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Motivated by developing a field-theoretic algebraic approach to the universal part of the

stress-tensor sector of a scalar four-point function in a class of higher-dimensional CFTs,

we construct a mode operator, Lm, near the lightcone in d = 4 CFTs and show that it

leads to a Virasoro-like commutator, including a regularized central-term. As an example,

we describe how to reproduce the d = 4 single-stress tensor exchange contribution in the

lightcone limit by a mode summation. A general-d extension is included. We comment on

possible generalizations.
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1. Introduction

The existence of the Virasoro symmetry lies at the heart of two-dimensional conformal field

theories. Such an infinite-dimensional stress-tensor algebra dictates universal behaviors of

d = 2 systems, allowing computable multi-point correlation functions and critical exponents

[1]. With the developments of the AdS/CFT correspondence [2–4] and the revitalized

conformal bootstrap program (for a review and references see, e.g., [5]), there has been

significant recent progress in using d = 2 Virasoro conformal blocks to understand quantum

entanglement [6–8], chaotic dynamics [9–11], the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis [12–

14], and to describe gravitational effects in AdS3 with a black hole [15–22].

In d > 2, the conformal group is finite-dimensional and stress tensors generally do not

form an algebra. One should not expect to find a model-independent way that universally

captures the full stress-tensor contributions. Is it therefore completely hopeless if one desires

to generalize a similar story to d > 2 in a certain way?

The motivation of the present work comes from recent growing evidence [23–30] indicat-

ing that a certain universality of multi-stress tensors in a class of d > 2 CFTs appears in the

limit where operators in a correlator approach each other’s lightcone or, equivalently, in the

lowest-twist limit. We mainly focus on CFTs with a large central charge and a four-point

function with two heavy and two light scalars. The universality, more precisely, means that

the operator product expansion (OPE) coefficients of the lowest-twist multi-stress tensors

are protected, in the sense that they are fixed by dimensions of scalars and the central

charge CT . The higher-twist OPE coefficients, on the other hand, can be contaminated

by more model-dependent parameters. From the gravity side’s viewpoint, this implies that

the lowest-twist OPE coefficients are insensitive to higher-curvature terms in the purely

gravitational action, i.e. they may be determined by Einstein gravity. In d = 2, such

universality can be explained by the Virasoro symmetry. The recent d > 2 results share

intriguing similarities with d = 2 CFTs and we are motivated to search for a Virasoro-like

derivation in the lightcone limit in d > 2 CFTs; we largely focus on d = 4 in this note.

A recent effort toward this direction was made in [24]. Based on the most general stress-

tensor commutators consistent with the Poincaré algebra in local QFT [31], it was shown

that, under an assumption on the Schwinger term, a Virasoro-like stress-tensor commutator

emerges near the lightcone in d = 4 CFTs. Here, we would like to start to build a bridge

between the stress-tensor commutator and the conformal block decomposition of a scalar

four-point function. We will also remark on the Schwinger-term assumption.

To build a bridge between the stress-tensor commutator and the scalar correlator, it is
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desirable to construct an effective mode operator, similar to the generator Lm in d = 2.

An immediate obstacle, however, is that the d = 4 stress-tensor commutator has a UV

cutoff, Λ, dependent central-term. (Λ has mass dimension one.) We will propose an Lm,

defined near the lightcone, and show that, using the stress-tensor commutator, it results in a

Virasoro-like [Lm,Ln]. The basic picture of this construction is that we treat the additional

two-dimensional transverse space as a thin layer with a thickness defined by a short-distance

cutoff ε. The product ε2Λ2 gives a dimensionless finite constant. Introducing a thin region,

instead of infinite transverse space, may be interpreted as a part of the lightcone limit,

where we arrange scalars to live on a d = 2 plane and the stress tensors contribute only

near the plane.

We will describe how to use the mode operator Lm to compute the single-stress tensor

exchange in the lightcone limit by a direct mode summation. This computation generalizes

the Virasoro-algebra derivation of the one-graviton contribution to the identity block in

d = 2 CFTs described in [15].

