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ABSTRACT: In strongly coupled conformal field theories with a large central charge impor-
tant light degrees of freedom are the stress tensor and its composites, multi-stress tensors.
We consider the OPE expansion of two-point functions of the stress tensor in thermal and
heavy states and focus on the contributions from the stress tensor and double-stress tensors
in four spacetime dimensions. We compare the results to the holographic finite temperature
two-point functions and read off conformal data beyond the leading order in the large cen-
tral charge expansion. In particular, we compute corrections to the OPE coefficients which
determine the near-lightcone behavior of the correlators. We also compute the anomalous
dimensions of the double-stress tensor operators.
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1 Introduction and summary

Hydrodynamics describes low-energy excitations in matter at finite temperature and density
[1]. A lot of interest was attracted to the hydrodynamics of conformal field theories at
strong coupling and large central charge C, which admit a dual gravitational (holographic)
description [2—4|. Transport coefficients can be extracted from the two-point functions of the
stress tensor (TT-correlators) at finite temperature and holography maps these correlators
to two-point functions of metric perturbations in a black hole background [5-8].

The holographic value of the shear viscosity is much closer to the experimentally ob-
served values for quark-gluon plasma than perturbative calculations (see e.g. [9, 10] for
reviews). The ratio of the shear viscosity to the entropy density was shown to be universal,
n/s = h/4rkp, in all theories with Einstein gravity duals [7, 8, 11, 12]. However, the addi-
tion of higher derivative terms to the gravity Lagrangian changes this value [13-15]. What
does this imply for the hydrodynamics of strongly interacting field theories?

In a way, gravity provides a minimal model for strongly interacting matter, where the
only degrees of freedom are the stress tensor and its composites, multi-stress tensors — they
are encoded by the fluctuations of the metric in the dual theory. From a CFT point of view,
such a minimal model is defined by the OPE coefficients and the spectrum of anomalous
dimensions of multi-stress tensor operators. Consider the OPE coefficients which determine
the three-point functions of the stress tensor, which are specified by the three parameters
in d > 3 dimensions. They change as the bulk couplings in front of the gravitational
higher derivative terms are varied.! Presumably these OPE coefficients do not completely
determine the theory, but is it possible that some sector of the theory is universal?

We can make progress in answering this question by decomposing the T'T correlator
using the OPE expansion. In a minimal theory the operators that appear are multi-stress
tensor operators? and one can in principle deduce the conformal data working order-by-
order in the temperature 7 = $~! [in d spacetime dimensions k-stress tensors naturally

'Note that we expect consistent holographic models with generic graviton three-point couplings to also
contain higher spin fields [16].

2In this paper we consider Einstein gravity as a holographic model — it is believed to be a consistent
truncation. In other words, in the dual CFT language, couplings to other operators and corrections to the
OPE coeflicients are suppressed by the (large) gap in the spectrum of the conformal dimensions of higher
spin operators — see e.g. [17, 18] for recent discussions.



contribute terms O(B~%)|. A similar question was recently asked in a simpler setting
where a finite temperature state (dual to a black hole) was probed by scalars [19]. A scalar
two-point function has a piece which can be computed near the boundary of asymptotically
AdS spacetime — this is precisely the term which encodes the contribution of multi-stress
tensors. Another piece, left undetermined in the near-boundary expansion, contains the
contributions of multi-trace operators which involve the external scalar operator. To com-
pute it, one needs to solve the equation of motion in the whole spacetime — a nontrivial
task in practice. 3

What happens when a thermal state (or, in the dual language, a black hole) is probed
by the stress tensor operators? In this paper we attempt to decompose this correlator by
generalizing the analysis of [19] to the case of external operator being the stress tensor. Here
we consider the contributions of the identity operator, the stress tensor and the double stress
tensors to the correlator. One immediate technical complication that we face is that the
external operator with which we probe the system, namely the stress tensor, has integer
conformal dimension. In [19] it was observed that some OPE coefficients have poles for
integer values of the conformal dimension of the external scalar operator. This feature is
related to mixing of double stress and double trace operators. The OPE coefficients for both
series have poles which cancel, leaving behind logarithmic terms. One can also observe that
the coefficients of these terms cannot be fixed by the near-boundary analysis [19, 28].

In the case of the stress tensor the double-trace operators made out of the external
operator T}, are also double stress tensor operators. One may wonder if their OPE coef-
ficients can be determined from the near boundary analysis. The answer turns out to be
no. Another important difference from [19] is related to the leading behavior of the OPE
coefficients of two stress tensors and a double stress tensor. This OPE coefficient scales like
one (for unit-normalized operators), as opposed to O(1/Cr) in the scalar case, and gives
rise to the disconnected part of the correlator. This implies that the connected part of the
TT correlator contains information about conformal data which is subleading in the 1/Cr
expansion. This leads to some complications® but in the end, we succeed at extracting the
leading 1/C7r contributions to the anomalous dimensions of the double trace operators and
to the leading lightcone behavior of the TT correlators. Other conformal data at this order
remains undetermined — it should be thought of as an analog of the double trace operator
data in the external scalar case.

Let us mention another technical difficulty that we need to confront in the case of
external stress tensors. In [19] the symmetry implies that the two-point function depends on
the time ¢, the spatial radial coordinate p and the AdS radial coordinate r. This is no longer
true in the stress tensor case, due to the presence of distinct polarizations. We handle this

3In [20] an alternative way of computing the stress tensor sector of the scalar correlator using conformal
bootstrap and an ansatz, motivated by [21], was proposed. The procedure of [20] allows one to compute
the OPE coefficients with the leading twist multi-stress tensors. The result has many similarities to the
Virasoro HHLL vacuum block (see e.g. [22-25]) but at the moment the full resummed correlator in d > 2
is only known in the Ap—o0 limit [26]. (see [27-44] for related work).

4In particular, it has been observed in the d = 2 case that thermalization of multi stress-tensor operators
happens only to leading order in the 1/Cr expansion (see [45-47] for recent discussions).



by computing stress tensor correlators integrated over two parallel xy-planes separated in
the transverse spatial direction, which we denote by z. There are three independent choices
of polarization, distinguished by the transformation properties with respect to rotations of
the plane of integration. A suitable modification of the ansatz used in [19] allows us to solve
the stress tensor problem. However, integrating over the xy-plane leads to some divergent
contributions and to additional logarithmic terms. Fortunately, this does not affect our
ability to extract the anomalous dimensions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we consider metric per-
turbations on top of a planar AdS-Schwarzschild black hole and compute the stress tensor
two-point function in a near-boundary expansion (OPE limit in the dual CFT). In Sec-
tion 3, we perform the OPE expansion of the stress tensor thermal two-point functions in
d = 4 and by comparison to the bulk calculations in the previous section, we read off the
anomalous dimensions of double-stress tensor operators with spin J = 0,2, 4 and determine
the near-lightcone behavior of the correlators. We conclude with a discussion in Section
4. In Appendix A, we treat the simpler example of scalar perturbations in the bulk as a
toy model for the metric perturbations, focusing on the subtleties that arise for external
operators with integer dimensions. In addition, we consider scalar correlators integrated
over the xy-plane and show how the correct OPE data is recovered in this case. Appendix
B lists some of the results that are too lengthy to present in Section 2. In Appendix C,
we present conventions and details on the spinning conformal correlators relevant for the
decomposition of thermal stress tensor two-point functions.

2 Holographic calculation of thermal TT correlators

Recently some OPE coefficients of scalars and multi-stress tensors were calculated in the
context of holographic models [19, 28|. This was accomplished by making a comparison
between the CFT conformal block decomposition of HHLL correlators on the CFT side and
a near-boundary expansion of the bulk-to-boundary propagator in the AdS-Schwarzschild
background on the bulk side.

Our goal in this work is to use an analogous approach to extract the CFT data® for
the stress tensor two-point function in a thermal state dual to the AdS-Schwarzschild black
hole, in this section we will focus on the bulk part of this calculation. In practice we will
consider the integrated version of the correlator

Goapo(t:2) 1= [ | dady(Tyu @) Ty (0. (2.1)

To compute the TT correlator, it is necessary to consider the linearized Einstein equa-
tions in the black hole background. For technical reasons, we will take the large volume
limit, where all conformal descendants decouple and an expansion in terms of conformal
blocks becomes the OPE expansion. On the bulk side, this corresponds to considering the

°By the CFT data we mean products of the OPE coefficients and thermal one-point functions and
anomalous dimensions of the double-trace stress tensors. This will be explained in greater detail in the next
section.



planar asymptotically AdS black hole. The corresponding system of PDEs is technically
difficult to solve because different polarizations mix with each other. To make the problem
tractable, we integrate the correlator over two spatial directions in (2.1). The resulting fluc-
tuation equations simplify to three independent PDEs for the three different polarizations.
We show explicitly that an ansatz of [19, 28|, suitably modified to fit our needs, successfully
solves these equations.

As a warm-up exercise, we consider the scalar case, discussed in [19, 28|, but now
integrate over the xy-plane. The details of this calculation are described in Appendix A,
but the summary is as follows. For non-integer values Ay, of the conformal dimensions of
the scalar operator all coefficients in the ansatz are fixed, order-by-order, by imposing the
scalar field equations of motion in the bulk. Matching to the conformal block expansion
then yields the OPE coefficients of scalars and multi-stress tensors, which reproduce the
results of [19]. Note that the integrals are only convergent for large Az, but their analytic
continuation to small Ay, yields the correct results.

For integer Ay there is mixing between multi-stress and multi-trace operators, which
results in logarithmic terms [19]. This mixing is reflected in the appearance of the logr
terms in the bulk ansatz [28]; a closely related fact is that not all coefficients in the ansatz
are now determined by the bulk equations of motion. For example, for A; = 4 there
is one undetermined parameter at O(u?); it corresponds to an undetermined factor in a
double-trace OPE coefficient.

As explained in Appendix A, the addition of spatial integration leads to an additional
undetermined coefficient in the ansatz. This coefficient is, roughly speaking, related to the
volume of the xy-plane we are integrating over. In practice, we use dimensional regulariza-
tion, so instead of the volume, a 1/e pole appears in the expression for this undetermined
coefficient. The other undetermined coefficient is related to the logarithmic term, just as
in the non-integrated case. In summary, we conclude that in the scalar case, the spatial
integration does not affect our ability to read off the OPE data.

In this section we perform the bulk calculations for the case where the external operator
is the stress tensor. In other words, we compute the OPE expansion for the thermal T'T
correlator in holographic CFTs. This section is organized as follows. First we consider met-
ric perturbations around a planar AdS-Schwarzschild black hole. Then we integrate out two
out of five space-time directions and, following [48, 49|, we utilize the resulting O(2) symme-
try together with the bulk gauge freedom to reformulate the problem in terms of the three
gauge invariant combinations of the gravitational fluctuations in the AdS-Schwarzschild
background. The resulting PDEs can then be solved one by one using the ansatz [19, 28],
naturally adapted to the integrated case. Finally, using the holographic dictionary, we
derive the stress tensor two-point function in a thermal state for various polarizations.
In Section 3 we compare these results with the CF'T conformal block decomposition and
extract conformal data.



2.1 Linearized Einstein equations
We consider the Einstein-Hilbert action with a cosmological constant®

S = 16;G5 /d5x\/§(R —2A), (2.2)

where G5 is the five-dimensional gravitational constant, R is the Ricci scalar and A is
the cosmological constant. Decomposing the metric as the background part plus a small
perturbation A, one obtains the linearized Einstein equations in the form

R{,) + dhyy =0, (2.3)

where R,(}l,) is the linearized Ricci tensor and d is the dimension of the conformal boundary,
i.e. d =4 in our case.
We will be interested in the planar AdS-Schwarzschild black hole as the background

spacetime,
1

PF()

where ¥ = (2,y, 2) and f(r) = 1 — %. Here and in the rest of the paper we set the radius

ds? = 72 f(r)dt* 4 r2di® + dr?, (2.4)

of the AdS space to unity.

By solving the linearized Einstein equations (2.3) with the appropriate boundary con-
ditions, we obtain the metric perturbation h,, and, in principle, the holographic dictionary
then precisely determines the correlators in the four-dimensional CFT on the boundary.
However, due to the complicated form of these equations, this is difficult to do in practice.

