 Y 1 » _ _ _ _
- 55]‘1 (_gek%wD Ck + gek")’/wD Ck + Ek"’iuk - EkK'uk - nk'YuCk + 77k7u§k) )

1 - 4 - 2 |
M = 250 (57“”%@”2& + 92D, 2 = e D2 + 57“”WZCE)

1 y i, : . y . S .1 »
= 5T e = 5 (0" €i(Dujv + Duju) + VY u€i(Dajy)) — i (nm = 3] )
1, . . y . . 1 »
+ 5 (76Dt + Dujui®) + 77 uer(Dagiy ) +2 (nwm’“ = 3] ’“) ,

| /1 2
Ok, = —2£" < 3T 6; D 25 + 9" Dy 2 — e DV ZT + gvc‘iij;;)

1 v 1 Z v 1 . . v 7 . - 7 - 1 iU
— §TM €+ ﬁ(v ¢ (Dyjv + Dujn) + Y € (Dagi)) + i (n e )
1

v - q g v L) i o 4 1 i v 1

= 5V Dudoi’ + Dudur’) + 77 " (Dady i) = 2 (nﬁm — 35" ) ,
3_, 3 )
ST Y(phvyi + gnﬂ(uﬁy) :

1—i T 1— T 7
5T;uz = _56 /yT(},LD Ryyi — §€i7'r(uD /{,,) + 3

(C.26)

When all the symmetries of the A/ = 2 superconformal group are elevated from global

to local symmetries, the action of any NV = 2 SCFT can be modified to include couplings

to a background N = 2 Weyl multiplet in order to maintain local N = 2 superconformal

13These transformations can be obtained by requiring that the SUSY algebra (A.12) be satisfied. The
normalization of the fields of this multiplet are chosen such that the coupling of the stress-tensor multiplet
to the Weyl multiplet, which we discuss later on in (C.27), has simple numerical coefficients. The derivative
D,, in these transformations contains the gauge fields of the Weyl multiplet background that is used to define

the N/ =2 SCFT.
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Figure 2: Operators appearing in the stress-tensor multiplet of N' = 2 SCFTs. The u(1)r
charges are listed for operators in each column are listed at the bottom.

symmetry. We express this action as S[Vweyi|, Wwhere Vi, represents the background Weyl
multiplet. The Weyl multiplet contains the frame field e,* which determines the spacetime
metric g,,,. If the Weyl multiplet background has its frame field set to be e,* =9, and all
other independent fields set to zero, we will reobtain the action of this ' = 2 SCFT around
flat space. If instead the Weyl multiplet background has its frame field set to the form (2.2)
and all other independent fields set to zero again, we will obtain the action of this N = 2
SCFT around a S* background. Let us refer to this background as Vyey, g4 b Under a
general transformation parametrized by a small parameter A that changes the background

Weyl multiplet as ]}WeyL gdpk — 1}Wey1, stpk T )\fﬂweyl, the action changes as
S D>Weyl, 54 bk T /\]}Weyl] = S[Vweyl, 54 bk) T ASweyLsT + O (M%),
1 —ut 7 1 — —a a
Sweytst = | d'z\/g(x) ( = gh" T + Ok AR+ 2T 25T (C2r)
5, VA + A + X+ XG+ D),

where h,,, is the linear order change in the metric under this transformation g,, — g +

Ay, M Note that this implies that the inverse metric g"” transforms as g" — g"* — A\,

14One can check that the coupling term Sweyl-sT 1s invariant under N' = 2 SUSY transformations at order
O()) using the transformations of operators in the stress-tensor multiplet, given in (C.26), around a S*
background, and the linearized transformations of the fields in f}Vchl; which can be obtained by taking the
transformations of the Weyl multiplet operators, given in (A.13), and keeping only the terms that are linear

62



where W = g"?g"?h,,. While the coupling of the Weyl multiplet fields to the stress-tensor
multiplet at linear order in A is universal, the particulars of the subleading terms in (C.27)
depends on the specific N' = 2 SCFT being coupled to the Weyl multiplet.

By treating the squashing parameter (b—1) as the deformation parameter A and substitut-
ing the non-zero linearized background fields in (C.19) into (C.27), we obtain the squashing

deformation given in (2.15).

D su(4)-invariants and N =4 SUSY transformations

In this paper, we make extensive use of the A" = 4 SUSY transformations and the Ward
identities they imply. These transformations relate operators in different representations of
su(4)g, and so they are expressed using three-point su(4)-invariant tensors.

In this appendix, we first describe how these invariants can be constructed. In order
to do so, we need to first identify the su(4) generators in all relevant representations. We
will use the letters A, B, C, ... to represent the indices for the 4 and 4 representations (4 if
raised, and 4 if lowered). Additionally, we use a, b, c, . .. to represent adjoint (15) indices and
I, J,...torepresent 6 indices. We will use the letters K, L, M, ... to represent the indices for
other representations. For complex representations, we will use raised indices for unbarred
representations (like 10 and 20) and lowered indices for barred representations (like 10 and
20).

The 15 su(4) generators in the fundamental representation, (T§)45, span the space of
4 x 4 traceless Hermitian matrices. Seven of these generators, which correspond to the
generators of the su(2)g x su(2)r x u(1)g subalgebra of su(4)g, are given explicitly in (3.8).
If we start with a generic vector vy in the fundamental (4) representation whose components
are vy, with A = 1,2,3,4, then the SU(4) transformation U(a®) = e~**T" takes this vector

to

vit = vg —ia®(T3)" poi +0(a?). (D.1)

The complex conjugate vector 7 with components 75, = (v4)* is in the anti-fundamental

in A. The SUSY transformation of the frame field ez can be used to get the SUSY transformation of h,,.
Note additionally, that while the Weyl multiplet fields listed in Table 7 contains the dilation gauge field b,,,
it does not appear in (C.27). Indeed at linear order in A, b,, does not appear in the SUSY transformations of
the other fields in the Weyl multiplet and hence all the Weyl multiplet fields excluding b, are closed under
SUSY transformations at this order. While it seems like b, might appear in the SUSY transformation of
Ui, ¢Mi in (A.13), the particular form of the b, dependence of wzb, given in (A.14), ensures that is not the
case.
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(4) representation. The transformation of the o7 vector under the SU(4) transformation

U(a®) = e is given by

U = (v —ia(T3) " pvi)" + O(a?)

. ' - ) (D.2)
= Ug4 +ia"((T4)"p) g4 + Oa7),
at linear order in a®, and hence, the anti-fundamental generators are
(T9)4" = (T "p)" = —(T) 4. (D.3)

Note that we used the Hermiticity of the fundamental representation generators in the second
equality. In general, if we know the generators in some complex representation R, a manip-
ulation similar to that in (D.2) shows that the generators in the conjugate representation R

are given by
(Tg) A" = —((TR)"p)" - (D.4)

The norm of vy is given by (vglvy) = ¥z74v4. In general, we choose the bilinear form
between two conjugate representations, that defines the norm for vectors in those represen-
tations, to be Kronecker delta §%; .

A vector in the 6 rep, with components v§ (I = 1,...,6), can also be represented using

two antisymmerized 4 indices as U(EAB]. The relation between these two forms is given by

U6 = (C4®4)IABUL'AB} ) [AB] (C4®4)IABUéa

(D.5)

where the components of the tensor (C$,,)’ 45 are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C*) ; listed
n (3.9), and (Cg®*)18 = ((CS,4)  45)*- The tensors (C$,,) 45 and (Cg®*)4P satisfy the

relations
(Choa) ap(Ce®H)4P = 617, (Choa) ap(Ca®HP = (56‘53—%55), (D.6)

which ensures that the two relations in (D.5) are consistent. Alternatively, the components

vi can be represented using two antisymmetrized 4 indices as vg [AB], Via

= (C%

)I AB
404

V6 [AB] » ve(an = (Ca®*) 4pve, (D.7)
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where the tensors (C’S@)Z)IAB and (C2®4)7 . are related to the C-tensors in (D.5) by

(CS AP = (Cg#H) B (Ca®M 15 = (C20) a5 - (D.8)

The norm of vg is given by (vglvg) = vivg = véAB]'UG raB], where the second equality follows

from (D.5), (D.6) and (D.7). The transformation of vg under the SU(4) transformation
U(a®) = e 1" is given by

= (CS0) 45
:vé—m (CSo) ap(TH vl ™ 4+ (CS ) ap (TP 0N + O(a?) (D.9)

= v —ia?((C3,0) cp(THC 405 + (CL ) 4 (T8 sug™) + O(a?)