The more general case, beyond single-stress tensor, is more involved partially because

the stress-tensor-scalar, TO, OPE in higher dimensions has a delicate structure. While the

general story is left to future work, we will make some preliminary remarks on a possible

multi-stress tensor generalization.

2. A lightcone mode operator

2.1. Stress-tensor commutator near the lightcone

We start with the stress-tensor commutation relation in d = 4 CFTs in Minkowski space-

time ds2 = −dx+dx− + dy2 + dz2 where x± = t ± x. Using the tracelessness condi-

tion, one can write the relevant component of the stress tensor in the lightcone limit as

T++ = −2(T 0
0 − T 0

1 ) − T aa ; a = 2, 3 denote transverse directions. An important point is

that the purely-spatial components of the stress tensor generally do not admit a model-

independent commutator [31]. However, in the case where stress tensors are inserted in

a scalar correlator, the transverse components are suppressed in the lightcone limit. (By

lightcone limit, we mean that we consider 4 scalars to lie on an x+− x− plane with config-

uration 〈O(∞)O(1)O(x+, x−)O(0)〉, and then take x− → 0. We also send stress tensor’s
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x−T → 0.) The dominating contribution in the lightcone limit is [24]

−i[T̃++(x+, xa), T̃++(x′+, x′a)] = −4
(
T̃++(x+, xa) + T̃++(x′+, x′a)

)
∂+δ

3

+
CTπ

2

60

(
Λ2 + ∆

)
∂+∆δ3 , (1)

where T̃++ = −2(T 0
0 − T 0

1 ), δ3 = δ(x+ − x′+)δ2(xa − x′a), and ∆ is a Laplacian. Note that

the central-term contains a UV cutoff Λ-dependent piece. We have set x− → 0 in the above

commutator. More formally, one can write x− = ε and then focus on the leading small-ε

contribution.

The result (1) is valid only when the Schwinger term in the stress-tensor commutator is

a c-number. That is, the central-term in (1) is assumed to be the same as the expectation

value of the stress-tensor commutator. A priori, however, there might be an additional

operator Schwinger term. It remains an interesting question to ask in what class of CFTs

the Schwinger term is effectively a c-number (in the lightcone limit) as it may be related

to the validity of the universality.

In what follows, we shall simply assume that we focus on the class of CFTs where the

Schwinger term is effectively a c-number and adopt (1).

2.2. A mode operator and [Lm,Ln] in d = 4

To develop a Virasoro-like effective representation theory for the class of higher-dimensional

CFTs whose lowest-twist subsector has a universal meaning, one would like to explore

possible constructions of an effective mode generator, denoted as Lm, which is defined via

integrating the coordinates of a stress tensor out. Our goal here is to find an Lm such

that, when combined with the stress-tensor commutator near the lightcone, it can lead

to a commutator [Lm,Ln] which (i) satisfies the Jacobi identity and (ii) has a regularized

central-term.

Since the difference between T̃++ and T++ is suppressed in the lightcone limit, as

mentioned, we simply adopt T++ in the following to have simpler expressions.

Let us Wick rotate to a Euclidean plane, ds2
(E) = dx+

(E)dx
−
(E) + dy2 + dz2, with complex

coordinates x±(E) ≡ x1 ± ix2. (The subscript will be dropped.) We keep the extra two-

dimensional transverse directions uncompactified.1 Consider the following ansatz:

Lj,km = lim
x−→ε

∫ ∫
dy dz f(y, z; j, k)

∮
dx+

2πi
(x+)m+1 T++(x+, x−, y, z) . (2)

1In general, one can consider other geometries such as a torus.
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Changing the power of x+ corresponds to shifting m; we adopt m+ 1 for later convenience.

The smear function f(y, z; j, k) generally can depend on new mode numbers, j, k, associated

with transverse coordinates. The integrals along the transverse directions are necessary as

the stress-tensor commutator contains Dirac delta-functions; just sending y, z to zero in the

stress tensor does not give a sensible commutator.