To make this problem tractable, we integrate the bulk-to-boundary propagator over
the xy-plane. This will simplify the equations of motion to three independent PDEs, which
we will be able to solve using the ansatz [19, 28]. As a result, the corresponding CFT
correlators, which we obtain via holographic dictionary, will be integrated over the zy
directions. This will be studied in Section 3 from the CF'T point of view.

2.2 Polarizations and gauge invariants

Our aim is to solve the linearized Einstein equations (2.3) in the background (2.4), with
the solution integrated over two spatial directions, which we choose to be z and y.

Upon integration, the (linearized) gravitational action will exhibit an O(2) rotational
symmetry. This property allows us to divide the components A, into three representations
(referred to as channels in this context) which can be studied separately:

Sound channel : T O T e T S T (2.5)
Shear channel : hizy Diys Pzzy Dayy Degy Dy
Scalar channel : hag — 008 (hax + hyy) /2. (2.7)

The sound channel has spin 0, shear channel has spin 1 and the scalar channel (whose
equations of motion will be identical to that of the scalar) has spin 2 under O(2).

5We will be using the Euclidean signature throughout.



In every channel, we can define a quantity Z; [48, 49|, that is invariant under the gauge
transformations h,, — hyu, — V& — V€, of the gravitational bulk theory. In the position
space these are

Zl - athm - 815sz (28)
Zy = 2f02 Hyy — 40,0, Hy, + 202H,, — (( fr g 112 + af) (Hoo + Hy))  (2.9)
Z3 = Hyy, (2.10)

where Hy = hy/fr?, Hy = hy/r? and H;; = hgj/r? for i,j € {z,y,2}, f = f(r) is
the function appearing in the black hole metric and the prime denotes the derivative with
respect to r. As is conventional, we refer to Z1, Z5 and Z3 as the shear channel invariant,
the sound channel invariant and the scalar channel invariant, respectively.

We can now choose a particular channel, take the linearized Einstein equations (2.3)
and assume the metric perturbation to be of the form h,, = hy,(t,2,7). Combining the
resulting equations, we get PDEs for the invariants. It will be useful to define the following
quantities:

1 = (3u® — 8ur* + 5r%) /rd (2.11)
ca = 2u(r — ) /r° (2.12)
s = (=12t (213)
ey = 1607 (" — 1) /(3r17) (2.14)
cs =1+ pu(p —4r")/(3r®) (2.15)
o =2 — 4/ (3 2.10)
o i (i — bpr + 5017 .17
cs = (rt — p) (9 — 160" + 15r%) /(3r7) (218)
o= = (= 30— P30, 219

The equations of motion for the invariants are then given by’

0= (97 + f02)°Z1 + (c1(0F + fO2) + c2(0} — £02)) Z1 + c3(0f + f02) 2] (2.20)

0= (0483 + 05(9;l + 068383 + 8?)22 + (078t2 + csag)Zé + (c;:,f)t2 + 098§)Z§' (2.21)
0= (8,52 + fag)Zy) + C7Zé + C3Zé/. (2.22)

2.3 Ansatz and the vacuum propagators

In order to solve (2.20)-(2.22) we need to find the bulk-to-boundary propagators Z;, which
are related to the invariants by

Zi(t,z,r) = /dt’dz’ZZ-(t —t z =2, r)Z(t’, 2, (2.23)

"These are the equations one finds by Wick rotating and Fourier transforming the corresponding ODEs
presented in [48].



where Z; is related to the boundary value (up to derivatives) of Z; as will be explained
below. To solve the equations of motion we use the ansatz [19, 28] introduced for the case
of a scalar field in a black hole background, suitably modified for our integrated case. Let
us briefly review its derivation and the logic behind its construction.

Although in d = 4 the bulk equations cannot be solved analytically, one can try to find
an expansion of the solution corresponding to the OPE limit on the boundary and extract
the CFT data. As was successfully demonstrated in [19, 28], such a bulk regime is given
by®

r— 00 with rt, rz fixed (2.24)
The intuition behind this limit is the expectation that the bulk solution becomes sensitive
only to the near-boundary region as the CFT operators approach each other.

To realize (2.24) in practice, it is useful to introduce new coordinates defined by

p=rz (2.25)
w? =1+ 12 41222, (2.26)

In these coordinates the limit is r — co with w and p held fixed.

According to [19], one expects the solution to be of the form of the product of the AdS
propagator and an expansion in 1/r, where at each order we have a polynomial y, a; (w)p".
Substituting this into the equations of motion, we can find analytical solutions for all
a;(w). Imposing regularity in the bulk and demanding the proper boundary behaviour?,
we determine the integration constants and find the coefficients «;(w) as polynomials in w.

If there are logarithmic terms'? Z; takes the form [28]
1 1
2, = ZAdS (1 + (6" + G 10gr) + = (63 + G 1ogr) + . ) , (2.27)

where ZZ-AdS is the vacuum bulk-to-boundary propagator for the invariant Z; and G?’j , G?’j ,

., 7 €{1,2},i € {1,2,3} are given by'! (we suppress the channel index for simplicity)

2 4-m
G — Z (aki, + b5 log w)w" p™ (2.28)
m=0n=-2
' 6 8—m . )
GSJ — (a%;m + b%’Jm log w)w"p™ (2.29)
m=0n=—6

8Note that in the original non-integrated case one has |#| instead of z.
9By the proper boundary behaviour we mean that the boundary limit of the bulk solution should
reproduce the form of the boundary correlators expected from the boundary CFT.

10 ogarithmic terms appear, for example, in the case of a scalar field with integer conformal dimension
Ay or in the presence of anomalous dimensions as in the case of the stress tensor thermal two-point function.
They can also be produced upon integration. We comment more on the origin of these terms in appendix
A.

"'We use the bounds of the sums as they were derived for the case of a scalar field [19, 28]. As we will
see, this will be valid also for the stress tensor case in the scalar and shear channels. In the sound channel
we will need a slight modification of the ansatz.



Here G*J corresponds to the stress tensor contribution (o< p!) and G®7 corresponds to the
double-stress tensor contributions. We expect to find b*! = 0 and G*? = 0 in all three
channels.

The vacuum propagator ZiAdS for the i-th channel can be determined using the AdS
bulk-to-boundary propagators for the various components of the metric perturbation. Let
us describe this calculation in more detail. The AdS propagator for H,, was computed in

[50] and in the five dimensional bulk case can be expressed as

1074

Curvr = 3 g 4 y)p Imalvalas.e (230)
where J,,, and P, ,, are given by
22,1y
KR T 0
1 1
Puvpo = 5(5#,,5,,0 + 0uplpuo) — Zdw,épg. (2.32)

Integrating out the x and y directions, we get
Guvpo(t,z,1) = /]R2 dady &, po (t, 2,9y, 2,7), (2.33)
from which we find the (integrated) AdS solution for H,,
Hy(t,z,r) = /dt’dz’gﬂym(t —t =2 )V H,p (', 7)), (2.34)

where H wv are the sources, i.e. the values of the bulk solution on the conformal boundary.
Substituting (2.34) into the definitions of the invariants (2.8)-(2.10), one can accord-
ingly read off the AdS bulk-to-boundary propagators ZZ-AdS .
Here we list the resulting expressions for some particular choices of the sources:

Sources (t, z,r)-result (w, p, r)-result
] AdS _ 2r? _ 2r?
ny ZS - 7T(7‘2(t2+22)+1)3 - 7rw6
& 4 1273
H ZAdS _ __ 12rfz — 12
tz 1 m(r2(2+422)+1)" mw®

H ZAdS — 1t _ 12y wi-1-p?
Tz -

m(r2(t2422)+1)* o w8
H ZAdS _ __ 384r0tz _ _38daripywi—1-p?
tz 2 m(r2(12422)+1)° rwl0
a gads _ 202724 _ 2t w87
t 2 m(r2(t2+22)+1)° mwl0
o ZAdS _ 24r1—72r% (12 +22) 244 (4-3w?)
T 2 = a(r2(2422) 110 - qwi
w(r2(t24+22)+1) Tw
]—9— ZAdS o 241"4(7'2(7152722)71) . 24T4(7w2—8(1+p2))
% 2 T m(r2(t2+422)+1)° - mwl0



At this point, we have all the pieces needed for the ansatz (2.27). Inserting it into
equations (2.20)-(2.22), we can determine the coefficients af{,m and bﬁﬂn. We next proceed

to discuss the results channel-by-channel.

2.4 Scalar channel

We begin by considering the scalar channel where the equation of motion (2.22) has the
simplest form. In this paper we confine our attention to the contributions due to the identity
operator (u°), the stress tensor (u') and double-stress tensors (u?). We are therefore
interested in finding G?’l, G?’Z, G?’l and G?’2 in the ansatz (2.27).

In the scalar channel, we may either turn on the source ﬁxy #0 or H,p = —ﬁyy £ 0.
Since these differ only by an O(2) rotation, the corresponding bulk solutions, as well as the
form of the action will be identical. For this reason, we will restrict our attention to the

case where ]flxy # 0. Hence, the invariant Z3 is given by
Zs(t,z,1) = /dt/dz/Zéxy) (t—t' 2 — 2/, 1) Hyy, (2.35)

where Z?Emy) is the bulk-to-boundary propagator'2.

Transforming (2.22) into the (w, p, r)-coordinates with Zézy) given by (2.27), we find
the solution at O(pu),
7 (w6 +wt + 6w? — 2p? (w4 + 2w? + 3) — 12)

a = I . (2.36)

As expected, there are no log terms in this case. At O(u?) we find

2
S R [120w10 (—4p® + 5w? — 6) (log(w) — log(r)) + 655w®

Z(J»’y)
3 12 T 42007r6w10

+ 448w + 3136w — 12656w? + 56p* (10w® + 20w’ + 35w + 44w? + 36)
— 4p* (750w + 40w® + 345w0 + 476w" + 448w* — 2016) + 8064}

2 8,1(x 8,1(x
+ ﬂ-rﬁ [(1 _ 602) a’670( y) + a&()( y) (w2 _ 8p2)i| ,
(2.37)

1(zy)

. 8’
where the coefficients ag’ (zy)

and ag’é are not fixed by the near-boundary analysis. We
also see the presence of log terms which are due to the zy-integration and the anomalous

dimensions of the double-stress tensors.

2.4.1 Gy

We now use the holographic dictionary to determine the thermal correlator Gy .. The
action for the scalar invariant Z3 (and Z; and Z3 below) can be obtained by Fourier trans-
forming and Wick rotating the result obtained in [48]:
2c
Sy = =T fim [ deder® (1 - %) 0, Zs(t, 2,1) Z3(t, 2,7). (2.38)
T

160 r—oo

12The superscript index in the parenthesis specifies the choice of the non-zero sources.



The invariant Z3(t, z,r) is fully determined by the bulk-to-boundary propagator Zéxy) via
eq. (2.35). To compute the action (2.38), we expand Zg(,my) near r = oo as

T L (@
2§ (t,2,r) = 60(82) + G (12) + (2.39)

where the dots represent subleading contact terms of O (%2) of the schematic form 9"9/r" as
well as contributions analytic in (¢, z) that are O( %6) As we will see, in the scalar channel

Garyzy X Céxy).

To proceed, we substitute the bulk-to-boundary propagator into the action (2.38):

2
S3 = 7T16601T Tli_>nglo/d2md233'd2$”(r5—,ur)&«Z?Emy) (x—2a/, T)Z?Emy) (z—a",7)Hyy(2") Hyy (")
2
e / Pad?s' () (@ — 2) By () oy () (2.40)

where in the second line we have integrated the delta function. We have used an abbreviated
notation x = {¢,z}, o’ = {t/,2'} and 2" = {t’, 2"} and omitted contact terms (see e.g. [51]
for a review on holographic renormalization and the treatment of contact terms).

