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Abstract

We compute non-extremal three-point functions of scalar operators in N' = 4 super Yang-Mills
at tree-level in gy and at finite N, , using the operator basis of the restricted Schur characters. We
make use of the diagrammatic methods called quiver calculus to simplify the three-point functions.
The results involve an invariant product of the generalized Racah-Wigner tensors (6 symbols).
Assuming that the invariant product is written by the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients, we show
that the non-extremal three-point functions satisfy the large N, background independence; corre-
spondence between the string excitations on AdSs x S° and those in the LLM geometry.
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1 Introduction

Recently we have seen remarkable progress in the computation of the correlation functions of N' = 4
super Yang-Mills theory (SYM) in the hope of establishing the AdS/CFT correspondence [1]. There

are two complementary approaches to this problem.

The first approach is based on the integrability of N' = 4 SYM in the planar limit. The
planar three-point functions of single-trace operators are regarded as a pair of hexagons glued
together, where each hexagon form-factor is severely constrained by the centrally-extended su(2|2)
symmetry [2]. The n-point functions of BPS operators can be studied by hexagonization. The gluing
of four hexagons give us the planar four-point functions [3H5], and the gluing of 2n—4+4¢ hexagons
should give the g-th non-planar corrections [6-8]. Furthermore, certain four-point functions in the
large charge limit decompose into a pair of octagons [9,10], which can be resummed [11}|12].

The integrability approach tells us how single-trace correlation functions depend on the 't Hooft
coupling A = N.g%,;. However, only the non-extremal correlation functions have been studied,
because the non-extremality is related to the so-called bridge length (the number of Wick contrac-
tions between a pair of operators), which suppresses the complicated wrapping corrections to the

asymptotic formula [13-17].

The second approach is based on the finite-group theory. In this approach, one obtains the
results valid for any values of N., though most results are limited to tree-level or a few orders of
small A\ expansion. In the finite-group approach, extremal correlation functions are often studied,

because they are roughly equal to the two-point functions at tree level.

Quite recently the author studied the n-point functions of multi-trace scalar operators at tree-
level of N =4 SYM with U(N,) gauge group, based on the finite group methods [18]. Those results
are written in terms of permutations, meaning that they are valid to any orders of 1/N,. expansions,
but not at any values of N, because the finite- N, constraints are not taken into consideration. The
primary purpose of this paper is to generalize the permutation-based results to finite N., by taking

a Fourier transform of symmetric groups.

Two types of operator bases of N' = 4 SYM are well-known, which carry a set of Young dia-
grams as the operator label, diagonalize tree-level two-point functions at finite V., generalizing the
pioneering work of [19]. The covariant basis (also called BHR basis) introduced in |20}21] respects
the global (or flavor) symmetry of the operator. As such, one can construct O(Ny) singlets for
general Ny [22]. The restricted Schur basis was introduced in a series of papers [23-25] and related
to multi-matrix models in [26], 27]E] The restricted Schur basis respects the permutation symmetry
of the operator, and suitable for explicit calculation. In other words, one has to specify a state inside
the irreducible representation of the global (or flavor) symmetry, like the highest weight state. Here

is a brief comparison of the two representation bases |28]:

!Note that the restricted Schur basis can compute the observables of a multi-matrix model, which are not the
function of the multi-matrix eigenvalues only.



Operator basis ‘ Symmetry respected Analogy

Covariant Global symmetry Spherical coordinates

Restricted Schur | Permutation of constituents Cartesian coordinates

In this paper, we consider general non-extremal three-point functions of the scalar operators in
the restricted Schur basis. There are several important ideas in this computation. The first idea
is the Schur-Weyl duality between U(N.) and Sp,, which converts powers of N, into the irreducible
characters of the symmetric group S, . The second idea is the quiver calculus initiated by [29].
This is a set of diagrammatic rules which enormously simplify the manipulation of representation-
theoretical objects. The third idea is the generalized Racah-Wigner tensor. Since the three-point
function is non-extremal, we need to compute a non-trivial overlap between the states under dif-
ferent subgroup decompositions of Sy, . The invariant products we encounter are more general than
Wigner’s 65 symbols ]

Let us summarize the main results. Our notation is explained in Appendix[A] We are particularly
interested in two types of the non-extremal three-point functions (or equivalently non-extremal OPE
coefficients). The first type is the super-protected three-point functions [32] in the restricted Schur

basis, given by (B.70)

Fourier transform of <trL1 (a1 Z®L1) trr, (a2 ZLQ) trr, (ag 7L3)>

& L;! Dimy, (R 3
B (Hﬁ>ZdR dR,dRr, Z Z Z (Hd@) Gios. (1.1)

Q1FL2 QoFLs QsHLy \i=1

The second type is the three-point functions of the scalar operators made of three pairs of complex

scalars in N' = 4 SYM, given by (3.90)

(a1 —ha) 8hs Z®(€12—h3+h2)> x

Fourier transform of <tr Iy (al X

tI‘L2 (a2 X®h1 Y®(Z23 hi+hs3) Z®(€12—h3)> trLg (&3 X®(£31—h2+h1) ?®(€23—h1) 7®h2> >

DlmN Vi— Vot V2 V34 SV3— Vit
C (dy, dyy dyy dyy ds, ds, . (1.2
(H )Z T JETIEE N Gy (12)

The objects Gia3 and Gj,4 are related to the invariant products of the generalized Racah-Wigner
tensors.

Mathematically, the branching coefficient of R = @&(r ® s) is the building block of the restricted

Schur character and the generalized Racah-Wigner tensor. In the literature, the orthonormal basis
of r ® s is called the split basis [33], and the branching coefficients are called fractional parentage
coefficients [34], subduction coefficients [35,136] or the split-standard transformation coefficients
[33,[37,138]. In general, explicit computation of the branching coefficients is a hard problem. See

2The 65 symbol is also called Racah’s W coefficient or recoupling coefficient. The 65 symbols of symmetrical
groups are called 6f symbols in [30], and they are related to the 65 symbols of unitary groups by the through the
duality factor [31].



[39-41] for the recent results on the branching coefficients, and on the construction of the restricted
Schur basis [42].

Likewise, it is difficult to compute Gia3 , G195 explicitly. We conjecture that they can be written
by the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients, based on the fact that they satisfy certain sum rules.

From (L) and (L2), it is straightforward to show the large N, background independence in
N = 4 SYM [43]. The background independence is a conjectured correspondence between the
operators with O(N?) canonical dimensions and those with O(N?2) canonical dimensions, where
the latter is constructed from the former by “attaching” a large number of background boxes.
By AdS/CFT, this conjecture implies that the stringy excitations in AdSs x S° and those in the
(concentric circle configuration of) LLM geometry [44].

On the gauge theory side, the large N, background independence has been checked for the case
of two-point functions and extremal n-point functions. On the gravity side, some string spectrum
of in the SL(2) sector has been studied in [45]. We find that the non-extremal OPE coefficients
in the LLM background are essentially given by the rescaling of N, in (ILI), (L2)). Our results
provide strong support that the large N, background independence can be found also in the string

interactions.

2 Two-point functions in the representation basis

We review the construction of the restricted Schur basis, and introduce the diagrammatic compu-
tation methods called quiver calculus.

2.1 Set-up

We consider N’ = 4 SYM of U(NN,) gauge group at tree-level. This theory has three complex scalars
(X,Y, Z), which satisfy the U(N.) Wick rule,

X0 (x) Xo(0) = Y2 (2) Ye(0) = Z8(x) Zo(0) = || 26247 (2.1)

a

With a € Si1m4n, we define a multi-trace operator in the permutation basis

Ogl,m,n) _ trl—i—m—l—n (O{ X®l Y®m Z®n)
e (2.2)

= Y BoLLXQ Yy it gttt
La(1) La(l) = ta(l+1) La(l4m) La(l+m41) La(l+m+n)
11,82,y +m+n=1

The usual single-trace operators can be expressed in the permutation basis as
tr (X'Y™Z") — trp(a X®YE™ ZEm), (% € Ziymin) (2.3)

The correspondence between a multi-trace operator and a € Sy, is not one-to-one, because « is
defined modulo conjugation,

a yay=t



which we call the flavor symmetry (or global symmetry). For example,

tr (XX Z7Z) = trp—4((1234) X®2Z%%) = tr;_4((2143) X2 Z%?) =

2 @2 2 ;@2 (2:5)
tr (XZXZ) == trL:4((1324) X® Z® ) == trL:4((3142) X® Z® ) =
where ... represents the other permutations generated by the flavor symmetry (2.4]).
We define the complex conjugate operator by
O™ =ttt (« X7V Z) (2.6)
The two-point function between Oallm "™ and 65;’"’”) at tree-level is given by
m,n Alm.n) — m4+n a1~vao~y— 1
(O™ () O, (0)) = | 2Hmtm 3 NPee) (2.7)

7€Sl®Sm ®Sn

where C(w) counts the number of cycles in w € Sy pin. We write (O Os) = (O1(1) O(0)).

2.2 Diagonalizing the tree-level two-point

Following [29], we show how to “derive” the representation basis of operators starting from the
two-point functions on the permutation basis (2.7)). The resulting tree-level two-point functions are
diagonal at any N.. The readers familiar with the restricted Schur basis can skip this subsection.
The basic formulae are summarized in Appendix

First, we rewrite the equation (2.7) by using (A7) as

©frm oy = % Y Dimy (R (e )

= Z Dimy, (R) Z

F(l4+m+n) YESI®SMm®Sn

where we used the quiver calculus notation of Appendix [B|in the second line. We introduce v =
Y10V 03 €5 ® S, ®S, and the branching coefficients for S;i,4n 4 (S ® S, ® S,,) to make use
of the identity for ¢ = 3. The equation (2.8)) becomes

<Olmn)olmn>: Z DlmNC<R) Z Z

l+m+n) Y1LES] T1:72,73,V—
N2 €Sy S1:52:83:V+




We apply the grand orthogonality (B.4]) to the matrix elements of 41,7, and 73 to obtain

vv/

AA
4

4
4
h
(Lym,n) . l‘m'n' 4
©Oumm oty = N Dimy(R) Y e
ddyyd, 4
RE(I4+m+n) T1,72,73,V— Vi 3 A
S
>
>
2

<

!!'m!n!
_ Z Dimy, (R) ~ ;’"L Z XR,(rl,rg,rg),(w,u,)(Oﬂ)XR,(nm,rs),(w,w)(@2)
122 T3

R,r1,r2,r3,V— vy
where (127, (+7-) () is the restricted characters defined through branching coefficients

R,(11,r2,73), V4 ,V— Z Z f:(’r]l,]:)Q,TS vy (BT)J ((T;,;;?,T?))V— DR ( ) (2'10)

I,J i,

X

The restricted characters satisfy the orthogonality relations (A.52)). Tt is straightforward to find

a linear combination of operators which diagonalizes the two-point function

1
Z XS,(51,52,33),;L+,H, (Oé) O((ll,m,n) (.T)

OS,(81,52,53),#+#7 (ZL‘) _

m!n! &
S e (2.11)
_Tv(t17t2at3)777+777— 1 T (tl,tg,tg) N4 ,M— _(l’m’n)
o (y) = Tl Z X’ () O, (y)-
O‘GSH-m—O—n

It follows that
lmln!

