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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 ≡ − logZ, 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 (τ, τ , b,m) depends on m, b, and the

complexified gauge coupling τ = θ
2π

+ 4πi
g2YM

. It can be computed exactly in terms of a matrix

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 S4. Not all fourth derivatives

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

∂τ∂τ∂
2
mF
∣∣∣
(m,b)=(0,1)

, ∂4mF
∣∣∣
(m,b)=(0,1)

,

∂τ∂τ∂
2
bF
∣∣∣
(m,b)=(0,1)

, ∂2b∂
2
mF
∣∣∣
(m,b)=(0,1)

, (∂4b − 15∂2b )F
∣∣∣
(m,b)=(0,1)

,
(1.1)

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

1While the free energy F (τ, τ ,m, b) suffers from regularization-scheme ambiguities, all the combinations
in (1.1) are scheme-independent.
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relations [50]:

0 = (∂τ∂τ∂
2
m − ∂τ∂τ∂

2
b )F |m=0,b=1 ,

16c = (3∂2b∂
2
m − ∂4m − 16τ 22∂τ∂τ∂

2
m)F |m=0,b=1 ,

0 = (−6∂2b∂
2
m + ∂4m + ∂4b − 15∂2b )F

∣∣
m=0,b=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 N = 4 SCFTs that do not necessarily belong to the N = 4 SYM family.2

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 (τ, τ , b,m) at linear order in an expansion

around (m, b) = (0, 1) and arbitrary (τ, τ) (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 c 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 T (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.
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coupling in the first line of (1.1), the N = 4 superconformal Ward identities yield the two

relations [47,48]:

τ 22∂τ∂τ∂
2
mF |m=0 =

8c2

π

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
T (u, v) ,

∂4mF |m=0 = −48ζ(3)c− 32c2

π

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
(1 + u+ v)D1,1,1,1(u, v)T (u, v) .

(1.3)

Here, c is the central charge, the function D1,1,1,1 is defined in terms of the dilog function

(see (H.3)), and the conformal cross ratios are written in terms of radial coordinates (r, θ)

as u = 1+ r2 − 2r cos θ and v = r2 (see (4.6)). Our end result consists of the following three

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

τ 22∂τ∂τ∂
2
bF |b=1 =

8c2

π

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
T (u, v) ,

∂2b∂
2
mF |m=0,b=1 =

16c

3
(1− 3ζ(3))

− 32c2

3π

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
((1 + u+ v)D1,1,1,1 − 4)T (u, v) ,

(∂4b − 15∂2b )F |m=0,b=1 = 16c(2− 3ζ(3))

− 32c2

π

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
((1 + u+ v)D1,1,1,1 − 8)T (u, v) .

(1.4)

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 N = 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 T (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
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provide useful independent pieces of data. Indeed, integral constraints from supersymmetric

localization that do not involve squashing have also been applied in 3D SCFTs 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 N ≥ 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 N = 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 S4

The N = 2-preserving deformations of N = 4 SYM theory on S4 mentioned in the Intro-

duction, with parameters (τ, τ ,m, b), can be described abstractly in terms of deformations

of an N = 2 SCFT placed on a round S4. Let us parametrize the round S4 by coordinates
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x ∈ R4 in which the metric is manifestly conformally flat:

ds2S4 = Ω(x)2ds2R4 , Ω(x) ≡ 2

1 + x2
, (2.1)

where x2 = x · x, and where, for simplicity, we set the radius of S4 to unity. Since the round

S4 is conformally flat, a CFT can be placed on it by simply rescaling the flat space operators

by appropriate powers of Ω(x). The operators that we encounter in the rest of this paper

are those on a unit-radius round S4. An alternate but equivalent way of describing N = 2

SCFTs on round S4 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 so(4, 2) conformal algebra and the R-symmetry

algebra su(2)R×u(1)R. We will thus characterize our operators by the so(4, 2) quantum num-

bers (scaling dimension ∆ and so(3, 1) spin (ℓ1, ℓ2)) and by the su(2)R representation and

u(1)R charge.

We use Latin letters from the beginning of the alphabet (a, b, . . .) for frame indices, Greek

letters from the middle of the alphabet (µ, ν, . . .) 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 eaµ is

eaµ = Ω(x)δaµ . (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: (t, x⃗) → (x⃗, x4E = it). Objects with raised indices, including the γa

matrices, are adapted similarly. The γa matrices are given explicitly in (A.7) in terms of the

σa, σa-matrices, given in (A.5). Note that the Levi-Civita tensor ϵµνρσ 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 γ∗ matrix remain unchanged under this Wick rotation, as one

can see in (A.7), even though the definition of the γ∗ matrix as a product of the four γa

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

7



Operator Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(2)R rep u(1)R charge

A 2 (0, 0) 1 2

Ψi
5
2

(1
2
, 0) 2 3

2

Nij 3 (0, 0) 3 1

G−
ab 3 (1, 0) 1 1

Λi
7
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

2 1
2

C 4 (0, 0) 1 0

Table 1: Conformal primary operators in the N = 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, τ is the complexified gauge

coupling, written in terms of the Yang-Mills coupling gYM and the θ-angle as τ = θ
2π

+ 4πi
g2YM

.

The Lagrangian density of the N = 4 SYM theory can be written as

L = τC + τC , (2.3)

where C and C are R-symmetry invariant operators of scaling dimension four. In N = 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 A that is annihilated by all right-handed supersymmetry

generators,

QiA = 0 , i = 1, 2 . (2.4)

The other conformal primaries are Ψi, Nij, G
−
ab, Λi, and C; except for C, which appears in

(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 (τ, τ) under which the

8



Lagrangian density changes by

δL = δτ C + δτ C . (2.5)

Such a deformation can be phrased more generally in terms of a deformation of an abstract

N = 2 SCFT. If this N = 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 δτ and δτ that do not necessarily have to be

interpreted as small changes in the complexified gauge coupling. On S4, such a deformation

was studied in [88–90].

Using a supercharge Q that belongs to an su(1|1) subalgebra of su(2, 2|2), 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 x⃗ = 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 |x⃗| → ∞) of the dimension-two antichiral primary operator A.

Thus,

δτ

∫
d4x
√
g(x)C(x) = δτA(N) +Q-exact terms ,

δτ

∫
d4x
√
g(x)C(x) = δτA(S) +Q-exact terms .

(2.6)

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

theN = 4 SYM theory is viewed as anN = 2 theory, theN = 4 vector multiplet decomposes

into an N = 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 S4

9



Operator Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(2)R rep u(1)R charge

Jij 2 (0, 0) 3 0

ξi
5
2

(
0, 1

2

)
2 1

2

ξi 5
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

2 −1
2

K 3 (0, 0) 1 −1

K 3 (0, 0) 1 1

jµ 3
(
1
2
, 1
2

)
1 0

Table 2: Conformal primary operators in the flavor current multiplet and their quantum
numbers under the N = 2 superconformal algebra.

is [53]

δL = −mOm +O(m2) , Om ≡ i(K −K) +
2

r
J12 , (2.7)

whereK andK are fermion mass terms and J12 is a scalar bilinear. (J12 is not the usual scalar

mass term; the latter appears in the mass deformation only at order m2.) Consequently, K

and K have scaling dimension 3 and J12 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 N = 2 SCFT perspective, the operators K, K, and J12 belong to a flavor

current multiplet. (In N = 2 notation, the N = 4 SYM theory has an su(2)F flavor

symmetry that acts on the adjoint hypermultiplet; the operators K, K, and J12 belong to

a flavor multiplet corresponding to a u(1)F subalgebra of su(2)F .) The operator content of

the N = 2 flavor current multiplet is summarized in Table 2. The multiplet starts with a

superconformal primary Jij, which is a scalar transforming as a triplet of su(2)R and obeying

Jij = Jji = ϵikϵjlJ
kl = (J ij)∗. Acting with the supercharges on Jij, one obtains fermionic

operators that will not be important in the discussion below, as well as scalars K and K

and a conserved current jµ. From an abstract point of view, whenever an N = 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

δL = −mOm , Om ≡ i(K −K) + 2J12 . (2.8)

Note that (2.7) differs (2.8) by the presence of the O(m2) 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 S4, 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 yp, p = 1, . . . , 5 for R5, we have

ds2 =
5∑
p=1

(dyp)2 ,
5∑
p=1

(yp)2 = 1 . (2.9)

We can solve the constraint in the second equation using stereographic coordinates x ∈ R4

related to yp by

yp =

(
2x⃗

1 + x2
,
1− x2

1 + x2

)
. (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 R5. Instead

of (2.9), we have

d̃s
2
=

5∑
p=1

(dyp)2 ,
(y1)2 + (y2)2

b2
+

(y3)2 + (y4)2

b−2
+ (y5)2 = 1 , (2.11)

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

b ̸= 1, the squashing breaks the so(5) isometry of S4 to an so(2) × so(2) isometry corre-

sponding to independent rotations in the (y1, y2) and (y3, y4) planes. We can parametrize

the squashed sphere using modified stereographic coordinates x ∈ R4 defined by

yp =

(
2x1

1 + x2
b,

2x2
1 + x2

b,
2x3

1 + x2
b−1,

2x4
1 + x2

b−1,
1− x2

1 + x2

)
. (2.12)

The parameterization (2.12) solves the constraint in the second equation of (2.11).

Writing ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν for the round sphere and d̃s

2
= g̃µνdx

µdxν for the squashed

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

g̃µν = gµν + (b− 1)∆gµν +O
(
(b− 1)2

)
, (2.13)
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Operator Conformal dimension Lorentz rep su(2)R rep u(1)R charge

Φ 2 (0, 0) 1 0

ζi
5
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

2 −1
2

ζ i 5
2

(
0, 1

2

)
2 1

2

jµ 3
(
1
2
, 1
2

)
1 0

j i
µ j 3

(
1
2
, 1
2

)
3 0

Z−
µν 3 (1, 0) 1 −1

Z+
µν 3 (0, 1) 1 1

κµ i
7
2

(
1, 1

2

)
2 −1

2

κ i
µ

7
2

(
1
2
, 1
)

2 1
2

Tµν 4 (2, 2) 1 0

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

where

∆gµν = ∇µζν +∇νζµ + hgµν , h ≡ 8(x21 + x22 − x23 − x24)

(1 + x2)2
, ζµ ≡ 1

4
∂µh . (2.14)

Here, the covariant derivative ∇µ is taken with respect to the round sphere metric (2.1). The

first two terms in the expression for ∆gµν 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 theN = 2 stress-tensor multiplet coupling to the various non-trivial

background fields on S4. 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)R-symmetry current j j
µ i , the self-dual and anti-self-dual tensors Z+

µν and Z−
µν ,

respectively, and the stress-tensor T µν . The squashing deformation takes the form

δL = (b− 1)Ob +O((b− 1)2) , Ob ≡ −2iξµj 1
µ1 − 4(∇µξν)(Z+

µν − Z−
µν) +

1

2
∆gµνT

µν ,

(2.15)
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where ∆gµν was given in (2.14), and ξµ is one of the two Killing vectors on S4 that correspond

to the so(2)× so(2) isometry preserved by the squashing. In particular, the one-forms dual

to the 10 Killing vectors can be written as

ξpq =
1

2
(ypdyq − yqdyp) , (2.16)

where ξpq is anti-symmetric in the p, q indices; the Killing vector ξ appearing in (2.15) is

ξ = ξ12 − ξ34 . (2.17)

More details can be found in Appendices C.2 and C.3. Note that ∆gµν in (2.14) consists

of an infinitesimal diffeomorphism and an infinitesimal Weyl rescaling. This implies that

the last term in (2.15), 1
2
∆gµνT

µν , vanishes after it is integrated over the entire S4 (as a

consequence of the conservation and tracelessness of T µν).

The subleading terms in (2.15) include couplings between the operators of the N = 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 τ 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
1
2
-BPS multiplet which contains several conserved currents: the su(4)R-symmetry current

Jµ, the N = 4 SUSY currents ψµ and ψµ, and the stress tensor Tµν . The operators of this

multiplet that are relevant for describing the mass, squashing, and τ 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−
[µν] and B

+
[µν]), and the su(4)R-symmetry current Jµ.

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)R rep

S 2 (0, 0) 20
′

χ 5
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

20

χ 5
2

(
0, 1

2

)
20

B−
[µν] 3 (1, 0) 6

P 3 (0, 0) 10

B+
[µν] 3 (0, 1) 6

P 3 (0, 0) 10

Jµ 3
(
1
2
, 1
2

)
15

ψµ
7
2

(
1, 1

2

)
4

ψµ
7
2

(
1
2
, 1
)

4

λ 7
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

4

λ 7
2

(
0, 1

2

)
4

ϕ 4 (0, 0) 1

ϕ 4 (0, 0) 1

T(µν) 4 (1, 1) 1

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

the correlation functions contributing to the non-squashed integral constraints in (1.3). We

also discuss how the N = 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 ∆, R-symmetry representation r, and

spin quantum numbers ℓ ≡ (ℓleft, ℓright) by Or
∆,ℓ. In an SCFT, 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:

⟨O r1
1 ∆1,ℓ1

(x1)O r2
2 ∆2,ℓ2

(x2)O r3
3 ∆3,ℓ3

(x3)O r4
4 ∆4,ℓ4(x4)⟩

=
∑
i,j

g O1O2O3O4
ij (u, v)Ri

r1,r2,r3,r4
Sj(∆1,ℓ1),(∆2,ℓ2),(∆3,ℓ3),(∆4,ℓ4)

(x1, x2, x3, x4) .
(3.1)
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Here Ri
{ri} are rank-four R-symmetry invariant tensors of dimension dim(r1) × dim(r2) ×

dim(r3) × dim(r4), the Sj{(∆i,li)} structures form the conformal basis, and u and v are the

usual conformal cross-ratios

u =
x212x

2
34

x213x
2
24

, v =
x214x

2
23

x213x
2
24

, (3.2)

where xij ≡ xi − xj. 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 Ri
{ri} and Sj{(∆i,li)} are fully specified by kinematics, the non-trivial data of the

four-point function is contained in the conformally-invariant functions g O1O2O3O4
ij (u, v) in

(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

⟨S(x1)S(x2)S(x3)S(x4)⟩ =
6∑
i=1

1

x412x
4
34

Ri
20′,20′,20′,20′gSSSSi1 (u, v) ,

gSSSSi1 (u, v) = (v uv u u(u− v − 1) 1− u− v v(v − u− 1)) T (u, v)

+

(
1 u2

u2

v2
1

c

u2

v

1

c

u

v

1

c
u

)
,

(3.3)

where c is the conformal anomaly coefficient, and the six Ri
20′,20′,20′,20′ tensors are defined

as3

(R1
20′,20′,20′,20′)KLMN = δKL20′,20′δMN

20′,20′ ,

(R2
20′,20′,20′,20′)KLMN = (R1

20′,20′,20′,20′)KMNL ,

(R3
20′,20′,20′,20′)KLMN = (R1

20′,20′,20′,20′)KNLM ,

(R4
20′,20′,20′,20′)KLMN = (C20′,6,6)

K
I1J1

(C20′,6,6)
L
J1I2

(C20′,6,6)
M
I2J2

(C20′,6,6)
N
J2I1

,

(R5
20′,20′,20′,20′)KLMN = (R4

20′,20′,20′,20′)KMNL ,

(R6
20′,20′,20′,20′)KLMN = (R4

20′,20′,20′,20′)KNLM ,

(3.4)

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, Ii, Ji are indices for the 6 represen-

tation, and C20′,6,6 is the three-point su(4)R-invariant between one copy of the 20′ rep and

two copies of the 6 rep, normalized such that (C20′,6,6)
1
1,1 =

1√
2
.4 In the expression (3.3), the

second line is the four-point function in a free N = 4 superconformal theory with central

charge c, while the reduced correlator T (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

for Poincaré SUSY are needed to derive the expressions for all possible g O1O2O3O4
ij (u, v) in

terms of T (u, v).5 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 S4 can be obtained from flat space correlators via the conformal transformation

⟨O1(x1)O2(x2)O3(x3)O4(x4)⟩S4 =
⟨O1(x1)O2(x2)O3(x3)O4(x4)⟩R4

Ω(x1)∆1Ω(x2)∆2Ω(x3)∆3Ω(x4)∆4
, (3.5)

where ∆i is the conformal dimension of Oi(xi) and Ω(xi) 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+⟩, ⟨P PB−B−⟩, ⟨SPB+J⟩, ⟨SPB−J⟩, ⟨JJJJ⟩, ⟨JJB+B+⟩,
and ⟨B−B−B+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 T (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 T (u, v) to zero when substituting (1.3) in

4Details regarding our su(4)R conventions, including the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients relating various
representations, as well as an explanation on how three-point su(4)R-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

δ ⟨SSSχ⟩ ⟨SSSS⟩ ⟨SSχχ⟩ ⟨SSSJ⟩

δ ⟨SSPχ⟩ ⟨SSχχ⟩ ⟨SPχχ⟩ ⟨SSPP ⟩ ⟨SSB−P ⟩

δ ⟨SPPχ⟩ ⟨SPχχ⟩ ⟨SSPP ⟩ ⟨PPχχ⟩ ⟨SPλχ⟩ ⟨SPPJ⟩

δ ⟨P PPχ⟩ ⟨PPχχ⟩ ⟨P Pλχ⟩ ⟨PPP P ⟩ ⟨P PPB−⟩

δ ⟨SSJχ⟩ ⟨SSχχ⟩ ⟨SSSJ⟩ ⟨SJχχ⟩ ⟨SSψχ⟩ ⟨SSJJ⟩

δ ⟨SSB+χ⟩ ⟨SSχχ⟩ ⟨SB+χχ⟩ ⟨SSB−B+⟩ ⟨SSPB+⟩ ⟨SSψχ⟩

δ ⟨SPJχ⟩ ⟨SJχχ⟩ ⟨SPχχ⟩ ⟨PJχχ⟩ ⟨SPψχ⟩ ⟨SPPJ⟩ ⟨SPB−J⟩

δ ⟨PPJχ⟩ ⟨PJχχ⟩ ⟨PPχχ⟩ ⟨SPPJ⟩ ⟨λPJχ⟩ ⟨PPψχ⟩ ⟨PPJJ⟩

δ ⟨SPB+χ⟩ ⟨SPχχ⟩ ⟨SSPB+⟩ ⟨PB+χχ⟩ ⟨SB+λχ⟩ ⟨SPψχ⟩ ⟨SPB+J⟩

δ ⟨PPB+χ⟩ ⟨PB+χχ⟩ ⟨PPχχ⟩ ⟨PB+λχ⟩ ⟨PP ψχ⟩ ⟨PPPB+⟩ ⟨PPB−B+⟩

δ ⟨P PB−χ⟩ ⟨PB−χχ⟩ ⟨P Pλχ⟩ ⟨P PB−B−⟩ ⟨P PPB−⟩

δ ⟨SJJχ⟩ ⟨SJχχ⟩ ⟨SSJJ⟩ ⟨SJJJ⟩ ⟨JJχχ⟩ ⟨SJψχ⟩

δ ⟨JJJχ⟩ ⟨JJχχ⟩ ⟨SJJJ⟩ ⟨JJJJ⟩ ⟨JJψχ⟩

δ ⟨SB−B+χ⟩ ⟨SB−χχ⟩ ⟨SSB−B+⟩ ⟨B−B+χχ⟩ ⟨SB+λχ⟩ ⟨SB−B+J⟩
⟨SB−ψχ⟩

δ ⟨SB+Jχ⟩ ⟨SJχχ⟩ ⟨SB+χχ⟩ ⟨B+Jχχ⟩ ⟨SJψχ⟩
⟨SB+ψχ⟩ ⟨SPB+J⟩ ⟨SB+B−J⟩

δ ⟨B−B+Jχ⟩ ⟨B−Jχχ⟩ ⟨B−B+χχ⟩ ⟨λB+Jχ⟩ ⟨B−Jψχ⟩
⟨SB−B+J⟩ ⟨B−B+ψχ⟩ ⟨B−B+JJ⟩

δ ⟨SB−B+χ⟩ ⟨SB−χχ⟩ ⟨SSB−B+⟩ ⟨B−B+χχ⟩ ⟨SB+λχ⟩ ⟨SB−B+J⟩
⟨SB−ψχ⟩

δ ⟨B+B+B−χ⟩ ⟨B−B+χχ⟩ ⟨B+B+λχ⟩ ⟨B−B−B+B+⟩ ⟨B+B+PB−⟩
⟨B+B−ψχ⟩

Table 5: Ward identities solved to calculate the N = 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 ⟨PPB+B+⟩ 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 c. 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 T (u, v). However,

T (u, v) is constrained by the fact that the four-point function ⟨S(x1)S(x2)S(x3)S(x4)⟩ in

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

T (v, u) = T
(
1

v
,
u

v

)
=
v2

u2
T (u, v) ,

T
(
u

v
,
1

v

)
= T

(
v

u
,
1

u

)
= v2T (u, v) ,

T
(
1

u
,
v

u

)
= T (u, v) .

