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Abstract

We explicitly rewrite the path integral for the free or critical O(N) (or U(NV)) bosonic
vector models in d space-time dimensions as a path integral over fields (including massless
high-spin fields) living on (d + 1)-dimensional anti-de Sitter space. Inspired by de Mello
Koch, Jevicki, Suzuki and Yoon and earlier work, we first rewrite the vector models in
terms of bi-local fields, then expand these fields in eigenmodes of the conformal group,
and finally map these eigenmodes to those of fields on anti-de Sitter space. Our results
provide an explicit (non-local) action for a high-spin theory on anti-de Sitter space, which
is presumably equivalent in the large N limit to Vasiliev’s classical high-spin gravity theory
(with some specific gauge-fixing to a fixed background), but which can be used also for loop
computations. Our mapping is explicit within the 1/N expansion, but in principle can be
extended also to finite N theories, where extra constraints on products of bulk fields need
to be taken into account.
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1 Introduction and Summary

The AdS/CFT correspondence [1-3] is a general relation between conformal field theories
(CFTs) in d space-time dimensions and quantum gravity theories on (d + 1)-dimensional
asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS) space-times. For d > 1 the quantum gravity theories
do not have any independent non-perturbative definition, so the correspondence should be
viewed as defining them in terms of the corresponding CFT. When the CF'T has an appro-
priate large N limit, its 1/N expansion may be identified with a perturbative expansion of
the bulk theory, such that this theory is classical in the large N limit. One can then check
the correspondence by comparing this perturbative expansion of the bulk theory (which is
well-defined, for instance, if the bulk is a superstring theory) with the 1/N expansion of the
CFT. This perturbative expansion starts with some classical solution of the bulk theory (this
can be a solution of string theory, or, in an appropriate limit, a solution of its supergravity
approximation) and quantizes the theory around it. Many checks of the correspondence have
been done within this expansion (see, for instance, [4-6]), and in special cases it has even
been proven to all orders in this expansion [7-9].

Beyond perturbation theory in 1/N, the bulk theory is implicitly defined by the CFT,

but it would be nice to understand what this definition means for the bulk fields. Is there



still for finite N any description of the theory as a sum over bulk gravity configurations, or
is the gravity description an effective description that is only valid within the context of the
1/N expansion? Do off-shell gravitational configurations have any meaning? Even in the
semi-classical limit, it is not clear if we need to sum over all possible gravitational solutions
with appropriate boundary conditions, or if there are some limitations. This question arises,
for instance, when considering a CFT on a disconnected space-time, where in some cases
gravitational solutions connecting two components of the space-time through the bulk exist,
but including them in the partition function would contradict locality in the CFT; in the
d = 1 case such configurations are included on the (well-defined) 2d gravity side, related to
the fact that the dual CFT is an ensemble of theories rather than a specific CFT [10, 11],
but the situation in higher dimensions is not clear.

In this paper we would like to suggest answers to these questions, in the context of one of
the simplest examples of the AdS/CFT correspondence, the duality between bosonic vector
models (with d > 2) and high-spin gravity theories [12]. The CFT in this case is just the
theory of N complex scalar fields ¢; (I = 1,---, N), with a projection to U(N)-invariant
states and operators (alternatively one can consider N real scalar fields ¢; and project to
O(N) invariants). In general it is subtle to impose this projection while keeping the CFT
local (though for d = 3 this can be done by coupling to a U(/N) Chern-Simons theory at
infinite level [13-15]), but in this paper we focus just on correlation functions in flat space,
where this subtlety does not arise. We will map the U(N)-singlet sector of these CFTs to
bulk fields (with all integer spins) living on a fixed AdS space, obtaining a description of
the theory as a path integral over these bulk fields. Within the 1/N expansion we will write
down an explicit (albeit non-local) action for the bulk theory, and we will argue that it
allows for perturbative computations, with all loop divergences canceling when appropriate
counter-terms (which we write down explicitly) are introduced. For finite N we will argue
that the theory can still be written as a path integral over the same bulk fields, but that
these fields obey complicated non-local constraints involving products of (N + 1) bulk fields,
such that most configurations of the bulk fields are not included in the path integral (indeed,
even anti-de Sitter space itself turns out not to be one of the allowed bulk configurations
for finite V). Interestingly, we do not see any sign of a sum over different topologies in the
bulk, but only of continuous field configurations (including fluctuations of the metric) on a
fixed anti-de Sitter space.

We focus on studying this case of free CFTs (and their deformations) since it is the

simplest case on the field theory side, where we can easily perform explicit computations.



In this case the dual gravitational theories are only understood classically, where they are
believed to be described by the equations of motion of Vasiliev’s high-spin gravity [16-18].
No action is known for these theories,! which would allow one to compare the partition
functions of different solutions, or to compute loop corrections by summing over off-shell
modes. Thus, an additional motivation to study this case is that our formalism provides a
bulk action for these gravitational theories that allows these computations to be performed,
and thus constructs a quantum completion for high-spin gravity theories. Vasiliev’s equations
have a huge gauge symmetry, while our bulk fields live on a fixed anti-de Sitter space and
have no gauge redundancy. We show that the physical degrees of freedom following from our
action match those of Vasiliev’s high-spin gravity. We believe, though we have not shown
this, that there is a specific gauge-fixing of Vasiliev’s equations which will reduce them to
the classical equations of motion that follow from our bulk action. Note that the huge gauge
symmetry of Vasiliev’s equations allows them to be written in a formalism which has a fixed
background metric [25], as we have.

The formalism we use to construct the bulk theory is based on the idea of bi-local
holography [26-30], and in particular inspired by the recent paper [31]. We begin in section
2 by changing variables in our CFT path integral from the fundamental fields ¢;(x) to the
bi-local U(N)-invariant fields

N
1
G(x1,x9) = NZ (x1)pr(xg). (1.1)
I=1

Correlation functions of these fields capture all the U (/N )-invariant information of the theory,
so that we do not lose any information (or any U(N)-invariant deformations) by changing
to these variables. Performing this change of variables requires introducing a cutoff in the
field theory, which can be thought of as having a finite number V' of space-time points. In
the large N limit N > V we can perform the change of variables explicitly, and most of
our paper will focus on this limit and on the resulting 1/N expansion. For finite N in the
continuum limit, the change of variables can still be performed but the bi-local variables
obey complicated constraints, that will map in our formalism to complicated constraints on
the bulk fields.

In order to map the bi-local fields to the bulk, we first expand them in a basis of eigen-

modes of the conformal group SO(d + 1,1) (we work in Euclidean space throughout this

1See [19-22] for attempts to compute some terms in the action. It is not clear if Vasiliev’s equations
of motion are really well-defined, since infinities show up when performing various (classical) computations
[23,24]; we will not discuss these issues here. We thank Evgeny Skvortsov for discussions on these issues.



paper for simplicity), given by three-point functions (Oa, (1) O, (22) Oa.; (y)) (where the
first two operators are scalar operators with the free field dimension Ay = (d — 2)/2, and
the last one has dimension A and spin J) [32,33]. This is the topic of section 3, where we
rewrite our CFT action in variables Ca s(y) which are the coefficients of these eigen-modes.
In section 4 we show (see also [31]) that modes with precisely the same quantum numbers
arise when considering symmetric traceless transverse fields ®;(X) of spin J in AdSgy1,
with all non-negative-integer spins J. In this case the eigen-modes are bulk-to-boundary
propagators Ga_s(X,y) [34], connecting a point X in the bulk of AdS space with a point y
on its boundary. It is then natural to identify the coefficients Ca ;j(y) of the eigen-modes
in the CFT with the coefficients Cguf}“(y) of the bulk fields, up to a possible constant fa ;
(which can depend on the mode). This gives us an explicit linear mapping between the
fluctuation n(xy, xy) around the bi-local field (1.1) and the bulk fields @ ;:2

dA fa, A
Q;(X) = /w Tmﬁ/ddyGA,J(X, Y) /ddﬂfldd@ﬁ(l’l, $2)<OAO (1) OAO (r2) OA’J (¥)),

(1.2)

where A = d — A, the normalization constant N, A,y will be defined in (3.3), we suppressed
the spin indices for simplicity, and in most cases the contour 7; goes over the principal series
A= g +is (the precise contour vy will be described in the main text)®. We can similarly
write an inverse map from ®;(X) to n(zy, xa).

We can then use this map to write down the bulk action for the higher spin fields, which
turns out to be explicitly non-local. In section 5 we show that for a specific choice of the
constant in the mapping we can obtain a local quadratic term in the bulk action, albeit one

that is quartic in derivatives, of the schematic form
S0 = Y [ dX@00 (Vi = M) (Vi = M) 0000, (1)
J=0

where ]\/[27 ; = A(A —d) — J. Quantizing this action leads to two particles of each spin
J in the bulk. One of these has a positive propagator and matches with the expected
physical particles in the bulk theory (including massless high-spin particles, that are dual

2 A similar linear mapping was suggested in [31], based on earlier works on the bi-local formalism. However,
the mapping was only presented explicitly there for the case of d = 2, for which our analysis does not hold
because the free scalar ¢y is not a primary field in this case. Many of our results are closely related to those
of [31], so one can view our formalism as an explicit realization of their framework for d > 2.

3Note that this mapping is off-shell and exact, and that it involves bi-local CFT operators; this is very
different from the HKLIL-type mapping [35] which writes (on-shell) bulk fields in terms of local CFT operators.



to the conserved currents with J = 1,2,3,--- of the free CFT). The other has a negative
propagator, and we interpret it as an unphysical ‘ghost’” mode (in some cases we can show
that the quantum numbers of these ‘ghosts’ match with the ones arising from a specific
gauge-fixing of Vasiliev’s equations of motion).

In section 6 we discuss the Feynman rules for performing computations with our bulk
action, and argue that all loop divergences cancel so that we can perform computations to
all orders in 1/N. In principle this is automatic in our formalism since we directly map the
field theory to the bulk, so we are guaranteed to get finite results to all orders in 1/N which
agree with the CF'T, but one has to be careful about several regularizations that are needed
in order to get sensible results.

In the final two sections we apply our formalism to two interesting deformations of the
CFT. In section 7 we discuss a mass deformation where we give a mass to the fields ¢y,
such that the field theory is still free but is no longer conformal. We show that in our
formalism there is a corresponding classical solution of the bulk equations of motion, with
the appropriate boundary condition. This solution still lives on anti-de Sitter space, but there
is a scalar field turned on which breaks the isometries of AdS. In section 8 we discuss the
deformation of the free theory to the critical U(N) theory, which is a non-trivial interacting
CFT. As expected [36,37], the critical theory is described by the same bulk action but with
a different boundary condition for the bulk scalar field, which leads to non-trivial (but finite)
loop corrections.

Several appendices contain some technical results.

1.1 Future directions

There are many remaining open questions and future directions, and we list some of them
here.

A very intriguing question is whether our main result, that we can rewrite our CFT as
a bulk path integral over fields living on a fixed anti-de Sitter background, generalizes to
more complicated theories. We derived this result for vector models on R?, and it seems
likely that even for these theories on more complicated backgrounds, such as backgrounds
including circles, this will need to be modified (for instance, the vector models on a circle
exhibit phase transitions in the large N limit [38], which are expected to map to transitions
between different topologies in the bulk). Putting the vector models on more complicated
backgrounds requires adding U (V) (or O(N)) gauge fields (in particular holonomies around

circles), and it would be interesting to understand if this can be done in our framework.



Generalizing our framework to matrix models (such as one would get, in particular, in the
presence of dynamical U(N) gauge fields) seems very complicated, due to the large number
of independent U(N) invariants that exist in this case (beyond the bi-local fields (1.1)).
However, perhaps some general lessons may still apply also in that case.

Some more specific questions are :

e [t would be nice to prove that in the classical limit our bulk theories are identical to
Vasiliev’s high-spin gravity theories in some gauge; we expect this to be the case since

these theories are claimed to be unique.

e [t would be interesting to understand the relation between our approach and earlier
approaches to derive the AdS/CFT correspondence in this case of free vector models,
such as approaches based on identifying the radial direction with a renormalization

group scale [39-42].

e The action we obtain on anti-de Sitter space is manifestly non-local. On general
grounds we do not expect the gravitational dual to free field theories to be local at
distances shorter than the anti-de Sitter radius, but we do expect it to be local at much
longer distance scales. It would be nice to confirm that the actions that we obtain have

this property.

e In our approach we do not directly use the high-spin symmetry of the free field theories,
partly because we are interested in applications like the finite N critical models where
it is broken. The presence of massless high-spin fields in the bulk implies that our
bulk theory is a gauge-fixed version of a theory in which this high-spin symmetry is
gauged. It would be interesting to understand the implementation of this symmetry

in our formalism and whether it can be made more explicit.

e [t would be interesting to understand better the constraints on our bulk fields at finite
N, and whether there is a nice way to write these constraints in the bulk language.
More speculatively, non-local relations between quantum gravity fields (which we find)

may be related to the black hole information paradox.

e In this paper we analyzed only two solutions of the classical bulk theory (dual to the
large N CFT), corresponding to the undeformed CFT and to its mass deformation. It

would be interesting to study other solutions.



e [t is natural to generalize our analysis to have N fermions instead of N scalars, and
work on this is in progress [43]. One advantage of using fermions is that (unlike free
scalars) they are primary fields also for d = 2, so one can include this case in the
analysis. Another generalization, to the U(N) singlet sector of F' flavors of scalars
(each with N components), is straightforward, and just requires replacing our bulk
fields by F' x F matrices (with the bulk action involving a single trace over products
of these fields). It is also interesting to generalize our results to theories having both

fermions and scalars, and, in particular, to supersymmetric vector models.

e In this paper we focus on d > 2, but our methods can be used (with some modifications)
also for the d = 1 case of conformal quantum mechanics. In this case it would be
interesting to relate our results to many results on the SYK model (see [44] for a
review), which can also be written in bi-local variables that are mapped to the bulk [45],

and to various recent results on gravitational theories on AdSs.

e [t would be interesting to analyze vector models on other space-times. In particular, the
theory on S is related by a conformal transformation to the theory on R?, so it should
be easy to generalize our analysis to this case, and to perform a bulk computation of
the S? partition function of these theories. Attempts to do this in high-spin gravity
at one-loop order appeared in [46-48]; our framework will allow us to compute also
the leading order partition function (without which the one-loop result is not really
meaningful), and it will lead to a different one-loop result than the one in [46-48]

(because we have different quadratic terms in the bulk).

e It would be interesting to generalize our analysis to SU(N) (or SO(N)) gauge theories,
instead of U(N) (O(N)). The big difference in this case is the appearance of extra
baryon-like operators, where N fields are contracted with an epsilon symbol, and it
would be interesting to understand how to take these operators into account in our

framework.

e In the d = 3 case, a natural generalization of our models is by coupling them to a
U(N)i Chern-Simons theory, as this does not add any new dynamical fields. The
resulting theories still have a high-spin symmetry in the large N limit (with fixed
‘t Hooft coupling N/k), though the symmetry is broken at finite N, and in the large
N limit the dual gravitational theory is believed to be a continuous deformation of the
Vasiliev high-spin gravity theories by turning on a single extra coupling there, related

to the ‘t Hooft coupling [14,15]. In our framework the modification seems to be much



more drastic, since the bi-locals (1.1) are no longer gauge-invariant (they can be made
gauge-invariant by inserting a Wilson line connecting x; and xs), but the results on
the classical gravity dual at infinite N suggest that at least within the 1/N expansion

there should be a simple way to implement this generalization.

e [t would be interesting to generalize our analysis to Lorentzian space, and to understand

4 In particular

how the Wick rotation affects our mappings and the bulk physics.
it would be nice to understand the Hilbert space in the bulk, and the role of the
“ghost”-like fields. It would also be interesting to look for Lorentzian classical solutions
corresponding to finite energy density states of the CF'T, which we expect to map to
black holes on the gravity side, though the free theory does not thermalize so the

dynamics of these black holes is quite different from standard ones.

e Some other Euclidean vector models are believed to be dual to gravitational theories
on de Sitter space [49], and it would also be interesting to generalize our analysis to

these theories, and see if they shed any light on these mysterious gravitational theories.

2 From the scalar theory to the bi-local theory

In this section we map the theory of N free massless real scalar fields in d flat infinite
Euclidean space-time dimensions to bi-local O(N)-invariant variables [26,50], and the theory
of N complex fields to U(N)-invariant variables, in preparation for later mapping these
variables to a theory living on anti-de Sitter space. This section does not contain any new
results, so it can be skipped by readers familiar with this mapping.

For N complex scalar fields ¢;(z) (I =1,---, N), all U(N)-invariants may be written in
terms of the bi-local field®

G(z1,22) = %qu’}(m)qbz(xz). (2.1)

N
I=1

In particular, the local U(N)-invariant operators are all descendants of spin J operators

4Note that in this paper we use covariant bi-local fields (1.1); there is also a Hamiltonian approach using
as the basic variable the equal-time bi-local field Z;VZI o5 (21,t)pr(23,t) [27,28]. The two approaches should
be equivalent, and it would be interesting to understand the relation between our results and previous results
in the equal-time bi-local approach.

®Note that this is not true if we require only SU(N) invariance, since then we would have also “baryonic”
operators made using an epsilon symbol, such as /12" INg; (x7,)--- 1\ (21, ), which we would need to
consider as well.



(J =0,1,2,---) of the schematic form O;(z) ~ >, ¢3(x)0”¢r(x), which can arise by Taylor
expansion of the bi-local fields (2.1) near x5 = x;. Similarly, we can take N real fields
r(z) and write all O(N) invariants (but not all SO(N) invariants) in terms of bi-locals
G(x1,22) = % >  ¢1(x1)er(22), whose Taylor expansion includes local operators of all even
spins (J =0,2,4,---).

The U(N)-invariant correlation functions close on themselves, but projecting just to
U(N) invariants does not give a local theory (e.g. the theory on a torus would not be
modular invariant). We can obtain a local theory of U(N) invariants by gauging U(N),
but in general this would force us to introduce gauge fields and modify the theory. There
is one case where this projection can be done locally without adding more fields, which is
the d = 3 case. In this case we can couple the theory to a U(N) Chern-Simons theory at
level k and take k — oo, and this leads to a complete decoupling of the gauge fields [13]. In
this paper we will not worry about obtaining a local theory, we will concern ourselves only
with correlation functions on R? and work in any dimension. A similar procedure should
be possible on S¢ (which is related by a conformal transformation to our analysis), but
not on manifolds containing circles, where making the theory local by gauging U(N) would
necessarily add non-trivial holonomies.