The Jacobi identity severely constrains the form of f(y, z; j, k). We propose

Lm = −π
2

lim
L,x−→ε

∫ L

0

∫ L

0

dy dz

∮
dx+

2πi
(x+)m+1 T++(x+, x−, y, z) , (3)

where a short-distance scale ε is introduced for the transverse directions. The stress-tensor

contribution therefore comes only from a very thin region near a d = 2 plane.2

The stress-tensor commutator (1) and (3) give, in the lightcone limit,

[Lm,Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n

+
CTπ

3

480
Λ2ε2 m(m2 − 1)δm+n,0 −

CTπ
3

480
ε2 m(m2 − 1)(m− 2)(m− 3)δm+n,2 (4)

where the Cauchy integral theorem was used.3 In this notation, δm+n,0 has mass dimension

−m − n, and δm+n,2 has dimension −m − n + 2, both with magnitude unit. Keeping an

explicit ε for the limit of x− is irrelevant in deriving (4), but it will be useful when we later

consider a scalar correlator with a stress tensor inserted.

We consider that the large UV cutoff term suppresses the last piece of (4), which causes

tension with the Jacobi identity. The product of the UV cutoff Λ and the short-distance

regulator ε is a dimensionless parameter.4 We arrive at a commutator near the lightcone:

[Lm,Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n + α CT m(m2 − 1)δm+n,0 . (5)

We shall further discuss the arbitrariness of α in the next section. Note that, unlike in d = 2

where the Virasoro algebra represents an exact symmetry, (5) is an effective description: in

2One may adopt asymmetric limits, x− → ε, L→ aε. While intermediate expressions can then depend

on a we will find the stress-tensor exchange final result is independent of a; we set a = 1 for simplicity.
3The radial ordering is implicit. In the lightcone limit, ∂+T

++ is also suppressed. The central-term is

finite and T++ is independent of x+ in d = 2 where one can derive the Virasoro algebra of the form [Lm, Ln]

starting with the d = 2 stress-tensor commutator. With additional coordinates, we should be concerned

about the passage from equal-time commutators to radial quantization in d > 2. We shall proceed by

assuming that the related subtleties are insignificant in the limit ε→ 0.
4If one first redefines Λ → Λ̃ in (1) to absorb CT , one needs to reintroduce CT via Λ̃2ε2 ∼ CT .

This process looks ad hoc and we do not adopt it here. However, it is interesting to note that a similar

identification appears in the soft-theorem related literature: see (147) in [32]. There, the central charge is

related to internal soft exchanges. I thank L. Fitzpatrick for a discussion.
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(5), we have ignored contributions suppressed in the lightcone limit and assumed a class of

CFTs with a c-number Schwinger term.

3. A Virasoro-like derivation of d = 4 single-stress tensor exchange

The lightcone algebra (5) looks formally the same as the d = 2 Virasoro algebra. We may

assume, in a universal class of d = 4 CFTs, there exists a lowest-twist subsector where the

associated intermediate states, |α〉s (s denotes a subspace), can be effectively organized into

a Virasoro-like representation theory. In some sense, the lightcone limit acts like picking

the holomorphic sector out and we do not need to introduce “L̄m”.

Focusing on such a subspace, we may try to follow the terminology of the highest-weight

representation in d = 2 CFTs: L0|h〉 = h|h〉 and Lm|h〉 = 0 for m ≥ 1. The modes Lm

with m < 0 generate descendants. The vacuum |0〉, preserving the maximal number of

symmetries, is the associated state of the identity operator that has h = 0. One important

difference, however, is that TO OPE structure in d = 4 is more delicate.5 Using the TO
OPE to express Lm as a differential operator will not be included in the present note. Here,

we focus on a Virasoro-like derivation of the single-stress tensor exchange in the lightcone

limit. This derivation does not require knowing Lm as a differential operator because we

can use the three-point function 〈TOO〉, together with (3).