Equating this expression with vg = v{ —ia®(T¢)! ;ud + O(a?) and using (D.5) to relate véAB]

and v, we can identify the su(4) generators in the 6 representation (7¢)!; via the relation

(T8) 1(Caa) ap = (Cop0) cn(T) 4 + Clac (T 5 (D.10)
Similarly, a vector in the 10 rep with components vif, (K = 1,...,10) can be represented

alternatively using two symmetrized 4 indices as vg’éB), via

vfo = (Ci8) " apvia” . vio” = (CI5")w vl (D.11)
where the coefficients (C32,)" 45 are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for (4 ® 4), = 10,
and (Cig") "2 = ((C32)% 45)". In our choices of basis for su(4) representations, the
(C18)E 45 and (C15*) 8 are defined such that the components of the 4 x 4 matrix vg‘gB) =

(C1o™) P are

1 1,2 1,3 1.4
Y10  BY10 Y10 V10
1,2 5 1,6 1,7
Vol v -0 AU
U(AB) _ V210 10 V2710 /32710 (D 12)
1o A3 g6 8 L0 | '
V2710 /3710 10 V2710
1,4 1,7 1,9 10

%10 BY%10 BV V1o

where the entries in the matrix have 10 indices. Note that the (C32,)% 5 and (Cig*) P
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tensors defined this way satisfy the identities
1
(Cigﬁ AB(C4®4)LAB = 5KL ) (Cf(?4)KAB(Ci§4)KCD = 5(5é5g + 5é5g) , (D.13)

which are required for the two relations in (D.11) to be consistent. We can identify the su(4)

generators in the 10 representation (7%)%; from the relation

(T10)" L(Ciga)" ap = (Ca2a) " cn(Ti) 4 + (C120) " ac(Td) 5. (D.14)

which is obtained by analogy with (D.9) and (D.10). In general, one can identify the gen-
erators of a larger representation Rg using the generators of two smaller representations R,
and Ry, if R3 lies in the decomposition of the tensor product R; ® Ry into irreps, using the

relation

(Tﬁ:;)KL(Cgf@Rg)LMN = (O§f®R2)KLN(Tﬁ1)LM + (Cgf’@Rg)KML(TﬁQ)LN? (D]'5>

where (C§3®R2)K vy are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the projection'® Ry @ Ry — Rs.
Components of vectors in the 10 representation 15 can be expressed instead using two

symmetrized 4 indices U1q(4p), Via

Uiox = (Czlgz)KAB%(AB) ) Uﬁ(AB (O ®4) ABVT0 K 5 (D.16)
where (Czlgz)l( (C4®4) B and (C%Z) 4)KAB = (Oz}gM)KAB'

The components of vectors in the 15 and 20" representations can be represented using
the antisymmetric and traceless-symmetric combinations of two 6 indices, respectively. For
the 15 rep, the relation between the components with 15 indices and with two 6 indices is
given by

vl = (C’égﬁ)KUUEI;} , 0[115‘]] = (CSEBYKLIyI (D.17)

where the coefficients (C324)%77 are chosen to satisfy (Casg) !/ = (CFE®) K17, We list these

15Tn this paper, we will not need to address cases in which R3 appears with multiplicity in R; ® Ra.
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coefficients explicitly via the relations:

[12]

Vi = —

15
U[15] =

24
0[15] =

Sl — 2ol

%Uis + %Uis )
_% V15 + ;Uﬁ ;
%Ui5 %Ugs ;
Sk + 5ol

1 1
13
U[15] = _57);5 - 5“:{% )
1 1
16
0[15] = _51’15 + 2”%7
s _ L 1
15 2 15 2 15>
1 1
35
ST
uo) _ Lo 15
15 - 2 15 2 15>

114

15 —

23
U[15]

[26]

V15 = —

; V15 + ;vié ,
= %%5 + ; :{éa
%7125 ;Ulgv
%Ui% %Uzllsv
1

(D.18)

For the 20’ rep, the relation between the components with 20" indices and two 6 indices is

given by

20
Uzo’ = (06®6

(1J) (

/
) g

(CG®6>KIJ K

20’

Ua0r 5

where the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (C2%)%!” are chosen such that (C2%5)K17 =

These coefficients are given in our basis by the expressions

(1) _

Uy =

(22) _

U =

(33) _

Uy =

(44)

Uy =

(55) _

U =

(66)
Voo

\/_vzo, + \/_Uzo/ + Uzo' +

316+

219

5 V20’ Voo
b
2V/3
3,16 2..19
\/_ 6vgg + \/_ 205y + Uzo' + 1/ 5V T 1/ 5020
2v/3
2
—ay 208+ [20l8)
)
2v/3
o 3,.16 2,19
31}20, FUsy T4/ 5Vsy
)
2v/3
3,.16 2..19
—2v205 4+ vid + 1/ 2viS, + [ 2ule,

2V/3

Ué%/
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)

)

=

(D.19)

6@6\K1.J
Coy)

(D.20)



and

(12)
Vaor

(16)
Vaor

(26)
Vs

(45)
U =

Loy

= E%o’ ;

1

- \/ivgol 5

1

= E'U;(l)/ s

1
\/— 20’

(13) _
Voo =

(23)
Voo

(34)
Vs

(46)
U =

\/— 20’

1
= E”ég' ;

1

= EU%' )

1
\/— 20’

(14)
Voo

(24)
Vg

(35) _
Uao' =

(56)
Uaor

Ly

= ﬁ”zo' )

1

— \/ivgol 5

7 20"

1 15

- E/Uzol .

(15) _

Voo =

(25)

Vg

(36) _

Uao' =

\/— 20’
1

- U20’7
V2 (D.21)

1
7 20"

A vector in the 20 rep with components vl can also be expressed using a 6 index and

a 4 index (vg)4!. These two forms are related by

U20 (042(;6) r(v20)4", (Uzo)

where the coefficients (0339 %)

x4l and (C20

I

4R®6

)4 (

= (C35)ka

K
U20 )

(D.22)

va0) 47 can be identified from the relations

\/>U20 \/77)20 + 090 + 2iv/2v53

\/7020 \/71120%—”0 + 2iv/2033

5\/_(v20+\/_v )

10\/3

’

1
= =i (\/301);0 + 3iv/Bulg + 5iv/3vsd — 10¢6v;‘3) ,

2
)

W—

8
2105

\/— :

—V/3v3})

10\/_
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(v20),% = — V10vdo + iv/ 1505, + 5ivad 4+ 5v/2058 + 51/6v43
20)2 10\/§

i3 f v20+v 2+ 20v/20lg oo

(v20)s! = — V1003, — Z\/_UZO + Bivdg + 5v/2083 4 5v/6v5)
’ 10v/3
(v30)s% = V1003, + iV 1505, — 5ivad — 5v/2 (vég + \/gvgg)
’ 10v/3 ’
(v20)5” = (\/_1)20 + 3iV5vsg 4 5ivV30L + 5v/60L8 — 15\/5@%%) :

(020} = z\/_vzo + V1505, — 5ukh + 5iv2 (v — V3uag) |
10v/3
(020" = —iv/1003 + V1508, — 5u3d + 5iv/2 (v38 — V/3v39) |
10v3
(v20);° = _% - _Z (\/_Uzo 5\/57);8) ’
(020),! = V10030 + i (V1530 + 15v55) |
10v3
(020)% = i (iv1003 + V15050 + 15048) |
10v/3
(020)* = ~ V10ug0 + 1 (V1530 + 1503 |
10v3

/5
(U20)44 = Z\/;Ugo )

/5
(1}20)45 = Z\/%Ugo )

/5
(U20)46 = Z\/%U;LO .