We can write the generating function for all U(N)-invariant correlation functions as

Ztree|J] = /HD(bI(:c) exp (—Z/dd:clﬁ(b](x)ﬁ _N/ddxldd:cQJ(:cl,xg)G(:tl,xg)) ,
(2.2)

or equivalently

Ziald) = [ T[Dor()exp (~51G..7) (2.3
where
S|G,J] =N (/ d%2,Vy - ﬁgG(xl,xg) [— +/ddxlddeJ(xl,xg)G(xl,x2)> ) (2.4)

The expressions for the O(N) case are similar, with a 5 in front of the first term in the
action.
Our goal, following [26,50], is to rewrite (2.3) as a path integral over the bi-local field

G(z1,x2). The problem is that not all components of this field are independent of each

10



other (though they become independent as N — oo0). In particular, if we consider the
G(z;,z;) for some set of K points x;, and view them as a K x K matrix with indices
1 and 7, then the rank of this matrix is bounded from above by N, leading to various
relations between its elements (the simplest relations arise for N = 1, when we have for
instance G(z1, x2)G(z3, 24) = G(x1,24)G (22, x3); in general we have constraints on products
of (N + 1) G’s or more). In the continuum limit at infinite volume, these constraints are
very complicated. In order to simplify the analysis, we put in both an IR and a UV cutoff by
assuming that our field theory lives on a lattice with V' points, and perform the analysis with
finite V', and take it to infinity only at the end. With this cutoff, G(z1, x2) can be considered
as a Hermitean V' x V matrix (or as a real symmetric matrix for the O(N) case), and its
definition implies that the rank of this matrix, and of any sub-block of it, is not larger than
N. In addition, the definition of G' implies that it is a non-negative matrix. This matrix
notation will be useful also for traces over matrices (defined by Tr(G) = [ d?2G(z, x)) and for
matrix multiplication ((GH)(z1,22) = [ d®z3G (1, x3)H(x3,72)). Note that the translation
from the matrix to continuum integrals involves some power of the UV cutoff (the lattice
spacing), which we keep implicit in our notation.

When N < V., which is relevant for finite N theories in the continuum limit, the con-
straints on the possible G’s are quite complicated, and it is not known how to solve them
explicitly. There is some path integral over the sub-space of G’s solving the rank and non-
negativity constraints which is equivalent to (2.3), but its form is not known explicitly.
However, when N > V| which is relevant in particular for the 1/N expansion, there are no
rank constraints, and the only constraint is that G must be non-negative. In this case we

will work out the precise mapping to the bi-local variables below.

2.1 The bi-local action

In order to compute the Jacobian for the change of variables from ¢;(z) to G(z1,xs) for

N >V, for a general S|G| of the form (2.3), we begin by adding a path integral over G by:
2= [ Dorta)exp (=56 (61)

(2.5)
_ /DG(xl,xQ)Dqﬁ](x) exp (—S1G)) I 8 (Gm,@) -5 Zgﬁ;(xl)qsl(@)) .

1,22

11



Next, we write the delta function as an integral over an auxiliary field X (z1, z5) (using the

matrix notation described above, and considering ¢;(x) as a vector in this notation):

Z = /DG(xl,xg)exp(—S[G]) /DE(xl,xQ)DgzﬁI(x) exp (Tr (iEG — %Z@Eqﬁ)) :

(2.6)

We can now integrate over the ¢;(z) (Gaussian integrals), obtaining (up to an N-dependent

constant):
7 = /DG(.CEl, x9) exp (—S[G]) /DZ(xl,arg) |det(2)| N exp (iTr (- G)). (2.7)

The integral over ¥ can be performed by the change of variables ¥ = ¥ - G, with a Jacobian
DY = |det(G)|”" DX; the path integral over ¥ is then a constant and we find (up to an

overall constant depending on N and V')

7= / DG(x1, 22) exp (—S[G]) [det(G)| N
(2.8)
_ / DG(21, 25) exp(—S[G] + (N — V) Tr(log(G))).

This correctly incorporates the Jacobian for the change of variables from ® to G. In ad-
dition, we need to require that the path integral is only over non-negative matrices G (we
implicitly assumed this in the last line of (2.8), when we dropped the absolute value from
the determinant).

If we were doing the O(N) case, the matrix G would be real and symmetric instead of
Hermitean, and the coefficient in the exponent would be (N —V —1)/2 instead of (N — V).
(Of course in the large V' limit we can ignore the shift of V' by one.)

We see that for N > V the only modification of the action when we change to the bi-local
variables is a single extra term Tr(log(G)), with a coefficient that depends on N and on our
cutoff V' (which can be thought of as V' = Tr(1)). However, because of the logarithm of the
matrix G, this term is highly non-local.

In general, the second term in (2.8) means that the bi-local theory is interacting and
strongly coupled. However, if S[G] is proportional to N (as in our free scalar theory (2.3)),
we have in (2.8) an action proportional to N with a cutoff-dependent counter-term, so
we can perform a perturbative expansion in 1/N. We will see below how these perturbative

computations give us the expected results, and in the continuum large-volume limit of infinite

12



V', are independent of V' and depend only on N. We expect similar results to hold also in
other regularization methods for the theory, with the value of V' depending on the details
of the UV and IR regulators. Our computations will be done taking N to infinity first and
only then taking V' to infinity.

Formally the derivation of the Jacobian above applies also for N < V| but in this case
it gives nonsensical results (the integral over G in (2.8) generally diverges), so in this case
we have to find a different way to impose the rank constraints on G. We expect that the
transition between the regime of N > V' (where we can use (2.8) and perform our large N

expansion) and the regime of N < V' should be smooth. °

2.2 Perturbative expansion in 1/N — the Feynman rules

In this section we perform the pertburbative expansion of (2.8) in the U (V) case (the analyis

for O(N) is very similar). The field G(z1,z2) has a non-zero expectation value in the free

scalar theory, and it is natural to expand around it. In d dimensions the scaling dimension
d—2

of a free scalar field is Ay = %=, and it is clear from the free scalar action that (in the

continuum limit)

(G(21,22)) = Go(x1,22) = |z — :L’QFQAO (2.9)

(this is true except for d = 2, where it should be replaced by a logarithm; we will not consider
the d = 2 case here). As discussed above, in general it is not clear how to compute with
(2.8), but in the large N limit (viewing the term proportional to V' as a one-loop counter-
term independent of N) the same expectation value (2.9) arises from the classical equation
of motion for G in (2.8). Note that the Laplacian action on (2.9) gives a delta function,
which is the identity matrix in our notation, so the inverse of the matrix Gq is the Laplacian
operator. In particular, the matrix Gy has maximal rank (for finite N and V') even though
as discussed above for N < V the allowed matrices G all have rank < N; but there is no
problem in averaging matrices of rank < /N to get a matrix of maximal rank.

We can now expand around Gy:

1
G(x1,22) = Go(x1, x2) + —=n(x1, T2), (2.10)

VN

6Note that the projection to U(N) or O(N) invariants is expected to give a unitary theory for integer
N, but for non-integer N it does not [51,52], and one can construct (using a number of fields of order N)
O(N)-invariant operators that have negative two-point functions; but this may not visible in our action (2.8)
which is valid for large N.
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where we chose a convenient normalization for the large N expansion that we will perform
below. Note that this expansion is not really sensible at finite N, since as discussed above G
is not an allowed configuration there, so n = 0 is not allowed; but it is fine in perturbation
theory in 1/N. Note also that the constraint on 7 coming from non-negativity of G is
complicated, but in the large N limit this constraint disappears, since all eigenvalues of G
are non-negative (and independent of N).

The free bi-local action (2.8) in terms of 7 reads (up to integration by parts and additive

constants)

S = VNTr (Gg'n) — (N = V) log <1 + \/—%Goln> : (2.11)

Expanding in powers of 1, we find that the linear term of order v/N vanishes as it should,

and we can write the action as a sum of a bare action and counter-terms:

1 IR N o § N
Sl = 3T (G5M)Y) + S TN (@), 1)
n=3
—Suln) = LA (Go'n) + (D" VN"2Tr ((Gg'n)") . (2.13)
\/N n=2 n
So the Feynman rules for a perturbative expansion in 1/N are :
1. The contraction/propagator is
[ 1
n(x1, v2)n(w3, 14) = Go(w1, 24)Go(T2, T3), (2.14)
2. The n-vertex (n > 3) is
D p-sm((G5tn)") (2.15)
n
3. The counter-term n-vertex (n > 1) is
(_1)“ _n —1.\n
VN~2Tr ((Gy'n)"), (2.16)

n

4. The symmetry factor should be taken with regard to the ordering in the loop up to

cyclic transformations.
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2.3 Explicit 1-loop Calculations

The free scalar theory has the special property that all connected correlation functions of
(\/N n)’s are proportional to N (they are given by contractions of the free scalar fields around
a single loop). From the point of view of our perturbative expansion in 1/N, this means
that the connected correlators of n’s should all be given by their classical answers, and all
loop corrections should vanish. In this section we show explicitly how this happens in a few

examples.

2.3.1 The one-point function of n

There is no contribution to the one-point function of 7 at tree level. At 1-loop order, we

have a tadpole diagram from the cubic interaction, and also the linear counter-term:

R i@ P TIR

= <771,23\}NTY ((GEIW)3>> + <77172\_/—%Tr (GEIW)>

3V |4
——=(Go)12 =0,

= W(GO)IQ - \/N

where we got one factor of V' from Tr(1) =V in the loop.

(2.17)

2.3.2 The two-point function of 7,

At tree-level, the two-point function of n (2.14) is the same as the connected four-point
function of the scalar fields, which gives the full correct answer in the free scalar theory.

Next we calculate the connected 1-loop contributions to (1712734). The first contribution is

from the _O_ diagram, which in terms of index contractions (using a hopefully obvious

double-line notation) has two diagrams’ that give

<7712n3432LN : %Tr ((Galn)3>2>wm — j@j + %Q} s,

= N [V - (G0)14(Go)2s + (Go)12(Go)34] -

"For the O(N) theory we would have the same diagrams without arrows and with a symmetrization over



_O

Second is the 4-vertex diagram , which in terms of index contractions also includes

two diagrams:

<77127734%Tr <(G5177)4> >mn = ﬂ N @ (2.19)

1
= =57 [2V(Go0)14(Go)as + (Go)r2(Go)sa]

Note that the first diagram has a symmetry factor of 2. Finally the counter-term diagram
is

<n127734%Tr ((Ggln)2>>cmm = %(GO)M(GO)QS. (2.20)

Adding everything together we get

(1, 22)10(23, 24)) 1 100p = 0 (2.21)

as expected.

2.3.3 (Generalities

The possible terms that can appear in connected diagrams at any loop order are just free
contractions of the external points (e.g. (Go)i;(Go)jk - - - (Go)ii), with some power of V' (com-
ing from the counter-terms and from the extra loop lines). The vanishing of loop corrections
amounts to the combinatorical calculation of the coefficients of the possible external con-
tractions (including the loop power V).

We were not able to prove explicitly the cancellation to all orders in perturbation theory,
though it implicitly follows from our derivation of the action. For instance, it seems that
there is no simple way to regard a contraction of two vertices inside some generic diagram

as one bigger vertex (which would have been useful for this). As an example, one of the

O 0L,

contractions of can be connected into a 4-vertex of < < . But there are
two ways to do this, that together correspond to the symmetry factor of the second diagram.

So it is difficult to relate the computations in a simple way. Still it is true that both have

each pair of lines.
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the same (Gp-dependence and opposite signs.

3 From the bi-local theory to the conformal basis

In the previous section we rewrote the free theory partition function as a path integral
over bi-local fields n(x, z2) with interacting action (2.11). In order to map this to AdS,
it will be convenient to expand this bi-local field in a basis that diagonalizes the Cartan
subalgebra of the conformal algebra, involving functions transforming as conformal primaries
of dimension A and spin J. This “conformal basis”, whose elements are 3-point functions,
was introduced in [32,33] (see [53] for a recent discussion). In this and subsequent sections
we will work in the embedding space formalism, which we review in Appendix A. We denote
the coeflicients obtained by expanding 7(z1, z2) in the conformal basis as Ca j(P, Z), where
P is an embedding space position coordinate (equivalent to a d-dimensional position z in the
CFT), and Z is a null vector that keeps track of the spin indices. We can then rewrite the
functional integral Dn(P;, P2) as a functional integral over these coefficients, DCa (P, Z).
To show this, we first introduce the basis and its precise completeness relation. Next, we
write the quadratic action in terms of the Ca ;(P, Z) (we will discuss the higher order terms
later). In an appendix we repeat the tree-level calculation of the 2-point function of 7 by
calculating the Gaussian integral for the Ca ;(P, Z)’s explicitly, which confirms the validity
of the change of variables. While we are interested in the free scalar theory, it will be useful
at this stage to perform most of the analysis for a generalized free field theory (GFFT),
where the generalized free field ¢; has conformal dimension Ay. The free theory results can

then be recovered by setting Ag = %.

3.1 The conformal 3-point basis

In order to make the conformal symmetry explicit at the level of the path integral, we would
like to use a basis that diagonalizes the Cartan subalgebra of the conformal algebra. In
a GFFT, n(z1,z,) is in the tensor product of two representations with a scalar primary
of dimension Ag. Because we want to decompose it into irreducible representations of the
conformal group, the basis is by definition the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of the conformal
group. By known harmonic analysis [32], the coefficients are exactly three-point functions

with OPE coefficient set to one. For a representation with a primary of spin J (a symmetric
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traceless tensor) and dimension A, these take the form

(Z-P) (2P, Py) = (Z-P) (2P P))”
(—2P1P2)2A7( 2P, - Pg) ;< 2P; - Pl)

<0A0 (Pl) @Ao (P2) OA,J (P37 Z)> =

(3.1)

where Op, and @Ao denote scalar operators with scaling dimension Aj. The functions (3.1),
with an appropriate range of values of A, form a basis in which functions of P, and P, may

be expanded. This basis satisfies the completeness relation

5(Py, Py)S(P, Py) = / /
L, 2mi ) Y 4-1), NAJ (3.2)

x (Oa, (Pl) Ono (P2) Opy (P, D2))(O4, (Ps) Oz, (P1) Of , (P, 7)),

where we defined the general notation A = d — A, the contour s goes over the principal

series A = £ 4 s for real s (with a small modification for J = 0 that we will derive shortly),

T5T(J +1) I'(A-19) F@_ )
27717 (g +J)F(A—1)(A+J—1)F<A—1) (A+J—1).

and we define the normalization

[JIsH

Nag =

(3.3)

For the O(N) theory, where we multiply a real primary of dimension A, by itself, we only
have even values of J; in this case we sum only over even J on the right-hand side of
the completeness relation (3.2), and then the left-hand side becomes 3[6(Py, P3)d( P, Py) +
d(P1, Py)o(Py, Ps)], related to the different form of the 2-point functions of 1 in this theory.

The conformal basis (3.1) also satisfies (for A, A’ in the principal series) the orthogonality

relation

AL (P/7 Z/)>

dP,dP. A .
/ sin o (Oa (P) Oy (P) Ony (P, 2))(O5, (P1) O, (P2) O
TINA,

5 (A _ A')
=850 |0 (A=ANS(P,P)Z-Z') + a0 (Oa.1(P, Z)On (P, Z"))
Ap,Ao

?

(3.4)
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where the shadow coeflicient is defined as

o _ AT (A )T (A4 -1) 12 (44)
Bobo r(A—1>P(A+J)r2<%) '

(3.5)

The reason for the second term in (3.4) is because the basis elements for A and for A are

not independent of each other, but are related by the shadow transforms®:

(Osq (P1) Ony (P2) On 5 (P, 2))

! ar / A It
- /J'( ) <0A,J(P’Z)0A,J(P7DZ’)><OA0 (PI)OAO (P2>OA7J(P,Z)>.

S(Ao Ag

(3.6)

We can now decompose 1( Py, P,) into this basis using the completeness relation (3.2), as

WPy ) = Z [ et ] iy a0 (P02 030 (P) 00y (R 05y (B2 37

which holds for the O(N) theory by simply restricting the sum to even J, and where the
coefficients Ca ; (P, Z) in both theories are given by

1 1
Carg(P.Z) ==

[ Pdran (PP (©s, (P) Os, (P O3, (P2)). (38)
A,J ’

Since n(Py, P») is Hermitian for the U(N) theory, on the principal series we have
CA,(P.Z) = (-1)C ,(P.Z), (3.9)

which also holds for the O(N) case with only even J, since in that case n(Py, P,) is real.
Note that due to the shadow relation (3.6), only half of the coefficients Ca ;(P, Z) along the
contour v, are independent. We choose those with Im(A) > 0 to be the actual dynamical
variables. To extend the integration in (3.7) to the full principal series, we would then like
(3.8) to hold also for Im(A) < 0. Using (3.6) we should define the coefficients in this range
by:

1 dP’
Cs(P2) = i [ Sy (©as (P2)Os, (P DA NCas (P2) . (310

Ag,Ag
8 Algebraically this means there exists an intertwining operator between the A representation and the A
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and they will need to satisfy the reality condition (3.9). This extension of the basis will be
useful (but not necessary) later.
Note that our mapping (3.7) to the conformal basis implicitly assumed that the bi-local

field obeys the following constraints:
1. limp, ,p, n( Py, P2) should be finite.
2. At large | P, + P| (and fixed difference) n(P;, P,) should decay.
3. At large |Pi| (or |P,]) and fixed Py (P;)

1
n(Py, Py) ~ | Py|722° . Power series in il (3.11)
1

4. n(Py, P;) must be smooth.

The first and third constraints follow in a GFFT from the definition of 7, the second is a
sufficient condition for the completeness relation to hold [32] ® (but we will discuss later
the extension of our formalism also to functions that do not obey it), and the fourth is a
necessary condition for the completeness relation.

An important subtlety of this construction is that the completeness relation (3.2) was
shown in the literature to hold on the principal series Ay = g + is, with the contour of
integration v including only the principal series, while we would like to use it for real values
of Ag, by analytically continuing it to these values. In order to do this we need to carefully
check for which values of A A the integral in (3.8) still converges. The conditions for

convergence are:

1. Around P, ~ P, we have (assuming a finite limit n(Py, P;)) a power of |P; — P»| equal
to d + Re(A) — 2Re(Ay) = 2Re(A¢) — Re(A). For A = ¢ + s, the condition for

convergence is thus Ay > %.

2. In the limit of large P, (or large P,) we have (using (3.11)) a power of |P;| equal to
d — 2Re(Ag) — 2Re(Aq) = —d, which is convergent for any A,.

Various subtleties occur for odd d and for Ay < %, which we now discuss.

representation [32].
In fact, the completeness relation applies to a slightly more general class of bi-local functions f(x1,2),
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Subtlety for odd d: Plugging (3.8) into (3.7), we can close the contour of integration
over A on the real-positive half-plane, and write the integral as a sum over poles. For the
completeness relation to make sense, we expect the ﬁ factor not to contribute any residue.
But as we can see in (3.3), Nay = 0for A =d—1,d,d+1,--- at odd dimension d (because of
the I' (A — 1) term, except at A = d+ J — 1; for even values of d these zeros are canceled by

the I' (A — g) term in the numerator). So naively we expect to need to deform the contour
so that these poles won’t contribute. 1 But in fact, the analytical continuation of the dP
integral has its own zeros. Below we discuss this integral and its poles (see (B.2)). For d > 1
it can be shown to be proportional to I' (A - 1), thus removing the poles from ﬁ,fll To
conclude, we need to deform the contour v; to exclude the discrete poles at integer values

of A only for d = 1. In this paper we only discuss d > 2 so we can ignore this subtlety.

Subtlety for A, < %: As we just found out, the expression for Ca ; (3.8) is convergent

around the principal series only for Ay > %. This is an actual problem for us, as for the
free scalar theory Ay = % < f—f for d < 4. To solve this problem we define a new function

n(x1, z2) that is the double shadow-transform [53] of 7: it is implicitly defined by

The idea is that 7 (P, P») transforms under the tensor product of two Ao representations,
and also has the same boundary conditions as n(Py, P2) described in (3.11), except replacing
Ao < Ay. Since for any Ay < %, its shadow has Ao > ff, we have no problem decomposing
(P, P,) as

WP =3 [ 55 [ iy O (PP (05, () Os, () O, (P2

211
(3.14)
which need only satisfy the conformally invariant condition [32]:
00 > /ddwlddfﬂzddﬂfﬁddﬂcé (w1, 22) f (2, 25)(O4, (21) O3, (#1))(O5, (22) Oz, (23)) - (3.12)

This condition is automatically satisfied if f(z1,z2) decays at infinity.

