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Conformal Regge theory predicts the existence of analytically continued CFT data for complex
spin. How could this work when there are so many more operators with large spin compared to
small spin? Using planar N=4 SYM as a testground we find a simple physical picture. Operators do
organize themselves into analytic families but the continuation of the higher families have zeroes in
their structure OPE constants for lower integer spins. They thus decouple. Newton’s interpolation
series technique is perfectly suited to this physical problem and will allow us to explore the right
complex spin half-plane.

I. INTRODUCTION

Certain CFT data can be analytically continued to
complex values of spin S [1]. Specifically, for each four-
point function 〈O1O2O3O4〉, Caron Huot’s Lorentzian
inversion formula produces functions c±1234(∆, S) with the
following properties. For integer S, they have simple
poles at the locations of local spin-S operators Oi ap-
pearing in the OPE O1O2 → O3O4:

c
(−1)S

1234 (∆, S) ∼
∑

i

−f12if34i

∆−∆i
, (S ∈ Z), (1)

where f12i, f34i are OPE coefficients.1 Further-
more, the c±1234(∆, S) are analytic in S and bounded
for Re(S) > 1, when ∆ = d

2 +iν is on the principal series.
The latter condition is crucially tied to the boundedness
of correlators in the Regge limit and conformal Regge
theory [1, 2].

Because the same local operators appear in every OPE
(modulo global symmetries), different c(∆, J)-functions
associated to different four-point functions have identical
pole locations at integer S. We call this “local operator
universality.”

What happens at non-integer S is less clear. In [3],
it was argued that singularities in ∆ at non-integer S
should be interpreted as matrix elements of light-ray op-
erators. However, little is known about the structure of
such singularities. Are there always single poles in ∆, or
can there be higher poles, or cuts? Is there “light-ray
operator universality,” where the same light-ray opera-
tors appear in different c(∆, S) functions, or do different
four-point functions see completely different light-ray op-
erators?

Perhaps the simplest hypothesis is that there is “light-
ray operator universality” — that is, local operators live

1In other words, c±1234 give analytic continuations of CFT data away
from even-spin/odd-spin.

on discretely-spaced Regge trajectories, whose dimen-
sions ∆(S) and structure constants C(S) are analytic
in S.2 Furthermore, one should be able to construct the
corresponding light-ray operators directly, without ref-
erence to a particular four-point function or c1234(∆, S)
that they appear in. Some evidence for this idea can be
found in perturbative constructions of certain classes of
light-ray operators [6–16].

However, this idea raises an obvious puzzle:
There are usually many more local operators with large

spin S than with small spin S. We illustrate this in fig-
ure 1, where we plot the leading-order dimensions and
structure constants of twist 3 operators in planar N = 4
SYM with even spin (up to spin sixty). As these figures
clearly illustrate, the operators do seem to be nicely or-
ganized into smooth trajectories — or families — which
we made more visible with colouring. This is consistent
with analyticity in spin mentioned above. On the other
hand, the contribution of the various families to physical
observables is ostensibly non-analytic, given the disap-
pearance of physical operators at small spin. How can
these two facts be reconciled?

There is a simple possible solution to this puzzle:
Perhaps the analytically continued structure con-

stants C(S) of a higher family which starts at some large
physical S∗ will have zeroes at all integer spins below S∗,
where a local operator is “missing”. In other words, an
infinite number of Regge trajectories of light-ray opera-
tors exist for complex S, but most of them have zeros at
integer spins.3

In this letter we confirm this picture. Using an ex-
trapolation technique found in Newton’s 1687 Principia

2Though there will be accumulation points in twist-space [4, 5].
3In [17] Regge trajectories of the (2, 0) theory were studied. Several
related puzzles were raised there and – for some of those (see issue
2 there for instance) – one of the proposed decoupling mechanisms
is identical to the one observed here. Could the Newton methods
employed here help sharpen some of the conjectures in [17]?
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Sum over families at

each spin is known.
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FIG. 1. (a) Leading order anomalous dimensions γ(S)
where ∆(S) = 3 + S + g2γ(S) and (b) square of structure
constants C(S)2 for the twist 3 operators of even spin. The
energy of the lowest trajectory (5) as well as sum rules of all
structure constants for fixed S (7) are known for any complex
spin S; the structure constants for the lowest family (6) are
derived here for even integer S.

we will continue physical4 data at integer spins into the
complex plane. What we will see can only be described
as dark magic: these Newton series extrapolations will
beautifully converge to functions with precisely these ze-
roes at the locations of “missing” operators.

II. THE TWIST 3 DATA

Figure 1a contains the one loop anomalous dimen-
sions γ(S) for all primary operators of the form

Tr(DS
+Z

3) + permutations (2)

4We use physical to refer to the data directly related to local oper-
ators. The continuation of the data is as physical as the local data
once we consider null Wilson line operators [3, 10, 18, 19].

�5 � 4 � 3 � 2 � 1 0 + 1 + 2 + 3 + 4 + 5

{Degenerate

Lowest family nj

FIG. 2. The uj ’s need to be all distinct since these
parametrize the momentum of the S excitations in the spin
chain which behave as fermions. Since F and f vanish at
the origin, solutions with distinct uj require distinct external
fields nj . Since F and f are bounded functions these mode
numbers must lie in the range quoted in the main text and
since there are S + 1 integers in this range we see that one
of them – called the hole n∗ – is not used. There is one ad-
ditional selection rule on this n∗: It must generate a state of
zero momentum (this is a gauge theory condition: the trace
in (2) means we are only interested in cyclic symmetric quan-
tum spin chain states). This requires n∗/3 to be an integer.
There are 2bS/6c + 1 such choices which perfectly matches
the counting of primaries. In the figure we illustrate the two
possible choices for spin 10 corresponding to the lowest fam-
ily and the second family; the black dots are the nj and the
white circle is the hole n∗.

with even5 spin S. These operators have three units of
R-charge and classical twist equal to three. Figure 1b
depicts the three point functions C(S) between these op-
erators and two scalar BPS operators.6

The family of operators (2) will be central player in this
note. These operators are the second simplest spinning
operators in this conformal gauge theory. The simplest
would be the twist two operators – simply replace Z3

by Z2 in (2) – which are however too simple for our pur-
pose since there is a single lonely primary twist-two oper-
ator for each (even) spin S. The twist-two family is still
very interesting, as reviewed in appendix D.

At weak coupling, the primary operators (2) can be
thought of as eigenstates of an SL(2, R) quantum spin
chain of length 3 with S excitations, the conformal di-
mension of the operators corresponding to the energy
levels of the quantum spin chain [20, 21]. This energy, in
turn, can be determined by solving a simple electrostatic
problem of S charges in a line with real positions uj given
by

∑

j 6=k

f(uj − uk) + F (uj)− 2πnj = 0, (3)

where the external force F (u) = 6 arctan(2u), the inter-

5We will consider even spin for the most part. It is well known that
analytic continuation of even and odd spins are independent. We
checked indeed that similar conclusions would be reached for odd
spins.

6Any scalar BPS operators would lead to the same S-dependence
of the three point function. These BPS operators are scalars with
protected dimensions. We will not discuss them further.
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action forces f = 2 arctan(u) and the mode numbers7 nj
are distinct integers taking all values from −S/2 to S/2,
skipping one value which we call n∗. The twist three
families depend on this missing mode number n∗ also de-
noted as the hole, see figure 2. The lowest (dimension)
family has n∗ = 0.8 All other families are degenerate
pairs with n∗ = ±1,±2, . . . .

Solving the electrostatic equations (3) is trivial:
Mathematica’s built-in FindRoot does the job.9 Once
we find a {u1, . . . , uS} we extract the energy – that is
the dimension of the corresponding operator – by adding
up the energies of each particle

∆ = 3 + S + g2
(
γ ≡

S∑

j=1

2

u2
j + 1/4

)
. (4)

This is how figure 1a was generated. Similarly, the struc-
ture constant C(S) is also given by an expression in terms
of the uj from which we generated figure 1b. The ex-
plicit plug-in expressions are simple but not as simple
the spectrum expression: C(S) is given by a ratio of de-
terminants of matrices of size S built out of these uj
or equivalently in terms of integrals of so called Baxter

polynomials Q(x) =
∏S
j=1(x − uj), as reviewed in ap-

pendix A.
Of course, this integrability description of the confor-

mal data is tailored for physical operators: It is hard to
put a non-integer number of particles on a line or make
sense of determinants of matrices with non-integers sizes!
We will soon discuss how to (partially) overcome this lim-
itation.

This concludes the description of how we obtained all
the physical twist three data. There are a few analytic
things we know about it.

For the lowest family, we know ∆ and S analytically
for any even spin S. They are rational numbers. For
even S, we have

∆(S)lowest family = 3 + S + 8g2H(S/2) (5)

C(S)2
lowest family =

4S!2

(2S + 1)!
× (6)

×



∞∑

j=0

(√
1 + 4j Γ

(
1
2 + j

)2
Γ
(
1 + S

2 + j
)
/Γ(j + 1)2

Γ
(

1
2 − S

2 + j
)

Γ
(
1 + S

2 − j
)

Γ
(

3
2 + S

2 + j
)
)2


−1

.

7In the electrostatic picture we can think of them as an extra con-
stant force felt by each particle. We can think that the particles
have charge nj and are acted by a constant electric field of magni-
tude 2π for instance to explain the last term in (3).

8Dimensions are monotonic as a function of |n∗|.
9We solved these equations all the way to spin 200 for all pos-
sible choices of n∗. We had to solve them with huge preci-
sion to make sure the corresponding energies and structure con-
stants are accurately predicted. We found it very efficient to find
the position of the particles uj first with some reasonable pre-
cision (using FindRoot with WorkingPrecision->100 digits say)
and then using these locations as a starting point to solve the
equations again with more precision (using FindRoot again with
WorkingPrecision->1000 digits say)

The expression (5) for the energy of this lowest family
was first found in [20, 22], see also appendix B.

The expression (6) for the structure constant is new.
It is derived in appendix B using the recently de-
veloped SoV representation of structure constants in
this gauge theory [23]. We can use it to very effi-
ciently produce physical data for spins as large as we
want.10 Evaluating (6) for S = 10, for instance, leads
to C(10)lowest family = 1/84756.

There is something unusual about (6): this expression
holds for all even integers S – there is nothing wrong with
it if we stick to physical operators – and it looks perfectly
analytic in spin and yet it is not the correct analytic con-
tinuation of the physical data to complex spin S. Indeed,
if we were to study this function in the complex plane we
would find a myriad of unphysical poles in the right half-
plane (RHP) (from zeroes of the big parentheses in the
last line), violating the expected Regge bahavior of this
theory. The correct analytic continuation away from the
even integers S is given to us by Newton as explained in
the next section.