After all the generators in the relevant representations are identified, we can compute

020

three-point su(4)-invariants (Cr,r,r,) MY between any three su(4) representations Ry, Ry
and Rs, where L, M and N are indices in the representation R;, Ry and R3.'® The three-
point invariant tensor (Cr,Rr,r;) ™" has dimensions dimR; x dim Ry x dim R3, and is

non-zero only if the singlet representation appears in the Ry ® Ry ® R3 tensor product. It

16Tf any of these representations are barred complex representations, we lower their indices as usual; when
the representations are generic we will keep their indices raised.
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Figure 3: Conformal primary operators in the stress-tensor multiplet of an N' = 4 SCFT.
The lines joining operators indicate which operators are related to each other by a SUSY
transformation.

is determined uniquely!'” (up to an overall multiplicative constant) by the condition

(Tﬁ1)LK(CR1R2R3)KMN + (TI?{2>MK(CR1R2R3)LKN + (Tﬂg)NK<CR1Rst)LMK =0. (D'24)

Comparing this with (D.10), and using the form of anti-fundamental generators given in
(D.3), we see that the (C§.4)% ),y tensor in (D.5) is equivalent to the three-point invariant
between the 6, 4, and 4 representations, (Cgzz)%yn- Indeed, it is generally the case that
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the projection R; ® Ry — Ryg, which we have denoted
(C’f:f@)RQ)L v, is also a three-point invariant between the representations Rs, Ry and Ra,
denoted (Cr,gr,&,)"mn -

We can now use these three-point su(4)-invariants to fix the Poincaré SUSY transforma-
tions of the operators of the N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet, listed in Table 4. This is done by
first using the R-symmetry representation, Lorentz representation, and conformal dimension
of each operator in the multiplet to write down an ansatz for the N'= 4 SUSY transforma-
tions of the operators in the stress-tensor multiplet. Figure 3 depicts which operators in the
stress-tensor multiplet are related to each other by SUSY transformations. For example, for

the superprimary we have the ansatz

[ £7 SM] = aS,l(C420'%)AMNXéV ) [QB@: SM] = aS,2(0120/ 20>BMNYN<1 ) (D'25)

1"In this paper we will not deal with cases in which the singlet representation appears with multiplicity
in R; ® Ry ® Rs. In those cases, (D.24) has multiple solutions.
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where Q2 and Qp, are the left-handed and right-handed SUSY generators in the 4 and 4
representations respectively. The coefficients in this ansatz are constrained by the quantum
SUSY algebra

04,
2

P,o" ], A B=1,2,34, (D.26)

Y o

Q2. Qpat. O] = —

where P, is the momentum generator. We can also derive additional constraints from N = 4
Ward identities for two-point functions.

These constraints cannot fix the coefficients in the transformation completely, because we
are free to rescale the operators of the multiplet by any complex multiplicative factor. We can
partially restrict this freedom by choosing normalizations for the two-point functions of each
operator. We still retain some residual freedom because we are free to multiply any complex
operator in the stress-tensor multiplet (i.e., all operators except the scalar superprimary, the
conserved su(4)g current and the stress-tensor) by a phase factor; these free phases in the
solution to the constraints from the SUSY algebra and the two-point Ward identities can be
chosen arbitrarily.

For example, our choice of the N' = 4 SUSY transformations of the dimension-2 and

dimension—g operators that satisfy the SUSY algebra is given by

[ éa SM] = (0420’%)AMNX2[7

[QAaa SM] = _(0220’ 20)AMNXNO'(’
{Qg, X?f} = (C420 10)AMNPN6a5 + (04206)AMNB;VN05Z ,
— . ) D.27
{QAc'w Xfy} = Z(C(Zzo15)AMNJo]ij - 1(0220' 20)ANMaao‘¢SN7 ( )
_ ) 1
{Q4 Xarat = —i(Cazo1s) mnJas + 1(0420'70)ANMaadSN7

— o —N —uv
{Qua:Xars} = (Camomo) amun a5+ (Cazae)an’” By 0l
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where our the three-point su(4)-invariants are normalized such that

2 2
(0420'70)1’112 = _\/;7 (Cqa0r 20)11’12 ="\3

3 5}
(Caz010)""* = 10 (Cazoe)"" = — 5 ( )
D.28
3 5!
(OZ%TO)LM = Ea (CZ%6>1,11 == 5:
1 1
C- 1,3:__’ Ciom V=
( 42015)1 \/5 ( 42015) 1,3 \/5

We use these N/ = 4 SUSY transformations as well as suitably chosen SUSY transforma-
tions for the rest of the stress-tensor multiplet to solve the chain of Ward identities listed
in Table 5 in order to obtain the correlation functions that are relevant for the computa-
tion of integral constraints on the squashed sphere. The relevant correlation functions are

summarized in Appendix F.

E Identifying N = 2 deformation operators as N = 4

stress-tensor operators

In Section 2, we described the mass, squashing and 7 deformation operators as operators in
an N =2 SCFT. In Section 3.2, we identified how these operators lie in the N/ = 4 stress-
tensor multiplet. In this appendix, we elaborate on how the N’ = 4 stress-tensor multiplet
can be decomposed into N' = 2 multiplets in order to identify the mass and squashing
deformation operators. (The superprimary of the A/ = 2 chiral multiplet is sufficient to
describe the 7 deformation using (2.6), and so we do not need to identify the other operators
in the N/ = 2 chiral multiplet.)

We can determine how the NV = 4 stress-tensor multiplet decomposes into A/ = 2 mul-
tiplets by using their SUSY transformations. We have described in Appendix D how these
N = 4 SUSY transformations can be derived. When the N' = 4 theory is described in
N = 2 language, the SUSY algebra (D.26) is restricted to A, B = 1,2. This is equivalent
to the algebra in the first line of (A.12), after accounting for a factor of i that arises when
converting the Poisson bracket relation in (A.12) into a quantum commutator. Note that
our conventions are such that the left-handed N = 2 SUSY generator has a lowered su(2)g
index, while the left-handed N/ = 4 SUSY generator has a raised su(4)r index; and likewise,
the right-handed N = 2 SUSY generator has a raised su(2)g index, while the right-handed
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N =4 SUSY generator has a lowered su(4)g index.

We will start by describing how the A/ = 2 flavor current multiplet satisfying the SUSY
algebra in (B.7) can be identified. The operator Ji5 in (2.8) lies in the Cartan of the su(2)g as
well as the su(2)p in the (3,3), subrepresentation in the decomposition of the stress-tensor
superprimary S in (3.11). In our chosen basis for the 20" representation (see Appendix D),
Ji2 can thus be identified, up to overall normalization, as the following piece of the N' = 4

stress tensor superprimary S:

1 V3 Vb
Jis =iN,, | —=51 — —S8 —S . E.1
12 =1 ( NG 1 1o + 1 16) (E.1)
Here N,, is a numerical prefactor and the subscript on S is an index for the 20’ representation
and runs from 1 to 20.

Acting on the expression for Jjp in (E.1) with the left-handed N' = 4 SUSY generator
Q! gives

QL] = i, (i v3 v5 )

510751 - Q" Sl + 1Q" Sl

Now (.. .
= ZW (62\/ 302 + 3\/5)(8 — 25\/§X12 — 10@\/6)(16) ,

(E.2)

where we used the N = 4 SUSY transformation rules for S given in (D.27) to derive the
second line. Additionally, the N' = 2 SUSY transformation rules in (B.7) tells us that we
should have

Q] = 1€ (E3)

where we emphasize again that Q! is a left-handed N' = 4 SUSY generator. We thus have

N, } .
&= 0 (—62@)(2 — 3vV5X® 4+ 25V3x 1 + 10%\/6X16> , (E.4)

where the superscripts on y run from 1 to 20 and label the 20 representation. A similar

calculation using the other left-handed N' = 2 C N = 4 generator Q? as well as the right-

73



handed generators Q2 gives us

Ny (.. :
¢ = S (6iv/30x* = 3v/5x° +25V3x ! +10iV6x )
N

& = 5o (—6iv/30%; — 3v5Y, + 25V3T,, — 10iv6Xy5 ) (E.5)

No (. o _ _ e
2 = 30 (62\/%X2 — 3v/BXs + 25V3Y;5 — 102\/69616) ;

where the superscripts on the first line label the 20 representation, while the subscripts in
the other two lines label the 20 representation. Acting on both sides of (E.4) and (E.5) with
the two left-handed (Q"?) and two right-handed generators (Q; ) again, using (D.27) and
comparing to the N’ =2 SUSY transformations in (B.7) would give the expressions for the
su(2)p flavor current in terms of the su(4)g-symmetry current as well as the dimension-three
scalars in the flavor current multiplet (K and K) in terms of components of the dimension-
three scalars of the stress-tensor multiplet (P and P). These scalars are given by

—=9
)

K = 4N,, Py, K = 4N,, P (E.6)

where the subscript in the first line is a label for the 10 representation while the superscript
in the second line is a label for the 10 representation.

We can repeat a similar exercise for the N' = 2 stress-tensor multiplet by starting with its
superprimary ®, which lies in the (1, 1), representation in the decomposition (3.11). Using

this fact, ® can be identified as

1 1 1 /3 2
d = N, (E& — 1512 - 1\/;516 + \/%Sw) ; (E.7)

where N, is a numerical prefactor. We can then use the NV = 2 SUSY transformations
in (C.26) and N/ = 4 SUSY transformations in (D.27) to identify the relevant squashing

deformation operators in (2.15). The result is

B:u = Nb((ZGﬂ/W - i(Zer)uV>
B;u = Nb((ZG_)uu + i(Zg)uu) (E8)
<ju)11 - _(ju)22 = 2i\/§NbJ13;u

where the subscripts in the first and second lines are 6 indices while the subscript in the
third line is a label for the 15 rep.
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We can fix the coefficient N,, by requiring that the NV = 2 flavor current operator is
conventionally normalized. Likewise, we can fix N, by requiring that the su(2)g current in

the N = 2 stress-tensor multiplet is conventionally normalized. The result is

c 3¢
N, =4/ — N, =4/ — . E.9
84’ b i (E9)

Using these prefactors, one can check that the the operators listed in Section 3.2 are the same
as the operators in (E.1), (E.6) and (E.8), after using (D.12), (D.16), (D.17) and (D.19) to

relate the different ways of representing the components of vectors in various reps of su(4).