We can now compute the CFT correlator,
5253 w2Crp (zy)

GUE  — (T (t,2) Ty (0,0)) , = —— 4 = t z 2.41
TY,TY < y( ) ﬂly( )>ﬁ 5H$y(t,z)5ny(0,0) 20 3 ( ) ( )

Inserting the explicit bulk solution, we obtain the following results order-by-order in pu:

C'
Gluk)|  __ TET 2.42
T 0 10(t2 4 22)3 (2.42)

i (bulk) ~muCr(t* — 2°)

TY, LY ut - 100(t2 +22)2 (2'43)
2 2,2 4
butky| _ T Cr 2. .2 2, oy 2(75t%2% 4 612%)
Gggyu,xy) 2 4200 (3 (5t + z )10g (t + z ) — 12
1
+ TOWCT (agz(l)(xy) (t* —72%) — 622a2:é(wy)> . (2.44)

We will compare them with the CFT calculations in the next section.

2.5 Shear channel

We can repeat the above procedure to solve the shear channel bulk equation (2.20) for the
sources Hy, and H,, and express the results in terms of w, p and r. The explicit expressions
are listed in appendix B. We will now use them to determine Gy ¢ and Gy .. using the
AdS/CFT dictionary; these calculations are summarized below.
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2.5.1 Gta:,tw and sz,wz

The action for the shear channel invariant is given by'? [48]

Cr . (1 _ T%) o
Sl N 160 7‘1;1’20 dtdzatQ _|_ 83 (1 _ r%)a’f'Zl(t) ZaT)Zl(t7 Zar) (2 45)
—7T20T i aed P O( 2) 57 (t )Z (t ) .
T 160 o0 “ 32 92 r r21(t, 2,1)41(1, 2,7 ).

We begin by turning on the source H,, and follow the same approach as in subsection
2.4.1. The shear channel invariant is then given by

Zi(t, z,r) = /dt'dz'wa) (t—t,2—2, T)ﬁm, (2.46)

where thx) is the bulk-to-boundary propagator corresponding to our choice of source.
. (tz)
The near-boundary expansion of Z;" reads

log T

)+ (2.47)

where the dots correspond to contact terms which are O (%2) and non-contact terms which
are O (T%) Here, however, we encounter logr terms in the expansion,

2 (840055 + 4142)
707 '

Gl == (2.48)

This term diverges as r — oo, unless the value of the coefficient agjg(m) is fixed to be

8,2(tw 41
a&o(t )= —%/ﬂ (2.49)

Using the expansion (2.47) in the action (2.45) and proceeding as in the scalar channel
case, we obtain

Gbulk ~n*Cr 0. )

trtz = "o atz i 83 1 (2.50)
Thus, we arrive at
G(bulk) . 1 37TCT (t2 - 722) (2 51)
e T 2402 B (2 4 22)° '
1 3ruCr (t* — 61222 + 24
Gk _ muCr ( 2 +2%) (2.52)

02 + 02 200 (2 + 22)*
Tu?Cr (2 (669t4z2 + 804t22% + 27126)
8400 (t2 4 22)

(bulk)| 1
Gtac,ta: 2 - 6152 i ag

+ 123 log (t2 =+ 22)>

(2.53)

13Note the presence of the inverse operator (87 4+ 92)~! which is a Fourier transform of (w? 4 ¢*)™' that
appears in the action derived in [48].
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Here we keep the inverse operator (97 +92)~! explicit, as in the later comparison we will act
on the corresponding CFT expressions with the operator 83 —1—83. The correlator Gg,;b;fi? can

be computed in a similar way and the result is presented order-by-order in g in Appendix
B.

2.6 Sound channel

We now consider the sound channel. Closer inspection reveals that in the sound channel
the form of the ansatz must be modified due to a technical issue present for the diagonal
sources. We first explain how it arises and how to treat it and then proceed with the
computation of the holographic T'T correlators.

2.6.1 Modified ansatz

We find that for the source H’tz, we are able to extract the corresponding results in the
sound channel using the same ansatz as in the scalar and shear channels. However, we
observe that if we turn on any of the diagonal sources lEItt, Jflzz, H,, or ﬁyy, then the
ansatz of the form (2.27) is no longer valid.

The reason for this stems from the structure of the vacuum solution Z4%° in these
cases. Let us take Hy # 0 as an example. In this case the AdS propagator is —(24r*(w? —
8p?))/(mwl®). From (2.27) it is clear that the ansatz will only be valid if the actual solution
of the bulk equations is proportional to (w? — 8p?) to all orders in p. This condition is too
restrictive and, as one can show directly, is not satisfied in the case of (2.21).

To solve this issue for the diagonal terms, we separate the identity contribution'*:

- 1
201 = 20 1 (6P + G logr) + — (G + 6P logr) +..., (259)

2

with G4, G2, ... defined by

4 —4—m
G =" 3" (ayd, + by, logw)w" p™ (2.55)
m=0n=-—12
‘ 8 —m ' )
G8I — Z Z (ai:]m_‘_b%,]m log w)w"p™ (2.56)
m=0n=-—16

The upper and lower bounds of the sums were determined in the same way as it was done at
the beginning of Section 2.3. Ultimately, using the original ansatz (2.27) for the off-diagonal
sources and the modified one (2.54) for the diagonal ones, allows us to solve the equation
of motion (2.21). The results are presented in Appendix B.

14The form of this ansatz is deduced from the structure of the expected CFT results. We don’t explicitly
quote the corresponding equations in the paper, but they are the diagonal analogs of egs. (C.26), (C.29),
(C.31) at O(p) and (C.38), (C.43) and (C.47) at O(1?).
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2.6.2 Gtz,tz’ Gtt,tta Gzz,zz and Gac:c,;m:

The action for the sound channel invariant is given by [48|

2 5(1 - £
Sy = — 3T Cr lim [ dtdz T ( ’”4) 50rZa(t,2,7) Za(t, 2,7)
o105 ] ogp v (5 - ) 25)
72 Cr 5

. T 9
=~ Tog0 L [ didz <(8,:2+83)2 +O(r )> Or Za(t, z,1) Za(t, z,7).

Expanding the bulk-to-boundary propagators for our choices of the sources, eliminating
the divergent logr term and proceeding as above, we eventually obtain

U 1 ab
ng,l[]fb = WD@C; ), (2.58)

where C;ab) is the 1/7* term in the near-boundary expansion of the corresponding bulk-to-

boundary propagator ZQ(ab) for the source Hy,, and the operator Dy, is given by

a b Dab
2
t |z | —=919,0
262 : (2.59)
2
to| ot T 1 92
2C 2
z z 5= 0;

Using the explicit form of the bulk-to-boundary solution we find that the correlation

function Gggﬁlj) is given by

1 96mCp (3t — 34t%2% 4 32%)

qluk)| 2.60
B e (O + 02 5(+22) =
1 drpCp (—t5 + 15122 — 151224 + 26
G| =— miiCr | F o e ) (2.61)
et (07 +02)? 15 (1? + 22)
(bulk) 1 2mp?Cr (133t — 1408t°2% — 110124 + 88220 4 6528)
Giotz | ,= = 772 = . (2.62)
P2 (07 + 02)? 1575 (t2 + 22)

and analogously for Ggfgik) and GS’;,‘QZ) (see Appendix B).
We find that we need to be more careful when analyzing the case of G%‘Q’? (and,

similarly, G%fgz)) If we turn on the source H,, we find a contribution not only from the

action Sy but also from S3; the result is

e 1 -
r )<§ ), (2.63)

bulk __ ~bulk

bulk

2a2x can be found in Appendix B. In the following section

The resulting expression for G
we will compare these results to their CF'T counterparts.
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3 Stress tensor thermal two-point functions

In this section we study the stress tensor two-point function on Sé x R?=1 where g = T~!
is the inverse temperature, in holographic CFTs, that is, CFTs with large central charge
Cr > 1 and a large gap in the spectrum of higher-spin single-trace operators Ag,p >
1. The case of the purely scalar correlator is reviewed and extended to the integrated
correlator in Appendix A, it serves as a useful toy model to study before considering the
technically more complicated spinning correlator. Using the stress tensor OPE, we isolate
the contribution from multi-stress tensor operators [T*]; and read off the CFT data (OPE
coefficients, thermal one-point functions and anomalous dimensions) via a comparison to
the bulk calculations of metric perturbations around a black hole background in the previous
section. In particular, we read off the anomalous dimensions of multi-stress tensor operators
of the schematic form : 7}, T :, : T, T), : and : TP°T,, : with spin J = 4,2, 0, respectively.
We further compute the subleading O(C. 1) corrections which determine the near-lightcone
behavior of the correlators.

3.1 OPE expansion and multi-stress tensor contributions

The contributions of the multi-stress tensor operators to the thermal two-point function
of the stress tensor in (2.1) can be computed using the OPE, which can be schematically
written as

1 1),
Ty () X Ty (0) ~ [1 +af Z A Al Tas (0)

2™ Z Z/\TTTz] qu/a“ ’”[T2] i ,HJ(0)+...},
J=0,2,4i€iy

(3.1)

where [T k] p1...uy are spin-J multi-stress tensor operators, the ellipses denote higher multi-
trace operators and their descendants and ig = {1}, i2 = {1,2} and iy = {1,2,3}. On
S}g x R4 only multi-stress tensors [T%],, ,, with dimension Ay ; = dk + O(C7') con-
tribute!®. Here the label (i) denotes the different structures appearing in the OPE of

"I are further fixed by conformal

spinning operators. The structures A,(Z,Zp';ﬂ and B,SB,)J
symmetry and depend on z#/|z|. Upon inserting the OPE (3.1) in the thermal two-point
function (2.1), we find that each term consists of a product of a kinematical piece and

the thermal one-point functions ([T%]) J)3, weighted by the OPE coeflicients )\(T;ﬂ[Tk] The

thermal one-point functions are fixed by symmetry up to an overall coefficient (see e.g.
[52, 53])

ka
<[Tk}u1---/u>5 — B[Ak]j (eu, - - €y, — traces), (3.2)

where e, is a unit vector on Sé. Rather than using the explicit OPE (3.1) together with
the thermal expectation value (3.2), we will use the conformal block expansion in a scalar

*In other words, only operators [T*]; with no derivatives but various contractions of the indices survive.
We therefore denote these operators by the total spin J and the number of stress tensors k. Note also that
descendants do not contribute to the two-point function on Sé x R4~
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state and take the OPE limit, see Appendix C and [38|. To read off the CFT data we
compare this to the bulk computations in a planar black hole background given in Section
2. The bulk result is shown to be consistent with the OPE expansion and we determine the
oCr 1) anomalous dimensions 751) of the double-stress tensor operators of the schematic
form : 1), T, :, : T,’T,, : and : TP°T,, :. We further determine the product of coeffi-

cients <[T2}J:0,274>/5}‘¥%‘[T2

particular, the leading lightcone behavior of the correlators is determined.

" to leading order in C, 1 and partially at subleading order. In

Let us now review the expected scaling with Cr due to multi-stress tensors appearing
in the OPE. The central charge Cr is defined by the stress tensor two-point function in the

vacuum o1 ) )
T

<TMV($)TPU(O)> = ﬁ §(Iuplva + il;wlup) - a

where 1,,, = 1,,, (x) = O — 22‘5”. The CFT data is encoded in a perturbative expansion in

5W5p0] : (3.3)

Cr and a generic k-trace operator [O*] with dimension Ay, gives the following contribution
in the OPE limit!® |z|/8 — 0:

(T Tpo[OF)([O%]]) 5

(T (2) T (0)) oty ox [ S =24 (3.4)
e e ([07[07)
Here we are interested in the case of multi-trace stress tensor operators [O%] = [T*]; which
have a natural normalization
([T*5[T") ~ CF, (3.5)

which follows from the completely factorized contribution. In holographic CFTs dual to
semi-classical Einstein gravity, the connected part of correlation functions of stress tensors
is proportional to Cr:

(T T [T*7?)5) ~ Cr. (3.6)

An important exception to (3.6) occurs for k = 2 where there is a disconnected contribution
such that
(TwTpolT?]s) ~ C3 + ..., (3.7)

where the dots refer to subleading corrections in C 1 which will play an important role
later. Lastly, the expectation value of a multi-stress tensor operator in the thermal state
has the following scaling with Cr

Cr

(IT*)5 ~ F (3.8)

where we also included the dependence on 8 which is fixed on dimensional grounds.