The three-point function of a stress tensor with two scalar primaries in d = 4 is [34]

〈T µν(x1)O∆(x2)O∆(x3)〉 =
cTOO

x4
12x

4
13x

2∆−4
23

(XµXν

X2
− δµν

4

)
, Xµ =

xµ12

x2
12

− xµ13

x2
13

(6)

with cTOO = − 2∆
3π2 . We shall focus on the identity block at large CT with the heavy-light

limit: ∆H ∼ CT , ∆L ∼ O(1). The single-stress tensor exchange contribution, discussed

below, may be computed without explicitly imposing these limits, but we will still formally

adopt ∆H and ∆L in what follows, having in mind a potential generalization involving

multi-stress tensors.

In the lightcone limit, we assume that the corresponding intermediate states can be

effectively generated by the operator Lm acting on the vacuum. Introduce a basis

|α0〉T =
L†m|0〉√
Nm

, Nm = 〈LmL†m〉, (7)

which formally represents a normalized one-graviton state. Assume m > 1 here. We may

5For explicit expressions at the first few orders in the OPE, see, for instance, Appendix B of [33].
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relate the single-stress tensor conformal block in the lightcone limit to the following object:

VT = lim
z̄→0

∞∑
m=2

〈OH(∞)OH(1)L†m〉〈LmOL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉
Nm 〈OH(∞)OH(1)〉〈OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉

. (8)

We have adopted the conventional variables z, z̄ defined by u = zz̄, v = (1−z)(1− z̄) where

u, v are conformal cross-ratios. In the configuration (8), x+ = z, x− = z̄ for the scalar and

the scalar’s lightcone limit is z̄ → 0. The Hermitian conjugate of the d = 4 stress tensor in

the radial quantization is

T µν(x)† = Iµλ(x)Iνρ(x)x−8T λρ
( x
x2

)
, Iµλ(x) = δµλ − 2

xµxλ
x2

. (9)

Let us first compute the numerator of (8) using (9), (6), and (3). The computation is short

but can be thorny as it involves a certain order of limits.

Denote yT , zT as the transverse coordinates for T++ and r2 = y2
T + z2

T . We have

〈LmOL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉
〈OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉

= −π
2

lim
L,x−→ε

∫ L

0

∫ L

0

dyT dzT
〈
∮

dx+

2πi
(x+)m+1 T++(x+, x−, yT , zT )OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉

〈OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉

= ∆L lim
L,x−→ε

∫ L

0

∫ L

0

dyT dzT

[
r4
(
z − r2

x−
)m−1

(10)

× (m− 2)(m− 3)(x−)2z2 + 6(m− 3)r2x−z + 12r4

6π (x−)8z2

]
z̄ +O(z̄2) ,

in a small z̄ expansion. In performing the contour integral, we have picked the pole due

to OL(z, z̄). We should consider the stress tensor’s lightcone limit as x− → ε, instead of

directly setting x− = 0 from the start in this correlator computation. After performing the

remaining integrals,

〈LmOL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉
〈OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉

=
14∆L(m− 2)(m− 3)

135π
zm−1z̄ + subleading . (11)

A similar procedure, using (9), gives6

〈OH(∞)OH(1)L†m〉
〈OH(∞)OH(1)〉

=
∆H(m− 2)(m− 3)

6π
+ subleading . (12)

As the leading contributions vanish at m = 2, 3, we may interpret that the vacuum is

annihilated effectively by the operators L†2 and L†3. By effective, we mean Lm is in a

6Here T−− contributes instead due to the projector in (9). The corresponding lightcone limit becomes

x+ → ε while x− is integrated out. Note the stress-tensor part involves an inversion, x → x
x2 , implying

x+ → 1
ε for the stress-tensor part. We again focus on the contribution near a d = 2 plane.
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correlator with the lightcone limit imposed. In d = 2, the corresponding (11) and (12) both

give a factor of (m− 1), but the lightcone limit is not necessary.