F Compact expressions for correlators

In Sections 4 and 5, we compute squashing, mass, 7, and 7 derivatives of the partition
function Z of a general N = 4 superconformal field theory on S*. These observables receive
contributions from integrals of the four-point functions of various operators in the N' = 4
stress-tensor multiplet, as discussed in Sections 2 and 3.2. In this appendix, we provide
compact expressions relating these correlators to the four-point function of the N' = 4
stress-tensor superprimary, given in (3.3). Note that (3.3) contains two parts, a universal free
theory part and a part that is theory-specific and determined by the conformally-invariant
reduced correlator function 7 (u, v). In this appendix, we provide just the 7 (u, v)-dependent
part of the relevant four-point functions computed in flat space.

The general approach we follow, based on the component field method of [61], is discussed
in Section 3.1. Briefly, we expand the relevant four-point functions in a basis of R-symmetry
and conformal structures, with coefficients that are linear combinations of 7 (u,v) and its
derivatives. The R-symmetry structures are fixed by the su(4) representation of the operators
involved, while the conformal structures are fixed by conformal symmetry and the Lorentz
representation of the operators. The coefficients of these structures can be determined by
solving the N' = 4 SUSY Ward identities that relate the various four-point functions to each
other.

However, the number of independent conformal structures can become large for correla-
tors of spinning operators (e.g. 70 structures for the four-point function of the R-symmetry
current .J,), making it cumbersome to present the full expressions. Instead, we will present
compact expressions for the relevant four-point functions in terms of differential operators

acting on 7T (u,v). These compact expressions are inspired by the master formula presented
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in [96] and [97] for four-point functions of operators in the N' = 4 stress-tensor multiplet,
expressed there using the harmonic superspace formalism. More concretely, we conjecture
that all four-point functions of operators in the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet are of the

form!®

<O1,{a1}{a1} ($1)02,{a2}{a2} (1’2)03,{a3}{a3} ($3)O4,{a4}{d¢4} (4))

4
= (H(Doi){di}{ﬁ"}> [V&?f?ff{ﬁl}m{&}(:m, Ty, 3, 4)T (u,v)

i=1

(F.1)

Here the operators O, (o} with their dotted and undotted spinor indices symmetrized
separately, correspond to components of the operators listed in Table 4. The differential

operators Do, are defined as'?

(Di)aﬁ = (DJ)aB = (Dw)aﬂ = aaﬁ»

,Dﬁ =0 s
(Dy)s” =00,”, (F.3)
3
(DB+)(051052)(6162) = ( E)(a‘l@)(ﬁlﬁz) = (DT)(a'la'z)(ﬁlBQ) = a(a'l (ﬁladz)ﬁ2)7
Dg = |:|2 ,

DS:DX:DPZDszpngl,

where the derivatives are taken at the point corresponding to the associated operator. The
tensor V%g??‘aff{ Biyd 54}<£L'1, T9, X3, T4) must have the appropriate Lorentz structure, and it
is additionally constrained by translation invariance along with the conformal Ward iden-
tities satisfied by the correlator in (F.1). However, this does not fully fix the specific form
of the V{%ﬁf%?f{ﬁl}m{&}(xl, To,T3,x4); we fix it by comparison with our results from the
component field method.

It is helpful to illustrate how the ansatz in (F.1) is constructed with an example. Consider

+
ay

the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet four-point function (SPB ; Jasas). The dimensions and
R-symmetry representations of the operators in this correlator are provided in Table 4; we

have suppressed R-symmetry indices to avoid clutter. From (F.3), we find that the differential

18Note that operators with spinor indices are related to their forms with coordinate or frame indices using
o-matrices, as shown in (A.8).
19We define derivatives with spinor indices by

p 0 0%, = %5, 9,4 = edBBQB. (F.2)

8ad = Uad 781‘/‘ s &

Our conventions for eng and €, 5 are given in (A.4).
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operators for the operators in this correlator are

DB+(d1d2)(ﬁ1B2) — a(a_l (618022)52) ’ D, . Bs _ 9. B3 Ds=Dp=1. (F4)

a3 a3 Y

Hence, this correlator must be of the form

+ — (8 B2) Bs | \)SPBTJ
<SPB()21022 a3d3> = 82(021 18022) 2 84023 3 V(5152)a3537—(u,1}) . <F5>
Note that the undotted spinor indices {«;} of the correlator correspond to indices of the
tensor V, while the dotted spinor indices {¢;} of the correlator correspond to indices on the
derivatives acting on V. The undotted indices {5;} on the derivatives are all contracted with
additional undotted indices of V.
To construct the tensors V for various correlators, we will use the tensors K,{CZ] ' and
Ki” }, defined as
KU = 00 0¥ a0 e
kaB — ik jkY naa™ 33 ’

. (F.6)

K]{;ajg = 2xka§kamdauﬁﬂ~e
as building blocks to write down the V&l%?ff{ B1}..{p,) tensors for the correlators relevant

to our computation.?’

F.1 Correlators for 9,0-0% log Z

The N = 2 operators A and A generate the 7 and 7 deformations, defined in (2.6), while
the N = 2 operators K, K, and Jj, are involved in the mass deformation, given in (2.8). We
identified A, A, and J;, as particular components of the A = 4 stress-tensor superprimary
S in (3.13) and (3.15), and in (3.18) we identified K and K as specific components of the
N = 4 dimension-three scalar operators P and P respectively. The correlators contributing

to the 0,0-02 log Z integrated correlator are
AT (u,v)
16m4rialyzs,

Al Al K () Ko () = O, { AT (u,v) } .

42,2 4 4
BTATy X 3T 9T 3y

(A1) A(22) J12(23) J1a(24)) =
(F.7)

20The two tensor structures in (F.6) are related to two of the building blocks for 4D CFT correlators given
in Section D of [92].
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F.2 Correlators for 9} log Z

The correlators contributing to 9} log Z are

A+ u+v)*T (u,v)

256781 1,73, ’

— a3, (1t u+ )T (w,v)
64mSata, s, 7

Al+u+ v)T(u,v)] ’

<J12($1)J12($2)J12($3)J12($4)> =

<J12(l'1>Jm(l’g)K(Ig)?(fLﬁ)) = |:|4 |: (Fg)

8.2 .2 4
32T x5, 17575

(K (o) (a2 R ) K 20) = a0 |

where we use (3.13) and (3.18) to identify the appropriate N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet

operators appearing in these correlators.

F.3 Correlators for 9,0-07log Z

The squashing deformation, defined in (2.15), involves the spinning operators j,,', Z,, and
7% of the N = 2 stress-tensor multiplet. In (3.26) we identified j, ;' as particular components
of the N = 4 su(4) g-symmetry current operator J,, and in (3.24) we identified Z_, and Z,
with specific components of the A/ = 4 tensor operators. The correlators contributing to
0,0-0% log Z are

— c? 23, T (u,v)
A A S 1 1 _ 851.662_ Pl N 14 ) ’
(A1) A(22) 71 016, (T3)71 0z, (24)) 2rirg > wtt e | Meafl 2/82)35%2%433%35534
— c? w1, T (u,v)
A(x ) A(22) 2 5 (w3) 2T . = 4% 0, | Pl ) (s~ |
(A(21) A(2) a1pr (z3) a2ﬁ2($4)> 2567472 4 7wV g, [ (@) 252)x§14x‘113x‘112x§4
(F.9)
where we define the tensor
T34} {34} (3.4} 1-{3.4)
P(alﬁl)(QQﬁQ) = 5 |:K2a1a2K2ﬁlﬁ2 _l' K2,31a2K2a152 . (F].O)
For large |z5|, this tensor behaves as
. POC «
lim enpiosfs) 2<€a1a2€,31,32 + 6011,32661012)' (F-ll)

|z2| =00 ’332‘4
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We can also express this tensor in frame indices as

a1b1 _asbo

P(a151)(a252) = P[albl][a2b2]0a1ﬂlaagﬁg )

Pplarbillazbo] . p- [albll[agb:a]P_ [azbﬂ[asz ] (16x32$Z§x§‘2‘x42 + ne (16%2 :v42$g2$b4 (F.12)

2 bs by 2 bs by
— Axpxgxgs — 4$32I42$42)) .