(3.6)

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 τ parameters, described in Section 2. Any

N = 4 SCFT can be described as an N = 2 SCFT with su(2)F flavor symmetry. In this

language, the R-symmetry algebra of the N = 4 SCFT splits as

su(4)R → su(2)R × su(2)F × u(1)R . (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 τ (and

τ) 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)F

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 N = 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)R, su(2)F and u(1)R on the fundamental representation of

su(4)R to be given by the following 4× 4 matrices (T4)
A
B:

(T4)
i
su(2)R

=

(
σi 0

0 0

)
, (T4)

i
su(2)F

=

(
0 0

0 σi

)
, (T4)u(1)R =

1

2

(
−1 0

0 1

)
, (3.8)

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

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

(4⊗ 4)a = 6 are

CI
AB =

{(
0 σ1

2

−σ1

2
0

)
,

(
0 −σ3

2
σ3

2
0

)
,

(
0 i

2
1

− i
2
1 0

)
,

(
0 −σ2

2

−σ2

2
0

)
,

(
iσ

2

2
0

0 iσ
2

2

)
,

(
σ2

2
0

0 −σ2

2

)}
,

(3.9)

where I is a 6 index, the action of the su(2)R × su(2)F × u(1)R generators in (3.8) on the 6

representation of su(4)R is given by the following matrices6 (T6)
I
J :

(T6)
i
su(2)R

=




0 −i1 0

i1 0 0

0 0 0

 ,


σ2 0 0

0 −σ2 0

0 0 0

 ,


0 σ2 0

σ2 0 0

0 0 0


 ,

(T6)
i
su(2)F

=




0 −iσ3 0

iσ3 0 0

0 0 0

 ,


σ2 0 0

0 σ2 0

0 0 0

 ,


0 iσ1 0

−iσ1 0 0

0 0 0


 ,

(T6)u(1)R =


0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 σ2

 .

(3.10)

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)R can be represented as the rank-two traceless symmetric tensor SIJ , where

I, J are 6 indices. The superprimary SIJ 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)±1 ⊕ (1,1)±2 ,

SIJ → J
(mn)
(ij) ⊕ Φ ⊕ {Wm

i ,W
m

i } ⊕ {A,A} ,
(3.11)

where i, j are su(2)R labels, m,n are su(2)F labels, and for the subrepresentation (R1, R2)r,

R1 is the su(2)R representation, R2 is the su(2)F representation, and r is the u(1)R charge.

The primaries of the N = 2 chiral and antichiral multiplets (which give the τ and τ de-

formations described in (2.6)), namely A and A respectively, correspond to the (1,1)2 and

(1,1)−2 subrepresentations in (3.11) respectively. With SIJ normalized as

⟨SIJ(x1)SKL(x2)⟩ =
1

2x412

(
δIKδJL + δILδJK − 1

3
δIJδKL

)
, (3.12)

these two operators correspond to the SIJ components

A =

√
c

2
√
2τ2

(S55 + 2iS56 − S66) ,

A =

√
c

2
√
2τ2

(S55 − 2iS56 − S66) ,

(3.13)

which gives the two-point function

⟨A(x1)A(x2)⟩ =
c

2x412τ
2
2

, (3.14)

normalized to match the conventions in [50].

The N = 2 flavor multiplet operator J12, which is a part of the mass deformation in

(2.8), lies in the (3,3)0 subrepresentation in the decomposition of SIJ in (3.11). It is given

by

J12 =
i
√
c

4
√
2π2

(S11 − S22 − S33 + S44) ; (3.15)

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

in the Cartan of su(2)F generated by T 3
su(2)F

.
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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)R, can be written as a rank-two symmetric tensor P(AB), where A,B

are 4 indices. This representation splits as

10 → (1,3)−1 ⊕ (3,1)1 ⊕ (2,2)0

P(AB) → K(mn) ⊕ N(ij) ⊕ Lmi
(3.16)

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

rank-two symmetric tensor P
(AB)

, where A,B are 4 indices, decomposes as

10 → (1,3)1 ⊕ (3,1)−1 ⊕ (2,2)0

P
(AB) → K

(mn) ⊕ N (ij) ⊕ L
m

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)−1 and (1,3)1 subrepresentations in (3.16) and

(3.17) respectively. Using the fact that the mass deformation lies in the Cartan generated

by T 3
su(2)F

, we can identify K and K as the components

K =
2
√
c

π2
P34 ,

K =
2
√
c

π2
P

34
,

(3.18)

where the normalization of PAB and P
AB

is given by the two-point function

⟨PAB(x1)P
CD

(x2)⟩ =
1

2x612

(
δ C
A δ D

B + δ D
A δ C

B

)
. (3.19)

The anti-self-dual operator B−
I µν in the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet lies in the 6 repre-

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

6 → (1,1)−1 ⊕ (1,1)1 ⊕ (2,2)0 ,

B−
I µν → Z−

µν ⊕ G−
µν ⊕ Hm−

i µν .
(3.20)

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

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

operator B+
Iµν of theN = 4 stress-tensor multiplet, which is in the 6 representation of su(4)R,
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splits as

6 → (1,1)1 ⊕ (1,1)−1 ⊕ (2,2)0 ,

B+
I µν → Z+

µν ⊕ G+
µν ⊕ Hm+

i µν .
(3.21)

The Z+
µν in the N = 2 stress-tensor multiplet, which is also a part of the squashing defor-

mation, is identified as the (1,1)1 subrepresentation.

With the normalization

⟨B−
I µν(x1)B

+
J cd(x2)⟩ =

δIJ
8x812

S{(2,0),(0,2)}
[µν][cd] (x12) , (3.22)

where the tensor S{(2,0),(0,2)}
[µν][cd] (x) is

S{(2,0),(0,2)}
[µν][ρσ] (x) = x2(δµρδνσ − δµσδνρ) + 2(xµϵνρστx

τ − xνϵµρστx
τ ) + x2ϵµνρσ

− 2(xµxρδνσ − xνxρδµσ − xµxσδνρ + xνxσδµρ) ,
(3.23)

the N = 2 operators Z−
µν and Z+

µν are given by the N = 4 operators

Z+
µν =

√
3c

2
√
2π2

(B+
µν 6 − iB+

µν 5) ,

Z−
µν =

√
3c

2
√
2π2

(B−
µν 6 + iB−

µν 5) .

(3.24)

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

can be written as a 6× 6 antisymmetric tensor J[IJ ]µ, splits as

15 → (3,1)0 ⊕ (1,3)0 ⊕ (1,1)0 ⊕ (2,2)±1 ,

Jµ → j i
µ j ⊕ j n

F µm ⊕ jµ ⊕ {j m
µ i , j

m

µ i }.
(3.25)

The dimension-three su(2)R symmetry current operator j i
µ j in the N = 2 stress-tensor

multiplet, given in Table 3, can be identified as the (3,1)0 subrepresentation. The j 1
µ 1

operator in the squashing deformation (2.15) can be identified as

j 1
µ 1 =

i
√
3c

π2
(J23µ − J14µ) , (3.26)

where J[IJ ]µ is normalized as

⟨J[IJ ]µ(x1)J[KL]ν(x2)⟩ = (δIKδJL − δILδJK)
(x212δµν − 2x12µx12 ν)

4x412
. (3.27)
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4 Revisiting non-squashed integral constraints

In this section, we revisit the ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ and ∂4m logZ 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 ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ

For an N = 2 SCFT, the integrated correlator ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ is given by the integral

∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ =

∫
d4x3 d

4x4
√
g(x3)

√
g(x4) ⟨A(N)A(S)Om(x3)Om(x4)⟩S4 , (4.1)

where Om ≡ i(K −K) + 2J12 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 τ deformation, as mentioned in (2.6). Note that
√
g(x) = Ω(x)4, where Ω(x) = 2

1+x2

is the conformal factor relating S4 to R4 (2.1), and correlators on S4 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)J12(x3)J12(x4)⟩ and ⟨A(N)A(S)K(x3)K(x4)⟩. 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 τ 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 T (u, v), and a free theory contribution. The integrated correlator given in (4.1) can

hence be separated into two parts,

∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ =

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
m logZ

)
T +

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
m logZ

)
free

, (4.2)

where (∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ)T contains only the T (u, v)-dependent part of the four-point correlation

function given in (5.1), while (∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ)free contains the free theory part of the four-

point correlator. The term (∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ)free vanishes [47], because in a free N = 4 theory

the vector multiplet (for which τ 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 (∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ)T in this subsection. This term is given by the integral

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
m logZ

)
T

=

∫
d4x3 d

4x4

[
4Ω(x3)

2Ω(x4)
2 ⟨A(N)A(S)J12(x3)J12(x4)⟩T ,R4

+ Ω(x3)Ω(x4)
(
⟨A(N)A(S)K(x3)K(x4)⟩T ,R4 + ⟨A(N)A(S)K(x3)K(x4)⟩T ,R4

)]
.

(4.3)

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

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

⟨A(N)A(S)J12(x3)J12(x4)⟩T ,R4 = −c2 vT (u, v)

16π4τ 22x
4
34

,

⟨A(N)A(S)K(x3)K(x4)⟩T ,R4 = c2□4

[
v2T (u, v)

8π4τ 22x
4
34

]
,

⟨A(N)A(S)K(x4)K(x3)⟩T ,R4 = c2□3

[
T (u, v)

8π4τ 22x
4
34

]
,

(4.4)

where the conformal cross-ratios, defined in (3.2), are now given by u =
x234
x23

and v =
x24
x23
,

since x1 and x2 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 ↔ x4) crossing, as can be checked

explicitly using the crossing relation T
(
u
v
, 1
v

)
= v2T (u, v), given in (3.6).

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

get

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
m logZ

)
T

=−
∫
d4x3 d

4x4
[
Ω(x3)

2Ω(x4)
2v + Ω(x3)Ω(x4)

3v2 + Ω(x3)
3Ω(x4)

] c2T (u, v)

4π4τ 22x
4
34

.
(4.5)

We can then use SO(4) rotations to fix x⃗3 = z(1, 0, 0, 0) and x⃗4 = zr(cos θ, sin θ, 0, 0). In this

configuration (along with x⃗1 = 0, x⃗2 = ∞), the conformal cross-ratios u and v are simple

functions of the variables r and θ,

(u, v) =

(
x234
x23
,
x24
x23

)
=
(
1 + r2 − 2r cos θ, r2

)
. (4.6)

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

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
m logZ

)
T = − 8c2

πτ 22

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
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 ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ integrated correlator is simpler since we use the

compact expressions (4.4) for the correlators contributing to ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ. Additionally, we

directly obtain a crossing-symmetric form for ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ 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 ∂4m logZ

The integrated correlator ∂4m logZ in an N = 2 SCFT is given by the integral

∂4m logZ =

∫ 4∏
i=1

d4xi
√
g(xi) ⟨Om(x1)Om(x2)Om(x3)Om(x4)⟩S4 . (4.8)

where Om 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 Om are given in

(3.15) and (3.18). As was the case for the ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ integrated correlator in the previous

subsection, we can separate out the integrated correlator in (4.8) into two parts

∂4m logZ =
(
∂4m logZ

)
T +

(
∂4m logZ

)
free

, (4.9)

where (∂4m logZ)T is the contribution of the purely T (u, v)-dependent part of the four-point

correlator in (4.8), given by the integral

(
∂4m logZ

)
T =

∫ 4∏
i=1

d4xi
√
g(xi) ⟨Om(x1)Om(x2)Om(x3)Om(x4)⟩T ,S4 , (4.10)
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while (∂4m logZ)free is the contribution from the free theory part of the four-point correlator

in (4.8). The term (∂4m logZ)free was computed in [48] to be

(
∂4m logZ

)
free

= 48c ζ(3) . (4.11)

We focus on rederiving (∂4m logZ)T 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

(
∂4m logZ

)
T =

∫ ( 4∏
i=1

d4Ωi
S4

)
Hm4(y1, y2, y3, y4)

T (u, v)

y412y
4
34y

4
13y

4
24

. (4.12)

where d4Ωi
S4 ≡ d5yi δ(y

2
i − 1) is the measure on S4, y2ij = Ω(xi)Ω(xj)x

2
ij is the square of

the chordal distance between the points yi and yj on the unit sphere in R5, the conformal

cross-ratios u and v, defined in (3.2), can be written in terms of the unit vectors on R5 as

u =
y212y

2
34

y213y
2
24

, v =
y214y

2
23

y213y
2
24

, (4.13)

and the factor Hm4(y1, y2, y3, y4) in (4.12) is given by the polynomial

Hm4 =
c2

16π8
(y212y

2
34 + y213y

2
24 + y214y

2
23)

×
[
y212

(
1

2
y212 + y213 +

1

8
y234

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

]
.

(4.14)

Using the crossing relations given in (3.6), one can check that the factor T (u,v)

y412y
4
34y

4
13y

4
24

appearing

in (4.12) is crossing-invariant. Since Hm4 is invariant under any permutation of the four

points {y1, y2, y3, y4} on S4, 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 u and v, just like the ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ integrated correlator in (4.7). In this case, it
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is convenient to perform the simplification by embedding S4 on the null lightcone in six

dimensions. Since the conformal symmetry of S4 is SO(5, 1), this embedding makes conformal

symmetry manifest.

We will now write (4.12) in terms of coordinates in R5,1 with signature (+ + + + +−).

A point y on the unit sphere in R5 can be associated with the lightray Ly⃗ defined as

Ly⃗ ≡
{
X =

(
X⃗,X6

)
: X⃗ = X6y⃗

}
. (4.15)

The SO(5)-invariant y2ij can be written in terms of R5,1 vectors as

y2ij =
−2Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)
, (4.16)

for any Xk ∈ Ly⃗k , where Y∗ = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1) is a future-directed time-like vector in R5,1.

Note that (4.16) is the same no matter which Xj ∈ Ly⃗j is chosen to represent the lightray

as it is invariant under rescalings along each of the rays: Xk → λkXk. We can use (4.16) to

write the integrand in (4.12) as a function in R5,1. Using (4.16), the conformal cross-ratios,

given in terms of the points yi on S4 in (4.13), can be written in terms of the 6d vectors

Xi ∈ Ly⃗j as

u =
(X1 ·X2) (X3 ·X4)

(X1 ·X3) (X2 ·X4)
, v =

(X1 ·X4) (X2 ·X3)

(X1 ·X3) (X2 ·X4)
. (4.17)

Note once again that these expressions are invariant under rescalings Xk → λkXk, and are

thus independent of the choice of the representative point chosen for each lightray.

Since our objective is to write the integrated correlator (∂4m logZ)T 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

(
∂4m logZ

)
T =

∫ ∏4
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

(y212y
2
34)

4
Fm4

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)
T (u, v) , (4.18)

whose measure
∏4

i=1 d
4Ωi

S4

(y212y
2
34)

4 is invariant under conformal transformations.7 The function Fm4

7In general, a conformal transformation on S4 leaves the metric invariant up to a position-dependent Weyl
rescaling factor λ(y). Under such a conformal transformation, the numerator of the measure

∏4
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

goes to (
∏4

i=1 λ
4(yi))d

4Ωi
S4 and the factor y212y

2
34 in the denominator goes to (

∏4
i=1 λi(yi))y

2
12y

2
34. The λ(yi)

factors would cancel each other in
∏4

i=1 d4Ωi
S4

(y2
12y

2
34)

4 leaving it conformally invariant.
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is related to Hm4 , defined in (4.14), as

Fm4

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)
=
y412y

4
34

y413y
4
24

Hm4(y2ij)

∣∣∣∣
y2ij→

−2Xi·Xj
(Xi·Y∗) (Xj ·Y∗)

, (4.19)

for Xi ∈ Ly⃗j .
Fm4 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 Ly⃗i as well as the point
Y∗. We can use SO(5, 1) transformations to fix the points y⃗i to a specific configuration on

S4, while moving the point Y∗ all over the locus of points satisfying Y∗ · Y∗ = −1 and

Y 6
∗ > 0, also known as the AdS hyperboloid. This converts the integral over four points on

S4 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 (∂4m logZ)T ,

(
∂4m logZ

)
T =

4π5

3

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u4
Fm4(u, v)T (u, v) , (4.20)

where r and θ are related to the conformal cross-ratios u and v via u = 1+r2−2r cos θ, v = r2,

and the function Fm4(u, v) is defined in terms of Fm4 as

Fm4(u, v) = J [Fm4 ] , (4.21)

for the functional J defined in (G.13). The function Fm4(u, v) can be expressed in terms

of four-point Dr1,r2,r3,r4-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 Fm4(u, v) is given by the sum of D-functions

Fm4(u, v) =
4c2u2(1 + u+ v)

π6

[
u2D3,3,1,1 + 2uD3,2,2,1 + 2uD3,2,1,2 +D3,1,3,1 + 2D3,1,2,2

+D3,1,1,3 + 2uvD2,3,2,1 + 2uD2,3,1,2 + 2vD2,2,3,1 + 2(u+ v + 1)D2,2,2,2

+ 2D2,2,1,3 + 2D2,1,3,2 + 2D2,1,2,3 + v2D1,3,3,1 + 2vD1,3,2,2 +D1,3,1,3

+ 2vD1,2,3,2 + 2D1,2,2,3 +D1,1,3,3

]
.

