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Abstract: Conformal blocks are a central analytic tool for higher dimensional conformal field theory.

We employ Harish-Chandra’s radial component map to construct universal Casimir differential equations

for spinning conformal blocks in any dimension d of Euclidean space. Furthermore, we also build a set

of differential “shifting” operators that allow to construct solutions of the Casimir equations from certain

seeds. In the context of spinning four-point blocks of bulk conformal field theory, our formulas provide

an elegant and far reaching generalisation of existing expressions to arbitrary tensor fields and arbitrary

dimension d. The power of our new universal approach to spinning blocks is further illustrated through

applications to defect conformal field theory. In the case of defects of co-dimension q = 2 we are able to

construct conformal blocks for two-point functions of symmetric traceless bulk tensor fields in both the

defect and the bulk channel. This opens an interesting avenue for applications to the defect bootstrap.

Finally, we also derive the Casimir equations for bulk-bulk-defect three-point functions in the bulk channel.
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1 Introduction

Conformal partial wave (block) expansions of correlation functions are a standard analytical tool in con-

formal field theory (CFT) that is fundamental for the conformal bootstrap program. While the most basic

field in a CFT is the stress tensor, which is a field of spin l = 2, much of the initial theory was developed

for conformal blocks of four scalar fields [1, 2]. Extensions to spinning four-point functions [3, 4] were

driven by the revival of the conformal bootstrap program, see [5] and references therein. Today, spinning
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four-point blocks can be evaluated quite efficiently through the use of weight shifting technology [6], by

reducing them recursively to scalar blocks. After some early contributions in [7, 8], correlation functions of

non-local operators, such as defects, interfaces and boundaries, have also received increasing attention as

interesting probes of non-perturbative dynamics in higher dimensional CFT. Surprisingly little is known

about the blocks for correlation functions involving spinning bulk-local fields in the presence of bulk-local

and non-local operators, see however [9]. Our goal in this work is to advance and simplify the theory of

spinning bulk and defect blocks, with a particular focus on defects of co-dimension q = 2.

Since Dolan and Osborn’s influential work on scalar four-point blocks, it is common to characterise and

investigate blocks through the differential equations they satisfy. Examples of Casimir differential equa-

tions have been worked out for a large number of setups, including spinning four-point functions in d = 3

and d = 4 dimensions, see e.g. [10, 11], as well as defect two-point functions, see [12–15].

Later, it has been pointed out that the Dolan-Osborn equations are equivalent to an integrable Schrödinger

problem, namely the Calogero-Sutherland model associated to the root system BC2, [16]. The link be-

tween the two systems goes in two steps, where both partial waves and Calogero-Sutherland wavefunctions

are related to the same class of harmonic functions on the conformal group. The appearance of Calogero-

Sutherland models in harmonic analysis was the subject of the classic work [17], while the connection to

conformal partial waves was understood in [18–20]. Wavefunctions of scalar Calogero-Sutherland Hamil-

tonians associated with root systems were constructed by Heckman and Opdam starting with [21] (see

[22] for many more details).

The present work starts with the observation that all the systems mentioned above admit a universal ex-

tension in spin. This vastly generalises and simplifies constructions of [18, 19], that also derived Calogero-

Sutherland Hamiltonians for spinning fields, though for selected spin assignments only. The associated

eigenvalue equations could be mapped to the Casimir equations of [10, 11]. Our generalisation is rooted in

the harmonic analysis interpretation of partial waves, in terms of so-called spherical functions. The latter

have been recognised to be of central importance in harmonic analysis on Lie groups and symmetric spaces

since the early works of Gelfand, Harish-Chandra, Godement and others, [23–26]. The key property of

spherical functions for our purposes is that they are naturally vector-valued (i.e. spinning) and satisfy

explicit differential equations. These equations have a simple universal dependence on the spin, thanks

to Harish-Chandra’s radial component map, [25] (resulting generalisations of the Calogero-Sutherland

Hamiltonian have been considered in [27, 28] and termed ’spinning Calogero-Moser’ models). With this

preparation, we can state the main results of the present work: After deriving universal Casimir equations

for any spin assignment and any dimension d from Harish-Chandra’s map, we will develop a general and

explicit solution theory for these models through an algebra of weight-shifting operators. Namely, eigen-

functions of spinning models will be constructed by applying weight-shifting operators to well-understood

scalar eigenfunctions.

In the context of CFTs, we may view this result as the completion of the program initiated in [16] to

generate arbitrary four-point conformal blocks by exploiting the underlying integrable structure. The

main new CFT setup to which we want to apply our advances concerns spinning bulk two-point functions

of symmetric traceless tensors in the presence of a p-dimensional defect. Focusing on defects of co-
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dimension, q = d− p = 2, we will derive explicit expressions for conformal blocks both in the bulk channel

and the defect channel. Finally, the first part of our analysis, namely the compact expressions for Casimir

equations, applies to a much wider class of higher-point correlation functions. In this work, we will derive

Casimir equations for what is probably the simplest system of this kind, the correlation function of two

bulk fields together with a defect of co-dimension two and a further local field on it. Solution theory for

this and other multipoint systems, which are formally very similar to spinning models solved in this work,

is left for future research.

1.1 Results on spinning Casimir and shifting operators

Let us now describe the main new results of this work in some more detail. We shall begin with the

general and more formal results, leaving a description of the main new applications in defect CFT to the

next subsection. As we have stated before, the universal formula for the spinning Casimir operators is

key to our advances. This formula expresses the action of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on a Lie group

G on spherical functions. The latter are defined as vector-valued functions on G which have definite

covariance properties under the left and right action of a subgroup K ⊂ G. The pair of groups (G,K)

is not arbitrary, but should be a Gelfand pair, i.e. the Lie algebra k has to be the fixed point set of an

involutive automorphism of the Lie algebra g. Given a Gelfand pair, G admits a Cartan decomposition

and spherical functions are fully determined by their dependence on rank(G,K) variables, rather than

dim(G) of them. The corresponding reduced Laplacian is written in an explicit way in terms of the root

system of (g, k), see eq. (2.53).

In the example relevant for CFTs, the expression we shall derive is surprisingly simple. After an appropriate

factor has been split off, eigenfunctions of the spinning Casimir operator take the form of wavefunctions

for some matrix valued two-particle Hamiltonian H. The two coordinates of the particles are denoted by

t1 and t2. These two variables ti are related to conformally invariant cross ratios. In order to construct

the operator-valued potential, we shall employ some representation matrices of the conformal Lie algebra

so(d+ 1, 1). Let us denote the generators of this algebra by Lαβ = −Lβα with α, β = 0, 1, . . . , d+ 1 with

α = 0 corresponding to the timelike direction, as usual. The generators of spatial rotation are given by

Mµν = Lµν ∈ so(d) for µ, ν = 2, . . . , d + 1. In addition, we shall need the generator D = L01 ∈ so(1, 1).

Spherical functions are associated with the choice of two finite-dimensional representations ρl, ρr of the

Lie algebra k = so(d) ⊕ so(1, 1). In an abuse of notations, we shall denote the generators of k in the

representation ρ∗r by Mµν , D. When we evaluate the same generators in ρl, on the other hand, the

representations operators are −M ′µν and −D′. With these notations we are now ready to spell out the

matrix valued Schrödinger operator H. It takes the form

Hρl,ρr = ∂2
t1 + ∂2

t2 +
1−D′2+ + 2 cosh(t1 + t2)D′+D+ −D2

+

2 sinh2(t1 + t2)
+

1−D′2− + 2 cosh(t1 − t2)D′−D− −D2
−

2 sinh2(t1 − t2)

+
M ′2aM

′
2a − 2 cosh t1M

′
2aM2a +M2aM2a − 1

4 (d− 2)(d− 4)

sinh2 t1
(1.1)

+
M ′3aM

′
3a − 2 cosh t2M

′
3aM3a +M3aM3a − 1

4 (d− 2)(d− 4)

sinh2 t2
− 1

2
LabLab −

d2 − 2d+ 2

2
.
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Here D± = D± iM23 and the indices a, b = 4, . . . , d+ 1 are summed over. The Hamiltonian H acts on the

tensor product Wl⊗Wr of the carrier spaces Wl and Wr of the representations ρl and ρ∗r . Since the spaces

Wl and Wr carry representations of the rotation generators M ′ and M , we may think of them as describing

the spin degrees of freedom of our two particles. The potential energy of each particle depends on the spin.

In addition, there are also interaction terms that couple the spin matrices M ′ of the first particle to those

of the second. In case the spin representations are both trivial, we can set all the matrices M = 0 = M ′ to

zero. The resulting Hamiltonian is the usual Schrödinger operator of the hyperbolic Calogero-Sutherland

model for the root system BC2. For this scalar case, the complete solution theory is known, see e.g.

[21, 22]. Solutions of the spinning problem have not been constructed in general. But as we will show

below, large classes of wavefunctions can be constructed from those of the scalar model by the application

of certain weight-shifting operators.

There are two constructions to build solutions of spinning Calogero-Sutherland models that we shall

explore. The first one exploits left and right invariant vector fields. Since such vector fields do not commute

with left and right action of the spherical subgroup K, respectively, their application does modify the

covariance properties of the function on the conformal group. On the other hand, left and right invariant

vector fields commute with the Laplacian. Hence, the action of these first order differential operators does

respect the decomposition into eigenfunctions of the Laplacian. After reduction, the vector fields must

therefore turn into matrix valued first order differential operators in t1, t2 that map eigenfunctions of the

Hamiltonian (1.1) to eigenfunctions of the same universal operator with same eigenvalue, but with ρl/r

replaced by ρl/r ⊗ π. Here π denotes the restriction of the adjoint representation of g to the subalgebra

k ⊂ g. In particular, the decomposition of π into irreducible components determines the number of shifting

operators that we shall construct. Our method realises the suggestion made in [19] to obtain shifting

operators from vector fields. We will turn these into concrete first order matrix differential operators in

the variables t1, t2 using the Harish-Chandra radial component map.

The differential shift operators discussed in the previous paragraph shift the external parameters, or more

concretely the Calogero-Sutherland potential, while leaving the eigenvalues unaltered. There exists a

second type of operators that allow to shift the eigenvalues while keeping the potential invariant. These

are obtained with the help of so-called zonal spherical functions. By definition, zonal-spherical functions

are spherical functions with trivial left and right representations ρl and ρr, i.e. eigenfunctions of the scalar

Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian. For special discrete choices of the eigenvalues which are associated

with (non-unitary) finite dimensional representations of g, these functions are polynomial. Now, given

any eigenfunction of the universal spinning Casimir operator (1.1) with eigenvalue/energy ε, its product

with a polynomial zonal spherical function turns out to decompose into a finite sum of eigenfunctions of

the spinning Hamiltonian with the same representations ρl,r but different eigenvalues. The number $ of

different energies that appear and their precise values εk, k = 1, . . . , $, is determined by elementary group

theory. Note that these data depends on ρl,r, the eigenvalue ε and the choice of zonal spherical function.

Once εk are known, one can form the following operators of order 2K − 2,

Sρl,ρrm :=
∏
k 6=m

Hρl,ρr − εm
εk − εm

. (1.2)
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When these operators are applied to the product of an eigenfunction of the universal H with the zonal

spherical functions, it returns an eigenfunction of Hρl,ρr with eigenvalue εm. Whenever εm 6= ε the

operator Sm shifts the eigenvalue without altering the external parameters/potential. Note that all it

takes to construct these internal or weight shifting operators is our expression for the universal spinning

Casimir operators (1.1), along with some simple group theory.

So far we thought of the universal spinning Casimir operators as well as the shifting operators as taking

values in various spaces of matrices. In practise, however, we shall often realise the representation matrices

Mµν of the Lie algebra so(d) as differential operators that act on some space of polynomials. To construct

irreducible symmetric traceless tensor representations of so(d), for example, one can start with a set

of d complex coordinates ζµ, µ = 1, . . . , d, and impose the constraint ζ2 =
∑d
µ=1 ζ

2
µ = 0. It is well

known that the carrier space WJ for the symmetric traceless tensors of rank J can be realised on the

space WJ of homogeneous polynomials of order J , restricted to the submanifold ζ2 = 0. The constraint

can be used, for example, to ensure the polynomials are of the form p(ζ) = p0(ζ ′) + ζ1p1(ζ ′) where p0

and p1 are homogeneous polynomials in the variables ζ2, . . . ζd of order J and J − 1, respectively. With

such a realisation of the generators Mµν as differential operators in ζµ in mind, the eigenfunctions of the

Hamiltonian should also be thought of as polynomials in the variables ζµ rather then vector valued objects.