1 2
OS (51,52,53) 114510 — (f) J(t1,t2,t3), 77+777—> _ Di R y
< 'mln! 2. . (R) =

Ryri,ro,r3,v— vy

1,02 esl+m+n

XS (81,52,83) 4, 1b— (041) XT,(tl,tg,tg),n+,n_ (Oég) XR,(rl,rg,rg),(u+,V_)(al) XR (r1,r2,73) (u_,u+)< 2)

) I+ m—+n)? dydsdsy o7 ot corts cont
= Dimy, (5) 8 §ST gs1t1 gsata §sats §Hin— i1+
I'm!n! d2

hooks 58T g1t 5oata §osts G- GH- s (2.12)

= Wty (S
n.(5) hook,, hook,,hook,,

where we used (A.9).
Recall that Q%™ in (22) becomes half-BPS when [ = m = 0, and the restricted character

(2.10) reduces to the usual irreducible characters of S,,. The two-point function (2.12]) becomes

<(95 @T> — Wity (5) 85T (2.13)

which gives the same normalization of half-BPS operators as in [19]



3 Three-point functions in the representation basis

In [18], tree-level formulae of the n-point functions of general scalar operators in the permutation
basis have been derived. We consider three-point functions of scalar operators in the restricted
Schur basis below. The three-point functions of N'= 4 SYM are related to the OPE coefficients by

0123

(O1(21)Oa(22) O3(23)) = 1 — 2R ) g R A A (3.1)
thanks to the conformal symmetry. By abuse of notation, we write ([B.I]) as
<(910203> = 0123 . (32)

3.1 Set-up

Let us recall the tree-level permutation formula for three-point functions in [18]. That formula
has been derived based on the following idea. Consider a non-extremal three-point function of the
operators labeled by «a; € Sy, for « = 1,2,3. We expect that the tree-level Wick contractions give

NE(@19203) lowever, we cannot define the multiplication of elements in S , and

the quantity like
Sp, if Ly # Lo . This problem can be solved by extending «; to &; € Sy, for some L, which makes

the quantity NS (@%2%) well-defined.

Let us explain how this idea works. First, we extend the operator O; by adding identity fields,

L .
0= 0u, x tr(F = [[(@%)2 . G=aoly €5, xSy, C 5y (3.3)
p=1
where Lot Lot I .
L= 228 . Li—L-L, v e (X, X,V,Y,2,7,1). (3.4)

The permutation &; acts as the identity at the position p at which o4’ = 1. The (edge-type)
permutation formula reads

L
0123 _ . 1 _ i' Z (H hAz(})A;Q)AéS)) Ncc(dl Gia 3) (3.5)
H’i=1 LZ' L {UZ}GS%S p:l

where /ll(f) = Agz(p), q; = U[l &; U; and

AB _ A B A @B
g7 = (24(1)®"(0)) (both &4, d” #1)
WAPC = pAP 67 +hPC 5 4 hh 67, hAP = . (3.6)
0 (otherwise).
We call h4BC a triple Wick contraction.

We will consider two types of three-point functions. The first type is the three-point functions
of half-BPS multi-trace operators,

Cooo = <trL1 (o Z®L1) tr, (oo Z®L2) try, (0437®L3)>, Z=Z+Z+Y-Y). (3.7)



The field Z belongs to the one-parameter family of operators used in [2,/32],
3i(a) = (Z+a; (Y =Y) +ai Z)(x;), z; = (0,a;,0,0). (3.8)
The second type is general three-point functions of the scalar multi-trace operator (2.2)),
7 = (g, (ag XTI gott b))
trr, <042 7®h1 y ®(¢23—h1+h3) ?®(€12_h3)) tr, <043 X ©(ls1—ha+h1) 7@’(523—}11) 7®h2> > (39)

where /;; is the number of tree-level Wick contractions between O; and O; (called the bridge length),
given by

Li+Ly—1L Lo+ Ls—L Ly+Li—L
512:M7 gggzw’ P el S (3.10)

and h; is an integer inside the range

0 < hy <lys, 0 < hy <V, 0<hg </l (3.11)

3.2 Partial Fourier transform

We construct the three-point functions in the restricted Schur basis by taking the Fourier transform
of Cooo in (B.7) and C}%(YZ (B9). Recall that the usual Fourier transform of the delta function
is a constant. In the Fourier transform over a finite group, the Fourier transform of the identity
permutation should be a sum over all representations. In other words, if we write

RiFL, ¢ FTofa;€8;,, t;FL + FTof1ke s, (3.12)

then we should sum ¢; over all possible partitions of L;. In fact, ¢; is an unphysical parameter, and
we can perform a calculation without using ¢;. Thus we call the procedure (B.12)) a partial Fourier
transform.

In order to treat Coo, and C’F)L(YZ simultaneously, we extend the multi-trace operator (2Z.2]) as in

B.3),

' B (3.13)
lz—i—ml—i—nZ:L“ LI—FLZ:L, OAéi:OéiO]_fl_GSL
and define the partial Fourier transform by
AR (L 1 i mi,ni, L
O MIX,Y, Z,1] = i > x () O XY, Z1]
aiESLZ. (314)

Ri == {R’L7 (%aﬁa&)a%—a%-&-}a (RZ |_ Lia qi l_ lia r; l_ m;, S; I_ nl) .

The partial Fourier transform can be rewritten as a linear combination of the complete Fourier
transform. To see this, we recall (A.34)) and

XRZ@“(OQ' o 1f1) — XRi (az) dti ’ Z di = fz (315)

t,FL;



giving us a dummy representation ¢; to be summed over the partitions of L; . It follows that

OR (Li) [X Y. Z 1 } l'm'nlL'Z Z dtiXRz'@ti(di)Ogimlm )[XYZ ] (316)

tiHFL; QESL; x1g
As for Cs,, , we introduce the Fourier transform of the half-BPS operators as

0, =08z, 0,=08%) 71, 0,=08"7Z 1, R=RFL (317

and define
Coco = (O M[2,1] 02" (2,1] O™ [Z,1]) . (3.18)

As for C’g YZ  we take the Fourier transform of the operators in (3.9) as

0, =O0F "XV, 2,1 (l,mi,m) = (a1 — ha, hg, lis — hg + hy)

Oy = OFBIX V. Z 1] (ly,ma,ns) = (hy, log — hy + hs, lio — hy)

Oy = ORS(LS)[X Y, Z,1] (I3;m3,m3) = (€31 — ha + h1, Loz — ha, ho) (3.19)
and define

CX7 = (O MK, 1) O XY, Z,1] 0f* (XY, Z,1]) (3.20)

We collectively denote the three-point functions of the operators in the representation basis by
0123 = <(51 62 (53> . (321)
From (B.5]) we get

L 3
~ 1 1 AWM 4@ 43
Chon = E h U1 U2 (0) U3 () E dg, | x
L, Lt ng (T2 L (H ) (11 tl)

{U;i}es®? \p=1 {t;-L;}

3
=1

{OAQ'ESLZ. X 1Zi}

Consider the second line of (3:22)). We use the identity (A.41]) and [A.9) to obtain

3
i=1

{diESLiXIfi}

3 ~ ~ ~ ~
Y Y D) (HXR@“@»D&@») DY (GUYDE, (U DY, (U,
{6i€SL, x17 } RFL i=1

We simplify the sum over {¢&;} in the last line. The character is given by ([B.15]). We decompose the
matrix elements DR (dz) according to the restriction

g(R,t;R)

Sul(S,®s), R=E P @ (R,®T), (3.24)

RiFL; T,+L; mi=1

10



When Cjo3 = Choo , we have R; = R;. From B24)) we get

o(RLTR)
®t; R(a R (RUTS) i | o s (RUT)
ZX Q) D5 (@) = Z Z Z Z (o) di, B; S (Ther) (B )j,-—>(Ji,ci)
& a; €5, RiFL; TyrL, =1

. R} (RL,Ty) i R— (R T) 1
— Z { Z XRl(ai)DI ( )}dtZBl_}( )/‘ (BT)A—>( i )H

1701) Jl_)(‘]zvcl)
R;,Ti“u,i OciESL,

Lildy, (R Ty) i o7y B (RisT) s
:Z dn BI%IZ,CZ) (B )Jﬁ(ll,cl)

’L g

9(Ri,T; ;R)

Y Ldj,tl ng;(RmT)unm

Ti-L; =1 '

R!
DI 7, (i)

(3.25)

where we used (B15), (A20), (A30) and (AZ7). When Co3 = C’%YZ , by using the definition of

the restricted character ([A.25]) we find
> (@) DY ()

diESL,L‘ le‘

R — lhﬂ"z,sz Vi— T R _>(QZ7T1731)V1+ R*)(R;7T’L)Hu’b T
E , { E , Dy () IJ(al)}dtzB’ 3 K1) (B )J’—>(j’ k') Bjﬁ(lhci) (BY)
R Tznufz a’LESL

— Z L dtz BR‘) RuT) Hi BR H(Qm'rusz)’/zf (BT) (RZ’T’L)?/‘L’L (BT)Ri*)(qizriysi)Vi+

Ii=(Ii ) Li— (5K V) Ji—=(Jise:) Ji— (57K )
ZHLL’L
Z L;! dt RﬁRT, i
Ty i

where we introduced the double projector

{@é‘)RTifyi+ — Z R—)RTZ'_ ( T)R—>RT1'+

iJj I—(j,k,lc) J—(4,k,1,c)
7,k,l,c
R—)RTI R—) (Ri,T3),pi Ri—(qiyriysi),Vi
1—> ],kj,c) Z BI—>(I c) BI—>(J k,l) i
{R_> RT’L:F} {R_> (R’MT) (qiariashj—‘i)a(uhy’iq:)}

jZH(JZ ,Ci)

(3.26)

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

which come from the double restriction St | (St, ® Sz,) | (S, ® Spm, ® Sp, ® Sz,). Here we should

keep in mind that the restriction to the subgroup of Sy, is different for each i = 1,2,3
revisit this issue in Section [3.4

Now the equation ([3.23) is simplified as

§ (HXRZ@tZ )NC(UI Oc1U1U2 G U2Us Oc3U3)

{&iESLi X lfi}

;3. We will

3
= > (ngfjsub) DR L (WU DE L (U,U5) DR L (UsUTY) - (3.30)

{Ts,pi} \i=1

11



where the projector 9?;“" is given by
R—(Ri,T)pispi _ pR—(Ri,Ty) i+ T\ R—(Ri,Ti) 1 =
Rssub ‘@I}ji B BI —(I;,¢:) (B )J —(I;,¢;) (for COO")
«@1 J = <@1”3—>RT2-_,1-+ . BR—>RT1-, BT)R—>RT1-+ (f éXYZ) (3.31)
i,J; =BG B e or &y ‘

The three-point function (3.22)) becomes

3
) L, 1 AL 4@ DlmN
— I A [ Uy (p) U (p) U (P)
0123 (11 lz‘!mi!nilzi!> L Z (H v 2 3 ) Z dengdRs

{U;iyesP?® \p=1
> (H%RZS“") 500 ) DL (U DY (UU7) - (3.32)
{Tipiy \i=1

where (3.I5) is used to sum over ¢; .

3.3 Sum over Wick contractions

We simplify the sum over the Wick contractions, denoted by {U;} € S¥* in ([3.32).

3.3.1 Symmetry of the permutation formula

To begin with, let us review the symmetry in the permutation formula (3.5) for a fixed {U;},

Cis({Ui}) = AN A (H B A ) AUs(p)> NOW: a1 ThUy ™ 62 UaU3 " 63 Us) (3.33)
1 2 3

Since C~'123 is a linear combination of Cja3, the equation (3.32)) should inherit the same symmetry.