(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 {D1,1,1,1, D1,1,2,2, D1,2,2,1, D2,2,2,2}.
Substituting in the expressions for each D-function into (4.22), we obtain a simple expression

for Fm4(u, v),

Fm4(u, v) =
24c2

π6
u2(1 + u+ v)D1,1,1,1(u, v) . (4.23)

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

(∂4m logZ)T

(
∂4m logZ

)
T =

32c2

π

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
(1 + u+ v)D1,1,1,1(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 N = 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 ∆ = 3 to ∆ = 3 − ϵ 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 ϵ→ 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 ∂4m logZ 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(m2) 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 ×K OPE contains terms that contribute to the integral con-

straint in the same way that the O(m2) 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 ∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ, ∂

2
b∂

2
m logZ, and (∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ.
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5.1 ∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ

We begin with the ∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ integral constraint. In a generalN = 2 SCFT, this constraint

is given by

∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ

∂τ∂τ logZ
=

∫
d4x3 d

4x4
√
g(x3)

√
g(x4) ⟨A(N)A(S)Ob(x3)Ob(x4)⟩S4

+ (lower-point contributions) ,

(5.1)

where Ob is the squashing deformation operator, defined earlier in (2.15). Note that we have

used (2.6) to relate the τ and τ derivatives in (5.1) to insertions of A and A at the north

and south poles of S4.

In N = 2 language, the four-point correlation functions that contribute to this integrated

correlator are ⟨AAZ−
µνZ

+
ρσ⟩ and ⟨AAj 1

µ 1 j
1

ν 1 ⟩. For theories withN = 4 superconformal sym-

metry, the squashing deformation operators j 1
µ 1 , Z−

µν and Z+
µν 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−
µνZ

+
ρσ⟩ and ⟨AAj 1

µ 1 j
1

ν 1 ⟩
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,

∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ =

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
b logZ

)
T +

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
b logZ

)
free

, (5.2)

where (∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ)T contains only the T (u, v)-dependent part of the four-point correlation

function given in (5.1), while (∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ)free contains all the remaining terms: the free

theory part of the four-point correlator as well as contributions from lower-point correlators.

The term (∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ)free can be easily computed using the relations given in (1.2) and

(1.3), as was pointed out earlier in Section 3.1. Therefore, we focus on computing just the

(∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ)T piece in this section. The purely T (u, v)-dependent part of the ⟨AAZ−

µνZ
+
ρσ⟩
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and ⟨AAj 1
µ 1 j

1
ν 1 ⟩ correlators in R4 are given by

⟨A(N)A(S)j 1
µ 1 (x3)j

1
ν 1 (x4)⟩T ,R4 =

c2

4π4τ 22
(δµν∂

λ
3∂4λ − ∂3ν∂4µ + ϵµνρσ∂

ρ
3∂

σ
4 )

[
x24T (u, v)

x23x
4
34

]
,

⟨A(N)A(S)Z−
µ1ν1

(x3)Z
+
µ2ν2

(x4)⟩T ,R4 = − c2

32π4τ 22
P− [µ3ν3]

[µ1ν1]
P+ [µ4ν4]

[µ2ν2]
δµ3µ4∂4ν3∂4ν4

[
x44T (u, v)

x43x
4
34

]
,

⟨A(N)A(S)Z+
µ1ν1

(x3)Z
−
µ2ν2

(x4)⟩T ,R4 = − c2

32π4τ 22
P+ [µ3ν3]

[µ1ν1]
P− [µ4ν4]

[µ2ν2]
δµ3µ4∂3ν3∂3ν4

[
T (u, v)

x434

]
,

(5.3)

where P− [ρσ]
[µν] projects out the anti-self-dual part of a tensor, P+ [ρσ]

[µν] projects out the

self-dual part, and u and v, defined in (3.2), are now given by u =
x234
x23
, v =

x24
x23
, since we

have set x1 to the origin and x2 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 (u
v
, 1
v
) = v2T (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

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
b logZ

)
T =

∫
d4x3 d

4x4H
bbττ (x3, x4)T (u, v) , (5.4)

where

Hbbττ = − c2 x24
8π4τ 22x

2
3x

4
34

Ω(x3)
3Ω(x4)

3

(
2 +

3

2

x24Ω(x4)

x23Ω(x3)
+

3

2

x23Ω(x3)

x24Ω(x4)

)
. (5.5)

This integral is manifestly SO(4)-invariant. Using rotational symmetry, we can do 5 of

the 8 remaining integrals easily and fix x3 and x4 to the configuration: x3 = z(1, 0, 0, 0), and

x4 = rz(cos θ, sin θ, 0, 0). Then the integral in (5.4) is reduced to an integral over r, θ, 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

(
∂τ∂τ∂

2
b logZ

)
T = − 8c2

π2τ 22

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
T (u, v) , (5.6)
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where u =
x234
x23

= 1 + r2 − 2r cos θ and v =
x24
x23

= r2. This is exactly what is expected from

the first relation in (1.2) after substituting in the ∂2τ∂
2
τ∂

2
mF integral constraint given in (1.3).

As we noted in the introduction, this means that the integral constraint from ∂τ∂τ∂
2
bF is

equivalent to the one from ∂τ∂τ∂
2
mF .

5.2 ∂2b∂
2
m logZ

The ∂2b∂
2
m logZ integral constraint for an N = 2 SCFT is given by

∂2b∂
2
m logZ =

∫ 4∏
i=1

d4xi
√
g(xi) ⟨Om(x1)Om(x2)Ob(x3)Ob(x4)⟩S4

+ (lower-point contributions) ,

(5.7)

where Om is the mass deformation, defined in (2.8), and Ob is the squashing deformation,

defined in (2.15). For an N = 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 ∂2b∂
2
m logZ can be related to T (u, v) using N = 4 SUSY Ward identities. The

purely T (u, v)-dependent parts of these correlators are given in (F.14). Once again, we can

separate ∂2b∂
2
m logZ into two terms,

∂2b∂
2
m logZ =

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T +

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
free

, (5.8)

where (∂2b∂
2
m logZ)T is the T (u, v)-dependent part from the integral of the four-point corre-

lator in (5.7),

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T =

∫ 4∏
i=1

d4xi
√
g(xi) ⟨Om(x1)Om(x2)Ob(x3)Ob(x4)⟩T ,S4 , (5.9)

while (∂2b∂
2
m logZ)free 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

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T =

∫ ( 4∏
i=1

d4xiΩ(xi)
4

)
K(2)(xi)Hb2m2(xi)T (u, v) , (5.10)
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where the scalar field K(2) is defined as

K(2)(x1, x2, x3, x4) = 16(∇[µ1ξν1])(x3)(∇[µ2ξν2])(x4)K[µ1ν1][µ2ν2](x1, x2, x3, x4) , (5.11)

using the K-tensor defined in (F.17), and the factor Hb2m2(xi) is given by

Hb2m2 =
c2

128π8y412y
4
34y

4
13y

4
24

(
3(y413 + y414 + y423 + y424) + 9y434 + y412 + 2y212y

2
34

+ 2(3y234 + y212)(y
2
13 + y214 + y223 + y224) + 4(y213y

2
14 + y223y

2
24)

+ 2(y214y
2
23 + y213y

2
24) + 3(y213y

2
23 + y214y

2
24)
)
,

(5.12)

where y2ij = Ω(xi)Ω(xj)x
2
ij is the square of the chordal distance between the points yi and yj

on the unit sphere in R5.

Since we wish to express (∂2b∂
2
m logZ)T 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 S4. 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 Rp
q

when acting on an SO(5) vector, the R5 embedding space coordinates change linearly as

yp → y′p = Rp
qy
q.8 The stereographic coordinates x 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: x→ x′ = R(x),

and averaging R over SO(5). For a generic function f(xi), its SO(5) average ⟪f(xi)⟫ is given
by the integral

⟪f(xi)⟫ = 1

vol(SO(5))

∫
dR f(R(xi)) , (5.13)

where dR is the Haar measure on SO(5). Since K(2) is the only factor in (5.9) that is not

SO(5)-invariant, it suffices to replace K(2) with its SO(5) average ⟪K(2)⟫.
Computing ⟪K(2)⟫ is simplified by the fact that the background field dξ ≡ ∂µξν dx

µ ∧ dxν

8Raising and lowering of SO(5) indices are done with Kronecker deltas δpq .
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is a particular combination of the tensor harmonics Y [pq] in the 10 of SO(5),

dξ =MpqY [pq] , Y [pq] ≡ 1

2
dyp ∧ dyq = 1

2
Y [pq]
µν (x) dxµ ∧ dxν , (5.14)

where p, q are SO(5) vector indices and the M[pq] matrix is

M =



0 1 0 0 0

−1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1 0

0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0


. (5.15)

We therefore have

⟪K(2)⟫ = ⟪Mp1q1Mp2q2L
[p1q1] [p2q2]

b2m2 ⟫ , (5.16)

where

L[p1q1] [p2q2]

b2m2 = 4Y [p1q1][µ1ν1](x3)Y [p2q2][µ2ν2](x4)K[µ1ν1][µ2ν2](x1, x2, x3, x4) . (5.17)

Note that the tensor K(x1, x2, x3, x4) ≡ 1
4
K[µ1ν1][µ2ν2](x1, x2, x3, x4) (dx

µ1
3 ∧dxν13 ) (dxµ24 ∧dxν24 ),

defined in (F.17), is invariant under SO(5) transformations.9 Using (5.13), the invariance of

K, and the fact that Y [pq] lies in the 10 of SO(5), we can express the SO(5)-average ⟪K(2)⟫
as

⟪K(2)⟫ = P1[Mp1q1Mp2q2 ]L
[p1q1] [p2q2]

b2m2 (x1, x2, x3, x4) , (5.18)

where

P1[Mp1q1Mp2q2 ] =
1

vol(SO(5))

∫
dR (RMR−1)p1q1(RMR−1)p2q2 (5.19)

is the projection of the 10×10 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.

34



is given by

P1[Mp1q1Mp2q2 ] = (I[p1q1][p2q2]Mp1q1Mp2q2)I[p1q1][p2q2] , (5.20)

where

I[p1q1][p2q2] =
1√
40

(δp1p2δq1q2 − δp1q2δq1p2) (5.21)

is the unique SO(5)-invariant tensor that can be constructed out of two 10 representations,

normalized as I[p1q1][p2q2]I
[p1q1][p2q2] = 1.

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

⟪K(2)⟫ = 2

5
L [p1q1]

b2m2 [p1q1]
, (5.22)

with Lb2m2 given in (5.17). Further using (F.16), (F.17), and (5.14), ⟪K(2)⟫ can be computed

explicitly and expressed in a manifestly SO(5)-invariant way using R5 coordinates as

⟪K(2)⟫ = 2

5

(
(8y213y

2
23 + 8y214y

2
24 + 4y213y

2
24 + 4y214y

2
23) + (8− y212)y

4
34

+ (4y212 − 8y213 − 8y214 − 8y223 − 8y224 + y214y
2
23 + y213y

2
24)y

2
34

)
.

(5.23)

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

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T =

∫ ( 4∏
i=1

dΩi
S4

)
⟪K(2)⟫Hb2m2T (u, v) , (5.24)

where dΩi
S4 = d5yi δ(y

2
i − 1) is the measure on S4, and ⟪K(2)⟫ and Hb2m2 are given in (5.23)

and (5.12), respectively. The conformal cross-ratios u and v are defined in terms of the R5

unit vectors in (4.13).

5.2.2 Crossing symmetry

The integrand in (5.24) is invariant only under (y1 ↔ y2) 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 S4. Using the crossing properties of T (u, v),

given in (3.6), one can observe that the factor of T (u,v)

y412y
4
34y

4
13y

4
24

is crossing-invariant. Therefore,

we can rewrite (5.24) as

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T =

∫ ( 4∏
i=1

dΩi
S4

)
Nb2m2(y2ij)

T (u, v)

y412y
4
34y

4
13y

4
24

, (5.25)

where

Nb2m2(y2ij) =
1

24

(
y412y

4
34y

4
13y

4
24 ⟪K(2)⟫Hb2m2 + (23 other permutations of {y1, y2, y3, y4})

)
=

c2

1920π8

[(
y812

(
18− 9

4
y234

)
+ y212y

2
13

(
14y223y

2
24 + 8y224y

2
34 + 3y214y

2
24y

2
34

)
+ y612

(
y213

(
−24 +

9

2
y224 − 3y234

)
− 3

4
y434 + 26y234

)
+ y412

(
y413(3y

2
34 − 12) + 8y434 + y213

(
−y434 +

3

2
y214y

2
34 + 2y223y

2
34 +

5

2
y224y

2
34

+ 84y234 − 68y223 + 9y223y
2
24 + 20y224

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

]
,

(5.26)

where ⟪K(2)⟫ and Hb2m2 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 ∂4m logZ integrated correlator in Section 4.2. Following the approach described

in Section 4.2.2, we begin this manipulation by embedding a point yi on S
4 in R5,1 as the

light-ray Ly⃗j defined in (4.15). The integral (5.25) then becomes

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T =

∫ ∏4
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

(y212y
2
34)

4
Fb2m2

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)
T (u, v) , (5.27)
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where Fb2m2 is related to Nb2m2 , defined in (5.26), as

Fb2m2

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)
=
y412y

4
34

y413y
4
24

Nb2m2(y2ij)

∣∣∣∣
y2ij→

−2Xi·Xj
Xi·Y∗ Xj ·Y∗

, (5.28)

for Xi ∈ Ly⃗j .
Following the procedure outlined in Appendix G, we can use SO(5, 1) transformations to

fix the four S4 points yi 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 (∂2b∂
2
m logZ)T ,

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T =

4π5

3

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u4
Fb2m2(u, v)T (u, v), (5.29)

where the conformal cross-ratios u and v are related to r and θ by u = 1+r2−2r cos θ, v = r2,

and the function Fb2m2(u, v) is defined in terms of Fb2m2 using the functional J , defined in

(G.13),

Fb2m2(u, v) = J [Fb2m2 ] . (5.30)

The Fb2m2(u, v) function can be expressed in terms of Dr1,...,rn-functions, defined as integrals

in (H.1). A naive application of (H.1) to the integral (5.30) would result in an apparently

divergent Fb2m2(u, v) function. Carefully regulating the integral in (5.30) and using various

identities of D-functions, one can show that Fb2m2(u, v) is finite. We go over the details of

this process in Appendix I. The final form for the integrated correlator (∂2b∂
2
m logZ)T after

this simplification is

(
∂2b∂

2
m logZ

)
T =

32c2

3π

∫
drdθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
((1 + u+ v)D1,1,1,1(u, v)− 4)T (u, v) , (5.31)

using the simplified expression for Fb2m2(u, v) given in (I.15). Using (1.3), we can see that

this result trivially satisfies the T (u, v) part of the second relation in (1.2).
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5.3 (∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ

We now compute the final integrated correlator with squashing (∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ. For an

N = 2 SCFT, it is given by the integral

(∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ =

∫ 4∏
i=1

d4xi
√
g(xi) ⟨Ob(x1)Ob(x2)Ob(x3)Ob(x4)⟩S4

+ (lower-point contributions) ,

(5.32)

where, once again, Ob is the squashing deformation defined in (2.15). For an N = 4 SCFT,

the purely T (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 T (u, v)-dependent part of (∂4b−15∂2b ) logZ

which is the integral

(
(∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ

)
T =

∫ 4∏
i=1

d4xi
√
g(xi) ⟨Ob(x1)Ob(x2)Ob(x3)Ob(x4)⟩T ,S4 . (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

(
(∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ

)
T =

∫ ( 4∏
i=1

d4xiΩ(xi)
4

)
M(2)(xi)Hb4(xi)T (u, v) . (5.34)

Here, the scalar field M(2) is defined as

M(2)(x1, x2, x3, x4) = 256(∇[µ1ξν1])(x1)(∇[µ2ξν2])(x2)(∇[µ3ξν3])(x3)(∇[µ4ξν4])(x4)

×M[µ1ν1][µ2ν2][µ3ν3][µ4ν4](x1, x2, x3, x4) ,
(5.35)

where the M[µ1ν1][µ2ν2][µ3ν3][µ4ν4] tensor is defined in (F.22), and the factor Hb4(xi) is given by

Hb4 =
c2

4096π8y412y
4
34y

4
13y

4
24y

2
14y

2
23

[(
−9

4
y412 − 6y212y

2
13 − y212y

2
34

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

]
,

(5.36)

where y2ij = Ω(xi)Ω(xj)x
2
ij is the chordal distance on S4.
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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 S4. Following the discussion in Section 5.2.1,

this is done by replacing M(2) in (5.34) with its SO(5)-average ⟪M(2)⟫, where the averaging
operation ⟪...⟫ is defined by (5.13). Substituting in the expression for ∇[µξν] as a tensor

harmonic in (5.14), we have

⟪M(2)⟫ = ⟪Mp1q1Mp2q2Mp3q3Mp4q4L
[p1q1][p2q2][p3q3][p4q4]

b4 ⟫ , (5.37)

where

L[p1q1][p2q2][p3q3][p4q4]

b4 = 16Y [p1q1][µ1ν1](x1)Y [p1q1][µ1ν1](x1)Y [p2q2][µ3ν3](x3)Y [p4q4][µ4ν4](x4)

×M[µ1ν1][µ2ν2][µ3ν3][µ4ν4](x1, x2, x3, x4) ,
(5.38)

M[µ1ν1][µ2ν2][µ3ν3][µ4ν4](x1, x2, x3, x4) is the tensor given in (F.22), and the tensor harmonics

Y [pq] and the matrix Mpq are given in (5.14) and (5.15) respectively. The tensor M ≡
1
16
M[µ1ν1][µ2ν2][µ3ν3][µ4ν4]dx

µ1
1 ∧dxν11 dxµ22 ∧dxν22 dxµ33 ∧dxν33 dxµ44 ∧dxν44 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 Y [pq] tensor

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

⟪M(2)⟫ = P1[Mp1q1Mp2q2Mp3q3Mp4q4 ]L
[p1q1][p2q2][p3q3][p4q4]

b4 (x1, x2, x3, x4) . (5.39)

Here, P1 is the projector onto the singlet subspace of the tensor product of the four Mpq

matrices. It is given explicitly by the integral

P1[Mp1q1Mp2q2Mp3q3Mp4q4 ]

=
1

vol(SO(5))

∫
dR (RMR−1)p1q1(RMR−1)p2q2(RMR−1)p3q3(RMR−1)p4q4 ,

(5.40)

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 T i for this space in terms of the contracted
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objects Θi = T i[p1q1][p2q2][p3q3][p4q4]M
p1q1
1 Mp2q2

2 Mp3q3
3 Mp4q4

4 ,

Θ =
1

4
{tr(M1M2)tr(M3M4), tr(M1M3)tr(M2M4), tr(M1M4)tr(M2M3),

tr(M1M2M3M4), tr(M1M2M4M3), tr(M1M3M2M4)} ,
(5.41)

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

basis as

P1[Mp1q1Mp2q2Mp3q3Mp4q4 ] =
6∑
i=1

aiT
i
[p1q1][p2q2][p3q3][p4q4]

, (5.42)

where a⃗ = 1
21

(
1, 1, 1,−4

5
,−4

5
,−4

5

)
. This specific vector a⃗ 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 i tensors.

Using this result along with the definition of Lb4 in (5.38) and the expression for M an

SO(5)-invariant sum in (F.24), (5.39) can be written as

⟪M(2)⟫ = − 8

105
y223y

2
14

[(
y412

(
11

8
y434 − 44y234 + 160

)
+ y212

(
16y213y

2
23 + 40y213y

2
24 −

5

4
y213y

2
24y

2
34 − 320y213 + 120y234

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

]
.