The computation of the normalization factor is more involved than the d = 2 case where

L†m = L−m. While we do not find the same relation for the lightcone mode operator Lm in

d = 4, we can still compute Nm via the stress-tensor two-point function:

〈T µν(x1)T λρ(x2)〉 = CT
Iµν,λρ(s)

s8
, s = x1 − x2 ,

Iµν,λρ(s) =
1

2

(
Iµλ(s)Iνρ(s) + Iµρ(s)Iνλ(s)

)
− 1

4
δµνδλρ . (13)

A subtlety appears when imposing the lightcone limit on both stress tensors. More gen-

erally, one can consider cutoffs ε1 ≡ ε, ε2 ≡ γε, for the first and second stress tensors,

respectively. Using (13), (9), and (3), we find

〈LmL†m〉 = 〈[Lm,L†m]〉 =
7π2

1350(1− γ)6
CT m

(
m2 − 1

)(
m− 2

)(
m− 3

)
+ subleading .(14)

In general, the slope γ should be allowed to be zero or an arbitrary nonzero constant so

that two cutoffs, ε1 and ε2, are independent of each other. However, here we have a pole at

γ = 1, which reflects the divergence appearing when the two stress tensors are on exactly

the same lightcone. This implies that a given nonzero ε2 would forbid ε1 to be the same

value and, in this sense, they are correlated. The finite result and noncorrelated cutoffs

requirements thus fix γ = 0. Note we set γ = 0 at the end of the computation.

We obtain, in the lightcone limit, (κ(γ) = 10(1−γ)6

3π4 )

VT = κ(γ)
∆H∆L

CT

∞∑
m=4

(m− 2)(m− 3)

m(m2 − 1)
zm−1z̄ (15)

= κ(γ)
∆H∆L

CT

3(z − 2)z −
(
6 + (z − 6)z

)
ln(1− z)

z2
z̄ =

κ(γ)

30

∆H∆L

CT
z3

2F1(3, 3, 6, z)z̄ ,

which is the d = 4 single-stress tensor block in the lightcone limit. We shall require γ = 0,

as mentioned, and this also gives the conventional single-stress tensor OPE coefficient [35].7

We emphasize that the overall coefficient of (15) is insensitive to additional rescalings

related to transverse directions: if one replaces
∫ L

0

∫ L
0
dydz in (3) with

∫ aL
0

∫ bL
0
dydz, the a, b

dependences cancel out in the final correlator; we set a = b = 1 to have simpler intermediate

expressions. On the other hand, the central-term of [Lm,Ln] can depend on a, b and thus

the value of α in (5) remains arbitrary. However, although a Virasoro-like effective algebra

7See also [28] for related conventions. Note CT (there) = Ω2
d−1CT (here) with Ωd−1 = 2π

d
2

Γ( d
2 )
.
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provides a justification for the near-lightcone operator Lm, the commutator [Lm,Ln] is

not explicitly used in the above particular computation. Indeed, we have shown that the

operator Lm, the three-point function (6), and the stress-tensor two-point function are

sufficient to compute the stress-tensor exchange. A direct generalization, discussed below,

will also allow us to capture the general d stress-tensor exchange.

4. General d stress-tensor exchange from Lm

We define

Lm = −π
2

lim
L,x−→ε

∫ L

0

· · ·
∫ L

0

dx⊥1 · · · dx⊥d−2

∮
dx+

2πi
(x+)m+1 T++(x+, x−, x⊥A) , (16)

where A = (1, 2, ..., d− 2). This is a straightforward extension of the d = 4 case.

The structure is simpler in even dimensions where one can avoid fractional exponents

and thus we restrict to even d to search for a general pattern. We find the following leading

contributions:

lim
z̄→0

〈LmOL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉
〈OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉

∼ ∆L

Γ(m+ 1− d
2
)

Γ(m+ 1− d)
zm−

d−2
2 z̄

d−2
2 , (17)

〈OH(∞)OH(1)L†m〉
〈OH(∞)OH(1)〉

∼ ∆H

Γ(m+ 1− d
2
)

Γ(m+ 1− d)
, (18)

〈LmL†m〉 ∼ CT
Γ(m+ 2)

Γ(m+ 1− d)
. (19)