Using (3.5)-(3.8), we see that the contribution of multi-stress tensor operators [T¥];
with dimensions Ay, y = dk+O(C 1) to the stress tensor two-point function in the thermal
state has the following scaling with Cr for k # 2

1 dk
(Bl T Ol x 2Cr (5) (39)

%Tn general, the OPE expansion is a complicated function of z*, below we just keep the scaling with |x|.

We further suppress the indices of the operators appearing in the OPE.
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Meanwhile, for k = 2, the double stress tensor contributions [1] J=0,2,4 to the thermal
two-point function give rise to the disconnected part of the correlator due to the fact that
the three-point function (T, T,,[T?];) ~ C%, compared to the O(Cr) contribution from

the connected part. The contribution at O(Cr) will therefore contain the first sublead-
(4)

TT[T?];
functions, as well as the anomalous dimensions of the double-stress tensor operators.

ing correction to the OPE coefficients A the corrections to the thermal one-point

We define coefficients p; j for the double-stress tensor [T 2] ; with dimensions A := Ay g
by:

Guy,pa(x)‘ 2 = ‘$| -8 £1,09A¢,0 ,pypa Z Pi QQAQ’ Mypo'( )
1,2
= (3.10)
+ Z Pi 49&474 /ﬂ/;pa( )],
1=1,2,3
where GW,M () :== (T (2)T)s(0)) g is the thermal correlator and gX)J .o Canl be obtained

by taking the OPE limit of the conformal blocks in the differential basis [54, 55|, see
Appendix C. The coefficients p; ; are therefore products of OPE coefficients and thermal
one-point functions, see (3.4). The coefficients p; ; and the anomalous dimensions ~y; have
a perturbative expansion in Cr, !

Py
Cr

0
pi.J = PE} L+

(1)

Ay =2d+ L 4 O(CF2),
Cr

+0(Cr )]
(3.11)

and lead to the following schematic contribution to the stress tensor two-point function
from [T2] ;:17

,u,ypo‘ |[T2]J (&8 Zpl J‘$|’y

et (3.12)
<O+ (pﬁ,l}ﬂff) log |2 + O(C7?)|.
1€y

Note that the number of structures for the three point functions (7}, 7, [T2] J=0.2.4) is (in
d > 4)1,2,3 for J = 0,2,4, respectively, giving a total of 6 different structures at this
order. From now on we will mainly consider d = 4.

3.2 Thermalization of heavy states

The thermal one-point function of an operator O with dimension A and spin .J on Sé x R4-1
is fixed up to an overall coefficient by [52, 53]

bo
(Ouyopy)g = B—A(eu1 - -e,, — traces), (3.13)

1"We stress that (3.12) only contains the scaling with |x| — 0 while the explicit expression has a more
complicated dependence on z* captured in (3.10).
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where e/ is a unit vector along the thermal circle. To leading order in the C, ! expansion, we
expect multi-stress tensor operators to thermalize in heavy states [¢) = |Op) with scaling
dimension Ay ~ Cp: (see [38] for a discussion on the thermalization of multi-stress tensors
and [56, 57| for a discussion on ETH in CFTs.)

([T*5) =~ ([T"1)8, (3.14)

where we have suppressed the indices. This statement holds to leading order in C L In
particular, thermalization of the stress tensor (T},,)g = (T,)s'® leads to the following
relation'” between 8 and the scaling dimension Ay in d = 4

br,, _  pCrSy

T (3.15)

where 4 is given by?°
AT(d+2) Agpg

(d—1)20(3)283 Cr

= (3.16)

d
and Sy = 1%?;).
2

To leading order in Cr 1 the multi-stress tensor operators are expected to thermal-

ize while the expectation value in the heavy state and the thermal state might differ at

subleading order. As evident from (3.11), the O(Cru?) part of the correlator contains cor-
(1)

rections to the dynamical data that are subleading in C, L' More specifically, p; 7 contain

the following terms

(1) _ (1) (1)
Pig = )‘TT[TQ]J + b[Tz]J7 (3.17)

(4,1) (1)
where /\TT[TQ]J and b[TQ]J

the thermal one-point functions, respectively.

are the subleading C, L corrections to the OPE coefficients and

3.3 Identity contribution

In this section we compare the contribution of the identity operator in the T}, x T}, OPE
on the CFT side using (3.3) to the bulk results in Section 2. To make a comparison to the
bulk calculation, we integrate (3.3) over the zy-plane

wCr

Gy = T 5 o3

vyl = 79 (12 + 22)°
#Cr (12 = 522)

Gl el = —W7 (3.18)
mCrp (5t* — 38t22% + 524)

Gtz,tz“uo = - )

60 (12 4 22)°

where G, po is the integrated correlator defined in (2.1). The result for Guy 2y in (3.18)
agrees with (2.42) obtained in the bulk. In order to compare the remaining two polariza-
tions Gyt and Gy, 4., we further apply the differential operator (02 + 0%)P with p = 1,2,

1811 this paper we will take the large volume limit % — 0 of this equation and further set R = 1.
19See e.g. eq. (6.9) of [38].
*ONote that the definition of Cr differs by a factor of S5 compared to [24].
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respectively, to match these CFT results with their bulk counterparts. Doing so, we find

that

3nCr (12 - 722)
C5(12 4 22)°

96mCp (3t — 341222 + 32%)
- 5 (£2 + 22)"

(07 + 02)Giayia| 0 =
(3.19)

Y

(07 + 02)* Gz a0 =
which agree with (2.51) and (2.60), respectively.

3.4 Stress tensor contribution

In this section we consider the stress tensor contribution. The stress tensor three-point
function is fixed up to three coefficients in d > 4 [5§]

(T (@1) Tpo (22) Tap(23)) = > Aoy L) s (3.20)
1=1,2,3

for three tensor structures 1'527 o008

try. One way to parametrize these coefficients is in terms of (Cp,ta,t4), for further details

(xj) determined by conservation and conformal symme-

and conventions see Appendix C.1. In particular, in holographic CFTs dual to semi-classical
Einstein gravity it is known that to = ¢4 = 0 [59]. This fixes two of the coefficients, with
the remaining one being fixed by Ward identities in terms of Cr according to (C.19) [58].

Using the explicit form of the stress tensor conformal block in the OPE limit together
with to = ¢4 = 0, we can find the explicit contribution of the stress tensor to G, 50, see
Appendix C.1 for details. To compare to the corresponding bulk results in Section 2 we
further need to integrate the correlator over the xy-plane. This is done in Appendix C.1
and one finds:

a = aCru t? — 22
PRI T 100 (#2 + 22)2)

7COpp —9tt + 61222 + 724

Gta:,tt‘u = 300 (tQ +22)3 ) (321)
~ wCpp —105t0 + 3t*2% + 137¢22* + 772°
Giztzln = 500 (12 4 22)4 '

The result for G,y 4y in (3.21) agrees with (2.43). For the remaining polarizations we apply
the relevant differential operators to find

3rCruth — 66222 + 24
200 (12 4 22)4

(0} + 02)Gla x|y = (3.22)

and
4rCrptS — 15t422 + 15t224 — 26
15 (12 4 22)6

(8t2 + 83)2Gtz,tZ|u == (3.23)

Upon comparing (3.22) with (2.52) and (3.23) with (2.61) we find perfect agreement between
the bulk and the CFT calculation.
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3.5 Double stress tensor contributions

In this section we consider the contribution due to the double-stress tensor operators of the
schematic form : 7}, T, :, : T,PT,, : and : TP?T,, :. These are captured by (3.10) with
Ay and p;; given by (3.11). Details on the conformal blocks are given in Appendix C. At
O(C2p?) we see from (3.12) that there are 6 undetermined coefficients p(o} and at O(Crpu?)

i?
there is a total of 9 coeflicients, in particular, the 6 coefficients pZ(l} and the 3 anomalous

(1),

dimensions 7y ’:
HomW @O @ M @ 1 1 @
X = {p{0. 012, 53, o0 o), P50 Y s g (3.24)

Note that unlike the conformal data discussed so far, which are largely determined by
Ward identities, the results of this Section follow from the dynamics of the five-dimensional
Einstein-Hilbert gravity with a negative cosmological constant.

3.5.1 Disconnected part

As expected from thermalization, the O(C%u?) disconnected contribution to the stress
tensor two-point function in the thermal states factorizes and is independent of the position
x:

G por = (T} 3{Tpo) (1 + O(CT ), (3.25)

where f is the inverse temperature related to p by (3.15). In particular, only the diagonal
terms of (7),,)g are non-zero:

éxy,xy =0+ O(Cru?),
étm,tz =0+ O(CT,UQ)v (326)
étz,tz =0+ O(CT,U2)7

while -
A 3 bTu -1
p— —_— id 3.27
Gttt (4> 58 {1 + O(Cr, )} (3.27)

Comparing the conformal block expansion in (3.10) to (3.26), we find that 5 out of 6 of
the leading order coefficients pgo} are determined in terms of the remaining undetermined

(0)

coefficient p; §:

P1,2 :7/)1707
0 _—1728 (o)
P22 — 7 o
o _160 (o) (3.28)

P3.4 7 Pg,)
The remaining coefficient is fixed by imposing (3.27) which gives

(0 _ ™p*Ct
1

077480000 (3.29)

p



3.5.2 Corrections to double stress tensor CFT data

At O(Cru?) there is a total of 9 coefficients that fix G 0. The goal of this section is to
(partially) determine the CFT data (3.24) by comparing the conformal block decomposition
at O(Crp?) to the bulk calculations in Section 2. In particular, our analysis will allow us
to extract the anomalous dimensions 751) of double-stress tensors [T2];, J = 0,2,4 as well
as the near-lightcone behavior of the correlators.

In order to do so we again need to integrate the correlator over the zy-plane. This
is divergent, as is manifest from dimensional analysis (see also (3.9)). We will tame this
divergence by including a factor of |z|~¢ in the integrals which produces simple poles as
€ — 0%!. These will then be absorbed in the undetermined bulk coefficients, see (C.49).

We will fix the CFT data by comparing the polarizations, Gy 2y, Gtatr and Gy iz,
with the corresponding conformal block decomposition given in (C.38), (C.43) and (C.47),
with the bulk results given in (2.44), (2.53) and (2.62), respectively. For the latter two
polarizations, we apply the differential operators (92 + 92)P, with p = 1,2, on the OPE
expansion in order to match against the bulk calculations, just as for the identity and stress
tensor operator, which give

Q(CFT) _ (bulk) —0.
zy,ay Y |20
CFT bulk
w?Cr
CFT bulk
(8t2 + 83)2 [ng,tz )~ ngi,ttz )} 2 = 0.
p2Cr
There is a common solution which unambiguously fixes the anomalous dimensions to
the values:
an_ 2480
Yo T gt
n_ 4210 331
72 - 18971'4’ ( : )
a_ 1982
[T

where we note that the anomalous dimensions in (3.31) are all negative. Further, we find
the following relations among three out of the six coefficients pEI}

1 14465 (1

22712964 T LY

1 _ 379 (1)

24 = 370, + P14 (3.32)

while the remaining CFT data { p%, p%, pgli} is undetermined and the bulk coefficients are
given in (C.49). We have further checked that this solution is consistent with several other

polarizations such as Gz ., Gtz 22; G2z 2 and Gy 4 by inserting (3.31), (3.32) and (C.49)

21 Alternatively, one can introduce an IR cutoff in the integrals and the results for the anomalous dimen-
(1} will remain the same.

i

sions and the coefficients p
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in the OPE expansion and comparing to the explicit bulk calculations. Comparing Gz 2
from the CFT to the bulk calculation, one finds one more linearly independent equation
22 (C.50). The undetermined coefficients {p%, pgg, pgli} can then be expressed in terms of
the undetermined bulk coefficients, see Egs. (C.49) and (C.50).