(5.43)

We now have a SO(5)-invariant form for ((∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ)T ,

(
(∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ

)
T =

∫ ( 4∏
i=1

d4Ωi
S4

)
⟪M(2)⟫Hb4T (u, v) , (5.44)

where Hb4 and ⟪M(2)⟫ are given explicitly in (5.36) and (5.43) respectively. The expression

for ((∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ)T can be simplified further into a conformally-invariant form following

the same procedure that we used for (∂2b∂
2
m logZ)T 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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((∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ)T integrated correlator is then given by the integral

(
(∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ

)
T =

∫ (∏4
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

(y212y
2
34)

4

)
T (u, v) Fb4

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)∣∣∣∣
Xi∈Ly⃗i

,

(5.45)

where Y∗ = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1), the lightray Ly⃗i is defined in (4.15), and the function Fb4 is

related to Hb4(y
2
ij), given in (5.36), and ⟪M(2)⟫, given in (5.43), by the substitution

Fb4

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)
= [(y212y

2
34)

4 ⟪M(2)(y2ij)⟫Hb4(y
2
ij)]y2ij→

−2Xi·Xj
Xi·Y∗ Xj ·Y∗

. (5.46)

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

conformally-invariant form

(
(∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ

)
T =

4π5

3

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u4
Fb4(u, v)T (u, v), (5.47)

where u = 1 + r2 − 2r cos θ, v = r2, and

Fb4(u, v) = J [Fb4 ] , (5.48)

with the functional J [. . .] defined as in (G.13). Fb4(u, v) can be simplified using the same

techniques that were used to simplify Fb2m2(u, v) in Appendix I. This procedure involves

using the ϵ-deformation discussed in Appendix I.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 ((∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ)T :

(∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ =
32c2

π

∫
drdθ

r3 sin2 θ

u2
((1 + u+ v)D1,1,1,1(u, v)− 8)T (u, v) . (5.49)

This expression satisfies the T (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 S4. 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 ψ consists of a two-component left-handed spinor ψL and a two-component right-

handed spinor ψ̃R,

ψα̂ =

(
ψLα

ψ̃β̇R

)
. (A.1)

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

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

components of the Majorana conjugate ψ ≡ ψTC are given by the relation

ψ
α̂
= ψβ̂C

β̂α̂ C =


0 i 0 0

−i 0 0 0

0 0 0 i

0 0 −i 0

 . (A.2)

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

ψ̃Rα̇ = ψ̃β̇Rϵβ̇α̇ , ψαL = ϵαβψLβ , (A.3)

where the rank-two Levi-Civita tensors are chosen such that

ϵ12 = ϵ12 = ϵ1̇2̇ = ϵ1̇2̇ = 1 . (A.4)
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We take the Euclidean σ and σ matrices to be

σaαα̇ = {σ⃗, i1} , σa α̇α = {σ⃗,−i1} . (A.5)

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

σ⃗ =

{(
0 1

1 0

)
,

(
0 −i
i 0

)
,

(
1 0

0 −1

)}
. (A.6)

The Euclidean gamma matrices are given by

γa =

(
0 σa

σa 0

)
, γ∗ = γ1γ2γ3γ4 =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
. (A.7)

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

These two forms are related by

jαα̇ ≡ jµσ
µ
αα̇ , Z−

αβ ≡ Z−
µνσ

µν
αβ , Z+

α̇β̇
≡ Z+

µνσ
µν

α̇β̇
, (A.8)

where jµ is any spin-one field, Z+
µν is any self-dual field, Z−

µν is any anti-self-dual field, and

σµναβ =
1

4
(σµαα̇σ

να̇γ − σναα̇σ
µα̇γ)ϵβγ ,

σµν
α̇β̇

=
1

4
ϵγ̇α̇(σ

µγ̇ασν
αβ̇

− σνγ̇ασµ
αβ̇
) .

(A.9)

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

Z±
ab = ±1

2
ϵabcdZ

±cd . (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

δ(ϵ, η)O = {ϵiQi + ϵiQ
i + ηiSi + ηiS

i,O} , (A.11)

where Qi and Qi generate Poincaré supersymmetry (SUSY) transformations, Si and Si

generate conformal SUSY transformations, and ψ ≡ ψTC is the Majorana conjugate for
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Field Weyl weight Lorentz rep su(2)R rep u(1)R charge

Qi
1
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

2 −1
2

Qi 1
2

(
0, 1

2

)
2 1

2

Si −1
2

(
0, 1

2

)
2 −1

2

Si −1
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

2 1
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 ϵi, ϵi, η
i and ηi spinors parametrizing SUSY transformations can

be inferred from Table 6 and (A.11). The SUSY generators satisfy the anticommutator

relations

{Qi
α̂, Qj

β̂} = −1

2
δ i
j (γ

a) β̂
α̂ Pa ,

{Siα̂, Sj β̂} = −1

2
δ i
j (γ

a) β̂
α̂ Ka ,

{Qiα̂, S
jβ̂} = −1

2
δ ji δ

β̂
α̂ D − 1

4
δ ji (γ

ab) β̂
α̂ Mab +

i

2
δ ji δ

β̂
α̂ T − δ β̂

α̂ U j
i ,

{Qi
α̂, Sj

β̂} = −1

2
δ i
j δ

β̂
α̂ D − 1

4
δ i
j (γ

ab) β̂
α̂ Mab −

i

2
δ i
j δ

β̂
α̂ T + δ β̂

α̂ U i
j ,

(A.12)

where Pa is the generator for translations, Ka is the generator for special conformal trans-

formations, Mab is the generator for rotations, D is the generator for dilations, T is the

generator for u(1)R transformations, and U i
j is the generator for su(2)R transformations.

All other anticommutators of the Q 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)R rep u(1)R charge

e a
µ −1

(
1
2
, 1
2

)
1 0

ψ i
a

1
2

(
1, 1

2

)
2 1

2

ψai
1
2

(
1
2
, 1
)

2 −1
2

ba 1
(
1
2
, 1
2

)
1 0

Aa 1
(
1
2
, 1
2

)
1 0

V i
a j 1

(
1
2
, 1
2

)
3 0

T−
ab 1 (1, 0) 1 1

T+
ab 1 (0, 1) 1 −1

χi 3
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

2 1
2

χi
3
2

(
0, 1

2

)
2 −1

2

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 ωµ
ab, are determined in terms of the others by

suitably chosen curvature constraints [94]. The quantum numbers for the unconstrainedWeyl

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]):

δe a
µ =

1

2
ϵiγaψµi +

1

2
ϵiγ

aψ i
µ ,

δbµ =
1

2
ϵiϕµi −

1

2
ηiψµi −

3

8
ϵiγµχi +

1

2
ϵiϕ

i
µ − 1

2
ηiψ

i
µ − 3

8
ϵiγµχ

i ,

δAµ = − i

2
ϵiϕµi −

i

2
ηiψµi −

3

8
iϵiγµχi +

i

2
ϵiϕ

i
µ +

i

2
ηiψ

i
µ +

3

8
iϵiγµχ

i ,

δV j
µi = −ϵiϕjµ − ηiψ

j
µ +

3

4
ϵiγµχ

j + ϵjϕµi + ηjψµi −
3

4
ϵjγµχi

− 1

2
δ ji

(
−ϵkϕ k

µ − ηkψ
k
µ +

3

4
ϵkγµχ

k + ϵkϕµk + ηkψµk −
3

4
ϵkγµχk

)
,

δψ i
µ =

(
∂µ +

1

2
bµ +

1

4
γabωµab −

1

2
iAµ

)
ϵi − V i

µ j ϵ
j − 1

16
γabT−

abε
ijγµϵj − γµη

i ,

δψµi =

(
∂µ +

1

2
bµ +

1

4
γabωµab +

1

2
iAµ

)
ϵi + V j

µ i ϵj −
1

16
γabT+

abεijγµϵ
j − γµηi ,

δT−
ab = 2ϵiR̂ab(Q

j)εij ,

δT+
ab = 2ϵiR̂ab(Qj)ε

ij ,

δχi =
1

2
Dϵi +

1

6
γab
[
−1

4
/DT−

abε
ijϵj − R̂ab(U

i
j )ϵ

j + iR̂ab(T )ϵ
i +

1

2
T−
abε

ijηj

]
,

δχi =
1

2
Dϵi +

1

6
γab
[
−1

4
/DT+

abεijϵ
j + R̂ab(U

j
i )ϵj − iR̂ab(T )ϵi +

1

2
T+
abεijη

j

]
,

δD =
1

2
ϵi /Dχi +

1

2
ϵi /Dχi ,

(A.13)

where the derivative /D ≡ γµDµ contains all the gauge fields in the Weyl multiplet except for

the frame field.10 R̂ab is the covariant curvature for the corresponding gauge symmetry and

ϕiµ is a constrained field that is determined in terms of the unconstrained fermionic fields in

the Weyl multiplet.

The spin connection ω ab
µ and the su(2)R gauge field V j

µ i 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-

10This also includes the gauge fields of Poincaré SUSY (ψµi, ψ
i

µ ) and conformal SUSY (ϕµi, ϕ
i

µ ), 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 ϕiµ and ωabµ are

R̂µν(T ) = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ + (higher order terms) ,

R̂µν(U
j
i ) = ∂µV

j
ν i − ∂νV

j
µ i + (higher order terms) ,

R̂µν(Q
i) = ∂µψ

i
ν − ∂νψ

i
µ − γµϕ

i
ν + γνϕ

i
µ + (higher order terms) ,

ϕiµ = −1

2
γν(∂µψ

i
ν − ∂νψ

i
µ) +

1

6
γµγ

ab∂aψ
i
b +

1

4
γµχ

i + (higher order terms) ,

ωabµ = 2eν [a∂[µe
b]
ν] − eν[aeb]σeµc∂νe

c
σ + 2e[aµ e

b] νbν + (higher order terms) ,

(A.14)

where the higher order terms are quadratic in Weyl multiplet fields (like T−
abγµψν j). 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 R4 and on

round S4.

A.2 Killing spinors in R4 and round S4

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

δχi = δχi = δψ i
µ = δψµi = 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

∂µϵ
i = γµη

i , ∂µϵi = γµηi . (A.16)

These equations have the general solution

ϵiR4 = αi + /xβi , ϵR4 i = αi + /xβi , ηiR4 = βi , ηR4 i = βi , (A.17)

where /x ≡ xµγ
µ, and αi, βi, αi, andβi are arbitrary chiral spinors. These spinors contain 16

independent parameters, corresponding to the 16 supersymmetries of N = 2 SCFTs on R4.
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Spinor Lorentz rep u(1)R charge

αi
(
1
2
, 0
)

1
2

αi
(
0, 1

2

)
−1

2

βi
(
0, 1

2

)
1
2

βi
(
1
2
, 0
)

−1
2

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 S4, 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

Dµϵ
i =

(
∂µ +

1

4
γabωµab

)
ϵi = γµη

i , Dµϵi =

(
∂µ +

1

4
γabωµab

)
ϵi = γµηi . (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

ϵiS4 =

√
2√

1 + x2
(αi + /xβi) , ϵS4 i =

√
2√

1 + x2
(αi + /xβi) ,

ηiS4 =
1√

2
√
1 + x2

(βi − /xαi) , ηS4 i =
1√

2
√
1 + x2

(βi − /xαi) ,

(A.19)

where again there are 16 parameters and therefore 16 supersymmetries. The αi, αi, β
i and

βi spinors have the same chirality as the flat space case. The τ 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 theN = 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)R rep u(1)R charge

X 1 (0, 0) 1 1

X 1 (0, 0) 1 −1

Aµ 1
(
1
2
, 1
2

)
1 0

Ωi
3
2

(
1
2
, 0
)

2 1
2

Ωi 3
2

(
0, 1

2

)
2 −1

2

Yij 2 (0, 0) 3 0

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

B Mass deformation on S4

To introduce a mass deformation for an N = 2 SCFT on S4 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]

δX =
1

2
ϵiΩi ,

δX =
1

2
ϵiΩ

i ,

δAµ =
1

2
εijϵiγµΩj +

1

2
εijϵ

iγµΩ
j ,

δΩi = /∂Xϵi +
1

4
γabF−

abεijϵ
j + Yijϵ

j + 2Xηi ,

δΩi = /∂Xϵi +
1

4
γabF+

abε
ijϵj + Y ijϵj + 2Xηi ,

δYij =
1

2
ϵ(i /DΩj) +

1

2
εikεjlϵ

(k /DΩl) .

(B.1)

The background values of the fermionic fields as well as the vector field are set to zero,

Aµ = Ωi = Ωi = 0 , (B.2)
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in order to preserve the so(5) isometry of S4. In order to have δΩi = δΩi = 0, the values for

the X, X and Yij fields must satisfy the constraints

Yijϵ
j + 2Xηi = 0 , Y ijϵj + 2Xηi = 0 . (B.3)

Substituting in the expressions in (A.19) for the Killing spinors on S4 and setting X = m

and X = m, we find the relations

Yijα
j = −mβi , Yijβ

j = mαi ,

Y ijαj = −mβi , Y ijβj = mαi .
(B.4)

This system of equations has non-trivial solutions if

Y ijYjk = −mmδik . (B.5)

Without loss of generality, we can fix this background value of Yij to lie along a Cartan

direction and hence set Y11 = Y22 = 0. Our chosen background for the mass deformation is

thus given by

X = m , X = m , − Y12 = −Y21 = Y 12 = Y 21 = −
√
mm ,

Y11 = Y22 = Y 11 = Y 22 = 0 .
(B.6)

This mass background breaks conformal symmetry. It also breaks u(1)R symmetry since

the u(1)R-charged fields X and X are given non-zero background values. Additionally, the

non-zero background value of Yij on S
4 breaks su(2)R down to the so(2)R Cartan generated

by σ3. Equations (B.4) and (B.6) can be used to expressed the βi spinors in terms of αi

spinors as well as the βi spinors in terms of αi spinors. Thus, a massive N = 2 theory on S4

has only 8 supersymmetries. The supersymmetry algebra of this theory is osp(2 | 4), which
contains the bosonic subalgebra so(5)× so(2)R, where so(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 jµ, two complex

scalars K and K, an su(2)R doublet of left-handed fermionic operators ξi, an su(2)R doublet

of two right-handed fermionic operators ξi, and an su(2)R triplet of real scalar operators
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Jij

ξi ξi

jµFK K

∆ = 2

∆ = 5
2

∆ = 3

0 1
2 1−1

2−1u(1)R

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

Jij = Jji = ϵikϵjlJ
kl = (J ij)∗, as depicted in Figure 1. The SUSY transformations for the

flavor multiplet are [95]

δJij = ϵ(iξj) + εikεjlϵ
(kξl) ,

δξi =
1

2
(/∂J ij)ϵj +

1

2
εij/jF ϵj −

1

2
Kϵi + 2J ijηj ,

δξi =
1

2
(/∂Jij)ϵ

j +
1

2
εij/jF ϵ

j − 1

2
Kϵi + 2Jijη

j ,

δjµF =
1

2
ϵiγµν(Dνξ

j)εij +
1

2
ϵiγ

µν(Dνξj)ε
ij +

3

2
ηiγaξjεij +

3

2
ηiγ

aξjε
ij ,

δK = −ϵi /Dξi + 2ηiξ
i ,

δK = −ϵi /Dξi + 2ηiξi .

(B.7)

The coupling of the flavor current multiplet and the vector multiplet is given by

Sm =

∫
d4x
√
g(x) (Aµj

µ
F −XK −XK + JijY

ij − ξ
i
Ωi − ξiΩ

i) . (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 = −
∫
d4x
√
g(x) (mK +mK + 2

√
mmJ12) . (B.9)

We point out later on, below (C.25), that consistency with the squashing deformation requires

setting m = im 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 S4

We now move on to discussing N = 2 supersymmetric theories on a squashed S4 that

can also accomodate mass and τ deformations. The squashed S4 metric is given in (2.11).

When the S4 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 N = 2 superconformal algebra. We then review the squashed S4

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 S4

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

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

Ṽ j
µ i = (b− 1)∆V j

µ i +O((b− 1)2) ,

ϵ̃i = ϵi + (b− 1)∆ϵi +O((b− 1)2) ,

ϵ̃i = ϵi + (b− 1)∆ϵi +O((b− 1)2) .

(C.1)

Note that an su(2)R gauge transformation with parameter Ũ j
i = δji+(b−1)∆U j

i +O((b−1)2)

changes the first order coefficients as

∆V j
µ i

su(2)R gauge−−−−−−−→ ∆V j
µ i − ∂µ∆U

j
i ,

ϵi
su(2)R gauge−−−−−−−→ ϵi ,

∆ϵi
su(2)R gauge−−−−−−−→ ∆ϵi +∆U i

j ϵ
j ,

ϵi
su(2)R gauge−−−−−−−→ ϵi ,

∆ϵi
su(2)R gauge−−−−−−−→ ∆ϵi +∆U j

i ϵj ,

(C.2)

where ∆U j
i = −∆U j

i , 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 S4 from so(5) to

so(2)× so(2), we would expect the supersymmetry algebra on the squashed S4 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 S4 must be a subset of the

generators of the so(2)× so(2) isometries of the squashed sphere. We can use our knowledge

of these isometries of squashed S4 to identify the Killing spinors of round S4 that might be

preserved by the chosen squashing deformation. The Killing spinors of any supersymmetry

algebra on the squashed S4 at zeroth order in (b−1) must be some linear combination of the

subset of the round S4 Killing spinors that are identified by this procedure. The subleading

terms in (b− 1) of the squashed S4 Killing spinors cannot be constrained by this procedure

since they can be changed by an su(2)R gauge transformation, as shown in (C.2), or similarly,

by an u(1)R 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 S4 are dual to the ξ12 and ξ34

one-forms, where ξpq 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 (y3, 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 S4 at the north pole (x⃗ = 0) to identify the preserved Killing spinors.

Any supersymmetry generator Q on squashed S4 can be written in the form (A.11),

Q = ϵiQi + ϵiQ
i + ηiSi + ηiS

i , (C.3)

where the ϵi, ϵi, η
i and ηi spinors at zeroth order in (b − 1) are of the form (A.19). When

evaluated at xµ = 0, the anti-commutator {Q,Q} must be some linear combination of the

two isometry generators—which at the north pole are equivalent to the rotation generators

M12 andM34 of the N = 2 superconformal algebra given in (A.12)—and possibly the SU(2)R

and U(1)R generators. This condition constrains the αi, α
i, βi, and βi spinors that define the

supersymmetry algebra via (A.19). Since we eventually want to describe a mass-deformed

theory on squashed S4 we additionally require that the αi, α
i, βi, and βi spinors satisfy

(B.4), where the vector multiplet background fields Yij, X, and X characterizing the mass

deformation were identified in (B.6). Using the {Qi, Q
j} and {Si, Sj} anticommutators in
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(A.12), and requiring that Pµ andKµ generators do not appear in the {Q,Q} anticommutator

evaluated at the north pole gives the constraints

αiγaαi = β
i
γaβi = 0 . (C.4)

Similarly, using the {Qi, S
i} and {Qi, Sj} anticommutators in (A.12) and requiring that

the rotation generators M13,M14,M23 and M24 do not appear in {Q,Q} anticommutator

evaluated at the north pole, we find the constraints

αiγabβi = αiγ
abβi = 0 , (C.5)

for γab ∈ {γ13, γ14, γ23, γ24}.
In the set of squashed-S4 supersymmetry algebras permitted by the constraints (C.4)

and (C.5), there are algebras with only nilpotent supercharges Q (satisfying Q2 = 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)R 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 αi = 0 or αi = 0

for i = 1, 2. Since we wish to study the τ 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 αi = 0. This choice ensures that this insertion is

invariant under SUSY transformations, in light of (2.4).11

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 S4 to have at most two SUSY generators, with the generic SUSY generator Q,

defined in (C.3) using (A.19), parametrized by the spinors

α1 =


0

0

0

a1

 , α2 =


0

0

a2

0

 , αi = 0 , (C.6)

where a1 and a2 are arbitrary parameters, and βi and β
i are related to αi and α

i by (B.4)

11Equivalently, the choice αi = 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 S4. 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 S4 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).12 We restate this background

below, fixing some typographical errors in [91].