We also know 11 analytically the sum of all C(S)2 is
for each spin S. These sum rules appear in correlation
functions, where all operators appear in the OPE. They
evaluate to nice rational numbers [24]. Here, we find

sum(S) ≡
∑

families

C(S)2 =
S!2

(2S + 1)!
×(S + 1)(S + 3)

3
. (7)

For spin S = 10, for instance, we get sum(10) =
1/81396. At this spin, there are only two families and
since we know the lowest one analytically we can read off
the second family as12 C(10)2

second family = 5/20532141.
Above spin S ≥ 12, we have more than two families and
only the lowest family is given by a rational number. All

10Note that the sum in the second line of (6) can be truncated to j ≤
S/2 since all terms with bigger j vanish. This sum in (6) can
actually be trivially done: the result is a sum of two 8F7’s.

11We can derive this result in two trivial ways. We can construct this
sum for various spins S from the solutions of the electrostatic prob-
lem and simply observe that they follow a nice sequence given by
this expression; Mathematica’s FindSequenceFunction would give
it right away. Alternatively we could simply decompose the lead-
ing twist contribution to the tree level BPS correlator (take (66)
from [24] say)

Gtree
2233(z, z̄) =

(2z (z̄ − 1)− 2z̄ + 3) (zz̄)3/2

(z − 1)2 (z̄ − 1)2
'

(3− 2z)z3/2z̄3/2

(z − 1)2

= z̄3/2
∑
S

sum(S)

C2
233

zS+ 3
2 2F1(S + 2, S + 2; 2S + 3; z)

to read off (7) for even spin and sum(S) = S!2/(2S+1)!×(S+1)(S−
1)/3 for odd spin. From a four point functions point of view we
can only go beyond extracting such sum rules if we explore higher
loops and/or multiple correlators otherwise all we access are these
sums over classically degenerate operators.

12Recall that all higher families are double degenerate so that sum(10)
is equal to C(10)2

lowest family + 2C(10)2
second family.
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Possible cuts and 
poles at negative 

integer spins

Zeroes at small physical spins 
leading decoupling these operators

Re(S)
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FIG. 3. Cartoon for complex S plane behavior for C(S). The
main result of this note is the confirmation of the expected
zeroes in the right half-plane.

other solutions are given by more complicated algebraic
numbers which we computed numerically with several
hundreds of digits for all spins up to S = 200.

This concludes the study of the twist 3 data for physi-
cal integer spin. We now need to go to the complex spin
plane. Enter Newton.

III. NEWTON’S MAGIC

Given the CFT data at spins S = 2, 4, 6, . . . , we want
to go to the complex plane. Normally this is not a well
posed problem; we can always add a bunch of simple
(trigonometric) functions that vanish at the integers to
any possible analytic continuation.

Here, however, physics come to the rescue to render
the continuation unique. Conformal Regge theory en-
sures that the c(∆, S) functions discussed in the intro-
duction should be bounded and free of singularities in
the complex S plane to the right of S = 1 [1, 2]. In
a planar theory, this requirement is slightly weakened:
singularities are excluded to the right of S = 2, as a con-
sequence of the bound on chaos [25]. We hypothesize that
this requirement extends to the individual structure con-
stants C(S) of each Regge trajectory (which are residues
of c(∆, S) at the locations of poles). A rough argument is
that different C(S) can be accessed as different residues
of c(∆, S) in ∆. As long as the ∆ are not degenerate,
these residues should be individually finite13. Finally, in
our case, supersymmetry relates the twist-3 operators of
interest to operators with higher spin by 2 units14. Thus,
we expect that C(S) should be bounded and free of sin-
gularities to the right of S∗ = 0.

(At the same time, in the left half plane we do ex-
pect a host of singularities of various types as depicted
in figure 3.)

13We verify no such degeneracies occur in the RHP through an inte-
grability based method in section IV. That the method presented
in this section works suggests in itself the absence of degeneracies,
as discussed in the main text.

14See [26, 27] for the precise Ward-identities in the twist 2 case.
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<latexit sha1_base64="haXleiUDq/ckvQG+MqsUeJWITnA=">AAAB+XicbVBNSwMxEM3Wr1q/Vj16CRbBU9mVih6LgnisYD+gXUo2m7ahSXZJZotl6T/x4kERr/4Tb/4b03YP2vpg4PHeDDPzwkRwA5737RTW1jc2t4rbpZ3dvf0D9/CoaeJUU9agsYh1OySGCa5YAzgI1k40IzIUrBWObmd+a8y04bF6hEnCAkkGivc5JWClnut2gT1BdkckFxM8xdWeW/Yq3hx4lfg5KaMc9Z771Y1imkqmgApiTMf3EggyooFTwaalbmpYQuiIDFjHUkUkM0E2v3yKz6wS4X6sbSnAc/X3REakMRMZ2k5JYGiWvZn4n9dJoX8dZFwlKTBFF4v6qcAQ41kMOOKaUbAvR5xQze2tmA6JJhRsWCUbgr/88ippXlT8auXyoVqu3eRxFNEJOkXnyEdXqIbuUR01EEVj9Ixe0ZuTOS/Ou/OxaC04+cwx+gPn8wcEk5NC</latexit>

Family 5

<latexit sha1_base64="YouTtPWTWB5Wsm9l+4B/MwJ8WcU=">AAAB+XicbVBNSwMxEM3Wr1q/Vj16CRbBU9kVix6LgnisYD+gXUo2m7ahSXZJZotl6T/x4kERr/4Tb/4b03YP2vpg4PHeDDPzwkRwA5737RTW1jc2t4rbpZ3dvf0D9/CoaeJUU9agsYh1OySGCa5YAzgI1k40IzIUrBWObmd+a8y04bF6hEnCAkkGivc5JWClnut2gT1BdkckFxM8xdWeW/Yq3hx4lfg5KaMc9Z771Y1imkqmgApiTMf3EggyooFTwaalbmpYQuiIDFjHUkUkM0E2v3yKz6wS4X6sbSnAc/X3REakMRMZ2k5JYGiWvZn4n9dJoX8dZFwlKTBFF4v6qcAQ41kMOOKaUbAvR5xQze2tmA6JJhRsWCUbgr/88ippXlT8y0r14bJcu8njKKITdIrOkY+uUA3dozpqIIrG6Bm9ojcnc16cd+dj0Vpw8plj9AfO5w8GF5ND</latexit>

Data

<latexit sha1_base64="2Exn6o7FPO0v5dmm7QTHC8suTPk=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0WNRDx4r2A9oQ9lsJ+3SzSbsTsQS+jO8eFDEq7/Gm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IJHCoOt+O4WV1bX1jeJmaWt7Z3evvH/QNHGqOTR4LGPdDpgBKRQ0UKCEdqKBRYGEVjC6mfqtR9BGxOoBxwn4ERsoEQrO0EqdLsITZrcM2aRXrrhVdwa6TLycVEiOeq/81e3HPI1AIZfMmI7nJuhnTKPgEialbmogYXzEBtCxVLEIjJ/NTp7QE6v0aRhrWwrpTP09kbHImHEU2M6I4dAselPxP6+TYnjlZ0IlKYLi80VhKinGdPo/7QsNHOXYEsa1sLdSPmSacbQplWwI3uLLy6R5VvXOqxf355XadR5HkRyRY3JKPHJJauSO1EmDcBKTZ/JK3hx0Xpx352PeWnDymUPyB87nD6oukYM=</latexit>

Baxter

<latexit sha1_base64="cITz5o4ZLLIdfmg92jTm8Iy/COo=">AAAB9HicbVBNT8JAEN3iF+IX6tFLIzHxRFqD0SPBi0dM5COBhmyXKWzYbuvulEAafocXDxrj1R/jzX/jAj0o+JJJXt6bycw8PxZco+N8W7mNza3tnfxuYW//4PCoeHzS1FGiGDRYJCLV9qkGwSU0kKOAdqyAhr6Alj+6m/utMSjNI/mI0xi8kA4kDzijaCSvizDBtEYnCGrWK5acsrOAvU7cjJRIhnqv+NXtRywJQSITVOuO68TopVQhZwJmhW6iIaZsRAfQMVTSELSXLo6e2RdG6dtBpExJtBfq74mUhlpPQ990hhSHetWbi/95nQSDWy/lMk4QJFsuChJhY2TPE7D7XAFDMTWEMsXNrTYbUkWZyUAXTAju6svrpHlVdivl64dKqVrL4siTM3JOLolLbkiV3JM6aRBGnsgzeSVv1th6sd6tj2VrzspmTskfWJ8/Y5OSgw==</latexit>

N
ew

to
n

<latexit sha1_base64="qvBVXWV8OYpWrqAnv5Vh7807wQM=">AAAB9HicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRS0WPRiyepYD+gDWWznbRLN5u4O6mW0N/hxYMiXv0x3vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbm+bHgGh3n28qtrK6tb+Q3C1vbO7t7xf2Dho4SxaDOIhGplk81CC6hjhwFtGIFNPQFNP3h9dRvjkBpHsl7HMfghbQvecAZRSN5HYQnTG/hESM56RZLTtmZwV4mbkZKJEOtW/zq9CKWhCCRCap123Vi9FKqkDMBk0In0RBTNqR9aBsqaQjaS2dHT+wTo/TsIFKmJNoz9fdESkOtx6FvOkOKA73oTcX/vHaCwaWXchknCJLNFwWJsDGypwnYPa6AoRgbQpni5labDaiiDE1OBROCu/jyMmmcld1K+fyuUqpeZXHkyRE5JqfEJRekSm5IjdQJIw/kmbySN2tkvVjv1se8NWdlM4fkD6zPH4PPkpg=</latexit>

|{z}

<latexit sha1_base64="9t/qoXQ4yJmGgGfae6tGxee3QDo=">AAACC3icbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tlgTBKtyJomXQxjKC+YAkhL3NJFmyt3fszonhuN7Gv2JjoYitf8DOf+MmuUITHww83pthZp4fSWHQdb+d3Mrq2vpGfrOwtb2zu1fcP2iYMNYc6jyUoW75zIAUCuooUEIr0sACX0LTH19P/eY9aCNCdYeTCLoBGyoxEJyhlXrFUidWfdC+ZhwS2kF4wIRmSKeVpL1i2a24M9Bl4mWkTDLUesWvTj/kcQAKuWTGtD03wm7CNAouIS10YgMR42M2hLaligVgusnsl5QeW6VPB6G2pZDO1N8TCQuMmQS+7QwYjsyiNxX/89oxDi67iVBRjKD4fNEglhRDOg2G9oUGjnJiCeNa2FspHzGbC9r4CjYEb/HlZdI4rXhnlfPbs3L1KosjT45IiZwQj1yQKrkhNVInnDySZ/JK3pwn58V5dz7mrTknmzkkf+B8/gDn1pkH</latexit>

FIG. 4. The Newton continuation of the operators dimensions
is represented here for the lowest five families at N = 88.
The white dots corresponding to an alternative integrability
method described in section IV. They lie perfectly on top of
the Newton continuations.