It is these realisations that will allow us to write reductions of Casimir elements and invariant vector fields

as differential operators in a small number of ’invariant spin variables’, see e.g. (4.46), (4.51), (4.52). As

a result, reduced Casimir and shifting operators all act on the same space and form an algebraic structure

given by exchange relations such as (4.50), (4.53).

1.2 A guided tour to applications in defect CFT

In applications to CFT, the eigenfunctions Ψ of the Hamiltonian H are related to the building blocks of

a correlation function G(xi) as

G(xi) = Ξ(xi)Ψ(t1(xi), t2(xi)) . (1.3)

Here xi denote insertion points of some local fields. These are acted upon by the conformal Lie algebra

so(d+1, 1) and t1(xi), t2(xi) are two conformally invariant cross ratios one can build from xi. The precise

functional dependence of t1, t2 on xi depends on the particular correlation function we consider, as does

the precise form of the matrix valued prefactor Ξ(xi). In early work on the harmonic analysis approach to

conformal blocks, see [18, 19], the cross ratios and the factor Ξ(xi) could only be fixed in cases in which

the Casimir equations for conformal blocks had been worked out already. This changed with [29, 30],

where a systematic group theoretic construction of the cross ratios ti and the matrix factor Ξ(xi) was

developed. Here we shall adapt this approach to all the cases under consideration. In the case of spinning

bulk four-point functions, the variables ti are constructed in eq. (3.4) and the prefactor Ξ can be read off

from eq. (3.12). The derivation we review below is essentially taken from our previous work [30].

Most of our new results on the explicit construction of spinning conformal blocks concern correlation

functions of two spinning bulk fields in the presence of a defects of co-dimension q = 2. In this case,

the Harish-Chandra radial component map will allow us to construct all blocks for two-point functions

of spinning bulk fields in symmetric traceless tensor representations. To set the stage, we consider a
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conformal defect of dimensions p = d−2 in a d-dimensional Euclidean space along with two spinning bulk

fields ϕ1 and ϕ2 with conformal weights ∆1 and ∆2 that are inserted at points x1, x2 ∈ Rd, respectively.

We shall assume the bulk fields to transform as a symmetric traceless tensor of spin Ji. The associated

correlation function reads

G2,0(xi) = 〈ϕ1(x1)ϕ2(x2)D(q=2)(X)〉 . (1.4)

The fields ϕi take values in the finite dimensional carrier space WJi of the irreducible symmetric traceless

tensor representation for spin J . As we recalled above, one way to realise this vector space WJ is through

the space of homogeneous polynomials of order J in d variables ζµ subject to the constraint ζ2 = 0.

The correlation function (1.4) can be evaluated in two different ways. In the so-called defect channel, one

first performs the bulk-to-defect operator product expansion of the two bulk fields. The resulting two-point

function of defect fields is determined by conformal symmetry. For the bulk channel, on the other hand,

one expands the product of the two spinning bulk fields using the bulk operator product expansion. Once

again, each term in this expansion is then fixed by conformal symmetry, up to one constant prefactor.

These two channels give rise to two different expansions in terms of defect and bulk blocks. Our goal is

to find explicit formulas for these blocks. We shall describe the two channels separately now.

Guide to defect channel blocks. Let us address the defect channel blocks first. If the bulk fields are

symmetric traceless tensor fields, the defect fields that can appear in the bulk-to-defect operator product

are symmetric traceless tensor fields of the defect rotation group SO(d − 2). In addition, they can carry

arbitrary transverse spin s, i.e. they can transform in any of the irreducible representations of group

SO(2) of transverse rotations. Hence the defect fields ϕ̂ carry three quantum numbers (∆̂, ˆ̀, s). The bulk

to defect operator product for the setup we consider involves the choice of a tensor structure which one

can label by an integer l = `, . . . , J . So, in total we expect the relevant blocks to depend on five quantum

numbers. As we shall show below, these blocks can be factorised as

Gl,l
′

∆̂,ˆ̀,s
(xi) = Ξl,l

′

∆̂,ˆ̀,s
(xi)ψ

l,l′

∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y)eiκs , (1.5)

into an xi-dependent prefactor Ξ and a function of three cross ratios. The two cross ratios λ and κ

are obtained from the insertion points xi through eq. (4.4). To discuss the remaining invariant we note

that the relevant spherical functions ψ take values in the irreducible representations space Wl and Wl′ of

SO(d − 1). These representations spaces can be realised through polynomials in d − 3 variables ξA and

ξ′A with A = 3, . . . , d− 1. Explicit formulas for the action of the Lie algebra so(d− 1) on the coordinates

ξA are given in eqs. (4.16), (4.17). Consistency actually requires that ψ takes values in the subspace of

SO(d− 2)-invariants within Wl ⊗Wl′ . When translated into the dependence on the variables ξA and ξ′A,

the requirements we just described imply that ψ can only depend on the combination

y =
(ξ2 + 1)(ξ

′2 + 1)− 4ξ · ξ′

(ξ2 − 1)(ξ′2 − 1)
. (1.6)

The prefactor Ξ is constructed in section 4.1.1 below, using ideas and constructions from [20] and [31],

properly extended to spinning bulk fields. The final formula is stated in eq. (4.12).
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Here we mostly want to focus on the construction of the special functions ψl,l
′

∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y). These are eigen-

functions of the second order (Hamiltonian) differential operators spelled out in eqs. (4.19) and (4.20)

for eigenvalue (4.22). The Hamiltonian is the image of the second order Casimir element of the defect

conformal group SO(d − 1, 1) under the Harish-Chandra radial component map. For l = l′ = ˆ̀ = 0 the

relevant solution can be constructed easily in terms of Gauss’ hypergeometric functions, see eq. (4.25).

The solutions for non-vanishing l, l′ and ˆ̀ require a bit more work. To obtain these we introduce two

differential shift operators in eq. (4.26). These operators may be considered as images of the left and right

derivatives on the defect conformal group SO(d−1, 1) under the radial component map. As we shall show,

these two operators allow to raise the labels l, l′ by one unit, i.e.

ql,l
′
ψl,l

′

∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y) = ψl+1,l′

∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y) , q̄l,l

′
ψl,l

′

∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y) = ψl,l

′+1

∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y) . (1.7)

These two raising operators suffice to construct all the special functions ψ from the ‘ground states’ ψ
ˆ̀,ˆ̀

∆̂,ˆ̀

where the indices l, l′ assume the minimal allowed value ˆ̀.

To obtain these ground states we employ the idea that was sketched before eq. (1.2). In the present setup,

we start from products of the form

ψ
ˆ̀,ˆ̀

∆̂,0
(λ, y)ψ0,0

−ˆ̀,0
(λ) . (1.8)

Note that the first factor can be obtained from the known ground states ψ0,0

∆̂,0
by applications of ˆ̀ raising

operators q, q̄. The second factor, on the other hand, is a zonal spherical function ψ0,0

∆̂,0
(λ) that is continued

to ∆̂ = −ˆ̀. The product turns out to be finite a linear combination of eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian

and one of the summands is the desired ground state ψ
ˆ̀,ˆ̀

∆̂,ˆ̀
. We can project to the latter using an operator

of the form (1.2), see our discussion around eq. (4.28) for more detail. This concludes the construction of

the special functions ψ. As far as we know, the construction of the spherical functions ψ we carry out here

was not described in the mathematical literature before. The techniques we employ are closely related

to the differential operators and weight shifting techniques in CFT, though everything is carried out for

functions of the cross ratios rather than functions of the insertion points xi and requires no Clebsch-Gordan

coefficients and the like.

Guide to bulk channel blocks. Let us now turn attention to the bulk channel. As we mentioned

above, the second way to evaluate the correlator (1.4) is to perform the operator product of the two bulk

fields first. A priory, the resulting fields sit in mixed symmetry tensors of the rotation group SO(d). But

only fields in a symmetric traceless tensor representation of SO(d) can couple to a defect of co-dimension

q = 2. Hence the exchanged bulk fields carry two quantum numbers (∆, J) only. These are complemented

by three integers that characterise the choice of a tensor structure for three-point functions of STT fields.

We denote these by three integers (j, ι) and m where (j, ι), j ≥ ι, labels an irreducible representation of

SO(d) that can appear in the tensor product (J1) ⊗ (J2) and m = 0, . . . , j − ι. As before, we split the

associated blocks as

Gj,ι∆,J,m(xi, ζi) = Ξj,ι∆,J,m(xi, ζi)ψ
j,ι
∆,J,m(t1, t2, X) . (1.9)

The two cross ratios t1 and t2 are obtained from the insertion points through eq. (4.39). Their relation

to the cross ratios we λ and κ used for the defect channel can be found in eq. (4.40). To construct the

– 7 –



remaining invariant X we realise the representation space Wj,ι of mixed symmetry tensors in the space

of polynomials in zA and wA with A = 4, . . . , d + 1. A complete description along with formulas for the

action of so(d) on such polynomials can be found in section 4.2.2, see in particular eqs. (4.42) to (4.44).

The invariant X that appears in the argument of the special function ψ is simply X =
∑
A z

2
A. Once

again the prefactor Ξ is constructed explicitly, see section 4.2.1, using ideas and constructions from [20]

and [31]. The final formula is stated in eq. (4.41).

The most novel part of our construction concerns again the spherical functions ψj,ι∆,J,m(t1, t2, X). These are

eigenfunctions of the second order (Hamiltonian) differential operators spelled out in eqs. (4.46) and (4.47).

This operator represents the image of the quadratic Casimir element of the d-dimensional conformal group

SO(d+1, 1) under the Harish-Chandra radial component map. The associated eigenvalue is determined by

the quantum numbers ∆ and J through C2(∆, J) = ∆(∆−d) +J(J +d−2). For j = ι the eigenfunctions

of the associated Hamiltonian are well known. In fact, they are given by certain scalar conformal blocks

in dimension d + 2j and hence they are close relatives of Heckman-Opdam hypergeometric functions for

the root system BC2, see discussion around eq. (4.49) and [16, 20–22] for details.

The solutions for non-vanishing j > ι can then be constructed through application of ’commuting’ differ-

ential shifting operators q and p that are given in eqs. (4.50). As we shall show, the operators p and q

allow to raise the labels j by one unit,

qj,ιψ
j,ι
∆,J,m(t1, t2, X) = ψj+1,ι

∆,J,m(t1, t2, X) , pj,ιψ
j,ι
∆,J,m(t1, t2, X) = ψj+1,ι

∆,J,m+1(t1, t2, X) . (1.10)

Together, p and q suffice to construct all the special functions ψ from the ‘ground states’ ψj,j∆,J,0(t1, t2).

This concludes our construction of the special functions ψ.

1.3 Plan of the paper

The plan of this paper is as follows. In the next section we will introduce the main mathematical back-

ground, and in particular the Harish-Chandra radial component map. This will allow us to compute the

spinning Casimir operators for the d-dimensional conformal group with any spin assignment. In addition,

we also construct the two types of differential shifting operators that we described above. These can be

used to build solutions of the Casimir differential equations from simpler seeds, very much in the same

spirit as constructions in the CFT literature by Costa et al. [3] and in [6]. Applications of the general

theory to CFT correlation functions are discussed in sections 3 and 4. These require to uncover the precise

relation (1.3) between correlation and spherical functions. We shall illustrate this in section 3, where we

review this relation, and in particular the construction of Ξ from group theory, for spinning four-point

functions in any dimension d from [29, 30]. With the appropriate factor Ξ, the wave functions Ψ eigenfunc-

tions of the universal Casimir operators that were derived in Section 2. We shall also review briefly how

these universal Casimir operators for spinning four-point functions were used recently in [32] to study the

OPE limit of multipoint functions with more that N = 4 scalar field insertions. This application illustrates

nicely the power of universality. In section 4, we discuss new applications to defect CFTs for a defect of

co-dimension q = 2. Starting with the defect channel, we construct the factor Ξ that uplifts a spinning

bulk-bulk two-point function in the presence of a defects to spherical function in the first subsection.