Here the tensor P~ defined as

[d]’

)1
P led] — 5

1 1
5(5a05bd - (Sadébc) - §€abcd ) (F13>

projects out the antisymmetric anti-self-dual part of a tensor.

F.4 Correlators for 9202 log Z

The correlators that contribute to the 9202 log Z integrated correlator are

: . . u(l +u+v)T (u,v)
<‘]12(':C1)J12(x2)-]11041d1 (xg)jllagdg (1:4)> 883/8 a164 a2 Kﬂat (alﬁl)(QZ/gQ) 6 6 Y
2567 T12%34
— 2 2.7 (u,v)
K 176 1 1 _ ¢ 0, 0:"1. 9,%2. Kot (o N _Pa3 (U, V)
< (‘Il) (xQ)jl a1 ('T3>]1 a2 ('T4)> 6471'8 203 a1 4 a2 fl t( 151)( 252) 513'%41'11131'%21’%4 )
c? 22, T (u,v)
Jia(x1) na(9) Z;, zZr, = 05°%5,00™ . | Kttat () () 5
(J12(21)S12(22) Z,, 5, (5) d252($4)> 10247874 @294 52[ flat (a1 1) ( 2ﬁ2)x%4x1113x1112x§4 ’
— c? T (u,v)
K(21)K (25)Z; 77t ——1,01"%,04™ ;| Katat (a1)(0n) 11— | -
(K (@1) K (22) 25,5, (#3) 2, 5, (24)) = 275500204 4,04 52{ flat (a1 61)( zﬁz)x%gx%xéj
- B _ c? T (u,v)
(K(20)K (22) 2, 5, (€3) Zoy, 5, (24)) = 512 sl {’Cﬂat alﬂn(am)W] )
1342434
T (u,v)
(K (21) K (22) 2T, (23) 27, = 05 5,08 5 04°3,00™ ;| Kat () eat) 11—
(K (1)K (x2) alﬁl(fﬁ?)) a252($4)> 519,873 3 4 flat (a1 1) ( 2,82)33131:241;%2 7
o) K@) 25, (23)i s (20)) =m0y, 05", 0%, | K wy)
1V 2 5,5, V08I0 0060 WE4)) = 5567898 B P e e e
— , T (u,v)
J K(x9)Z Lo = [,0,” Kat (a181)(a282) 5511 | -
(Jr2(21) K (22) al,Bl(x?))jl a2a2($4)> 256 g 204 a2 { flat (a181)( 252)x12$24x‘113mé4]
(F.14)
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Here we have used (3.15), (3.18), (3.24), and (3.26) to identify the relevant A = 4 operators

in these correlators, and we define Kpat (a,8,)(a28,) @S

210271 B1 62 2012 1 ag B2 20162771 fraz lajas

(F.15)

1
’Cﬁat (alﬂl)(a252) — 1 <K{374} K{374} _|_ K{374} K{374} + K{374} K{374} _|_ Ké'gﬁvf%QK{SA} ) ,

where K,{CZOZB} is defined in (F.6). We can also write the Kgat tensor as

a1b1][azb:
Kat (1 f1)(@2B2) — ’C%alt illoata (Galbl>a151(aa2b2)a2527

P lazbo]

b3 a4 b3 aq ba b3 as,,ba

[albl][a2b2] o 7[‘111’1] as by as as
K =8P aba] (z5iaghaiials + a8ialasieyt + vfied v5iag

flat [asbs]
asa4 bs by bs _ba b3 by
A0 (= (Tag - Ta1) x5 055 + (T32 - Ta1)T3 045 + (T30 - Tao) 5} 741)) -
(F.16)
where P~ [ab][c d defined in (F.13), projects out the antisymmetric anti-self-dual part of a
tensor. Note that in Section 5.2, we will use these identities with g, replaced with a

version multiplied by conformal factors to convert from R* to S*:

4
K[albl][agbg](%,$27$3,$4) = <H Q(ﬂfz)) Khat [a1b1][azb2] s (F.17)
i=1

where () is defined as in (2.1).

Note also that <J12($1)K(372)Z;Bl (23)J1 " npa (24)) and (J1o(21) K (22) Z;, 5 (23) 71 anay (24))
are conjugate to each other, although this is not apparent from the expressions in (F.14). The
same is true for the (K(Il)K(xg)Z;Bl (xg)ZOf;ﬁ.Q(m)) and (K (1)K (22)Z, 5 (23) 2, 5,(4))

correlators. These relations are made manifest in the alternate expressions

ic? o T (u,v)
(Jra(1) K (22) alﬁl(fﬂ?))h iy (T4)) 19878 —2%as flat (nf1)(282) 2 03 o o4
2 -~ T (u,v)
K(e)K(22) 2% . (23)27 . SR o W S oSO e A
< (xl) (.ZUQ) alﬁl(x3) OLQ,BQ<I4)> 5127T8 1 2|: ﬁat(alﬁl)(a252)$%3x34x§4 )

(F.18)
where, using K}EZ;,; defined in (F.6), we have

= U (534} {34} {34} (3.4} =~ (34} 7-{3.4) ~ (34} {34}
K s (@161)(d2p2) — 4 (KmldelBle T K261a2K1a162 T K2a152K161a2 T K2616'2K1d1d2>

(F.19)
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F.5 Correlators for (9} — 1597)log Z

The correlators relevant for computing (9 — 1592) log Z are

<j11041d1 (xl)j11a2a2 ($2)j11a3a3 <x3)j11a4d4 (74))

wW(14+u+v) AT (u,v) }

- _ 81’81d182ﬁ2d283ﬁ3d384’34d4 |:Mﬁat (a1B1)(a2B2)(a3Ps)(afs) v 5127?83;?25534

<Zc:1,31 (ml)jl 10420'&2 (.Tg)jl 1(13@3 ('Z‘S)Z;;ﬁ'4 (l'4>>

u? AT (u,v) }

_ AP B3 a Ba
= 055,057 4,006,007 5. {Mﬁat(a151)<a2/32>(a353><a4/34>;20487T8x§2x%3$g4

(Zog, (#1) 25, (2) 2], (23)Z] ; (24))

A By

= — 63a3d383636384a4d484ﬁ454 |:Mﬂat (a181)(282) (a3 33)(

ud AT (u,v)
a4 163847821028, | 7

(F.20)

where we use (3.24) and (3.26) to identify the relevant components of N/ = 4 operators and

we define

1 {1,2} {1,3} {24} 1-{3:4} {1,2} {13} {24} 1-{34}
Mot (a11)(a2p2)(azB3)(aafs) — E [(K3a1a2K4ﬁ1a3K1 ,82a4K2/33ﬁ4 + K4a1a2K2ﬂ1a3K3ﬁ2a4Klﬂsﬁ4

_ K{172} K{112} K{374} K{374} _ K{173} K{lvg} K{274} K{214} )

3ogas 412 lagas™ 2 B3P 2a1a3T M4 G183 Lo ™3 B2y
+ (15 other terms given by symmetrizing (a; <> ;) pairs)} ,
(F.21)

using Ki’ofﬁ} given in (F.6). Note that in Section 5.3, we use these identities with Mg,

replaced by a version multiplied by conformal factors to convert from R* to S*:

4 2
M a1b1][azbo][asbs][asba] (T1, T2, T3, Ta) = (H Q(%‘)) M itat [a1b1][azba)[asbs][asba] - (F.22)
i1

where Q(z) is defined as in (2.1).
The tensor structure

1

M=15

'/\/l[M1V1][N2V2}[,113113][M4V4](dlﬁtll1 A dx,fl) (dl"g2 A dl‘?) (dng A dx?) (dxlz}u A dxf) (F23)
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can also be written as

12 2 M
M1, T, T3, 74) =16Y23Y14T [, 1] [pogalpsas]ipaaa] (F.24)

% y*[Pllh}(yl)y*[PQqﬂ (yz)yf[psqs} (yg)y*[qu (y4) ’

where p;, ¢; are SO(5) indices that we sum over, y7; = Q(z;)Q(x;)z; is the chordal distance

on S*, Y~ are 10 anti-self-dual tensor harmonics defined as
1 1
y*[P(I] — Zl (dyp A dyq _ §€qulmykdyl A dym> 7 (F25)

and T™ is an SO(5)-invariant tensor that can be written in terms of the basis (5.41) of

SO(5)-invariant tensors as

1
™ — §(T1 + T2+ T3 —2(T* +T° + T9). (F.26)