0These poles (also called the discrete basis) are related to a discrete basis contributing to the Plancherel
measure of the group at odd dimensions. [32]

' This corresponds to the fact that while the discrete representations of the conformal group exist for any
odd d, they don’t contribute to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of two scalars for d > 1. [32]
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where the coefficients C'a s are now defined by

~ 1 1
CAJ(P,Z) == ENAJ

/ dP1dPy i (Py, Py) (Oa, (P1) O, (Py) O , (P, 2)). (3.15)

This integral is now convergent both for principal series Ay and for our Ay < il. We can

then substitute (3.14) inside our definition for 7 (3.13), and obtain
NP P) = / AP'AP (O, (P1) O, (P))(Os, (P2) O, (P'))ii (P, P")

—Z / o / T _1) Ca.y (P,Dy) / dP'dP"(O,, (P1) Oy, (P))

A

X (O, (PQ)OA (P)Ox, (P') O, (P") Op ; (P, Z))

> 167rdF2(2 Ag) ~ .
- Z/S 2T / J; J F2(AO>)\A7J Ca, (P, Dz) (Oa, (F1) O, (P2) OA,J (P, 2)),

(3.16)

where in the last equality we twice used the shadow transform

[ dP(05, ()05, (P)(Os, (P) O, (P2) O (P2 2)

(3.17)
= 93 2,)(O&, (P1) On, (Py) Op, 5 (Ps, Z))
with shadow coefficient
SAI B W%P (AI _ %l) r <A1+A2 A3+J> I <51+A32—A2+J) (3 18)
Az, (A3, J) — T (Al) T (A1+A2 A3+J) r (A1+A32—A2+J) ’ .
and we defined for future convenience
(s p (B, 501 (8 - A52)
Mag = B — 16 AQ - AQJ . (3.19)
0 0 — _
S (a0 7 Bo(8,) F(AO_T)F<A0_T>

Note that the integral in the last line of (3.16) is divergent for Ay < ¢ , if we plug into it
the definition of Ca s (P, Z). On the other hand, as we change Ag this definition (3.15) is
still convergent. Therefore the only problem in analytically continuing the final expression
(3.16) for n (Py, P») as a function of A are the poles coming from 1/Aa ;. For a given J,
the function 1/Aa s has poles at AT = 2A, + 2n + J and at A™7). Note that the A7)
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are precisely the dimensions of the physical primary operators of the GFFT. When A, is in
the principal series, only (and all the) poles of first type are inside the integration contour,
Re(A™))) > ¢. Therefore, in order to analytically continue this integral from the principal
series Ag to Ay < %, we need to deform the contour such that new poles A7) won’t come in,
and to add the A™7) that left the contour by hand (see figure 1). We denote this deformed

contour as 7y, in terms of which we decompose 7 as

0P =3 [ 55 [ gy O (P.D2) (0 (R) O, () O, (P.2), (820)

where we now define

1679T%(4 — Ag) -
Cay (P, 7). 3.21
['2(Ag)Aa,s as (P 2) (3.21)

CAJ(P,Z)E

Note that since the integral (3.15) is not convergent for C'; except around the principal series,
when we deform the contour in (3.20) we are also taking the analytical continuation of its

integrand as a function of A.

d

5, we need

The bottom line is that every time a “physical primary” satisfies A7) <
to deform the contour so that n will capture its residue, and not capture that of its shadow
A®)) | This is parallel to the discussion of the different quantizations of fields in AdS space
[36]. This is also similar to the discussion of contributions from operators with A < g to
the 4-point function in [54]. Both parallels will have a direct connection in the following

sections.

d

2
() {®
24 d—2A,

Figure 1: The deformation of the contour ~y, from the principal series Re(A) = g to include
A =2/, and exclude d — 2A, when 2Ay < d/2. In general we should deform the contour
vy for any 2Ag +2n + J < g andn=0,1,---.

23



Subtlety for d = 4: In the special case of Ag = d/4 (which arises in particular for free
scalars in d = 4) our translation of variables breaks down, both using 7 and using 7. We will
not discuss this case in detail, but it seems that our final results for this case can be simply
continued from Ay > d/4 (or d > 4 for free fields). As discussed for instance in [55], this
effectively means taking half of the residue from the pole at A = 2Ay = d/2.

The free scalar case: In the special case of the free scalar, namely A, = % (with
d < 4), we can actually make our results more explicit. In (3.13) we assumed the existence
of a unique 7 such that its shadow is our n. If we try to construct 7 by an inverse shadow
transform, we find that it is divergent for the case we are trying to solve, for which Ay < %.

However, for the free theory we can derive a non-integral relation:!?

(P, Py) = Z/PS 5 / T CM (p,Dz) (Oz, (P) Og, (P2) On (P, Z))
2 d— 2
n Flﬁﬂ'd Z/PS ZWz/mCA J(P DZ) )‘AJ<OAO (Pl) @AO (PZ) OA,J (Pv Z)>
(M) vt
(3.23)

where in the first equality we used (3.14), in the second we used (3.21), and in the third we
used (3.7) along with the action of the bilocal Laplacian

ViV3(On, (P1) Ony (P2) Op (P, Z)) = Aa s (Ox, (P1) Oz, (P2) Op (P Z)),  (3.24)
where for the free theory we have

Mg = MRy —Mip,) (M, = Miy0y),  Mi,=AA-d)-J. (3.25)

12This relation in fact implies that we can reconstruct n out of its derivatives. Explicitly, substituting
(3.23) and (3.18) in (3.20):

1 .
WP, P) Z [ ami ] iy oy (O (P)0a (P Os s (D)

(3.22)
: /dpgdPN%v;n (P3, P1) (On, (P3) On, (Pa) Of (P, Z)).
It is likely that because of the boundary condition of 1 (3.11), it has the same number of modes as V3V37.

We can think of this equation as our version for the completeness relation.
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So at least in this case we are sure that an appropriate 7 exists. Note that if we define n
from (3.23), it is not obvious that it satisfies the constraint that limp, ,p, 7(P;, P») is finite.
This in fact follows from the OPE for the free theory

(PP )= Couo,e 205 0,(P) (3.26)

with A, —2Ag = 2n, from which we see that V2V (P;, P,) has a smooth limit (we included
here only scalar operators but it is easy to generalize the argument to include all spins).

To summarize the discussion for the free scalar theory, we only need to deform the contour
when A =d—242n+J < g. This means that in any case we only need to take care
of the poles of A% and only for J < 2 — 4. Therefore for 2 < d < 4 the only deformation
happens for J = 0, and there we need to add to the contour a circle around the pole of
A9 — ¢ — 2 and to remove the pole at A9 = 2 by adding to the contour a circle of
opposite orientation around it (see figure 1). For d > 4 or for J > 0 we don’t need to do any

contour deformations. This defines the contour 7, that we will use from here on.

3.2 The free scalar quadratic action

We can now use the results of the previous section to write the action (2.12) in terms of Ca s,
where as usual we work with the U(N) theory primarily, and comment on the differences for
the O(N) theory when they occur'®. Let us do this explicitly for the quadratic term in the

action:

1
SO[Ca ] = _/dpldpzn(Pl,Pz)VW%n(Pz,P1)

dA’ dP dP'
- C PD C~//P/D/
/2m/ 2m‘/J!(g—1)J/Jn(g_ )f] 27 (P, Dz) Cxo g (P, D)

JJ'
X AA',J'/dpldPﬂOAo (P1) On, (P2) Op 4 (P, Z)) (O3, (P1) O, (P2) Oy, , (P, Z"))
— N P,Dy)Cy ,(P.Z
;( / 2m/J| )\A,J A Cag(P,Dz)CR ;(P,Z),
(3.27)

where in the second equality we used the decomposition in (3.20) as well as the action of the

bi-local Laplacian on our basis with eigenvalue Aa s given in (3.25). In the third equality we

13Note that the change of variables from 7(z1,23) to Ca,; is linear, so the measure just changes by an
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used the orthogonality relation (3.4), where note that each term on the right-hand side of
(3.4) contributes equally under our contour. For the O(N) theory, we have the exact same
results except the sum now only runs over even J and we have an extra factor of % due to
that extra factor in the O(N) version of (2.12).

In appendix B we use the quadratic action (3.27) to compute the two-point function
of 1, and we confirm that we obtain the same result as in the previous section. This is a
consistency check on our mapping to the Ca ; variables. By Taylor expanding the two-point
function of n’s as some of the points approach each other, we can obtain the two-point
functions of all the singlet local operators.

We can similarly write the higher order interaction terms in (2.12) in terms of Ca ;.
Unlike the quadratic term, we do not expect these terms to be local in P or A, since we
cannot apply the orthogonality relation anymore.'* Nonetheless, one should still be able
to compute 1/N corrections with them, and in particular show that (when including the
counter-terms) all such corrections vanish for the free theory. Note that as in the previous
section, we need to regularize the theory in order to be able to compute loop diagrams; any
regularization (which cuts off both UV and IR divergences) should lead to some value of V
in (2.13), such that after computing the diagrams all terms with positive powers of V' cancel,

and we should be able to remove the regulator and obtain finite results.

4 The AdS/CFT map

We have completed our discussion of the CF'T, and are now ready to discuss the bulk higher
spin theory in AdS. We know that our CFT has one primary symmetric traceless local
operator of every spin J (only even spins for O(N)), and we anticipate that these will be
related to bulk fields of spin J. Indeed, we will show that if we expand symmetric traceless
spin J bulk fields ®; in terms of a basis of bulk-to-boundary propagators, which diagonalizes
the Cartan of the conformal algebra, then just like the CF'T conformal basis, it is labeled
by A and J. Thus we have variables with the same quantum numbers on both sides, and
we can construct a mapping which identifies the coefficients Ca j(P, Z) of our CEFT basis
with the coefficients of the bulk basis, giving an explicit map from the CFT to the bulk (as
anticipated in [26,31]). We will use this map in particular to relate the spin J singlet local

unimportant constant.

14One might speculate about a generalized orthogonality relation that would collapse multiple three-point
basis elements into pairs of A and P delta functions. Unfortunately, it is unlikely such a relation exists,
since a conformal integral of n three-point functions should be related to both products of delta functions
and m-point functions for m < n, but these latter are only orthogonal in A for n = 2.
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operators in the CFT to the boundary limit of ®;. As in previous sections, we explicitly
consider the U(N) theory, while similar results for the O(V) theory can be found by simply
restricting the sums over J to even J throughout.

For simplicity we set the AdS curvature radius to one everywhere. This means that in the
bulk we measure everything in units of this radius. As usual, this implies that dimensionful
bulk couplings (such as Newton’s constant) will be given by the appropriate power of the
AdS radius times an appropriate power of N, that comes from the fact that n-point vertices

come with a factor of N1=7/2,

4.1 The isometric bulk-to-boundary propagator basis

Bulk-to-boundary propagators Ga j(X, P; W, Z) form a natural basis for spin J bulk fields
®;(X), just as three-point functions formed a natural basis for bi-locals in the previous
section. We express these propagators using the embedding space formalism for both bulk
and boundary coordinates as reviewed in Appendix A, where P is the embedding space
boundary coordinate, Z is a null vector that keeps track of boundary indices, X is the
embedding space bulk coordinate, and W is a null vector that keeps track of bulk indices.

The bulk-to-boundary propagator of a massive spin .J field on AdSy,; is this language is'®

((=2P - X)(W - Z)+2(W - P)(Z - X))’

Ga (X, PyW, Z) = (2P X)AT , (4.1)
which is the unique solution to the AdS,;,; Laplace equation
V%(GA,J(Xv PW,Z) = MZ,JGAJ(Xv PW,Z), Mi,J =A(A—-d)—J, (4.2)
which satisfies the transversality condition
Vx - -KwGa (X, P;W,Z)=0, (4.3)

and also the boundary condition (as X approaches the boundary)!®

Gay <1 P, P; 1 7 Z) = 27O (P, Z)Op (P, Z)) 42277857 6(P, P (Z-2") +- - - .
,Z Z 9 9
(4.4)

15Tn [34] this bulk-to-boundary propagator is denoted by IIa ; and includes an extra numerical factor.
6When A = A, as can happen for the scalar bulk field in d = 4, the second term will have a log(z), which
distinguishes its scaling in z from the first term.
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Here, the bulk shadow coefficient is [34]

GAJ W%F(A - %)
B (J+A-DI(A-1)’

(4.5)

and it appears in the bulk analog of the shadow transform (3.6):

1 dP’ ,
Gas(XPiW.2) = 5 / T 1y, Cas (X P W.D2) (O 5 (P 2) Oy (P.2)).
B N2

(4.6)

In [34] it was shown that any appropriate!” bulk spin J symmetric and traceless tensor
can be spanned by the complete basis of gradients (W - V) Ga s_; (X, P; W, Z) for 0 <1< J
and A = §+z’s (the principal series). In order to write down the corresponding completeness

relation, it is useful to define the AdS harmonic function

dP Ga,g (X1, PyWi,Dz) Gx 5 (Xo, PsWo, Z)
Qa7 (Xy, Xo; Wy, Wa) = / = 27 . (4.7)
J(5 - l)J asNa.s
where we already defined Na s in (3.3), and
2’T(4+J
ay = # : (4.8)
m2'(J + 1)
The corresponding completeness relation then reads:!®
5(X1,X2)(W12) = TQA,J (X17X2;W1,W2)
p.§. 4T
J IA (4.9)
+ Z(W V)W - Vz)l/ —Apn Q85 (X, Xoy W, Wa)
—1 p.s. 2
where Wiy, = Wy - W, and
20(J—1+1),(¢+J—-1—3
Aa gy = ( UG+ ), (4.10)

W(d+2] —20—1),(d+J—1—A),(A+J—1),’

such that Aa jo = 1. As explained in [34], the role of the [ > 1 terms in (4.9) is to give the

17See the discussion about boundary conditions below.
18The bulk-to-boundary basis also obeys an orthogonality relation given in equation 227 of [34], which we
will not use.
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non-transverse terms in the delta function, so that it is natural to define

dA
5T (X, X) (Wya)” = / 92 Qp ) (X0, Xos Wi, W) | (4.11)
P.

g 2mi

which is a delta function acting on traceless transverse functions.

We can now decompose ®;(X) into this basis using the completeness relation (4.9) as

dA dp
7 ( ) /1;’.5. 27Ti/J! (%l_l)J AJ (P,Dz)Gag (X, P;W, Z) ( )

where the coefficients CR"} (P, Z) are by the completeness relation

1
ay Na, (%)J J!

(Jg“f}“ (P,7) = /chbJ (X, Kw) G4, (X, P;W, Z) . (4.13)

Note that here we chose our bulk fields ® (X, W) to be transverse
V- K &y (X, W) =0, (4.14)

so that we did not need to include the [ > 1 basis functions from (4.9); we will see that
we can map our CFT variables just to such transverse fields (if we want we can add in also

non-transverse components by a bulk field redefinition, but we do not need them).

4.2 The CFT-to-AdS mapping

We now have the same set of variables in the CFT and in the bulk AdS, so we can simply
identify the Ca ; appearing in the expansion of n(P;, P,) in the field theory in (3.7) with
the CR“} appearing in the expansion of ®;(X, W) in AdS in (4.12). However, for each A
and J the conformal symmetry fixes this identification only up to a constant, so the general

mapping between the two sides which is consistent with the conformal symmetry is given by
CRM(P,Z) = fa,sCau(P,Z) (4.15)

for some normalization factor fa ;. The only subtlety here is that for Ay < d/4 and J =0
our (s in the CFT were defined to be on a different contour than the one we had above in
AdS, so we need to modify the contour we use in (4.12) accordingly, and we will discuss the
interpretation of this below.

The consistency of the identification (4.15) imposes some constraints on the normalization
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factor fa j. For instance, we can apply the CFT shadow relation for Cx ; in (3.10) and the
bulk shadow relation (4.6) to the bulk expansion (4.12), and use the shadow invariance of

the contour v; to derive the consistency condition

fA,J B Sé’J B F(A—FJ) 2 (%)

=B . (4.16)
fas sGn, T(A+7)r2 (38

Also, the CFT hermiticity condition (3.9) implies that for real bulk fields ®; we need

fag =0 fass, (4.17)

which can be easily fullfilled by taking the normalization fa ; to be a real analytic function
times (say) (i)”.

We can in fact write an explicit mapping from n(Py, P) to ®,;(X, W) by plugging the
CFT definition of the Ca ; in (3.8) into (4.12). Recall from section 3 that the definition of
Ca.j required subtle analytic continuations depending on the range of A (or of d for the free
theory), so to define this mapping we need to discuss each case separately. As in the CFT
section, it is useful when performing these analytic continuations to consider the GFF'T case
with general real Ay, and then restrict to the free theory we care about by setting Ay = %.
We start with the simplest case Ay > % (i.e. d > 4 for the free theory), where the integral

in (3.8) converges, so we can simply plug it into (4.12) to define the CFT-to-AdS mapping

<I>J(X,W):1/ d—A,fA’J/ /dPldPQGAJ(X,P;W,DZ)
2 Jps 2miNay ) JI(4—1) ’ (4.18)

x (03, (P1) O, (P2) O ; (P, 2))n(P1, Py) .

For Ag < 4 (i.e. d < 4 for the free theory) recall that Ci s is only well defined in terms
of the auxiliary bilocal field 7( Py, P,) using (3.15) and (3.21). We can plug these definitions
into (4.12) and (4.15) to get

1 167rdl“2 — Ay) fag
O, (X, W dPydPy—2—
( /=3 Ao / 2mi / GRS / XA Na (4.19)

X GA,J (X7 P; W7DZ) <0A0 (Pl) OAO (PZ) OAJ (P7 Z))ﬁ (Pl;PQ) :
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For the free theory we can use the explicit relation in (3.23) between 7 and 7 to then get

1 dA dP
¢J(X,w>:-/ —./d—/dpldpgﬂ
2./, 2m ) J(4-1), Aa N, (4.20)

X Gag (X, P;W,Dz) (O, (P1) Oa, (P2) O , (P, Z)) ViVin (P, Py) .

Note that naively we can integrate this by parts to obtain (4.18) (just with a shifted contour),
but if we try to do this we would get divergences near P, = P as discussed above.

We can think of the mappings (4.18),(4.20) as an explicit convolution
q)J(X,W) = /dpldPQMJ(X,W | Pl,PQ)’)](Pl,Pz), (421)

and this will be useful in section 6. These mappings involve various integrals, and we have
to make sure that they are well-defined. Our definition of the CFT-to-AdS mappings in
(4.18) and (4.20) is that the A integral with A = ¢ + is should have a large s cutoff
|s| < Scutofr, and we take it to infinity only after performing all the other boundary and bulk
coordinate integrals. As we will argue below, this procedure guarantees the convergence of
the integrals. The right way to understand (4.21) is to have different mappings M™% as a
function of the cutoff, and we take the limit only after performing the P, P; integrals. Thus
M (X, W | Pi, P;) must be understood as a distribution. Note that for any finite cutoff it
is still invariant under the conformal symmetry.