Then we construct the associated spherical functions explicitly, as outlined in the previous subsection,
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using many of the general constructions and results of section 2. The second subsection addresses a sim-

ilar problem for the bulk channel. Once again we uplift spinning bulk-bulk two-point correlations in the

presence of the defect to spherical functions in the harmonic analysis of the bulk conformal group. The

Casimir equations that characterise these spherical functions are very closely related to those for spinning

four-point functions with two scalar and two spinning fields. This extends similar relations for scalar

correlators in the presence of defects with q = 2, see e.g. [20] and references therein. Once again, solutions

for spinning bulk channel blocks are constructed explicitly through a set of differential shifting operators

by acting on the seeds that were built in [22]. In comparison to usual CFT treatments, see e.g. [3, 4] and

[6], our differential shifting operators act in the cross ratios, which makes them rather compact and easy

to use. Finally, the third part of section 4 develops a intriguing application to three-point functions of

two bulk and one defect local field that is inserted along a q = 2 defect. We shall show that the Casimir

equation for such a system in the bulk channel is once again controlled by the universal spinning Casimir

operators introduced in section 2. The associated defect channel blocks were constructed recently in [31].

The paper concludes with a brief summary and a list of interesting future directions.

2 Universal Spinning Casimir and Shifting Operators

This section is devoted to the main mathematical background that allows us to write universal Casimir and

shifting operators for spinning four-point and other types of conformal blocks: the Harish-Chandra radial

component map. In the first subsection we shall illustrate the main ingredients of constructions to follow

at the example of the 1-dimensional conformal group SO(1, 2). In particular, we shall explain the notions

of spherical functions and Cartan decomposition in this case, compute the Laplacian on spherical functions

and describe its relation to Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonians. In this context we shall also meet the first

simple instance of the radial component map, as well as shift operators. Then we shall dive into the general

theory, with the group SO(d, 2) providing a recurring key example. The second subsection contains all

the relevant background concerning Cartan decompositions and spherical functions. The Harish-Chandra

radial component map is then introduced at the beginning of the third subsection before it is used in the

forth subsection to calculate the universal Laplacian and two types (’external’ and ’internal’) of weight-

shifting operators. Some background on Lie algebras and our notation is collected in appendix A. Our

conventions mostly follow [33] (see also [34] for a related discussion).

2.1 Illustration: Casimir operators for SO(1,2)

Before entering the somewhat technical discussion of the Harish-Chandra radial component map and its

applications below, we want illustrate the main concepts and constructions at the example of the group

G = SO(1, 2) of rank one. We work with the usual basis {H,E+, E−} for its Lie algebra g = so(1, 2)

whose Lie brackets take the form

[H,E+] = E+, [H,E−] = −E−, [E+, E−] = 2H . (2.1)

The group SO(1, 2) has a number of interesting subgroups. Here we shall focus on the maximal compact

subgroup K ∼= U(1) ⊂ G. The latter is generated by the element Y = 1
2 (E+ − E−). Elements of the
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subgroup K take the form k = exp(ϕY ), i.e. they are parametrised by an angle ϕ. Once we have fixed

our subgroup K we can naturally introduce the following spaces of K-K covariant functions

Γm,n = {f : G −→ C | f(eϕY geψY ) = ei(mϕ−nψ)f(g)} ,

where m,n ∈ Z are two integers. Since the group G is 3-dimensional and we have imposed covariance

conditions under left and right translations with elements of the 1-dimensional subgroup K, these K-K

covariant functions depend effectively on a single coordinate. More precisely, if we parametrise elements

g ∈ G as

g(ϕ, t, ψ) = eϕY etHeψY , (2.2)

then the values f(exp(tH)) clearly determine f uniquely, due to the covariance properties that define the

subspace Γm,n. Elements f ∈ Γm,n are known as K-spherical functions.

Our goal is to compute the restriction of the Laplacian on the group G to the subspace of K-spherical

functions. Note that the full Laplacian ∆ on G commutes with left and right regular actions and therefore

acts within the space Γm,n. To find the action of ∆ on functions F (t) = f(exp(tH)) is straightforward.

First we can write the Laplacian in the coordinates ϕ, t, ψ which we have introduced in eq. (2.2),

∆ = ∂2
t + coth t ∂t +

1

sinh2 t

(
∂2
ϕ − 2 cosh t∂ϕ∂ψ + ∂2

ψ

)
. (2.3)

In these coordinates, the restriction to K-K covariant functions can now be implemented by the simple

substitutions ∂ϕ −→ im and ∂ψ −→ −in due to covariance properties of our functions f . The resulting

differential operator on K spherical functions reads

∆m,n = ∂2
t + coth t ∂t −

1

sinh2 t

(
m2 + 2mn cosh t+ n2

)
. (2.4)

To derive eq. (2.3), one observes that the Laplace-Beltrami operator on G coincides with the quadratic

Casimir built out of invariant vector fields. One may use either left- or right-invariant fields - both

prescriptions lead to the same operator. Invariant vector fields are in turn encoded in the Maurer-Cartan

form.

While the calculation of the Laplacian on K-spherical functions we have just performed was rather simple,

it may at least seem a bit unnatural that we had to choose some specific coordinates on the subgroup K

and write the Laplace operator for G before we descended to the K-K covariant functions. Note that the

final formula for the Laplacian on spherical functions does not remember the choice of coordinates on K.

The only information that matters is our choice of the two representations of K which we parametrised by

the integers m,n. Here lies the key to the understanding of the Harish-Chandra radial component map.

In fact, we can observe that we could have obtained a very close cousin of our formula (2.3) directly in

the universal enveloping algebra U(so(2, 1)) of g. Given some fixed element h = exp(tH) of G we can

pass to a basis (H,Y ′, Y ) of the Lie algebra g that consists of the Cartan generator H along with the two

elements

Y ′ = h−1Y h =
1

2
(e−tE+ − etE−) and Y =

1

2
(E+ − E−) . (2.5)
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Note that the choice of the basis depends on the parameter t which needs to be sufficiently generic in

order for H,Y ′ and Y to be linearly independent. We can now rewrite the quadratic Casimir element C2

of the conformal Lie algebra in terms of the new generators. Some simple manipulations give

C2 = H2 +
1

2
{E+, E−} = H2 + coth t H +

1

sinh2 t

(
Y ′2 − 2 cosh t Y ′Y + Y 2

)
. (2.6)

This is called the radial decomposition of the quadratic Casimir element C2. In deriving the expression

we imposed an ordering prescription that instructs us to move all the generators Y to the right of the

generators Y ′. The theorem of Harish-Chandra allows to directly write down the restrictions ∆m,n once

the radial decomposition is known. Namely, it asserts that the Casimir operator (2.6) is turned into ∆m,n

through the substitutions

H → ∂t, Y ′ → im, Y → −in . (2.7)

Comparison with our previous formula (2.3) shows that this claim holds true, at least in this example.

Conceptually, the substitution rules replace Y ′ and Y by the characters that govern the left and right

covariance laws of functions in Γm,n.

This seems like a good place to briefly illustrate the relation of the radial Laplacian spelled out in eq. (2.4)

with the associated hyperbolic Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonians we have mentioned in the introduction.

For the special case at hand, the Hamiltonian acts on functions in a single variable t only and it can

be identified with the hyperbolic Pöschl-Teller Hamiltonian. The latter is given by the following one-

dimensional Schrödinger operator

H
(a,b)
PT = −∂2

t + V PT
(a,b)(t) = −∂2

t −
ab

sinh2 t
2

+
(a+ b)2 − 1

4

sinh2 t
. (2.8)

It is easy to verify that the two operators ∆m,n and H
(a,b)
PT can be mapped to one another through

conjugation with the function δ(t) ≡
√

sinh t,

δ∆m,nδ
−1 = −H(im,in)

PT − 1

4
,

where the coupling constants a = im, b = in in the Pöschl-Teller potential on the right hand side are

determined by the parameters m,n that enter through the covariance law of our spherical functions. We

have actually not yet defined the radial component map for our example, though it was lurching in the

back when we evaluated the quadratic Casimir. In fact, The radial component map Π is defined on the

entire universal enveloping algebra U(g) and it sends elements in X ∈ U(g) to differential operators in a

single variable t with coefficients that are built out of Y ′, Y and t, i.e. the coefficients can be regarded

as U(k) ⊗ U(k) valued functions in the variable t. We will give a formal construction of the map in the

general case below. Here it suffices to have some operative understanding of how the assignment works.

Given any element X of U(g) we first express it in terms of the basis H, Y ′, Y , treating t as a formal

variable rather than just a number. Once this is done, we order the basis generators my moving all factors

Y ’ to the far left and all factors Y to the far right. Finally, we replace H by the differentiation with

respect to t. In our derivation of the radial Laplacian, we have applied this map to the quadratic Casimir

element C2 ∈ U(g). In the construction of the differential shifting operators, the Harish-Chandra radial
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component map is applied to the generators X of the Lie algebra g so that we obtain some first order

operators.

Even though it is certainly easy to construct eigenfunctions of the Pöschl-Teller Hamiltonian in terms of

the hypergeometric function 2F1, we do want to briefly discuss the construction of shifting operators in

this simple example. As was described in [19] already, left/right invariant vector fields on the conformal

group provide us with a set of differential operators which move between spaces Γm,n with different values

of m and n. Indeed, acting with invariant fields typically changes covariance laws. The radial component

map allows to ”project” these vector fields to operators in the single variable t much in the same way as

in the case of the Casimir element. To discuss the details, let us introduce the following elements in the

complexification gc of g,

F+ =
1

2
(E+ + E− + 2iH) , F− =

1

2
(E+ + E− − 2iH) .

It is easy to verify that the generators (iY, F+, F−) possess the same Lie brackets as our original generators

(H,E+, E−), see eq. (2.1). Note that the element Y plays a distinguished role in our discussion since

it appears in the covariance law that characterises our spherical functions f ∈ Γm,n. In terms of the

infinitesimal action of Y on functions, the covariance law implies the following first order differential

equations for spherical functions f ∈ Γm,n,

LY f = −inf, RY f = imf .

Here LX and RX denote the left and right invariant vector fields associated with elements X ∈ g,

respectively, i.e. they describe infinitesimal actions obtained from the right and left multiplication in

the group G. By acting with vector fields LF± and RF± the covariance properties of f are altered. For

example

LYLF+
f = ([LY ,LF+

] + LF+
LY )f = (L[Y,F+] −LF+

in)f = −i(n+ 1)LF+
f .

Since RY and LF+ commute, the right covariance of LF+f is the same as that of f . As a consequence,

we conclude that LF+
f ∈ Γm,n−1. Continuing along these lines one finds

LF±f ∈ Γm,n±1 , RF±f ∈ Γm±1,n . (2.9)

So far, we shown that the operators LF± and RF± map spaces of spherical functions to each other, but

what about the eigenfunctions of the differential operators ∆m,n that act on spherical functions? Recall

that the Laplacian ∆m,n has been obtained by restricting the Laplacian on the conformal group. Since

the latter commutes with all left and right invariant vector fields, we conclude that eigenfunctions of ∆m,n

are actually mapped onto each other, i.e. the action of LF± and RF± on spherical functions respects the

decomposition with respect to eigenfunctions of the Laplacian. In order to obtain explicit expressions

for the restriction of these first order differential operators on spherical functions we simply apply the

Harish-Chandra map Π that we described above. In the first step, the map instructs us to express F± in

terms of the basis (H,Y ′, Y ). This gives

F+ = coth t Y − 1

sinh t
Y ′ + iH, F− = coth t Y − 1

sinh t
Y ′ − iH . (2.10)
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Since F± is linear in the Lie algebra generators, we do not need to reorder anything and can simply apply

the substitutions (2.7), This results in a set of first order operators that act on functions in a single variable

t as

p+
m,n := i

(
∂t − n coth t− m

sinh t

)
, p−m,n := i

(
−∂t − n coth t− m

sinh t

)
.

It is instructive to verify explicitly that these operators satisfy the following exchange relations with the

Laplacians ∆m,n,

∆m,n+1p
+
m,n = p+

m,n∆m,n , ∆m,n−1p
−
m,n = p−m,n∆m,n . (2.11)

Operators q± that shift the left representation m may be constructed similarly. We shall refer to p±m,n

and q±m,n as differential shifting operators. As we have shown in detail, they indeed shift the weights of

the representations of K that characterise the covariance law of spherical functions.

This concludes our discussion of Casimir operators and the radial component map in the case of the 1-

dimensional conformal group SO(1, 2). In the remainder of this section, we will describe how the above

discussion generalises to higher-dimensional non-compact Lie groups. It will turn out that we can find the

action of the Laplacian on K-spherical functions once again by writing the radial decomposition of the

quadratic Casimir element. In order to do so, we need to introduce suitable generators (h, y, y′) which are

defined similarly to the generators (H,Y, Y ′) we introduced for so(1, 2) above. To obtain the restriction

of ∆ to a space of spherical functions, one replaces generators y′ and y by representation operators from

the left and right covariance laws. Weight-shifting operators, which intertwine between radial parts of

the Casimir on different spaces of spherical functions, are similarly obtained from radial decompositions

of sets of elements of g which form a representation of k under the adjoint action. It is always possible

to eliminate first order derivatives from radial parts of the Laplacian and thus bring it to the form of a

Schrödinger operator. The Pöschl-Teller problem from above generalises to spinning Calogero-Sutherland

models.