First, C123({U;}) is invariant under the simultaneous transformation
(Ul ) U2 ) U3) — (Ul‘/b ) U2‘/0 ) U3‘/b) ) VVO S SL (334)

which corresponds to the relabeling p — V4(p) in (B:33]). Second, Ci93({U;}) is invariant under the

permutation of identity fields
(Ul,UQ,Ug) — (WUIa ‘/2U2a VE%US) (3 35>
(‘/1 ) ‘/2 ) ‘/?3) € <1L1 & Sfl ) 1L2 & sz ) 1L3 & Sfd) C Si@?) .

which follows from the definition &; = a; o 1z, . Third, Cip3({U;}) is invariant under the flavor
symmetry (2.4)),

(Ur,Uy,Us) = (WiUy, WoUs, W3Us),
(Wl ) Wy ) W3) € (Sh ® Sm1 ® Sm ® 111 ’Sl2 ® Sm2 ® Sm ® 1f2 7Sl3 ® Sma ® Sn3 ® 133)

The redundancy ([B3.34]) and (3.38) are unphysical, which should be canceled by the numerical factors
L! and ], L;! in (333). The last operation (3.30) is the symmetry of the external operators, and
interchanges different Wick contractions.

(3.36)
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3.3.2 Fixing redundancy
Let us rewrite the flavor factor ], hABC in (B.33) as
N L A(l) A(Q) A (3
9 [Agi)(p)} = H BAU 0 A0 () AUs () (3.37)
p=1

where [Agi)(p)} is the 3 x L Wick-contraction matrix

A(1) A1) A (1)
AU 1) AU1(2) AUl(L)
A0 | A2 A(2) 7(2)
[AUZ-(P)} - AUQ(I) AU2(2) AUQ(L) . (3.38)
4(3) 4(3) 7(3)
AU3(1) AU3(2) AUS(L)

Note that the position of each column is unimportant for computing the flavor factor (3.37),
A0 ~ | A0
[AUi(p)] - [AUi(G(p))] ’ Vo € Sp. (3.39)

We fix the redundancy of V; in (3.34]) as follows. Let us choose the position of the identity fields
for each operator as

o& =1, (p=12..T1)

A(z) J— — — —

@p :1177 (p:L1+17L1+27"'aL1+L2) (34())
(3) — — — _

o4 =1,,  (p=Li+ Lo+ 1L+ Lo+2,....L).

Here the subscript of 1 is a dummy index, which will disappear after the identification (3.39). The
Wick-contraction matrix becomes

e OO A1)
Lo g ADL AR AR, L AT,
@ 1_ | i@ i@ - i) A @)
[AU(p] Ay AR 1 1 AL AT 34
i) i a0 i)
APy AR AR AR a1

The residual redundancy of Vj is now Vi € Sz, ® Sz, @ S, -
After the partial gauge fixing ([3:40), {U;} permute the non-identity fields only,

U € SLl & 131 , U, € SL2 &® 132 , Us € SL3 & 1f3 . (3.42)
There is still residual redundancy generated by a combination of V{ and V; in (8:35]),
1, (if AP, =1,)
)

‘7 : {U’L} = {Uzl}a A(Z) (z . ~i
A U Ay # 1)

Ultp) = (3.43)

for any Ve Sz, ® Sz, ® Sz, . This map does not permute identity fields, but permutes the non-
identity fields sitting in the same column.

3Each element of this matrix represents the flavor data. Note that this notation is slightly different from [18],
where the Wick-contraction matrix is defined by the color data.
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3.3.3 Counting inequivalent Wick contractions

AU) AR A%
We pick up one set of partially gauge-fixed permutations {U?} such that H | b U@ s oL (),

We generate other {U;} by applying the flavor symmetry, U? — W;U? in (B:%H)

This procedure generates all non-vanishing Wick pairings. To show this, consider two sets of
permutations {U?} and {U?}, both of which are subject to the partial gauge fixing (8.42]) and giving
the non-vanishing flavor factor ([8.37)). Define

Ui. = I/VZ-.OUZ-O , VVZ-.O I~ SLi X ]_fi . (344)

Since any permutation consists of a product of transpositions, we may assume (W, W3 We°) =
((ab),1,1) € S, ® SL, ® Sr, without loss of generality. Let us represent the Wick contractions of

{U”} by

— T 1y |
(o (@2 o4y (947 N Dt (@4 947y
— (@48 A7 oAy (94 AT Ay . £ 0. (3.45)

Then, the Wick contractions of {U?} are written as

| 1 1 2 2 | (3)
(tr (@44 oA )tr(CDAg)CI)A()...)tr @4 47 )
(1)

(2) (3)
= <(I)Ab

VoAl @AY £ 0. (3.46)

(2) > <(D‘4“

(3)
PAe

o

Since both (3:45) and (3.46]) are non-zero, and since ® = (X,Y, Z) have orthogonal inner products,
we should have &4 = &4 . This implies that W € S, ® Sy, @ Sy, @ 17, , which is part of the
flavor symmetry (3.36]).

The range of {U;} in (3:42]) now becomes

U € 5, @8 @S, @1z, =8
Uy € Siy ® Sy @ Sp, @17, = S (3.47)
U3 - 513 X Sm3 & Sn3 &® 1f3 = 83

The sum over (81,82, S3) counts each inequivalent Wick pairing more than once. The multiplicity
comes from the residual redundancy (3.43)),

Sz, ® Sz, ® Sz,| = Li! L! Ly! . (3.48)
The number of inequivalent Wick contractions is given by

S1® 8 ®Ss

Sf1®sfz®8f3 —H L ( )

i=1 L

|Wick| = ’
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3.3.4 The OPE coefficients simplified

We collected all non-vanishing Wick contractions by restricting the sum {U;} over the ranges (3.47).
The OPE coefficient ([3:32]) becomes

3
. Dimy,
Cizs = (Hl'm'n'L'> ZdedZQde
3 ~ A
> (H @R%ub> DI D L (WU DY (U ) DY (UsUTY). (3.50)

{Ti,pi} \i=1 U1€81 Uz€Sy Us€eSs

Recall that the projector is equal to the product of branching coefficients, 2 = BBT as in (3.31)).
We can simplify the second line by using the identity of branching coefficients (A.21])

R R%(qrs v r s R—(q,r,s)v
> Dijluovow) BIH = Dij(u) Diy(v) Dy(w) By 5" (3.51)
J a,b,c

If we bring Uy, = uy ® v ® wy, and U,;l = u,;l ® vk’l ® w,;l across the double branching coefficients
B or BT | they annihilate each other; see (3.54)).

Let us define a triple-projector product

R—ssub __ R—> sub R—> sub R— sub
Thy b = gl s gl (3.52)

where we used the symbols P and P to keep in mind that the branching coefficients come from
different restrictions of Sy, . Then

C~’123 = <H I ‘mz'nz ) ]ka‘ Z Dlmzvp Z IlPLQ;sub

de dR2 dRs (T

<H ) 3~ Dim(R) Dimy, (R) Z Thosub

de dR2 dRs (Ti i}

(3.53)

where we used ([3.49).
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In the notation of the quiver calculus in Appendix [B] we can express the above calculation as

DimNC]%
. Z (R)

3.54
dedRQng (3:54)

From this diagram, we see that IS? sub i [B52) is also a triple product of the transformation

matrices (AIG).

3.4 Sum over the triple-projector products

We compute the OPE coefficients by evaluating a sum over the triple-projector products,
R—sub _ R— sub R—> b gpB—sub
Z Ligg ™ Z Z Z Z ‘@1112 h ‘@ - ‘@1},1} B (3.55)
{T’hui} T |_L1 To |_L2 T '—Lg 1,402,143

where the projector is given by (B.31]). The main idea is to decompose each projector further into
a sum of sub-projectors, so that we can make use of the orthogonality of the sub-projectors on the
fully-split space, Vpg.
. ~ . NXY Z .
Below we discuss the two cases Cooo in (BI8) and C="7 in (3.20) separately.

3.4.1 Case of C’ooo

Recall that C’ooo is a linear combination of Cos, given in (3.7). The Wick-contraction matrix of Cieo

after a partial gauge-fixing (B.41l) is given by

]_1 e ]_zl ZUl(fH-l) e ZUl(Ls) ZUl(Lngl) N ZUl(L)
[Agf(p)} — ZU2(1) e ZUg(fl) 1f1+1 P 1L3 ZUQ(L3+1) e ZUQ(L) (356)
7U3(1) . e 7U3(Z1) 7U3(f1+1) e 7U3(L3) 1L3+1 e 1L
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which shows that S; = Sp, ® Sz, in place of (3.47)). We represent (3.56)) as in the following figure,

O, 1 | Z
m&f
O, 1
UU;
Oy |II$II# 1
UsU; !
sz. | L

Let us choose the fully-split space as
Vis =V, @V, @ VE,
which induces the restriction Sy, | Sgs, where
Sps = S, ® St, ® S, -
On the space Vpg, the states decompose as

I 7

I ¢ K I=(Iici)
where we used (A.13]). We introduce the fully-split branching coefficients by

Qi Qi T; TNR— (R T i o\ i (@0, @01
b b oo P BY) ey B Sy

R~ (R, T3) i —(Q4,Q%, 1), (14,02 Z BRH(R”T i BR i—(Q4,Q%),pi
T—(bs,b),c0) F(Ise) = (bi b))

and the corresponding sub-projector by

R (R, T3) i —(Q4,Q%,T3), (14,02
P

Z %R‘)(RMT QuQZvT) (M:Pz (%T)R%(RwT) i (Qini:Ti)v(/‘thi)

T—(b, 0) J— (b, c)

b
We rewrite the original projectors in ([B.3]) as a sum over sub-projectors on Vpg as

@RH(RLTl ML § : ;‘BR% Ry, T1),p1—(Q1,Q1,T1),(11,01)

IJ
Q1,Q7,p1
r@R—%F@Tz H2:p2 § : (’BR_) Ry, 1) 12— (Q2,Q5,T2),(12,p2)
IJ
Q2,Q%,p2

= R—(R3,T3), 3,
P (R3,T3),u3,03 __

= R—(R3,T5),13—(Q3,Q%,T3),(13,03)
IJ - Z mfj :

Q57Q:;7p5
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By construction, all sub-projectors follow from the same restriction

R 9(Q.Q"T;R)
StlSrs, R=€P P @QeQae1), (3.64)
Q@ T =1

and all sub-representations should be synchronized when evaluating Ifgg’ sub in ([3.55). The states

can also be decomposed as

R\ |QQ'T 5(QQ'T),
=09 T ) g 65

in addition to (B.60). The consistency of the two decompositions suggests that the multiplicity
labels can be rewritten as

& = {1, pits 1<&<9(Qi, Q) Ri) g(Ri, T R). (3.66)

In (B.63), the representations T; come from the Fourier transform of identity fields 1, and @, @’
come from the non-identity fields, Z, 7z , Z . Since the OPE coefficient C,., has the Wick-contraction
structure given in ([3.57), we should identify the representations {Q;, @}, T;} with those acting on

the constituent of Vrg as
Ty = Q5= Qs € Hom(Vf))

Q1 =T, = Q3 € Hom(Vg)) (3.67)
Q,l = QQ = T3 c HOHI(VZB).