Together, these conditions suffice for Carlson’s theo-
rem, which ensures the uniqueness of the analytic con-
tinuation of this data.15

What is perhaps less well-known is that the unique
extension alluded to in Carlson’s theorem can be explic-
itly constructed by a beautiful interpolation series writ-
ten down by Newton in 1687’s Principia Mathematica.16

Newton’s series

fN (z) ≡
N∑

j=0

(
z

j

) j∑

i=0

(
j

i

)
(−1)j−if(i) . (8)

converges to the proper extension f(z) as N → ∞. For
us, f could be either the energy of the structure constants
and the argument would be z = S/2 − Sn/2 where Sn
is the first value for which a given family exists. That
is is S1 = 0 for the lowest family, S2 = 6 for the second
family, S3 = 12 for the third family etc. Then physical
values correspond to z = 0, 1, 2, . . . and we include N of
these in the interpolation. Newton’s series is very pow-
erful: it supposed to converge to the right of the first
allowed singularity, so for us it should converge in the
full right half complex spin plane [28].

Applying this method to the anomalous dimensions of
the various trajectories with N = 88 results in figure 4.
Experimentally, the method quickly converges as N is
increased. This confirms the picture that, indeed, each

15Carlson would require less. The function could grow exponentially
along the imaginary direction provided the exponent is smaller than
π (this is roughly speaking what rules out trigonometric functions
like sin’s and cos’s while tan’s and cot’s are excluded by the absence
of singularities.)

16It is Case 1 of Lemma V of Book III on the problem of To find a
curve line of the parabolic kind which shall pass though any given
number of points.
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FIG. 5. Newton’s continuation of the structure constants for the second family converging as we include more and physical
operators for N = 15, . . . , 97. The outcome of Newton’s interpolation is almost spooky: The physical structure constants are
growing as we come from the right approaching S = 6 and the continuation reverses this growth and dives perfectly through
zero surgically at (the even integer) 4 coming back up through zero again precisely at (the even integer) 2! If this is not dark
magic, what is dark magic?

trajectory γ(S) is free of singularities in the RHP, as oth-
erwise the method would not have converged. Of course,
given convergence, one could simply scan over the com-
plex plane and observe that no degeneracies occur away
from the real line. In section IV we discuss an alternative
integrability-based method that allows for the computa-
tion of the energies directly at complex spin. As shown
in figure 4, it confirms the absence of operator mixing
in the RHP and the numerical accuracy of the Newton
series.

Having confirmed the lack of degeneracies, let us now
jump to the most exciting application of this method:
The study of the structure constants for the second fam-
ily, which starts at spin S = 6. We first apply (8) us-
ing the first N = 15 physical spins; then we include
more and more physical operators in the interpolation up
to N = 97, see figure 5. As we increase N we see that the
analytic continuation beautifully converges17 and pre-

17To be precise, we continue 2log(2)SC(S) and later subtract the
exponential. The reason for this is that the structure constants

cisely predicts zeros at the lower spins S = 4 and S = 2
as mentioned in the introduction!

Repeating (a refinement of) this analysis for all families
we end up with figure 6.18 The picture put forward in
the introduction with the decoupling of the various higher
families at lower physical spins is neatly realized.

IV. BAXTER’S BLESSING

Can we cross-check the analysis of the last section and
compute directly the CFT data at complex spin? We do

decay too quickly, which turns out to be an issue for the series
convergence. Generically, once can always subtract the exponential
behaviour of the interpolated sequence to obtain a convergent series
representation provided there is no Stokes-like phenomena in the
RHP. This is the case here due to Regge theory.

18We could in principle go all the way to S = 0 but it is harder to
get convergence there; this is of course not surprising as S = 0 is
the boundary of the RHP. We are agnostic about the expectation
of (non) emergence zeroes at S = 0.
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FIG. 6. To extend the analytic continuation for all S > 0 we
first run the interpolation for a family starting at Sn and check
that a zero emerges dynamically as Sn − 2 as we increase N .
Once this happens we can put it in by hand and continue
instead the Newton’s series interpolation of C2(S)×(S−Sn+
2) and see if a zero at Sn − 4 emerges; If so we include it and
interpolate C2(S) × (S − Sn + 2) × (S − Sn + 4) and so on,
always checking for stability of the procedure.

not know how to do it for structure constants – as dis-
cussed below – but for the spectrum γ(S) Baxter equa-
tions give an alternative method we can use which re-
duces to the previous electrostatic description for integer
spin, but generalizes neatly for complex spin.

The starting point is the Baxter twist three equation

Q(u+ i)(u+ i/2)3 +Q(u− i)(u− i/2)3

−Q(u)
(
2u3 − (S2 + 2S + 3

2 )u+ q
)

= 0. (9)

For integer spin, this equation is equivalent to the elec-
trostatic problem described above. Indeed, for integer S
we look for polynomial solutions which we parametrize

as Q(u) =
∏S
j=1(u − uj). Evaluating this equation

at u = uj we find that the second line vanishes and thus
the ratio of the two terms in the first line must be equal
to −1 when u = uj . The logarithm of this statement
is the electrostatic equation (3); the integers nj corre-
spond to the various possible log branches. From the
Baxter point of view, the different trajectories are la-
belled through their q ≡ q(S, n∗) eigenvalue, which is
self-determined from (9) plus polinomiality.

What is beautiful about this equivalent Baxter formu-
lation is that it now allows for an extension to complex
spin S, once we relax the polynomiality property of the
Baxter function Q(u). The proposal is that we should
look for the slowest growing entire solution of (9). We
review this prescription in appendix C.

A numerical algorithm to obtain such solutions is as
follows. Assume Q is given by a truncated power series
normalized at u = i/2:

Q(u) = 1 +

Nmax∑

k=1

ak(u− i/2)k. (10)

� � Q
� i 2

� �
Q
� �

i 2

�� �

<latexit sha1_base64="EqbkLdnDVbadIQoI8LlbW/ZWQQs=">AAACLHicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdekmWIS6aElKRZfFbly2YB/QhDKZTtqhkwczN0JJ+0Fu/BVBXFjErd/hNM1C2x4Y7uGce7lzjxtxJsE059rW9s7u3n7uIH94dHxyqp+dt2UYC0JbJOSh6LpYUs4C2gIGnHYjQbHvctpxx/WF33mmQrIweIJJRB0fDwPmMYJBSX29bnPqwbSZlqINnsAkYbOkMrMFG47gppRZpQ3eskz7esEsmymMdWJlpIAyNPr6uz0ISezTAAjHUvYsMwInwQIY4XSWt2NJI0zGeEh7igbYp9JJ0mNnxrVSBoYXCvUCMFL170SCfSknvqs6fQwjueotxE1eLwbv3klYEMVAA7Jc5MXcgNBYJGcMmKAE+EQRTARTfzXICKtMQOWbVyFYqyevk3albFXLt81qofaQxZFDl+gKFZGF7lANPaIGaiGCXtAb+kRz7VX70L6072XrlpbNXKB/0H5+ARLQqVg=</latexit>

Family 1

<latexit sha1_base64="QqABa9CjTMEmjz6XRP2lpSlB9Iw=">AAAB+HicbVBNSwMxEM3Wr1o/uurRS7AInsquKHosCuKxgv2AdinZbNqGJtklmRXr0l/ixYMiXv0p3vw3pu0etPXBwOO9GWbmhYngBjzv2ymsrK6tbxQ3S1vbO7tld2+/aeJUU9agsYh1OySGCa5YAzgI1k40IzIUrBWOrqd+64Fpw2N1D+OEBZIMFO9zSsBKPbfcBfYI2Q2RXIyxP+m5Fa/qzYCXiZ+TCspR77lf3SimqWQKqCDGdHwvgSAjGjgVbFLqpoYlhI7IgHUsVUQyE2Szwyf42CoR7sfalgI8U39PZEQaM5ah7ZQEhmbRm4r/eZ0U+pdBxlWSAlN0vqifCgwxnqaAI64ZBftxxAnV3N6K6ZBoQsFmVbIh+IsvL5PmadU/q57fnVVqV3kcRXSIjtAJ8tEFqqFbVEcNRFGKntErenOenBfn3fmYtxacfOYA/YHz+QOkUpMV</latexit>

Family 2

<latexit sha1_base64="cIOcHwDhYCMLkLi5Eujmwb0SRVw=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1o/GvXoZbEInkpSKnosCuKxgv2ANpTNZtMu3WzC7kSsob/EiwdFvPpTvPlv3LY5aOuDgcd7M8zM8xPBNTjOt1VYW9/Y3Cpul3Z29/bL9sFhW8epoqxFYxGrrk80E1yyFnAQrJsoRiJfsI4/vp75nQemNI/lPUwS5kVkKHnIKQEjDexyH9gjZDck4mKCa9OBXXGqzhx4lbg5qaAczYH91Q9imkZMAhVE657rJOBlRAGngk1L/VSzhNAxGbKeoZJETHvZ/PApPjVKgMNYmZKA5+rviYxEWk8i33RGBEZ62ZuJ/3m9FMJLL+MySYFJulgUpgJDjGcp4IArRsF8HHBCFTe3YjoiilAwWZVMCO7yy6ukXau69er5Xb3SuMrjKKJjdILOkIsuUAPdoiZqIYpS9Ixe0Zv1ZL1Y79bHorVg5TNH6A+szx+l15MW</latexit>

Family 3

<latexit sha1_base64="uXNg9+8Le4DTp6XDC8jKgC4pAJc=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1o/GvXoZbEInkqiFT0WBfFYwX5AG8pms2mXbjZhdyLW0F/ixYMiXv0p3vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbm+YngGhzn2yqsrK6tbxQ3S1vbO7tle2+/peNUUdaksYhVxyeaCS5ZEzgI1kkUI5EvWNsfXU/99gNTmsfyHsYJ8yIykDzklICR+na5B+wRshsScTHGZ5O+XXGqzgx4mbg5qaAcjb791QtimkZMAhVE667rJOBlRAGngk1KvVSzhNARGbCuoZJETHvZ7PAJPjZKgMNYmZKAZ+rviYxEWo8j33RGBIZ60ZuK/3ndFMJLL+MySYFJOl8UpgJDjKcp4IArRsF8HHBCFTe3YjokilAwWZVMCO7iy8ukdVp1a9Xzu1qlfpXHUUSH6AidIBddoDq6RQ3URBSl6Bm9ojfryXqx3q2PeWvBymcO0B9Ynz+nXJMX</latexit>

Family 4

<latexit sha1_base64="IF04+PSSp6UY41bT0Fy9gMbpbao=">AAAB+HicbVBNSwMxEM36WetHVz16CRbBU9mVih6LgnisYD+gXUo2m7ahSXZJZsW69Jd48aCIV3+KN/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSK4Ac/7dlZW19Y3Ngtbxe2d3b2Su3/QNHGqKWvQWMS6HRLDBFesARwEayeaERkK1gpH11O/9cC04bG6h3HCAkkGivc5JWClnlvqAnuE7IZILsa4Oum5Za/izYCXiZ+TMspR77lf3SimqWQKqCDGdHwvgSAjGjgVbFLspoYlhI7IgHUsVUQyE2Szwyf4xCoR7sfalgI8U39PZEQaM5ah7ZQEhmbRm4r/eZ0U+pdBxlWSAlN0vqifCgwxnqaAI64ZBftxxAnV3N6K6ZBoQsFmVbQh+IsvL5PmWcWvVs7vquXaVR5HAR2hY3SKfHSBaugW1VEDUZSiZ/SK3pwn58V5dz7mrStOPnOI/sD5/AGo4ZMY</latexit>