2.2 Relevant group theoretical background

The main goal of this subsection is to collect all the group theoretical background, both in terms of

concepts and notations, that is needed to discuss the radial component map. As we explained in the

introduction, spherical functions are in the very centre of our considerations. So, we shall introduce and

discuss these first before we gradually zoom into the cases that appear in the context of CFT.

2.2.1 Spherical functions

To begin with, let G be any group and K some subgroup. In the most standard setup, G is assumed to

be a real Lie group and K its maximal compact subgroup, but we do not have to make these assumptions

throughout most of our discussion and prefer to keep the discussion a bit more general. Let us stress that

in most applications to CFT, neither the group G nor the subgroup K is compact. As part of the general

setup we pick two irreducible representations ρl and ρr of the subgroup K. We shall denote their carrier

spaces by Wl and Wr, respectively. The space of K-spherical functions is defined as

Γρl,ρr = {f : G −→ Hom(Wr,Wl) | f(klgkr) = ρl(kl)f(g)ρr(kr); g ∈ G , kl,r ∈ K } . (2.12)
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In order to make the covariance law that defines spherical functions even more explicit, we choose a basis

{ea} of Wl and similarly a basis {eα} of Wr. We shall use the Dirac notation and write basis elements of

Hom(Wr,Wl) ∼= Wl ⊗W ∗r as |ea〉〈eα|. Given such a choice of basis, the covariance properties of spherical

functions f may be written as

faα(klgkr) = ρal;b(kl)f
b
β(g)ρβr;α(kr) .

Examples of spherical functions can be easily found among various matrix elements of irreducibles of the

group G. Indeed, let π be a unitary irreducible representation of G on the carrier space V with a basis

{ei} and assume that the K-modules Wl and Wr both appear in the restriction π to the subgroup K.

Then we have

πaα(klgkr) = 〈ea|π(kl)|ei〉〈ei|π(g)|ej〉〈ej |π(kr)|eα〉 .

Note that even though we started with a very small subset of the matrix elements πij such that ei = ea ∈
Wl and ej = eα ∈Wr, the sums on the right hand side can involve many more matrix elements in general.

In order for the right hand side to involve sums over basis elements of Wl,r only, we shall assume that the

restriction of π to K has simple spectrum, i.e. that every irreducible of K appears at most once in the

restriction of π. If the restriction to K of any unitary irreducible π ∈ Ĝ has simple spectrum, K is said

to be big in G.1 By orthogonality of matrix elements, we obtain non-zero contributions only from i = b

and j = β,

πaα(klgkr) = ρal;b(kl)π
b
β(g)ρβr;α(kr) . (2.13)

We conclude that, in case K is big in G, the collection of matrix elements {πaα} provides us with a

K-spherical function.

Among various pairs of a group G and a subgroup K, especially interesting are the so-called Gelfand pairs.

To introduce this notion, we consider the convolution product

(f1 ∗ f2)(g) =

∫
G

dg1 f1(g1)f2(g−1
1 g) , (2.14)

of two K-spherical functions f1 ∈ Γρl,1, f2 ∈ Γ1,ρr . Here, dg denotes the Haar measure on G and 1 the

trivial representation of K. The right-covariance of f1 ∗ f2 is immediate

(fa1 ∗ f2α)(gk) =

∫
G

dg1 f
a
1 (g1)f2α(g−1

1 gk) =

∫
G

dg1 f
a
1 (g1)f2β(g−1

1 g)ρβr;α(k) = (fa1 ∗ f2β)(g)ρβr;α(k) .

For the left-covariance, we use properties of the Haar measure to deduce

(fa1 ∗ f2α)(kg) =

∫
G

dg1 f
a
1 (g1)f2α(g−1

1 kg) =

∫
G

dg2 f
a
1 (kg2)f2α(g−1

2 g)

=

∫
G

dg2 ρl(k)abf
b
1(g2)f2α(g−1

2 g) = ρl(k)ab(f
b
1 ∗ f2α)(g) .

Therefore, the convolution product f1∗f2 is a (ρl, ρr)-spherical function, i.e. f1∗f2 ∈ Γρl,ρr . In particular,

the space Γ1,1 of functions f : G −→ C that are bi-invariant under K is closed under convolutions. If this

1A subgroup K ≤ G is big iff and only if the convolution algebra of functions f : G −→ C which satisfy f(kgk−1) = f(g)

is commutative, [35].
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convolution algebra is commutative, K is said to be a spherical subgroup of G and (G,K) is called a

Gelfand pair. There are several other equivalent ways to define Gelfand pairs. One of them, under

suitable assumptions on G and K, is to require that the geometric representation of G on the space of

functions on G/K has simple spectrum. There is also a simple useful criterion for identifying Gelfand

pairs: if there exists an anti-automorphism s of the group G such that for all its elements g ∈ G one can

factorise s(g) = klgkr with kl,r ∈ K, then (G,K) is a Gelfand pair. Finally, if G is a simple real Lie group

and K its maximal compact subgroup, it can be shown that (G,K) is a Gelfand pair. This is the context

in which Gelfand pairs appear here. For this particular case we now want to derive a new characterisation

of the space Γ of spherical functions. This requires a bit of preparation.

When G is a simple real Lie group and K its maximal compact subgroup, every element of G may be

factorised as g = klhkr where kl, kr ∈ K. Here h ∈ Ap is an element of an abelian subgroup Ap. In the

case G = SO(n,m), this abelian subgroup Ap has dimension min(m,n). We shall discuss its infinitesimal

generators in the next subsection. Such a factorisation of g into a product involving kl,r and h is called

the Cartan decomposition and we write G = KApK. Looking at our definition of K-spherical functions,

we see that elements f ∈ Γρl,ρr are uniquely fixed by their restriction F = f |Ap to the abelian subgroup

Ap. On the other hand, not every V = Hom(Wl,Wr)-valued function F on Ap can arise through the

restriction of a K-spherical function. Actually there are two issues to consider. On the one hand, an orbit

KhK with h ∈ Ap can intersect Ap multiple times. If that happens, the values the restriction F takes

on the various intersection points are not independent. On the other hand, group elements g may possess

different Cartan decompositions. Whenever this happens, we have several ways to extend a K-spherical

function from Ap to g which of course have to coincide in order to obtain a function on G. This imposes

constraints on the values F takes. In order to make a rigorous statement about the relation between Γρl,ρr

and Fun(Ap, V ) we need a bit of preparation.

Given our Gelfand pair (G,K), we can introduce two important subgroups of K. The first one is the the

normaliser of Ap in K, i.e.

NK(Ap) ≡ {k ∈ K | khk−1 ∈ Ap for all h ∈ Ap} . (2.15)

Note that the adjoint action of NK(Ap) ⊂ K on K leaves Ap invariant as a subgroup, but it acts non-

trivially in elements h ∈ Ap. The centraliser M of Ap in K is defined by the stricter condition

M = { k ∈ K | khk−1 = h for all h ∈ Ap } ⊂ NK(Ap) . (2.16)

It is easy to see that M is normal in NK(Ap), i.e. that the adjoint action of NK(Ap) leaves the subgroup

M invariant. Hence their quotient

W = NK(Ap)/M , (2.17)

is a group as well. This group W is referred to as the restricted Weyl group of the of the pair (G,K). By

construction, the restricted Weyl group W acts on the abelian subgroup Ap. This is because the action

of the normaliser NK(Ap) on Ap is stabilised by the centraliser M .

Now we can give a more precise statement concerning the two issues we mentioned above. On the one

hand, it is easy to see that two elements h, h′ ∈ Ap are in the same orbit, i.e. h′ ∈ KhK if and only if
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h′ can be obtained from the h by acting with some element of the restricted Weyl group W . The second

issue that is caused by the non-uniqueness of the Cartan decomposition can also be understood easily.

Note that the freedom in the Cartan decomposition is described by the centraliser M . In fact given one

decomposition g = klhkr we can pass to g = klm
−1hmkr for any m ∈ M . Hence, if we want a V -valued

function F on Ap to possess a single valued K ×K covariant extension to G, we need to ensure that F

takes values in the space VM of M -invariant elements in V .

In order to summarise our findings we note that the space of VM -valued functions Fun(Ap, V
M ) on Ap

admits an action of the normaliser subgroup NK(Ap) which is defined by

(n · F )(h) = ρ(n)F (n−1hn) . (2.18)

Here ρ denotes the action of NK(Ap) on VM . Since elements m ∈ M ⊂ NK(Ap) act trivially on the

base Ap and the fibre VM , the action (2.18) descends to an action of the restricted Weyl group W on

Fun(Ap, V
M ). We thereby conclude that restriction map f 7→ F = f |Ap gives an isomorphism π of vector

spaces

π : Γρl,ρr −→ Fun(Ap, V
M )W . (2.19)

In this way we have obtained a new characterisation of the space of spherical functions for a pair (G,K)

of a real simple Lie group G and its maximal compact subgroup K. According to the statement (2.19), in

this case spherical functions can be regarded as W -invariant functions on the abelian subgroup Ap ⊂ G

that take values in the the space VM of M -invariants in V = Hom(Wl,Wr). Note that elements of the

restricted Weyl group W act on both Ap and VM .

Given the isomorphism (2.19), we can now formulate the problem that is solved by the Harish-Chandra

radial component map. Note that the space Γ on the left hand side consists of functions on the group

G. As such, elements of Γ can be acted upon with left- and right-invariant differential operators. For

those operators that preserve Γ, one may now wonder how the action passes through the isomorphism π,

i.e. whether one can compute their action directly in terms of differential operators on Fun(Ap, V
M )W ,

without passing to the group G. The answer is assertive and the Harish-Chandra radial component map

provides a constructive solution to the challenge. Before we get there, however, we need to introduce some

more concepts and notations related to Lie algebras and Cartan decompositions.

2.2.2 Lie algebra and Cartan decomposition

In this subsection, we shall continue to assume that G is a real non-compact simple Lie group and K its

maximal compact subgroup as we turn attention from spherical functions to vector fields, i.e. discuss some

central notions and notations concerning the Lie algebra g of G and various Lie subalgebras thereof. Our

notations regarding the root system of g are collected in appendix A. We consider the Cartan decomposition

of g, i.e. the decomposition into the Lie subalgebra k and its orthogonal complement

g = k⊕ p . (2.20)

The subalgebra k and the subspace p of g can be characterised as eigenspaces of an involutive isomorphism

θ acting on g which is known as the Cartan involution. By definition, elements of k are left invariant by

the action of θ, i.e. θ(X) = X for X ∈ k, while elements X ∈ p are sent to −X = θ(X).
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Let ap be a maximal (ad-diagonalisable) abelian subspace of p. The dimension of ap is called the real rank

of G. We will denote the real rank by l and pick some basis {H1, ...,Hl} for ap. The space g carries the

adjoint action of ap and can be decomposed into joint eigenspaces of adHi ,

g = ap ⊕m⊕
∑
λ∈Σ

gλ . (2.21)

Here, m is the centraliser of ap in k. The first two summands make up the subspace of g on which all adHi

vanish. We regard the objects λ that we sum over in the final term as linear maps on ap and define gλ ⊂ g

as the subspace on which [H,X] = λ(H)X for all X ∈ gλ and H ∈ ap. Linear functionals λ are referred to

as restricted roots and gλ are the associated restricted root spaces. The set of restricted roots is denoted

by Σ. When the meaning is clear from the context, we will drop the adjective ”restricted” and refer to

the objects λ simply as roots etc. We observe that θ(gλ) = g−λ since all elements in p have eigenvalue −1

under the Cartan involution θ and ap is a subspace of p.

The validity of the decomposition (2.21) rests on the following observation. By the properties of the

Cartan decomposition (2.20), the following bilinear form on g (where κ is the Killing form)

(x, y)θ ≡ −κ(x, θ(y)) , (2.22)

is positive-definite and turns g into a Hilbert space. It is not difficult to verify that, with respect to this

inner product, one has ad∗X = −adθ(X) for all X ∈ g. Given that θ(Hi) = −Hi, this implies that the

operators adHi are hermitian and hence they possess real eigenvalues. We conclude that the decomposition

(2.21) holds and is orthogonal with respect to the scalar product (, )θ. Furthermore, these remarks allow

to define positive restricted roots with respect to the basis {Hi} (and the ordering of basis vectors) in the

usual way: we say that λ is positive if the first non-zero entry of the sequence (λ(Hi)) is positive. The set

of positive restricted roots is denoted by Σ+.