We can show (B.67) from another argument. The triple-projector product is equal to the product
of generalized Racah-Wigner tensors in Appendix [C]

R_>_>(Q 7Ql 7T )16 ~R—>—>(Q 7Ql 7T )16 :R_>_>(Q 7Ql 7T )76 7 7
trR(‘,ij R A UM ) = tr (U0 R05) (3.68)

which we conjecture as (C.20),

3
Dt (UpUgUy) = 6719 59208 T2 57205 50102 5Q2Ts <H in> Gia3 (3.69)
§1,62,83 i=1

9(@1:@2;Rl)g(R1>Q3;R)Q(Q2,Q3;R2)9(R2,Q1;]%)9(@3,@1;33)9(1%3,@2;]%) '

Gios = a
i g(le Q2, Q3; R>2

The three-point function ([3.53) becomes

Clooo = (H >ZdD;H;;2 i DS (ﬁd@) Guos . (3.70)

QiFLo QoFLs QsFLy \%=1

Here, the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients in Gja3 put constraints on the sum over {@;}. In other

words, we should find all {Q;} = {Q7} such that

—QI0Q;, Ri=QQ;, Ri=Q0Q), R=QioQoQ; (3.71)
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The conditions ([B.71]) can be summarized as

l
61 Q§ Rl
O; Q7
(3.72)
oo M <
| R |

Extremal case. As a check, consider the situation Ly + Ly = L3 = L. From (B.72)), this corre-
sponds to

Q2 =10, Ry =@y, Ry = Qs, R=Rs. (3.73)
We get A )
9(Ry,Qs; R) 9(R2,Q1;{%)9(Q3,Q1;R3)
9(Q1, Qs; R)?

DimNC (R'g,)
dp,

This result agrees with the literature including the normalization of the two-point function

given in (2.13)).

Gios = = Q(Rh Ry; R3) (3-74)

and therefore

Cooo = Lj! g(R1, Ry; R3). (3.75)

3.4.2 Case of C’%YZ

Our discussion is quite parallel to Section |3.4.1] Recall that é’% YZ is a linear combination of

XY Z
¢

given in ([3.9). We represent the Wick-contraction matrix by

O, m 1 ﬂ 1 Z£12fhl3+h2
Ut [
AT (3.76)

o
U3U1

1,2,... | , L
where h; are constrained by (B.11]),
0<hy <ly=1L, 0< hy</l3=1Lo, 0<hy<liy=1Ls. (3.77)
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We choose the fully-split space as
Vis = Vf31*h2 ® Vhl ® Vhs ® w23*h1 ® ‘/512*h3 ® th (378>

and decompose the original projectors (B.31]). From (B.76]), one finds that the new branch coefficients
are needed for

Se1th3+h2 i (Sfufhs ® Shz) and 5423 i (Shl ® ‘9523*/11) for Oy
5523—h1+h3 \L (8523—/11 ® Sh3) and 5531 \L (Sfal—hz ® Sh2) for 02 (379>
5531—h2+h1 \L (5531—h2 ® Shl) and 5512 \L (Shs ® Sflz—hs) for 03 .

For example, we rewrite the states for O; on the space Vg as

A

R\ |y T\R—(R1,T1),p11
A~ = /,Ll (B )A
] [1 C1 I—)(Il,cl)
sy » (BT)R—%RLTl),Ml (BT)R1—>(Q17T17S1)7V1;
g ke H1 Vi I—(I1,c1) I —(j1,k1,01)
JiR1l ¢ ’ (3.80)
AN /Y Y/
_mrisysit by ¢ «
Tk U1 n H1Vig P16l
JuR ity by €6
(BT)R*)(RI,TI)#H( T)R1%(q1 J71,51),V1F (BT)Slﬁ(Sll,S/{),Pl( T)Tlﬁ(t/pt/f)vﬁ
[_>([17CI) Ilﬁ)(jl,kl,ll) I1—>(l/1,l/1/) Cl—>(cll,clll
and introduce the fully-split branching coefficients by
R (quyr1,84,87 8 80 1 w1 5,01,61 _ R—(R1,T1),p1 pR1—(q1,r1,81) 015 leﬁ(slps/f)vpl BTlﬁ(tﬁ,t/f),Q (3 81)
T—(j1,k1, 00,07 € e I=(I1e1) Li= (k) L= (13,1Y) ca—(ehef) :
The original projector ([3.31)) becomes a sum over the sub-projectors B = B BT,
R—RT1_ 1+ Z R (quyr,8h, 8% 8 80 1 15,01, 9
P = ¥ (3.82)
81,87t t] p1,C
and similarly
SR—RT2>_ 24 _ Z mR—)...ﬁ(qg,7‘/2,7"2’,82,té,té’),,uz,l@:':,pQ,CQ
IoJs IJj
T/27T/2/7t/27tl2/7p27<2
- R (3.83)
pHR—oRT3- 31 _ ;BR—>~'—>(Q§,,(1'3',7‘3,837t§7t§,'),lt37l/3q:,ps£3
I3Js Z iJ :

Qé7Q;/3/7té:tgaP3:C3

When summing over {t.,t} we can forget the constraint ¢, ® t!/ ~ T, , because the OPE coefficient

1) 71

(B.50) contains sums over {T;}.
All sub-projectors come from the irreducible decompositions of R under the restriction Sy, 1 Srs,

VW) RN RN BN BN T

g(q ?q 77' 77' 78 7‘9 7R)

= D D (o orereses’), (3.84)

q.,q" s 8" n=1
Since the OPE coefficient C” has the Wick contraction structure of (3.76), we should identify

the representations as
qr = t/2 = qé € Hom(vfslffm)v t/l =2 = qg < HOI’Il(Vhl)
ry =1y =ty € Hom(Vj,), t1 =71y =r3 € Hom(Viy,_p,) (3.85)

sy =sy =15 € Hom(Vp,_pn,), s =ty = s3 € Hom(Vy,)
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and replace the multiplicity labels by
(3.86)

51‘; = {Mi;%’q:;ﬂz‘;fz'}-

Again, the trace over the product of sub-projectors is given by the generalized Racah-Wigner tensors
R—>“'—>(Q§,7q§'7r37837t'37t'3')753—7§3+)

C23),
. R—)m—)(ql,?"l,sll,slll,tl, fl K14 R—) —> qg,?"2,7"2 ,82,t2,t2) a2 ,Eoy
trR <q3f1f2 ipfzfza mfgfl
=tr (WRWRWR)' (3.87)
From the identity of the projectors ([A.46]), this becomes
(Wi Wi Wi) = (Dras gy dog diy d dy dy ) 051 605 5= 60 -1+
(3.88)

Digz = 5q1t’2 5(11(13 5t1q2 5(12(13 5T1T§ 5T1t’3 5t’1’r3 5/2’7"3 58’182 5821?{{ 55153 5t”83 ]
We need to sum over the representations and multiplicity labels. We conjecture that the result is

given by (C.39),

>t (Wa W Wi) = (Drasdyy do dyy oy dy i )37 7577 0577 Gy

§¥’§/ 75% (3 89)
|MR1,51,V1 ‘ ‘MR1,S1,V1+| }MR277"2,V2—‘ ‘MR27T27V2+‘ ‘MR37q3,V3—| |MR3,¢13,V3+|
Glos = 3
|Mt0t|
where Mg, is the slice of the total multiplicity space constrained by (R, r,v)
The three-point function (.53 becomes
(3.90)

B D —UV]l_ V21 —=Up_ U -V V1
c?fYZ:<H )Zd;rl;]:dg (dgy dgy dry dpy dy i) 072677067 T Gy

Here {q;,r;, s;} must be consistent with R; in (8I4]). This condition is implicitly included in the
definition of ¢ in (C:37). In other words, the OPE coefficients are non-zero only if (g, g2, 71, 73, 52, 53)

satisfy
1 ®q =q3, T1RT3=7Ty, S3& S3= 81, (]1®(J2®’f’1®7”3<X>82®<‘33:R (3.91)

(B =1 @1 ®(52@53), (Ro)wy =@ @ (1 ®r3) @ss,  (Rs)u: = (01 ®q2) @13 @ 53

which can be represented by

O,
O 53

? (3.92)
O 53
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We find some difference from the case of Cooo in (B20). First, we do not have a sum over
(qF, 5,77, 15, 55, s5). This is because C’]%(YZ has the same structure of the Wick contractions as the
extremal correlators for each flavor X, Y, Z f_f] Thus, the first line of (391) is trivial. Second, there is
no sum over {v;+}, because {v;+} are part of the operator data R; = {R;, (¢, 7i, Si), Vi, Vit }. We
should pick up the right combination of multiplicities consistent with R; .

Extremal case. Consider the situation where the operators consist of Z or Z only. This means

O0=hy =031 —hy=hg, l3=0, Vis = Vi, @ Vi,

(3.93)
qi:T’i:@, Ri:Si, R:Rl
In particular, we do not need to specify v; .
The quantity G/,5 becomes
Mo, 21 M ] 2 Mo 2
g123 _ | R | | R |3| R5| = g(R2’R3;R1) (394)
|Mtot|
where we used
’MRI‘ =1, ’MR2| = ’MR3| = ’Mt0t| = g<R27R3;R1)' (395>
The three-point function ([3.90) becomes
~ Di R
CXYZ = I, lmj—c(l) g(Ra, Ry; Ry) (3.96)
Ry

which agrees with ([B.75) after relabeling.

In Appendix[C.3 we consider the restricted Littlewood-Richardson coefficients, which are related
to the extremal three-point functions of different type.

4 Background independence at large N.

We study the tree-level three-point functions in the representation basis, and check the background
independence conjectured in [43]. Our proof is based on the conjectured relations for the generalized
Racah-Wigner tensor in Appendix [C]

4.1 The LLM operators

Let us review the argument on the large- N, background independence [43]. They mapped the NV = 4
SYM operators with the O(N?) canonical dimensions to those with the O(N?) canonical dimensions
by attaching a large number of background boxes. We call the latter LLM operators, because they
correspond to stringy excitations on the LLM geometry. Recall that the LLM geometries are the
half-BPS solutions of IIB supergravity. This implies that the addition of O(N?) boxes should consist

of a single holomorphic scalar like ~ Z NE

4Recall that (ZZ) = 0 whereas any of (Z, Z),(ZZ),(ZZ) are non-zero.
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For simplicity, we consider the operator mixing in the su(2) sector, at one-loop in A at any N, .
We expand the dilatation eigenstates in terms of the restricted Schur basis as
@1 OA = A1 OA s OA = Z CR’(,,’S),Z,_71,+ OR’(T’S)’IL’V* . (41)
Ryr,s,vx

We denote the action of the one-loop dilatation on the restricted Schur basis by
D, (QR,(T,S),V,,VJr _ Z N ((7" ,S8), Ve Uy OT () g (42)

JNTENT
Tt uph— g

and define the LLM operator by
Oa = OFM = > o, OTHEDr—r (4.3)

R7(T78)7V:!:

The operation r — (4+7) can be exemplified as

r= L (4r) = (4.4)

Here there are O(1) white boxes, and O(N?) gray boxes in total. Each edge of the gray block has
the length of O(N,). The general form of the background Young diagram % is shown in Figure

We specify a corner of the background Young diagram 2, and consider a set of all Young
diagrams attached to that corner. This set of states has many interesting properties. First, from
the Littlewood-Richardson rule, we find

g(r,8; R) ~ g(+r,5;+R), (N> 1). (4.5)

This allows us to use the same multiplicity labels v4 before and after the 4+ operation. Note that
the tensor product (+r)® s contains representations in which boxes are attached to multiple corners
of B. However, the overlap between such states and (+r) is suppressed by 1/N.. Second, the hook
length of (+7) factorizes as [43]

hOOk+7- ||
————— ~ (nyg)" N.> 1 4.6
hook, hook » (n2) (Ne>1) (4.6)
where 14 is the factor which depends only on A,
L(C +1,1) ’
= L(a,b) = My, + N, 4.7
e = HL Nk: IO+ LD -, (a,5) ;< b+ Vi) (47)
assuming that the small diagram r is put at the C-th corner of A in Figure[I] It follows that
(12| + Ir])! I dyr 1 (I%)
NZT TV g S N,>1). 4.8
EZ A Pt A B 49

Since position of the C-th corner is (4,j) = (1 + lech M, 1438, Nk) from (ALH) we get

DimNC (+R>

Do (@) ~ Dimy, (R), = N, + Z M, — ZNk (4.9)

I=C+1
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Figure 1: The general background Young diagram % having a staircase shape, which corresponds to
the LLM geometry of concentric shapes by AdS/CFT. All M; and N; are O(N,), and ) . N; = N,.
The gray and black boxes represent localized string excitations. To define the operation + we should
choose one gray box.
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In [43] they found that the operator mixing coefficients satisfy the identity

+R,(+r,8),v— vy R,(r,s),v_,v
N—‘rT (+tu),pu— ui - NT,(t,u),uf,ui (NC > ]‘) (410)
showing that
D, 08M o AL O (N> 1), (4.11)

4.2 Tree-level OPE coefficients

We revisit two types of OPE coefficients in Section [3] We will show that the OPE coefficients
of non-extremal three-point functions in A/ = 4 SYM are essentially same as those of the LLM
operators, after redefinition of N, .