The summation reproduces the near-lightcone single-stress tensor exchange structure:

∞∑
m=d

Γ2(m+ 1− d
2
) zm−

d−2
2

Γ(m+ 2)Γ(m+ 1− d)
z̄

d−2
2 =

√
πΓ(d+2

2
)

2d+1Γ(d+3
2

)
z

d+2
2 2F1

(d+ 2

2
,
d+ 2

2
, d+ 2, z

)
z̄

d−2
2 . (20)

To keep the expressions simple, we only emphasized the m-dependence. As before, 〈LmL†m〉
depends on a parameter γd. We have verified that, like the d = 4 case, setting γd = 0

reproduces the conventional single-stress tensor OPE coefficient.

5. Concluding remarks and outlook

We have described a derivation of the near-lightcone single-stress tensor block in d > 2 CFTs

via a Virasoro-like generator. The lightcone mode operator Lm is defined by integrating

the d > 2 stress tensor near a d = 2 plane where scalars live. This picture also suggests a

way to deal with the UV divergence in d > 2 stress-tensor commutators.
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In a recent wok [28], an ansatz has been proposed for the multi-stress tensor sector of the

heavy-light scalar correlator in the lightcone limit. Assuming such an ansatz, the resulting

OPE coefficients agree with the earlier holographic computation [23]. The proposed near-

lightcone ansatz can be expressed as a sum of products of hypergeometric functions, which

is quite similar to the d = 2 Virasoro vacuum block. It would be interesting to derive such

a pattern involving multi-stress tensors in d > 2 CFTs based on a Virasoro-like approach.

Being optimistic, the fact that we are able to reproduce the d > 2 single-stress tensor

block near the lightcone via Lm perhaps hints that an algebraic derivation for the more

general case exists. It would be interesting to further develop an effective representation

theory near the lightcone for this universal class of d > 2 CFTs, and also search for possible

extensions.

A potentially important step, which we have not considered in the present note, is to

express Lm as a differential operator. In [33], using the TO OPE, the authors show how

to recast the d = 4 averaged null energy (ANEC) operator as a differential operator, given

as a series expansion and then resum. (See also [36–40] for related discussions.) Note that

the ANEC operator can be related to L−1 after integrating coordinates out. Considering a

more general case to obtain a differential-operator form of Lm in d > 2 can be useful.

A differential-operator form of Lm should in principle allow one to compute the following

more general object:

VTk = lim
z̄→0

〈OH(∞)OH(1) P(k) OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉
〈OH(∞)OH(1)〉〈OL(z, z̄)OL(0)〉

, (21)

with the k-stress tensors lightcone projector P given by

P(k) =
∑
{mi,ki}

Lk1†m1
· · · Lkn†mn

|0〉〈0|Lknmn
· · · Lk1m1

N{mi,ki}
. (22)

A direct k > 1 computation is more complicated, but one may expect that, similar to the

d = 2 case, the computation can be simplified in the geodesic limit, ∆L → ∞, leading

to a possible exponentiation in the lightcone limit. Moreover, it might be possible to

derive certain near-lightcone null-state equations in a class of d > 2 CFTs via an algebraic

approach. We hope to discuss these possibilities somewhere else.

Let us end by mentioning another general question that has not been addressed: what

is the validity of the lightcone universality in d > 2 CFTs?8

8We expect that the correlator generally becomes less sensitive to model-dependent details in the light-

cone limit; in the simplest class of CFTs, the lowest-twist OPE coefficients depend only on ∆H , ∆L, and

CT . It would be interesting to incorporate possible extra parameters for a wider class of d > 2 CFTs.

9



Acknowledgments

I would like to thank H. Casini, L. Fitzpatrick, T. Hartman, C. Herzog, and A. Tseytlin for

helpful comments. This work was supported in part by the Simons Collaboration grant on

the Non-Perturbative Bootstrap and in part by the U.S. Department of Energy Office of

Science under award No. DE-SC0015845. Opinions and conclusions expressed in this work

are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the views of funding agencies.