In contrast with the ordinary root spaces of complex simple Lie algebras, restricted root spaces gλ may

not be one-dimensional. The dimension of the space gλ is denoted by m(λ) and called the multiplicity of

the root λ. The half-sum of positive roots, counted with multiplicities, is denoted by ρ,

ρ ≡ 1

2

∑
λ∈Σ+

m(λ)λ . (2.23)

It seems appropriate to refer to ρ as the restricted Weyl vector. The Weyl group of the root system Σ is

the restricted Weyl group (2.17).

The decomposition (2.21) along with the notion of positive restricted roots also provides us with a Gauss

decomposition

g = ap ⊕m⊕ n⊕ n̄ where n ≡
∑
λ∈Σ+

gλ , (2.24)

and n̄ = θ(n) are obtained from the partial sums over restricted positive and negative roots λ, respectively.

Another closely related decomposition is the Iwasawa decomposition which is discussed in appendix A.

It is possible to identify elements in the set Σ of restricted roots with those (ordinary) roots of g that do

not vanish on the subspace ap. Furthermore, we can even split such roots α of g into positive and negative
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roots. We write α ∈ P+ if the restriction of α to ap belong to the set Σ+ of restricted positive roots. Now

let α ∈ P+ ∪ (−P+) be any root of g with a non-vanishing restriction to ap. Then we can decompose the

associated element eα as2

eα = yα + zα, where yα =
eα + θ(eα)

2
∈ kc, zα =

eα − θ(eα)

2
∈ pc . (2.25)

In order to write down an explicit expression of the quadratic Casimir element, we introduce a basis

{X1, ..., Xm} of mc and set gpq = κ(Xp, Xq). Similarly, hij = κ(Hi, Hj) is the restriction of the Killing

form to ap. Inverses of gpq and hij are denoted by gpq and hij , as usual. It is a standard result that the

quadratic Casimir element of g takes the form

C2 = gpqXpXq + hijHiHj +
∑
α∈P+

{eα, e−α} . (2.26)

This form of the quadratic Casimir is adapted to the Gauss decomposition (2.24) and will be our starting

point for the evaluation of the Laplacian on K-spherical functions in the next subsection.

Before we close this subsection, let us briefly illustrate the relevant Lie theoretic constructions on the

example of the Lie algebra g = so(d, 2). The Lie bracket for the generators {Lαβ}, α, β = 0, 1, ..., d+ 1 is

formally similar to that of the usual Lorentz algebra,

[Lαβ , Lγδ] = ηβγLαδ − ηαγLβδ + ηβδLγα − ηαδLγβ , (2.27)

except that the metric is now given by ηαβ = diag(−1, 1, ..., 1,−1), i.e. it has two timelike directions. In

the (d+ 2)-dimensional vector representation, the Lorentz generators are given by

Lαβ = ηαγEγβ − ηβγEγα , (2.28)

where (Eαβ)ij = δαiδβj are the usual elementary matrices. The Cartan decomposition of g involves the

following two summands k and p which are given by

k = span{L0,d+1, Lij} ∼= so(2)⊕ so(d), p = span{L0i, Li,d+1}, i, j = 1, ..., d . (2.29)

Indeed, we see that k is the Lie algebra of the maximal compact subgroup K ∼ SO(2) × SO(d) of the

group G ∼ SO(d, 2). The corresponding Cartan involution θ may be realised as conjugation by the Weyl

inversion

w = diag(−1, 1, ..., 1,−1) . (2.30)

Clearly, the real rank of G is equal to two. We will chose a basis for ap that consists of the two elements

H1 = L01 , H2 = Ld,d+1 . (2.31)

For the centraliser m of the abelian subalgebra ap in k one finds

m = span{Lab}, a, b = 2, ..., d− 1 . (2.32)

2We write gc = g⊗ C, and similarly for all other Lie groups and Lie algebras under consideration.
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Obviously, the centraliser m ∼= so(d− 2) is isomorphic to the (d− 2)-dimensional rotation algebra. Unless

stated otherwise, indices α, β..., i, j... and a, b... will always assume the range as in the previous equations.

The pair (g, k) has four restricted roots that possess a (d− 2)-dimensional root space.3 These are given by

g(1,0) = span{ea(1,0) ≡ L0a + L1a}, g(−1,0) = span{ea(−1,0) ≡ L0a − L1a}, (2.33)

g(0,1) = span{ea(0,1) ≡ Lad − La,d+1}, g(0,−1) = span{ea(0,−1) ≡ −Lad − La,d+1} . (2.34)

In addition, there also exist four restricted roots for which the associated root space is 1-dimensional. The

associated root vectors are given by

e(1,1) =
1√
2

(L0d + L1d − L0,d+1 − L1,d+1), e(1,−1) =
1√
2

(L0d + L1d + L0,d+1 + L1,d+1), (2.35)

e(−1,1) =
1√
2

(L0d − L1d − L0,d+1 + L1,d+1), e(−1,−1) =
1√
2

(L0d − L1d + L0,d+1 − L1,d+1) . (2.36)

We have chosen the signs such that the above vectors behave as θ(e
(a)
λ ) = −e(a)

−λ under the action of

the Cartan involution θ. Here and in the following, the upper index (a) is used when we want to deal

simultaneously with the vectors listed in eqs. (2.33)-(2.36). In case the restricted root λ corresponds

to one of the 1-dimensional root spaces, the upper index (a) should be omitted. Furthermore, we have

normalised our root vectors such that

[e
(a)
λ , e

(a)
−λ] = 2λ ·H, H = (H1, H2) . (2.37)

We proclaim the positive restricted roots to be

Σ+ = {(1, 0), (0, 1), (1, 1), (1,−1)} . (2.38)

Finally, given that the Cartan involution is obtained by conjugation with the Weyl inversion (2.30), it is

easy to read off the elements defined in eqs. (2.25). For the positive restricted roots, these are given by

ya(1,0) = L1a, ya(0,1) = Lad, za(1,0) = L0a, za(0,1) = −La,d+1, (2.39)

y(1,±1) =
1√
2

(L1d ∓ L0,d+1), z(1,±1) =
1√
2

(L0d ∓ L1,d+1) . (2.40)

The corresponding expressions for negative restricted roots are obtained using the symmetry properties

y
(a)
−λ = −y(a)

λ and z
(a)
−λ = z

(a)
λ . This concludes our review of the group theoretical background that is needed

for the discussion of the Harish-Chandra radial component map.

2.3 Harish-Chandra’s radial component map

After the extensive preparation in the previous subsection we are now in position to introduce the main

actor of this work: Harish-Chandra’s radial component map. All required notations have also been

introduced above. In particular, G continues to denote a real simple non-compact Lie group and K its

3We wish to bring to reader’s attention that, although the pair (λ, a) behaves like an α, vectors eaλ are not root vectors

of g = so(d, 2). Indeed we have [eaλ, τ(eaλ)] = [ebλ, τ(ebλ)] for a 6= b. But, in case of roots, hα = hβ implies that α = β.
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maximal compact subgroup. The construction of the radial component maps is based on the Cartan

decomposition G = KApK of G. Recall that Ap is an abelian Lie group whose dimension is called the

real rank of G. As we stated before, Harish-Chandra’s radial component map Π sends elements of the

complexified universal enveloping algebra U(gc) to differential operators on Ap whose coefficients take

values in U(kc)⊗ U(kc),

Π : U(gc) −→ Fun(Ap)⊗ U(apc)⊗ U(kc)⊗ U(kc) . (2.41)

Let us point out that the first two tensor factors on the right hand side form to the algebra of complex

valued differential operators on Ap.

The essential step in constructing the map Π is an infinitesimal version of the KApK decomposition that

we will now describe. As is clear from our discussion in the previous subsection, the Lie algebra k of K

admits the following decomposition

k = m⊕ q . (2.42)

Here, m is spanned by all elements of k that commute with ap and the orthogonal decomposition is

performed with respect to the quadratic form (2.22). The complexification qc is spanned by elements yα

with α ∈ P+ which we have introduced in eq. (2.25). For almost any element h ∈ Ap we can now obtain

a decomposition of the complexification gc as

gc = ap,c ⊕ h−1qch⊕ kc . (2.43)

It is important to restrict the second summand to the space h−1qch, i.e. to remove the centraliser mc of

ap,c, in order to fix the inherent gauge freedom of the Cartan decomposition, see our discussion around

eq. (2.15). For a simple proof of the decomposition (2.43) see [33]. One can think of eq. (2.43) as an

infinitesimal version of the KApK decomposition of G.

A direct sum decomposition of gc corresponds to a factorisation of the universal enveloping algebra U(gc),

U(gc) ∼= U(apc)⊗K2 , (2.44)

where we have introduced

K2 ≡ U(kc)⊗U(mc) U(kc) ∼= S(qc)⊗ U(kc) . (2.45)

The isomorphism of vector spaces on the two sides of eq. (2.44) is not canonical. In fact, we can easily

write down an entire family of isomorphisms Λlh that is parametrised by elements h ∈ Ap

Λlh : U(apc)⊗K2 −→ U(gc), Λlh(H ⊗ x⊗ y) = h−1xh H y . (2.46)

Here, elements of K2 are parametrised by pairs of elements x, y ∈ U(kc) subject the equivalence relation

that comes from the freedom to move a factor m ∈ U(mc) from the first to the second component. Let

us briefly check that Λlh is indeed well defined, i.e. that it is independent of the choice of representative

x⊗ y. So, we assume that x = x′m with m ∈ U(mc) to show

Λlh(H ⊗ x′m⊗ y) = h−1x′mh H y = h−1x′h H my = Λlh(H ⊗ x′ ⊗my) .
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In the process we have used that, by definition, elements m ∈ U(mc) commute with H and with h. Hence

the image Λlh assigns to its argument is indeed independent of the choice of representative. Clearly, we

could define a similar map Λr that conjugates y by h rather than x. We shall mostly focus on Λl and shall

therefore also drop the superscript l, i.e. we simply write Λ = Λl.

Let us stress that Λh provides an isomorphism of linear spaces for generic values of h. We can think of the

collection Λ = (Λh) as a map that takes a pair (h, Z) with h ∈ Ap and Z ∈ U(apc)⊗K2 to the element

Λ(h, Z) = Λh(Z) ∈ U(gc) .

Actually, we prefer to work with maps between linear spaces and therefore want to extend Λ linearly from

the group Ap to its group algebra Fun(Ap). We shall denote the associated map by Λ as well, i.e.

Λ : Fun(Ap)⊗ U(apc)⊗K2 → U(gc) . (2.47)

We are finally in a position to fully define Harish-Chandra’s (left) radial component map Π. In fact,

Π : U(gc) −→ Fun(Ap)⊗ U(apc)⊗K2 , (2.48)

is defined such that for almost all h ∈ Ap and all u ∈ U(gc) we have Λ(Π(u)) = u. In other words, the

radial component map sends elements in the universal enveloping algebra U(gc) to differential operators

on the abelian group Ap whose coefficients are valued in K2. The most important property of the radial

component map Π is that, for f ∈ Γρl,ρr ,

(uf)|Ap = Π(u)(f |Ap), ∀u ∈ U(gc) . (2.49)

Here, the action of u on f is defined through the the left regular action. A similar formula exists for the

right regular action but with Πr instead of Π = Πl. In dealing with K-spherical functions, this is a very

useful result. By definition, a K-spherical function on the group G is entirely determined by the values

it takes on Ap. If we want to act with left or right invariant vector fields on a spherical function, we first

need to extend these from Ap to G and apply the vector fields. The radial component map allows us to

shortcut this procedure and act directly on the restriction to Ap, without the need to extend to whole

of G. Let us note that the action of vector fields on spherical functions does not preserve the covariance

properties of a spherical function, in general. In other words, given f ∈ Γρl,ρr , the function uf is not in

Γρl,ρr unless e.g. u is a Casimir element so that it commutes with all k ∈ K. In case u does have this

property, the associated differential operators Π(u) does act with the space on the right hand side of eq.

(2.19) and we have π(uf) = Π(u)π(f).

2.4 Applications of the radial component map

As an application of the radial component map, we now wish to compute the radial part of the quadratic

Casimir, Π(C2), in terms of simple Lie-algebraic data. As we have pointed out, the left-hand side of eq.