4.2.1 Adding a background tableau to C’ooo

Recall that C.,, is given by (B.70),

Cooo = (O ™2,1] OR““)[Z 1] 05 (7, 1))
(H ) dR ddeR Z Z Z (H in> Gra3 -
Q1FL2 QoFL3 Q3-Ly \i=1

We obtain the OPE coefficients of the LLM operators by the substitution 1 — (+@), while
leaving Q)2 , Q3 as before. From (B.71]) it follows that

(+R1) = (+Q1) ® Q2, Ry =Q:®Q3, (+R3) = Q3 ® (+Q1)

. (4.13)
(+R) = (+Q1) ® Q2 ® Q3
and thus
CL = (O 2,10 (2,1) 07 (Z,1)) (1.14)
<+L1> L (+L3) DlmN (+R) LLM
Ly\(+Ly)!Ls! Z dyr,dRr,dy R, Z Z Z +@:1d0,dqs) G123
(+R)H(+L) (+Q1)H(+L2) Q2+Lz Q3 Ly

By using the identities in Section [4.1], we find

L | LoV Ll Dim

CUM ~ (ng)" Wiy, (B) === Z el YD Y (dododg,) Gias- (4.15)
Ll'LQ‘L3 dedR2dRs

Q1+L2 Q2FLs Qsk-Ly

If we remove the Z-dependent prefactor (14)" Wty (%), the OPE coefficient CHM agrees with
Cooo up to the redefinition of N, — N’ in (J).
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4.2.2 Adding a background tableau to C’%YZ

Recall that C’}ffyz is given by (3.90),

~]21(YZ — <OR1(L1)[X Y Z 1] OR2(L2)[X Y Z 1] OR?’(L?’)[X, Y,?, 1]>

Di V1_ Vo —=Vo_ V34 —=V3_ U1 <416>
(H ) Z d;n;]: dR d‘h dCI?. dTl dT3 dsz d83) 5 T 5 o (5 T 9123
where R; is defined in (B.14) as
- {Rza (szrza ) Vi— ,I/H_} (Rz l_ Lz) . (417)

We obtain the OPE coefficients in the LLM background by the substitution (s;,ss,ss3) —
(481,459, 83), while g;, r; are the same as before. From (3.91)) we find

~

G RGp=qs, TOr3=ry (+52) R s3=(+s1), G RPROT A3 (+52) @53 =R
(+R1)p: =1 @11 ® <(+82) ® Sg)
(4.18)
(+R2)vne = @2 ® (m ® r3> ® (+s2)
(R3)uss = <91 @ Q2> QT3 & s3.

It follows that

~ +L1 +L2 'Lg DlmN +R
cavzyin _ [ : d, do, d. dy. dy., d,
( h ) Ll'LQ +L3 Zd+R1d+B2dRs( e T s 3) :

U g IS g MM (4.19)

At large N., we can simplify this results following our discussion in Section as

- Ls! 2\
XY Z\LLM __ 3 UZi L
= () e

Ll'LQ'Lg‘ DIIHNé(R) <V1— V24 TV2_ V34 TV3_ Vit
Zl!ZQ!Zg! Z dr,dp,dg, (dq1 dqz dy, drs ds, d83) 0 0 0 g123 : (4-20)
RFL

The first line is a numerical prefactor, and the second line agrees with (C’gyz ) by the redefinition
of N. — N/! in (4.9).

5 Conclusion and Outlook

In this paper, we have studied general non-extremal three-point functions of scalar multi-trace

operators at tree level valid for any values of N, in gauge theory including N' = 4 SYM, by using
the representation theory of symmetric groups.
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We made full use of various new mathematical techniques. The quiver calculus of [29] gives a
collection of diagrammatic method which simplifies various objects in the representation theory. The
generalized Racah-Wigner tensor is introduced as an extension of the 65 symbols. We conjectured
formulae about the invariant products of the generalized Racah-Wigner tensors, written in terms
of the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.

With these formulae, we provide strong evidence on the large N, background independence, a cor-
respondence between small (O(N?)) and huge (O(N?)) operators of N'=4 SYM. The background
independence has been checked for two-point functions as well as extremal three-point functions.
Our argument demonstrates that it extends to non-extremal three-point functions. These results
will clarify the properties of stringy excitations on the LLM backgrounds, particularly how they
differ from the usual strings on AdSs x S°.

Let us comment on some important future directions.

The first direction is to find a connection with the integrability results of the planar N' = 4
SYM. Clearly, the operators in the representation basis are not the eigenstates of the dilatation
operator of N' = 4 SYM. One should think of the representation basis as a tool for the finite
N, computation. The two-point functions of single-trace operators in the su(2) sector have been
computed in this way [27,46], generalizing the old results of the complex matrix model [47,48]. A
particularly interesting question is to determine the so-called octagon frame, namely the tree-level
part of the “simplest” four-point functions of N' =4 SYM in the large charge limit [11]. The finite
group methods developed in this paper can be used for the exact finite-/N. computation, because it
is a generalization of the character expansion methods familiar in the matrix models [49-51].

The second direction is to refine our computation. The conjectured formula for the invariant
products of generalized Racah-Wigner tensor should be proven. The computation of the n-point
functions in the representation basis is also important. It is interesting to ask whether one can

bootstrap four-point functions out of two- and three-point data.

The third direction is to investigate a possible relation between quiver calculus and knot theory.
The 67 symbol of the unitary group has been extensively studied in the context of knot theory
and integrable systems [52]. Since the 65 symbols of symmetrical groups are related to those of
unitary groups, the quiver calculus could give a new insight into the study of knot polynomials. For
example, some non-trivial conjectures about the 65 symbols have been made [53-55], though most
of them discuss the multiplicity-free cases only. Since the new invariants Gjo3 and G5 discussed in
this paper are closely related to the multiplicity structure, studying similar quantity in the case of
unitary groups is a fascinating problem.

Finally, we hope to find a clear understanding of the AdS/CFT correspondence of the operators
with huge anomalous dimensions, including giant gravitons [56,/57] and the fluctuation in the LLM
geometry [4358,59]. Some correlation functions have been studied such as three giants [60-62], two
giants and one single-trace [63-70].
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A Survey of finite-group representation theory

We explain our notation and formulae used in the main text, while providing a brief survey of the
representation theory of finite groups. Our notation is similar to the one used in [22]. For more

details on finite groups, see textbooks like [71}|72].

A.1 Basic notation

The symmetric group permuting L elements is denoted by S;. We denote the conjugacy class of
St by

1
Co = — ay Al
5] > oy (A1)

YESL

The o-function over S, (or C[SL]) is defined by

spy =4 W=res (A2)

0 (otherwise).

A permutation cycle is denoted by (12...L) € Z;. Any element of Sy consists of permutation
cycles. The number of length-k cycles in o € Sy, is denoted by Cyc, (o). The number of cycles in o

1S

C(o) = 3 Cyey(o) (4.3)

so that C'(id) = C((1)(2)...(L)) = L.
A partition of L, or equivalently a Young diagram with L boxes, is denoted by R L. Define

L! .
R = ookn” hookp = H (hook length at (2,])) (A.4)
(i,5)eR
: d S
Dimy (R) = ffthN(R) . Wiy(R) = [ W+i-j) (A.5)
) (i.j)ER

where dp is the dimension of R as the representation of Sy, and Dimy(R) is the dimension of R
as the representation of U (N )ﬂ For example, hookg and Wty (R) of the Young tableau R =HHH

Wt (R) is also denoted by fg in the literature, e.g. [23].
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are given by

ot
S

2]1]

= hOOkHE':D:5X4X2X2X1X1

N |N+1|N+2|N+3 (A.6)

= Wiy () = (V= ) N? (N + 1) (N +2) (N +3).

We assume that all representations are real and orthogonalﬁ Denote the I-th component of the
irreducible representation R of Sy, by H—"‘>, with 1 =1,2,...,dgr. Introduce the dual basis by

R|S
<I J>:(SRS§U. (A7)

Let DE (o) be the representation matrix of o € S,,;,, of the representation R+ L,

Dfyto) = (f|o|'}) = Pl (A8)

The character of the representation R for the group element o is denoted by|Z|

=> Df(o). (A.9)

By restricting o € Sp, = Sy to S, ® S, , we obtain the irreducible decompositionﬂ

g(r,s;R)
R= @grsR EB @ (A.10)
r-m rbm v=1

skn skn

where g(r, s; R) is the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient. It counts the number of r ® s appearing
in the irreducible decomposition of R. The subscript v is called the multiplicity label. With an
appropriate change of basisﬂ we can transform the representation matrix into a block-diagonal form,
D gs)
wi () (2) gs(2)
125 o)

DE (o) =B 272 BT (0€S,®85,) (A.ll)

prY@s® (o)

2373

such that it matches (A.10). By definition of the irreducible decomposition, there are no off-block-
diagonal elements including the multiplicity labels. For general o € S,,,,, the matrix (A-I1) has
off-block-diagonal elements/!”)

6The orthogonal form of the Young-Yamanouchi basis satisfies these conditions.

"Often we sum over the repeated indices of matrices. The symbol Y is written explicitly in Appendix

8The restriction to a subgroup is also called subduction in the literature.

9This appropriate basis is called the split basis.