3.6 Lightcone limit

In this section?3

we consider the lightcone limit which is obtained by Wick-rotating ¢ — it
and taking v — 0, with u = ¢ — z and v = ¢t + z. Imposing unitarity on the stress tensor
contribution leads to the conformal collider bounds, see e.g. [59-68|. Consider now the
lightcone limit of the double-stress tensor contribution. One finds the following result for

the integrated correlators in the lightcone limit v — 0:

CFT 5 2 2%&1) - 41/)5141 + 1195111 + 30/):(312 u?
Gihy) (w0) e, = 7 pPCr : : S
vz 0T 2y 48000 v
1 1 1 1
(CFT) oy, 13 ae(sspl!) — 77pl) — 111p8)) 533
G (u,v)|,2c, = mp*Cr — (3.33)
toge (W 0)lu2or = 10752000 v?’
1 1 1 1
GCFD (4 s, = 73420 297§)_740p§’4)1+308pg’i+432p§7iu75
tots \WU)2ep 2, TR ST 16128000 3’

where as expected only the spin-4 operator of the schematic form : 7}, T} : contributes?*.
Inserting the solution (3.31)-(3.32) we find

2 3
CFT ~ muCru
Gy (W Vler 50 =00
CFT 1772 Cr ut
ng,tx )(u7 /U)’NQCT Ui[} _mﬁ7 (334)
G(CFT) 17 Cr u?

tntz (U 0)lu20y v=0 6048000 3’

where we note that the undetermined coefficient pﬁ drops out in the lightcone limit.

The solution in (3.31)-(3.32) obtained from the bulk computations in Section 2 therefore
determines completely the lightcone limit of the correlator to this order.

4 Discussion

In this paper we have examined the thermal two-point function of stress tensors in holo-
graphic CFTs. In the dual picture, this corresponds to studying metric perturbations
around a black hole background. The thermal two-point function can be decomposed into
contributions of individual operators using the OPE. Important contributions to the OPE

*2The reason for this can be seen from (2.58) and the table in (2.59), when comparing to the CFT result
we only apply a differential operator of degree 2 for the G 4,22 polarization compared to a degree 4 operator
for other polarizations in the sound channel.

ZWe thank Kuo-Wei Huang for the discussions which led to the appearance of this section.

24We have dropped the divergent terms from the integration since these do not contain negative powers
of v when v — 0.
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of two stress tensors include the identity operator, the stress tensor itself, and composite
operators made out of the stress tensor (multi-stress tensors).

The holographic contribution of the identity reproduces the vacuum result. We also
verify that the stress tensor contribution to the holographic TT correlator agrees with the
CFT result, which is fixed by the three-point functions of the stress tensor in CFTs dual
to Einstein gravity (our CFT result agrees with [61]). The leading contribution from the
double-stress tensors corresponds to the disconnected part of the correlator.

The anomalous dimensions and the corrections to the OPE coefficients and thermal
one-point functions contribute at next-to-leading order in the C, ! expansion. Comparing
the CFT and holographic calculations, we are able to read off the anomalous dimensions of
the double-stress tensors with spin J = 0, 2,4 and obtain partial relations for the subleading
corrections to the products of OPE coefficients and thermal one-point functions. It would
be interesting to compare our results with the one-loop results of [69-72].

We are unable to fully determine the double-stress tensor contribution from the near-
boundary analysis in the bulk; indeed some OPE coefficients remain unfixed, although the
leading lightcone behavior of the T'T correlators at this order is completely determined.
The situation is reminiscent of the scalar case [19], where the contributions of double-
trace operators of external scalars were not determined by the near-boundary analysis. It
would be interesting to go beyond the near-boundary expansion to further determine this
remaining data. In contrast to the scalar case considered in [19], in our analysis we further
integrated the correlator over a plane to account for different polarizations of the stress
tensor. This feature introduces some technical complications and it would be interesting to
study the correlator without integration.

Holography provides a powerful tool to study hydrodynamics of strongly coupled quan-
tum field theories and transport coefficients can be read off from the stress tensor two-

point function at finite temperature®>.

The conformal bootstrap provides another win-
dow into strongly coupled phenomena when perturbation theory is not applicable. While
the bootstrap program for vacuum correlators has led to significant developments in the
past decade, the corresponding tools for thermal correlators are still developing, see e.g.
[38, 44, 52, 53, 82-87| for related work. In particular, due to an important role played
by the stress tensor thermal two-point function, it would be interesting to better under-
stand the constraints imposed by the conformal bootstrap on this correlator as well as the
implications for a gravitational dual description.

By the nature of a duality, there are two sides to the same story. In this paper we have
used the structure of the stress tensor two-point functions at finite temperature, imposed
by conformal symmetry, in order to read off the CFT data by making a comparison to
the corresponding calculations in the bulk. At the same time, it would be very interesting
to study properties of black holes in AdS by bootstrapping thermal correlators on the
boundary. We expect a major role to be played by the stress tensor operator and its
composites which are related to the metric degrees of freedom in the bulk.

25The expansion in small momenta compared to the temperature is opposite of the OPE limit and
interpolating between the two is challenging. See e.g. [73-81] for recent work on the convergence of the
hydrodynamic expansion.

— 22 —



Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by an Irish Research Council consolidator award. We
thank K-W. Huang, D. Jafferis, M. Kulaxizi, Y-Z. Li, P. O’Donovan, C. Pantelidou for
useful discussions and correspondence. Valentina Prilepina gratefully acknowledges support
from the Simons Center for Geometry and Physics, Stony Brook University at which some
or all of the research for this paper was performed.

A Integrated Scalar

As several new phenomena emerge in the case of integrated correlators, we will first discuss
a toy model — (d = 4) scalar field, that will serve as a consistency check. We will show that
one is able to extract the same OPE data when working with correlators integrated over
the zy-plane, as in the original approach.

This appendix is divided into two parts: the first subsection focuses on the case of a
scalar field with non-integer scaling dimension, while the second one studies the A = 4 case,
which is more relevant for the stress tensor calculations.

In both subsections we begin by solving the bulk equations of motion where two spatial
dimensions are integrated out. We find the solution using the ansatz introduced recently
in |19, 28|, naturally adapted for the integrated case.

On the CFT side we examine the integrated conformal blocks in the OPE limit. In the
integer case we explain the emergence of the log term as a result of mixing of the scalar
and stress tensor sectors. We also find that further regularization is needed as a result of
the integration.

Finally we extract the OPE coefficients? from the comparison of the bulk calculations
and the CFT analysis. We conclude that we can extract the same amount of the OPE data
in the integrated and non-integrated cases.

A.1 Scalar field with non-integer scaling dimension
A.1.1 Bulk-side
Our aim is to calculate the bulk-to-boundary propagator satisfying the scalar field equation
(O-m?)p =0 (A1)
A(A —4) —m? =0, (A.2)
on the planar Euclidean AdS-Schwarzschild black hole background

ds? = r2(1 — 7%)(%2 +r2d 4 dr?, (A.3)

where ¥ = (z,y, 2).
According to the AdS/CFT dictionary we obtain the thermal two-point function as

(OL(21)OL(72)) 5 = Hm 126 (r, 21, 22). (A.4)

r—00

26T the leading order in the large Cr limit.
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In this subsection we consider the conformal dimension [Or] = A ¢ Z.
We now integrate over the xy-plane, hence we work with the integrated bulk-to-
boundary propagator

O(t,z,r) = / dzdy ¢(t, &, r) . (A.5)
R2

Equation (A.1) in the background (A.3) then acquires the form

1
A(A —4) —r(4+ O, — r?f0? — 7263 — 762 =0, (A.6)

where f =1— 4.

To solve this equation, we first transform coordinates (¢, z,7) to (w, p,r) defined by

rz (A.7)

p:
w? =14 41222 (A.8)

These are the natural integrated analogues of the variables introduced in [19]. In these
coordinates we have the following equation for ®:

[C1 + C20, + C30,, + Cady + C507 + Co0,

+ C702 + C50,0, + C90,0u + C1004,0,] @ = 0, (A.9)
where
Cy = —rtwd (A — H)AGF — p) (A.10)
Cy = rw3(5r8 — 6rtu + p?) (A.11)
Cs = pw(5r® — 6r'p + p?) (A.12)

Cy = w?(w? = 1)(5r° — 6r*p + 12) + r3(1 + p?)

P PR - ) A @R - ) (A1)
Cs = (r* — p)*r?w? (A.14)
Cs = (r* — p)*w’p? +r1(r! — p)uw’ (A.15)
Cr=rPww® — p* = 1) + (r* — ) w(w® = 1) +r*(r* — p)wp? (A.16)
Cs = 2rw’p(rt — p)? (A.17)
Co = 2(r* — p)*w?(w? — 1)p + 2rt(r* — pww?p (A.18)
Cio = 2rw?(rt — p)?(w? - 1). (A.19)

Here, using the same logic as in [19], we assume the ansatz (focusing only on the solution
that corresponds to the stress tensor sector on the CFT side, see [19] for more details) as

Ga | Gs ) : (A.20)

®:¢Ads<1+4+8+
r r
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where

2 4-m

Gt = Z afhmw”pm (A.21)
m=0n=-2
6 8—m

G® = ay ™ p™ (A.22)

(A.23)

The vacuum propagator ® 445 can be obtained by integrating the known vacuum bulk-to-
boundary propagator for the scalar field:

A A—2
r mr 1-A
AdS(vzar) // xy[1+r2(t2+x2+y2+z2) A—l( +’l“( +Z))
(A.24)
Changing the coordinates in this prefactor to (w, p,r) we get
TA_Z

Substituting the ansatz into (A.9) we can determine the coefficients aj ,,, as functions
of A and p. In the non-integer case all coefficients a .m and anm can be found. Here we

list the nonzero parameters that appear at O(u'):

atyy = 2“’(15_& (A.26)
ago = ”(A;l) (A.27)
30= m (A.28)
- o0
alyy = —“(AS_D (A.30)
agp = —% (A.31)
a3y = —m. (A.32)

A.1.2 CFT-side

On the CFT side, the object dual to the scalar field two-point function in the black hole
background, is the heavy-heavy-light-light correlator (OgOrOrOp).
Decomposing this four-point function into conformal blocks and integrating, we obtain

(2,7
Ga = / / dady (O OL0LO0) = / / dxdyZC gA“J ), (A.33)
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where Z and Z?7 are the cross ratios defined in terms of ¢, z, y and z as:

Z=—t—iva?+y>+ 22 (A.34)
Z = —t+ix?+y2 + 22, (A.35)

and Cy, s is the product of the OPE coefficients corresponding to the primaries with the
conformal dimension A; and spin J.

In the heavy-heavy-light-light correlator, the important set of operators contributing
in the T-channel are the multi- stress tensors, which we consider below. The first nontrivial
contribution to the correlator (A.33) comes from the exchange of the stress tensor. In the
OPE limit the corresponding conformal block is

0122, 2~ Z2( 22+ ZZ + 7°). (A.36)
Hence, at this order we find that (A.33) becomes

7(t? + 22272 (12(10 — 3A) + 22(A — 2))

Ga, =G (A-3)(A-2)

ul

(A.37)

Following the same approach, it is straightforward to obtain the corresponding inte-
grated conformal blocks for the double-trace stress tensors.

A.1.3 Comparison

In order to determine the OPE coefficients, we compare the bulk and the CFT results. We
connect the two sides by equation (A.4), which is now of the form

Ga = lim 12045 (1+GT +G?). (A.38)

where GT = f—:—i—f—:—l—. .. and G correspond to the stress tensor sector and the double-trace
scalars (possibly dressed with T,,), respectively. As mentioned above, these two sectors are
decoupled for A ¢ Z, therefore, we can consider only the multi-stress tensors. The stress
tensor contribution to (A.38) is given by

Gal = lim A6 GA(t, z,7) _ T(t2+22)2"2(2(3A — 10)+22(2 — A)Ap
pt or—oo A —1 (14 72(t2 + 22))A-1 120(A — 3)(A —2) ’
(A.39)
where in the second equality we have used the bulk results for G* .
Comparing (A.37) and (A.39) we extract the OPE coefficient:

(A.40)

which agrees with eq. (3.65) in [19].
The OPE coefficients at higher orders in p can be determined in a similar way.