The background was written in [91] in terms of the angular variables (ρ, θ, ϕ1, ϕ2) that

parametrize the squashed S4 via

y1

y2

y3

y4

y5


=



b sin ρ cos θ cosϕ1

b sin ρ cos θ sinϕ1

b−1 sin ρ sin θ cosϕ2

b−1 sin ρ sin θ sinϕ2

cos ρ


, (C.7)

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

ẽ1 = b sin ρ cos θ dϕ1 , ẽ2 =
sin ρ sin θ

b
dϕ2 , ẽ3 = sin ρf1 dθ + f3 dρ , ẽ4 = f2 dρ , (C.8)

where the functions fi are defined as

f1(θ, b) =

√
b2 sin2 θ +

cos2 θ

b2
, f2(θ, ρ, b) =

√
sin2 ρ+

cos2 ρ

f1(θ, b)2
,

f3(θ, ρ, b) =
b−2 − b2

f1(θ, b)
cos ρ sin θ cos θ .

(C.9)

The background values of the Weyl multiplet fields are as follows. The u(1)R background

vector field Ãµ is set to zero, and the su(2)R background vector field Ṽ j
i ≡ iṼI(σ

I)ji = −Ṽ j
i

is given by (
Ṽ1

Ṽ2

)
=

(
cos(ϕ1 + ϕ2) sin(ϕ1 + ϕ2)

− sin(ϕ1 + ϕ2) cos(ϕ1 + ϕ2)

)(
V̂1

V̂2

)
, Ṽ3 = V̂3 , (C.10)

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

V̂1 =
(f1 − f2) cos ρ+ sin ρ ∂ρf1 − ∂θf3

2f2
dθ +

f3(sin ρ ∂ρf1 + f1 cos ρ− ∂θf3)− f2∂θf2
2f1f2 sin ρ

dρ

− 1

4
c1 sin

2 ρ f1dθ −
1

4
(sin ρ c1f3 + c2 sin ρ f2) dρ ,

V̂2 =

(
b sin2 θf3
2f1f2

− 1

4
b sin(2θ) cos ρ

(
1

f1
− 1

f2

))
dϕ1

+

(
cos2 θf3
2bf1f2

+
sin(2θ) cos ρ

4b

(
1

f1
− 1

f2

))
dϕ2

− b

8
c1 sin(2θ) sin

2 ρ dϕ1 +
1

8b
c1 sin(2θ) sin

2 ρ dϕ2 −
1

4
c3 sin ρf2 dρ ,

V̂3 =

(
b sin(2θ) cos ρf3

4f1f2
+
b sin2 θ

2f1
+
b cos2 θ

2f2
− 1

2

)
dϕ1

+

(
−sin(2θ) cos ρf3

4bf1f2
+

cos2 θ

2bf1
+

sin2 θ

2bf2
− 1

2

)
dϕ2

− b

8
c2 sin(2θ) sin

2 ρ dϕ1 +
1

8b
c2 sin(2θ) sin

2 ρ dϕ2 +
1

4
c3 sin

2 ρf1 dθ +
1

4
c3 sin ρf3 dρ ,

(C.11)

where the three functions ci, with i = 1, 2, 3, are arbitrary functions on the squashed S4.

Meanwhile, the background tensor T̃ab is given by

T̃34 = c3 ,

T̃24 = −2 sin θ

(
1

f1
− 1

f2

)
+ c1 cos ρ sin θ + c2 cos θ ,

T̃23 = −2 sin θ
f3
f1f2

+ c1 cos θ − c2 cos ρ cos θ ,

T̃14 = −2 cos θ

(
1

f1
− 1

f2

)
+ c1 cos ρ cos θ − c2 sin θ ,

T̃13 = −2 cos θ
f3
f1f2

− c1 sin θ − c2 cos ρ cos θ ,

T̃12 = c3 cos ρ .

(C.12)

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

T̃±
ab =

1

2

(
T̃ab ±

1

2
ϵabcdT̃

cd

)
. (C.13)
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In addition, the scalar field D̃ is given by

−1

2

(
D̃ +

R̃

6

)
=

1

4f 2
1

− 1

4f 2
2

− 1

f1f2
+

f 2
3

4f 2
1 f

2
2

− 1

16
sin2 ρ (c21 + c22 + c23)

+ c1

(
−cos ρ

4f1
+

3 cos ρ

4f2
− f3 cot(2θ)

2f1f2
+

sin ρ ∂ρf1
4f1f2

− ∂θf3
4f1f2

)
+ c2

(
−cot 2θ

2f1
+
f3 cos ρ

4f1f2
− ∂θf2

4f1f2

)
+

sin ρ

4f2
∂ρc1 −

f3
4f1f2

∂θc1 −
1

4f1
∂θc2 ,

(C.14)

where R̃ is the Ricci scalar.

The functions c1, c2, and c3 should be chosen appropriately to ensure that the Weyl

multiplet backgrounds are well-defined on S4. One such suitable choice for these functions,

at linear order in (b− 1), is

c1 = 2(b− 1) cos(2θ) cos ρ+O((b− 1)2) ,

c2 = 2(b− 1) sin(2θ) +O((b− 1)2) ,

c3 = 0 .

(C.15)

With this choice of the ci functions, we can expand the background fields T̃ab, Ṽ
j

µ i , and

D̃ in (b − 1) to identify a SUSY-preserving Weyl multiplet background at linear order in

(b− 1), given by the fields

T̃ab = (b− 1)∆Tab +O((b− 1)2) ,

Ṽ j
µ i = (b− 1)∆V j

µ i +O((b− 1)2) ,

D̃ = (b− 1)∆D +O((b− 1)2) ,

(C.16)

where

∆T34 = 0 , ∆T24 = 2 sin θ , ∆T23 = 2 cos ρ cos θ ,

∆T14 = −2 cos θ , ∆T13 = 2 cos ρ sin θ , ∆T12 = 0 ,
(C.17)
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and

∆V 1
1 = −∆V 2

2 = − i

4
sin2 ρ ((dϕ1 + dϕ2) cos(2θ) + dϕ1 − dϕ2) ,

∆V 2
1 = −d

[
i

2
ei(ϕ1+ϕ2) sin(2θ) cos ρ

]
,

∆V 1
2 = −d

[
i

2
e−i(ϕ1+ϕ2) sin(2θ) cos ρ

]
.

(C.18)

The expressions for ∆V 2
1 and ∆V 1

2 are total derivatives and can therefore be set to zero by

a gauge transformation, leaving ∆V 1
1 = −∆V 2

2 as the only non-zero component of ∆V j
i .

Additionally, the scalar ∆D is also set to zero due to the suitable choice of the ci functions

made in (C.15).

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

linearized background fields can be written as

∆V 1
1 = −∆V 2

2 = −iξ , ∆T = −2 ∗dξ , (C.19)

where

ξ =
1

2
sin2 ρ (cos2 θ dϕ1 + sin2 θ dϕ2) , (C.20)

is a one-form dual to a particular Killing vector on S4, 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

∆V 1
1 = −∆V 2

2 = −2iMµνx
µ dxν

(1 + x2)2
,

∆T− =

(
2

1 + x2

)3

Mµν dx
µ ∧ dxν ,

∆T+ = −
(

2

1 + x2

)3 (
x2Mµν + 4xρδρ[µMν]λx

λ
)
dxµ ∧ dxν ,

(C.21)

where the matrix M is defined by

M =


0 1 0 0

−1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1

0 0 1 0

 . (C.22)
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In the frame

ẽi =
2dxi
1 + x2

+ (b− 1)

[
2(M∗ · dx⃗)i

1 + x2
+

8xi(x⃗ ·M∗ · dx⃗) x⃗ · dx⃗
(1 + x2)3

− 4xix⃗ · (si14 +M∗) · dx⃗
(1 + x2)2

]
+O

(
(b− 1)2

)
,

(C.23)

where si = 1 when i = 1, 2, and si = −1 when i = 3, 4, and the matrixM∗ ≡ diag(1, 1,−1,−1),

the SUSY generator that [91] chose to leave unbroken by the squashing deformation is given

by the spinors

ϵ̃1 =

√
2√

1 + x2


0

0

0

i

+O(b− 1) , ϵ̃2 =

√
2√

1 + x2


0

0

−1

0

+O(b− 1) ,

ϵ̃1 =

√
2√

1 + x2
/x


0

0

−i
0

+O(b− 1) , ϵ̃2 =

√
2√

1 + x2
/x


0

0

0

−1

+O(b− 1) .

(C.24)

Comparing to (A.19), we observe that the βi and αi spinors for the squashing background

satisfy

βi = i(σ1)
ijαj . (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 δψ̃ i
µ = δψ̃µi = δχ̃i = δχ̃i = 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 αi spinors that we had identified in (C.6), with the corresponding βi

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 ci functions such that we obtain a Weyl multiplet

background that preserves two supersymmetries on squashed S4 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 Tµν , supercurrents for N = 2 SUSY κµi and κ
i
µ , the su(2)R current j i

µ j , and

the u(1)R current jµ. 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 Poincarè and conformal
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SUSY transformations on the operators in the N = 2 stress-tensor multiplet is given by13

δΦ = −1

2
ϵiζi −

1

2
ϵiζ

i ,

δζi = ϵijZ
−
abγ

abϵj +
i

2
/jϵi +

1

2
/j ji ϵj −

1

2
/DΦϵi − 2Φηi ,

δζ i = ϵijZ+
abγ

abϵj −
i

2
/jϵi −

1

2
/j i
j ϵ

j − 1

2
/DΦϵi − 2Φηi ,

δZ−
ab = ϵij

(
1

24
ϵiγ

µγabDµζj −
1

16
ϵiγ

µγabκµ j −
1

16
ηiγabζj

)
,

δZ+
ab = ϵij

(
1

24
ϵiγµγabDµζ

j − 1

16
ϵiγµγabκ

j
µ − 1

16
ηiγabζ

j

)
,

δjµ =
i

3
ϵiγµνD

νζi −
i

3
ϵiγµνD

νζ i +
i

2
ϵiκµi −

i

2
ϵiκ

i
µ + iηiγµζi − iηiγµζ

i ,

δj i
µ j =

(
−1

3
ϵiγµνD

νζj +
1

3
ϵjγµνD

νζ i + ϵiκµj − ϵjκ
i
µ − ηiγµζj + ηjγµζ

i

)
− 1

2
δ i
j

(
−1

3
ϵkγµνD

νζk +
1

3
ϵkγµνD

νζk + ϵkκµk − ϵkκ
k
µ − ηkγµζk + ηkγµζ

k

)
,

δκµi = −2εij

(
1

3
γµνγ

cdϵjDνZ−
cd + γνλϵjDνZ

−
µλ − γµλϵ

jDνZ
− νλ +

2

3
γcdγµη

jZ−
cd

)
− 1

2
Tµνγ

νϵi −
i

12
(γνϵi(Dµjν +Dνjµ) + γλγνγµϵi(Dλjν))− i

(
ηijµ −

1

3
γµνηij

ν

)
+

1

6
(γνϵk(Dµj

k
ν i +Dνj

k
µ i ) + γλγνγµϵk(Dλj

k
ν i )) + 2

(
ηkj

k
µ i − 1

3
γµνηkj

ν k
i

)
,

δκ i
µ = −2εij

(
1

3
γµνγ

cdϵjD
νZ+

cd + γνλϵjDνZ
+
µλ − γµλϵjDνZ

+ νλ +
2

3
γcdγµηjZ

+
cd

)
− 1

2
Tµνγ

νϵi +
i

12
(γνϵi(Dµjν +Dνjµ) + γλγνγµϵ

i(Dλjν)) + i

(
ηijµ −

1

3
γµνη

ijν
)

− 1

6
(γνϵk(Dµj

i
ν k +Dνj

i
µ k ) + γλγνγµϵ

k(Dλj
i

ν k ))− 2

(
ηjj i

µ j − 1

3
γµνη

jjν i
j

)
,

δTµν = −1

2
ϵiγτ(µD

τκν) i −
1

2
ϵiγτ(µD

τκ i
ν) +

3

8
ηiγ(µκν)i +

3

8
ηiγ(µκ

i
ν) .

(C.26)

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

to local symmetries, the action of any N = 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
Dµ 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[VWeyl], where VWeyl represents the background Weyl

multiplet. The Weyl multiplet contains the frame field e a
µ which determines the spacetime

metric gµν . If the Weyl multiplet background has its frame field set to be e a
µ = δ a

µ and all

other independent fields set to zero, we will reobtain the action of this N = 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 S4 background. Let us refer to this background as VWeyl, S4 bk. Under a

general transformation parametrized by a small parameter λ that changes the background

Weyl multiplet as ṼWeyl, S4 bk → ṼWeyl, S4 bk + λṼWeyl, the action changes as

S[ṼWeyl, S4 bk + λṼWeyl] = S[VWeyl, S4 bk] + λSWeyl-ST +O(λ2) ,

SWeyl-ST =

∫
d4x

√
g(x)

(
− 1

2
hµνTµν + ψ

µi
κµi + ψ

µ

iκ
i
µ + Z−

abT
−ab + Z+

abT
+ab

+ j i
µj V

µ j
i + jµA

µ + χiζ
i + χiζi +DΦ

)
,

(C.27)

where hµν is the linear order change in the metric under this transformation gµν → gµν +

λhµν .
14 Note that this implies that the inverse metric gµν transforms as gµν → gµν − λhµν ,

14One can check that the coupling term SWeyl-ST is invariant under N = 2 SUSY transformations at order
O(λ) using the transformations of operators in the stress-tensor multiplet, given in (C.26), around a S4

background, and the linearized transformations of the fields in ṼWeyl, 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
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where hµν = gµρgνσhρσ. While the coupling of the Weyl multiplet fields to the stress-tensor

multiplet at linear order in λ 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 λ 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 N = 4 SUSY transformations and the Ward

identities they imply. These transformations relate operators in different representations of

su(4)R, 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, . . . to represent 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 a4 )
A
B, span the space of

4 × 4 traceless Hermitian matrices. Seven of these generators, which correspond to the

generators of the su(2)R× su(2)F × u(1)R subalgebra of su(4)R, are given explicitly in (3.8).

If we start with a generic vector v4 in the fundamental (4) representation whose components

are vA4 , with A = 1, 2, 3, 4, then the SU(4) transformation U(αa) = e−iα
aTa

takes this vector

to

v′A4 = vA4 − iαa(T a4 )
A
Bv

B
4 +O(α2) . (D.1)

The complex conjugate vector ṽ4 with components ṽ4A ≡ (vA4 )
∗ is in the anti-fundamental

in λ. The SUSY transformation of the frame field eaµ can be used to get the SUSY transformation of hµν .
Note additionally, that while the Weyl multiplet fields listed in Table 7 contains the dilation gauge field bµ,
it does not appear in (C.27). Indeed at linear order in λ, bµ does not appear in the SUSY transformations of
the other fields in the Weyl multiplet and hence all the Weyl multiplet fields excluding bµ are closed under
SUSY transformations at this order. While it seems like bµ might appear in the SUSY transformation of
ψµ i, ψ

i
µ in (A.13), the particular form of the bµ dependence of ωab

µ , given in (A.14), ensures that is not the
case.
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(4) representation. The transformation of the ṽ4 vector under the SU(4) transformation

U(αa) = e−iα
aTa

is given by

ṽ′4A = (vA4 − iαa(T a4 )
A
Bv

B
4 )

∗ +O(α2)

= ṽ4A + iαa((T a4 )
A
B)

∗ṽ4A +O(α2) ,
(D.2)

at linear order in αa, and hence, the anti-fundamental generators are

(T a4 )
B

A = −((T a4 )
A
B)

∗ = −(T a4 )
B
A . (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

(T a
R
) B
A = −((T aR)

A
B)

∗ . (D.4)

The norm of v4 is given by ⟨v4|v4⟩ ≡ ṽ4Av
A
4 . 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 δKL.

A vector in the 6 rep, with components vI6 (I = 1, . . . , 6), can also be represented using

two antisymmerized 4 indices as v
[AB]
6 . The relation between these two forms is given by

vI6 = (C6
4⊗4)

I
ABv

[AB]
6 , v

[AB]
6 = (C4⊗4

6 )IABvI6 , (D.5)

where the components of the tensor (C6
4⊗4)

I
AB are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients CI

AB listed

in (3.9), and (C4⊗4
6 )IAB ≡ ((C6

4⊗4)
I
AB)

∗. The tensors (C6
4⊗4)

I
AB and (C4⊗4

6 )IAB satisfy the

relations

(C6
4⊗4)

I
AB(C

4⊗4
6 )JAB = δIJ , (C6

4⊗4)
I
AB(C

4⊗4
6 )ICD =

1

2
(δACδ

B
D − δACδ

B
D) , (D.6)

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

vI6 can be represented using two antisymmetrized 4 indices as v6 [AB], via

vI6 = (C6
4⊗4)

IABv6 [AB] , v6 [AB] = (C4⊗4
6 )IABv

I
6 , (D.7)
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where the tensors (C6
4⊗4

)IAB and (C4⊗4
6 )IAB are related to the C-tensors in (D.5) by

(C6
4⊗4)

IAB = (C4⊗4
6 )IAB , (C4⊗4

6 )IAB = (C6
4⊗4)

I
AB . (D.8)

The norm of v6 is given by ⟨v6|v6⟩ ≡ vI6v
I
6 = v

[AB]
6 v6 [AB], where the second equality follows

from (D.5), (D.6) and (D.7). The transformation of v6 under the SU(4) transformation

U(αa) = e−iα
aTa

is given by

v′I6 = (C6
4⊗4)

I
ABv

′[AB]
6

= vI6 − iαa((C6
4⊗4)

I
AB(T

a
4 )

A
Cv

[CB]
6 + (C6

4⊗4)
I
AB(T

a
4 )

B
Cv

[AC]
6 ) +O(α2)

= vI6 − iαa((C6
4⊗4)

I
CB(T

a
4 )

C
Av

[AB]
6 + (C6

4⊗4)
I
AC(T

a
4 )

C
Bv

[AB]
6 ) +O(α2)

(D.9)

Equating this expression with v′I6 = vI6− iαa(T a6 )IJvJ6 +O(α2) and using (D.5) to relate v
[AB]
6

and vI6, we can identify the su(4) generators in the 6 representation (T a6 )
I
J via the relation

(T a6 )
I
J(C

6
4⊗4)

J
AB = (C6

4⊗4)
I
CB(T

a
4 )

C
A + CI

AC (T
a
4 )

C
B . (D.10)

Similarly, a vector in the 10 rep with components vK10 (K = 1, . . . , 10) can be represented

alternatively using two symmetrized 4 indices as v
(AB)
10 , via

vK10 = (C10
4⊗4)

K
ABv

(AB)
10 , v

(AB)
10 = (C4⊗4

10 ) AB
K vK10 , (D.11)

where the coefficients (C10
4⊗4)

K
AB are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for (4 ⊗ 4)s = 10,

and (C4⊗4
10 ) AB

K ≡ ((C10
4⊗4)

K
AB)

∗. In our choices of basis for su(4) representations, the

(C10
4⊗4)

K
AB and (C4⊗4

10 ) AB
K are defined such that the components of the 4×4 matrix v

(AB)
10 ≡

(C4⊗4
10 ) AB

K vK10 are

v
(AB)
10 =


v110

1√
2
v210

1√
2
v310

1√
2
v410

1√
2
v210 v510

1√
2
v610

1√
2
v710

1√
2
v310

1√
2
v610 v810

1√
2
v910

1√
2
v410

1√
2
v710

1√
2
v910 v1010

 , (D.12)

where the entries in the matrix have 10 indices. Note that the (C10
4⊗4)

K
AB and (C4⊗4

10 ) AB
K
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tensors defined this way satisfy the identities

(C10
4⊗4)

K
AB(C

4⊗4
10 ) AB

L = δKL , (C4⊗4
10 ) AB

K (C10
4⊗4)

K
CD =

1

2
(δACδ

B
D + δACδ

B
D) , (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 (T a10)
K
L from the relation

(T a10)
K
L(C

10
4⊗4)

L
AB = (C10

4⊗4)
K
CB(T

a
4 )

C
A + (C10

4⊗4)
K
AC(T

a
4 )

C
B , (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 R3 using the generators of two smaller representations R1

and R2, if R3 lies in the decomposition of the tensor product R1 ⊗R2 into irreps, using the

relation

(T aR3
)KL(C

R3
R1⊗R2

)LMN = (CR3
R1⊗R2

)KLN(T
a
R1
)LM + (CR3

R1⊗R2
)KML(T

a
R2
)LN , (D.15)

where (CR3
R1⊗R2

)KMN are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the projection15 R1⊗R2 → R3.