G Converting to conformally-invariant form

In this appendix, we will describe how an integral of an SO(5)-invariant function of four
points on S* can be written in a conformally-invariant form. Following the discussion in
Section 4.2.2, the integrand can be written as a function in the embedding space R>!.
Therefore, we can express this integral in the form
/ H d4Q’ ( XX >
(Y2230)* (X Y )(X;-Y,)
where d*'Q%, = d’y; 06(y? — 1) is the measure on S*, the point y; on 5S4 is embedded in
R>! as the lightray L; defined in (4.15), and Y, = (0,0,0,0,0,1) is a point on the AdS
hyperboloid, defined as the locus of points satisfying Y - Y = —1 and Y, > 0. Note that the
[T, d'e, [Tizs d*92;
= and 7
(v12) (y 34)
We begin simplifying (5.29) by first using a SO(5) rotation followed by a SO(4) rotation
to fix

, (G.1)

X, EL@*Z.

factors 52 are both conformally invariant.?!

ys = (0,0,0,0,—1), 74 = (0,0,0,sin A\, cos \) , (G.2)

21This follows from the same argument as the footnote following (4.18).
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which gives

I[f] =

L (G3)

X; G]Lgl.

vol(S*)vol(S®) [T, d* QL . X; - X;
16 / (¥7,)* wed ((Xz’ YL )(X; 'Y*))

where ¢ = tan 4. We then perform an SO(5,1) transformation A; given by the matrix

I3 O 0 0
0 1 —t —t
A1MN = 2 2 (G4)
t 1-Y —-=
2 2

to set ¢4 = (0,0,0,0,1). This transformation sends Y, to Y; = <0,0,0, —t, —%, 1+ %),

while 75 is left unchanged. In (G.3), y1 and y, are generic points on S*. Since the measure

UKL
(Yia)

tion of y; and y5 under A; can be absorbed conveniently by a change of integration variables.

n (G.3) is invariant under conformal transformations, the conformal transforma-

Hence, following this conformal transformation, the integral (G.3) is reduced to the form

VOI(S4 Vol S3 [T, d*Ql, X; - X
I[f / L Sdtt3f< / ) , G.5
/] = Xovox ) g, (@)
where
t2
= (O 0,0,—t,——,1+ 5) ,
(G.6)

yj:*;_(oooo ~1),
71 =7 =(0,0,0,0,1).

In terms of the stereographic coordinates (2.10), this corresponds to sending Z3 to infinity
while fixing 7, at the origin. Simplifying (G.5) further becomes convenient if we switch to

stereographic coordinates, defined in (2.10), for the points y; and y,. The measure factor

diQi .
T)S‘l in (G.5) changes to H( QC;  with this choice of parametrization.

We can now do a dilation in these stereographic coordinates to fix |x2| = 1. The dilation,
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given by the SO(5, 1) matrix

1, 0 0
M o _ |z2|+Hza| ! |z2|—|za| !
A2 N — 0 2 2 ’ (G7)
o le2l=lzelt Jealtlza|
2 2

7 o Ty 2 7o T — T et S 2 e e .
sends Ty to 7 = oy 21 to 7] = o]’ and Y to Yy = (0, 0,0, —t, Sl o] , while

leaving ¥3 and 7, fixed. Switching integration variables in (G.5) gives us

, (G.8)

X E]L,g’i

1] = vol(S*) vol(S?3) [ dizy dx! dtt? s ( X; - X; )
16 |wo|* |2 — 25 (Xi - Y2)(X; - Yo)

where i) and g are related to @, and 7, via (2.10) and 73 and g, are given in (G.6). Next,

we can perform an SO(4) rotation that sends 7, to

7y =73 =(0,0,0,1) (G.9)
and sends Y, to
= 2 t2 -1 1 t2 2
Y = (t£7 [wl LA A fu] ) , (G.10)
|w] 2[wl 2[wl

where W = (221, 22, T23, —T24) is related to ¥y by a parity transformation. Once again, the
transformation of 2’} can be absorbed by a change of integration variables. Following this
SO(4) rotation, (G.8) becomes

Z[f]

~ vol(SY)vol(S?) [ dw d'ay dtt? F X; - X;
N 16 jw|* |77 = Z5* 7 \(Xi - Y)(X; - Y)

(G.11)

Xl' E]L,gi

Using the residual SO(3) symmetry to set 7} to 5 = (0,0,7sinf,rcosf) and changing

integration variables to z' and 2y, which are related to w and t by 2z = %,zo = Wlw we
obtain the following conformally-invariant form for the integral (5.29):
1 4 1 3 1 2 3 i 0
71f] = vol(S5%) vol(S7) vol(S?) /drd&r sin Flu.v). (G.12)
16 ut
Here the conformally-invariant function F(u,v) is related to f by the functional [J|...] which
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we define as the integral over the AdS hyperboloid:

d*Z dzg X; - X
f(u,v)zj[f]z/ f( e'd ) , G.13
3 T\ YE Y ke, (G-13)
where the point Y on the hyperboloid is parametrized as
v 5’1—z8—|z|2’1+z8+|z|2 7 (G.14)
20 220 22’0
the kinematic configuration of the four-points on S* is
~ 2rsinf 2rcosf 1 —r? .
yl*:<7 ) 27 2’ 2)7 y;:(()?O?O?]'?O)?
IL+r2" 1+4rs 147 (G.15)

g3* = (07070707_1)7 gzk = (0’0’0’ 0’1)’

and the conformal cross-ratios u and v are related to 7 and § by u = 1 + %2 — 2rcosf and
v = r?, using the definition (4.13) and the configuration (G.15).

H Useful identities of D-functions

The n-point D,, . -function in four dimensions is defined by the integral [31]

.....

dzo d*Z 1 20 )
Dy v (@1, .. 2y) = ” — . H.1
L (T Tn) / P ((22+(z—x)2) (H.1)

i=1

The conformally-invariant D-functions are related to four-point D-functions by

2 D (F—2 2 \T—r1—7T4 (2 \T—T3—T4
m L) (o) M) Ty ), (H2)
2 [Tiza I (r0) (2s)7 (234)"

DT17T27T3,T4 ('1'17 Ta, X3, $4) =

i,
where 7 = —Zi?”

. The simplest D-function with integer coefficients, D;11(u,v), can be

written in terms of the dilog function Li as

Dygqa(u,v) = ! — (1og(zz) log G_;;) + 2Li(2) — 2Li(z)) : (H.3)

zZ—Z

where the variables z and Z are related to the conformal cross-ratios © and v via u = 2z and
v=(1-2)(1-72).
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The D-functions satisfy the following differential relations [98, 99]:

DT1+17T2+1,7"3,7"4 = = 8uDT177“2,7"3,7"4 )

— r3+Te—11—To —

D?"1,7"2,7"3+1,T4+1 = ( 9 — udy DT1,T2,T3,T4 s

DT1,T2+1,T3+1,T4 = = 8UDT1,T27T377“4 )

— T +7T4—T9—T3 — (H4)
Dr1+1,T2,T3,T4+1 = 9 —v0, DT17T27T37T4 )

ri,ro+1,r3,m74+1 — (TZ + uau + Uav) Dr1,r2,r3,r4 )

. (T1+T2+T3—T4

-

Sl

ri+lra,r3+1ra — 9

+ Uav + uau) 51“1,1“2,1“3,7”4 :

"5

The D-functions satisfying the condition maxr; < 2i75 are called non-extremal D-functions,

2
while D-functions saturating the inequality are called extremal D-functions. Extremal and
non-extremal D-functions are defined similarly. One can check using conformal symmetry

that all non-extremal two-point D-functions, i.e. those with r; # 79, vanish.

H.1 Basis for non-extremal D-functions

Using the argument-raising differential operators given in (H.4) recursively and the expression
for D111 given in (H.3), we can compute any non-extremal D-functions with positive integer
arguments. In fact, it is possible to express any such D-functions as a linear combination
of four chosen D-functions with coefficients that are rational functions of u and v. We
demonstrate this fact in this appendix.

First, we use the first and third identities in (H.4) to eliminate the derivatives in the other
four. This leaves us with the following linear relations between D-functions with different

arguments:

(F - - T2)Dr1,r2,r3,r4 - Drl,rg,r3+1,r4+1 + UDT1+1,TQ+1,T3,T4

Y

=0
(T — T2 = r3)5r1,r2,r3,r4 + Uﬁm,m—&-l,m—&—l,m - Dr1+1,r2,r3,7’4+1 =0 )

=0

=0

_ _ _ _ (H.5)
T2DT1,T2,T3,T4 - DT1,T2+1,7“3,7“4+1 - UD?"177"2+1,7’3+1,7“4 - UDT1+1,T2+1,7“3,7“4 )
(F - T4)D7‘1,7‘2,7‘3,7‘4 - UDT1,T2+1,T‘3+1,T4 - DT1+1,T2,T3+1,7‘4 - U/DT‘1+1,T2+1,T‘3,7‘4 )
4
— s T . . .
where ¥ = % We then build a set of equations by evaluating (H.5) at arguments

4
(r1,72,73,74) satisfying the conditions r; > 0, maxr; < @, and Z?:ﬂ‘i < 8. There
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are 26 such sets of arguments, giving a system of 104 linear equations containing 70 dif-
ferent D-functions (namely, all the non-extremal 5r17r27r37r4-functions satisfying r; > 0 and
2?21 r; < 10). Solving this system of equations, we find that the dimension of the vector
space of this set of non-extremal D,, ., ,,.»,-functions over the field of rational functions of u
and v is 4.