10T he restricted Schur basis should have off-block-diagonal elements with respect to the multiplicity labels, which
can be checked by counting the dimensions [46].
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V> be an orthonormal basis of r ® s at the v-th multiplicity, satisfying

<7” 151
SV
11
for vy, = 1,2,..., g(rg, sg; R). The rotation matrix is called the branching coefficients, defined by

R—(rs),v _ R|rs T\R—=(rs)yv /TS R
B _< ijy>’ (BT)fr) —<¢j41>' (A.13)

I—=(i,5) I
A.2 Branching coefficients

T2 S

1! . .
12 J2

I/2> = "1z §ose jrvz 61‘11'2 5j1j2 (A12>

We find from (A.II]) that the branching coefficients satisfy the completeness relations

R—(r,s),v R—(r,s),v
Z Z BI:” BT)J:((”)) =01,y (A.14)
TS,V 1,
R (r1,r R—(s1,s2), 71,81 72,82 SV
Z(BT)I:((ZJ%;) Blj(gll,j;) =T grene g 51'17]'1 5i27j2 : (A'15)
I

n ([A.13)), we assume that two product representations r; @ r and s; ® sp descend from the same
restriction Sy, 4 (S ® Sy,). If they descend from different restrictions, then the two branching
coefficients B and B are unrelated, and we obtain another orthogonal matrix

T R*)(T‘l 7‘2) R*}(Sl,SQ),,LL o T T2 5182
;(B )I—}(Z1 ZQ) BI—}(jl,jQ) - <Z1 Z'2 v ‘ jl j2 /L> . (A16>

For example, given two irreducible decompositions

Sed (S1® %), HIH =mmem & maoeH & HHem
Ss1(S5®83), HHH=ooeoo & onoeH & Heono (A.17)

any pairs 1 ® 1o and s; ® so from different restrictions can have non-vanishing overlap, e.g.

<m®m)53®m>¢o. (A.18)

11,12 J1,J2
Sometimes we take the coordinates explicitly in order to distinguish S, 1, | (S, ® S,) and S,,10 |
(Sp ® Sy,). For example, the following two restrictions

Simin 4+ (Sm ® S,) ~ Permute ({1,2,...,m}) x Permute ({m + 1,...m + n})

A.19
Sman + (Sn ® Sp) ~ Permute ({1,2,...,n}) x Permute ({n+ 1,...n 4+ m}) ( )

R—)(Tl,’l”g), an d BR—)(Sl 82)

define different branching coefficients, B, o (irsia) T (j1.0a)

From ([A.TT]), we obtain the following identities for the matrix elements of v =y, 07, € S,, ® S,

r r R—(r1,r R—(r1,m2)v
Dfy(mome) = Y > Di(m) D () Bl (BT ) (A.20)

1,72,V 1,5,k,l
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By multiplying Bf__:((,:,l;,r)?)” to (A20) and summing over J, we find
R 1,7 R—(r1,r2)v
Z Dy (11 072) J: kll) K Z Dy () 72) Blj((i,jl) o (A.21)
J

Again, by multiplying (BT)?:((Z”’?)“ to (A2I)) and summing over J, we find

R—(r1,r R—(r1,r2)v v T
> Dfy (i 0v2) (BT B = 6 D () D3 (7). (A.22)

In the RHS, the matrix elements of v; o 75 in the split basis are independent of the multiplicity

labels p, v. This can be understood also from the construction of the Young-Yamanouchi basis.

The branching coefficients [A.13) for general restriction Sz, | (Spy @ Sy @ « -+ ® Spn,) are given
by

R—(r1,r2 e Te) v R mre... Ty T\R—=(r1,r2 )y [ T1T2... Ty R
Blﬁ(ill,izf...,ig)z = <[ ‘ . . 1/>, (B )I*)(’lll,’LQQ, w)@ = < . . V‘ [> (A.23)

117 ... U 11%... %

for v =1,2,...,9(r1,72,... ,r5; R). The generalized split basis can be defined by the branching
coefficients as in (A.11]). The formula ([A.20) is generalized as

Diy(mongo---ov)
E : E : D ( ) D' ( ) BR—>(T1 T2 5o sT0) 5V (BT)R_%TI T2 5o sT0) 5V (A 24)
7,1k‘1 sz‘g Y2) .- ioky e I— (i1 yi2 ... ,i¢) J—(k1 k2 ... )ke) :

1,72,V 1,7,k

fory=v109 00 € (Spn, ® Sm, @+ ® S, ).

A.3 Restricted Schur basis

Consider the restriction Sy | (Spy, ® Sy @ Sps) With M = my 4+ mgy + mg, which corresponds to
the multi-trace operators with three complex scalars in (2.2).

Define the restricted Schur characters by using the branching coefficients [29],

Rz (g) = SO §Y R (BT RS pR () (g Sy (A25)
I1,J i3,k

Define the operator in the restricted Schur basis by

1
O J(r1,r2,73), V4 V- X Y 7 (11,7m2,73), V4,V t X ©@m1 y®ms Z@ms
[ I= my! ma! myg! QZESM (@)t (a )

(A.26)

The inverse transformation from the restricted Schur basis to the permutation basis is

trpr (o XOmM yEme Z@oms)

mqlmaolms! dr Ro(r1ra.rs) gt R(
_— P S (TLT2,T3 ) 0= () () S(11,72,73) g o — A .27
M 2 gaa () (A.27)

R,ry,m2,73, 4 fh—
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which can be checked by the row orthogonality of the restricted characters (A.52)),

drdyyd

1 r
M Z XR,(rl,rg,rg),u+,V_ (O_)XS,(S1,52,33),/,L+,M_ (O’) dR 3 5R5'5r151 57252 §T383 §UH+ FV-H— <A28)

o€S\

As discussed in Section [2.2] the tree-level two-point function is

<OR,(7~1 r2,r3) (Vi ,v_) [X, Y’7 Z] (.T) OS,(S1,82753)(M+ =) [X’ ?’ ](0)>

~ Win(R) hookpr

RS ¢risi1 S$rese Sr3ss Sv. Vo
|IL’|2M hOOlehOOkTQhOOkT3 0 OO QTR 0THI 0 (A29)

A.4 Formulae

The formulae for the irreducible characters and the restricted characters will be summarized below.
For simplicity, we mostly consider the restriction Sy,4y | (S, ®S,). Generalization to Sy | (®kSm, )
is straightforward.

Character Orthogonality. Let R, S be the irreducible representations of Sy, . The representation
matrices satisfy the grand orthogonality relation

_ L!
Z DS(U)DEZ(U h = dn 0310k - (A.30)
og€eSy,
By taking the trace, we obtain the row (or first) orthogonality relation of irreducible characters,
> X)o7 = 116" (A.31)

oeSy,

The irreducible characters also satisfy the column (or second) orthogonality relation,

|CU| (Ca = CT)

Y X o)X () =D (o) = (A.32)

2FL sl 0 (otherwise)

where |C,| is the number of elements in a given conjugacy class (A.dl). This relation follows from

the fact that any class function can be expanded by irreducible characters

flo)=Ffoy™), (vesSy) & flo)=)_ fax o). (A.33)

REL

As a corollary, the d-function can be written as

5(68) = 7 3 dn x"(9). (A34)

" R+L
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Multiplicity label. There are several ways to understand Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.
The first way is by restriction Sy,1p 4 (S ® S,,) as in (AI0)

R = @g(r, s;R)(r®s). (A.35)
P
The second way is by induction,
r®s= @g(r,s;R)R (A.36)
R

Frobenius reciprocity guarantees the consistency between (A.36) and (A.35)). Finally, the Littlewood-

Richardson coefficient can be Computed by
g(r,s; R) = X' ( ) x"(aop) (A.37)
AP IPIRLC

where a0 8 € S5, ® S, C Span -
The generalized Littlewood-Richardson coefficient for ®}_,S,,, is given by

1
1
g(ri,re,...,1; R) = ———— Z erk(ak) X (or0050---00). (A.38)
| ® mkl {6KESm, } \k=1
Ok mp
They satisfy a recursion relation

I
Z g(ri,re, ..., R) g(R, 1413 S) = g(r1, 72, .., 1413 5), (M = ka> (A.39)
k=1

REM

which can be shown from ([A.32)). The equation ([A.39) implies an important identity for multiple
branching coefficients

S— (11,72, r S—(R,r R—(r1,r2,..., T
B—> 1,72 1+1) ZZB% z+1,u —(r1,r2 1),0 (A40)

I—>(a1 az,..., al+1 I—)(A al+1) A—)(a1 az,..., al)
R A=l
n=12,...,9(ri,ro,....741;5), w=12,....,9(R,r:1;S), p=12,...,9(r1,7r9,...,7; R).

Schur-Weyl duality. The quantity N°() is a class function. We obtain its irreducible decom-
position ([A.33]) by using the Schur-Weyl duality [19] as

=) Dimy(R) x"(0). (A.41)
Note that Dimy(R) = 0 if the height of the Young diagram R is larger than N, as can be seen from
(A.5). By applying the grand orthogonality relation (A.30), we find

S D3 (0)NC) = 57, Dimy (S) hooks = 67, Wt (S). (A.42)

€Sy,

By multiplying the branching coefficients as in (A.44)), we obtain another formula [23]

ST e (o) NOO) = 64 d,d, Wi (R). (A.43)

O’ESm+n
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Restricted projector. We define the restricted projector

PR vy Z =) 6 € C[Smanl (A.44)
(m + n)
065m+n
so that [40]
XR,(rl JT2) Vg Ve (O’) — XR (69237(7"1,7"2)’1’-%’/— O') <A45>
ph(rur2)ve v pS(susa)iri— — GRS grisy grase gr—pt gpRi(rira)vyp— (A46)

By comparing (A.45) and ([A.23]), one finds

L@f](’r‘l,’r‘g) R ZAT 7 = DR (e@R (r17r2 W,V Z BR—) 1”1,1”2 228 BT)J ((7:;;7”2),1/_ ) (A47)

It follows that
((@R J(r1,m2) vt v Z Z BR—> 7’1 ro)vy BT)R—>(T1 ,r2) — SVt dr1 dr2 ) (A48)

I—(i,5)

The restricted projector is useful for fixing the normalization. These formulae as well as the following
identities can be proven by using the quiver calculus in Appendix [B]

Restricted Character Orthogonality. The restricted characters (A25]) satisfy the identities

XR,(T,S),V+,V_ (O') =X R,(r,8),v—,vy (0—*1) (A49)
XR,(T,S),V+,V, (’70"7_1) XR J(7y8), v, v (O’) (V’Y €S, Sn) (A50)
I (01 0 03) = 54 (o) (02) (Vo1 003 € S ® ) (A51)

where the last relation is consistent with (A.22)). The row and column orthogonality relations (A.32])
are generalized as

dyydy,

1 R,(r1,r2),v+ S,(51,52) 14,1 r2 SRS
J(r1,re) vy v (81,82), 14— SBS gris1 gras2 gu+p gr—p— A.52
(m+n)! Z X () (o) = Tdp ( )
Gesm+n
dR R,(r1,m2),v4,v— R,(r1,m2),v4,v— _ m+n -1
> 4 d. X PRI (g)x B (1) = il Y ey 'th. (A3

Ryri,ro, vy ,v— YESm®Sn

One can generalize the grand orthogonality relation (A.30) with the branching coefficients in
two ways. First, let R and S be the irreducible representations of S, . A sum over S, ., gives

1 R R—(r1,r2)v R—(r1,r2)v— 1S S—(s1,82)p+ pS—(s1,82)pu—
(m+n>‘ Z DIJ( )BTI—>(ZJI) ’ +BJ—>(k1l)2 D ( )BTM—>(:nr2L)H BN—>(pl,q)2 g

O'GSm+n
5RS

= S O G T T 6, 83 By B (A54)
R
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which reduces to ([A.52) by taking the trace over 3 ® ro = 51 ® s3. Second, let (ry,ry) and (s1, $2)
be the irreducible representations of S,, ® S, . A sum over S,, ® S,, gives

1 R—(r1,r2)V. R—(r1,r2)v— S—(s1,s S—(s1,s
! > D) B B D o) B By

5T181 6?“282

— W 5V+V— 5“"!‘“_ (Si,m 6]771 5k7p 5[,(] (A55)

where we used (A.22])

B Quiver calculus

Let us introduce a graphical notation of various representation-theoretical objects following [29].
We denote the indices of R F L = (m+n) by a double line, and those of 1 = m or 5, - n by a single
line. We use different lines to distinguish two set of representations { R, (r1,72)} and {5, (s1, s2)}.