Odd

<latexit sha1_base64="iOLmwEQxA+vBKlMfOEfHkFlpkug=">AAAB8XicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRS0WPRizcr2A9sQ9lsJu3SzSbsTsQS+i+8eFDEq//Gm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8w8PxFco+N8W4WV1bX1jeJmaWt7Z3evvH/Q0nGqGDRZLGLV8akGwSU0kaOATqKARr6Atj+6nvrtR1Cax/Iexwl4ER1IHnJG0UgPPYQnzG6DYNIvV5yqM4O9TNycVEiORr/81QtilkYgkQmqddd1EvQyqpAzAZNSL9WQUDaiA+gaKmkE2stmF0/sE6MEdhgrUxLtmfp7IqOR1uPIN50RxaFe9Kbif143xfDSy7hMUgTJ5ovCVNgY29P37YArYCjGhlCmuLnVZkOqKEMTUsmE4C6+vExaZ1W3Vj2/q1XqV3kcRXJEjskpcckFqZMb0iBNwogkz+SVvFnaerHerY95a8HKZw7JH1ifP+sekRY=</latexit>

Odd

<latexit sha1_base64="iOLmwEQxA+vBKlMfOEfHkFlpkug=">AAAB8XicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRS0WPRizcr2A9sQ9lsJu3SzSbsTsQS+i+8eFDEq//Gm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8w8PxFco+N8W4WV1bX1jeJmaWt7Z3evvH/Q0nGqGDRZLGLV8akGwSU0kaOATqKARr6Atj+6nvrtR1Cax/Iexwl4ER1IHnJG0UgPPYQnzG6DYNIvV5yqM4O9TNycVEiORr/81QtilkYgkQmqddd1EvQyqpAzAZNSL9WQUDaiA+gaKmkE2stmF0/sE6MEdhgrUxLtmfp7IqOR1uPIN50RxaFe9Kbif143xfDSy7hMUgTJ5ovCVNgY29P37YArYCjGhlCmuLnVZkOqKEMTUsmE4C6+vExaZ1W3Vj2/q1XqV3kcRXJEjskpcckFqZMb0iBNwogkz+SVvFnaerHerY95a8HKZw7JH1ifP+sekRY=</latexit>

Odd

<latexit sha1_base64="iOLmwEQxA+vBKlMfOEfHkFlpkug=">AAAB8XicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRS0WPRizcr2A9sQ9lsJu3SzSbsTsQS+i+8eFDEq//Gm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8w8PxFco+N8W4WV1bX1jeJmaWt7Z3evvH/Q0nGqGDRZLGLV8akGwSU0kaOATqKARr6Atj+6nvrtR1Cax/Iexwl4ER1IHnJG0UgPPYQnzG6DYNIvV5yqM4O9TNycVEiORr/81QtilkYgkQmqddd1EvQyqpAzAZNSL9WQUDaiA+gaKmkE2stmF0/sE6MEdhgrUxLtmfp7IqOR1uPIN50RxaFe9Kbif143xfDSy7hMUgTJ5ovCVNgY29P37YArYCjGhlCmuLnVZkOqKEMTUsmE4C6+vExaZ1W3Vj2/q1XqV3kcRXJEjskpcckFqZMb0iBNwogkz+SVvFnaerHerY95a8HKZw7JH1ifP+sekRY=</latexit>

FIG. 7. We can find the physical values of q by requiring
that the continued Baxter solution preserves the zero momen-
tum condition associated with single trace operators. More
terms in the expansion (10) are needed to converge as we
scan over higher values of q, corresponding to higher families,
as indicated by the various Nmax curves, which are evaluated
at S = 11/3 here; to find the third family Nmax = 35 is almost
enough for instance while Nmax = 50 is definitely plenty. The
method identifies both even and odd spin trajectories, which
come as alternating zeroes, since the same Baxter equation
describes both sectors.

Plugging (10) in (9) and requiring that the first Nmax

orders of the expansion around u = 0 are satisfied com-
pletely fixes the coefficients ak in terms of S and q(S, n∗).
The claim is that this procedure, in which we approx-
imate the power series tail by zero, converges to the
slowest growing entire solution as Nmax → ∞. One is
left with solving the quantization problem of determin-
ing q(S, n∗) for complex S. This is achieved by requiring
the cyclicity condition Q(i/2) = Q(−i/2), see figure 2.

This procedure is illustrated in figure 7. Starting
from integer spin, one can identify which local minimum
of |Q(i/2)−Q(−i/2)| corresponds to each family and adi-
abatically deform from there. Alternatively, one could
determine q(S, n∗) through the Newton’s series of the
physical data. Both methods show perfect agreement.

Having determined the power series (10) one can then
simply extract the energies from

γ = 2i
(
Q′( i2 )−Q′(− i

2 )
)
, (11)

which generalizes (4) to the non-polynomial case. The
result for the first five families is presented in figure 4. It
is in perfect agreement with the Newton’s series contin-
uation from the integer spin data.

V. DISCUSSION

The complex spin plane is a formidable universe and
planar N = 4 SYM, being a solvable higher dimensional
conformal field theory is a perfect laboratory for its ex-



7

ploration.19

In this letter, we focused on the right half-
plane Re(S) > 0. On this side, conformal Regge theory
predicts controllable growth at large spin and no singu-
larities at finite spin. As such, there is not much room for
surprises in the RHP. The notable exception are the miss-
ing zeroes we explored here. We found that the analytic
continuation of structure constants for higher trajecto-
ries develops zeroes at integer positive spins, explaining
their decoupling from correlation functions and resolving
the puzzle raised in the introduction.

We conjecture this decoupling picture to be a general
mechanism for any higher dimensional conformal field
theory. Of course, testing it is not easy. Here, the data
obtained in planar N = 4 SYM through integrability was
precious. To convincingly observe these zeroes, we used
about a hundred physical data points computed with
hundreds of digits of precision and plugged those into
a beautiful continuation formula by Newton. Of course,
this is not a luxury we can afford in the 3D Ising model
where we might have at most a few physical operators
with a few digits of precision.

It would be very interesting to explore other theories
where we might be able to compute large amounts of
physical structure constants with great precision and look
for the emergence of the missing zeroes there as well.
We could also assume these zeroes to be there and use
them to more efficiently continue physical data into the
complex plane.

In N = 4 SYM, we could also explore other sectors
and learn about analyticity (or lack thereof) in several
other parameters such as R-charges, mixed spins (S1, S2)
for more complicated spinning operators, twist, etc. A
very nice study of strong coupling double trace operator
decoupling as one analytically continues their R-charge
representations can be found in [29].

It is also an important open problem to understand
how to directly compute the structure constants at any
complex spin S from integrability without resorting to
Newton’s magic – as done for the spectrum in section IV
using Baxter’s Q-functions. In [23] new formulae were
put forward for structure constants in this theory in
terms of Separation of Variables (SoV) like integrals [30–
32] of Q-functions so one might wonder if we can not
simply plug the Q-functions found in the spectrum study
there. Sadly, we do not know how to do it. Take for ex-
ample the simplest possible leading order structure con-
stant in the SL(2) sector corresponding to twist-two op-
erators. There is no operator degeneracy and a single
family of operators in this case for which Dolan and Os-

born [33, 34] extracted C(S)2
twist-2 LO = S!2

(2S)! many years

19The hydrogen atom is also a remarkable laboratory for complex
spin studies as Regge highlighted; in appendix F some hydrogen
atom cute decouplings akin to those observed in this letter are
presented.

ago already. In integrability terms this can be obtained
from [23]

C(S)2
twist-2 LO =

S!2

(2S + 1)!

1
∞∫

−∞

du
π

2

Q(u)2

cosh(πu)2

, (12)

see appendix D. For any even integer spin the Q function
is a polynomial so that integral is perfectly convergent;
it evaluates to 1/(2S + 1) [23], see also appendix B 1 for
a derivation. When S is not integer, the Baxter func-
tion Q grows as e2πu at infinity [35] however and the
integral no longer converges. It would be interesting to
generalize [23] so that it could apply not just for physical
local operators of integer spin but also for analytically
continued spins. One approach could be to try to make
the SoV expressions manifestly gauge invariant under the
symmetry Q→ fi-periodicQ of the Baxter equation.

A related question is whether we can explicitly write
down the light-ray operators corresponding to the Regge
trajectories we found in this work, in the spirit of [6–16].
Such light-ray operators should take the form

∫
dα1dα2dα3ψ(α1, α2, α3) Tr(Z(α1)Z(α2)Z(α3)).

(13)
Here, Z(α) is an insertion of Z on a Wilson line lying
along future null infinity, at retarded time α. The three Z
insertions are integrated against a wavefunction ψ(αi),
which must be translationally-invariant in retarded time
to describe a primary light-ray operator. The homogene-
ity of ψ is related to the spin S.20

In trying to directly construct such operators, we run
into puzzles. Naively, at fixed S, the wavefunction ψ
can depend in an arbitrary way on the translationally-
invariant homogeneity-zero combination χ = α12/α13.
In other words, there seem to be a continuous infinity of
primary light-ray operators we can write down at each
spin S, parametrized by an arbitrary function of χ.

What reduces this continuous infinity of choices down
to a discrete set of Regge trajectories? In our case, the
mode number n∗ gave a natural way to define trajecto-
ries. This should translate into some natural conditions
on the wavefunction ψ, and it would be nice to character-
ize them explicitly. Perhaps ψ can be obtained from the
analytically-continued Q-function. Explicit expressions
for the light-ray operators would hopefully manifest the
missing zeros. A simplified toy model is the following
wavefunction:

1

Γ(−S)
|α|S∗−S . (14)

20In the case of integer spin, ψ should be a combination of δ-functions
and their derivatives, and (13) becomes the light-transform [3] of a
local operator.
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Perfect convergence 
in the light side

Wall at the first 
singularity at S=-1

Wall moves to around 
S=-5 once we subtract 

the first four poles

|H(S)|

Perfect convergence on 
the right side

FIG. 8. Newton continuation (8) of H(S) using N = 100
integer values leads to the yellow curve (plotting the ab-
solute value of the continuation). It perfectly approaches
the analytic result (depicted in the inset) in the right-
half plane (provided of course the spin is not too large)
and will converge indeed perfectly in the full right-hand
plane as we increase N . It stops converging, however,
around S = −1 where H(S) has a pole. In this case, it
is easy to tear down this wall of convergence. We simply
continue H(S)×

(
pk(S) ≡ (S+ 1)(S+ 2) . . . (S+ k)

)
to write

an improved continuation

emf subtractedN (z) =
1

pk(z)

N∑
j=0

(
z

j

)
j∑

i=0

(
j

i

)
(−1)j−ipk(i)f(i) .

where f(i) = H(i) in this example. With k = 4 this
leads to the red curve where we see that the perfect
convergence is now extended to around S = −5.