(2.41) may be identified with the space of left-invariant differential operators on G and the right hand side

with differential operators on Ap with coefficients in U(kc)⊗ U(kc). By replacing the two copies of U(kc)

in eq. (2.41) by representations of K, the radial component map provides us with the restriction of the
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Laplacian to the appropriate space of K-spherical functions on G. In this sense, Π from above is universal

and captures simultaneously all spaces of K-spherical functions. Having obtained the universal spinning

Casimir, we will explain the construction of differential shifting operators. The latter are obtained in the

second subsection by applying the radial component map to certain vector fields. Differential shifting

operators are an important tool for the construction of eigenfunctions of spinning Casimir operators. In

combination with internal weight-shifting operators, described in the last subsection, they often suffice to

obtain all eigenfunctions of the spinning problem from those of the scalar case in which both ρl and ρr

are characters.

2.4.1 The universal spinning Casimir

In order to compute the radial part of the quadratic Casimir, i.e. the quantity Π(C2), let us begin by fixing

a generic point h = etiHi of Ap. Our first goal is to rewrite the quadratic Casimir operator in terms of the

generators of U(apc)⊗ U(kc)⊗ U(kc). Given our choice of h we introduce the shorthand y′α = h−1yαh for

the restricted root vectors that are obtained from yα ∈ kc, α ∈ P+ ∪ (−P+) by conjugation with h. More

explicitly these take the form

y′α =
1

2
h−1(eα + θ(eα))h =

1

2

(
e−α·teα + eα·tθ(eα)

)
= cosh(α · t)yα − sinh(α · t)zα . (2.50)

In the first and the third equality we used the definition of yα and zα, see eq. (2.25). The second equality

follows from θ(gλ) = g−λ. If one uses the last line to express zα in terms of yα, y
′
α and then substitutes

the result in eα = yα + zα, one arrives at

eα =
1

sinh(α · t)
(
eα·tyα − y′α

)
. (2.51)

Having found an expression for the restricted root vectors eα in terms of yα and y′α we can now turn to

the Casimir operator (2.26) and evaluate the products

eαe−α =
−1

sinh2(α · t)
(yαy−α + y′αy

′
−α − eα·tyαy′−α − e−α·ty′αy−α)

=
−1

sinh2(α · t)
(yαy−α + y′αy

′
−α − eα·ty′−αyα − e−α·ty′αy−α − eα·t[yα, cosh(α · t)y−α + sinh(α · t)z−α]) .

To get to the second line, we commuted y′−α past yα to the left and used the equation (2.50). Applying θ

to the last expression transforms y′α to hyαh
−1 and changes the sign of the term that involves z. Replacing

α by −α and simultaneously h by h−1 we find

θ(e−αeα) =

=
−1

sinh2(α · t)
(
y−αyα + y′−αy

′
α − eα·ty′αy−α − e−α·ty′−αyα − eα·t[y−α, cosh(α · t)yα − sinh(α · t)zα]

)
.

Summing the last two equations leads to

eαe−α + θ(e−αeα) = −
{yα, y−α}+ {y′α, y′−α} − 2 cosh(α·t)(y′αy−α+y′−αyα)

sinh2(α · t)
− eα·t([y−α, zα]− [yα, z−α])

sinh(α · t)
.
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Notice that the first term on the right-hand side is invariant under α 7→ −α. Consequently, one may

deduce∑
α∈P+

{eα, e−α} =
1

2

∑
α∈P+

(
{eα, e−α}+ θ ({eα, e−α})

)

= −
∑
α∈P+

(
{yα, y−α}+ {y′α, y′−α} − 2 cosh(α · t)(y′αy−α + y′−αyα)

sinh2(α · t)
+ coth(α · t)([y−α, zα]− [yα, z−α])

)

= −
∑
α∈P+

(
{yα, y−α}+ {y′α, y′−α} − 2 cosh(α · t)(y′αy−α + y′−αyα)

sinh2(α · t)
− coth(α · t)hα̃

)
,

where hα̃ is defined by α̃(H) = κ(hα̃, H) for all H ∈ ap. In arriving at this formula we have also used

that the sum on the left side is actually invariant under the action of the Cartan involution θ. To get to

the last line we used that hα̃ is also the pc-part of hα. Therefore, by taking the pc-part of the relation

[eα, e−α] = hα we obtain

[yα, z−α] + [zα, y−α] = hα̃ , (2.52)

which was substituted in the last step of the above manipulation. From these auxiliary results it is now

simple to read off the radial part of the quadratic Casimir operator (2.26). Writing y
(i)
α for the element

that equals yα on the i-th tensor factor of U(kc), we conclude

Π(C2) = Π(C
(m)
2 )+hijHiHj+

∑
α∈P+

coth(α·t)hα̃ −2
∑
α∈P+

y
(1)
α y

(1)
−α − 2 cosh(α · t)y(1)

α y
(2)
−α + y

(2)
α y

(2)
−α

sinh2(α · t)
. (2.53)

This is the main result of the present section. To turn the universal radial part into a differential operator

acting on K-spherical functions, we make the replacements Hi −→ ∂ti . The resulting differential operator

with coefficients in U(kc)⊗U(kc) will be denoted by the same letter as the element (2.53). If one furthermore

replaces the abstract generators y
(i)
α by matrices in representations ρl and ρr, one gets the the reduction

of the Laplacian Π(C2)ρl,ρr to the space of K-spherical functions Γρl,ρr . Notice that Π(Cm
2 )ρl,ρr is simply

a matrix of constants.

As claimed before, we can bring the radial part of the quadratic Casimir C2 into the form of a Schrödinger

operator. Indeed, this is achieved by conjugating the differential operator Π(C2) with the function

δ : Ap −→ C, δ(a) =
∏
α∈P+

√
sinh(α · t) . (2.54)

It is straightforward to verify that after conjugation with δ the first order terms are removed from the

differential operator Π(C2).

Up to now, our calculation was carried our for arbitrary Gelfand pairs. We will now specialise it to the

pair G = SO(d, 2) and K its maximal compact subgroup. As we explained in the previous subsection,

the real rank of this group is two and we have already selected the two generators H1 and H2 of the

2-dimensional abelian group Ap, see eq. (2.31). Given some choice of h = h(t1, t2) we can decompose the

vectors e
(a)
λ as

e
(a)
λ =

1

sinh(λ · t)

(
eλ·ty

(a)
λ − y

′(a)
λ

)
, λ ∈ Σ . (2.55)
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Following the general discussion this allows us to write the quadratic Casimir of SO(d, 2) in the following

form

C2 = H2
1 +H2

2 +
∑
λ∈Σ+

m(λ) coth(λ ·t)λ ·H+
y

(a)
λ y

(a)
λ − 2 cosh(λ · t)y′(a)

λ y
(a)
λ + y

′(a)
λ y

′(a)
λ

sinh2(λ · t)
− 1

2
LabLab . (2.56)

Here, we have written t = (t1, t2) and H = (H1, H2) and the summation over a is understood. Now we

can apply the Harish-Chandra radial component map. After conjugation with δ, we obtain the following

Schrödinger operator

H = ∂2
t1 + ∂2

t2 +
1

2

(
1

sinh2(t1 + t2)
+

1

sinh2(t1 − t2)

)
− (d− 2)(d− 4)

4

(
1

sinh2 t1
+

1

sinh2 t2

)
(2.57)

− d2 − 2d+ 2

2
+
∑
λ∈Σ+

y
(a)
λ y

(a)
λ − 2 cosh(λ · t)y′(a)

λ y
(a)
λ + y

′(a)
λ y

′(a)
λ

sinh2(λ · t)
− 1

2
LabLab .

By construction, this operator describes the action of the quadratic Casimir operator on K-spherical

functions where the latter are regarded as Weyl invariant vector valued functions on the abelian group

Ap with the help of the isomorphism (2.19). The formula (1.1) we spelled out in the introduction is a

close cousin of eq. (2.57). Namely, one starts from the pair (G,K) = (SO(d + 1, 1),SO(1, 1) × SO(d))

and performs the radial decomposition of the Casimir. From the discussion above, it is clear that the

statement of Harish-Chandra’s theorem applies to such a case as well.

2.4.2 The universal differential shifting operators

To construct spherical functions with high dimensional representations ρl and ρr, it is often useful to apply

differential shifting operators to spherical functions in a space Γρ0
l ,σ

0
r

with simpler (lower dimensional)

representations ρ0
l and ρ0

r. By definition, a differential shifting operator is a covariant differential operator

which maps spherical functions in one space Γρ0
l ,ρ

0
r

to spherical functions in another Γρl,ρr while commuting

with all Casimir elements. In this section, we will explain how to construct a set of differential shifting

operators by looking at radial parts of invariant vector fields on G.

The space g carries a representation of k under the adjoint action. Let us pick any one irreducible

component π of this representation and write its basis as {Xµ}

[k,Xµ] = π(k)µνX
ν , k ∈ k . (2.58)

Any element X ∈ g gives rise to left- and right-invariant vector fields on G, denoted LX and RX . Before

going on, let us make a few remarks about left and right regular actions. By left and right Maurer-Cartan

forms, we will understand the Lie algebra valued forms

g−1dg = dxiCLijX
j , dgg−1 = dxiCRijX

j , (2.59)

respectively. Here we introduced the coefficients CLij and CRij of these forms with respect to the coordinate

system (xi) on the group and a choice of basis elements Xi of the Lie algebra. Left- and right-invariant

vector fields in coordinates xi are computed as

LXi = CikL ∂xk , RXi = CikR ∂xk , (2.60)
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where CijL,R are inverses of CL,Rij . Note that left-invariant vector fields generate the right regular action

f(eεXg) = f(g) + ε (RXf) (g) + o(ε), f(geεX) = f(g) + ε (LXf) (g) + o(ε), ε→ 0 . (2.61)

With the above conventions, left-invariant fields satisfy the same commutation relations as Lie algebra

generators, while right-invariant vector fields satisfy the opposite brackets.

Having fixed the conventions, we return to K-spherical functions. Vector fields act on these functions

component-wise. Infinitesimally, the covariance conditions (2.12) read

Rkf
a
α = ρal;b(k)f bα, Lkf

a
α = faβρ

β
r;α(k), k ∈ k . (2.62)

Let us consider the the set of functions LXµf that are obtained from some K-spherical function f by

acting with a Lie derivative. Upon action with a vector field Lk, k ∈ k, these functions behave as

LkLXµf
a
α = ([Lk,LXµ ] + LXµLk)faα = π(k)µνLXνf

a
α + LXµf

a
βρ
β
r,α(k)

= (π(k)µνδ
β
α + δµν ρ

β
r,α(k))LXνf

a
β . (2.63)

Similarly, we can also evaluate the action of right invariant vector fields Rk with k ∈ k,

RkLXµf
a
α = LXµRkf

a
α = ρal,b(k)LXµf

b
α .

What we conclude from these two short calculations is that the set of functions LXµf belongs to the space

Γρl⊗1,ρr⊗π. Recall that in this subsection π denotes any irreducible component of the representation of the

maximal compact subgroup K obtained from the adjoint representation of G by restriction. Going through

the same type of analysis for the set of functions RXµf obtained through the action of right-invariant

vector fields, one may show that these are elements the space Γρl⊗π,ρr⊗1. Hence, the Lie derivatives LXµ

and RXµ act as shifting operators in the sense that they change covariance properties of f . Since invariant

vector fields commute with the Laplacian, they map eigenfunctions of the Laplacian to eigenfunctions of

the Laplacian.