We will choose our basis for this vector space to be

W = {51 1,1 1731,2,2,1,3171,2,2,§2,2,2,2} . (H.6)

ytady

For example, in this basis, we find that Dy 33 is given by

— 1 2 2\
Dazas = o o —2uli +0) (= Bulo 1) = (0= 1) Do (H.7)

+ (U — v+ 1)E17171’1<U, U) + <—3U +v— 1)?171’272 + 2(?} — 1)’[}317272’1} s

and D2’372’1 is given by

1 _ _ _ _
Dy301 = 500 (=D1,110 4+ 2D1 195+ 20D1901 + (1 —u—v)Das2s) . (H.8)

s byt

We can now show inductively that any non-extremal D-function with positive integer
arguments can be written in this basis with coefficients that are rational functions of v and
v. Let us assume that this is true for all such D,, ., functions satisfying Z?Zl ri <A,
where A > 10. Any non-extremal Dy, , ., function satisfying Z?Zl si = A+ 2, can be

written in the form

E81,82753,84 (U, U) = IZ)(u,v)b'r’l,'r’2,'ré,'rfl (U, U) ) (Hg)

for some {r1,r}, 4,74} satisfying 3.+, v/ = A, where Dy, is one of the argument-raising
differential operators appearing on the right-hand side of the relations in (H.4). Using our

inductive hypothesis, we can write Dy, s, 5,5, (2, v) in the form

— 0,0 1,0 0,1
Dy, op.55.50 (U, 0) = Z CS‘ )(u, v)f + cgc )(u, 0)0uf + c; )(u, V)0 f (H.10)
few

where W is our chosen basis for non-extremal D-functions (H.6), and the cﬁfl’b) functions in
(H.10) are rational functions of u and v. Using the first and third relations in (H.4), one

can write the 9, f and 0, f terms in (H.10) in terms of other Erfl ., functions, which also
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satisfy Z?:l rl < 10. The expressions for these Er;,ré,rg,n@ functions in the D-function basis
can now be substituted in giving us the final expression for Dy, s, s,.s,(u,v) in our chosen
basis. Thus any non-extremal Dy, , .., function satisfying Ele s; = A+ 2, can be written
as a linear combination of the D-functions in the basis (H.6). Our proof by induction is thus
complete.

We illustrate this process with an example. Using the first relation in (H.4) and then

substituting in the expression for Dy 33 provided in (H.7), we have

53,3,3,3 = — 81152,2,3,3
1 _
= —4u* +3 1 - 1)%0,D
(u2 + (1 +v)2 — 2u(1 +v)) [( w4 3u@+1) + (0 = 1)) QuDa2zo
+ (—U +U— 1)a’uﬁl,1,l,l + (3u — v+ 1)8,“31717272 — 2(1} — 1)U8ub1’272’1:|
n 1
(u? 4+ (=1 +v)? = 2u(l +v))?

+ (—3u2 +2u(v — 1) +v? — 6v + 5) Diypo—4(v—1)v(l —u+v)Dia;

+5 (u2(v+1) — 2u(v — 1)2 + (v — 1)%(v + 1)) 52,2,2,2] .

(H.11)

[(u2 —2u(v—1)+ 02+ 20 — 3) 31,1,1,1

Notice that we can use second relation in (H.4) to replace 8u52,272,2 with 52727373 and 8u5171,171
with 5171,272. Additionally, we can use the first relation in (H.4) to replace auﬁl,LQ’z with
Dys29 and 9,D; 251 with Dg3o;. Plugging in the expressions in (H.7) and (H.8), we get

the expression for D333 in the basis (H.6):

_ 1 _
Dssas = [(5u2 +u(d—100) + 50 + 40 — 9) Dy 14

u? + (—1+v)% = 2u(l +v))?
+ (13u® — 13u*(v + 1) +u (130> + 62v — 13) + 13(v — 1)*(v + 1)) Do (H.12)
~14(u = 1)~ v+ 1)Dy 2z + 1400 = Do(u = v = )Dyz21]

In addition, we note that the space of functions spanned by (H.6) contains the constant
function, and hence it is possible to express one of the basis elements as a linear combination
of the other three basis elements plus an additional rational function of u and v. Indeed, we
find

(1 —Uu— U)El,li,l + 2(u - 1)E171’2,2 + 2(1) - 1)1]51’2,271 + 2

u? —2u(v+1)+ (v —1)2 (H.13)

Dy299 =

One can check that this is true using (H.4) to write the four D-functions above as derivatives
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acting on 5171’171 and then substituting in the functional form of 517171,1 given in (H.3).

H.2 Identities for extremal D-functions

We now move onto discussing how the identities in (H.5) can be used to manipulate extremal
D-functions. These identities imply the following relations which raise a particular argument

of a D-function:

Y UDT1+1,7’2+1,7’3,7’4 + DT1+1,T2,T3,T4+1 + DT1+1,T2,T3+1,7’4

T1,72,73,74 — )

r1
) _ UDT1+1,T2+1,7’3,7’4 + UDT17T2+1,7"3+1,1“4 + DT177‘2+17T37T4+1
T1,72,73,74 r )
_ _ _ (H.14)
Y _ UDT1,T2+1,T3+1,7"4 + Drl,rz,r3+1ﬂ‘4+1 + DT1+1,T2,T3+1,7"4
T1,72,73,74 T r )
3
ﬁ - DT‘1,T‘2,T‘3+1,T4+1 + DT1,7‘2+1,7’3,7’4+1 + DT1+1,T‘2,T‘3,T‘4+1
T1,72,73,74 T :

T4

In the simplification discussed in Appendix I.2, these are used when any argument in a
D-function goes to zero in the € — 0 limit.
The identities in (H.5) can also be manipulated to give the following identities in which

a particular argument is held fixed and the others are raised:

- 2 (UDrl,T2+1,T3+1,T4 + DTlﬂ“z,T3+1ﬂ’4+1 + DT17T2+1,T3,T4+1)

71,72,7'3,T. )

1720, Te —T1+T2+7’3+7’4
=y o 2 (DT17T277“3+1,7“4+1 + DT1+1,T2,T3,T4+1 + DT1+1,7‘2,7‘3+L7”4)

T1,72,73,74 T )

T —To+Tr3+T
_ R L (H.15)

=y o 2 (U‘DT1+1,7‘2+177‘377‘4 + DT17T2+117’3,7’4+1 + DT1+1772:T3:7"4+1)

r1,72,r3,74 —

1,72,73,T4 ri4+Te—T5 414 ’
E o 2 (UDT1+1,7‘2+1,7"3,T‘4 + UDT1,T2+1,T3+1,7‘4 + DT‘1+1,T‘2,7‘3+1,7’4)

T1,72,73,74 :

T1+T2+T3—T4

The four identities given above are used in in Appendix 1.2 when a particular D-function

becomes extremal in the ¢ — 0 limit.

H.3 Basis for e-deformed D-functions

In the simplification in Section 1.2, we use (H.14) and (H.15) to ensure that we are working
— 4,
With Dy f e rytergterste-functions satisfying r; > 0 and maxr; < @ for 1 <i < 4. In the

¢ — 0 limit, these D-functions are non-extremal with positive integer arguments, and hence
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finite. As was the case for D-functions without any e-dependence, the identities in (H.5)
ensure that the vector space of all such D-functions over the field of rational functions of
u and v is spanned by a basis of four D-functions. The proof of this statement follows the
same logic as the discussion in Appendix H.1.