For integer S > S∗, the Γ-function in the denominator
gives a zero that combines with the singularity in |α|S∗−S
to give a δ-function derivative, which is appropriate for
describing the light-transform of a local operator, see also
appendix E. However, for S ≤ S∗, |α|S∗−S has no singu-
larity and the Γ-function just makes the result vanish at
the integers.

We can also ask: was our ability to cleanly define
Regge trajectories an accident of single-trace operators of
twist 3? To address this, it may be interesting to study
analytic continuations of higher-twist families. Will such
families enjoy unique analytic continuations, or might
there be multiple ways to analytically continue them?21

More generally, what mechanism could reduce the
naive continuous infinity of light-ray operators (13) to a
discrete set in non-integrable perturbative theories, like
the Wilson-Fisher theory? Can we figure out the general
mechanism by understanding operators in N = 4 SYM
well-enough?

21One might imagine different analytic continuations corresponding
to different ways of folding a Wilson line like (13) with multiple
insertions. We thank Simon Caron-Huot for this suggestion.

Everything we observed in this letter at leading order
in perturbation theory should hold at finite coupling.22

Repeating the leading-order analysis at next-to-leading-
order should be straightforward, for instance. More am-
bitiously, can the missing zeroes be useful in searching
for a finite coupling version of [23]?

Finally, we have the left-half plane (LHP) of S, where
there is a host of exciting physics to explore. In this left
hand-side of the complex spin plane there will be drag-
ons. In perturbation theory, we expect there a host of
different singularities from poles at negative spins which
would open up into cuts at finite coupling, creating an
intricite infinitely-sheeted Riemann surface. This part of
the plane contains so-called “horizontal trajectories” of
BFKL type [11, 12, 42] whose tree-level spin S is fixed,
but whose dimension ∆ can vary. When the coupling
is turned on, horizontal trajectories can recombine with
the more traditional 45◦ trajectories discussed in this
work [43].23 In perturbation theory, such recombinations
manifest as poles in anomalous dimensions and structure
constants, which satisfy compatibility conditions between
the two combining branches, see e.g. [2, 43]. A class of
horizontal trajectories that should recombine with the
twist-3 operators considered here was explored in [44]. It
would be very interesting to describe the recombinations
explicitly at the level of operators, using the techniques
of [16]. We also expect branch cuts in perturbation the-
ory where different twist-3 trajectories recombine, see fig-
ure 3.

Forging a path into the LHP is a difficult task. New-
ton’s series will converge to the right of the first singu-
larity. At that point, a wall will emerge that we cannot
immediately pass through – see figure 8. If we know the
location and nature of the singularity, we can subtract it
out, tear down the wall and continue further till we hit
the next singularity and so on. This is the case for the
integer poles – those are easy to take care of. If we do
not know precisely where these singularities are – as for
the cuts – we need better tools. We are currently honing
these weapons and hope to delve into the LHP soon and
come back with messages from the dragons therein.
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Appendix A: Structure Constants From Integrability

Local operators in N = 4 SYM are described by
Q-functions. For SL(2) operators such as (2) the Q-
functions reduce, at leading order, to the Baxter poly-

nomials Q(x) =
∏S
j=1(x − uj). Structure constants be-

tween such operators and BPS scalars are given by simple
overlaps between the polynomials Q,

C(S)2

C2
BPS

=
(S!)2

(2S)!

〈Q,1〉2`
〈Q,Q〉L

(A1)

where C2
BPS is the (protected) structure constant between

the 2 fixed BPS scalars and the BPS operator given by (2)
with S = 0.

The case we are interested is L = 3, ` = 1, correspond-
ing to the twist 3 operators (2). For ` = 1 the numerator
overlap trivializes, 〈Q,1〉2` = 1, while the norm 〈Q,Q〉L is
non-trivial. It is given in terms of the roots {u1, . . . , uS}
through a determinant [24]

〈Q,Q〉L =
det (∂ui

φj)Q(i/2)Q(−i/2)

(2S)!
∏S
i 6=j

ui−uj

ui−uj−i

, (A2)

with eiφj = (
uj+i/2
uj−i/2 )L

∏
k 6=j

uj−uk+i
uj−uk−i , or through the Sep-

aration of Variables integrals [23, 30–32]

〈Q,Q〉L =

(
2S + L− 1

L− 1

)∫

RL−1

µL

L−1∏

i=1

Q(xi)
2, (A3)

with factorized measure

dµL =

L−1∏

i=1

dxi µ1(xi)

L−2∏

i=1

L−1∏

j=i+1

µ2(xi, xj)

where

µ1(u)=
π

2 cosh(πu)2
, µ2(u, v)=

π(u− v) sinh(π(u− v))

cosh(πu) cosh(πv)
.

Once the roots are determined through (3), either (A2)
or (A3) can be used to generate the figure 1 data.

Appendix B: Twist 3 Lowest Family

At leading order the Baxter functions are polynomials.
These polynomials are known analytically in the cases of
the twist 2 and lowest twist 3 trajectories. They are
given [22, 45] by

Q2(u, S) = 3F2 (1 + S,−S, 1/2 + iu; 1, 1|1) , (B1)

Qlowest
3 (u, S) = 4F3

(
−S2 , 1 + S

2 ,
1
2 + iu, 1

2 − iu; 1, 1, 1|1
)
.

(B2)

In this section we use this result to determine the
structure constants for these trajectories in closed form.
Note that naively these Q-functions are not appropri-
ate to describe the trajectory at non-(even-)integer val-
ues of spin. For example, Qlowest

3 (u, S) has a symme-
try S → −2− S which is not a symmetry of the anoma-
lous dimension γlowest

3 = 8H(S/2). This will be reflected
in the analytic structure constant obtained.

We are therefore interested in the structure constants
described in (A1) in the case
L = 3 and ` = 1. For ` = 1 the numerator in (A1)

trivializes since there are no integrals to be performed.
Only the denominator is non-trivial. The SOV integrals
(A3) simplify in the tree-level approximation and acquire
determinant form. In the case of interest we have

〈Qlowest
3 ,Qlowest

3 〉3 =

(
2S + 2

2

)
det

[∫
dµi,j(u)Qlowest

3

]

with

dµi,j(u) = uiπ cosh(πu)−2 tanh(πu)j , i, j = 0, 1.

Moreover, since the lowest trajectory Qlowest
3 is an even

polynomial at even spins, the off-diagonal integrals van-
ish. We therefore have

det

[∫
dµi,j(u)Qlowest

3

]
=

(
I1 ≡

∫
du
π

2

(Qlowest
3 )2

cosh(πu)2

)

×
(
I2 ≡

∫
du
π2u tanh(πu)(Qlowest

3 )2

cosh(πu)2

)
.

The integral I2 is simple. One can check that it eval-
uates to I2 = (S + 1)−1. This is shown in appendix
B 1. We are thus left with the evaluation of I1. We do
so through two observations. First, note that I1 mea-
sure is an orthogonal measure for the twist 2 Q-functions
(see [23, 30, 31]):

∫
du
π

2

Q2(u, S)Q2(u, S′)

cosh(πu)2
= δS,S′(−1)S(2S + 1)−1 .

We also derive this integral in appendix B 1. Second,
note that, for even spin S, the Q-functions (B1, B2) are
even polynomials of degree S. One can therefore decom-
pose the twist 3 polynomials (B2) in a basis of twist 2
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polynomials (B1). The result is

Qlowest
3 (u, S) =

S/2∑

j=0

Q2(u, 2j)×
(
i2j+S(1 + 4j)Γ

(
1
2 + j

)2
Γ
(
(1 + S

2 + j)
)
/Γ (1 + j)

2

2Γ
(

1
2 − S

2 + j
)

Γ
(
1 + S

2 − j
)

Γ
(

3
2 + S

2 + j
)

)

We can therefore combine these two observations to write

I1 =

S/2∑

j=0

(√
1 + 4jΓ

(
1
2 + j

)2
Γ
(
1 + S

2 + j
)
/Γ (1 + j)

2

2Γ
(

1
2 − S

2 + j
)

Γ
(
1 + S

2 − j
)

Γ
(

3
2 + S

2 + j
)
)2

,

(B3)
The sum (B3) can be extended to infinity. Combining
with (A3) leads to the final result (6) which holds for
any even integer S.

1. Hypergeometric integrals, orthogonality and
recursions

In this subsection we compute the integrals

IA(S) =

∫
du
π

2

Q2(S)2

cosh(πu)2
, (B4)

IB(S) =

∫
du
π2u tanh(πu)Qlowest

3 (S)2

cosh(πu)2
. (B5)

Key are the recursion relations satisfied by the Hahn
polynomials (B1,B2),

(S + 2)2Q[2]
2 + 2i(3 + 2S)uQ[1]

2 = (S + 1)2Q[0]
2 , (B6)

(S + 2)3Q[2]
3 + S3Q[−2]

3 = 2(1 + S)(2 + 2S + S2 − 8u2)Q[0]
3 .

(B7)

with Q[a]
2 ≡ Q2(S + a) and Q[a]

3 ≡ Qlowest
3 (S + a).

As follows from the SOV methods of [23], the kernels
of (B4, B5) define orthogonal scalar products for the tra-
jectories under consideration:

∫
du
π

2

Q2(S)Q2(S′)

cosh(πu)2
∝ δSS′ , (B8)

∫
du
π2u tanh(πu)Qlowest

3 (S)Qlowest
3 (S′)

cosh(πu)2
∝ δSS′ . (B9)

To compute IA(S), integrate equation (B6) against
Q2(S)π2 cosh(πu)−2. Using the decomposition

uQ2(S) = i
(1 + S)2

2 + 4S
Q2(S + 1) +

S∑

k=0

ckQ2(k),

which follows from matching asymptotics, and the or-
thogonality relation (B8), we obtain the recursion

3 + 2S

1 + 2S
IA(S + 1) + IA(S) = 0

whose solution is

IA(S) =
(−1)S

2S + 1
. (B10)

Similarly, to compute IB(S), integrate (B7) against
π2u tanh(πu)Qlowest

3 (S − 2) cosh(πu)−2. Using the de-
composition

u2Qlowest
3 (S−2) = 16(1−S)

S3 Qlowest
3 (S)+

S
2−1∑

k=0

c2kQlowest
3 (2k)

and the orthogonality relation (B9) we obtain

1 + S

1− S IB(S) + IB(S − 2) = 0

from which follows

IB(S) =
1

S + 1
. (B11)

The derivation in this section is a bit of an overkill given
the simplicity of the final results. It would be much sim-
pler to evaluate the integrals (B4) and (B5) for the first
few physical spins S and immediately recognize (B10)
and (B11). (This was of course how we first found them.)