Components of vectors in the 10 representation ṽ10K can be expressed instead using two

symmetrized 4 indices ṽ10 (AB), via

ṽ10K = (C10
4⊗4)

AB
K ṽ10 (AB) , ṽ10 (AB) = (C4⊗4

10
)KAB ṽ10K , (D.16)

where (C10
4⊗4

) AB
K = (C4⊗4

10 ) AB
K and (C4⊗4

10
)KAB = (C10

4⊗4)
K
AB.

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

vK15 = (C15
6⊗6)

KIJv
[IJ ]
15 , v

[IJ ]
15 = (C6⊗6

15 )KIJvK15 , (D.17)

where the coefficients (C15
6⊗6)

KIJ are chosen to satisfy (C15
6⊗6)

KIJ = (C6⊗6
15 )KIJ . We list these

15In this paper, we will not need to address cases in which R3 appears with multiplicity in R1 ⊗R2.

66



coefficients explicitly via the relations:

v
[12]
15 = −1

2
v115 −

1

2
v615 , v

[13]
15 = −1

2
v715 −

1

2
v1215 , v

[14]
15 = −1

2
v1315 +

1

2
v1415 ,

v
[15]
15 = −1

2
v215 +

1

2
v515 , v

[16]
15 = −1

2
v815 +

1

2
v1115 , v

[23]
15 =

1

2
v1315 +

1

2
v1415 ,

v
[24]
15 = −1

2
v715 +

1

2
v1215 , v

[25]
15 = −1

2
v315 −

1

2
v415 , v

[26]
15 = −1

2
v915 −

1

2
v1015 ,

v
[34]
15 =

1

2
v115 −

1

2
v615 , v

[35]
15 = −1

2
v915 +

1

2
v1015 , v

[36]
15 =

1

2
v315 −

1

2
v415 ,

v
[45]
15 =

1

2
v815 +

1

2
v1115 , v

[46]
15 = −1

2
v215 −

1

2
v515 , v

[56]
15 =

1√
2
v1515 .

(D.18)

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

given by

vK20′ = (C20′

6⊗6)
KIJv

(IJ)
15 , v

(IJ)
15 = (C6⊗6

20′ )
KIJvK20′ , (D.19)

where the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (C20′
6⊗6)

KIJ are chosen such that (C20′
6⊗6)

KIJ = (C6⊗6
20′ )KIJ .

These coefficients are given in our basis by the expressions

v
(11)
20′ =

√
6v120′ +

√
2v720′ + v1220′ +

√
3
5
v1620′ +

√
2
5
v1920′

2
√
3

,

v
(22)
20′ =

−
√
6v120′ +

√
2v720′ + v1220′ +

√
3
5
v1620′ +

√
2
5
v1920′

2
√
3

,

v
(33)
20′ =

−4
√

3
5
v1620′ +

√
2
5
v1920′

2
√
3

,

v
(44)
20′ =

−3v1220′ +
√

3
5
v1620′ +

√
2
5
v1920′

2
√
3

,

v
(55)
20′ =

−2
√
2v720′ + v1220′ +

√
3
5
v1620′ +

√
2
5
v1920′

2
√
3

,

v
(66)
20′ = −

√
5

6
v1920′ ,

(D.20)
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and

v
(12)
20′ =

1√
2
v220′ , v

(13)
20′ =

1√
2
v520′ , v

(14)
20′ =

1√
2
v420′ , v

(15)
20′ =

1√
2
v320′ ,

v
(16)
20′ =

1√
2
v620′ , v

(23)
20′ =

1√
2
v1020′ , v

(24)
20′ =

1√
2
v920′ , v

(25)
20′ =

1√
2
v820′ ,

v
(26)
20′ =

1√
2
v1120′ , v

(34)
20′ =

1√
2
v1720′ , v

(35)
20′ =

1√
2
v1420′ , v

(36)
20′ =

1√
2
v2020′ ,

v
(45)
20′ =

1√
2
v1320′ , v

(46)
20′ =

1√
2
v1820′ , v

(56)
20′ =

1√
2
v1520′ .

(D.21)

A vector in the 20 rep with components vK20 can also be expressed using a 6 index and

a 4 index (v20)
I

A . These two forms are related by

vK20 = (C20
4⊗6)

KA
I(v20)

I
A , (v20)

I
A = (C4⊗6

20 ) I
KA vK20 , (D.22)

where the coefficients (C4⊗6
20 ) I

KA and (C20
4⊗6

)KAI(v20)
I

A can be identified from the relations

(v20)
1

1 = −i
√

5

6
v120 ,

(v20)
2

1 = − v420√
30

+
2iv520√

5
,

(v20)
3

1 =
v320√
30

+
2iv620√

5
,

(v20)
4

1 = − v120√
30

+
2iv720√

5
,

(v20)
5

1 =
i
√

2
5
v420 −

√
3
5
v520 + v920 + 2i

√
2v1320

2
√
3

,

(v20)
6

1 =
−i
√

2
5
v320 −

√
3
5
v620 + v1120 + 2i

√
2v1520

2
√
3

,

(v20)
1

2 =

√
10v420 + i

√
15v520 − 5iv920 − 5

√
2
(
v1320 +

√
3v1720

)
10
√
3

,

(v20)
2

2 =
1

30
i
(√

30v120 + 3i
√
5v720 + 5i

√
3v1020 − 10

√
6v1420

)
,

(v20)
3

2 = − v220√
30

+
2iv820√

5
,

(v20)
4

2 =
−i

√
10v420 +

√
15v520 − 5v920 + 5i

√
2
(
v1320 −

√
3v1720

)
10
√
3

,
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(v20)
5

2 = −
√
10v120 + i

√
15v720 + 5iv1020 + 5

√
2v1420 + 5

√
6v1820

10
√
3

,

(v20)
6

2 =
i
√

2
5
v220 −

√
3
5
v820 + v1220 + 2i

√
2v1620

2
√
3

, (D.23)

(v20)
1

3 = −
√
10v320 − i

√
15v620 + 5iv1120 + 5

√
2v1520 + 5

√
6v1920

10
√
3

,

(v20)
2

3 =

√
10v220 + i

√
15v820 − 5iv1220 − 5

√
2
(
v1620 +

√
3v2020

)
10
√
3

,

(v20)
3

3 =
1

30
i
(√

30v120 + 3i
√
5v720 + 5i

√
3v1020 + 5

√
6v1420 − 15

√
2v1820

)
,

(v20)
4

3 =
i
√
10v320 +

√
15v620 − 5v1120 + 5i

√
2
(
v1520 −

√
3v1920

)
10
√
3

,

(v20)
5

3 =
−i

√
10v220 +

√
15v820 − 5v1220 + 5i

√
2
(
v1620 −

√
3v2020

)
10
√
3

,

(v20)
6

3 = − v120√
30

− 1

10
i
(√

5v720 − 5
√
3v1020

)
,

(v20)
1

4 = −
√
10v220 + i

(√
15v820 + 15v1220

)
10
√
3

,

(v20)
2

4 =
i
(
i
√
10v320 +

√
15v620 + 15v1120

)
10
√
3

,

(v20)
3

4 = −
√
10v420 + i

(√
15v520 + 15v920

)
10
√
3

,

(v20)
4

4 = i

√
5

6
v220 ,

(v20)
5

4 = i

√
5

6
v320 ,

(v20)
6

4 = i

√
5

6
v420 .

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

three-point su(4)-invariants (CR1R2R3)
LMN between any three su(4) representations R1, R2

and R3, where L, M and N are indices in the representation R1, R2 and R3.
16 The three-

point invariant tensor (CR1R2R3)
LMN has dimensions dimR1 × dimR2 × dimR3, and is

non-zero only if the singlet representation appears in the R1 ⊗R2 ⊗R3 tensor product. It

16If 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 uniquely17 (up to an overall multiplicative constant) by the condition

(T aR1
)LK(CR1R2R3)

KMN + (T aR2
)MK(CR1R2R3)

LKN + (T aR3
)NK(CR1R2R3)

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 (C6
4⊗4)

L
MN tensor in (D.5) is equivalent to the three-point invariant

between the 6, 4, and 4 representations, (C644)
L
MN . Indeed, it is generally the case that

the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the projection R1 ⊗R2 → R3, which we have denoted

(CR3
R1⊗R2

)LMN , is also a three-point invariant between the representations R3, R1 and R2,

denoted (CR3R1R2
)LMN .

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

[QA
α , S

M ] = aS,1(C420′ 20)
AM

Nχ
N
α , [QBα̇, S

M ] = aS,2(C420′ 20)
MN

B χNα̇ , (D.25)

17In this paper we will not deal with cases in which the singlet representation appears with multiplicity
in R1 ⊗R2 ⊗R3. In those cases, (D.24) has multiple solutions.
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where QA
α and QBα̇ 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

[{QA
α ,QBα̇},O] = −iδ

A
B

2
[Pµσ

µ
αα̇,O] , A,B = 1, 2, 3, 4 , (D.26)

where Pµ 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)R 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-5
2
operators that satisfy the SUSY algebra is given by

[QA
α , S

M ] = (C420′ 20)
AM

Nχ
N
α ,

[QAα̇, S
M ] = −(C420′ 20)

MN
A χNα̇ ,

{QA
α , χ

M
β } = (C42010)

AMNPNϵαβ + (C4206)
AMNB−N

µν σ
µν
αβ ,

{QAα̇, χ
M
α } = i(C42015)

MN
A JNαα̇ −

i

4
(C420′ 20)

NM
A ∂αα̇S

N ,

{QA
α , χMα̇} = −i(C42015)

A
MNJ

N
αα̇ +

i

4
(C420′ 20)

AN
M∂αα̇S

N ,

{QAα̇, χMβ̇} = (C42010)AMNP
N
ϵα̇β̇ + (C4206)

N
AM B+N

µν σ
µν

α̇β̇
,

(D.27)
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where our the three-point su(4)-invariants are normalized such that

(C420′ 20)
1,1

12 = −
√

2

3
, (C420′ 20)

1,12
1 = −

√
2

3
,

(C42010)
1,1,4 =

√
3

10
, (C4206)

1,1,1 = −
√

5

2
,

(C42010)1,1,4 =

√
3

10
, (C4206)

1
1,1 = −

√
5

2
,

(C42015)
1,3

1 = − 1√
5
, (C42015)

1
1,3 = − 1√

5
.

(D.28)

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 τ 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 N = 2 chiral multiplet is sufficient to

describe the τ 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 N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet decomposes into N = 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)R

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)R index, while the right-handed
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N = 4 SUSY generator has a lowered su(4)R index.

We will start by describing how the N = 2 flavor current multiplet satisfying the SUSY

algebra in (B.7) can be identified. The operator J12 in (2.8) lies in the Cartan of the su(2)R as

well as the su(2)F in the (3,3)0 subrepresentation in the decomposition of the stress-tensor

superprimary S in (3.11). In our chosen basis for the 20′ representation (see Appendix D),

J12 can thus be identified, up to overall normalization, as the following piece of the N = 4

stress tensor superprimary S:

J12 = iNm

(
1√
2
S1 −

√
3

4
S12 +

√
5

4
S16

)
. (E.1)

Here Nm 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 J12 in (E.1) with the left-handed N = 4 SUSY generator

Q1 gives

[Q1, J12] = iNm

(
1√
2
[Q1, S1]−

√
3

4
[Q1, S12] +

√
5

4
[Q1, S16]

)
=
iNm

60

(
6i
√
30χ2 + 3

√
5χ8 − 25

√
3χ12 − 10i

√
6χ16

)
,

(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

[Q1, J12] = − i

2
ξ2 . (E.3)

where we emphasize again that Q1 is a left-handed N = 4 SUSY generator. We thus have

ξ2 =
Nm

30

(
−6i

√
30χ2 − 3

√
5χ8 + 25

√
3χ12 + 10i

√
6χ16

)
, (E.4)

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

calculation using the other left-handed N = 2 ⊂ N = 4 generator Q2 as well as the right-
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handed generators Q1,2 gives us

ξ1 =
Nm

30

(
6i
√
30χ3 − 3

√
5χ6 + 25

√
3χ11 + 10i

√
6χ15

)
,

ξ1 =
Nm

30

(
−6i

√
30χ3 − 3

√
5χ6 + 25

√
3χ11 − 10i

√
6χ15

)
,

ξ2 =
Nm

30

(
6i
√
30χ2 − 3

√
5χ8 + 25

√
3χ12 − 10i

√
6χ16

)
,

(E.5)

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 (Q1,2) and two right-handed generators (Q1,2) again, using (D.27) and

comparing to the N = 2 SUSY transformations in (B.7) would give the expressions for the

su(2)F flavor current in terms of the su(4)R-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

K = 4NmP9 , K = 4NmP
9
, (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 Φ, which lies in the (1,1)0 representation in the decomposition (3.11). Using

this fact, Φ can be identified as

Φ = Nb

(
1√
2
S7 −

1

4
S12 −

1

4

√
3

5
S16 +

√
2

5
S19

)
, (E.7)

where Nb is a numerical prefactor. We can then use the N = 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+
µν = Nb((Z

+
6 )µν − i(Z+

5 )µν)

B−
µν = Nb((Z

−
6 )µν + i(Z−

5 )µν)

(jµ)
1

1 = −(jµ)
2

2 = 2i
√
2NbJ13µ ,

(E.8)

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 Nm by requiring that the N = 2 flavor current operator is

conventionally normalized. Likewise, we can fix Nb by requiring that the su(2)R current in

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

Nm =

√
c

8π4
, Nb =

√
3c

8π4
. (E.9)

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, τ , and τ derivatives of the partition

function Z of a general N = 4 superconformal field theory on S4. 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 T (u, v). In this appendix, we provide just the T (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 T (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 Jµ), 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 T (u, v). These compact expressions are inspired by the master formula presented

75



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

form18

⟨O1,{α1}{α̇1}(x1)O2,{α2}{α̇2}(x2)O3,{α3}{α̇3}(x3)O4,{α4}{α̇4}(x4)⟩

=

(
4∏
i=1

(DOi
)

{βi}
{α̇i}

)[
VO1O2O3O4

{α1}...{α4}{β1}...{β4}(x1, x2, x3, x4)T (u, v)

]
.

(F.1)

Here the operators Oi,{αi}{α̇i}, with their dotted and undotted spinor indices symmetrized

separately, correspond to components of the operators listed in Table 4. The differential

operators DOi
are defined as19

(Dχ)
β
α̇ = (DJ)

β
α̇ = (Dψ)

β
α̇ ≡ ∂ β

α̇ ,

DP ≡ □ ,

(Dλ)
β
α̇ ≡ □∂ β

α̇ ,

(DB+)
(β1β2)

(α̇1α̇2)
= (Dψ)

(β1β2)
(α̇1α̇2)

= (DT )
(β1β2)

(α̇1α̇2)
≡ ∂

(β1
(α̇1

∂
β2)

α̇2)
,

Dϕ ≡ □2 ,

DS = Dχ = DP = DB− = Dϕ ≡ 1 ,

(F.3)

where the derivatives are taken at the point corresponding to the associated operator. The

tensor VO1O2O3O4

{α1}...{α4}{β1}...{β4}(x1, x2, x3, x4) 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 VO1O2O3O4

{α1}...{α4}{β1}...{β4}(x1, x2, x3, 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

the N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet four-point function ⟨SPB+
α̇1α̇2

Jα3α̇3⟩. 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
σ-matrices, as shown in (A.8).

19We define derivatives with spinor indices by

∂αα̇ ≡ σµ
αα̇

∂

∂xµ
, ∂αα̇ ≡ ϵαβ∂βα̇ , ∂ α̇

α ≡ ϵα̇β̇∂αβ̇ . (F.2)

Our conventions for ϵαβ and ϵα̇β̇ are given in (A.4).
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operators for the operators in this correlator are

DB+
(β1β2)

(α̇1α̇2)
= ∂

(β1
(α̇1

∂
β2)

α̇2)
, DJ

β3
α̇3

= ∂ β3
α̇3

, DS = DP = 1 . (F.4)

Hence, this correlator must be of the form

⟨SPB+
α̇1α̇2

Jα3α̇3⟩ = ∂2
(β1

(α̇1
∂

β2)
α̇2)

∂4
β3

α̇3

[
VSPB+J
(β1β2)α3β3

T (u, v)

]
. (F.5)

Note that the undotted spinor indices {αi} of the correlator correspond to indices of the

tensor V , while the dotted spinor indices {α̇i} of the correlator correspond to indices on the

derivatives acting on V . The undotted indices {βi} 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

{i,j}
k and

K̃
{i,j}
k , defined as

K
{i,j}
k αβ ≡ 2xµikx

ν
jkσµαα̇σνββ̇ϵ

β̇α̇ ,

K̃
{i,j}
k α̇β̇

≡ 2xµikx
ν
jkσµαα̇σνββ̇ϵ

βα ,
(F.6)

as building blocks to write down the VO1O2O3O4

{α1}...{α4}{β1}...{β4} tensors for the correlators relevant

to our computation.20

F.1 Correlators for ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ

The N = 2 operators A and A generate the τ and τ deformations, defined in (2.6), while

the N = 2 operators K, K, and J12 are involved in the mass deformation, given in (2.8). We

identified A, A, and J12 as particular components of the N = 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 ∂τ∂τ∂
2
m logZ integrated correlator are

⟨A(x1)A(x2)J12(x3)J12(x4)⟩ = − c2vT (u, v)

16π4τ 22x
4
12x

4
34

,

⟨A(x1)A(x2)K(x3)K(x4)⟩ = □4

[
c2x214vT (u, v)

8π4τ 22x
2
13x

4
12x

4
34

]
.