We would like to understand why the s..ogx procedure gives finite results. We need to
show that with a cutoff all the integrals are finite, and that the result does not diverge as
we take Seutof to infinity. In both (4.18) and (4.20), no singularities of the P;, P, integrals
(as functions of P, A) are supposed to arise, as they were already taken care of by the
construction of the Ca ; under the prescribed boundary conditions of 7 (see (3.11)). The
P integrand behaves as |P|~2? at large |P| and thus converges. At P = z (the tangential
component of the bulk point X) the propagator has a finite limit as long as z # 0 (where
z is the radial coordinate of X). For a finite cutoff the integral over s (A = £ + is) is also

finite, as long as the normalization fa s is non-singular (or integrable) on the principal series.

The reason is that both ﬁJ (for d > 4) and 2 (for d < 4), the propagators and the

Na,gAa,s
three-point functions in (4.18),(4.20) are continuous as a function of s. We conclude that
indeed for a given cutoff the integrals are finite and commute with each other for any d.
The only possible divergence appears as we try to remove the cutoff. The reason is that
1

at large s we have (using (3.3)) 5 — ~ s? and therefore for d > 4 (4.18) naively diverges.
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For d < 4 we may get away with it as (using (3.3) and (3.19)) NA,JI/\A,J ~ gtho—d = gd=4 Byt
this analysis is lacking because of two reasons. First, we don’t know the large s scaling of
fa.s. In addition, the rest of the integrand, i.e. the propagator and the three-point, oscillates
rapidly at large s, and the P, P;, P, integrals may generate a negative enough power of s
that will make the integral converge. We will first learn what is the correct large s scaling
of the P, P, P, integrals in both (4.18) and (4.20), and then use it to constrain the behavior
of fa s so that the limit converges.

We will use ', yi, y% as the coordinates of P, P, P, and (z¢, 2) as the upper half space

coordinates of X. For any d and J, the P, P, P, integrand in (4.18),(4.20) has the same s

dependence: .
Z \y—ylHy—y2]>w
. 4.22

(T 422

The first term is from the bulk-to-boundary propagator, and the second is from the three-

point function. We can find the large s limit of the integrals by a stationary phase approxi-
mation of the integrals over y and y, = %(y1 + y9), keeping the integral over y_ = y; — .
The saddle-point solution turns out to be y, = y = x. The saddle-point value of (4.22) is
}%‘}is, and the 1-loop determinant gives (as we integrated over 2d variables) s~¢ times an

s-independent term. Therefore we have

8
/dePldPg...l ~ /ddy(~--) ’y—‘ 574, (4.23)
arge s z
Where the --- on the right-hand side are some function that depends on y_,z, 2z and the
spin indices of ®, and is linear in n(z’ + %, - %)

fag
Na,g

Starting from the d > 4 case (4.18), we have another overall factor of ~ s%fa. 7 and

so overall we have

O (X, W) ~ /OO dszJ/ddy_(...) ‘% (4.24)

large s N

Assuming at large s that fa; ~ s%™® for a € Z and b € R, we get that the integral
over s converges to a derivatives of a delta function that localizes y_ to a sphere with a

radius propotional to z, and thus a finite result (albeit with M ; a distribution rather than

a function if a > 0). For d < 4 (4.20) our outside factor is NAfﬁ’;A =~ fa.ss* and so overall

15

(X, W) ~ /OodszJs_Zl/ddy_(...)‘y?—

large s [ _

(4.25)
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This has the exact same properties as the d > 4 case up to a shift of a by 4, and so is
finite in the same sense. The bottom line is that as long as fa ; has a power-law times an
oscillating behavior at large s, instead of an exponentially large in s behavior, all of the
integrals involved in our mapping are finite, and we can safely take s.uo¢ to infinity at the

end of our computations.

4.3 The boundary conditions for ¢ ;(X)

So far we did not discuss the boundary conditions that ®;(.X) needs to obey in order to have
a decomposition (4.12), and the boundary conditions we obtain (off-shell) by our mapping
from the CFT, so let us discuss this now. For clarity, we take the bulk coordinates of X to
be upper half space coordinates (¢, z), and the boundary coordinate P to be (y), and our

convention is that the ®; components always have lower indices. In these coordinates

A
2
Gag (@, 21Y) ppglin, iy = (m) (A v oo Ay, — traces), (4.26)

— 27} (85 — 28200 ) and A, = 2y

Small z: To find the small z ~ 0 limit of (4.12), we should start with the small z limit
of the bulk-to-boundary propagator G ; (with all indices lowered). Using (4.26), we get
the expected scaling on the right-hand side of (4.4). Similar to the discussion around (4.5),
each term in (4.4) contributes the same amount inside the integral. The leading behavior
depends on the contour of integration. In our decomposition (4.12) we integrate just over
the principal series. Since we argued above that the integral over s converges (perhaps giving
some localized contributions), we see that ®;(X) decays as z — 0 at least as 227, In some

cases (such as on-shell correlation functions) we may be able to close the contour and argue

d
29

that there are only contributions from poles with Re(A) > ¢, such that the decay is even
faster, but in general this is all we can say.

In our mapping from the CF'T for J = 0 and d < 4, we use the deformed contour 7y, which
has an extra contribution near the allowed pole at A = 2Ay = d — 2. When the integrand
has a pole at that value, it will give a contribution to ®,(X) going as z22°. Conversely, when
we have such contributions, we need to modify the contour that we use in our expansion
of the bulk field, in order to include them. We will see in the next subsection that we can
expand the bulk fields with the modified boundary conditions that include such terms by

modifying the contour, such that all of our analysis above still holds.
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Large |z|: At large |z| the bulk-to-boundary propagator at the principal series scales as
|z — y|~? for y* # 2%, and has a finite limit at 2° = 3. Thus the integral over y (4.12) in
this limit gets contributions just from regions of large y, either near x or far from x. The
large |y| behavior of Ca s(y?) can be found using (3.8) (or (3.15) for d < 4), and similar
arguments imply that it is governed by the behavior of n(xy, z5) at large xy = 1 + x5. We
conclude that the large x; behavior of n dictates the large |y| behavior of Ca ;(y), which
in turn dictates the large |z| behavior of ®;. In particular, if n decays at large z, as we
assumed in (3.11), then ®;(z, z) will decay at large |z|. We will discuss non-decaying field

configurations in section 7 below.

4.4 The AdS-to-CFT mapping

In the previous subsections, we defined the CFT-to-AdS mapping, by plugging the CFT
definition of Ca s in (3.8) into the expansion of ®,(X, W) in (4.12) in terms of CX}, and
using the mapping (4.15). Since our mapping is linear, we can define also the inverse AdS-
to-CF'T mapping, by plugging the AdS definition of C’g“f]k in (4.13) into the expansion of
(P, P,) in (3.7). To do this, we first need to check that the resulting integral in (4.13) is
well-defined for every value of d, using our boundary conditions.

Let us define X = (2°, z), then we need to check for convergence at large |z| and at small
z. At large |z| the propagator has a power of 2~ which cancels against the integral measure.
We assume as above that ®; decays at large |z| and then the integral converges. At small z
the measure has 279, the propagator has z2~7, the contraction of indices gives 22/, and as
discussed above, when we just have the principal series then ®; gives at most 257, Thus,
in this case we have no divergence as z — 0 (on the principal series). But for d < 4 and
J = 0 we had to add the contribution from the A = 2Aq = d — 2 pole, giving a scaling of
®y ~ 2280 = »4-2 The total power of the integral is now negative, z220=% = 232 and the
integral diverges.

For d > 4, we conclude that (4.13) is convergent, so we can immediately plug it into the

decomposition of 7 in (3.20) to get an explicit AdS-to-CFT mapping

dP

n(Pr, Py)
v Z/PS QWZOéJNAJfAJ/(%)J(g—l)JJ!Q

« / 0X(On, (P) On, (Py) O, (P.D2))Gy , (X, P; Ky, Z) B, (X, W) .

(4.27)

For d < 4, we can use the same formula for the J > 0 terms on the right-hand side, but
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we need to replace the J = 0 term by

dA 1 A
— dP | dX(Ona, (P1) Oa, (P)O P))Gx, (X, P
[m 27”a0NA,0>\A,OfA,O/ / 00 (F1) Ono (P2) A’O( ) Ap( ) (4.28)

x (Vi = M 50) (Vi = M,) ®o(X),

as we will now show. The J = 0 term must be modified because as discussed above the
integral in (4.13) is not convergent in this case. We can find a convergent integral by defining
®, using the C~’A70 that we defined for this case in (3.15), to get

. dA _
By (X) = /P o / dP faoCao (P)Gao (X, P) . (4.29)

Because the integration contour here is just the principal series, the small z behavior of

do(X) is at most 22, and we can safely define the inverse relation

fa0Cag (P) =

/ dXPo (X) Gz, (X, P) . (4.30)

(%] NA,O

We can then relate & to (iDO for the free theory as

Po(X) = (VX = Mi_s) (Vi = M) Po(X), (4.31)
which follows from (4.12), (4.29), (3.21), and the identity

(VX = Mgy s0y) (Vi = Miy ) Gag (X, PyW, Z) = \ayGag (X, PiW, Z) , (4.32)
using (3.25) and (4.2). Finally, we can combine (4.30), (4.31), and the definition of Ca ¢ in

terms of CN’AQ in (3.21), to get a well-defined relation between Ca ¢ and ®y:

dX
(%] NA,O)\A,O

fA,o CA,O (P) = / GA,O (X> P) (V?X - Ms—z,o) (V?X - Mio) (I)O(X) ) (433)

which we can then plug into the decomposition of 7 in (3.20) for the J = 0 term, to get the
modified AdS-to-CFT map given in (4.28). Note that we can also plug (4.33) into (4.12) to

get the deformed version of the completeness relation (4.9):

dA 1
Do(X) = / dY ( %)\—QM) (X, Y)) (VY — M7 ,0) (V3 — Mj,) ®0(Y), (4.34)
7o A0
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which will be useful later.

Equations (4.27),(4.28) are the direct mapping from the bulk fields ®; to the boundary
bi-local field. Similarly to the inverse mapping (see section 4.2), we understand the A = g—i-is
integral as having a large s cutoff |s| < scutor, and we take it to infinity only after performing

all the integrals. We can think of the mapping (4.27),(4.28) as an explicit convolution

n(Py, Py) = Z/dXM;l (P, Py | X, Kw) ®7(X,W). (4.35)
J=0
Again, to understand this equation we must perform different convolutions ./\/ljlsc‘mFf as a

function of the cutoff, and remove it only after performing the X integral. Thus M}l should
be understood as a distribution in X.

Showing the finiteness of (4.27),(4.28) is very similar to the discussion at the end of section
4.2. At finite scuo, the possible singularities of the X integral were already taken care of
at the beginning of this subsection (assuming the boundary condition for ®; discussed in

section 4.3). The P integrand behaves as |P|72¢ at large | P| and thus converges. At P = P

or P = P, the integrand has a power of —Re(A) = —g, and thus also converges. With a

finite Scutor, the integral over s (A = % + is) is finite, as long as the inverse normalization

fA;J is non-singular (or integrable) on the principal series.

We still need to discuss what happens as we try to remove the cutoff, where diver-

gences may arise because ﬁ ~ s%. To study this divergence we approximate the leading

large s behavior of the P, X integrals using the stationary phase approximation. Denote by
2, xh, 9", (2%, 2) the coordinates of Py, P, P, X, respectively. For any d and J, the integrand
of (4.27),(4.28) has the following dependence on s:

< o — 25 (x—y)?+ 22> | (4.36)

|y—$1||y—l‘2| <

The first term is from the three-point function, and the second is from the bulk-to-boundary

propagator. We can find a saddle point for the integrals over z* and y*, keeping the z integral.
18
xlixg

The saddle point is 2 = ' = %(wlﬁ—x;), and the saddle-point value depends on s as

The 1-loop determinant (we integrated over 2d variables) goes as s~ times an s-independent

/deX...1 ~ /dz(...)
arge s

term. We end up with

S

579 (4.37)




where the ... in the brackets on the right-hand side denote a function of z, xy, s which is

linear in @, (BE22 2).

In the general case (4.27), we have another overall factor of m ~ sdﬁ and so
overall we have ,
o 1 z "

1, ~ ds—— [ dz(... 4.38

(o1, 72) lafges/ fAJ/ () Ty — T2 ( )

Thus, if we assume that at large s f—J ~ s5%™"* for a € Z and b € R, then the integral over s
converges when we remove the cutoff, localizing z to a constant times |x; —x3|. As above, for
a > 0 the resulting /\/lj1 should be interpreted as a distribution. For J = 0,d < 4 we have

480=2d — =4 which only makes the integral

outside the integral another factor of ﬁ ~ S
more convergent. In section 4.2 we got the same constraint but on f itself. Together, we

find that our mappings are finite (as promised above) if we have

hm |fd+zs J| (439)

s—too

for some a € Z.

4.5 The bulk dual of CFT single trace operators

We will now discuss a specific limit of our mapping, namely how singlet local operators in
the CFT are mapped to the bulk. For clarity, we will use explicit coordinates instead of
embedding space in this subsection. Recall that spin J “single trace” singlet local operators
S7 . (x) in the U(N) (or O(N)) free theory are defined in terms of the bi-local as

Q10

Siyiy (21) = lim Db (1, ) ey e (4.40)

i1ty 11t

Ji(z1,22)

.4, can be

where € is an arbitary unit vector, and the bi-local differential operator D;’
found in [56] and is fixed such that S;(z) is a conformal primary normalized with two-point

function

Ly (w12) -+ 1, (2
(S (x1)S] . (19)) =A; ( it 122)(d_2+J))J (212) —traces) ,

J1---3J
12

ra; 70 (44 J = 1) T(d+ J —3)
RSN CEY)

(4.41)
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_I(d/2-1)?

16-a~— in the

For instance, for J = 0 we have DY = 1 and we recover the coefficient Aq =
bi-local 2-point (B.9).
We will start by showing that S”/(z) for general J is related on-shell to the boundary

limit of ®;(z, 2) as

1
J
.. S b, . e

<Sll 'LJ( ) > fd Y 515)%5 < J,zl...zlz(l‘;g) >7 (442)
where (z,¢) are the upper half space coordinates of the bulk position, and the AdS spin
indices became boundary spin indices in this limit. The angle brackets and the --- denote
that this relation holds on-shell, i.e. with any other operator inserted inside an expectation
value.

We start by acting with D;"""2) on the bi-local n(x1,x1 + €€) in the ¢ — 0 limit to get

i1...0

a—>0

AJ/ T1,T ALJ!
SZ{ ZJ( _hm / 271_7// j1 jJ/ D’L1 Zl_] 2)<0A0(I1)0A0($2>Oj1 jJ/( )>‘m2:1'1+5é
Yy’

. oA 25JJ (OA JU/( )O]AI,JJJ,( 1)) + (é-dependent)
_slg(l) G JJ/ ~280+J—A
— 1 dA 2SAO AOC'L? JlJ dA A J! (e_dependent)il.~~iJ;ji~-~jJ’
Ty [ i e2hot A . Chilp( S2A0+ T —A ]
YJ g’
(4.43)

where in the first equality we used the definition of S; (4.40) and the expansion of the
bi-local in the Ca ;v basis (3.7), in the second equality we used that when D” acts on the
three-point function basis the only leading order in e term that does not depend on the
arbitrary direction é is given by the spin J two-point function, and in the third equality
we used the shadow transform (3.10). Note the factor of 2 in the second equality, which
comes from the fact that in the £ — 0 limit of the three-point, there are two terms related
by shadow invariance, analogous to the boundary limit of the bulk-to-boundary propagator
(4.4). We can then compare this to the small ¢ expansion of ®;, ; (z1,¢) in the ngff]k basis
(4.12) to get

dA
Diy.iy(m1,€ / /dyfAJC%:J (y )Gﬁjwlh g, (71 ely)
(4.44)

_ an AJ
=2 /w QWifA’J [SAO AOC (ZL’1) + O(€>
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where in the first equality we used the mapping (4.15) that holds so long as we change the
principal series contour in (4.12) to v, as discussed in section 4.2, and in the second equality
we used the boundary limit of Ga  in (4.4) and the shadow transform (3.10). Note the
factor of 2 since each term in (4.4) contributes equally under the A integral.

In general, it is difficult to perform the A integrals in (4.43) and (4.44), since we know
very little about general Ca ;. For instance, the contour v, ford >4 or J' > 0 and d <4 is
the principal series Re(A) = d/2, so along this contour the leading term £2~%2~/" diverges
for the free theory. To get the finite answer for S

11...1

(x1,¢€) appear in correlation functions,

(1) that we expect, there must be

complicated cancellations. When Si{...ij (x1) and CD{LHZ»J

however, we expect to be able to close the contours in (4.43) and (4.44) to get the expected
discrete series of poles,'® and the result should not depend on the direction é used to define

S7 . (x1). So on-shell, we can ignore the second term in (4.43), and evaluate both (4.43)

i1,y
and (4.44) by taking the pole A = 2Ag+J = d—2+J that gives a finite result for S ; (1)
(other poles give contributions that vanish as € — 0), which yields the relation (4.42).

For d < 4 and J' = 0, recall that the contour 7, includes a deformation from the principal
series to include the pole A = d — 2 < d/2. Since the principal series contribution goes to

2-4/2 in this case, we know even off-shell that the only contribution as € — 0 to the

Z€ro as €
integrals in (4.43) and (4.44) comes from the A = d — 2 pole, which is the only pole on the

other side of the principal series. This yields the relation

SOx) = n(x,z) = lim e~ (z, €) (4.45)

fa—2,0 €0

which unlike the general equation (4.42) holds even off-shell, and in particular it continues
to hold under deformations of the theory. This off-shell relation will prove useful when

discussing “double-trace” deformations and the critical theory below.

5 The bulk quadratic action

Now that we have defined an explicit mapping in the previous section between the bilocal
n(Py, P2) and the bulk fields ®;(X, W) for every spin J, we can use it to construct the bulk

action by mapping the bilocal action. In this section, we focus on the quadratic bulk action,

Tn computations in the CFT, these discrete poles arise when computing correlators of the Ca s (y), as
in the calculation of the bi-local propagator in Appendix B. We will see in the next section that this arises
also directly in bulk computations, since for any reasonable choice of fa ; the leading behavior of the bulk
propagator of ®; when one of the points goes to the boundary gets a contribution just from a discrete pole
at A =d — 2+ J which gives precisely the behavior in (4.42).
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as obtained from the quadratic bilocal action in section 3.2. For general bulk normalization
fa.s, we will compute the bulk 2-point function using this action and analyze the particle
spectrum. For a certain choice of fa ;, we will get a local quadratic action, and the 2-point

function can then be simply written in terms of (modified) bulk-to-bulk propagators.