The matrix representation of a permutation group element is represented by

I

1 J
DIy (0) % - % - ] (B.1)
J !

J

by using ([A.8). Note that the matrix transposition is represented as flipping all the arrow directions.
The composition of permutations is

1
1
[o] 6.
Dﬁ] (o7) ZD DIIEJ () = [o7] = [T]
J J
The grand orthogonality relation (A-30) is
I K ] K
1 \I/ RS §fs
ﬁ Z == 0.—1 — 6_ == d—(;]L 5JK (B?))
’ oceSL, \I/ dR R
J L J L
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or equivalently

I K K I K

1 1 /I\ \]\ ofs

1 3 % =< 3 puury IO izis = - Onchu. (B.4)
" oesy oSt /I\ f \A

J
The branching coefficients ([A.13]) are represented as

—

I i J

BR—)(rl,rg)y _ (BT)R—>(7"1,T2)V — (B5>

I—(4,) 1= (i,5)

l J I
We use double lines for the indices of S,,1,, wavy lines for S,, and straight lines for S,,. The
completeness relations of the branching coefficients (A.14), (A.I5) are
I 7 J .
I v ]
Z = = VH S g (B.6)

J v kol
J k !

where we assumed that 1 ® 7, and s; ® so follow from the same restriction of R. If the two product
representations descend from different restrictions, we get the orthogonal matrix (A16)

i J , .
i
_ ?D (B.7)
\ \ll
U
koo

The relation ([A2])) is expressed as

I
I
|71072|
(B.8)
) R
1 J U J
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The identity for multiple branching coefficients (A40) is

ay as .- a aj+1

The character and the restricted characters are

|
I

XR(0'> = XR(O'_l) = XR(rlar2)(V+7V—)(o-) — ? = (BlO)
|

vy

\
A\

=
dp L

) (B.11)
v_ J"

_ drldTQ (SRS SYHH+ §Y—H— §T1S1 §T252
dr

To show the column orthogonality, we insert the resolution of identity on the irreducible represen-

tation R by (A30),

d .
83y O = ff‘j Y DEMDREGNTY), (4 k=12, .. dp). (B.12)

" yESL
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We obtain

d
> @a => 2 [T
RFHL RFL ’yESL

where we used (A.34]). Note that

- Z 6(0’77_17_1) (Bl?))

YESL

Z S(oyt Iy = Z S(owtw™), (wr =7 €5L). (B.14)

YESL, weSy,
Similarly, we can derive the column orthogonality for the restricted characters (A.53]). By using

57,153k: Hll Z Dz] (’71>Dkl(71 1)7 (Z7j7k7l: ]-727"'7d7“1)

" YESm

= ’"2 ZDmn ) DY), (g k=12, d,,)

T 4ESn

(B.15)
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we find

{::771 |72
O, © DAC

Ryr1,r2,v4, v

Ryori,ro, vy v Y1ESm
Y2 ESn

| |
d | | d
Z drllji?“g ? - Z m']:’L' Z g T_l
| |

= 2

Ryr1,m2 V4,V —

v_
-y
N mln!
RFL
(m+n)! -
~ ) DRI Colm il
m!n!
’YGSm®Sn
(B.16)
In the last line, we cannot use (B.14)), because v € S,,, ® S,y C Spin-
We can show the restricted grand orthogonality by
/3 ] m n
C 7
1 5RS
Ll " dp
(B.17)
k [ P q
5RS ) )
—  SVHHE §U-H— §TLS1 §T2,82 §Lm 5 5k,p 6l,q.
R
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Restricted projector. The restricted projector (A44)) can be represented as

|

71,7 vy,v dR I
PpR(rir2) v v — Z o - ? (B.18)

|

(m+n)
()

which is an element of C[S,,+,] and not a number. Its matrix elements are given by the branching

coefficients (A.47), which can be shown by
O

|
dr I
@R,(Tl,rg),wﬁy, _
1J (m + n)l Z ?
|

’ O’ESm+n

(B.19)

I
3
+
<
(]
I
I
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The identity (A.46) follows from the calculation

drds
(m + n)!? Z or

0,TESm+n

(B.20)

5RSdR
STy 2

' PESm4n

UESm+n

|
d |
— 5RS 57’151 57”252 51/4@ R X
(m +n)! Z P
|

C Generalized Racah-Wigner tensor

The associativity of triple tensor-product representations gives rise to the 65 symbols, which is also
called Wigner’s 65 invariants [73], Racah W-coefficients |74] or recoupling coefficients [75],

{]'1 J2 jl+2} : Hom((jl ®j2)®j3,J) — Hom(j1®(j2 ®j3),J). (C.1)
gz Jats
The problem of computing 65 symbol is called the Racah-Wigner calculus.

We construct a slightly general object from the branching coefficients. The generalized 65 symbol
is covariant under the action of symmetric groups, and contains four multiplicity labels.
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C.1 Case of C’ooo

Consider two ways of the double restriction

Sp 4 (Sei4L, ® S1y) 4 (S1, ® Sp, ® Spy) s Spd (Spy ® Spowrs) 4 (Sp, ® S0, ® 5p,) - (C.2)
with L = Ly 4 Ly + Ls, which corresponds to the calculation of C,q, in Section m They induce
the irreducible decompositions
R= 9(Ra2, gs; }?) Ry ® q3 = @ 9(q1, @25 Ri2)g(R12, q3; R) G QG2 @ qs3

91,492,493

. (C.3)
/ / / / / /
(Ras, 415 R) ¢t ® Rog = @ 9(ds, 435 La3)g(Ros, 415 R) 41 ® ¢ @ g
Ras,q 41,9595
The corresponding branching coefficients are

é . Ri2 q3 T\R—(Ri2,q3)0  _
f> T “> Biag " =

¢, Raz T\ R—(d) ,Ras).p’
- CL/ I/ :u> (B )f—>(a’l,l’)

qd1 4243 T\R—(R12,q3),1t / T\ R12—(q1,g2),p
ab c “'0> (B )f—>(1,c) C (B

dy 92 9 ST\ R (a],Ras) i’ ;57\ Ras—(db,a5).0/
Wbk BT B o
The multiplicity labels (i, p) and (¢, p’) run over the spaces

55 (,M,p) € MlQa

’M12’ = 9((117(]25312) 9(R12,Q3;]%>
=, p) e My,

X (C.5)
| Moas| = g(q2, ¢3; Raz) g(Ras, q1; R)

which are subsets of the total multiplicity space induced by the irreducible decomposition

k=P D @wowow), > .

q1,92,93 NEMi 23 q1,92,93,M
[ Miot| = g(q1, 2, 43; R).

From the identity (A.40), we obtain the following relation between the branching coefficients in
(C.4) and (C.G),

~>

4192 G3 T\R—(q1,42,a3).m
ab c n> <B )f—>(a,b,c)

(C.6)
n € Mo,

A2 -|q1 6243 a 71 G2 G3
<ab " abcup>_z<

19293
abc MP>

Ris (C.7)
— §ha1 59292 54393 Sk PP Oaa 5% e
where the RHS depends on Ris through the multiplicity space of (i, p) in (C.H)
We define the orthogonal matrix (A.T6]) between the two states by
R
ol 0wl )., (el )
dgy dryy dryg
=3 S (B (gl L e (o
j—1 I=1 I'=1
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and call it the generalized Racah-Wigner tensor. Our notation is slightly redundant because the
generalized Racah-Wigner tensor is proportional to H?Zl §%4%  which follows from (C.8). The usual
65 symbol for a symmetric group is given by

tr(Up) = Z Un (Ch ¢ q3 Rio

~ G @ q3 R

pop
/ ,> . (C.10)
wep abc,abc

The generalized Racah-Wigner tensor can be depicted as

a
% p) _ %
abe,a’b’c!

@1 @2 g3 R
Up ;o
Wop

Q¢ g5 R

*
perr

Cc

We want to compute the products of generalized Racah-Wigner tensors
- R / / / R
tr <UR UR) — Z Us a 42 g3 12 MI ;0/ Us 9 92 43 23
pep abc,a’b’c! T2 93 R12

/ / !
womy \01 @ 3 B
oA @1 @2 g3 R
tr(CQ§lﬂq(IR) = E (IR

/ / /
wop il ol ! ql q2 Q3 R23

' p’)
pep a’b'c’ ,abe

g p,> X (C.12)
P abe,a’b’ !
(@ @ a5 Res

oo . a @ q35 Raz|p” p’
R qg/ qg q;lgl R23 p/, p” a'b'c .a’b’ ! f @1 42 43 R12 K p a’’b" ¢! ,abc

which are rewriting of the product of projectors (B.55]),

T7.) — tp - R (q1,42,a3) 1p,pp Sy R——(a},ab,05) 1" 0 11’ o'
tr (U Up) = trp <q3 i )

. A ) - (C.13)
tr (Up f]R UR> = trp <fBR—>~~—>(q1,qz,q:s)7up7up si;R—>~-—>(Q’17QQ7qé),u’p’7u’p’<i;R—>~~—>(q’{,q’z’,qé’),u”p’ﬂu”p”) .
By using &, ¢, ¢” in (C3), we depict these products as
) | | tr (U U Up) = (C.14)

By grouping pairs of nodes with the same color, we obtain the projector representation (C.13).
From the identity of the projectors (A.46]), we get

3
tr (UR UR) _ (H 594 in> gé162 g&26
i=1

3 (C.15)
tr (UR []R [j'R) _ (H 5% 599 dqi> 5é1 &2 5628 586
i=1
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where we do not sum over the repeated indices (&;’s).

The product tr (U Uy) satisfies the following sum rules,

3
YD w(UgUp) = (H 5ot dql-> (a1, @25 Ri2) g(Riz, 35 R)
i=1

Ra3 £1,62
5 A (C.16)
Z Z tr (U Ug) (H 0% dy > 9(q2, g3; Ras) g(Ras, q1; R).
Ri2 €162 i=1
We can derive these sum rules by using the identities (A40), (A1) and (CI1), as
Ras p,p,p’ 0’
(C.17)
= (5q’1q1 (SqéqQ (5q§q3 dq1 dqqu3 g(R127 qs; R) Q(Cha q2; R12> .
A solution to the equations (C.I6) is
3 A A~
~ / R R R R R R
Z tr (UpU ) 2 quiqi d, 9(q1; @2; Ria) g(Ra2, g3 )Q(QQ7AQ3, 23) 9(Ra3, q1; 1) _ (C.18)
£1,€2 i=1 9(q15 G2, 435 R)
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We conjecture that both sides are equal, and continue the discussion below. Similarly, we find

3
SN w(UU0) = (H(S%’-’% 5q§’q;> S U, <Q1 % g R

! / / R
R31 &1,82,83 i=1 Lapptl ! q1 42 G5 23

her ) < (C.19)
abe,a’b’ ¢

Iu/ p/
. (fﬁ ¢ q3 Rz |y p’)
R
poop a'b’c! ,abe
fop
M// p//> X
abc,a//b//C//

@1 @2 g3 R
(q’{ a5 q5 Rsi|p” p")
Up
M p a/”bNC”7a/bC
/!

@ @ g R
s 3 . Y ¢ ¢ ¢ Ra N” p//
S S vt - ([ o) 5 (4% X
i=1 u o a’’b’c! a'bl ¢!