(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 ∂4m logZ

The correlators contributing to ∂4m logZ are

⟨J12(x1)J12(x2)J12(x3)J12(x4)⟩ =
c2(1 + u+ v)2T (u, v)

256π8x412x
4
34

,

⟨J12(x1)J12(x2)K(x3)K(x4)⟩ = □4

[
−c2x214(1 + u+ v)T (u, v)

64π8x213x
4
12x

4
34

]
,

⟨K(x1)K(x2)K(x3)K(x4)⟩ = □3□4

[
c2(1 + u+ v)T (u, v)

32π8x224x
2
13x

4
12

]
,

(F.8)

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 ∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ

The squashing deformation, defined in (2.15), involves the spinning operators j 1
a 1 , Z−

ab, and

Z+
ab of theN = 2 stress-tensor multiplet. In (3.26) we identified j 1

a 1 as particular components

of the N = 4 su(4)R-symmetry current operator Jµ, and in (3.24) we identified Z−
ab and Z

+
ab

with specific components of the N = 4 tensor operators. The correlators contributing to

∂τ∂τ∂
2
b logZ are

⟨A(x1)A(x2)j
1

1 α1α̇1
(x3)j

1
1 α2α̇2

(x4)⟩ =
c2

32π4τ 22
∂3
β1
α̇1
∂4
β2
α̇2

[
P(α1β1)(α2β2)

x214T (u, v)

x412x
4
34x

2
13x

4
24

]
,

⟨A(x1)A(x2)Z
−
α1β1

(x3)Z
+

α̇2β̇2
(x4)⟩ = − c2

256π4τ 22
∂4
α2
α̇2
∂4
β2
β̇2

[
P(α1β1)(α2β2)

x414T (u, v)

x424x
4
13x

4
12x

4
34

]
,

(F.9)

where we define the tensor

P(α1β1)(α2β2) =
1

2

[
K

{3,4}
2α1α2

K
{3,4}
2β1β2

+K
{3,4}
2β1α2

K
{3,4}
2α1β2

]
. (F.10)

For large |x2|, this tensor behaves as

lim
|x2|→∞

P(α1β1)(α2β2)

|x2|4
= 2(ϵα1α2ϵβ1β2 + ϵα1β2ϵβ1α2). (F.11)
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We can also express this tensor in frame indices as

P(α1β1)(α2β2) ≡ P[a1b1][a2b2]σ
a1b1
α1β1

σa2b2α2β2
,

P [a1b1][a2b2] = P−[a1b1]
[a3b3]

P−[a2b2]
[a4b4]

(
16xa332x

b3
42x

a4
32x

b4
42 + ηa3a4

(
16x32 · x42xb332xb442

− 4x242x
b3
32x

b4
32 − 4x232x

b3
42x

b4
42

))
.

(F.12)

Here the tensor P−[ab]
[cd], defined as

P−[ab]
[cd] =

1

2

[
1

2
(δacδ

b
d − δadδ

b
c)−

1

2
ϵabcd

]
, (F.13)

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

F.4 Correlators for ∂2b∂
2
m logZ

The correlators that contribute to the ∂2b∂
2
m logZ integrated correlator are

⟨J12(x1)J12(x2)j 1
1 α1α̇1

(x3)j
1

1 α2α̇2
(x4)⟩ =

−c2

256π8
∂3
β1
α̇1
∂4
β2
α̇2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

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

x612x
6
34

]
,

⟨K(x1)K(x2)j
1

1 α1α̇1
(x3)j

1
1 α2α̇2

(x4)⟩ =
c2

64π8
□2 ∂3

β1
α̇1
∂4
β2
α̇2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

x223T (u, v)

x224x
4
13x

4
12x

4
34

]
,

⟨J12(x1)J12(x2)Z−
α1β1

(x3)Z
+

α̇2β̇2
(x4)⟩ =

c2

1024π8
∂4
α2
α̇2
∂4
β2
β̇2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

x214T (u, v)

x224x
4
13x

4
12x

4
34

]
,

⟨K(x1)K(x2)Z
−
α1β1

(x3)Z
+

α̇2β̇2
(x4)⟩ =

−c2

512π8
□2∂4

α2
α̇2
∂4
β2
β̇2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

T (u, v)

x413x
4
12x

4
34

]
,

⟨K(x1)K(x2)Z
−
α1β1

(x3)Z
−
α2β2

(x4)⟩ =
c2

512π8
□1□2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

T (u, v)

x413x
4
24x

4
34

]
,

‘ ⟨K(x1)K(x2)Z
+

α̇1β̇1
(x3)Z

+

α̇2β̇2
(x4)⟩ =

c2

512π8
∂3
α1
α̇1
∂3
β1
β̇1
∂4
α2
α̇2
∂4
β2
β̇2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

T (u, v)

x413x
4
24x

4
12

]
,

⟨J12(x1)K(x2)Z
+

α̇1β̇1
(x3)j

1
1 α2α̇2

(x4)⟩ =
ic2

256π8
∂3
α1
α̇1
∂3
β1
β̇1
∂4
β2
α̇2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

T (u, v)

x213x
2
34x

4
12x

4
24

]
,

⟨J12(x1)K(x2)Z
−
α1β1

(x3)j
1

1 α2α̇2
(x4)⟩ = − ic2

256π8
□2∂4

β2
α̇2

[
Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2)

T (u, v)

x212x
2
24x

4
13x

4
34

]
.

(F.14)
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Here we have used (3.15), (3.18), (3.24), and (3.26) to identify the relevant N = 4 operators

in these correlators, and we define Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2) as

Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2) =
1

4

(
K

{3,4}
2α1α2

K
{3,4}
1β1β2

+K
{3,4}
2β1α2

K
{3,4}
1α1β2

+K
{3,4}
2α1β2

K
{3,4}
1β1α2

+K
{3,4}
2β1β2

K
{3,4}
1α1α2

)
,

(F.15)

where K
{i,j}
k αβ is defined in (F.6). We can also write the Kflat tensor as

Kflat (α1β1)(α2β2) = K[a1b1][a2b2]
flat (σa1b1)α1β1

(σa2b2)α2β2
,

K[a1b1][a2b2]
flat = 8P−[a1b1]

[a3b3]
P−[a2b2]

[a4b4]

(
xa331x

b3
32x

a4
41x

b4
42 + xa331x

b3
42x

a4
32x

b4
41 + xa331x

b3
41x

a4
32x

b4
42

+ηa3a4(−(x42 · x41)xb331xb432 + (x32 · x41)xb331xb442 + (x32 · x42)xb331xb441)
)
.

(F.16)

where P−[ab]
[cd], 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 Kflat replaced with a

version multiplied by conformal factors to convert from R4 to S4:

K [a1b1][a2b2](x1, x2, x3, x4) =

(
4∏
i=1

Ω(xi)

)
Kflat [a1b1][a2b2] , (F.17)

where Ω(x) is defined as in (2.1).

Note also that ⟨J12(x1)K(x2)Z
+

α̇1β̇1
(x3)j

1
1 α2α̇2

(x4)⟩ and ⟨J12(x1)K(x2)Z
−
α1β1

(x3)j
1

1 α2α̇2
(x4)⟩

are conjugate to each other, although this is not apparent from the expressions in (F.14). The

same is true for the ⟨K(x1)K(x2)Z
+

α̇1β̇1
(x3)Z

+

α̇2β̇2
(x4)⟩ and ⟨K(x1)K(x2)Z

−
α1β1

(x3)Z
−
α2β2

(x4)⟩
correlators. These relations are made manifest in the alternate expressions

⟨J12(x1)K(x2)Z
+

α̇1β̇1
(x3)j

1
1 α2α̇2

(x4)⟩ =
ic2

128π8
□2∂4

β̇2
α2

[
K̃flat (α̇1β̇1)(α̇2β̇2)

T (u, v)

x212x
2
24x

4
13x

4
34

]
,

⟨K(x1)K(x2)Z
+

α̇1β̇1
(x3)Z

+

α̇2β̇2
(x4)⟩ =

c2

512π8
□1□2

[
K̃flat (α̇1β̇1)(α̇2β̇2)

T (u, v)

x413x
4
24x

4
34

]
,

(F.18)

where, using K̃
{i,j}
k α̇β̇

defined in (F.6), we have

K̃flat (α̇1β̇1)(α̇2β̇2)
=

1

4

(
K̃

{3,4}
2 α̇1α̇2

K̃
{3,4}
1 β̇1β̇2

+ K̃
{3,4}
2 β̇1α̇2

K̃
{3,4}
1 α̇1β̇2

+ K̃
{3,4}
2 α̇1β̇2

K̃
{3,4}
1 β̇1α̇2

+ K̃
{3,4}
2 β̇1β̇2

K̃
{3,4}
1 α̇1α̇2

)
.

(F.19)
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F.5 Correlators for (∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ

The correlators relevant for computing (∂4b − 15∂2b ) logZ are

⟨j 1
1 α1α̇1

(x1)j
1

1 α2α̇2
(x2)j

1
1 α3α̇3

(x3)j
1

1 α4α̇4
(x4)⟩

= − ∂1
β1
α̇1
∂2
β2
α̇2
∂3
β3
α̇3
∂4
β4
α̇4

[
Mflat (α1β1)(α2β2)(α3β3)(α4β4)

u2(1 + u+ v)

v

c2T (u, v)

512π8x812x
8
34

]
,

⟨Z−
α1β1

(x1)j
1

1 α2α̇2
(x2)j

1
1 α3α̇3

(x3)Z
+

α̇4β̇4
(x4)⟩

= ∂2
β2
α̇2
∂3
β3
α̇3
∂4
α4
α̇4
∂4
β4
β̇4

[
Mflat (α1β1)(α2β2)(α3β3)(α4β4)

u2

v

c2T (u, v)

2048π8x812x
2
13x

6
34

]
,

⟨Z−
α1β1

(x1)Z
−
α2β2

(x2)Z
+

α̇3β̇3
(x3)Z

+

α̇4β̇4
(x4)⟩

= − ∂3
α3
α̇3
∂3
β3
β̇3
∂4
α4
α̇4
∂4
β4
β̇4

[
Mflat (α1β1)(α2β2)(α3β3)(α4β4)

u3

v

c2T (u, v)

16384π8x1012x
6
34

]
,

(F.20)

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

we define

Mflat (α1β1)(α2β2)(α3β3)(α4β4) =
1

16

[(
K

{1,2}
3α1α2

K
{1,3}
4β1α3

K
{2,4}
1β2α4

K
{3,4}
2β3β4

+K
{1,2}
4α1α2

K
{1,3}
2β1α3

K
{2,4}
3β2α4

K
{3,4}
1β3β4

− K
{1,2}
3α1α2

K
{1,2}
4β1β2

K
{3,4}
1α3α4

K
{3,4}
2β3β4

−K
{1,3}
2α1α3

K
{1,3}
4β1β3

K
{2,4}
1α2α4

K
{2,4}
3β2β4

)
+ (15 other terms given by symmetrizing (αi ↔ βi) pairs)

]
,

(F.21)

using K
{i,j}
k αβ given in (F.6). Note that in Section 5.3, we use these identities with Mflat

replaced by a version multiplied by conformal factors to convert from R4 to S4:

M[a1b1][a2b2][a3b3][a4b4](x1, x2, x3, x4) =

(
4∏
i=1

Ω(xi)

)2

Mflat [a1b1][a2b2][a3b3][a4b4] , (F.22)

where Ω(x) is defined as in (2.1).

The tensor structure

M ≡ 1

16
M[µ1ν1][µ2ν2][µ3ν3][µ4ν4](dx

µ1
1 ∧ dxν11 ) (dxµ22 ∧ dxν22 ) (dxµ33 ∧ dxν33 ) (dxµ44 ∧ dxν44 ) (F.23)
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can also be written as

M(x1, x2, x3, x4) =16y223y
2
14T

M
[p1q1][p2q2][p3q3][p4q4]

× Y−[p1q1](y1)Y−[p2q2](y2)Y−[p3q3](y3)Y−[p4q4](y4) ,
(F.24)

where pi, qi are SO(5) indices that we sum over, y2ij = Ω(xi)Ω(xj)x
2
ij is the chordal distance

on S4, Y−[p4q4] are 10 anti-self-dual tensor harmonics defined as

Y−[pq] =
1

4

(
dyp ∧ dyq − 1

2
ϵpqklmykdyl ∧ dym

)
, (F.25)

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

SO(5)-invariant tensors as

TM =
1

2
(T 1 + T 2 + T 3)− 2(T 4 + T 5 + T 6) . (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 S4 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 R5,1.

Therefore, we can express this integral in the form

I[f ] =
∫ ∏4

i=1 d
4Ωi

S4

(y212y
2
34)

4
f

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)∣∣∣∣
Xi∈Ly⃗i

, (G.1)

where d4Ωi
S4 = d5yi δ(y

2
i − 1) is the measure on S4, the point yi on S4 is embedded in

R5,1 as the lightray Ly⃗i 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 Y0 > 0. Note that the

factors
∏2

i=1 d
4Ωi

S4

(y212)
4 and

∏4
i=3 d

4Ωi
S4

(y234)
4 are both conformally invariant.21

We begin simplifying (5.29) by first using a SO(5) rotation followed by a SO(4) rotation

to fix

y⃗3 = (0, 0, 0, 0,−1) , y⃗4 = (0, 0, 0, sinλ, cosλ) , (G.2)

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

I[f ] = vol(S4) vol(S3)

16

∫ ∏2
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

(y212)
4

dt t3 f

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y∗)(Xj ·Y∗)

)∣∣∣∣
Xi∈Ly⃗i

, (G.3)

where t = tan λ
2
. We then perform an SO(5, 1) transformation Λ1 given by the matrix

Λ M
1 N =


13 0 0 0

0 1 −t −t
0 t 1− t2

2
− t2

2

0 −t t2

2
1 + t2

2

 (G.4)

to set y⃗4 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1). This transformation sends Y∗ to Y1 =
(
0, 0, 0,−t,− t2

2
, 1 + t2

2

)
,

while y⃗3 is left unchanged. In (G.3), y1 and y2 are generic points on S4. Since the measure∏2
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

(y212)
4 in (G.3) is invariant under conformal transformations, the conformal transforma-

tion of y1 and y2 under Λ1 can be absorbed conveniently by a change of integration variables.

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

I[f ] = vol(S4) vol(S3)

16

∫ ∏2
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

(y212)
4

dt t3 f

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y1)(Xj ·Y1)

)∣∣∣∣
Xi∈Ly⃗i

, (G.5)

where

Y1 =

(
0, 0, 0,−t,−t

2

2
, 1 +

t2

2

)
,

y⃗3 = y⃗ ∗
3 = (0, 0, 0, 0,−1) ,

y⃗4 = y⃗ ∗
4 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1) .

(G.6)

In terms of the stereographic coordinates (2.10), this corresponds to sending x⃗3 to infinity

while fixing x⃗4 at the origin. Simplifying (G.5) further becomes convenient if we switch to

stereographic coordinates, defined in (2.10), for the points y1 and y2. The measure factor∏2
i=1 d

4Ωi
S4

(y212)
4 in (G.5) changes to

∏2
i=1 d

4xi
(x212)

4 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

Λ M
2 N =


14 0 0

0 |x2|+|x2|−1

2
|x2|−|x2|−1

2

0 |x2|−|x2|−1

2
|x2|+|x2|−1

2

 , (G.7)

sends x⃗2 to x⃗
′
2 =

x⃗2
|x2| , x⃗1 to x⃗

′
1 =

x⃗1
|x2| , and Y1 to Y2 =

(
0, 0, 0,−t, |x2|

2−t2−1
2|x2| , |x2|

2+t2+1
2|x2|

)
, while

leaving x⃗3 and x⃗4 fixed. Switching integration variables in (G.5) gives us

I[f ] = vol(S4) vol(S3)

16

∫
d4x2
|x2|4

d4x′1 dt t
3

|x⃗′1 − x⃗′2|8
f

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y2)(Xj ·Y2)

)∣∣∣∣
Xi∈Ly⃗i

, (G.8)

where y⃗1 and y⃗2 are related to x⃗′1 and x⃗′2 via (2.10) and y⃗3 and y⃗4 are given in (G.6). Next,

we can perform an SO(4) rotation that sends x⃗′2 to

x⃗′2 = x⃗∗2 = (0, 0, 0, 1) (G.9)

and sends Y2 to

Y =

(
t
w⃗

|w|
,
|w|2 − t2 − 1

2|w|
,
1 + t2 + |w|2

2|w|

)
, (G.10)

where w⃗ = (x2,1, x2,2, x2,3,−x2,4) is related to x⃗2 by a parity transformation. Once again, the

transformation of x⃗′1 can be absorbed by a change of integration variables. Following this

SO(4) rotation, (G.8) becomes

I[f ] = vol(S4) vol(S3)

16

∫
d4w

|w|4
d4x′1 dt t

3

|x⃗′1 − x⃗ ∗
2 |8

f

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y)(Xj ·Y)

)∣∣∣∣
Xi∈Ly⃗i

. (G.11)

Using the residual SO(3) symmetry to set x⃗′1 to x⃗∗1 = (0, 0, r sin θ, r cos θ) and changing

integration variables to z⃗ and z0, which are related to w⃗ and t by z⃗ = tw⃗
|w|2 , z0 = 1

|w| , we

obtain the following conformally-invariant form for the integral (5.29):

I[f ] = vol(S4) vol(S3) vol(S2)

16

∫
dr dθ

r3 sin2 θ

u4
F(u, v) . (G.12)

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:

F(u, v) = J [f ] ≡
∫
d4z⃗ dz0
z50

f

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y)(Xj ·Y)

)∣∣∣∣
Xi∈Ly⃗∗

i

, (G.13)

where the point Y on the hyperboloid is parametrized as

Y =

(
z⃗

z0
,
1− z20 − |z|2

2z0
,
1 + z20 + |z|2

2z0

)
, (G.14)

the kinematic configuration of the four-points on S4 is

y⃗ ∗
1 =

(
0, 0,

2r sin θ

1 + r2
,
2r cos θ

1 + r2
,
1− r2

1 + r2

)
, y⃗ ∗

2 = (0, 0, 0, 1, 0) ,

y⃗ ∗
3 = (0, 0, 0, 0,−1) , y⃗ ∗

4 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1) ,

(G.15)

and the conformal cross-ratios u and v are related to r and θ by u = 1 + r2 − 2r cos θ and

v = r2, using the definition (4.13) and the configuration (G.15).