By applying the radial component map Π = Πl to the Lie algebra generators Xµ ∈ g, we obtain differential

operators Πl(Xµ) on Ap with coefficients in K2. Harish-Chandra’s theorem (2.49) tells us the these

operators intertwine between radial parts of Laplacians reduced to Γρl,ρr and Γρl⊗π,ρr⊗1. In the example

of SO(d, 2), there exist two sets of such generators, namely,

Ai = L0i + Li,d+1 , Bi = L0i − Li,d+1 . (2.64)

Both sets transform in the vector representation of so(d) ⊂ k. The decomposition of g over k contains

also the third irreducible component, namely k itself. However, by definition, generators of k act on

spherical functions simply as matrices rather than differential operators. In terms of elements y
(a)
λ and

– 25 –



y
′(a)
λ , generators (2.64) read

A1 = H1 +
1√
2

(
coth(t1 − t2)y(1,−1) −

1

sinh(t1 − t2)
y′(1,−1) − coth(t1 + t2)y(1,1) +

1

sinh(t1 + t2)
y′(1,1)

)

B1 = H1 −
1√
2

(
coth(t1 − t2)y(1,−1) −

1

sinh(t1 − t2)
y′(1,−1) − coth(t1 + t2)y(1,1) +

1

sinh(t1 + t2)
y′(1,1)

)
Aa = coth t1y

a
(1,0) −

1

sinh t1
y′a(1,0) − coth t2y

a
(0,1) +

1

sinh t2
y′a(0,1)

Ba = coth t1y
a
(1,0) −

1

sinh t1
y′a(1,0) + coth t2y

a
(0,1) −

1

sinh t2
y′a(0,1) (2.65)

Ad = H2 +
1√
2

(
(coth(t1 − t2)y(1,−1) −

1

sinh(t1 − t2)
y′(1,−1) + coth(t1 + t2)y(1,1) −

1

sinh(t1 + t2)
y′(1,1)

)

Bd = −H2 +
1√
2

(
coth(t1 − t2)y(1,−1) −

1

sinh(t1 − t2)
y′(1,−1) + coth(t1 + t2)y(1,1) −

1

sinh(t1 + t2)
y′(1,1)

)
As in our discussion of the quadratic Casimir, it is now straightforward to apply the radial component

map and to obtain first order differential operators in the variables t1, t2. After conjugation with δ these

provide shifting operators for the associated spinning Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonians. The operators

we have discussed here shift the spin on the left and leave the right representation ρr unchanged. The

construction of operators that shift the right spin by using the appropriate variant of the radial component

map Πr is entirely analogous.

2.4.3 Weight-shifting operators

In this final subsection, we will construct another set of operators which, used together with differential

shifting operators from above, generate a very large class of spherical functions.

To appreciate the problem at hand, let us go back to the interpretation of spherical functions as matrix

elements, see section 2.2.1. It is then observed that differential shifting operators change external repre-

sentations ρl,r, but keep the internal representation π fixed. For this reason, we shall also refer to these

operators as external weight-shifting operators. Since the complexity of matrix elements depends both

on ρl,r and π, one would wish to obtain analogous internal weight-shifting operators which change π and

keep ρl,r fixed.

Our construction makes use of the fact that any space Γρl,ρr is a module over Γ1,1. Elements of the latter

are known as zonal spherical functions. Indeed, it is directly observed that if f0 is a zonal spherical function

and faα ∈ Γρl,ρr , the product f0f
a
α again belongs to Γρl,ρr . Furthermore, matrix elements satisfy

π′00π
a
α =

∑
πi⊂π′⊗π

ci π
a
i α . (2.66)

The ci-s are Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of G, but this will not be important for the argument below.

Assume that the tensor product π ⊗ π′ decomposes over a finite number of irreducibles π1, . . . , πn, each

with multiplicity one. If all these representations have different values of the quadratic Casimir, C2(πi),

then we have

(∆− C2(π1)) . . . (∆− C2(πn−1))
(
π′00π

a
α

)
= c πanα , (2.67)
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for some constant c. Should πn have the same value of the quadratic Casimir as some other representations

πj appearing in the decomposition, the same argument is repeated with higher higher Casimirs until all

representations except for πn are projected out. One can apply the radial component map to both sides

of eq. (2.67) and possible additional projectors. Due to properties of this map, it is applied to each term

in the composition on the left hand side separately, thus giving a comparatively simple equation.

If all the above assumptions are satisfied, we have succeeded in constructing πanα from π′00 and πaα.

In practice, representation π is taken to be simple so that πaα are known by external weight-shifting.

The representation π′ can be complicated, with π′00 still known, because this is an eigenfunction of the

much-studied scalar Calogero-Sutherland model. It is the complexity of π′ that allows to have complicated

representation πn appearing in the tensor product.

Finally, let us comment on the assumption about finiteness of the decomposition of π⊗π′ into irreducibles.

If G is a non-compact group, typically this assumption does not hold. However, it is satisfied for compact

groups G. In some applications therefore, our strategy will be to compute spherical functions for a Gelfand

pair with both G and K compact and then analytically continue results to cases when either G or both

G and K become non-compact. Details of this process will be given in examples below.

3 Applications to Bulk Conformal Field Theory

The first application of the universal spinning Casimir operators we constructed in the previous section

concerns the study of spinning four-point correlators in a d-dimensional bulk CFT. Spinning four-point

functions and the associated blocks have been the subject of intense studies since the influential work

[3, 4]. A very successful theory of spinning conformal blocks has been developed in the meantime that

constructs spinning blocks from scalar ones with the help of weight-shifting operators [6]. Below, we will

explain how the Casimir equations for spinning four-point blocks are related to the universal spinning

Calogero-Sutherland models constructed in the previous section. In fact, in order to establish the relation

all that remains to be discussed is the map between bulk four-point and K-spherical functions. This

map was derived in [29, 30] - we shall state a precise formula in eq. (3.12). As we have explained, along

with the Calogero-Sutherland formulation of Casimir equations comes a system of internal and external

weight-shifting operators. This differ from their relatives in the CFT literature in that they act directly on

the cross ratios. But just as their CFT cousin, our shift operators can be used to construct eigenfunctions

of the Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonians. The shifting operators will only be spelled out in the context

of defect correlators, see section 4. Note however, that the same formulas can be used for bulk four-point

functions since both Casimir equations are described by the same Calogero-Sutherland model.

3.1 Review: From four-point functions to spherical functions

Given four spinning fields that transform in representations σi of the group K = SO(1, 1) × SO(d) and

that are inserted at four points xi ∈ Rd, the desired relation between four-poinr correlators and spherical

fuunctions takes the form

G4(xi;σi) = Ξ(xi;σi) f(t1, t2; ρl, ρr) . (3.1)
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On the left hand side, f is a restriction to Ap of a K-spherical function with representations ρl and ρr of

K = SO(1, 1) × SO(d) which are determined by the weights and spins of the four fields. In a channel in

which we pair up the fields i = 1, 2 and those with index i = 3, 4, these representations are determined as

ρl(D) = ∆1 −∆2 , ρl(r) = σ1(r)⊗ σ̃2(r) , (3.2)

ρr(D) = ∆4 −∆3 , ρr(r) = σ3(r)⊗ σ̃4(r) , (3.3)

where D denotes the generator of dilations, r ∈ SO(d) is some element in the rotation group and σ̃i denotes

some appropriate conjugate of σi, see below. The abelian group Ap is generated by H1 = 1
2 (P2 +K2) and

H2 = −i
2 (P3 − K3) and parametrised as usual, h = etiHi . In relation (3.1) these coordinates should be

regarded as functions of the insertion points xi. The precise relation is actually not that difficult to spell

out

(cosh t1 − cosh t2)
2

=
4

z1z2
, (cosh t1 + cosh t2)

2
=

4(1− z1)(1− z2)

z1z2
, (3.4)

where z1 and z2 parametrise the standard cross ratios u = z1z2 and v = (1 − z1)(1 − z2) one can form

from the four insertion points xi.

It remains to discuss the prefactor Ξ that relates the four-point correlator G4(xi) with the K-spherical

function in eq. (3.1). Initially, when the relation between the two types of objects was first explored, such

prefactors were determined indirectly through a comparison of spinning Casimir differential equations. In

fact, there are a number of cases in which these differential equations for ordinary conformal blocks had

been worked out in the CFT literature, see [10] and [11] for the main examples in d = 3, 4, respectively. For

exactly those cases, the associated K-spherical functions and the Casimir differential equations they obey

were constructed in [18] and [19]. By comparing the two sets of differential equations it was then possible

to infer the prefactor Ξ for this limited set of cases in which blocks and K-spherical functions had both

been studied. An independent group theoretic construction of Ξ was developed later in [29]. The resulting

expression for Ξ were evaluated in case of the 3- and 4-dimensional conformal group. Remarkably, the

formulas for Ξ are also universal in spin, in the same sense in which the spinning Casimir equations for K-

spherical functions are universal. The group theoretic analysis of Ξ was later streamlined a bit further in

the context of superconformal algebras [30]. Since this construction of Ξ is crucial to understand the precise

relation between conformal blocks and K-spherical eigenfunctions of the spinning Casimir equations, we

will briefly review the main ideas here.

In order to do so, let us introduce a bit of notation. Group theoretic decompositions, such as the Cartan

and Gauss decomposition, have been discussed extensively already in section 2. Now we shall focus on the

factorisation g = mnk of an element g in the conformal group as a product of a translation m, a special

conformal transformation n and an element k from the subgroup K that is generated by dilations and

rotations. Let us parametrise translations m and special conformal transformations n by elements x ∈ Rd

such that

m(x) = ex·P , n(x) = wex·Pw−1 . (3.5)

Here, P -s denote the infinitesimal generators of translations as usual, and w = eπ
Kd+1−Pd+1

2 is the Weyl

inversion. Given an insertion point x we can then look at the following factorisation formula for the
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products wm(x) ∈ G with the Weyl inversion,

wm(x) = m(y(x))n(z(x)) k(t(x)) . (3.6)

Through the factorisation of wm(x) ∈ SO(d+ 1, 1) we have introduced the functions y(x), z(x) and t(x)

that determine how the parameters of the factors m, n and k depend on the choice of x ∈ Rd. Simple

expressions for these functions may be found in [36, 37]. Once they are known we introduce

yij = y(xij) , zij = z(xij) , tij = t(xij) , (3.7)

for xij = xi − xj ∈ Rd and i, j = 1, . . . , 4. By definition we therefore have

wm(xij) = m(yij)n(zij) k(tij) . (3.8)

With this notation introduced, we are now in a position to state the main result of [29]. It states that,

given a correlation function G4(xi) of four fields that transform in representations σi of the subgroup

K ⊂ G as described before, there exists a unique K-spherical function F such that

G4(xi) =
(

1⊗ σ2(k(t21))−1 ⊗ 1⊗ σ4(k(t43))−1
)
F (g(xi)) , (3.9)

where g(xi) = n(y21)−1m(x31)n(y43) . (3.10)

The covariance laws of F are governed by the two representations ρl and ρr that we introduced in eqs.

(3.2) and (3.3), i.e. F ∈ Γρl,ρr . A proof of this remarkable formula was originally given in [29]. For

the reader’s convenience we have included a more elegant derivation in Appendix D. Once we accept the

formula (3.9), it is not difficult to obtain eq. (3.1). All this requires is to apply the Cartan factorisation

to the argument g(xi) of F ,

g(xi) = kl(xi)a(xi)kr(xi) . (3.11)

The formula (3.9) and the covariance properties of F give

G4(xi) = σ1(kl)σ2

(
k(t21)−1kwl

)
σ3(k−1

r )σ4

(
k(t43)−1(k−1

r )w
)
F (a) . (3.12)

For simplicity, we dropped the dependence of Cartan factors on the insertion points, i.e. for example

kl = kl(xi). The concrete functional dependence has been worked out in [29]. We now see that G4(xi)

indeed has the form we claimed it to have in eq. (3.1) with a function f(t) = F (a(xi)) that is determined

by the values the K-spherical function F takes on the 2-dimensional abelian subgroup Ap, i.e. a function

of cross ratios only. Note that the calculation of the matrix prefactor Ξ is reduced to a group theoretic

decomposition that determines the factors k(tij), kl and kr in terms of the insertion points xi. For the

conformal group in d = 3 and d = 4 dimensions, this computation has been carried out in [29]. Once the

relevant group theoretic factors are known, they must be evaluated in representations σi that depend on

the weights and spins of the involved fields.

3.2 Application: OPE limits of six-point blocks

Now that we have reviewed how four-point functions G4(xi) of local operators may be written in terms

if K-spherical functions F with K = SO(d) × SO(1, 1), we can fully appreciate the importance of the
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radial component map in the context of CFT. In fact, we can now conclude that the differential equations

satisfied by the blocks are derived from the radial decomposition of the quadratic Casimir element. After

conjugation with the factor δ introduced in eq. (2.54) we obtain the spinning Calogero-Sutherland Hamil-

tonian (1.1). It seems quite remarkable that, with our choice of coordinates and ‘gauge factor’ Ω = Ξδ,

the spinning Casimir equations take such a compact form.

Nevertheless, one may wonder to which extend our new insights go beyond what was known about spinning

four-point blocks in the CFT literature. Part of the answer lies in the difference between universal and

recursive. The most powerful existing weight-shifting techniques allow to construct conformal blocks

recursively, e.g. increasing the rank of the involved tensors step by step. This is useful for explicit

evaluations of the blocks but rather cumbersome when it comes to e.g. establish their more general

features such as behaviour in certain limits etc. In the next section, we will construct weight-shifting

operators for spinning Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonians, which provide a recursive construction of the

blocks, very much in the spirit of [3, 6]. For the remainder of this section, we will focus on an application

in the context of multipoint blocks, [32], which illustrates the usefulness of universality.