Appendix C: Baxter at Complex Spin

Analysis of the asymptotics of (9) determine that
the leading power-law behaviour of Q can be either uS

or u−2−S . In [35] Janik proposed, in the case of twist
2 operators, that it is the second class of solutions
which control the correct analytic continuation in spin
of the physical data. Note: as one approach integer
spin, Q must approach point-wise the polynomial solu-
tions with uS asymptotics describing the local operators
while decaying (in the RHP) as u−2−S when u → +∞!
Once the decaying Q is known, the energy can be ex-
tracted from

γ = 2i

∮
du

2πi

1

u2
log

(
Q(u+ i/2)

Q(u− i/2)

)
, (C1)

which generalize (4) to the non-polynomial case.
Baxter equation, being a finite difference equation, ad-

mits a gauge redundancy Q(u) → Q(u)p(u) for any i-
periodic p. The energy is invariant under this transfor-
mation24. This gauge invariance is crucial for the method
proposed here. Solutions with leading power-law asymp-
totics have poles at u = i

2 + ik, k ∈ Z. These poles can
be removed through multiplication by sinh(2πu) factors

24The asymptotics condition can also be expressed in an invariant
form as the requirement that log (Q(u+ i)/Q(u− i)) ∼ i(M+2)/u
as u→∞.
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so that we are left with an entire solution normalizable
at i/2. This does not fix the gauge freedom completely as
we can still multiply Q by, say, cosh(πu)2 factors. These
would increase the exponential rate of Q as u → ∞.
We therefore look for the slowest growing entire solutions
to (9). In section IV we propose a numerical algorithm
that determines this solution and computes the correct
continuation of the energies.

Appendix D: Twist 2, Newton Series and
Integrability

The analytically solvable twist 2 trajectory

Tr
(
ZDS

+Z
)

+ permutations (D1)

serves as the perfect toy model to test the ideas pre-
sented in this letter. Its anomalous dimension γ2(S) =
8H(S) and structure constant (with two BPS opera-

tors) C(S)2
twist-2LO = 2(S!)2

(2S)! can be extracted from the

four point correlator and are given by [33, 34].
Alternatively, it can be computed from integrability

through the twist 2 Baxter equation

(u+ i/2)2Q(u+ i)+(u− i/2)2Q(u− i)
=(2u2 − S(S + 1)− 1/2)Q(u),

whose solution at integer spin is given by Hahn polyno-
mials Q2(u, S), equation (B1).

Newton series can be used to reproduce γ2

and C(S)2
twist-2LO everywhere in the complex plane pro-

vided one subtracts singularities as described in figure 8.
In the case of the structure constant it is important
to subtract the exponential behaviour through multi-
plication by e(2 log(2)S) before applying the interpolation
method.

One can also extract the energies directly at complex
spin, as proposed by Janik in [35], through the slow-
growing solution described in section IV. In this case the
slow-growing Q-function can be written analytically as

Qslow =
i sinh(2πu)

2 sin(πS)

(
(
1− i tan(π S2 ) coth(πu)

)
Q2(u, S)−

(
1 + i tan(π S2 ) coth(πu)

)
Q2(−u, S)

)
(D2)

from which one reads the energy

γ = 2i

(
Q′slow( i2 )

Qslow(
i
2 )
− Q

′
slow(− i

2 )

Qslow(− i
2 )

)
= 8H(S). (D3)

As mentioned in section V there are currently no avail-
able integrability methods to extract structure constants
directly at complex spin. On the other hand, in the case
of twist 2 the light-ray operators that physically realize
the complex spin data {γ2, C(S)2

twist-2LO} can be con-
structed explicitly [3], providing a direct method to ex-
tract the data. This is reviewed in section E.

Appendix E: Twist 2 and Light-ray operators

In this appendix we review how the matrix elements
of the explicit leading order twist 2 light-ray operators
constructed in [3] encode the complex spin structure con-
stants.

The leading order twist 2 local (even S) primary oper-
ators are given by

OS(x) =
1√

2(2S)!

∑

i

ψi Tr
(
Di

+ZD
S−i
+ Z

)
(x),

where ψi = (−1)i
(
S
i

)2
is completely fixed by the pri-

mary condition [K−, OS(0)] = 0. The operators are unit-
normalized so that

〈ŌS(x)OS(0)〉 =
(x−)2S

(x2)∆
.

The three point function between OS and 1
2 -BPS opera-

tors 25 O(2) and O(3) is then given by

〈O(2)(x2)OS(x1)O(3)(x3)〉 =

√
2(S!)√
(2S)!

(
x−13x

2
12 − x−12x

2
13

)S

x2+2S
12 x2+2S

13 x2
23

,

(E1)

from which one reads C(S)2 = 2(S!)2

(2S)! . We assumed the

insertions were space-like separated.
The operators OS only make sense at integer spin. Our

goal is to construct operators in continuous spin repre-
sentations whose matrix-elements at integer S reproduce
the local operator data C(S). These are necessarily non-
local [3, 46]. With that purpose in mind, consider the
light-transform of operator OS

L[OS ] =

∞∫

−∞

dαOS(αn+). (E2)

In [3] it was shown that these operators transform as
primaries with dimension ∆L = 1−S and spin SL = 1−∆
inserted at past-null infinity (at (0,−∞, 0) in light-cone
coordinates (x−, x+, ~x)).

Indeed, fixing the insertions as in figure 9 and acting
with the transform on (E1) while being careful with im-
plicit iεs we obtain26

〈Ω|O(2)L[OS ]O(3)|Ω〉 =
C(S)f(S)

x−2 x
−
3 x

2
23

(
x2

3

x−3
− x2

2

x−2

)−1−S

,

(E3)

25Explicitly, consider O(2) = Tr(Z̄X̄) and O(3) = Tr(Z̄X).
26As usual, when inserting the operator at past null infinity we rescale

the correlator by a factor (x+
1 )∆L+SL before taking the x+

1 → ∞
limit.
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with f(S) = 2πiΓ(2S + 1)/Γ(S + 1)2. This is precisely
the structure of a correlator of two BPS scalars and a
primary with quantum numbers (∆L, SL).

So far, all we did was to perform an integral transform.
However, we are rewarded once we realize (E2) belong to
a continuous family of light-ray operators

O(S) =
i

4π

√
2
√

Γ(2S + 1)

Γ(S + 1)
× (E4)

∫ ∞

−∞
dαdβ

(
1

(α− β + iε)S+1
+ (α↔ β)

)
Tr (Z(α)Z(β)) .

which transform as primaries with quantum numbers
(∆L, SL) for arbitrary values of S [3]! Indeed, at even
S we have
(

1

(α− β + iε)S+1
+ (α↔ β)

)
= − 2πi

Γ(S + 1)
δ(S)(α−β),

so that in this case

O(S) =

√
Γ(2S + 1)√

2Γ(S + 1)2

∫
dαTr

(
ZDS+Z

)
(α) = L[OS ].

where we used integration by parts to act with all deriva-
tives inside OS on the second field. Hence, at the even in-
tegers the partons must move together along the light-ray
and we recover the (correctly normalized) light-transform
of the local operator.

For non-integer S, O provides a physical realization of
the structures C(S). To see that, compute through Wick
contractions the matrix element

〈Ω|O(2)OSO(3)|Ω〉 =
i

4π

√
2
√

Γ(2S + 1)

Γ(S + 1)

∫
dαdβ

(α− β + iε)S+1

× 2

αx−2 + x2
2 − iε

1

βx−3 + x2
3 − iε

1

x2
23

+ (β ↔ α). (E5)

The iεs are crucial and follow from the operator ordering.
Since x−2 > 0 and x−3 < 0, see figure 9, only the first term
contributes since otherwise the contours can be deformed
to infinity and the integral vanishes. For the first term,
the integral in pinched by the singularities. Picking the
residues from the propagators, see figure 9, we obtain

〈Ω|O(2)OSO(3)|Ω〉 =
f(S)C(S)

x−2 x
−
3 x

2
23

(
x2

3

x−3
− x2

2

x−2

)−S−1

,

which match (E3) exactly.
The anomalous dimension can be read off similarly.

The one-loop dilatation action on the Wilson line inser-
tions is given by [47–49]

D ◦ Tr (Z(α)Z(β)) = 4g2

∫ 1

0

dτ

τ

(
Tr (Z(α)Z(β))

− Tr (Z(α(1− τ) + βτ)Z(β)) + (α↔ β)

)
. (E6)

Z(↵)

<latexit sha1_base64="UouFx0FHUzZwG0COG2eNJOMTejY=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYhDiJexKRI9BLx4jmIcmS+idzCZDZmaXmVkhhHyFFw+KePVzvPk3TpI9aGJBQ1HVTXdXmHCmjed9Oyura+sbm7mt/PbO7t5+4eCwoeNUEVonMY9VK0RNOZO0bpjhtJUoiiLktBkOb6Z+84kqzWJ5b0YJDQT2JYsYQWOlh8dSB3kywLNuoeiVvRncZeJnpAgZat3CV6cXk1RQaQhHrdu+l5hgjMowwukk30k1TZAMsU/blkoUVAfj2cET99QqPTeKlS1p3Jn6e2KMQuuRCG2nQDPQi95U/M9rpya6CsZMJqmhkswXRSl3TexOv3d7TFFi+MgSJIrZW10yQIXE2IzyNgR/8eVl0jgv+5XyxV2lWL3O4sjBMZxACXy4hCrcQg3qQEDAM7zCm6OcF+fd+Zi3rjjZzBH8gfP5AwZ9j+k=</latexit>

Z(�)

<latexit sha1_base64="1ZXv8BZIpFTKKoQarmDfg+VCUJc=">AAAB73icbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBDiJexKRI9BLx4jmAcmS5iddJIhs7PrzKwQlvyEFw+KePV3vPk3TpI9aGJBQ1HVTXdXEAuujet+Oyura+sbm7mt/PbO7t5+4eCwoaNEMayzSESqFVCNgkusG24EtmKFNAwENoPRzdRvPqHSPJL3ZhyjH9KB5H3OqLFS66HUCdDQs26h6JbdGcgy8TJShAy1buGr04tYEqI0TFCt254bGz+lynAmcJLvJBpjykZ0gG1LJQ1R++ns3gk5tUqP9CNlSxoyU39PpDTUehwGtjOkZqgXvan4n9dOTP/KT7mME4OSzRf1E0FMRKbPkx5XyIwYW0KZ4vZWwoZUUWZsRHkbgrf48jJpnJe9SvnirlKsXmdx5OAYTqAEHlxCFW6hBnVgIOAZXuHNeXRenHfnY9664mQzR/AHzucPPeCPdQ==</latexit>

O(x1)

<latexit sha1_base64="a0EXIlPOY3dFCly8r2xphPSf2oM=">AAAB+HicbVDLSsNAFL3xWeujUZduBotQNyWRii6LbtxZwT6gDWUynbRDJ5MwMxFr6Je4caGIWz/FnX/jpM1CWw8MHM65l3vm+DFnSjvOt7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O6V7P2DlooSSWiTRDySHR8rypmgTc00p51YUhz6nLb98XXmtx+oVCwS93oSUy/EQ8ECRrA2Ut8u9UKsR76f3k4rj333tG+XnaozA1ombk7KkKPRt796g4gkIRWacKxU13Vi7aVYakY4nRZ7iaIxJmM8pF1DBQ6p8tJZ8Ck6McoABZE0T2g0U39vpDhUahL6ZjKLqRa9TPzP6yY6uPRSJuJEU0Hmh4KEIx2hrAU0YJISzSeGYCKZyYrICEtMtOmqaEpwF7+8TFpnVbdWPb+rletXeR0FOIJjqIALF1CHG2hAEwgk8Ayv8GY9WS/Wu/UxH12x8p1D+APr8wcOa5Kz</latexit>