5.1 The quadratic action

We start from the bi-local quadratic action written in terms of the Ca ; in (3.27) for the

U(N) theory, which we repeat here for clarity:

= [ dA 1
(2 — an N I )
S ;[w i (—=1)" Aa,sNa g 5 (%l — 1)J /dP Ca(P,Dz)Cx ;(P, Z). (5.1)

We can plug in the value of Cx ; in terms of the bulk fields, coming from (4.13) and the
mapping (4.15), to get

dX dX dA (—1)7 A
S [o,)] / 1 2 X1, Kw,) @) (Xo, K /——MQ X1, Xo; Wy, W
J Z ( 1 W1> J( 2 Wg) . 9i O-/JfAJfAJ A,J( 1 2 1 2)

dX,dX dA
o Z/ 1 : / 2w ZCI) <X1> KW1) (vgfz - M§+J—2,J) (V?Xz - Md2+J,J) O, <X2’ KWQ)

1
X ¥QA7J(X1,X2;W1,W2%

OéJfAJfA,J
(5.2)

where in the second equality we used integration by parts and (4.32). Note that for J =0
and d < 4 we must use (4.33) instead of (4.13), so the J = 0 term in (5.2) should be replaced
by

/ AX1dXy (Ve — M2 o) (Vi — M2,) ®o(X))
A Qpo(X, X5) (5:3)

vo 2T aAa0fa0fA '

X (Vgﬁ - M§—2,0) (V?XQ - MdZ,o) Dy(X2)

For generic fa s this non-local quadratic action (5.2) is the best we can do. However, if

we choose an fX°! so that

K58 = (1), (5.9
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then we can apply the bulk completeness relation (4.9) to (5.2) to get the local quadratic

action

St @] = ZOU / (O (V& = M3,y o) (Vi = M3,,,) ®s(X, W),
2
(5.5)

where we used the fact that ®;(X, W) is transverse. So for this special choice of the nor-
malization of our mapping we obtain a local bulk quadratic action?. For the O(NN) theory,
we get the same answer except with only even J and an extra factor of % from the bilocal
quadratic action. We will discuss our interpretation of the two masses that appear here be-
low, when we compute the bulk 2-point function and analyze the resulting spectrum. Note
that for J = 0 and d < 4 we get a slightly different action (5.3), which can naively be related
by integration by parts to (5.5) (but this can lead to extra boundary terms in general).
However, this modified action gives precisely the same bulk two-point function (5.23) as we
get for d > 4 below, and we can also obtain this bulk two-point function by directly mapping
the CFT two-point function to the bulk (using the d < 4 mapping).

Making this “local” choice for f, we can in fact solve the constraint (5.4) for fX%' using

the shadow relation (4.16) and the reality constraints (4.17) on fa s, to get the explicit form

GA N\ B D(A+ )12 (A42) :
<7 = <(‘1)JAB#) ==V DA+ )2 (5F) | o0
Ao, Ao 2

Notice that (5.6) has a unit modulus | fX%'| = 1 everywhere on the principal series. Thus it
also satisfies the condition (4.39) for a finite mapping. Unfortunately, this form of fa ; is not
analytic in A (though it is analytic near the principal series), so that we have to be careful
when continuing expressions involving it away from the principal series. The function (5.6)
has branch points at A =d+J+nand A = —-J—nforn=0,1,---, and we can choose it to
have branch cuts on the intervals [d+.J+n,d+J+n+1] and [-J —n—1,—J —n] for even
non-negative integers n. With this choice floCal is analytic between —J < A < d+ J, and
specifically in the region between the principal series Re(A) = g and the physical dimension
A =d—2+J (for d > 2), which is what we need for our analytic continuations.

There are other choices of f which are more complicated but which still give local

20The same local bulk quadratic action was found in [31], using different considerations to determine the
precise mapping.
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quadratic terms. All these choices (if we do not introduce additional singularities in f
beyond those of (5.6)) still have a pole of the bulk propagator at M7, J_2.7» While the pole

at My, s may be shifted to other locations.

5.2 Bulk-to-Bulk propagators

We can now use the quadratic bulk action to compute bulk correlation functions, which will
be expressed in terms of bulk-to-bulk propagators®'. Since our bulk fields ®;(X, W) are
transverse, the bulk-to-bulk propagators that naturally arise for us differ slightly from the
standard bulk-to-bulk propagator discussed e.g. in [34], which naturally applies to bulk fields
that are not transverse. We will first review the standard propagators, and then discuss our
modification.

The massive bulk-to-bulk propagator IIa ;(X1, Xo; Wi, W) is defined in [34] as the solu-

tion to the differential equation
(V3 — MX ) (X1, Xos Wi, Wa) = —6(Xq, Xo)Wih + - -+, (5.7)
subject to the modified transversality condition
V- KW1HA,J(X1;X2§ WhWQ) =, (5-8)

and to the boundary condition relation to the bulk-to-boundary propagator

1

1
lim I (X, —P; W, - Z) = 2577Ca yGa s (X, PiW, Z) + 022771, (5.9)
zZ— 2 z

with?? A (A
—1 —~1
Cn, = IFAZDIA—D (5.10)
2maT(A+1-19)

The --- in (5.7) and (5.8) signify that these equations hold up to nonzero contact terms, so
that IIa (X7, Xo; W1, Wa) is not in fact transverse. The explicit Ia (X7, Xo; Wi, Wa) was

21'We use this term to refer to the propagator of bulk fields with a canonical kinetic term, it should not be
confused with the two-point function of our bulk fields.

220ur normalization for ITa j(X1, Xo; W1, Wa) is the same as [34], but our Ga_;(X, P; W, Z) differs by
the constant Ca s, as mentioned before.
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constructed including these contact terms in [34], using the split presentation

d
2

(W1 - V1)(Wa - Vy))!
M3 ; — MZ,

J
A/
HA,J(X17X2;W17W2):E/ M&Z(A/,A) Qarg—1(Xq, Xos Wi, W),
1=0 Y VJ

(5.11)

where ~; is the contour used in previous sections. The coefficients a;(A’, A) are given by a
recursion formula, of which we will only use the fact that ag(A’, A) = 1, and that the poles

in A for Il ; are then given by
lla; poles: Py=d—1,d,...d+J—2 and P;=1,0,...,(2-J). (5.12)

Note that P is the shadow of P, and that if we only had the [ = 0 term in (5.11), then
ITa ;s would have been transverse since Gp ; is transverse (4.3). The AdS harmonic function

was shown in [34] to equal
d
Qg (X, Xoy Wi, Wa) = (A - 5) (Ia s (X1, Xo; W1, Wa) — Iz ; (X, Xo; W7, Ws))
(5.13)

which we can then plug back into (5.11) and use the fact that the contour, the denominator,

and the a;(A’, A) are invariant under A’ <> A’ to get

J
dA 2N — ) ar gy (Xq, Xo; Wh, W
Tp (X1, Xos W1, W) = 3 / . A, AW - T4 (W, - T : R ! Vi 2
—o S 4T Ag — Marng
(5.14)

We can then perform the A integral by closing the contour to the right, where for each [ we
will pick up both the single pole A" = A from (M3 ; — M3, ;)~", as well as all the poles P ;_;
in (5.12) from IIas y_;. We see that the entire right-hand side in the expression for Il ; is
in fact given by the A" = A pole for [ = 0, and that the role of the [ > 0 terms is just to
cancel the spurious poles P;_; for each [. This is in fact one way of fixing the coefficients
a(A', A).

The preceding discussion was for the massive propagator with A > d — 2+ J. In the
massless limit A — d — 2+ J, we see from (5.12) that the propagator diverges, which is
the standard story for gauge fields that one needs to fix a gauge to find a finite propagator.

Several such gauges are discussed in [19], and their ultimate effect is to modify the explicit
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form of the a;(A’, A) in (5.11) for [ > 0. The [ = 0 term is gauge-invariant, however, and
corresponds to the physical transverse propagating modes. One can define a bulk-to-bulk

propagator 1177 that only includes this physical mode as

dﬁVS?AgJ(Xﬁ,)(%IwEJWG)
7 271 AIXW]_'A4ZQJ ’

AT (X, Xo; Wi, Wa) = / (5.15)

.
where we took just the [ = 0 term from the right-hand side of (5.11). The superscript 7T
refers to the fact that since we only include the [ = 0 term, this propagator is both traceless

and transverse
Vi - K, AT (X, Xo; Wi, Wa) = 0. (5.16)

These properties are in fact exactly what we need for our transverse bulk field. We can then
evaluate the A integral just as we did above by replacing Qa s by IIa ; using (5.13) and the

shadow invariance of the contour, then closing the contour to the right and collecting poles

to get
TT & (2p —d)
ITA (X1, Xoy Wi, Wy) = TIa 5 (X1, Xo; Wi, Wa) — Z WRGS [HA',J(X1,X2;W1,W2)]A/:}, ;
veaa Mag — My

(5.17)

where the first term came from the A" = A pole from (M3 ;— M3, ;)~", and the second term
came from the poles P of I/ ;. In the massless limit A - d —2+ J, the A'=d -2+ J

pole becomes a double pole and we get the finite result

H;lF:rZ+J,J(X17 Xo; W, Wz) =
Res [HA/,J(Xla X2a Wla WQ)]A’:d—(Qf,])
Aed—2+J 4 —d—-2J

Oa [(A —d— J + ) a (X, Xo: Wi, Wa)

d+J-3
2p—d
—_ LRQS [HA/7J(X1,XQ;W1,W2)]

2 2 Al=p *
e MR, M2

(5.18)

The transverse bulk-to-bulk propagator satisfies many of the features of the standard

bulk-to-bulk propagator, with some slight modifications. We find that (5.13) applies identi-
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cally to HgTJ as

d
QA,J(X17X2§ Wi, Wz) = (A - 5) (Hgg(leXz; Wi, W2) - HE,TJ(Xl,Xz; Wi, Wz)) )

(5.19)

since the difference between HF‘Z{J and IIa s is the second term in (5.17), which is shadow
invariant. We also find that HE, satisfies a differential equation similar to (5.7), which takes

the form
(V3 — M2 )RS (X0, Xos Wi, Wa) = =677 (X1, Xa) (Wia)” . (5.20)

This follows from writing the right-hand side of (5.15) in terms of Ga ;’s using (5.13),
applying the differential equation on Ga ; in (4.2), and then using the bulk completeness
relation (4.9), where recall that §77 (X, X5) acts as a delta function on traceless transverse

functions. Lastly, from (5.17) we see that the small z limit is

1 1 ZAICN G (X, P; W, Z) + O(z277H) A<d—J+4
lim TR (X, =P; W, =2) = c
z—0 ’ z z O(Zd_2J+4) A Z d —J + 4
(5.21)

where the A < d — J + 4 case comes from the II5 ; term in (5.17) and the standard small
2z limit (5.9), while the scaling for the A > d — J + 4 case comes from the Res [IIar s] ;4
term in (5.17), whose small z limit can be computed from the explicit results in [34] and

takes a complicated form that we will not use (aside from its scaling in z).

5.3 The tree-level bulk two-point function

We are now ready to use the quadratic bulk action to compute the bulk two-point function, by
inverting the operator that appears in our quadratic term. In our case, we see from the first
line of (5.2) that this operator includes the AdS harmonic function Qa j(X1, Xo; Wy, Wa),
which on the principal series satisfies the orthogonality property [34]

2mi p <
/dXQA,J(Xl,X; Wi, Kw)Qar 5 (X, Xo; W, Wa) = %(5(A —A') +0(A = A"))Qa s (X1, Xoy Wi, Wa)

(5.22)
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We can use this identity and the bulk completeness relation (4.9) (as applied to transverse

functions) to compute the two-point function in the bulk dual of the U(N) theory

o dA  fasfz
J / A2 JaTIAT (X Xy W, W)
7.

D (X, WD, (X3, Wo)) =— TNy
< J( 1, 1) J( 2y 2)> 92 J27T7;<—1)J)\A,J

_Y / dA faufa,y (28 —d) (5.23)

= TR (X1, Xo; Wy, W,

D) ’ o (—1>J)\A7J AJ( 1, A2, 1 2)7
where in the second equality we used (5.19). For the bulk dual of the O(N) theory, we would
get an extra factor of 2 since the bulk quadratic action had an extra factor of % For the

local fX" defined in (5.6), we can further simplify this expression as

g

(D ( Xy, W) D ( Xy, Wh)) = 7/
OéJ/Q

= 2 2
Mg, — Mgy o

dA (22— d)

: IRY (X, Xy W, W
L2m Aayg 2.(X1, X33 W2, 1W2)

(5.24)

(HE,T2+J7J(X17X2; Wi, Wz) - HEEJ,J(XLXz; Wi, W2)) )

where in the second line we closed the contour to the right and picked up the poles of 1/Aa s
at A=d—2+Jand A =d+J. For fkfj‘l, we see that we have in the bulk a physical particle
with spin J and mass related to A = d — 2+ J (for J > 0 this is a massless particle), as
well as a non-physical particle with spin J and mass related to A = d 4 J with a wrong-sign
propagator, which is sub-leading in the boundary limit according to (5.21). Note that the
existence of a physical particle at A = d — 2 + J is expected since it should be dual to the
local operators in our theory, so we will only discuss choices of fa ; for which it appears:
this imposes the mild limitation on fa s that it should be analytic between the principal
series and A = d — 2+ J, so that the leading pole at A = d —2+ J in (5.23) will give in the
boundary limit (5.21):

: 1p - - (=Dasfaarsifo-00Ci2v10 4o
lim (@, (27 ' P, 271 Z)® (X, W)) = lim : : =2 Ga9v g (P, X Z, W),
21—0 z1—0 2(M3+J7J - M§+J—2,J> ’

(5.25)

where any poles A > d — 2 + J will be subleading in z.

For the local choice of f, we found that our bulk propagator is the difference of two
propagators of on-shell symmetric traceless transverse spin J fields, a field with positive
propagator and mass My, ;o 5, and a field with negative propagator and mass Mgy ;. We
identify the on-shell fields of the first type with the physical operators in our theory; note

that for J > 0 these are massless spin J fields in the bulk, dual to conserved currents (and,

46



in particular, for J = 2 we obtain the standard physical part of the propagator for a graviton
in a fixed AdS space-time). The particle spectrum that we find, in the U(N) case, is exactly
the same as the particle spectrum of Vasiliev’s theory, including massless spin J fields with
all J. The canonical quadratic action for such a massless spin J field (which is symmetric
and double-traceless, see [57-59]), has (for J > 0) a gauge freedom, which we can gauge-fix
to obtain a symmetric traceless transverse field (the details of this gauge-fixing may be found
in [57-59]), and in this gauge we obtain precisely the spin J fields that we found in our theory
(with the same propagator as for our physical particles, up to a constant). The gauge-fixing
leads to an extra ghost field in the bulk, coming from the Faddeev-Popov determinant, with
spin (J — 1) and mass My ;_1,7-1, so we can identify the extra negative-propagator modes
that we found above with these ghosts (see [60] and references therein). More precisely,
for J > 2, the original spin J field contains also a trace part which is a symmetric spin
(J — 2) field, but on-shell one can use extra gauge transformations to set this trace part
to zero, consistent with the fact that we do not see the corresponding on-shell modes in
our approach; moreover, this extra gauge-fixing precisely makes the ghosts into symmetric
traceless transverse tensors, which is what we obtain in our formalism.

While this identification with the expectations from Vasiliev’s theory works very nicely
for the U(N) case, it actually fails for the O(IV) case. This is because in our spectrum we
find physical and unphysical fields just for even spins, while from the minimal Vasiliev action
that would start from massless gauge fields with even spins J, we would get physical fields
of even spin but unphysical “ghosts” with odd spin. It would be interesting to understand
the reason for this discrepancy. In any case, our bulk action by construction provides a
consistent dual for the U(N) and O(N) theories, whether or not it is related to the standard
Vasiliev theory in a simple way.

Note that even though on-shell we found (for U(N)) precisely the same spectrum as in
Vasiliev’s theory, the quadratic terms we find are very different from the naive quadratic
terms one would associate with the fields of that theory. Of course in any case Vasiliev’s
theory is only known classically (on-shell), so we claim that our action is the correct way
to define it off-shell (in perturbation theory in 1/N), in the specific gauge-choice described
above (more precisely, we should probably work with the formalism where this theory is
written on a fixed AdS background, as in [25]). In our off-shell formulation, our analysis
guarantees that at all loop orders this theory (with the specific counter-terms we found) will
give the correlation functions of the free U(NN) theory. Note that, as discussed above, for

finite N the bulk fields that we find obey complicated constraints, such that even empty
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AdS space (®; = 0) is not a consistent configuration in the finite N path integral; but at

any order in 1/N we can ignore this.

6 The higher order bulk action

In the previous section, we only discussed the quadratic term in the bulk higher spin theory,
which we constructed by mapping the corresponding term in the bi-local action. We will now
construct all the higher order bulk interaction and counter terms from the CF'T, which will
be non-local for any choice of fa ;. We then derive the bulk Feynman rules, and apply them
to show that 1-loop terms cancel in the bulk, just as they did in the CF'T. For simplicity, we
discuss here the case d > 4. For d < 4 the J = 0 fields need to be handled differently, but
at the end of the day they lead to the same bulk action (see appendix C.3).

6.1 Map identities and diagrammatics

In the previous section, we derived the bulk dual of the bi-local quadratic action in (2.12)
by plugging in the bulk definition of Ca ; in (4.13) and (4.15) into the bi-local quadratic
action as written in terms of Ca ; in (3.27). To derive the bulk dual of the higher order
terms in (2.12), we will use a conceptually identical but technically simpler approach, where
we directly apply the CFT-to-AdS map (4.18) to each term in (2.12). To apply this map,
we will find it convenient to first write the map in terms of various bulk bi-local functions,
which satisfy some key identities.

Our first step is to write the maps purely using bulk variables. The original definition
of the CFT-to-AdS map and its inverse in (4.21) and (4.35) were in terms of the functions
M (X, W|Py, Py) and M7'(Py, P,| X, W), respectively, each of which were expressed as an
integral over a boundary point P in (4.18) and (4.27), respectively. We can exchange the

boundary integral in

“1(p p|X _ —_— P, P P,D :
Mo (P, PyX, ) / o [ 5 7y (O ()0, () Osy (P D) =2 P
(6.1)

for a bulk integral by using the expression for a CF'T' 3-point function in terms of its Witten

48



diagram in the bulk [34,61]

1 dx’ ,
<OA1 (Pl) OAz (PQ) OA,J (P, Z)> = (A) / J! d—1 GAZ,O(X 7P2)
DA, A, : (T)J (6.2)

x Ga (X', P; Ky, Z) W' - V) Ga,o( X, Py),

with

F (A1+A2-i2-A—d+J) F (A1+A22—A+J) F (A+A1—A2+J) F (A2+A—A1+J)

2 2 , (6.3)

b(Aﬂj) I
2=~ (A)T(A)T(A + J)

Ay,A T

along with the definition of Qa ;(X', X; W', W) in (4.7). This leads to

dXx’
MG (P, B|X, W) = / W(Kw"vx')‘]GAo,o(X'>Pl)GAo,O(X',PﬁQJ(X',X; WL W),
‘2

(6.4)

where we define the bulk bi-local function

/ ! dA 1 / /
0,( X", X, W W) = — QA (X X, W W) . (6.5)
10 200N g
Ao, Agd AT

We can similarly rewrite M ;(X, W|Py, P,) as

1 dA dP A
MJ(X,W’Pl,PQ)_E/ _fA’J /J' (d—l) GAJ(X?P;W:DZ) <OAO (Pl)OAO (PQ)OAJ(P?Z»
o "\2 J

1 -
- J' (ﬂ) /dX/<KW/ . Vx/)JGAmO(X/, Pl)GAO,()(X/? PQ)HJ(X/7 )(7 WI7 W) s
\T2 )y
(6.6)
where we define the bulk bi-local function @ J as
~ dA
0,V,X;Q, W) = _.O‘Jfﬂ"’ Qas (X, X W W). (6.7)
Vg 2mi Qb(AA’JA)
0,80
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It is useful to define the “multiplication” of 6, 0 ; as?3

dX
@J(XluX%WhW?):/m

27
/%aJQA,J(XbX%WhWﬂ (6:8)

; (A) 1 (AT !
271 QbAo,Ao bAO,Ao

0.5(X1, X; Wi, Kw )0 (X, Xo; W, Wa)

where the second line follows from (5.22). Note that O is independent of fa s, unlike M
and M! which depend on fa s via 0 and 0, respectively. Another useful property of 6,8,
is the identity

ST ( Xy, Xo) W56, = /dP1 /dP2 My, (X1, Wi |Pr, Po) M (P, Py Xo, Wa)

dX1dX, .
N / JilJs! 1 2d_1 0.5, (X1, Xi; WY, W10, (X5, Xo3 W3, Wa) (6.9)
1-J9-

(%), (5.,

J J.
X (Kw; - Vi)™ Qo(X1, X5) (K - Vixg) ™ Qo(X5, X7)

where the first equality follows from the CFT orthogonality relation (3.4) and the bulk
completeness relation (4.9) as applied to the original definition of the maps in the first lines
of (6.6) and (6.4). The second equality follows from the definition of the maps in terms
of 8,6, in the second lines of (6.6) and (6.4), and we have defined the new bulk bi-local

function
Qo(Xl,XQ) = /dPGAO,O(XlaP)GAOQ(XQ’P) = AILIR O[QNA7()QA7Q(X1,X2), (610)
0

where the pole in Na, o (3.3) cancels the zero in Qa, o in the explicit expression in [34].