2"We will temporarily use this unusual notation, as we have to distinguish the cross ratios and the space
coordinate z.
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A.2 Scalar field with A =4
A.2.1 Bulk-side

We now consider A = 4. The setup for this case is identical to the one above; that is, we
again need to solve the bulk equation of motion (A.9) but now for A = 4.

Here, however, the situation becomes more subtle as some of the OPE coefficients are
singular for A = 4. On the other hand, for integer A the multi-stress tensor sector and
double-trace scalar sector are no longer decoupled. We expect the contribution from the
[OO] to compensate for these divergent parts in the [T"] OPE coefficients. As a result, log
terms will appear in the solution. We explain this in more detail in the next subsection.

In the bulk this leads to a slightly modified ansatz [28|:

1 1
b = q)AdS <1 + 771 (G4’1 + G4’2 log ’I") =+ 7’78 (Gg’l + G872 10g ’f’) + .. ) s <A41)

where ® 445 is the vacuum propagator (A.24) and G*J and G®7 are given by

2 4-m
G — Z (aki, +bb9 log w)w" p™ (A.42)
m=0n=-2
6 8-m . )
b = (i + Vi log w)u" ™" (4.43)

Inserting this ansatz into (A.9), we can determine the coefficients a’f;’}n and b]fljj;n.

The result (in the w, p and r coordinates) is

o T
2520076010
+ 8407 w? (=12 + 6w? + wt + w® — 2(3 + 2w? + wh)p?)p
+ (8064 — 12656w? + 3136w + 448w® + 655w® — 4(—2016
+ 448w? + 476w* + 345uw° + 40w® + 750w'0) p?
+ 56(36 + 44w? + 35wt 4 20w° + 10w®)p?
+ 120w (=6 + 5w? — 4p*) (log 7 + log w))u?] + O(u*)

i 8400w (r® + wO((1 — 6pP)agy + (w? — 8p?)ag)y))

(A.44)

For the stress tensor exchange all log terms vanish and we are also able to determine all the
coefficients. As expected, we obtain the same results as in the non-integer case. Meanwhile,
we find that for the double stress tensor exchange (12) the coefficients agzé and agzé are not
fixed by near-boundary analysis.

A.2.2 CFT-side

At O(p®) and O(p') the contribution for A = 4 will be the same as for A ¢ Z. Let us
therefore focus on the p? terms.
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Here the double-trace stress tensors mix with the double-trace scalar [OO]. We thus
have to consider four contributions to the correlator at O(u?) — three from the double stress
tensor (we label them by the conformal dimension and the spin: (A;,J)):

1, T" << (8,0) (A.45)
17,1, <= (82) (A.46)
T.Tys <= (8,4) (A.47)

and one contribution from the double-trace scalar:
[00] «— (8,0), (A.48)

which will mix with the (8,0) contribution from [T?]. This agrees with the fact that it is
only the coefficient C¢'j, that is expected to diverge.

Let us have a closer look at the divergent terms that appear in the corresponding OPE
coefficients. First, as the coefficient CE;T, § has a pole in A =4 [19] we can write it as

Cins +0TT (A.49)

Tr __
CS,O - A74 reg )

where the term C[ is regular in A = 4 and Cj,, is the residue. In order to cancel the

singular part, the OPE coefficient of the double-trace scalar must also have a pole at A = 4
with the same residue but with the opposite sign [19]:

C..

0o — _ sing 0o A5O

Cs0 A_a " Creg ( )

Now, as the conformal block for J = 0 in the OPE limit is gar o ~ (Z?)A,, we can study
what happens if the contributions from [T?] and [OO] mix. Setting A = 4 + §, summing

the contributions from [T?] and [OO] and then taking the limit § — 0 we find

g4’u2 - / / dedy (Cg + O — Canglog ZZ+
(A.51)

224727+ 7 28+ 237+ 227+ 22+ 7

Cs2 — +Cs4 — .
Z7 AYA

where we used eqgs. (A.49) and (A.50).

It is apparent, that this integral is divergent and thus needs to be regulated. In practise
we can do this using a form of the dimensional regularization: we multiply the integrand by
a factor |z|7¢ = (t* + #* + y* + 2*) 2, integrate and then expand the resulting expression
around ¢ = 0. In the end, we get

8wt} (Cs2 — 3Cs.4) (154 — 26222 — 24 + 1262 (£* + 22) log (* + 2%))

G4 2 . +7 [CSA 21 52
+Cg2 (t2 + 2% — 4t%log (t2 + 22) ) + (1?4 2?) (C’Sing(log(t2 + 22) —1)
-0y - COS)} +0(e") (A.52)
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A.2.3 Comparison
In order to compare the bulk and the CFT results, we apply (A.38). Here we are only

interested in the double-trace sector

G®l + G82logr
r8 '

Ga| , = lim r*® s (A.53)
2 r—00
The RHS of this relation is obtained by taking the limit of O(y?) term in the bulk result

(A.44), yielding:

G4

M::r;mlmo<—6£aa}+@2—7ﬁyﬁj)

(A.54)

+MQ(__2(7575%24—6124)

22 +3(5t% + 2%) log (t2+22)>].

Comparing (A.52) and (A.54) we can extract the coefficients Cyg 2, Cg 4 and Cy,g:

2
Cio = —— A.55
27 560 (A.55)
2
Ceyg =" A.56
R PT) (A.56)
2
1
ing = — A.
Co = 1. (A.57)
while for the coefficients Cg;g, C22 and the parameter e we get the following relations
s1 . 7 81, 239y
Crd +Cf =2ag, + 3980 + 5520 (A.58)
1 420(3afy + dagy) + 4743
1_ : ’ , (A.59)
€ 1242

To conclude, our double-trace results for Cg 2, Cg 4 and the residual part of ng 4 are in
perfect agreement with the results for the non-integer case extrapolated to A = 4, see [19],
while the remaining CFT data is related to the undetermined coefficients on the bulk side
by eqs (A.58)-(A.59).

Using the same approach in the non-integrated A = 4 case, one gets the relations
(A.55)-(A.57) for Cg g, Cs 4 and Cl,,, while C2° 4+ CTT is related to a single undetermined

reg reg

bulk coefficient by a relation analogous to (A.58).

B List of bulk results for Z; and %2,

In this appendix we list some expressions for the invariants in the shear and sound channels.

B.1 Results in the shear channel

For the source Hy, we find the following solution of eq. (2.20) at O(u'):

_ 1o (96 (p° +2) + 3w’ + (6 — 4p%) w' — 12 (p* + 8) w?) (B.1)

Z(m)
Lo 107rwlo
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and at O(u?):

iy
p2  84007rdwl2

+ 5 (272p" — 2880p” + 271) w® + 40 (136p* — 331p* — 154) w"

tha:)

[ — 40320 (p® + 2)* — 4920w'? log(w) + (6920 — 7280p%) w"

+280 (33p" + 2602 — 268) w* + 896 (p* + 14007 + 262) wQ} (B.2)
12p (agzg(m) log(r) + agzé(m)>
a o ’
where ag’é(m) and agf)(m) are undetermined coefficients.

)

Choosing a source f[mz7 we get the bulk result:

e for/=p2 + w2 =1 (96 (p? +2) +wb + (2 — 4p%) w* — 12 (p* + 6) w?)
1 - 0 (B.3)
pt 10mrwt
and
2 2 2
(@) _MWV—prtw—1 2 2 12 2 10
20 e T 8a00m S0 40320 (67 + 2)* — 420002 log(w) + 120 (389" + 17) w'"+

+5(—272p" +1792p” 4 437) w® + 8 (—680p" + 885 + 448) w'—
— 168 (550" + 46p* — 284) w — 896 (p* + 122p* + 226) wﬂ +

12/—p?> +w? —1 (agf)(m) log(r) + agj(l)(m)>

o

_l’_

(B.4)

Using the results for the bulk-to-boundary propagator foz) (B.3) and (B.4) we obtain

the correlator GS’;fi’? :

G’(bulk) _ 1 3nCr (22 — 7t2) (B 5)
22,27 | o - (‘93 + (‘)2 5 (2 + 22)5 .
T 9P+ 02 200 (2 4 22)° '

1 7T;L2CT

Gluk)| (210t6 1 648¢422 + 61221 — 16020

I 2 OF + 02| 8400 (12 + 22)°
3
+105 (£2 + 22)  log (2 + %) ) — cmagg "0z . (B.7)

B.2 Results in the sound channel

First we list the solutions of the sound channel equations of motion (2.21) for various
polarizations. For the source Hy, we get

16pp\/—p? + w? — 1
z{) = HEV P ;g v —wl — 3w — 96w? + 2p? (w* + 4w? + 60) +240| (B.8)
I STw
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and
4M p\ —p? + w? — 2 2 12 2\ . 10

= e [18144 (0% +2)° + 798w + (1356 — 584p2) w
+ (176p* — 2240p% + 1779) w® + 12 (88p* — 384p% + 147) wS (B.9)
+336 (90" — 1702 + 58) w? + 672 (7p* — 5507 — 131) wﬂ .

Z(tz)

N

For the source ﬁtt we get

2
2] == s [80" (! 4w? + 60) — 897 (w + But + 66w? — 120)
po bmw (B.10)
o w? (w0 + 2wt + 482 — 96) |
and
2
(tt) . K 2 2 2 14 2 12
Z, 12 = 3T50mrAwt [362880,0 (p* +2)" 4+ 15960w'* log(w) + 120 (279p° — 113) w

— 15 (1072p" — 4048p* + 593) w'® + 20 (176p° — 3120p" + 4083p* — 294) w®
+120 (176p° — 1083p* + 651p% — 406) w® + 1344(5 (9p* — 24p° +91) p

AL 8.2(tt)

+ a, log(r
+131)w? 4 3360 (280° — 265p — 632p% — 36) wQ} fo0 0.0 B ).
T
(B.11)
For the source H 22 We get
2 = 12 P+ 3p" +2) +ut + (2 8p%) w
pl Brw (B.12)
+8 (o = 3p7 + 31) w4 16 (29" — 43p% — 72) w?]
and
2
(z2)|  _ H 2 2 2 14 2 12
27, =g [ = 72576 (5 + 1) (6 +2)" + 1560w log(w) — 24 (9992 + 16) w

+3(720p" — 1776p* — 37) ' — 4 (176p° — 2240p* + 1791p? + 75) w®
— 24 (176p° — 781p* + 177p* — 1806) w® — 4032 (3p° — 5p* + 37p? + 81) w*
8,1(zz)

8,2(zz)
a +a 0,0) log(r
— 672 (280° — 255" — 1032° — 848) w?| + = 0 (0,0)log(r)

(B.13)

For the source ﬁm we get

T 8
z{@) B 160 (07 +2) + 250" — 4 (5p + 33) w?) (B.14)
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2
_,11,7 2 2 - 14 B 9 12
2 =350t 181440 (7 +2)" — 118800 log(w) + 180 (43 — 602) w
+15 (176p" — 1136p% + 315) w'® 4 10 (880p — 2292p° + 369) w®

+120 (151p* — 237p* — 700) w® + 672 (45p" + 100p* + 1084) w*

8,1(zx) 8,2(zx)
+ 1
+ 3360 (5p° (p* — 40) — 406) wz} 4 Jo0 G:Lio Og(r).