O(2)(x2)

<latexit sha1_base64="BM4PNkgm6io5+46o3dnNtfci1rs=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBahvZSkVPRY9OLNCvYD2lg22027dLMJuxuxhP4NLx4U8eqf8ea/cZvmoK0PBh7vzTAzz4s4U9q2v63c2vrG5lZ+u7Czu7d/UDw8aqswloS2SMhD2fWwopwJ2tJMc9qNJMWBx2nHm1zP/c4jlYqF4l5PI+oGeCSYzwjWRurfPiTlWmVWfhrUKoNiya7aKdAqcTJSggzNQfGrPwxJHFChCcdK9Rw70m6CpWaE01mhHysaYTLBI9ozVOCAKjdJb56hM6MMkR9KU0KjVP09keBAqWngmc4A67Fa9ubif14v1v6lmzARxZoKsljkxxzpEM0DQEMmKdF8aggmkplbERljiYk2MRVMCM7yy6ukXas69er5Xb3UuMriyMMJnEIZHLiABtxAE1pAIIJneIU3K7ZerHfrY9Gas7KZY/gD6/MHLv2QfA==</latexit>

O(3)(x3)

<latexit sha1_base64="F7wjEzfwkv8FH8oUBkLYFO1JgNA=">AAAB83icbVBNT8JAEJ3iF+IHqEcvG4kJXEgrGD0SvXgTE/lIoJLtsoUN222zuzWShr/hxYPGePXPePPfuEAPCr5kkpf3ZjIzz4s4U9q2v63M2vrG5lZ2O7ezu7efLxwctlQYS0KbJOSh7HhYUc4EbWqmOe1EkuLA47Ttja9nfvuRSsVCca8nEXUDPBTMZwRrI/VuH5JStTwtPfWr5X6haFfsOdAqcVJShBSNfuGrNwhJHFChCcdKdR070m6CpWaE02muFysaYTLGQ9o1VOCAKjeZ3zxFp0YZID+UpoRGc/X3RIIDpSaBZzoDrEdq2ZuJ/3ndWPuXbsJEFGsqyGKRH3OkQzQLAA2YpETziSGYSGZuRWSEJSbaxJQzITjLL6+S1lnFqVXO72rF+lUaRxaO4QRK4MAF1OEGGtAEAhE8wyu8WbH1Yr1bH4vWjJXOHMEfWJ8/Mg2Qfg==</latexit>

FIG. 9. We insert the operators at x−1 = 0, x−2 > 0 and x−3 <

0. When computing the matrix element 〈Ω|O(2)OSO
(3)|Ω〉

the green partons are integrated along the light-ray, equation
(E5). The integral is evaluated by picking residues that local-
ize the partons on the null-cone of the BPS insertions.

Acting with D on (E4) and changing variables to trans-
pose the convolution from the fields to the wavefunction,
we readily obtain

D ◦O(S) =


8g2

∫ 1

0

dτ

τ

(
1− (1− τ)S

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H(S)


O(S).

Thus, we are able to reconstruct the complex spin data
{γ(S), C(S)} from the explicit wavefunctions of the light-
ray operators. In the twist 2 case the computation is sort
of trivial: C(S), for example, is essentially encoded in
the normalization of the operator so that when comput-
ing the matrix elements all the integrals do is reproduce
the correct tensor structures. This is not a surprise as
both the twist 2 local operators and light-rays have their
wavefunctions completely fixed by conformal symmetry.

It is an important open problem to generalize this con-
struction to higher-twist operators. There we do not ex-
pect such trivialities to occur, and the structure of the
wavefunction should contribute non-trivially to the com-
plex spin structure constants. Besides giving direct ac-
cess to the complex spin data, such construction should
clarify a number of puzzles regarding the higher-twist
trajectories. See further discussion in section V.
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1s

<latexit sha1_base64="fM5Y/nexpT+4KXokERLiW1WKuB8=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Ckkba49FLx6r2A9oQ9lsN+3SzSbsboQS+g+8eFDEq//Im//GbRtBRR8MPN6bYWZekHCmtON8WCura+sbm4Wt4vbO7t5+6eCwreJUEtoiMY9lN8CKciZoSzPNaTeRFEcBp51gcjX3O/dUKhaLOz1NqB/hkWAhI1gb6dZVg1LZsT23VqtUkWM7CxjiVap1x0VurpQhR3NQeu8PY5JGVGjCsVI910m0n2GpGeF0VuyniiaYTPCI9gwVOKLKzxaXztCpUYYojKUpodFC/T6R4UipaRSYzgjrsfrtzcW/vF6qw7qfMZGkmgqyXBSmHOkYzd9GQyYp0XxqCCaSmVsRGWOJiTbhFE0IX5+i/0m7YruefX7jlRuXeRwFOIYTOAMXLqAB19CEFhAI4QGe4NmaWI/Wi/W6bF2x8pkj+AHr7ROKto1i</latexit>

2s

<latexit sha1_base64="lYKSq4wkMiLQV0vxCinjx0v5Gbg=">AAAB6nicdVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgKiQhpXVXdOOyon1AG8pkOmmHTh7MTIQS+gluXCji1i9y5984aSOo6IELh3Pu5d57/IQzqSzrwyitrW9sbpW3Kzu7e/sH1cOjroxTQWiHxDwWfR9LyllEO4opTvuJoDj0Oe35s6vc791TIVkc3al5Qr0QTyIWMIKVlm4diUbVmmW6Tbd+4SDLtJbIiWO7DRfZhVKDAu1R9X04jkka0kgRjqUc2FaivAwLxQini8owlTTBZIYndKBphEMqvWx56gKdaWWMgljoihRaqt8nMhxKOQ993RliNZW/vVz8yxukKmh6GYuSVNGIrBYFKUcqRvnfaMwEJYrPNcFEMH0rIlMsMFE6nYoO4etT9D/pOqbtmvUbt9a6LOIowwmcwjnY0IAWXEMbOkBgAg/wBM8GNx6NF+N11Voyiplj+AHj7RPxAI2X</latexit>

2p

<latexit sha1_base64="YAYO3IV+c7U/td/nj6TVd/BQ/No=">AAAB6XicdVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgKiQhpXVXdOOyin1AG8pkOmmHTh7MTIQS+gduXCji1j9y5984aSOo6IELh3Pu5d57/IQzqSzrwyitrW9sbpW3Kzu7e/sH1cOjroxTQWiHxDwWfR9LyllEO4opTvuJoDj0Oe35s6vc791TIVkc3al5Qr0QTyIWMIKVlm6dZFStWabbdOsXDrJMa4mcOLbbcJFdKDUo0B5V34fjmKQhjRThWMqBbSXKy7BQjHC6qAxTSRNMZnhCB5pGOKTSy5aXLtCZVsYoiIWuSKGl+n0iw6GU89DXnSFWU/nby8W/vEGqgqaXsShJFY3IalGQcqRilL+NxkxQovhcE0wE07ciMsUCE6XDqegQvj5F/5OuY9quWb9xa63LIo4ynMApnIMNDWjBNbShAwQCeIAneDZmxqPxYryuWktGMXMMP2C8fQKWaY1q</latexit>

3s

<latexit sha1_base64="zfc05jCxUCaJlTY4KwTisr/jdl8=">AAAB6XicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSYa22RXdOOyin1AG8pkOmmHTiZhZiKU0D9w40IRt/6RO//G6UNQ0QMXDufcy733hClnSiP0YRVWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BSyWZJLRJEp7ITogV5UzQpmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grmt++pVCwRd3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA20u256pcryEae69dciOyq4/tV3xDkeMg7h46N5qiAJRr98ntvkJAspkITjpXqOijVQY6lZoTTaamXKZpiMsZD2jVU4JiqIJ9fOoUnRhnAKJGmhIZz9ftEjmOlJnFoOmOsR+q3NxP/8rqZjrwgZyLNNBVksSjKONQJnL0NB0xSovnEEEwkM7dCMsISE23CKZkQvj6F/5PWme249sWNW6lfLuMogiNwDE6BA2qgDq5BAzQBARF4AE/g2Rpbj9aL9bpoLVjLmUPwA9bbJ9kZjZg=</latexit>

3p

<latexit sha1_base64="ov2dFRFjJO6/HjQDrgu6Kk70BDo=">AAAB6XicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSYa22RXdOOyin1AG8pkOmmHTiZhZiKU0D9w40IRt/6RO//G6UNQ0QMXDufcy733hClnSiP0YRVWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BSyWZJLRJEp7ITogV5UzQpmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grmt++pVCwRd3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA20u152i9XkI0816+5ENlVx/erviHI8ZB3Dh0bzVEBSzT65ffeICFZTIUmHCvVdVCqgxxLzQin01IvUzTFZIyHtGuowDFVQT6/dApPjDKAUSJNCQ3n6veJHMdKTeLQdMZYj9Rvbyb+5XUzHXlBzkSaaSrIYlGUcagTOHsbDpikRPOJIZhIZm6FZIQlJtqEUzIhfH0K/yetM9tx7Ysbt1K/XMZRBEfgGJwCB9RAHVyDBmgCAiLwAJ7AszW2Hq0X63XRWrCWM4fgB6y3T9SNjZU=</latexit>

3d

<latexit sha1_base64="feOHoLegekFMytw8sRA+MQijh/8=">AAAB6XicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSYa22RXdOOyin1AG8pkMmmHTiZhZiKU0j9w40IRt/6RO//G6UNQ0QMXDufcy733hBlnSiP0YRVWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BS6W5JLRJUp7KTogV5UzQpmaa004mKU5CTtvh6Grmt++pVCwVd3qc0SDBA8FiRrA20u151C9XkI0816+5ENlVx/erviHI8ZB3Dh0bzVEBSzT65fdelJI8oUITjpXqOijTwQRLzQin01IvVzTDZIQHtGuowAlVwWR+6RSeGCWCcSpNCQ3n6veJCU6UGieh6UywHqrf3kz8y+vmOvaCCRNZrqkgi0VxzqFO4extGDFJieZjQzCRzNwKyRBLTLQJp2RC+PoU/k9aZ7bj2hc3bqV+uYyjCI7AMTgFDqiBOrgGDdAEBMTgATyBZ2tkPVov1uuitWAtZw7BD1hvn8JdjYk=</latexit>