1 — 39 GJ(X17X2;W1)W2>
J _

1 7777777777 2 0J(X17X2;W1’W2)
J

1:2 (—)J(Xl,XQ;W1?W2)
Ji

1 2 (W1 'Vxl)Jl Qo(X1, X2)

Table 1: The line notations for the different bulk bi-local functions.

In order to use these identities in a more transparent way, we will use the diagrammatic

23 Adding back the cutoffs on the two A integrals, the right-hand side involves an integral over the region

|S| < min(s(lzutoff’ Sgutoff)'
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notation defined in Table 1. Every point has its own position and usually spin. Note that
the first three lines are function of the two spins indices at each end, and both ends are in
the same representation. The arrow line on the other hand depends only on the spin index
at the origin of the arrow (in the drawing, X, Wy, J;). When we draw diagrams with these
lines, every internal dot is implicitly integrated over, and the spin indices are contracted in
the standard embedding space manner. If the spin representation of an internal edge or point
is not defined by the external legs, we implicitly sum over all possible values (all integers for
U(N) and even integers only for O(N)). For example, the definition of ©; in (6.8) can be
drawn as

—J - J - - e O (X1, Xos W1, Wa) (6.11)

while the invertibility equation (6.9) is

J1
J J
§(X1,X2) 0y, Wi = 1IQ—22 . (6.12)
Ja

Two important identities that we will use in the following are

J1

% 1——3
S (6.13)
4

and
J

Ji
1 Ji = J 22v1+2

: (6.14)
where the first identity allows us to eliminate factors of ©; for general diagrams, while the
second identity eliminates a ©; and introduces the regularization factor V' given in section

2, which will cancel with contributions from counterterm diagrams. We prove both of these

identities in Appendix C.

6.2 Feynman rules

Recall that in the bi-local formalism the free theory has a non-local action with an explicit
1/N expansion (2.12). We will now use the CFT-to-AdS map as expressed using the bulk

bi-local functions described above to construct the bulk action to all orders in 1/, which
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defines the Feynman rules for the bulk theory.

The n-th interaction term in (2.12) is proportional to

Tr ((Gg'n)" / HdP O, (P, Po)...Op, 1(Po, P) . (6.15)

We can map each term in this product to the bulk using (6.4) to get

m=1

T dX,dX!, ) )
Tr ((Gy'n)") = 11 Z%O/T(KW -V )" Q0 (X, 1, X7,)
J ) (6.16)

X HJm (X;YH Xm’ WT,YN KWm)éc]m (XmJ Wm) )
where X = X/, the boundary Laplacian acts as

4meT(4 — A
Llp GAO,O(X; P) = aAoGAO,O(Xﬂ P), apn, = — (2 X 00) , (617)
['(Ag)SE”

with aa, = d(2 — d) for the free theory value Ag = <2, and we performed the P, integrals
using the definition of € in (6.10). For instance, the quadratic term in (2.12) is mapped to

a dX,dX!dXd X}
Z AO/J' : 2(d 1 (Kw; - V) Qo(X5, X7) (Kwy - Vi) 2 Q0(X7], X3)
2 Jo

X ‘9J1 (le Xl; Wllv KW1)9J2 <X§7 X2§ W2la KW2)(I)J1 (Xla W1>(I)J2 (X27 W2)

(6.18)

which is a rewriting of (5.2) in the bulk bi-local function language. We can then recom-

pute the bulk 2-point function in this formalism by inverting the operator that acts on the
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quadratic term in ®;, using the identity

Ji J2 Ji Jo
J1 m Jo Jo J3 Ji Jo J3
e D e U A A OO oo

J2 J3 JQ J3

7 (6.19)
J1 J3
= ]_ ,,,3

Js

= 5J1,J35TT(X17 ‘XV3)VI/1J31 ;

where in the first equality we used the definition of ©; in (6.11), in the second equality
we used the four-Omega identity (6.13), and in the last equality we used the invertibility
identity (6.9). The bulk propagator is then

J
1
(@ ( X1, W1)®;(Xo, Wa)) = i JQJ 2, (6.20)
Ap
J

which is a rewriting of (5.23) in the bulk bi-local function language.

We can similarly map the interaction terms in (2.12) to get

n>3 N'"2q% 1 : (6.21)
n
as well as the counterterms in (2.12) to get
—1)" n
n>1: QV “Zax, 1 (6.22)
n
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The Feynman rules for the bulk dual of the U(N) theory are then given by these vertices
along with the propagator (6.20), and a symmetry factor that should be taken with regard
to the ordering in the loop up to cyclic transformations. For the bulk dual of the O(N)
theory, the vertices have an extra factor of %, the propagator an extra factor of 2, and we

sum only over even spins.

6.3 Properties and cancellation of loop diagrams

We will now use the Feynman rules and identities discussed above to show that all 1-loop
corrections vanish in the bulk, just as we showed for the CFT in section 2.3. The general
strategy will be to use the four-Omega identity (6.13) to systematically eliminate ©; dou-
ble lines from complicated loop diagrams, until the diagram identically cancels a suitable
counterterm diagram, just as we observed in the CFT 1-loop calculation. We first show
these cancellations ignoring the need to regularize the Feynman diagrams (beyond assum-
ing that the regularization leads to (6.14) for some V'), and we then discuss the effects of
regularization.

As an example, we first consider the connected tree level n-point correlators, which we

do not expect to vanish. These correlators get a contribution from the bulk n-point vertex,
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which takes the form

<(I)J1 (Xla Mfl)---(:[)Jn (Xna I/Vn)>tree7 connected n-point vertex

+ permutations

Ji

+ permutations,

(6.23)

where the second equality came from repeatedly applying the identity (6.13) to eliminate all
the ©; double lines. The result is a convolution of n § operators with a bilocal function that
is just multiplications of n 0€2ys. This latter function is independent of our normalization,
so the entire dependence on fa ; is through the external legs. We will find that all the
diagrams have this structure. This is expected, as each diagram can also be written as the
CFT-to-AdS mapping of the corresponding bi-local diagram.

We now turn to 1-loop calculations, where for simplicity we follow the CFT calculation

in section 2.3 and consider the 1-loop contribution to the one-point function coming from
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the 3-point vertex. Using the Feynman rules above we get

J.
N3 1 . 5 2
2 J
<(I)J<X7 W))Sg,l—loop =3- 3 4 X Q:l Jay J3 Jo
Ap

1 I3 7

J
(6.24)
:N_% 1 Xf,f],,, J3
an,

J3
J

where in the second equality we used (6.13) twice, and in the third equality we used the
identity (6.14) to get the factor of V. The result is exactly minus the contribution from the

1-vertex counter-term:

J J1
_1 1 J J
<CI)J<X7 W)>counter—term — (_l)VN QCLAO . aT - X Q:1©
Ap
. (6.25)

so we have exact cancellation of the 1-loop contribution, just like in section 2.3.

As we saw in the bilocal theory, up to combinatorics, the cancellation of loops by the
counter-terms is basically because the diagrams themselves are equal to their tree level
counterparts, multiplying some power of a specific divergence we called V. We can list the

general mechanism as follows:

1. Every loop is made of contractions between vertices. As each contraction has 6, at
each end (6.20), and every vertex in (6.21) and (6.22) has a 0; at each end, we can
always write the loop using 2y and © alone. As an example, consider a loop made

of three contractions. There are two possible options for this loop, depending on the
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relative orientation of the vertices:

1 1
Ji J1
6 Jo \J2 2 6 J2 \J2 2
Je Jo Js Jo
Js Ju , Js J (6.26)
J5 Jy J3 Js J Js
57 / 3 5 J / 3
Ja Ja

W
W

Note the “external legs” in the drawing are actually part of the full expression of the
vertex and are not the actual external legs of the complete diagram (see (6.21)). For the
same reasons, external contractions keep their 6 legs. Eventually the entire diagram is
independent of fa ; except via the external 6,’s. As mentioned above, this is expected

from the linear nature of our mapping.

. Using both (6.13) and (6.14), we can now ‘disentangle’ the diagrams. The result may
or may not have closed loops, which correspond to factors of V', depending on the
orientation of each vertex (and eventually the total topology of the diagram). For

example, the disentangling for the 3-vertices (6.26) gives:

Jl Jl

1—>—2 1—>—2
J: J:

s Py x V, 3% 6 (6.27)
Js Jy

5—»—6 4 —»—5

thus reducing the number of loops in the complete diagram by one (times a possible
factor of V).

. Eventually we can reduce any diagram (including those that include counterterm ver-

tices) to a power of V' multiplied by a tree-level diagram.

The algebraic relation between each diagram to the tree level diagram has the same form as

in the bi-local theory. We expect that the combinatorics of the bi-local diagrams that cancel

all loops in section 2.3 should therefore carry over to the same combinatorics here.

The considerations above are somewhat formal since all the loop diagrams need to be
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regularized. As discussed in appendix C.2, one way to regularize is to put a cutoff z > ¢
on the radial direction of AdS space, and to put an IR cutoff || < L on the space-time
coordinates. With this regularization (and with a finite cutoff on the integrals over A, as
we have throughout the paper) we claim that all diagrams are finite. Furthermore, we claim
that when we remove the regulators by taking ¢ — 0 and L — oo, all the divergences arise
in subdiagrams of the form (6.14), with V' oc L?/e?. These divergences then cancel in all
loop computations, as described above. In the free theory, in fact, all loops cancel exactly
(not just their divergent terms), but this will no longer be true in the critical theory that we

discuss below.

7 The mass deformation

In this section we discuss the deformation of the bulk theory by a finite scalar mass m and
its effect on the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of @y, which we would like to derive from
(n(x1,x2)) (computed in the massive theory) using our CFT-to-AdS map. In the CFT, we
add the standard mass term m?NG(x, x), which up to an irrelevant constant corresponds to
adding m?v/Nn(z, z). The VEV for 7(xy, 25) under this deformation is then
m¥P 1K 9 1 (m|21a])  T(d/2—1)

e—mlzi2l _1

. Since
4r|z12|

where in d = 3 the massive propagator simplifies to give (1n(x1, 22))m = VN
this configuration does not decay at x1,z5 — 00, we cannot expand it in the conformal
basis of Ca s(y) in section 3, and so cannot apply the CFT-to-AdS map derived in section
4. Instead, we will derive a new expansion of non-decaying bi-locals nyp(|z12]) in terms of
a basis da, which we will then identify with a similar expansion of non-decaying bulk fields
®np(z) to derive a non-decaying CFT-to-AdS map (and its inverse). This non-decaying
map will correspond to the limit of the standard decaying map, for configurations that only
depend on |z5| in the CFT, and that only depend on z in the bulk. We will then use this
non-decaying map to compute the bulk dual (®nyp(z))m of (7.1). In this section, we do not

use embedding space for clarity.

7.1 Mapping the small mass deformation

Before we address the more difficult finite mass case, we will first discuss the simpler case
where m? ~ 1/v/N so that adding m*v' Nn(z,x) can be treated as a small deformation
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to the bi-local action. In addition, we consider a slightly more general position-dependent
mass term m(x), which will enable us (for m(z) that decays at infinity) to use the standard
CFT-to-AdS map for decaying configurations that we derived above. The CF'T path integral

Zuioy = [ Datayexp (=5l = [ dom?o)VFnte.) ) (72)

For d < 4 we can map this to the bulk using the off-shell mapping (4.45) to get

Loy = / D®(x, z)exp (—S[CD] lim e ~4+2 / ddxmg(x)\/N(IJO(x,e)) . (7.3)

- fa—2,0 -0

where the bulk action S[®] was described in section 6, and note that this deformation only
affects the boundary of AdS. We can then compute the VEV of ®; under this deformation
at tree level, to get the leading order in 1/N result

(@30, Doy = 7 [ gV (lime (@0, 2)00(3.2))) + O )
-0 (7.4)
= (5(]70]82’0% /ddy mQ(y)\/NGd—Q,O<x7 Z|y) + O(N_1)7

where in the second equality we used the boundary limit of the bulk two-point function in
(5.25), which is only nonzero when J = 0. Since this calculation was done on-shell, we in
fact only needed to use the on-shell mapping (4.42), so the computation holds for any d .

5

If the mass m is independent of the position?®, we can perform the integral over the

bulk-to-boundary propagator in (7.4) to get

d
(P (x,2))m = CSJ,OWLQ\/NZ2 15;73/2F (5 - 2) +O(NT). (7.5)

Note that the z dependence corresponds to the shadow of the mass operator scaling dimension
A = d — 2, and that as expected this bulk VEV only depends on the dimensionless product

mz, and not on the x direction. Both of these properties come from the fact that the y integral

24For d > 4, (7.4) does not obey the original boundary conditions for ®( at small z (which had the leading
term going as 2%/ 2); it turns out that in this case we need to modify the boundary conditions when deforming
the action by (7.2), related to the fact that n(z,y) is singular at * — y after the deformation, so that the
first line of (3.11) is no longer obeyed. The modified boundary condition for the 22 term in the expansion is
exactly the usual one that would be associated to this deformation by the AdS/CFT correspondence.

25Gtrictly speaking, we need to use in this case the mapping for non-decaying field configurations, but we
will see that it gives the same answer as the naive application of the equations above.
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in (7.4) picks out the second term in the expansion of the bulk-to-boundary propagator at
small z (4.4). For the finite mass deformation that we discuss next, we will similarly find
that the bulk VEV depends only on mz, though it will include more than just a quadratic

term.

7.2 The conformal basis for non-decaying bi-locals

Before we can discuss the mapping of the finite mass configuration in (7.1), we first need
an CFT-to-AdS map that applies to non-decaying bi-locals. We start on the CFT side by

defining the non-decaying nxp(|z12|) and decaying np(z1, x2) parts of n(zy,xs) as

1
UND(\$12|) = ;/ddyn(y,y + |$12D ) TID(Ih xz) = U(Ih xz) - 77ND(|I12|) ) (7-6)

where v = [ d%y is the volume of spacetime, and for simplicity we assume that the part of
n(xy,x5) that does not decay at infinity is just a function of |z, — 25| 5. We use v as an IR
regulator, where at intermediate steps we consider large but finite v, and take v — oo at the

end. The definition (7.6) implies the constraint

1
o [ dtanote 40 =0 (7.7)

for any e € RY.

In section 3, we showed that decaying configurations 7(x;,z3) can be expanded in the
basis of 3-point functions, with coefficients Ca ;(y). We can apply the same expansion to
np(x1, x2), except that we should impose the constraint (7.7) in the language of the Ca ;(y)
by requiring that

% / Ay Cay(y) =0, (7.8)

for any A, J.
Since Ny p(|z12|) just depends on a single degree of freedom |z5], we can expand it in
a simpler basis of scalar 2-point functions |r15|™22. This expansion is just the standard

Mellin transform of a single variable function with a specific choice of contour, leading to

26The non-decaying map discussed in this section could be easily generalized to non-rotationally symmetric
configurations, but we will not consider them in this work.
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the completeness relation

[ Sl /% = Jals(le] = o). (79)

and to the orthogonality relation

>*d /

/ M:pfgﬁ =270 (A — A') | (7.10)
0 |7l

where we have assumed that A, A’ € v. We can then decompose nyp(|z12|) in this basis

using the completeness relation to get
nnp(T1, T2) / —dA:v ; (7.11)
where dp is defined by (7.9) to be

ds= [ dlasalno (st (7.12)
0

and is well-defined so long as this integral converges for A € 7y. Note that (7.9) and (7.10)
are the standard representations of delta functions in Mellin space.?” The choice of contour
we used comes from taking the limit of the analogous formulae in section 3, for the case where
n(x1,x2) only depends on |z13] and Ca s(y) no longer depends on y (i.e. P in embedding
space), and is nonzero only for J = 0. For instance, we can compute the P integral in (3.7)

in this case to get (7.11) if we identify
Capo — B0 | (7.13)

The da basis that we use for non-decaying functions is simpler than the Ca ;(y) basis
that we use for decaying functions in several ways. First, recall that the Ca j(y) were
doubly complete due to the shadow transform that relates Ca j(y) to Cx ;(y), while the da
are complete without any redundancies. Second, the expression for Ca ;(y) in (3.8) did not
converge for the free theory in 2 < d < 4, so we had to define a more complicated expansion
of np(z1,72) in terms of Cz ;(y). The expression for da in (7.12), however, has the same

convergence properties for any d.

2TThese relations also hold for 2 < d < 4, when our contour vy requires that we remove the pole at A = 2
and include the one at A =d — 2 [55].
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We can now write the bi-local action in (2.12) in terms of the conformal basis of Cxa ;(y)
and da by first writing n(x1, x2) in terms of np (1, x2) and nyp(z1,x2) as in (7.6), and then
expanding the np(z1, z2) in terms of the Ca ;(y) as discussed in section 3 and the nyp(x1, x2)
in terms of da as in (7.11). For instance, at quadratic order, the decaying action in terms
of the Ca s(y) was written in (3.27), and can be used to compute tree level correlators as
discussed before. The mixed term with both da and Ca ;(y) vanishes due to the constraint
(7.8). Finally, the quadratic term in terms of just the da can be computed for the U(N)

theory as

1
S(z)(dA) = 5/ddﬁldd$2v%’l7[)(l‘1,$2)V%77D(£L‘1,ZE2)

_ l/ddxldd@/ dAdA" _dady (A=2)(A" =2)(A—d)(A —d)  (7.14)

2 (27’(’2)2 |$12|A+Al
v dA

= — | ——dadzAap;
Qo Sy 270

where in the last equality we used rotational symmetry and then the orthogonality relation
(7.10) to do the x; integral, while the x5 integral gave the factor of v. Since v — 0o when we
remove the IR cutoff, this factor ensures that the non-decaying modes are non-dynamical.
In the O(N) theory, we would get the same result except with an extra factor of % We can
similarly write the interaction terms in (2.12) in this conformal basis, where in general there

will be nonvanishing cross terms with both Ca ;(y) and da.