(B.15)

Using the prescription (2.58) for the sound channel and the solutions above, we find
that the correlator order-by-order in p for the source Hy is given by

1 96w Crp (t* — 18222 + 2124
nglfn;ltk) T2 1922 0 Z7 ) (B.16)
0 T @+ 02) 5(8 + 22)
Gulk)| 1 AruCr (t6 — 15t422 + 15224 — 26) (B.17)
ittt ul _(82 n 82)2 15 (‘[j2 + G .
t Z 2?)
k)| _ 1 2mp?Cp (—691¢% + 1900¢522 + 1910t*2* + 860t%25 + 13328)
it 2T (92 + 02)2 1575 (12 + 22)° ’
(B.18)
and for the source H 5 as
qur| 1 967Cr (21¢4 — 18t22% 4 2%) (B.19)
= o T (0 + 02)? 582+ 2) |
1 drpCr (19 — 15t422% + 15¢224 — 26
T g 6 ) (5.20)
(02 +02) 15 (82 + 22)
cun| _ 1 21 p2Cr (—65t% — 724¢52% + 810t42* + 140220 + 792%) (B.21)
2z,22 9 82 82 2 2 N\ . .
p2 (0F +02) 1575 (t2 + 22)
Finally, using the relation (2.63) we get the G5%% in the form
1 247 Cr
Gulk) | _ B.22
TT,rT Ho atQ + ag 5 (tQ + 22)4 ( )
Gotr) =0 (B.23)
1 Tu2Cr —135t% 4 90222 — 7124
Gk = 126 log (¢* + 2°
TT,TT #2 atQ 4 ag 3150 Og( +z ) + (t2 + 22)2
1
- @wCT (72 (agj(l)(xy) + aS:é(:Cy)) + Wag:(l)(m)> , (B.24)
where the undetermined coefficients ag:é(zy) and agz(l)(w) come from the scalar channel con-

(zz)

tribution and ag’(l) from the sound channel.
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C Conventions and details on spinning conformal correlators

In this appendix we summarize our conventions and provide some details on spinning con-
formal correlators in the embedding space that are used in the main part of this paper
following [54, 55|. The basic building blocks are

(Zi - P)(P; - Py) — (Zi - Py)(Pi - P))
Pj - By ’ (C.1)
Hi; = =2((Z; - Z;)(Fi - Py) — (Zi - Pj)(Z; - B3],

Vijk =

where Vi = Vi 23, Vo = Va31 and V3 = V3 12. Here P; and Z; are null vectors in RM4+1,
One possible basis for the three-point function of two stress tensors and a spin-J oper-
ator with dimension A is given by (P;; = —2P; - P))

TTO
SN 2T,

(T(Py, Z1)T(Py, Z2)O(Ps, Z3)) = , (C.2)
where
Ql — ‘/12‘/22‘/3],
Q2 = (HosViVa + HigVE Vi)V
Qs = Hi2iWaVy,
Qs = (Hi3Vo + H23V1)H12V3J71,
Qs = Hi3HosViVaVy 2, (©3)

Qs = Hip V5,

Q7 = (Hi3Vs + H3 Vi)V 2

Qs = HygHy3HogVy' 2,

Qo = (HiaH33Vi + HazHizVa) Vi 2,
Q10 = HiyHy; Vi~

Conservation of the stress tensor further reduces the number of independent structures.
In particular, when O = T there are 3 independent structures while for non-conserved
operators of dimension A and spin J = 0, 2,4, there are 1,2 and 3 independent structures,
respectively. However, we will mainly consider the differential basis introduced in [55] since
this is useful when considering the four-point conformal blocks. It is based on multiplication
by Hio as well as the differential operators

d oy 0

Dy =(P1 - P2)(Z1 - 87]32) —(Z1- ) (P 87]32)
(21 )P )+ (P (2 ), (C.4)
Dy =(P1 - P2)(Z - 87]31) —(Z1- Po)(Pr - 88]31) +(Z1- P) (7 - 88Z1)’
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and Doy and Do; obtained from Di; and Dis by 1 <+ 2. We further define the following
differential operators:

2,2
Dy = D} D3,%;7,
Dy = H12D11D222%27
_ 2 3,1 2 1,3
D3 = D21 Dy Da2X) + D12D5,D11%,°7,
Dy = le(DlenZ%l + D12D2222’3),
D5 = D12D21D11D222%27
D6 = H1222%27
4,0 0,4
D7 = D%lD%IEL + D%2D32EL )
Dg = Hi3D12D9, 277,
2,2
Dy = D}, D357,
Dy = D12D%1D112?Z1 + D21D%2D2221L’37

where 27" denotes the shifts A; — A; +m and Ay — Ag + n. The three-point functions
in the differential basis are then given by

(T(P1, Z1)T(Py, Z2)On, 5 (P3, Z3))

10
- Z TTOA,J P A1+ A—A—T pA+NAs—A1+J pA+A1 =N+
i=1 P12 P23 P13

where we kept Aj 2 to keep track of the action of ¥7"" in (C.5).
The spinning conformal partial waves can be obtained from the scalar partial waves

Wo: R . oA
Pu\ ® (Pu) % Q(A,}% 34)(“7 v)
Wo = P714 P13 A1+Ay  Azfigy (C~7)
Py * Py ®

with A;; = A; — A; and the cross-ratios (u,v) are given by

Y — P1oP3y
Pi3Pyy’
C.8
v Py Pog (C8)
P3Py
The scalar conformal blocks are normalized as follows in the limit v — 0,v — 1:
(A12,A34) J! A (%71)(1)— 1)
U, v ~ ———uz2(C , C.9
N ( )u—>0,v—>1 (_2)J(% —1), J 2,/u (C.9)

d_
where 052 2

spinning conformal partial waves are then obtained via

are Gegenbauer polynomials and (a); denotes the Pochammer symbol. The

Wi = D DRWo, (C.10)

— 34 —



where
DL — HEQDnlODnQODml Dm2 2m1+n20+n12,m2+n10+n12 (C.ll)

where ¢ labels the structure in the scalar partial wave and Dg is similarly defined with
1 — 3 and 2 — 4. The integers n;; > 0 and m; that labels the structure are determined by
the solutions to the following equations ensuring the correct homogeneity under P — aP
and Z — BZ:
my = J1 —ni2 —ny > 0,
mo = J2 — N12 — N0 Z 0, (0.12)
mo = Jo —nio — nzo > 0,
where J = Jy is the spin of the exchanged operator. In the case of two spin-2 operators
at P, and P, and scalar operators at P3 and Py, the possible combinations appearing in
(C.11) can be taken to be the ones given in (C.5).
We are interested in the OPE limit of the contribution of individual blocks to

G(Pi, Z;) = P:,ﬁH (T'(Pr1, Z1)T (P2, Z2)Of(P3)Ox(Py)), (C.13)

where Op is a scalar operator with dimension Ag. Using (C.10), we find in this case

P A12 g(Am,O) (u ’U)
24 A,J )
G(R, Zi) |OA J Z ATTOA J)‘OHOHOA,JDZ' <P14> SN (C-14)

2
P12

where the differential operators D; are given by (C.5) and A; = Ay =d.
The spinning correlator in embedding space with indices is then obtained using

Gun.ps(Pi) = 715](\4)155\})15915(52)@(37 Z;) (C.15)

where Dg\i[) is given by

s _ (d=2,, 9\ o 1, &
DM_< 5 7 azi> 52 5 ZiM 57y (C.16)

In order to project down to physmal space we impose PM (1, xl ,2%") and contract indices

M
in embedding space with am, = (0, 2" L0 |54, 55]. We then set 2 = (1,0), 2 =
(1+1¢,%), 25 = (0,0) and 24 — 0o with |z21| < 1 in the OPE limit, such that v — 0 and
v— 1.

C.1 Stress tensor block

The relations between different bases for the stress tensor three-point function can be found
in e.g. Appendix C.1 in [66], some of which we summarize here for convenience. In the
embedding space formalism [54, 55] the stress tensor three-point function can be built from
(C.2)

218;:1 TpQp

a+2 a+42 a+2"

2 2 2
P12 P23 P31

(T(Py, Z,)T(Py, Zo)T(P3, Z3)) = (C.17)
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(TTT)

where the coefficients z, = x) are constrained by permutation symmetry and conser-
vation to satisfy
1 1
x] = 2xy + Z(d2 +2d = 8)z4 — Sd(d + 2)ar,

1 d
2

(C.18)
T2 = X3,
T4 = Ts,
T = X7.

The stress tensor three-point function can be parameterized in terms of (a,b,¢) [58]
where one of these can further be traded for Cr using the Ward identity

(d—2)(d+3)a —2b— (d+1)é
d(d+2) '

Cr =45, (C.19)

For the relation between the z, basis, (4, b, ¢) and the (to,t4) coefficients that are natural
when considering a conformal collider setup, we refer the reader to App. C in [66]. However,
we recall Eq. (C.10) in [59] that relates these to t3 and t4 in d = 4:

" _30(13a + f”; — 3¢)
144 — 2b — b¢
15(81a + 32b — 20¢)
2(14a — 2b — 5¢)

(C.20)

4 =

and for ¢t = t4 = 0 one finds a = %—g and b = 19—726. On the other hand, the ratio of the

anomaly coefficients a, ¢ is given by Eq. (C.12) in [59]

a  9a—2b—10¢ (C.21)
¢ 3(14a —2b —5¢) '

with a = ¢ when to = t4 = 0. We further need the stress tensor three-point function with
two heavy scalar operators

W,.W, — w2,

(On(21)0m1 (22) Ty (23)) = A0rOnTi — 38,35 2 (C.22)
T12 T23131
where WH = j—ga — % Conformal Ward identities fix Ao, 0,7 to be
13 23
d Ay
=——— 2
AOHOHTFLU d— 1 Sd ) (C 3)

d
where Sy = 12‘7(?)’ which is related to p and 8 according to (3.15) and (3.16).
2
From now on we consider d = 4. For the stress tensor block we work with parametriza-

tion in terms of (a, b, ¢). In the channel @xy,xy, following the procedure described above,
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we obtain
. Ay
G T = = X
] 74 (144 — 2b — 5¢)(12 + 72)°
X [46(—5154(172 + %) + 22 (2t + 622y +yt + (x2 +yH)2%) — 42 (2t + 927y + !

+ (2% +y%)2%) + &(=3t° + t*(13(2* + y°) — 52°) — Z*(5z" — 62%y” + 5y (C.24)
+4(z® + y)2? — ) + £ (112? +102x2y2+11y +10(z% + y?)2% — 2)
+4a(t% + t4(—17(2% + y?) + 32%) — 2(132* + 1062%y> + 13y* + 10(2? + y?)2°

— 32N + 22(521 — 622y + 5yt + 6(2% + 1?2 + 24))] ,

where & = (z,y, z) which after integrating over x and y gives

- 2(7a + 2b — &) A (12 — 22
Gﬁy:l“y’T = /dxdnyy,mMT = - ( " = ) {{( ) . (C.25)
3m3(14a — 2b — 5¢) (12 + 22)2
and for to =t4 = 0: ) )
20 (7 — 2
Gmy,my|T = H( ) (C26)

15m3(12 + 22)2°
The results (C.25) and (C.26) are in agreement with [61], where the explicit OPE was used
to evaluate the stress tensor two-point function in a thermal state.

Next, we find that Gm7m|T is given by

A y
omd(14a — 2b — 5¢)(t2 + 2)5

x [46(—756 — 27 4 t4(— 2322 + 4(2 + 22))

+ 282927 + 5(y” + 27))) + e(15t5 — (52” — = 22)@t + 1 (412®  (C27)
+ 7% + 2%)) — 222 (4322 + 7(y° + 22)))

+ 4a(—13t° + (322 — ¢? — 22)7 — 3t1 (1322 4 y? + 22) + 272 (4122

+9(s2 + ).

which becomes

étm,t:p |T —

(64a + 14b — 19¢&)t* — 12(16a + 5b — 4¢)t222 + 3(2b + &) 2*

G T=—Apg - , C.28
tata| 12(144 — 2b — 5&)m3 (2 + 22)3 (C.28)
after integrating over x and y. For t5 = t4 = 0 this reduces to
—otd 4 6222 4 724
Gtx,tx|T — A (029)

603 (2 + 22)3

Lastly, we consider Gtz,tZ\T. Prior to integration, there is a SO(3) rotational symmetry

which allows us to obtain Gtz’tzhﬂ from (C.27) by x <> z. Integrating over the zy-plane we
find

A . )
— £l —————|(—6a+ b+ 28)1° + (—10a — 7b + 3¢)¢*2”
(14a — 2b — 5é)m3 (12 + 22) (C.30)

+(30a 4 7b — 8&)t22* + (2a — b — ¢)2°|.