For our simplification, we choose the basis of D-functions to be

WE = {D1+e,1+e,1+e,l+e7 Dl+e,2+e,2+e,1+eu D1+e,1+e,2+e,2+e> D2+6,2+6,2+6,2+6}' (H16)

We can write other e-deformed D-functions in this basis; for instance,
1
(u? 4+ (=14 v)? —2u(l +v))
— (14 6)°(Bu— v+ 1) Dijerteterte + 20 = Do(1 4 €)*Digetetese
+ (u*(4+3€) —u(v+1)(3+2€) — (v—1)*(1 +€)) Dorerterrerie] -
(H.17)

Dotcotestesre = [(1 + )2 (u— v+ 1)Dye1rertenie

I Computing Fi2,2(u,v)

The (9;02,1og Z) integrated correlator is given as an integral of the conformally-invariant
function Fyz2(u,v) in (5.29). The function Fiz,,2(u,v), itself defined as an integral in
(5.30), can be written as a sum of two-point, three-point and four-point D-functions using
(H.1). However, applying (H.1) directly to (5.30) would result in an expression involving
divergent terms. These divergences come from several extremal three-point D-functions,
such as Dy o(21, 22, x3), as well as the extremal two-point D-function Dy 4(z1,22) and its
crossed versions.??
In order to understand the nature of this divergence, we separate out Fyz,,2(u,v) into
two parts,
Fomz (u,0) = F5% (u,v) + Faavo (u,v) (L1)
where FihY 5 (u,v) consists of the divergent D-functions that would arise from a naive ap-

plication of (H.1) to (5.30), while F2™ (u,v) contains the remaining finite terms. We can

22 As described in Appendix H, non-extremal D, . -functions satisfy the condition 2maxr; < 5T
while extremal D-functions saturate the inequality. The same condition holds for extremal and non-extremal
D-functions.
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similarly split Fye,,2 and N2 (y3;), defined in (5.28) and (5.26) respectively, as

Fiomz = Fgms + Fava . Nz = Nggmi + Nigva (I.2)
such that they reproduce FiY ,(u,v) and FE™ (u,v) using the substitution in (5.28) and

the integral in (5.30) respectively. The function NAY, is given explicitly by the expression

2
div

c
b2m2 = 3908 yilQ (3?4;12 - 49%29%3 - 2?4;13)

(1.3)
+ (23 other permutations of {y1,y2,¥s3,ys})| -
We shall first discuss how the finite expression F"% (u, v) can be simplified before we discuss

the apparently divergent expression F§1;2 (u,v).

I.1 Simplifying 7327 (u, v)

The function F2™% (u, v), identified as the convergent part of Fyz,,2(u, v) in (I.1), is a sum of
finite three-point and four-point D-functions. Three-point D-functions are rational functions

of the coordinates of the points,

, (14)

2 3 _ _
il | P N G i r7E—-2
D7"1,7"2,7"3 (Ihl‘g, :L'3> — Hz—l ( ) ( T2)

21 D(ry)  (235)7 " (wd3)7 2 (23,) 7"

‘.
where 7 = —Zi;”’.

The four-point D-functions can be written in terms of conformally-
invariant D-functions, defined in (H.2). Using (1.4) and (H.2), we can write F¥"% as a sum
of D-functions along with a rational function of v and v. By construction, all D-functions
appearing in F3", are non-extremal and have positive integer arguments. As we explain in
Appendix H.1, any non-extremal D-function with positive integer arguments can be written
as a linear combination of the four D-functions: El,l,l,b b1,2,2,17 5171,272, and 5272,272, with
coefficients that are rational functions of v and v. Substituting in the expressions for various

conv

D-functions, Fs™ (u,v) becomes

4c*u?
576

+38(v — 1)vDy 221 — 19 (v = 2u(v + 1) + (v — 1)) 52,2,2,2) :

st (u,0) =~ ((=9u = 90+ 20) Dy 1.1, + 38(u — 1) Dy 120

(L5)
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Furthermore, using the relation (H.13), F2"% reduces to the simple expression

8c?u?
576

bema (U, V) =

(5(u+v+1)Dyy1a(u,v) = 19) . (L.6)

We now discuss how the divergent &, (u,v) term in (I.1) can be computed and simplified.

1.2 Simplifying F2V,(u,v)

2m2

As we discussed at the beginning of this appendix, if we attempt to express Fi¥,(u,v)
in terms of D-functions we will find an expression with divergent extremal two-point and
three-point D-functions. These divergent terms show up only because we are separating
the integral in (5.30) into a sum of several integrals, some of which are individually diver-
gent when the integral over AdS space is computed. One can see from the definition of
two-point and three-point D-functions that these divergences arise from the region of the
AdS boundary in the direction of the point associated with the largest argument of the diver-
gent D-function being considered. For example, for the 3-point D-function Ds s 4(x1, 2, 24),
using the definition (H.1), we have a divergent contribution from the region with 2’ = #, + ¢

IC]? < €%, and z < €
Dy o 4(21, 22, 24)
. /d45d20( 20 )2( 20 )2< 20 )4
28 22+ (7 — 2)? 22+ () — 2)? 22+ (84 — 2)? (1.7)
3
0| ; + finite contributions .

1 / > 2
- R -

zo<e€

A careful analysis of the integrand Fje,2 in (5.30) near the AdS boundary (in the small
2o limit) in the direction of the lightrays Ly, where the vectors ¢ are given in (G.15),
reveals that Fpep2(u,v) is finite. We illustrate how to investigate such apparent diver-
gences using a simpler example. Consider the linear combination of extremal D-functions,
2Ds 9 4(x1, 73, x4) 21,05, — D13 a(w1, 23, 04)23 28, — Dy 34(70, 23, 14) 23,25, which might arise
from a similarly naive application of (H.1) to some integral. Each D-function in this expres-
sion receives divergent contributions from the region with = 74 + ¢, |¢|? < €2, and 2 < e,

of the integral in (H.1). We can separate out the divergent part of the integral, as was done
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n (1.7) above, and check that

4 2 2 6
2D224($1,l‘3,$4>$14$34 D134($17$3al‘4)$14$34 D134($27$3a$4)$24$34

:(2—1—1)/ d*Cdz,

¢ <e
zp<e

(1.8)

3
2
0‘ + finite contributions ;

(25 + I¢1*)*

that is, the divergent parts from each D-function cancel each other out and the full expression
is finite.
In order to regulate such apparent divergences in (5.30), we introduce an e-dependent

regulator to define the e-deformed conformally-invariant function flj‘;vg( v) as

Fama(w,v) = TRl (19)
where the functional 7|.. ] is defined in (G.13) and the e-deformed function F% 2 ’S is given
by

Fdzlvg ( 7 J ) — y2 Y € 12 34 Ndl;/n yZZ ’
b?m (Xz Y)(x] Y) ( 12 34) y%3y24 b2 2( ]) 2 KX (110)

Vi 7 XK oYX, Y

with Y = (%, il HZ(Q’HZF) and X; € Ly, for the g vectors given in (G.15).

220 220
iv,e

Following this e-deformation and using (H.1), ]-meg can be written as a sum of various
four-point D-functions. For € > 0, these D-functions are not extremal. Taking the e — 0
limit naively would reproduce the same extremal two-point and three-point D-functions
discussed earlier. Instead, we will use (H.2) to rewrite F:;V’Z in terms of Dy, 4 rytersterate
functions satisfying r; > 0 and maxr; = Zimame 5t " for 1 < i < 4. By construction, all of these
D-functions are divergent in the e — 0 hrnlt We will then use the D-identities discussed in
Appendix H to write fb;“‘; as a linear combination of a basis of D-functions that are finite
in the € — 0 limit so that the e — 0 limit can be taken smoothly.

Using the four argument-raising identities in (H.14), we can express ]:dvi as a sum of

Dy terptergterste-functions with r; > 0. For example, using the first identity in (H.14), we

can rewrite De 14e34e44c as the sum

E o D1+6,1+6,3+6,5+6 + D1+6,1+6,4+6,4+€ + UD1+6,2+6,3+6,4+6 (I 11)
€,14¢€,3+€,4+e — c . .

iv,e

The next step is to use another set of argument-raising identities in (H.15) to express .7-—;%2
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R 4
in terms of Dy, rytersterate-functions satisfying r; > 0 and maxr; < @ For example,

using the fourth identity in (H.15), D14 c1tesiesie in (L.11) can be changed to

VD14 eoteaveste T Doyetredteste T UDoteatesteste (1.12)

D1+e,1+6,3+6,5+6 = P

Following these two steps, we have an expression for ff;jng as a sum of 5r1+6,r2+6,,~3+5“+6
that are finite in the € — 0 limit. In Appendix H.3, we discuss how all such D-functions can
be written as a linear combination of the basis of four D-functions given in (H.16). Following
this procedure, f;i;g can be written in terms of these basis D-functions. The D-functions
in this chosen basis are finite in the ¢ — 0 limit and hence we can now take the ¢ — 0 limit

easily. The result is

Ac*u?

f&i;fﬁ _ — . (u2 . 2U(U + 1) + (U — 1)2) E2,27272 — (U +v— 1)3171,171 (Il3)
+2(u—1)Dyg92 + 2(v — 1)vD1221] -
Using the identity (H.13), this simplifies to
) 8 2,2

Combining the two components F5™% and Fii",, given in (1.6) and (1.14) respectively, we

have

8c?u?

‘FmeQ = 6
™

(u+v+1)Diggg —4) . (I.15)
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