7.3 The non-decaying AdS/CFT map

In the bulk, we can similarly define the non-decaying ®yp(z) and decaying ®p(z, z) parts
of the scalar bulk field ®¢(z, z) as

Oyp(z) = %/ddyq)o(y, z), Op(z,2) = Po(z,2) — Pyp(2), (7.15)

where again we only consider non-decaying configurations where only the scalar is non-zero,

and approaches a constant at large distances. This definition implies the constraint

1/ddxq)D(x, 2)=0. (7.16)

v

The decaying ®p(z,z) are expanded in the same bulk-to-boundary basis as in section 4,

except with C’Z“f}“(y) subject to the constraint (7.8). The non-decaying ®yp(z) can be
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expanded using the same Mellin transform as nyp(|z12]), except with the shifted contour

dA
dyp(z) = / — (7.17)
Yo

271

where d%'* is defined by (7.9) to be

dok :/ dz ®np(2)z27971, (7.18)

0

As in the non-decaying CF'T case, the choice of contour comes from taking the limit of the
analogous formulae in section 4, where ®y(z, z) only depends on z, and CX*(y) no longer
depends on y and is nonzero only for J = 0. For instance, we can compute the P integral in

(4.12) in this case to get (7.17) if we identify

bulk d%lk
Cxlo’ = —a0- (7.19)
SB

We can then derive the non-decaying AdS-to-CFT map by identifying d%* with da as

AN = fx oda (7.20)

where the normalization factor fz , was fixed from the limit of the decaying map in (7.13)

and (7.19) as well as the consistency condition (4.16). The non-decaying AdS-to-CFT map

is then
dA 1 o0
nvo(|712]) = / T|€E12|2_A—/ dzPnp(2)z>""", (7.21)
v 4T fA,O 0
while the non-decaying CFT-to-AdS map is
_ % o aen [T A-3
Pyp(z) = B - fA,0% d|z1a| nnp(|212])|[212] : (7.22)
yo 4T 0

Note that since we used the same Mellin transform (up to a shift in contour) for both the
bulk and CFT expansions, this map would have simply identified |zi5| = z, if we did not
have the nontrivial factor fz g.

We can now map the bi-local action in (2.12) as written in terms of np(z,2z2) and
nnp(x1,z2) into the bulk using the decaying AdS-to-CFT map in section 4 for np(z1, xs),

and the non-decaying map in this section for nyp(x1,z2). For instance, at quadratic order
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for the U(V) theory, we can find the non-decaying bulk term by expanding (7.14) using
(7.18) and (7.20) as

v dA
5(2)[(I)ND] - a—o/ %dAdA)\A,O
70

v [ dzd? dA =22
- Y Oup(2)Onp(2) | S22 2 )
Qo Jo zz! ND(z) ND(z ) /yo 2mi fA,ofA,o 0
v [ dzdZ dA =242
= — ) (V2 — M? V2 - M2 )P /——
ol o ~Np(2) (V5 = My_50)(V; 10)®nD(2) o fanlag
(7.23)

where in the third equality we used integration by parts and the action of the AdS Laplacian

in the upper half space when acting on functions of only z:
V2 =240~ (d—1)z710.). (7.24)

As before, the factor of v ensures that the non-decaying modes are non-dynamical. This
non-decaying quadratic term could equivalently be found by taking the limit of the decaying
scalar quadratic term in (5.2), if we assume that ®g(x, z) does not depend on x. The non-
decaying bulk propagator is then

(&%)

(@p(21)Bx(2)) = /

Qo %fA@pr A A
C2v ), 2T Aap

2025 (7.25)

which is the inverse of the second line of (7.23) due to the completeness relation (7.9).

As in the decaying case, if we choose fk’féal then we get a local quadratic action

v [ dz
5Wavp] = = [ ()T~ M) (V2 = MigPwn(z). (720

where we used the fact that [ E’%al = 1 as well as the completeness relation (7.9). In

the O(N) theory, we would get the same results except with an extra factor of 3. The

non-decaying bulk propagator can be explicitly computed in this case to get

d d—2

ap [min(zy, 22) max (21, 22)*min(zy, 29)

(o) ®rn(2)) = 50|50 5y 2(d — 4)(d — 2) ’

(7.27)

where we close the contour in (7.25) to either the left or the right, depending on whether

Z1 > Z9.
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We could similarly map the interaction terms in (2.12) to the bulk, where in general
there will be nonvanishing cross terms with both ®p(x, 2) and ®yp(z). Note that since the
decaying and non-decaying AdS-to-CFT maps are linear, all the ®p(z,2) and ®yp(z) can
be recombined into ®g(x, z) to get the terms discussed in section 6, just as we know that in
the bi-local language np(x1, z9) and nyp(z1, x2) recombine into 7n(x1, x2) by definition to get
(2.12). So from the perspective of the bulk action and computing loops, nothing actually
changes by introducing the non-decaying map. This is not surprising, as the non-decaying
modes are all non-dynamical due to the factors of v. On the other hand, the non-decaying
map is necessary to map the finite mass deformation, as we discuss next, and for similar

computations that modify the theory everywhere in space-time.

7.4 Mapping the finite mass deformation

We will now use the non-decaying CFT-to-AdS map (7.22) to find the bulk VEV dual to the
mass deformed CFT VEV (7.1), where for simplicity we will work in d = 3.2 An immediate
difficulty with applying this map is that the expansion in the da basis is only well defined
if the integral in (7.12) converges for a bi-local configuration nyp(|z12|), but this integral in
fact diverges in the |z12| — 0 regime for (7.1) and A € ~y. We can regularize this divergence
by shifting |z12| — |712] + € when expanding nyp(|z12|) in da, and then setting e — 0
after we then relate da to ®yp(z) as in (7.18) to derive the non-decaying CFT-to-AdS map.
The resulting ®p(2) is finite as € — 0, since (7.1) is finite, and both the CFT and bulk
expansions in terms of da are just the same Mellin transform, up to a shift in the contour
and the factor of fx.

An equivalent and computationally simpler way of regularizing the CFT-to-AdS map of
(7.1) is to simply shift the contour from 7 to

Yo : A=r-+is, 2<r<3, sekR, (7.28)

so that in (7.22) the |x5| integral converges and takes the form

3A /OO d|z12] expl-mizna]) ~ 1 = (mz)szM (7.29)

47| w1942 dr

We then explicitly subtract any contributions to the A integral in (7.22) from poles and

28We could also find this VEV directly in the bulk as a solution to the full non-linear bulk equations of
motion in the presence of the mass, but we find it easier to just map it from the CFT.
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mz3

Figure 2: The VEV of the non-decaying scalar bulk field in the presence of a finite mass m
deformation as a function of mz, where z is the radial direction, for d = 3.

branch cuts that were crossed when shifting the contour. For fg%al we get for the resulting

mass-deformed bulk VEV

)
A=1

(7.30)

Dnp(2))m dA oea AlN(A =3 1 oca -
< Nj(ﬁ)) _ X 2_m IA’Ol(mz)S A ( = ) _ ERGS IA,ol(mZ)g AF(A _ 3)]
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where the second term corresponds to the pole in I'(A — 3) allowed by ~g, since fg)foal has
neither poles nor branch cuts in this regime. The integral in the first term is complicated
due to the infinite branch cuts in fgzal, but it can be easily computed numerically for any
mz. The result goes from zero at small mz to a constant at large mz, so that the large mz
scaling is given by the sum over poles. We plot (®xp(2)),, as a function of mz in Figure 2,
which has linear growth at large mz. It would be interesting to compare this result to the

analogous mass deformed solution to Vasiliev’s equations [62,63].

8 The double trace deformation and the critical theory

In this section we discuss the deformation of the free scalar CFT by a (3, |¢;]*)? term, which
in the bi-local theory is a double-trace deformation ANG?(x, x), and the critical theory that
it leads to in the low-energy (A — 0o) limit for 2 < d < 4. We start by reviewing the double-
trace deformation of the free U(N) or O(N) CFT, following [64-67]. We will then discuss
the bulk dual of the critical theory, using the off-shell mapping of n(z,x) to the boundary
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limit of ®g(z,2) (4.45). We will show how the bulk duals of the free and critical theory
only differ by the boundary conditions of the bulk scalar two-point function, as anticipated

in [36,37,68]. In this section, we do not use embedding space for clarity.

8.1 The deformation in the bi-local CFT

Consider the deformation of the bi-local U(N) action S[n] in (2.11) by the double trace scalar
deformation, such that the CFT path integral is

AN

7 = / Dn(x, 2" )exp l—S[n] — ddeZ(x,x)}

= /Dn(a:,x')exp {—S[n] - 2/&%(772(%@) + NG (z, 1) + QWU(x,x)GO(x,x)ﬂ :
(8.1)

The second term in the integral is just a numerical constant, while the last term is a divergent

mass term that can be trivially cancelled at each order by a mass counterterm, so we will

ignore both of these terms in the following, and just focus on the nontrivial n?(z, z) term.
We can equivalently introduce an extra path integral over the Hubbard-Stratonovich field

o(x) to get a linear deformation

Zy = / Do(z) Dz, 2')exp (—S[n] - / 'z (%O(x)n(x,x) - 502( ))> C(82)

such that performing the gaussian o(z) path integral sets o(x) = An(x, z) and gives us back
(8.1), up to an overall numerical constant and the trivial mass term. In the latter formulation,
we compute correlators of o(z) and n(xq, x2) in a large N expansion using the same Feynman

rules introduced in section 2.2 for n(z1, z2), along with the new vertex 1o(z)n(z,z), and the
—

propagator o(x1)o(zy) = —2Ad(x12). For instance, for the o two-point function we get an

infinite set of diagrams at leading order in 1/N:

(oo =]~ 220(ri2) + (—2A)2M + (—2)\)3/ddyG0(‘2’y) GO(@Z“) o] ro

dk DAk
:_/( ‘ d+O(N_1)7

27T) )\|k|d a91-2d,. 252
P(%5+) sin( %)

(8.3)

where in the second equality we performed the geometric series of infinite diagrams in mo-
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mentum space, using the Fourier transform of the explicit Go(z,2’)*/4 in (2.9). For the
bi-local two-point function, the free theory answer at A = 0 is corrected by the same infinite

series of diagrams to get

(n(x1, x2)n (23, 24)) ) = Go(21,24)Go (T2, 23)

1 d, gd, 1 / / / -1 (8.4)
44 [ Ay Golar,1)Golwa ) (o 0)o (W Golt )Gl 1) + ON ).

We can then equivalently compute correlators of n(xy, x5) using the An(z, z)? formulation in
(8.1), with no o(x), where the Feynman rules are now given by those in section 2.2 except
that the bi-local propagator is now (8.4) (with the o two-point function given by (8.3)).
For d < 4, An(z,x)? is a relevant deformation, and we can go to the critical theory in
the IR by taking A — oo. In the o(x) formulation (8.2), we can then drop the o%/\ term
in (8.2), so that o(x) becomes a Lagrange multiplier setting n(z,xz) = 0. We can also now

perform the momentum space integral in (8.3) to get

By . B 23 sin (Z4) T(54)
(o(x1)0(22)) 00 ‘xag +O(N7), B; = T (% - 2) , (8.5)

which is the 2-point function of a conformal primary o(z) with A, =2+ O(1/N). We thus
see that to leading order in 1/N, the critical theory is the same as the free theory, but with
the M\/‘%x) = n(x, x) operator with Ay = d — 2 replaced by the shadow operator o(z) with
the shadow dimension A,. For the O(N) theory, we have extra factors of 3 in (8.3) and
(8.5), while in (8.4) the second term is now multiplied by 3 instead of ; and we should add

the symmetrized x3 <> x4 term.

8.2 The bulk dual

We can map the double trace deformation in (8.1) and (8.2) to the bulk using the off-shell
mapping (4.45) that holds for 2 < d < 4. We get

4(][37270 e—0

A 2
7\ = /D(I{;(x, z)exp [—S[@] /ddx (lim 52_dCI>0(x,€)> ] , (8.6)
or equivalently (up to an overall numerical constant)

Zy = /Da(:p)D@J(x, 2)exp {—S[CD] - /ddx (%mg?—d%(:p,@ - %;)ﬂ . (8.7)
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As in the mass deformation, we see that only the boundary of AdS is affected. Note that the
only effect of the deformation is to change the scalar bulk propagator, just as in the CFT
only the bi-local 2-point function was changed (at leading order in 1/N). We can compute

this as in our computation of the mass deformation VEV (7.4), to get

<<I)o($1, Zl)‘bo(l‘2722>>\ = <‘I)0($1, 21)(1)0(55272’2»0

Pold—22 [ | | )
T / A"y Gas.0(w1, 21 9) {0 ()0 (W )rGa-zo(@a, 22ly') + O(NY).

(8.8)

where in the second term we resummed the same geometric series of diagrams that appeared
in the CFT calculation.

For the critical theory at A — oo, we obtain when we choose the local mapping fffj‘l:

Bd( local)QF(d _ 2)2
(Po(71, 21)Po (72, 22) 00 = (Po(T1, 21)Po (T2, 22))0 + 2’(10247r2d

% /ddyddy/ Ga—20(71, Z|1?|Jy)i<f|—42,o($27 zly') + O(Nfl)
Ba(f3s)(d — 2)2SE > Nya(d — 4)
204872d

X (Hgg’o(xl, 215 X9, 22) — Hgfg(a:l, 2159, 29)) + O(N 1)
B ap/2
B Mio - Mdg—z,o

= (Do(21, 21)Po (22, 22))0 +

(3.8 (21, 213 @2, 22) — 1130 (w1, 215 @2, 22)) + O(N ),
(8.9)

where in the first equality we used (8.5), in the second we used the bulk shadow transform
(4.6) and the expression (5.19) for the AdS harmonic function (4.7) in terms of the bulk-to-
bulk propagator,? and in the third we used the free theory expression for the bulk propagator
in (5.24), and the explicit expressions for the various constants in the previous sections. For
the O(N) theory, we get the same result with the usual extra factor of 2. For the more
general fa ; defined in section 5, which has the same physical propagator as fkf}‘l, we can

similarly compute the result in the limit where one point goes to the boundary, to get

) « _20/2 .. _
Zhgo@o(xl, 21)Po(22, 22)) 00 = —A;fg’(fdﬂjéo/ 111310 Hgg(xl, 215 X9, 22) + O(N 1), (8.10)
1 d,0 d—2,0 %

In all these cases, we see that the physical propagator HdTTQ7O for ®( has been replaced by the

29FOI‘ J = 0, recall that Hg%(Xl, XQ; Wl, Wg) = HAyO(Xl,XQ; W17 WQ) The identity (519) for the J =0
case was also used to relate the bulk dual of the free and critical theories in [37,68].
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shadow propagator H%. Recall that in general both Hg{, and Hgﬂ are defined by the same
bulk differential equation (5.20), and differ only by the boundary condition (5.21). Since the
only difference between the free and critical bulk theories was this scalar propagator, we see
that to all orders in 1/N the only difference between the free and critical bulk theories is the
boundary condition for the bulk scalar, as discussed in [36,37,68].

We can now compute bulk correlators with the Feynman rules discussed in section 6,

except with the &, bulk propagator now given by (8.9). As shown in [37], since the difference

(®g (21, 21)Po (@2, 22)00 — (Po(1, 21)Po(@2, 22)0 o< IGT, o (@1, 215 @2, 22) — 113 (21, 213 T2, 22)

(8.11)

is free of short distance singularities, and since we already showed that the free bulk dual
gave the expected bulk diagrams dual to the free CFT (with appropriate cancellations of all
UV divergences), the modification of the free bulk Feynman rules by replacing II77, ; — I13 §
leads to the expected bulk dual of the critical CFT for all correlators at all orders in 1/N.
Note that the argument in [37] did not assume any specific bulk action, and only required
that the difference between the free and critical bulk Feynman rules be implemented by
177, 0 — 1153, so the fact that our bulk theory has a non-standard off-shell kinetic term
does not matter.

The mapping of single-trace local operators in the CFT, as described in section 4.5, is
now different for the J = 0 case. Note that for A — oo, the o(z) field acts as a Lagrange
multiplier in (8.7) that sets lim. o2 ®q(z,e) = 0 off-shell, just as in the CFT it set
n(x,x) = 0 off-shell. Thus, the off-shell relation (4.45) becomes trivial in the critical theory.

4=2 mode vanishes, ®q(z, z) now has the same small z boundary condition as all

d/2

Since the z
other J > 0 bulk fields described in section 4.3, namely it scales as z%<, which is the real

part of the principal series contour. On-shell, we find that (4.42) for J = 0 is replaced by

3272
(o(z).. VYar = = lime X Po(x,¢) ... )s6) , (8.12)
(8.7) 1—\(%1 _ )f2,0 0 (8.6)
where on the left-hand side we compute correlators using the A — oo Feynman rules from
(8.7), with the free bulk Feynman rules for ®; and the o propagator in (8.5), while the
right-hand side uses the A — oo Feynman rules from (8.6), with the free bulk Feynman rules

for ® ;59 and (8.9) for ®;. We can see this on-shell relation by computing the contraction
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between o(x) and ®¢(z, z) as

2—d

(o) ol D)isr) = lim 5o [ ylo(e)o ) (Baly. OP0(a2, D)o + O

_ Cio020fa0Ba /ddde—Q,D(an zly)
4(M3,0 - Miz,o) lz1 —y[*
B Sy 20Ca2000 f2.0Ba
; 4(M3,0 - Md2—2,0)
3275

:—1 -2 (b (b 0o O Nfl ’
T 377 e (@1, Balaa, ) + OV

+O(N™Y
(8.13)

Gao(z2, 2|x1) + O(Nfl)

where in the first equality we used the o®, vertex in (8.7), in the second we used the
definitions (8.5) and (5.25), in the third we used the bulk shadow transform (4.6), and in
the last we used (8.10), (4.16), and the explicit expressions for the various constants. In the
small z limit, we similarly recover the relation between (o (z1)o(x2)) and (Po(x1,€)Po(za, €))
required for (8.12).
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A The embedding space formalism

It will be convenient for us to use the embedding space formalism, both for CFT compu-
tations and for computations in anti-de Sitter (AdS) space. This section is mostly copying
formulas and notations from [34] and [69]. The idea is to use the embedding of AdSyy; in
R¥*L1 as the hyperboloid X2 = —1, and of d-dimensional flat space (in the CFT, or on the
boundary of AdS) in R¥! as the conformal light-cone P2 = 0. In both cases we denote the

coordinates of R by X = (X, X~, X7) (X' = (X',--- , X?)), with the metric
X = -X"X"+X'X" (A1)

In the bigger space the isometries/conformal symmetries SO(d+1, 1) are linear and therefore
writing covariant expressions is simpler. As we discuss traceless symmetric tensors, we will

also have vectors in the space as “spin holders”. We usually denote the flat-space spin by Z
and the bulk AdS spin by W.

A.1 Flat-space notations

We need two constraints to get a d-dimensional flat space, and we take:
1. P2=0.
2. P=)\P.

We can therefore use

as the relation between the embedding coordinate P and a standard coordinate y in d-
dimensional flat space. Whenever we write an integral dP it can be interpreted as an integral
over the y' in this slice (A.2).

Flat-space symmetric and traceless tensors can be written as a polynomial in a new vector
Z:

H(P,Z) = Hy,. a,(P)Z" .24, (A.3)

77777

For the tensor to be traceless we require Z? = 0. For the tensor to be defined only at

directions parallel to the light-cone P? = 0 we require further:

1. H(P,Z + aP) = H(P,Z). Now the tensor is only parallel to the light-cone.
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2. Z-P = 0. Because P = AP, the tensor direction H* = P should also give a zero

projection.

..........