Gtz,tz’T =
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For t9 = t4 = 0 this reduces to

—105t0 + 3t%22 + 1371224 + 7726

G =A
ta|7 i 27073 (2 + 22)4

(C.31)

C.2 Spin-0 double-stress tensor block

The simplest double-stress tensor operator is the scalar [T?]—g with dimension Ag. The

differential operators from the differential basis relevant here are Dy, Do and Dg from (C.5),
(%)

TT[T?] ;=0
conservation we demand that %MDM acting on (C.6) is 0 [54]|, where Dy is given by

while the three-point function is given by (C.6) with A;g = A . In order to impose

(C.16). This implies that the number of structures is reduced to just one

)

3
Ao = _Z(AO — 6)(A0 + 2))\170,
3 (0.32)
6,0 = @(Ao —6)(Ap —4)Ao(Ap + 2) A1 0,

and we are left with a single coefficient A; 9. The corresponding contribution to the corre-
lator G(P;, Z;) (in embedding space) is given by

G(Pi Z)lir2, = Y pioDiWir2)o, (C.33)
=1,3,6

where the conformal partial wave Wir2), is given by (C.7). Note that the coefficients p; o
are related to \; o by an overall factor of the one-point function in the scalar state. They
therefore, satisfy the same conservation condition as the A’s in (C.32). The projection to the

physical space and the relevant kinematics are described in the first part of this appendix.

C.3 Spin-2 double-stress tensor block

Because the spin-2 double-stress tensor [T?];—2 is not conserved there will be only two
structures in the three-point function as compared to three for the stress tensor, even though
they both have J = 2. In the differential basis these can be labeled \; 2 = g)T[TQ]JZQ with
i=1,2,...81in (C.6), which are reduced to two coefficients by imposing conservation:
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(A2 +2)(192X22 — (Az —4) Ax ((3A2 — 16) (BA2 +4) A1 2 +20)A22))

Asz = 609 (Bg (A (B — 8) A + 2) + 56 1 96) :
- (Ao — 4) (Ag +2)

M2 = T5TA, (A ((A22 ~3) g 2) +56) + 96) (22 = 25325 — )2
—52) — 64)A1 2+ 4(Ag — 8) (A + 4)A2,2)} ;

Ae gy — (AQ —4) Ay ((15 (Ag —4) Ay +52) A2+ 52)\272) — 9622

52 = 12 (Ag (Mg (A — 8) Ay + 2) + 56) + 96) ’

- (A — 4) Ay

A62 = 108 Ay (A ((Ba — 8) D + 2) + 56) 1 96) (256
— (AQ — 4)A2((A2 — 4)A2(3(A2 — 4)A2 — 56) + 688)))\1,2 (034)
— 4((Ag — ) As(5(Ay — 4)Ag — 52) + 416))\2,2)}

48)\2,2

~ Ag(Aa((Ag — 8)Ag +2) + 56) + 96
- (AQ + 2) (AQ + 4)

A2 = 15 Ry = 2) By (Ba (Ba (A — 8) Ay + 2) + 56) + 96) (82— 4)2x

X ((3(A2 — 4)A2 — 44))\172 + 4)\272) — 96)\272)] ,

e (3(As — 4) Ay + 16)
827 TUR (Mg (Mg ((Ay — 8) Ay + 2) + 56) + 96)

— A4\ g + Ao — 96)\2,2)} .

(A2 = A ((3(82 — 4)2

The corresponding contribution to the correlator G (P;, Z;) is given by

8
G(Pi, Zl‘)‘[TQ]Q = Z Pi,2DiW[T2}27 (0.35)
i=1
where the conformal partial wave Wipz), is given by (C.7). Again, the coefficients p; 2
are related to \; 2 by an overall factor of the one-point function in the scalar state. They
therefore, satisfy the same conservation condition as the A’s in (C.34). The projection to the
physical space and the relevant kinematics are described in the first part of this appendix.

C.4 Spin-4 double-stress tensor block

For the spin-4 double-stress tensor operator [T?] j—4 there are a priori 10 structures labelled
by A4 = )\gf)T[TQ}Jﬂ with ¢ = 1,2,...10 in (C.6). Conservation reduces the number of
structures to 3 as follows:

1
M= GGy — ) Aa((Ag — A, — 44) + 192) (A = s ((As — )

x Ag((Ag — 4)A4(3(Ag — 4)Ay — 200) + 5712) — 92032)) — 485376) As.4
— 2(A4 — 6)(A4 + 4)(((A4 — 4)A4((A4 — 4)A4(3(A4 — 4)A4 — 68) — 1024)
+ 13056))\174 + 2((A4 — 4)A4(3(A4 — 4)A4 — 116) + 768))\2,4) ,
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Mot = é(Q((A4 C )AL+ 160 + (Mg — 8)(Ay + 2)Aga + 4haa),
1
A6 = S (As = ) (B T 4)((Bg — ) Aa((Ag — A)A; — 44) 1 192)
< (Ag 4+ (Mg — HDAL(As — DAL(Ag — DAL(Ag — DAL((Ag — 4)Ay
— 64) + 1040) + 11392) — 262144) 4 2162688)\1.4 + 2((Ag — 4)Ayx
< ((Ag — DAL((Ag — )AL((Ag — 4) Ay — 88) + 2448) — 17408)
+86016)Ao,q) + ((Ag — 4)Ag((Ag — 4)Ag((Dg — 4)Agx
(g — D)AL((Ag — )A4((Ag — 4)Ay — 108) + 5104) — 131904)
+2009088) — 18300928) + 81788928»3,4} :
1
T 24((Ay — HAL((Ag — DA, — 44) + 192)
X (2(A4 = 6)(Ag + 4)(((Ag — 4)As +20)A14 + 2024) + ((Ag —4)Agx (C.36)
x ((Ag — 4)Ay — 36) + 704)/\3,4)],
1
" 32(A4 — 6)(Ag + 4)((Ag — )A4((As — 4)Ay — 44) + 192)
X (Ag 4+ 4)(((As = DAL((Ag — D) As((Ag — ) Ay — 20)((Ag — 4) Ay
+24) + 4736) + 135168) A1 4 + 2((Ay — 4)Ay((Ag — 6)(Ag — 4)Ay(Ay +2)
— 320) 4 7680)A2.4) + (As(As(As(As(A4(((Ag — 20)A4 + 120)A3 — 19687,

+2112) 4 23296) — 78848) — 327680) + 1638400) + 5111808)>\374} ,

1
)\9’4 - 3(A4 — 6)(A4 + 4)((A4 — 4)A4((A4 — 4)A4 — 44) =+ 192) [(A4 B 6)X

% (Ag+4) x (Ag — 4)Ag(9(Ag — 4) Ay + 68) — T68) A4
+16((Ag — 4)Ag — 6)Aoa) + (Mg — D)AL((Ag — H)Ayx
% (3(Aq — 4)Aq — 116) + 3136) — 15360)>\374},

Ato4 = 12((Ay — 4)A4((A41— DA, — 44) + 192)
% (=2(Aq — 6) % (Ag 4+ 4)(((Ag — 4)Ag + 20)A1s + 2204
— ((Ag = DAs((Ar — A4 = 36) + T04)Ag.)]

2(A4 — 6) X

A7.4

[(A4 — 4)(Ag +6)x

A8,4

2(A4 — 6) X

[((A4 — 4)Ag+12)%

The corresponding contribution to the correlator G (P;, Z;) is given by

10

G(H, Zz')‘[T2]4 = Z Pi,4Dz‘W[T2}4; (037)
=1

where the conformal partial wave Wp2), is given by (C.7). The coefficients p; 4 are related
to Aj4 by an overall factor of the one-point function in the scalar state. They therefore,
satisfy the same conservation condition as the A’s in (C.36). The projection to the physical
space and the relevant kinematics are described in the first part of this appendix.
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C.5 Integrated double stress tensor contribution

In this section we list the explicit expression for the integrated O(Crpu?) part of the con-
formal block expansion of Gy 4y, Gtz and Gy . obtained using the procedure described
above. We regulate divergences by including a factor of |z|~¢, which produces simple poles
as € = 0. For Gy 4y we find as € — 0:

cth + 6222
Gryaylurcr = Dy (8 2) D)0y (8, 2) log (2 + 2%) + ————— (C.38)
where c1, c2 are some constants depending on the CFT data and
PO (t,2) = “1Cr Zp (0.27) 442 2] (C.39)
oy,zy " 16934400()0 (2 + 22) L Prvay '
with
pG0) = —8(22050p}") — 162243p!") — 11683490p}") + 12916805} + 4702775}
+6991740p8)) + 441075 + 30447975 — 357787544,
p02) = 2( — 8(22050p') — 89343p!") — 3641540p!") + 56268p%') + 16466450} )
C.40
+200592005)) + 441075 + 1436475 — 9640057§1)), (C40)
P, = 7(8(—3150p57()) +2349p\') — 215350p}") + 23764 + 90475}
+123300p5)) + 63074") — 393937 + 74415+ )),
and
pt) (t2) = 20T Z (1,25)42-2j . 2j (C.41)
ooy 15680000 Pay.zy
with
pL0) = 3(16( 702p}') — 19565p1") + 702p8') + 80855
+11480p51)) + 4907 — 56078 + 120407 )), .
C.42
ph2) = (16(486p(1) — 6055p!") — 4865
+2695p5) + 336005 + 2807") + 14707 — 18973)).
Next, for (97 + 02)Giy 1 we find
(97 + 02)Chrotal o = Piha(t,2) + Plia log (£ 4 22) + =2 (C.43)
for some constant c3 where
5,20
Ploa(t,2) = L Zptiz o162 2% (C.44)

423360000 (£2 + 22)°
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with

P = 176400p\) — 26503203 + 30139760p\") + 5296320} — 1269884005

- 17881920p§, Y+ 9702078 — 34549275) — 7924357V
o = e (25401600/)(1) +203700096p\') — 9623496960p') — 165597696}

+ 398325312093} + 55767398400} + 2159136045" + 815391365")

(1)
+3569076004"),
) (C.45)
Piris = 1 8(25401600p(1) +270884736p}') + 270063360p') — 232782336p})
— 40360320p5') — 29320704005} + 20211840~ + 1256290565
— 458892007"),
pivor = 176400p\') + 1134648p\') — 6309520p}'] — 870048p}') + 28243600} )
+3044160p5) + 2557804 + 57304874") — 71715+,
and
oY, = SrECr [ =8 (4 (3101 + 35p{) — 8103 — 3501} ) + 3159{"))
et 15680000 b 22 (C.46)
+9807Y + 63751)] .
Lastly, for (02 4+ 02)2G},.+. we find
(82+82)2Gt eleo, = 7 u?Cr Z (0,27) 48— 21,2 (C.47)
E O RO T 5040000 (12 + 22)7 A it
where
P = —7776p") + 197120p1") + T776pY}y — 86240p5') — 11088005
+ 14707 Y + 18948 — 14004,
o) = —248832p1") + 19983040p}") + 248832p5') — 84515200}
— 1153152005 — 58807.") — 1527125" — 845320+}",
pivt) = 233280p1") — 82577600p!") — 23328004 + 3449600003 s

+ 4808160005} — 14700~ + 8253074") + 31934004",

o) = 435456p") + 29986880p1") — 4354565 — 1224608005
— 177408000} — 58807") + 218736+5") — 11471604",
o) = —38880p!") — 257600p\) + 38880l + 86240 + 1713600}

+ 14707 Y — 16695487 + 12320~V
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C.6 Comparison with the bulk calculations

Solving (3.30) we find the anomalous dimensions (3.31), the relations (3.32) and the fol-
lowing bulk coefficients (ag{")(G, 0), aéﬁy) (8,0), ag,gf)(& 0)):

4,2 (1) (1) (1)
oSl TH (2p170 —3pipt plA) B 31504492 1441p2

6,0 1440 47628000 = 37800¢’
4.2 (o (1) ® , O
i) _ T (2P1,0 312t P1,4) 182086342 180142 (C.49)
80 T 1920 127008000  50400¢’
1 1 1
81(tx) i’ (QP% + 3P§,§ - 5P§,i) 1324032 472
%o T 2880 1411200  45360¢’

which are divergent as ¢ — 0. Note that by also studying the G, ., polarization we get
one more linearly independent equation:

(1) (1)
8,1(zz) iy (Pl,o + 2p174>  6713281p% | 117417

%0 7 0 5292000 = 6300me

(C.50)
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