/ / ! /
Ri2 £1,62,83 o 91 42 (g3 Ros | i p

g (4 @ @ R o
"\d @ @ Ralw o), ..,

3
Z Z tr (URURﬁR) = (H 5‘];% 5q§q§l> Z UR (ql g2 g3 R12
=1

1" 1" "R
Rog §1,62,83 o, p!! 41 42 g3 31

A solution to these equations is

3
Z tr (UR0RUR> — (H 534} 5914} dqi> y
£1,62,€3 i=1

~ N R

9(q1, @2; Ra2) 9(Raz2, @35 R) 9(q2, 35 Raz) 9(Ros, qu; R) 9(q3, q15 Ra1) 9( Rz, @2; R) (€20

9(q1, 42, q3; R)?

In view of (C.IH), our conjecture is summarized as

Z Z §é1ée g&281 — M

§1EM12 E2€EMa3 |Mt0t|

(C.21)
Z Z Z 56152 55253 55351 _ |M12| |M23|2|M31| .
E1EM 12 E9EMog E3E M3 |Mt0t|
C.2 Case of é}g{yz
Consider another set of restrictions
St b (((Se, @ 51,) @ 51, © 51, ) ® (51, 51,))
Sp (((5L3 ® 51,) ® S1, @ SL5) ® (S1, ® Si,) (C.22)

)
Sp (((SL1 ® Sp,) ® S, ® SLG) ® (S; ® SLs))
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with L = Z?Zl L;, which correspond to the case of C'}%(YZ in Section |3.4.2l They induce the
irreducible decomposition

6
- D EB{Q G5, 453 @)9(Q, a1, 435 R)9(a2, 45 T)g(R, T; R) ® }

QRT {4}
6

= P @{ 9(¢5, 44 Q9(Q', db, db; R)g(q1, ¢t T')g(R, T'; R) ®QQ} (C.23)
QLRT {4} in1

- D @{ 9(d!, d5: QM g(Q", d}, ag: R"a(dy, ats T")g(R', T"; R ®q}

Q// R// T/I {q//}

We fix the representations (R, @), (R, Q’), (R",Q") and the multiplicity labels v, v/, " according to
the external operators. The space of multiplicities run over the spaces

é‘ E MR’QJ/, é—/ e MR’,Q',I/’u é-// e MR",Q”,VH (CQ4>

where

(Mr.gul = 9(g5.46; Q)9(q2, 0 T)g(R. T; R)
Mgl = 9(d5, 44 Q)g(dah, a6 T g (R, T'; R) (C.25)
(Mgl = gldi a3 Q")g(ds, 45 T")g (R, T"; R)
They are subsets of the total multiplicity space

\Miet| = 9(a1, @2, 63, s, G5, G6; R), (C.26)
9(Q.q1,q3;R) 9(Q’,q5,q5;R’) 9(Q" ¢y ,q¢;R")
[Miot| = Z Z Mraul=3 D, WMrawl=) Y  Mrouwl
V= R/,Q/ / 1 R// Q// / 1

Since the restricted Schur characters have two multiplicity labels (A28]), we introduce

QY

/ 1!
e €E MR Qewe, & EMp gL + € Mgy on (C.27)

where the 4 signs are correlated []

Let us define the generalized Racah-Wigner tensor by

q1 G2 R_ & _ <Q1 g2 ... Qs q/1 QQ >
W” = _ C28
: (qi 0> R, &) ab...f,a't ... f! ab...f ‘ ¥ f/ £+ ( )

which is again proportional to H6 §%% . The RHS depends in R_, R/, through the multiplicity
space § € Mp_q . & € Mp, g, v, as we discussed in (CT7). We want to compute their

" Note that (R—,R"_,R”) = (R4, R/,, R/) in the main text. We removed these constraints for convenience.
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products

R_ £_
e (W) = 3 Wy ( e ) f,) x (C.29)
£$7£/ ql qQ q6 §+ ab...f.a'b ... f!
L) R ¢
WR <Q1 q2 Ry &
ST v frab. f

~:_ @ g2 --- Gs
tr (W W W:ZW(I ,

& f;:f” Q1 q2 te Q6

! /

q1 4o

WR /! !
91 9s

B 5) « (C.30)
R/ 5/
+ + ab...f,a'b ... f’

R// é‘//
By &)

R & q 4
R// g/l WR q q
+ + (l,b/..-f/7a//b/,...f” 1 2

fab..f
They are identical to the product of projectors (3.53),
tr (W W) — trs mR—) —(q1,92;--,06) &~ E+ ;BR% —H(d1,95>-46) €8y (C 31>
R R/ T "R Lis Ix1h '

R—>~~~—>(q17(127---7116)7577§+ méé—)(qizqé) 7q6 75.},_ ;}BR% = ql 7(127 7QG) 5Z7£i>
113 ’

1311

tr (W Wy W) = trp (‘BM

These products are depicted as

tr (W, Wp) | | (C.32)
G%0
As a corollary of the identity of the projectors (A.4d]), we find that
6
tr (W, Wp) = (H §%% d ) 56t
i? (C.33)

tr (WR WR ﬁ/f%) _ <H 5% 599 d%) PSR (S S < S S
i=1

3 / " .
By summing {{+,&5, €5} over the ranges { Mg, gz wp Mry s Mrzqrun}, we discover the
overlap

Z Z 56_ &= ‘MR—vQ—,l/_ N MR’ QLW | - (CB4>

E_eMp Q_,v_ L eM ro
Qv & R QN )
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The overlap satisfies the sum rules

> > )MRf,Qf,Vf N M | = [Mictl
R77Q77V7 R;’Q/ 7Vf‘—
’MRf’Qfﬁvf M@ | = ‘MRLQ' h (C.35)
R77Q77V7
> ‘MRf,Qﬂuf NMr, gy | = [Mr g | -
R;7Q/ 7Vf'_
As a solution to the sum rules, we conjecture that
o Cow | Mr g,
Mr g v NMp g |=0""7 C.36
‘ R 7Q Vv R+1Q ’V+ ’Mtot| ( )
where 6 should be understood as the intersection inside Mot
o 1 (Mroe M0 £0) (C.37)
0 (otherwise) .

It follows that

D tr (W W) (Ha%q d, ) S (C.38)

&5 &k
Me_ g | MR, @iw, | [Mr g ‘MR;,Q' v
[ Mir|”
> tr(WpW W (Ha% 5941 i)a SIS i (C.39)
e L
IMr_g-w_ | [Mr, @iws | [Mr o 0 ‘MR;,Q' | [ Mer e ‘MRQ’r QL
M|’ '

C.3 Restricted Littlewood-Richardson coefficients

Let us compute the restricted Littlewood-Richardson coefficients in [27] in our method. We will find
the perfect agreement. However, they considered multiplicity-free cases only. Thus, this agreement
does not provide non-trivial checks of our conjectured formula.

We define the restricted Littlewood-Richardson coefficients by

F{{f}}ﬂ} I IL Z Z X (1) X (02) X (01 0 )
! z 01€S8L, 02€5L, (C40)

Li=m;+n;, R;=A{R; (ri,s), (Vie,vi})}.
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The definition used in [27] is

1 m3!n3! dR
fiye = Ls! drgc;’sg Yo D o)X (o) x (o1 00m). (C.41)

m1!n1!m2!n2!

0'1€SL1 UQESL2
The two definitions are related by

By mllnllmglng! L3' drg d83 {3}
Foye = =il DL dp, ~ AT (€42

The restricted Littlewood-Richardson coefficients F {{1}}{2} can be computed as follows. First,
consider the restriction Sy, | (Sp, ® Sr,), which gives

Ry = @ 9(Th, T; R3) (Th @ Tz) - (C.43)
11,12

The restricted character in (C.40Q) becomes

9(T1,T2;R3)

~ Rs—(T1,T: Rs—(Ty, T
XRS(O'l (@] 0'2) = Z Z Dh h/ h h/ (02) B[i?;l(lhg) 2) (BT) 372/2/2)2)”‘ X
1>

BR3_>(T3753) W3- (BT)R3_>(T3783) e : (C44>

I—(i,5)

1'—(i,)

In the quiver notation, we can depict this equation as

XRS(T3,83)7(1/37,V3+)(01 o 0-2) — (C45)

By summing over o and o5 in (CA4Q), we get §771 §7272 and another sets of branching coefficients
in place of oy, 0, in (C4H), giving us

—tr (2 D). (C.46)
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The restricted Littlewood-Richardson coefficient (C.40) becomes

1 ~
F{{f}}{Q} dR dp Z tr (9R3—>(7’3783)7(V37V3+)@RB%(Rl,R2),#—>(T17S1,T2,82),(H7(V1+”’H)’(Vk’Wi))>. (0-47)
1 2

To evaluate the projectors, we introduce the permutations on the fully-split space
Srs = Sy @ Sy @ Spy @ Shy (C.48)
and consider sub-projectors. The total multiplicity space for the restriction Sy, | Spg is
| Miot| = g(r1,72, 51, 525 R3). (C.49)
The multiplicity space for the first projector G2fs=(ra:58).(v3-vs+) ig

‘MT3,83,I/3¥| = g(r1,72;73)9(51, 52; 83),

g(rg,sg,Rg g(rs,s3;R3) (C50)
E E 7’3,83,113 ‘ = E § 7"37337V3+ ‘ = |Mt0t| .
r3,s3 v3_=1 r3,53 V3=l

The multiplicity space for the second projector GPRs= = (risirasa)(prizrs) jg

‘MRl,Rg Vlz':,ugq:‘ = g(Ry, Ry; R3)

g(r1,s1;R1) g(r2,s2;R2) g(r1,51;R1) g(r2,52;R2) (051)
§ § § |MR1,R2,I/1 RS | - § § § |MR1,R2,I/1+,I/2+ ‘ |Mt0t| .
Rl,RQ 1/1771 1/27—1 Rl,RQ V4= 1 Vo4 = 1

From the identity of the projector (A-46), we obtain
tr (P D) =3 e e g dd,, Gis (C.52)

where we grouped (v, V25 ) so that they can be compared with 5. Just like before, we conjecture

that
|Mr3,53,y3, ‘ ‘Mr3,33,u3+‘ ’M317R2,V17,V27 ’ ‘MR11R27V1+,V2+|

|Mt0t |2

_ (9(317Rz§R3)g(7’1,7”2;7’3)g(81782;83))2
9(7’1, T2, 51, S2; Rs)

Gir =
(C.53)

In summary, we get

F{{lg}?{g} = 6V3+ (14024) (S(Vl V2 ) V3 dr1dr2d81d52 (g(R17R2;R3) g(ThTQ;T?)) 9(31a32§53)>2. (C54)
dR1dR2 9(7"17 T2,51, S2; R3)

Three cases have been considered in [27]. The first case is the antisymmetric representations,
(Ryy g, 83) = ([17F7], [17], [1™]) (C.55)
and the second case is the symmetric representations,

(Ri,ri,8:) = ([my + ngl, [mi], [ni]) - (C.56)

20



In both cases, all representations are one-dimensional and multiplicity-free. Therefore Ffff{Q} =1,

which means

{3} . mglng!Ll!LQ!
Jarer = S T Tt gl Lyl (C.57)
The last case is 7, = s; = (), implying that
Rl =Ty =73, R2 = S§9 = S3, Fglg}}{2} =1 (058)
and hence LI d
[Py = 010 gt (C.59)

Ls! d.,d,

All the results agree with [27].
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