77777

d oN o 1., o
A - R 0. |
bz = (2 b+ az) 97, 27 97-07 (8.4)

so that
1

_J!(g_l)J

Note that using D, the original tensor composing H (P, Z) does not need to be traceless (or

symmetric) but the outcome of (A.5) will be.
Finally, a flat-space contraction of indices between two spin-J traceless-symmetric tensors

can be written as

F ) Gy () = F(P,Dg)G (P, Z). (A.6)

A.2 Bulk notations

As we said before, AdSz,; can be embedded as the hyperboloid X? = —1. Denoting the
upper half space coordinates z# = (z, %) (with the standard metric ds* = (dz? + dz'dx?) /2>

that gives AdS space in Poincaré coordinates) we have

X =

ST

(1,,22 +x2,xi) , (A.7)

where 22 = Zf’:l 2?. As z — 0, the bulk point approaches 1 times a null vector P which can
be identified with a point on the boundary of AdS (using the flat-space embedding space
formalism of the previous subsection for the boundary).

A bulk symmetric and traceless tensor can be written as a polynomial in a new vector
W:

H(X, W) =Ha, A, (X)W WA, (A.8)

-----

For the tensor to be traceless we require W2 = 0. For the tensor to be defined only at
directions parallel to the hyperboloid we also require X - W = 0 (equivalently XAH, = 0).
Again, given H 4,

7777777777

.....
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would respect the transversality, symmetry and tracelessness:

d—1 0 0 0 0
KZV:T(W”A(”W))*(W'W)W

0 0 1 0? 0 0
+X"‘(W'W> <X'W>_§WA<—8W-8W+(X'W) (XWD

This operator is indeed transverse (X4 K4 = 0), symmetric (K4Kp = KK 4) and traceless
K4 K4 =0, so that

(A.9)

1
HAA1(X) = mK@‘}}...K@JH (X, W). (A.10)
"),
For points on the embedded AdS (with X? = —1, W? =W - X = 0), it is enough to use
d—1 0 0
KV = (T2 ow. 2 ) 2 Al
A < - W aW) WA (A.11)

Again, the original tensor composing H (X, W) does not need to be traceless (or symmetric),
but using K 4’s the outcome of (A.10) will be.
A bulk contraction of indices between two spin-J traceless-symmetric tensors can be

written as 1
fHte (z,:l:i) Gty (z,xi) = mF (X, Kw)G (X, W). (A.12)
72
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Finally, the AdS gradient operator may be written in embedding space as

9] 0 9]
VAZaXA+XA(X~a—X>+WA<X'W>a (A.13)

such that after the projection the resulting vector is D,,.

B The 2-point function of 1 in the Cx ; formalism

In this appendix we use the Cx ; variables of section 3 to compute the tree-level two-point
function of n (or the four-point function of the ¢;), and confirm that we obtain the same
result as in section 2. We will convert the embedding space results back to coordinate space,
to make the calculations more transparent. We will perform the calculation assuming d > 4,
so that we can just use the principal series contour. The results for d < 4 can then be

obtained by analytic continuation (or could be computed directly in those dimensions by
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using the more complicated contours discussed in the main text).
Using the decomposition (3.20) and (3.9) as written in coordinate space, we get for the

U(N) theory (keeping just the quadratic term in the action, and with Ay = %32)

AN
<n(l‘1,$2>77($371‘4 tree_ Z / 27{'2/ 27(2 /ddy/ddy/

J,J'=

X <OA0 (1‘1) OAO (x2) OA,J <y>> <OA0 (l‘3) éAo (:L'4) OA/J/ (y/>>

x (-1)” / DCa.s(y) Cay (y) Chr e () 57O

(B.1)

The path integral is Gaussian. It is useful to define the conformal partial wave (CPW)
[53, 54]%

V3 (0) = [ d'5(Os, (1) O (12) Oy (1)) (O, (53) O () O, ()

1 (A7) (A) (B.2)
= e SR, Gas U V) + S8R Ga, U V))]
where as usual we omit the index contractions, and the conformal cross ratios
U — w1223 V= |23 |14 (B.3)
|13]?|24]* |13]?[24]?

Then, using (3.27) the Gaussian path integral gives3!

<77($1,[L'2)7’] 3, 1’4 tree Z/ dA /ddy<oA0 (xl) @Ao ($2) OA,J (y)>

47 )\A JNAJ

~

X <OA0 (ZL‘3) OAO (174) OAJ (y)>

_1)7 (B.4)
= — PR (g,
Z/ 471'2 )\A JNAJ AJ(I)

(A J)

S Ao Ao
— 0 UvVv
’3312’(1 2|$34’d 2 Z/ omi )\AJNAJ aul )-

In the last equality of (B.4) we used the fact that the rest of the integrand (and the contour

itself, including our deformations) is invariant under A <= A. The coefficients of the

30The two papers differ by a factor of 277 on their definition of the conformal block. We use the one of [53].
31There are two important distinctions between our expression and that of [53]. Firstly, their contour is
only for the upper half plane of the principal series, which is why we have a 2 in (B.4) relative to their
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conformal blocks have poles at A = d — 2 + 2n + J for n = 0 with residues:*

(A,J) —deoJ— 2
2O — Res (—1)7SE) _ ()T 74 d+2] =3) (§+J—1)"T(d+ J —3) |
AagNag I(J+ 1DI(d+2J —2)
(B.5)
To compute (B.4) we thus need to perform the sum
L " R
> RYGa s 24(UV), (B.6)

B |x12‘d—2|x34|d—2 pr

where the minus sign comes from closing the contour to the right, and the conformal blocks
G,y are normalized with the small U expansion
A+J A+J

U T (1-V),F, (T —5 AT v) +o(UT Y.

Gas(UV) = =555
(B.7)

Since for the free theory we only consider the lowest twist operators, we can actually ignore

the sub-leading powers of U, which must identically cancel. We thus compute

= (d+2J =3 (4 +J—1)°’T(d+J-3) U ;o [d=2  d-2
1—-V)HLF J. Jd—2+2J,1-V
; 2Tl (] + DI(d + 2] — 2) g L=V)Rh =t = A Jd =2+ 2,
i / dtz Ud+2J —3)(1—v) (1 = )) 2™ 20(d + J — 3)(t(v — 1) + 1)~ 2~/
16I(J + 1)
(d/2-1) 4
B [W w/v):
(B.8)
so that the resulting (connected part of the) correlation function is
I'(d/2—-1)] 1
<77(x17$2)77(x3754)> = |: 47Td/2 } |$14|d_2|$23|d_2 ) (Bg)

as we expect from Wick contractions for the canonically normalized scalar with propagator

(2.9). For the O(N) theory, we sum only over even spins and multiply the residues by

expression. Also, their operators are ordered differently from ours so that our integrand has an extra (—1)”
relative to theirs.
32 As we can see in (3.25), the function )\ — has poles for bothn = 0 (A =d+J—-2)andn =1 (A = d+J).
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two since the quadratic action for the O(N) theory is half that of the U(/N). We then get
2
[F(d/Q_l)] (UL 4+ (U/V)271), and so the correlation function is

Amd/2

I'(d/2 —1)7? 1 1
— + B.10
(e, z2)n(ws, 7)) [ /2 } 213|972 |woa |42 214|972 o]0 2 ] ( )

as expected.

C Bulk identities

In this appendix we prove some key identities used in the main text to analyze the bulk

physics.

C.1 Proof of (6.13)

The first identity we consider is (6.13), which can be written explicitly as

Z (! (
x 0,(X, X’; W, W'Y (K - Vx) Qo(X', X3) (Wy - Vi, )" Qo(X', X4)
= (W - V)" Qo(X1, X3) (Wy - Vi)™ Qo(Xa, Xy) -

/dX/dX’ V)" (X1, X) (Ky - V) Qo(X,, X)
(C.1)

As a first step, we will show a simpler identity: we will interpret the conformal basis

So in a way both are “physical operators”. But from the free theory we know that while the first is an actual
operator (the mass operator ¢?(z) and the conserved spin J currents), the second vanishes because of the

equation of motion : ¢p0”/ [1¢ := 0. The reason n = 1 doesn’t contribute to the correlation function at the
(A7)

end of the day is because we take residues of A"]’\,AA”J. In S A we have a term I'~2 (£> (see (3.5))
with a double zero at A = d+ J that kills the pole from y——. The conclusion is that the A = d+ .J operators

are “physical” at the level of the action, but don’t contrlbute to any physical OPE.
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completeness relation (3.2) as an identity about ©. We have

dA
5(Py, P3)o(Py, Py) = Z/ﬂ ) /2m'NM
<0A0 (F1) OAO (P) Op,y (P, D2)){O3, (Ps) O, (P1) O , (P, Z))

- Z dA
2 (% )2/2m'N O pET

2 J Ao AQ AO

« / dX(W-V)JGAO,O(X,PQ)GAO,O(X, P) / IX'(W' V)G, (X' PG, o(X', P)

dP
/d—GA,J<X, P; KWaDZ)GA J(X/,P; KW/,Z)
J! (5_1)J 7

1 / . J
_;m/dX/dX (Kw - V)" Gaoo(X, P2)Gag (X, P1)

X O(X, X' W,W') (K - V) G5, o(X', Py)C, o(X'. Py).
(C.2)

where in the second equality we used (6.2) twice, while in the third equality we used (4.7)
and (6.8). We can draw this result as

5(Py, P3)3(Py, Py) = (C.3)

where the boundary legs are the bulk-to-boundary propagators with A = Ay (and its

shadow). Similar to Table 1, the arrows signify the derivatives (and spin contractions).
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We can now finish the proof:

QU(Xl,Xg)QO(XQ,X4) = /dPldPdegdP4(5(P1,P3)(5(P2,P4)
X G, o( X1, P1)G A, o(Xa, P2)Gag0( X3, P3)Gago(Xa, Pr)

1 '
:;m/“/‘” /dplGAo,o(XlaP1>GA0’0<X’P1>
: 2 J

X | dPy(Kw - V) Gag0(X, P2)Ga, (X2, P)O(X, X ; W, W)

X \/dPgGAojo(Xg, Pg)(KW/ . V)JGA()’O(X/, Pg) /dP4GAO70(X4, P4>GAO7O(X/7 P4) .
(C.4)

Applying (W, - Dx,)”1(Wy - Dx,)”* on both sides gives exactly (6.13).

C.2 Proof of (6.14) and bulk regularization

We start by considering the completeness relation (C.2), which we wrote diagrammatically in
(C.3). Suppose that we connect P, to a bulk point X5 with a bulk-to-boundary propagator
G, that we connect P, to a bulk point X; with a bulk-to-boundary propagator Ga, o,
that we identify P, = P35, and that we integrate over P;, P, and P,. Finally we also operate
(W1 - Dx,)”t on both sides. The equality we then obtain takes the form

A .==/dp5<o>"= 1y (C.5)
Evidently, this equality needs a regularization. The d-dimensional integral on the left-hand
side is the same one that we obtained when we discussed loop integrals in the bi-local
formalism in section 2.3. There it was regularized by putting the theory on a finite lattice,
and it was set equal to the number of lattice points V' (which then appeared in our counter-
terms). More generally, with some high-momentum cutoff |k| < 1 and an IR cutoff |z| < L,
this integral would be regularized to V ~ L¢/e?. The bulk integrals on the right-hand side
similarly diverge in the UV and in the IR (after the implicit summation over J). We can
regularize them in the bulk by introducing a cutoff on the radial direction z > ¢, and an
IR cutoff for the space-time directions |x| < L. We then expect the regularized integral to
give (6.14) with V ~ L?/e? up to corrections that go to zero when we take ¢ — 0 and
L — oo. We stress that the sum over the internal spin J needs to be taken before we remove

the regulators. The reason is that the dominant spins in the sum with a given regulator
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scale as J ~ €|m 7 [70]. Since all loop divergences in our computations reduce to (6.14), this

regularization scheme should regularize systematically all the bulk integrals.

C.3 Modifications for d < 4

In this appendix we discuss how the arguments of section 6 must be modified for d < 4. The

only modification of the inverse mapping is for J = 0, as given by (4.28):

dA 1
Mol(P1»P2|X)=/

— dP(Op, (P1) Oa, (Py) Oy o (P))Gx o (X, P
Yo 27”040NA,0>\A,0fA,0/ (O (F1) O (F2) Op 0 (P)) G0 (X, P)

x (Vi — Mdz—z,o) (V& - Mio) -

(C.6)
Using (6.2) we can write it as
MGt (P, Py | X) = /dX’GAO,o(X’, Py)Gapo(X', P1)0o(X, X)), (C.7)
where we now define (different than (6.5))
bo(xX,X) = [ BB L0 (X X) (Vi — M) (VA — M) . (C)

27” )\A OfA ObAO Ao

Notice that now 6y (and the mappings themselves) is not merely a function (or a distribution)
but a differential operator. For J > 0 the inverse mapping remains (4.27).

Next, consider the direct mapping, which for d < 4 is given by (4.20)

fag
My (X, W | P, P) / / \
( | P1, Py 2mi | JU(E=1), AasNas (C.9)

x Ga,y (X, P;W,Dz) (On, (P1) On, (P2) Of ; (P, Z)) V3V,

Again, using (6.2) we can write this as

dx’
MJ<X,W|P1,P2>=/—_
JU(4F),

(C.10)
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where we now define

- A
X = [ SRS g (X w). (C.1)

1 2T 8 A

We would like to show that all the identities of section 6 have their version also for these

new ,0. We start with the definition of ©; (6.11). For J = 0 we now have
Ou(X, X") = / dY 6,(X,Y)6,(Y, X’)

av / (X Y) (V5 = Miag) (V — M)
/ 2mi )\A OfA ObAO Ao

: (C.12)
X/ aA?fA QA’ (YX)
Yo 27TZ 2bA0,A)0AA/
dA a
~ /., 2w Ty el X)),
AA 2bA0 P

Note that 6y and 6, are now operators, so they now do not obviously commute as they did
for d > 4 in (6.11). We will use the specific ordering of (C.12). For J > 0 we have

dX ~
G)J(XMXZ;WMWQ) :/mej(XhX;WlaKW)eJ(XyXQ;VV,Wz)

‘\ 27/
IA o, (C.13)

- [ = Qa0 (X1, Xo; Wi, Wa),
AJ) (BT
w0 2T bR R,

which is similar to the J = 0 case.
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Next, we would like to show the d < 4 version of (6.12):
O, X Wi 0, :/dpl/dpz My, (X0, Wi Po, Py) MG (Py, Py|Xp, W)
dX’ 1 , ) / /
dpP, [ dP AL GAOO(Xl,Pz)(KW/ Vx)) " Gago( X1, POy, (X1, X155 Wi, W)
2v72 ax; ; / , / ,
ViVs ﬁ( wy - Vi) Gago(Xa, Pr)Gago(Xg, P2)05, (X5, Xo; Wy, W)
2
dX’ 1 / ) / /
=aj, | dPy [ dPy o GAOO(Xl,PQ)(KW, V) Gago(X7, P10y, (X1, X7 Wi, W)
1
X}

/T_Zl)(f(wg : VXQJGAO,o(X§> P1)GR, o(X3, P2)01,( Xy, Xo; W3, W)
2 Jo

dX] dX;
=, [ [ Ry V) (X XD Ry - Vi) (3, X)
Jl'( 2 )J1 J‘(

<)
2 Jo
é»ﬁ (Xh X{a Wla WII)HJQ(Xéa XQ; W2,7 WZ) y
(C.14)

where we used (6.17) in the last line. We see a factor of a}, compared to (6.12).
We can now derive the d < 4 version of (6.13) as we did in the previous subsection for
d > 4, by starting with (3.2) and then applying (6.2). The difference for d < 4 is that now

the completeness relation for d < 4 is altered (3.22), so that we now have

1
3(Py, P3)3(Py, Py) Z/ o / e 1) Na
<OA0 (Pl) OAO (P2> OA,J (Pv DZ)><OA0 (P3) @Ao (P4> OAJ (Pv Z)>v V

dX/ dX/ / /
_Z/Jl / (d221)J@J<X17X2;KW1’;KW2’)
)
;)

Gag (X1, Pl)(Wl -Vxi
GAO,O(Xév P4)(W2 V

TGpo0(X], Py)
Groo(Xs, P)V3, VT,
(C.15)

Multiplying by G, o(X1, P1)G3,0(X2, P2)Gago(Xs, P3)Gago(Xs, Py) and integrating over
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Py, Py, Py, P, gives (using (6.17))

dx| X} .
Q (XlaX3)QO(X27X4 aAOZ/ J' ) /J' (d 1) @J(XI’XQaKW{7KW2')
Qo (X7, X1) (W - Vi) Qo(X], X5)
Qo (X5, X4) (W3 - Vi) Q0(X5, X3) .

(C.16)

We can then apply (W;-Dx, )" (Wy-Dx,)”* on both sides to get a% -(6.13) (with our modified
©).

Next, we can derive the modified version of (6.14) for d < 4 by multiplying (C.15) by
Gg, (Xo, P2) Ga, (X1, Py) 6 (P21, P3) and integrating over Py, Py, P3, P to get

= dX' dX
QO(X17X2)V:Z/J' (ﬂ) /J' (ﬂ) @J(X,7X;KW’7KW>
J=0 . 2 /JJ : 2 JJ

/ dP,dPydPsdPyGa, o X', PY(W' - Vx:) Gayo( X', P)

Gago(X, P)(W - Vx) Gayo(X, Ps)
Vi, Ve, (Ga, o (Xa, P2) Gago (X1, Pa) 6 (P1, Ps)) (C.17)

dx’ / aX
. — — O (X',X;K K )
2 2/ (e, | JrEy, O XK K

(W' V) Q( Xz, XN (X1, X)

/dPldP?,(W V) Gago(X, P3)Gago (X', P1) V36 (P, P3) |

which we can integrate by parts to get the right-hand side

dX ,
aAO Z/J' d— / (dfl) @J(X7X1KW’7KW)
J

T 2 (C.18)

(W' - Vx) Q0(Xa, X)Q0( X1, X)(W - V)7 Qo(X, X).

Applying (W; - Dx,)”* to both sides then gives a3, times (6.14).

The two-point function in the bulk stays the same as discussed in section 4. The Feynman
rules are produced by applying the inverse mapping to the bi-local action. Written in terms
of our modified 6,0, it has the same form (the same diagrams). Because the operators
we defined satisfy the same conditions (up to the a3, that cancel between the uses of the

identities) we get the same cancellations, as in section 6.
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We would like to write exactly the same Feynman rules as we found for d > 4. The
only modification of the vertex has to do with the modification of 6; described above, where
only the J = 0 term (C.8) was changed by acting with (Vi — M7 ,,) (V} — M3,) and
inserting a 1/Aa ; in the A integral. The question then is whether we are allowed to per-
form integration-by-parts to get the original Feynman rules. Inside a Feynman diagram
computation, the differential operator will act on a bulk 2-point function from the Feyn-
man rules. Applying the operator we would get exactly a bulk delta-function, so the bulk
integral is trivial, and we will have the same properties as for d > 4. On the other hand,
if we try to perform an integration by parts directly on the vertex (to bring it to the same
form as the d > 4 vertex), we obtain when applying the Feynman rules an integral involving
[dXQA(X', X)Hy-9(X, X"), which in the small z limit behaves as z%/2td-2-d ~ (d=4/2
and so diverges for d < 4. So the difference between the Feynman rules of d < 4 and those of
d > 4 are the diverging boundary terms from the integration by parts. We can think about
them as UV counter terms, made to regularize the naive action because of the unconventional
boundary condition for @ in this case. The bottom line is that we need to use for d < 4 the
modified Feynman rules of this section, but the expressions we get after using them are the
same as we obtain by continuing the d > 4 results to d < 4.

As explained in section 8, in the dual to the critical theory the boundary condition for @,
(with d < 4) does not allow for a 2472 term. Hence, in this case no divergences will appear
when integrating by parts the action, so we can simply use precisely the same bulk action

and Feynman rules as in section 6.
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