4f

<latexit sha1_base64="zAJ8so0IbmYrfXZs0AjlZlMslCA=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0naVOut6MVjFfsBbSib7aZdutmE3Y1QQv+BFw+KePUfefPfuG0jqOiDgcd7M8zM82POlLbtDyu3srq2vpHfLGxt7+zuFfcP2ipKJKEtEvFIdn2sKGeCtjTTnHZjSXHoc9rxJ1dzv3NPpWKRuNPTmHohHgkWMIK1kW7dYFAs2WW7Wr2wa8iQBQw5s526W0FOppQgQ3NQfO8PI5KEVGjCsVI9x461l2KpGeF0VugnisaYTPCI9gwVOKTKSxeXztCJUYYoiKQpodFC/T6R4lCpaeibzhDrsfrtzcW/vF6ig7qXMhEnmgqyXBQkHOkIzd9GQyYp0XxqCCaSmVsRGWOJiTbhFEwIX5+i/0m7Unbccu3GLTUuszjycATHcAoOnEMDrqEJLSAQwAM8wbM1sR6tF+t12ZqzsplD+AHr7RN8w41Z</latexit>

4d

<latexit sha1_base64="STi2Fv9EhAkoJenRfacvJMR9GYM=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0naVOut6MVjFfsBbSibzaZdutmE3Y1QSv+BFw+KePUfefPfuG0jqOiDgcd7M8zM8xPOlLbtDyu3srq2vpHfLGxt7+zuFfcP2ipOJaEtEvNYdn2sKGeCtjTTnHYTSXHkc9rxx1dzv3NPpWKxuNOThHoRHgoWMoK1kW7dYFAs2WW7Wr2wa8iQBQw5s526W0FOppQgQ3NQfO8HMUkjKjThWKmeYyfam2KpGeF0VuiniiaYjPGQ9gwVOKLKmy4unaETowQojKUpodFC/T4xxZFSk8g3nRHWI/Xbm4t/eb1Uh3VvykSSairIclGYcqRjNH8bBUxSovnEEEwkM7ciMsISE23CKZgQvj5F/5N2pey45dqNW2pcZnHk4QiO4RQcOIcGXEMTWkAghAd4gmdrbD1aL9brsjVnZTOH8APW2yd5u41X</latexit>

4p

<latexit sha1_base64="B5LeP0SpOXrBwP/susghuJLjLro=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0naVOut6MVjFfsBbSib7aZdutmE3Y1QQv+BFw+KePUfefPfuG0jqOiDgcd7M8zM82POlLbtDyu3srq2vpHfLGxt7+zuFfcP2ipKJKEtEvFIdn2sKGeCtjTTnHZjSXHoc9rxJ1dzv3NPpWKRuNPTmHohHgkWMIK1kW7deFAs2WW7Wr2wa8iQBQw5s526W0FOppQgQ3NQfO8PI5KEVGjCsVI9x461l2KpGeF0VugnisaYTPCI9gwVOKTKSxeXztCJUYYoiKQpodFC/T6R4lCpaeibzhDrsfrtzcW/vF6ig7qXMhEnmgqyXBQkHOkIzd9GQyYp0XxqCCaSmVsRGWOJiTbhFEwIX5+i/0m7Unbccu3GLTUuszjycATHcAoOnEMDrqEJLSAQwAM8wbM1sR6tF+t12ZqzsplD+AHr7ROL641j</latexit>

4s

<latexit sha1_base64="vGPvbGq2U7nJwiiofc8rB4achAQ=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0naVOut6MVjFfsBbSib7aZdutmE3Y1QQv+BFw+KePUfefPfuG0jqOiDgcd7M8zM82POlLbtDyu3srq2vpHfLGxt7+zuFfcP2ipKJKEtEvFIdn2sKGeCtjTTnHZjSXHoc9rxJ1dzv3NPpWKRuNPTmHohHgkWMIK1kW5dNSiW7LJdrV7YNWTIAoac2U7drSAnU0qQoTkovveHEUlCKjThWKmeY8faS7HUjHA6K/QTRWNMJnhEe4YKHFLlpYtLZ+jEKEMURNKU0Gihfp9IcajUNPRNZ4j1WP325uJfXi/RQd1LmYgTTQVZLgoSjnSE5m+jIZOUaD41BBPJzK2IjLHERJtwCiaEr0/R/6RdKTtuuXbjlhqXWRx5OIJjOAUHzqEB19CEFhAI4AGe4NmaWI/Wi/W6bM1Z2cwh/ID19gmQd41m</latexit>

5s

<latexit sha1_base64="h8PF3rE3cDr9eh/A2/qlLRZNKCM=">AAAB6XicdVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgadlNsjG5Bb14jGIekIQwO5lNhszOLjOzQljyB148KOLVP/Lm3zh5CCpa0FBUddPd5cecKe04H1ZmbX1jcyu7ndvZ3ds/yB8etVSUSEKbJOKR7PhYUc4EbWqmOe3EkuLQ57TtT67mfvueSsUicaenMe2HeCRYwAjWRrr11CBfcGyvVq24ZeTYRa9WqtQMcdyKWyoh13YWKMAKjUH+vTeMSBJSoQnHSnVdJ9b9FEvNCKezXC9RNMZkgke0a6jAIVX9dHHpDJ0ZZYiCSJoSGi3U7xMpDpWahr7pDLEeq9/eXPzL6yY6qPZTJuJEU0GWi4KEIx2h+dtoyCQlmk8NwUQycysiYywx0SacnAnh61P0P2kVbbdsezflQv1yFUcWTuAUzsGFC6jDNTSgCQQCeIAneLYm1qP1Yr0uWzPWauYYfsB6+wTMlo2P</latexit>

5p

<latexit sha1_base64="is49JhyGBSj1UsRU93JC3XfakhY=">AAAB6XicdVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgadlNsjG5Bb14jGIekIQwO5lNhszOLjOzQljyB148KOLVP/Lm3zh5CCpa0FBUddPd5cecKe04H1ZmbX1jcyu7ndvZ3ds/yB8etVSUSEKbJOKR7PhYUc4EbWqmOe3EkuLQ57TtT67mfvueSsUicaenMe2HeCRYwAjWRrr14kG+4NherVpxy8ixi16tVKkZ4rgVt1RCru0sUIAVGoP8e28YkSSkQhOOleq6Tqz7KZaaEU5nuV6iaIzJBI9o11CBQ6r66eLSGTozyhAFkTQlNFqo3ydSHCo1DX3TGWI9Vr+9ufiX1010UO2nTMSJpoIsFwUJRzpC87fRkElKNJ8agolk5lZExlhiok04ORPC16fof9Iq2m7Z9m7KhfrlKo4snMApnIMLF1CHa2hAEwgE8ABP8GxNrEfrxXpdtmas1cwx/ID19gnICo2M</latexit>

5d

<latexit sha1_base64="imrJg6pjdzZetCcEJhPTgwgSvF0=">AAAB6XicdVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4GmaSTExuQS8eo5gFkiH09PQkTXoWunuEMOQPvHhQxKt/5M2/sbMIKvqg4PFeFVX1vIQzqSzrw8itrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjjoxTQWibxDwWPQ9LyllE24opTnuJoDj0OO16k6u5372nQrI4ulPThLohHkUsYAQrLd06/rBYskynUa/ZVWSZZadRqTU0seyaXakg27QWKMEKrWHxfeDHJA1ppAjHUvZtK1FuhoVihNNZYZBKmmAywSPa1zTCIZVutrh0hs604qMgFroihRbq94kMh1JOQ093hliN5W9vLv7l9VMV1N2MRUmqaESWi4KUIxWj+dvIZ4ISxaeaYCKYvhWRMRaYKB1OQYfw9Sn6n3TKpl01nZtqqXm5iiMPJ3AK52DDBTThGlrQBgIBPMATPBsT49F4MV6XrTljNXMMP2C8fQK12o2A</latexit>

5f

<latexit sha1_base64="Bye+JenCheGfK/KlU5aeiu4yd6E=">AAAB6XicdVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgadlNsjG5Bb14jGIekIQwO5lNhszOLjOzQljyB148KOLVP/Lm3zh5CCpa0FBUddPd5cecKe04H1ZmbX1jcyu7ndvZ3ds/yB8etVSUSEKbJOKR7PhYUc4EbWqmOe3EkuLQ57TtT67mfvueSsUicaenMe2HeCRYwAjWRrr1gkG+4NherVpxy8ixi16tVKkZ4rgVt1RCru0sUIAVGoP8e28YkSSkQhOOleq6Tqz7KZaaEU5nuV6iaIzJBI9o11CBQ6r66eLSGTozyhAFkTQlNFqo3ydSHCo1DX3TGWI9Vr+9ufiX1010UO2nTMSJpoIsFwUJRzpC87fRkElKNJ8agolk5lZExlhiok04ORPC16fof9Iq2m7Z9m7KhfrlKo4snMApnIMLF1CHa2hAEwgE8ABP8GxNrEfrxXpdtmas1cwx/ID19gm44o2C</latexit>

5g
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FIG. 10. Hydrogen atom coupling constants (F1) as a func-
tion of spin S for the various energy levels n. Dots correspond
to the physical states, see also inset. We colour the first five
trajectories. For large spin there are no corresponding phyis-
cal states at integer S and the coupling constant develops
decoupling zeroes.

Appendix F: Hydrogen Atom

When we presented this work at the 2023 Annual Boot-
strap meeting at the Simons Foundation, Simon Caron-
Huot suggested that decoupling zeroes might be present
in the literature in relation to the hydrogen atom, the
model which gave rise to the development of Regge the-
ory [50]. We did not find such reference(s) but it is indeed
very instructive to see that similar decoupling zeroes are
already present in the exactly solvable Coulomb potential
scattering problem, as described in this appendix.

Consider the scattering of an electron against a proton

in the Coulomb approximation. The spin S partial-waves

fS(E) =
Γ(1 + S − η)

Γ(1 + S + η)
,

where η is related to the energy as η = 1/
√
−E in our

conventions. The partial-wave fS has poles when the
scattering energy (or η) equals the (negative) binding en-
ergy (or principal quantum number n) of a bound-state
with spin S. Recall that bound states must have S+1 ≤
n. Define the “coupling constant” between the scatter-
ing state and the bound-state with principal quantum
number n and spin S as

∣∣CH
n (S)

∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣ res
η=n

fS(η)

∣∣∣∣ =
1

Γ(n− S)Γ(1 + n+ S)
. (F1)

As in the main text, we group states through the or-
dering of their energies at fixed S, i.e families are labelled
by n. The growth of states here is, however, the oppo-
site of the CFT: in the hydrogen atom states disappear
as we keep S fixed and decrease the energy, while in the
twist-3 sector of the CFT states disappear at high dimen-
sion. Even though families have finitely many states, the
coupling constants nevertheless organize themselves into
analytic functions of S, (F1). Moreover, at large values
of S for which there are no physical states the coupling
constant (F1) vanishes, see figure (10). This is equivalent
to the decoupling mechanism of figure (6).

Note, however, that in the case of the Hydrogen atom
there are many other ways of grouping states in analytic
families. For example, one could consider diagonal tra-
jectories n − S = C ∈ N. Each of these families would
contain operators of all spins. Correspondingly, no de-
coupling mechanism would be present and the coupling
constants (F1) at fixed C would have no zeroes in the
RHP of S.
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