References

[1] A. Belavin, A. Polyakov, and A. Zamolodchikov, “Infinite conformal symmetry in

two-dimensional quantum field theory,” Nuclear Physics B 241 no. 2, .

[2] J. M. Maldacena, “The Large N limit of superconformal field theories and

supergravity,” Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38 (1999) 1113–1133, arXiv:hep-th/9711200

[hep-th].

[3] E. Witten, “Anti-de Sitter space and holography,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998)

253–291, arXiv:hep-th/9802150 [hep-th].

[4] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov, and A. M. Polyakov, “Gauge theory correlators from

noncritical string theory,” Phys. Lett. B428 (1998) 105–114, arXiv:hep-th/9802109

[hep-th].

[5] D. Poland, S. Rychkov, and A. Vichi, “The Conformal Bootstrap: Theory, Numerical

Techniques, and Applications,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 91 (2019) 015002,

arXiv:1805.04405 [hep-th].

[6] T. Hartman, “Entanglement Entropy at Large Central Charge,” arXiv:1303.6955

[hep-th].

[7] C. T. Asplund, A. Bernamonti, F. Galli, and T. Hartman, “Holographic

Entanglement Entropy from 2d CFT: Heavy States and Local Quenches,” JHEP 02

(2015) 171, arXiv:1410.1392 [hep-th].

[8] M. Headrick, A. Maloney, E. Perlmutter, and I. G. Zadeh, “Rnyi entropies, the

analytic bootstrap, and 3D quantum gravity at higher genus,” JHEP 07 (2015) 059,

arXiv:1503.07111 [hep-th].

10

http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1026654312961, 10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9711200
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9711200
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00377-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802109
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04405
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.6955
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.6955
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)171
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.1392
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)059
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07111


[9] D. A. Roberts and D. Stanford, “Two-dimensional conformal field theory and the

butterfly effect,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 no. 13, (2015) 131603, arXiv:1412.5123

[hep-th].

[10] A. L. Fitzpatrick and J. Kaplan, “A Quantum Correction To Chaos,” JHEP 05

(2016) 070, arXiv:1601.06164 [hep-th].

[11] T. Anous and J. Sonner, “Phases of scrambling in eigenstates,” SciPost Phys. 7

(2019) 003, arXiv:1903.03143 [hep-th].

[12] N. Lashkari, A. Dymarsky, and H. Liu, “Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis in

Conformal Field Theory,” J. Stat. Mech. 1803 no. 3, (2018) 033101,

arXiv:1610.00302 [hep-th].

[13] T. Faulkner and H. Wang, “Probing beyond ETH at large c,” JHEP 06 (2018) 123,

arXiv:1712.03464 [hep-th].

[14] M. Besken, S. Datta, and P. Kraus, “Quantum thermalization and Virasoro

symmetry,” J. Stat. Mech. 2006 (2020) 063104, arXiv:1907.06661 [hep-th].

[15] A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan, and M. T. Walters, “Universality of Long-Distance AdS

Physics from the CFT Bootstrap,” JHEP 08 (2014) 145, arXiv:1403.6829

[hep-th].

[16] A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan, and M. T. Walters, “Virasoro Conformal Blocks and

Thermality from Classical Background Fields,” JHEP 11 (2015) 200,

arXiv:1501.05315 [hep-th].

[17] E. Hijano, P. Kraus, E. Perlmutter, and R. Snively, “Semiclassical Virasoro blocks

from AdS3 gravity,” JHEP 12 (2015) 077, arXiv:1508.04987 [hep-th].

[18] E. Hijano, P. Kraus, and R. Snively, “Worldline approach to semi-classical conformal

blocks,” JHEP 07 (2015) 131, arXiv:1501.02260 [hep-th].

[19] T. Anous, T. Hartman, A. Rovai, and J. Sonner, “Black Hole Collapse in the 1/c

Expansion,” JHEP 07 (2016) 123, arXiv:1603.04856 [hep-th].

[20] A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan, D. Li, and J. Wang, “On information loss in

AdS3/CFT2,” JHEP 05 (2016) 109, arXiv:1603.08925 [hep-th].