H Useful identities of D-functions

The n-point Dr1,...,rn-function in four dimensions is defined by the integral [31]

Dr1,...,rn(x1, . . . , xn) =

∫
dz0 d

4z⃗

z50

n∏
i=1

(
z0

(z20 + (z⃗ − x⃗)2)

)ri
. (H.1)

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

Dr1,r2,r3,r4(x1, x2, x3, x4) =
π2

2

Γ (r − 2)∏4
i=1 Γ (ri)

(x214)
r−r1−r4(x234)

r−r3−r4

(x213)
r−r4(x224)

r2
Dr1,r2,r3,r4(u, v), (H.2)

where r =
∑4

i=1 ri
2

. The simplest D-function with integer coefficients, D1,1,1,1(u, v), can be

written in terms of the dilog function Li as

D1,1,1,1(u, v) =
1

z − z

(
log(zz) log

(
1− z

1− z

)
+ 2Li(z)− 2Li(z)

)
, (H.3)

where the variables z and z are related to the conformal cross-ratios u and v via u = zz and

v = (1− z)(1− z).
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The D-functions satisfy the following differential relations [98, 99]:

Dr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 = − ∂uDr1,r2,r3,r4 ,

Dr1,r2,r3+1,r4+1 =

(
r3 + r4 − r1 − r2

2
− u∂u

)
Dr1,r2,r3,r4 ,

Dr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 = − ∂vDr1,r2,r3,r4 ,

Dr1+1,r2,r3,r4+1 =

(
r1 + r4 − r2 − r3

2
− v∂v

)
Dr1,r2,r3,r4 ,

Dr1,r2+1,r3,r4+1 = (r2 + u∂u + v∂v)Dr1,r2,r3,r4 ,

Dr1+1,r2,r3+1,r4 =

(
r1 + r2 + r3 − r4

2
+ v∂v + u∂u

)
Dr1,r2,r3,r4 .

(H.4)

The D-functions satisfying the condition max ri <
∑

j rj

2
are called non-extremal D-functions,

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 r1 ̸= r2, vanish.

H.1 Basis for non-extremal D-functions

Using the argument-raising differential operators given in (H.4) recursively and the expression

for D1111 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:

(r − r1 − r2)Dr1,r2,r3,r4 −Dr1,r2,r3+1,r4+1 + uDr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 = 0,

(r − r2 − r3)Dr1,r2,r3,r4 + vDr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 −Dr1+1,r2,r3,r4+1 = 0 ,

r2Dr1,r2,r3,r4 −Dr1,r2+1,r3,r4+1 − vDr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 − uDr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 = 0 ,

(r − r4)Dr1,r2,r3,r4 − vDr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 −Dr1+1,r2,r3+1,r4 − uDr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 = 0 ,

(H.5)

where r =
∑4

i=1 ri
2

. We then build a set of equations by evaluating (H.5) at arguments

(r1, r2, r3, r4) satisfying the conditions ri > 0, max ri <
∑4

j=1 rj

2
, and

∑4
i=1 ri ≤ 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 Dr1,r2,r3,r4-functions satisfying ri > 0 and∑4
i=1 ri ≤ 10). Solving this system of equations, we find that the dimension of the vector

space of this set of non-extremal Dr1,r2,r3,r4-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 = {D1,1,1,1, D1,2,2,1, D1,1,2,2, D2,2,2,2} . (H.6)

For example, in this basis, we find that D2,2,3,3 is given by

D2,2,3,3 =
1

(u2 + (−1 + v)2 − 2u(1 + v))

[ (
4u2 − 3u(v + 1)− (v − 1)2

)
D2,2,2,2

+ (u− v + 1)D1,1,1,1(u, v) + (−3u+ v − 1)D1,1,2,2 + 2(v − 1)vD1,2,2,1

]
,

(H.7)

and D2,3,2,1 is given by

D2,3,2,1 =
1

2uv

(
−D1,1,1,1 + 2D1,1,2,2 + 2vD1,2,2,1 + (1− u− v)D2,2,2,2

)
. (H.8)

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 u and

v. Let us assume that this is true for all such Dr1,r2,r3,r4 functions satisfying
∑4

i=1 ri ≤ Λ,

where Λ ≥ 10. Any non-extremal Ds1,s2,s3,s4 function satisfying
∑4

i=1 si = Λ + 2, can be

written in the form

Ds1,s2,s3,s4(u, v) = D(u,v)Dr′1,r
′
2,r

′
3,r

′
4
(u, v) , (H.9)

for some {r′1, r′2, r′3, r′4} satisfying
∑4

i=1 r
′
i = Λ, where D(u,v) 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 Ds1,s2,s3,s4(u, v) in the form

Ds1,s2,s3,s4(u, v) =
∑
f∈W

c
(0,0)
f (u, v)f + c

(1,0)
f (u, v)∂uf + c

(0,1)
f (u, v)∂vf , (H.10)

where W is our chosen basis for non-extremal D-functions (H.6), and the c
(a,b)
f functions in

(H.10) are rational functions of u and v. Using the first and third relations in (H.4), one

can write the ∂uf and ∂vf terms in (H.10) in terms of other Dr′1,r
′
2,r

′
3,r

′
4
functions, which also
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satisfy
∑4

i=1 r
′
i ≤ 10. The expressions for these Dr′1,r

′
2,r

′
3,r

′
4
functions in the D-function basis

can now be substituted in giving us the final expression for Ds1,s2,s3,s4(u, v) in our chosen

basis. Thus any non-extremal Ds1,s2,s3,s4 function satisfying
∑4

i=1 si = Λ+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 D2,2,3,3 provided in (H.7), we have

D3,3,3,3 = − ∂uD2,2,3,3

=
1

(u2 + (−1 + v)2 − 2u(1 + v))

[(
−4u2 + 3u(v + 1) + (v − 1)2

)
∂uD2,2,2,2

+ (−u+ v − 1)∂uD1,1,1,1 + (3u− v + 1)∂uD1,1,2,2 − 2(v − 1)v∂uD1,2,2,1

]
+

1

(u2 + (−1 + v)2 − 2u(1 + v))2

[(
u2 − 2u(v − 1) + v2 + 2v − 3

)
D1,1,1,1

+
(
−3u2 + 2u(v − 1) + v2 − 6v + 5

)
D1,1,2,2 − 4(v − 1)v(1− u+ v)D1,2,2,1

+ 5
(
u2(v + 1)− 2u(v − 1)2 + (v − 1)2(v + 1)

)
D2,2,2,2

]
.

(H.11)

Notice that we can use second relation in (H.4) to replace ∂uD2,2,2,2 withD2,2,3,3 and ∂uD1,1,1,1

with D1,1,2,2. Additionally, we can use the first relation in (H.4) to replace ∂uD1,1,2,2 with

D2,2,2,2 and ∂uD1,2,2,1 with D2,3,2,1. Plugging in the expressions in (H.7) and (H.8), we get

the expression for D3,3,3,3 in the basis (H.6):

D3,3,3,3 =
1

(u2 + (−1 + v)2 − 2u(1 + v))2

[(
5u2 + u(4− 10v) + 5v2 + 4v − 9

)
D1,1,1,1

+
(
13u3 − 13u2(v + 1) + u

(
−13v2 + 62v − 13

)
+ 13(v − 1)2(v + 1)

)
D2,2,2,2

− 14(u− 1)(u− v + 1)D1,1,2,2 + 14(v − 1)v(u− v − 1)D1,2,2,1

]
.

(H.12)

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

D2,2,2,2 =
(1− u− v)D1,1,1,1 + 2(u− 1)D1,1,2,2 + 2(v − 1)vD1,2,2,1 + 2

u2 − 2u(v + 1) + (v − 1)2
. (H.13)

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 D1,1,1,1 and then substituting in the functional form of D1,1,1,1 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:

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
uDr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 +Dr1+1,r2,r3,r4+1 +Dr1+1,r2,r3+1,r4

r1
,

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
uDr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 + vDr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 +Dr1,r2+1,r3,r4+1

r2
,

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
vDr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 +Dr1,r2,r3+1,r4+1 +Dr1+1,r2,r3+1,r4

r3
,

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
Dr1,r2,r3+1,r4+1 +Dr1,r2+1,r3,r4+1 +Dr1+1,r2,r3,r4+1

r4
.

(H.14)

In the simplification discussed in Appendix I.2, these are used when any argument in a

D-function goes to zero in the ϵ→ 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:

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
2
(
vDr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 +Dr1,r2,r3+1,r4+1 +Dr1,r2+1,r3,r4+1

)
−r1 + r2 + r3 + r4

,

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
2
(
Dr1,r2,r3+1,r4+1 +Dr1+1,r2,r3,r4+1 +Dr1+1,r2,r3+1,r4

)
r1 − r2 + r3 + r4

,

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
2
(
uDr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 +Dr1,r2+1,r3,r4+1 +Dr1+1,r2,r3,r4+1

)
r1 + r2 − r3 + r4

,

Dr1,r2,r3,r4 =
2
(
uDr1+1,r2+1,r3,r4 + vDr1,r2+1,r3+1,r4 +Dr1+1,r2,r3+1,r4

)
r1 + r2 + r3 − r4

.

(H.15)

The four identities given above are used in in Appendix I.2 when a particular D-function

becomes extremal in the ϵ→ 0 limit.

H.3 Basis for ϵ-deformed D-functions

In the simplification in Section I.2, we use (H.14) and (H.15) to ensure that we are working

with Dr1+ϵ,r2+ϵ,r3+ϵ,r4+ϵ-functions satisfying ri > 0 and max ri <
∑4

j=1 rj

2
for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. In the

ϵ→ 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 ϵ-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

Wϵ = {D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,1+ϵ,1+ϵ, D1+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ,1+ϵ, D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ, D2+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ}. (H.16)

We can write other ϵ-deformed D-functions in this basis; for instance,

D2+ϵ,2+ϵ,3+ϵ,3+ϵ =
1

(u2 + (−1 + v)2 − 2u(1 + v))

[
(1 + ϵ)3(u− v + 1)D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,1+ϵ,1+ϵ

− (1 + ϵ)2(3u− v + 1)D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ + 2(v − 1)v(1 + ϵ)2D1+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ,1+ϵ

+
(
u2(4 + 3ϵ)− u(v + 1)(3 + 2ϵ)− (v − 1)2(1 + ϵ)

)
D2+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ,2+ϵ

]
.

(H.17)

I Computing Fb2m2(u, v)

The (∂2b∂
2
m logZ)T integrated correlator is given as an integral of the conformally-invariant

function Fb2m2(u, v) in (5.29). The function Fb2m2(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 D4,2,2(x1, x2, x3), as well as the extremal two-point D-function D4,4(x1, x2) and its

crossed versions.22

In order to understand the nature of this divergence, we separate out Fb2m2(u, v) into

two parts,

Fb2m2(u, v) = F conv
b2m2(u, v) + Fdiv

b2m2(u, v) , (I.1)

where Fdiv
b2m2(u, v) consists of the divergent D-functions that would arise from a naive ap-

plication of (H.1) to (5.30), while F conv
b2m2(u, v) contains the remaining finite terms. We can

22As described in Appendix H, non-extremal Dr1,...,rn -functions satisfy the condition 2max ri <
∑

j rj ,
while extremal D-functions saturate the inequality. The same condition holds for extremal and non-extremal
D-functions.
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similarly split Fb2m2 and Nb2m2(y2ij), defined in (5.28) and (5.26) respectively, as

Fb2m2 = F conv
b2m2 + F div

b2m2 , Nb2m2 = N conv
b2m2 +Ndiv

b2m2 , (I.2)

such that they reproduce Fdiv
b2m2(u, v) and F conv

b2m2(u, v) using the substitution in (5.28) and

the integral in (5.30) respectively. The function Ndiv
b2m2 is given explicitly by the expression

Ndiv
b2m2 =

c2

320π8

[
y412
(
3y412 − 4y212y

2
13 − 2y413

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

]
.

(I.3)

We shall first discuss how the finite expression F conv
b2m2(u, v) can be simplified before we discuss

the apparently divergent expression F div
b2m2(u, v).

I.1 Simplifying F conv
b2m2(u, v)

The function F conv
b2m2(u, v), identified as the convergent part of Fb2m2(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,

Dr1,r2,r3(x1, x2, x3) =
π2
∏3

i=1 Γ (r − ri)

2
∏3

i=1 Γ(ri)

Γ (r − 2)

(x223)
r−r1(x213)

r−r2(x212)
r−r3

, (I.4)

where r =
∑3

i=1 ri
2

. The four-point D-functions can be written in terms of conformally-

invariant D-functions, defined in (H.2). Using (I.4) and (H.2), we can write F conv
b2m2 as a sum

of D-functions along with a rational function of u and v. By construction, all D-functions

appearing in F conv
b2m2 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: D1,1,1,1, D1,2,2,1, D1,1,2,2, and D2,2,2,2, with

coefficients that are rational functions of u and v. Substituting in the expressions for various

D-functions, F conv
b2m2(u, v) becomes

F conv
b2m2(u, v) =

4c2u2

5π6

(
(−9u− 9v + 29)D1,1,1,1 + 38(u− 1)D1,1,2,2

+ 38(v − 1)vD1,2,2,1 − 19
(
u2 − 2u(v + 1) + (v − 1)2

)
D2,2,2,2

)
.

(I.5)
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Furthermore, using the relation (H.13), F conv
b2m2 reduces to the simple expression

F conv
b2m2(u, v) =

8c2u2

5π6

(
5(u+ v + 1)D1,1,1,1(u, v)− 19

)
. (I.6)

We now discuss how the divergent Fdiv
b2m2(u, v) term in (I.1) can be computed and simplified.

I.2 Simplifying Fdiv
b2m2(u, v)

As we discussed at the beginning of this appendix, if we attempt to express Fdiv
b2m2(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 D2,2,4(x1, x2, x4),

using the definition (H.1), we have a divergent contribution from the region with z⃗ = x⃗4+ ζ⃗,

|ζ|2 < ϵ2, and z0 < ϵ:

D2,2,4(x1, x2, x4)

=

∫
d4z⃗ dz0
z50

(
z0

z20 + (x⃗1 − z⃗)2

)2(
z0

z20 + (x⃗2 − z⃗)2

)2(
z0

z20 + (x⃗4 − z⃗)2

)4

=
1

x414x
4
24

∫
|ζ|2<ϵ2
z0<ϵ

d4ζ⃗ dz0
z30

(z20 + |ζ|2)4
+ finite contributions .

(I.7)

A careful analysis of the integrand Fb2m2 in (5.30) near the AdS boundary (in the small

z0 limit) in the direction of the lightrays Ly⃗∗i , where the vectors y⃗∗i are given in (G.15),

reveals that Fb2m2(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,

2D2,2,4(x1, x3, x4)x
4
14x

4
34 −D1,3,4(x1, x3, x4)x

2
14x

6
34 −D1,3,4(x2, x3, x4)x

2
24x

6
34, 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 z⃗ = x⃗4 + ζ⃗, |ζ|2 < ϵ2, and z0 < ϵ,

of the integral in (H.1). We can separate out the divergent part of the integral, as was done
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in (I.7) above, and check that

2D2,2,4(x1, x3, x4)x
4
14x

4
34 −D1,3,4(x1, x3, x4)x

2
14x

6
34 −D1,3,4(x2, x3, x4)x

2
24x

6
34

= (2− 1− 1)

∫
|ζ|2<ϵ2
z0<ϵ

d4ζ⃗ dz0
z30

(z20 + |ζ|2)4
+ finite contributions ; (I.8)

that is, the divergent parts from eachD-function cancel each other out and the full expression

is finite.

In order to regulate such apparent divergences in (5.30), we introduce an ϵ-dependent

regulator to define the ϵ-deformed conformally-invariant function Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2(u, v) as

Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2(u, v) = J [F div,ϵ

b2m2 ] , (I.9)

where the functional J [. . .] is defined in (G.13) and the ϵ-deformed function F div,ϵ
b2m2 is given

by

F div,ϵ
b2m2

(
Xi ·Xj

(Xi ·Y)(Xj ·Y)

)
= (y212y

2
34)

ϵy
4
12y

4
34

y413y
4
24

Ndiv
b2m2(y2ij)

∣∣∣∣
y2ij→

−2Xi·Xj
Xi·YXj ·Y

, (I.10)

with Y =
(
z⃗
z0
,
1−z20−|z|2

2z0
,
1+z20+|z|2

2z0

)
and Xi ∈ Ly⃗∗i , for the y⃗

∗
i vectors given in (G.15).

Following this ϵ-deformation and using (H.1), Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2 can be written as a sum of various

four-point D-functions. For ϵ > 0, these D-functions are not extremal. Taking the ϵ → 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 Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2 in terms of Dr1+ϵ,r2+ϵ,r3+ϵ,r4+ϵ-

functions satisfying ri ≥ 0 and max ri =
∑4

k=1 rk
2

for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. By construction, all of these

D-functions are divergent in the ϵ→ 0 limit. We will then use the D-identities discussed in

Appendix H to write Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2 as a linear combination of a basis of D-functions that are finite

in the ϵ→ 0 limit so that the ϵ→ 0 limit can be taken smoothly.

Using the four argument-raising identities in (H.14), we can express Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2 as a sum of

Dr1+ϵ,r2+ϵ,r3+ϵ,r4+ϵ-functions with ri > 0. For example, using the first identity in (H.14), we

can rewrite Dϵ,1+ϵ,3+ϵ,4+ϵ as the sum

Dϵ,1+ϵ,3+ϵ,4+ϵ =
D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,3+ϵ,5+ϵ +D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,4+ϵ,4+ϵ + uD1+ϵ,2+ϵ,3+ϵ,4+ϵ

ϵ
. (I.11)

The next step is to use another set of argument-raising identities in (H.15) to express Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2
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in terms of Dr1+ϵ,r2+ϵ,r3+ϵ,r4+ϵ-functions satisfying ri > 0 and max ri <
∑4

k=1 rk
2

. For example,

using the fourth identity in (H.15), D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,3+ϵ,5+ϵ in (I.11) can be changed to

D1+ϵ,1+ϵ,3+ϵ,5+ϵ =
vD1+ϵ,2+ϵ,4+ϵ,5+ϵ +D2+ϵ,1+ϵ,4+ϵ,5+ϵ + uD2+ϵ,2+ϵ,3+ϵ,5+ϵ

ϵ
. (I.12)

Following these two steps, we have an expression for Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2 as a sum of Dr1+ϵ,r2+ϵ,r3+ϵ,r4+ϵ

that are finite in the ϵ→ 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, Fdiv,ϵ
b2m2 can be written in terms of these basis D-functions. The D-functions

in this chosen basis are finite in the ϵ→ 0 limit and hence we can now take the ϵ→ 0 limit

easily. The result is

Fdiv
b2m2 =

4c2u2

5π6

[
−
(
u2 − 2u(v + 1) + (v − 1)2

)
D2,2,2,2 − (u+ v − 1)D1,1,1,1

+ 2(u− 1)D1,1,2,2 + 2(v − 1)vD1,2,2,1

]
.

(I.13)

Using the identity (H.13), this simplifies to

Fdiv
b2m2 = −8c2u2

5π6
. (I.14)

Combining the two components F conv
b2m2 and Fdiv

b2m2 , given in (I.6) and (I.14) respectively, we

have

Fb2m2 =
8c2u2

π6

(
(u+ v + 1)D1,1,1,1 − 4

)
. (I.15)
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