11

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.131603
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5123
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2016)070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2016)070
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.06164
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.1.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.1.003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.03143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aab020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.00302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)123
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.03464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab900b
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.06661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2014)145
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6829
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)200
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.05315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2015)077
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.04987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)131
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.02260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2016)123
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.04856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2016)109
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.08925


[21] H. Chen, C. Hussong, J. Kaplan, and D. Li, “A Numerical Approach to Virasoro

Blocks and the Information Paradox,” JHEP 09 (2017) 102, arXiv:1703.09727

[hep-th].

[22] S. Collier, A. Maloney, H. Maxfield, and I. Tsiares, “Universal Dynamics of Heavy

Operators in CFT2,” arXiv:1912.00222 [hep-th].

[23] A. L. Fitzpatrick and K.-W. Huang, “Universal Lowest-Twist in CFTs from

Holography,” JHEP 08 (2019) 138, arXiv:1903.05306 [hep-th].

[24] K.-W. Huang, “Stress-tensor commutators in conformal field theories near the

lightcone,” Phys. Rev. D100 no. 6, (2019) 061701, arXiv:1907.00599 [hep-th].

[25] A. L. Fitzpatrick, K.-W. Huang, and D. Li, “Probing universalities in d > 2 CFTs:

from black holes to shockwaves,” JHEP 11 (2019) 139, arXiv:1907.10810

[hep-th].

[26] M. Kulaxizi, G. S. Ng, and A. Parnachev, “Subleading Eikonal, AdS/CFT and

Double Stress Tensors,” JHEP 10 (2019) 107, arXiv:1907.00867 [hep-th].

[27] Y.-Z. Li, Z.-F. Mai, and H. Lu, “Holographic OPE Coefficients from AdS Black Holes

with Matters,” JHEP 09 (2019) 001, arXiv:1905.09302 [hep-th].

[28] R. Karlsson, M. Kulaxizi, A. Parnachev, and P. Tadi, “Leading Multi-Stress Tensors

and Conformal Bootstrap,” JHEP 01 (2020) 076, arXiv:1909.05775 [hep-th].

[29] Y.-Z. Li, “Heavy-light Bootstrap from Lorentzian Inversion Formula,” JHEP 07

(2020) 046, arXiv:1910.06357 [hep-th].

[30] R. Karlsson, “Multi-stress tensors and next-to-leading singularities in the Regge

limit,” arXiv:1912.01577 [hep-th].

[31] D. G. Boulware and S. Deser, “Stress tensor commutators and schwinger terms,”

Journal of Mathematical Physics 8 no. 7, (1967) 1468–1477.

[32] C. Cheung, A. de la Fuente, and R. Sundrum, “4D scattering amplitudes and

asymptotic symmetries from 2D CFT,” JHEP 01 (2017) 112, arXiv:1609.00732

[hep-th].

[33] A. Belin, D. M. Hofman, and G. Mathys, “Einstein gravity from ANEC correlators,”

JHEP 08 (2019) 032, arXiv:1904.05892 [hep-th].

12

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09727
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09727
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)138
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.05306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.061701
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00599
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)139
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.10810
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.10810
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2019)001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.09302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)076
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.05775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)046
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06357
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.01577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1705368
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)112
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.00732
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.00732
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)032
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.05892


[34] H. Osborn and A. C. Petkou, “Implications of conformal invariance in field theories

for general dimensions,” Annals Phys. 231 (1994) 311–362, arXiv:hep-th/9307010

[hep-th].

[35] F. A. Dolan and H. Osborn, “Conformal four point functions and the operator

product expansion,” Nucl. Phys. B599 (2001) 459–496, arXiv:hep-th/0011040

[hep-th].

[36] H. Casini, E. Teste, and G. Torroba, “Modular Hamiltonians on the null plane and

the Markov property of the vacuum state,” J. Phys. A50 no. 36, (2017) 364001,

arXiv:1703.10656 [hep-th].
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