Conformal blocks for correlation functions of N > 4 scalar fields have received quite a bit of attention

recently, see [38–43] and references therein, though a complete theory similar to the one for N = 4 is

not yet within reach. In [44] it was proposed to characterise scalar multipoint blocks through a set of

differential equations. The number of equations that are needed to fully determine the blocks (along with

appropriate boundary conditions) must agree with the number of conformal cross ratios. It was shown

that a complete set of such differential operators could be obtained from the commuting Hamiltonians of

a Gaudin integrable system for the conformal group. Setting up the latter requires to fix N points on

the a 2-dimensional sphere. For each configuration of these points one obtains a sufficiently large number

of mutually commuting Hamiltonians. In certain special limits of the Gaudin model, these Hamiltonians

include the Casimir operators of an N -point function. The precise set of Casimir operators depends on

the choice of an operator product channel. Any such channel can be reached by colliding punctures on

the 2-sphere on which the Gaudin model is defined, see [45] for details.

Conformal block expansions of multipoint correlators are only useful if one has sufficient control over the

OPE limit of the individual blocks so that one can distinguish the dynamical OPE coefficients from the

values the blocks take in these limits. Within the integrability based approach to multipoint blocks we

have just sketched, the issue of OPE limits was addressed in [32]. In this work, a new set of multipoint

cross ratios was introduced that extends the familiar variables z, z̄ Dolan and Osborn introduced for N = 4

point correlators. The new set is adapted to taking OPE limits in the sense that, when written in these

new cross ratios, the power series expansion of the blocks reproduces the sum over descendants in each

intermediate exchange. What one had to show, however, was that the leading term in the OPE limits

factorises into the appropriate product of lower-point spinning blocks. An example of a scalar block with

N = 6 insertions is depicted in Figure 1. Upon taking the OPE limit in the three variables that are

attached to the intermediate channel in the middle, one expects the six-point block to split into a product

of two four-point blocks with three scalar and one spinning field of arbitrarily high spin, see Figure 2.

This is the context in which the differential operators became an ideal and powerful tool. Before taking
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φ1

φ2 φ3 φ4 φ5

φ6
z1, z̄1

a

z2,Υ, z̄2

b

z3, z̄3

c
w1 w2

Figure 1. Six point function with external scalars in the comb channel. The zi, z̄i, wi and Υ type of cross ratios

are naturally associated with one particular internal leg or vertex of the OPE diagram, see [32] for details.

φ1

φ2 φ3

z1, z̄1

a
Obw1

Figure 2. One of the four-point functions obtained in the OPE limit for the middle leg in a six-point function in

comb channel. The rightmost field is a mixed symmetry tensor with two spin indices and the exchanged field is a

symmetric traceless tensor.

the OPE limit, the multipoint blocks are characterised by the set of Gaudin Hamiltonians we described

above. Once these were expressed in terms of the new variables, it was possible to take the OPE limit

directly on the level of the differential operators and thereby to derive a set of differential equations that

are satisfied by the OPE limit of the N = 6-point block. If the latter was to split into a product of

spinning four-point blocks, the limiting differential operators of the six-point blocks should coincide with

the universal spinning Casimir operators of the left and the right four-point function, after an appropriate

change of variables. This is indeed what was established in [32]. Note that a six-point function in d ≥ 4

depends on nine cross ratios. The OPE limit in the middle internal leg, in which a mixed symmetry tensor

is exchanged, corresponds to a limiting point for three of these nine cross ratios. Hence, the leading term

only depends on six cross ratios. Three of these are associated with the four-point block on the right,

the other three with the left factor. These three cross ratios can indeed be mapped to the variables of a

universal spinning Casimir operator, where two variables are t1 and t2 while the third one enters through

the construction of the mixed symmetry tensor, see [32] for an extensive discussion. The Hamiltonian will

also be written in eq. (4.46) below, as the exact same operator appears in the context of defect CFTs.

This discussion illustrates nicely how useful a universal characterisation of conformal blocks can be. We will

also discuss other applications in the concluding section, including some comments on a universal solution

theory that could eventually complement the recursive constructions through weight-shifting operators.

But for the time being we want to move on from he discussion of spinning four-point blocks, which are

quite well understood already, and address another set of blocks in defect CFT about which less is known

and which turns out to be characterised by the same universal spinning Casimir operators.
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4 Applications to Defects of Co-dimension q = 2

We now turn our attention to applications of the universal spinning Casimir operators to the study of

CFTs in the presence of a defect of co-dimension q = 2. Our task consists of two parts - firstly to establish

the precise relation between CFT correlation functions and appropriate spherical functions, similar to eq.

(3.12), and secondly to construct wavefunctions of the resulting Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian, i.e.

conformal blocks. We shall address these challenges in two related cases. In the first two subsections

we study correlation functions involving insertions of two spinning bulk fields in the presence of a co-

dimension q = 2 defect. Conformal partial waves for both the defect and the bulk channel expansion

of such a correlator can be mapped to appropriate spherical functions of rank one and two, respectively.

We will construct general wavefunctions through application of weight-shifting operators, for traceless

symmetric tensor fields in the bulk of arbitrary dimension d. Universal spinning Casimir operators in

the bulk channel coincide with those relevant for spinning four-point functions. Discussions of blocks

in the two cases only differ in analysis of boundary conditions and the prefactor that relates the CFT

correlator and the spherical function. These facts will be manifest in our analysis and extend observations

of [12, 22] to include spin. Furthermore, in our approach to solution theory it is sufficient to determine

the boundary conditions in the scalar case as they are respected by weight-shifting operators. Our results

in spinning two-point functions provide the complete input for the analysis of the associated crossing

symmetry constraints.

In the third subsection we briefly describe one additional step and consider three-point functions involving

an additional field ϕ̂ that is localised on the defect. Once again we will be able to establish a precise

relation between such three-point functions and spherical functions. This leads to very compact Casimir

equations for the bulk-channel conformal blocks with the help of the universal spinning Casimir operators

we described in section 2. For this setup involving two bulk and one defect field, the corresponding defect

blocks were constructed recently in [30] at least for scalar bulk fields are scalar. The work here brings us a

step closer to constructing the associated bulk channel blocks and thereby to studying crossing equations

for the three-point function.

Some Comments on Notation. Throughout this section, we will be using what has become the

standard notation in the defect CFT literature. A point in the bulk spacetime M = Rd ∪ {∞} is denoted

by x = (xµ). Projections of x to the defect subspace and its orthogonal complement are denoted by

x̂ = x‖ = (xa) and x⊥ = (xi), respectively. The dimension of the defect is denoted by p, and its co-

dimension by q = d− p. As said above, we fix q = 2. In particular, with our conventions for bulk indices

from the previous sections, we agree that

µ, ν = 2, . . . , d+ 1, a, b = 2, . . . , d− 1, i, j = d, d+ 1 . (4.1)

Fields in the bulk are written as ϕ, while fields localised on the defect carry a hat, ϕ̂. The transformation

properties of a bulk field are encoded in a representation σ of SO(1, 1) × SO(d) ≡ Kd, with the carrier

space W . A defect field is characterised by a representation σ̂ of SO(1, 1)×SO(p)×SO(q) with the carrier

space Ŵ . Finally, Gd ∼ SO(d+ 1, 1) will stand for the conformal group and Gd,p ∼ SO(p+ 1, 1)× SO(q)
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for the defect conformal group, i.e. the group of those conformal transformations that preserve the defect

subspace.

4.1 Bulk two-point functions - the defect channel

In this and the next subsection, we will be looking at two bulk primary fields ϕi, i = 1, 2, with conformal

weights ∆i. We will allow these two fields to carry arbitrary spin and study correlation functions of the

form (1.4). The defect is preserved by the subgroup Gd,p=d−2 = SO(d − 1, 1) × SO(2) of the conformal

group. Here, SO(d − 1, 1) is the conformal group of the (d − 2)-dimensional defect and elements in the

second factor SO(2) are rotations around the defect. The insertion of such a defect is characterised by 2d

parameters which one can think of as parametrising points X on the coset manifold X ∈ Gd/Gd,d−2.

In the defect channel, each of the fields ϕi is expanded in defect primaries ϕ̂i. In order to have a non-

vanishing two-point function on the defect, the two fields ϕ̂i need to have equal quantum numbers. Asso-

ciated conformal blocks are therefore labelled by irreducibles of SO(1, 1)× SO(p)× SO(q) (together with

additional quantum numbers detailed below). They are eigenfunctions of all Casimir operators of the

defect conformal group acting at the point x1.

As in the case of four-point blocks discussed in the previous section the first important step is to establish

the precise relation between correlators and spherical functions. For the defect channel of bulk two-point

functions with scalar bulk insertions, this relation was worked out in [31]. In the case of spinning fields,

the appropriate generalisation will be derived below. After establishing it, we compute wavefunctions of

the resulting spinning Calogero-Sutherland model, and thereby the blocks.

4.1.1 Construction of the lift

In this subsection we want to map the defect conformal blocks to appropriate spherical harmonics on

the defect conformal group Gd,p. As we shall show, this can be done with the rank one Gelfand pair

(SO(d− 1, 1)× SO(2),SO(d− 1)× SO(2)). The basic strategy is adopted from our previous work [31] on

scalar bulk insertions. The main step is to lift an individual (spinning) bulk primary field ϕ : Rd → W

to a function fϕ : Gd,p → W on the defect conformal group. Such an uplift then also allows to map

the two-point function (1.4) to a function on two copies of the defect conformal group, i.e. to an object

F2,0 : G2
d,p →W1 ⊗W2. The conditions (4.9) we impose on the lift of the individual primary fields ensure

that (1) the correlator can be recovered from the function F (g) = F2,0(e, g) on the defect conformal group,

(2) F (g) is a spherical function with respect to the subgroup K = SO(d− 1)× SO(2) and (3) the action

of defect Casimir operators at the point x1 on the correlation function G2,0(xi) is carried to the action of

Laplace operators on F .

In order to lift an individual bulk primary to the defect conformal group, the first step is to embed the

space Rd of bulk insertion points into Gd,p. Following [31], this is done according to

gd : M → Gd,p, gd(x) = ex
aPa |x⊥|Deφ

iMi,d+1 . (4.2)

The coordinates φi are defined in such a way that eφ
iMi,d+1 maps the vector ed+1 to x⊥/|x⊥|. Given two

bulk insertion points x1 and x2, we can construct two elements gi = gd(xi) for i = 1, 2. In constructing
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the precise relation between G2,0(xi) and spherical functions it will be important to perform the following

decomposition of the product

g−1
1 g2 = gd(x1)−1gd(x2) = ble

λDbr e
κMd,d+1 . (4.3)

The last factor of our decomposition involves the generator Md,d+1 of SO(2). The first three factors arise

from the Cartan decomposition of SO(d− 1, 1) into a product of a left rotation bl ∈ SO(d− 1), a dilation

and a right rotation br ∈ SO(d − 1). Let us stress that all four factors in the decomposition (4.3) are

functions of the insertion points xi, with bl,r defined up to a defect rotation r ∈ SO(d− 2) that commutes

with dilations. For the coordinates λ and κ that parametrise the dilations and transverse rotations, the

dependence on the insertion points takes the simple form

coshλ =
x2

1⊥ + x2
2⊥ + x̂2

12

2|x1⊥||x2⊥|
, cosκ =

xi1x
i
2

|x1⊥||x2⊥|
. (4.4)

The precise coordinate dependence of the two factors bl,r can also be worked out, see [30] for similar

calculations, but since we will not need explicit formulas below we refrain from spelling them out.

So far we were concerned with the insertion points of the fields ϕ. Let us now turn our attention to the

spaces Wi the fields ϕi take their values in. With the experience we have gathered, a natural impulse

is to implement the choice of representations σ through a covariance law for functions on the group.

But this does not quite work since Kd is not a subgroup of the defect conformal group Gd,p. Instead,

it is easy to see that the relevant subgroup of Gd,p that stabilises a point x in the bulk is given by

Sd,p = SO(p + 1) × SO(q − 1) ∼= SO(d − 1). The idea now is to embed the stabiliser group Sd,p into the

group Kd through some homomorphism

ι : Sd,p → Kd . (4.5)

This embedding then allows to pull any representation σ of Kd back to a representation µ of Sd,p, i.e.

given ι we set

µ := σ ◦ ι . (4.6)

We can now use this representation µ to introduce a covariance law for a function f on the defect conformal

group

f(gs) = µ(s)−1f(g), g ∈ Gd,p, s ∈ Sd,p . (4.7)

Here, f takes values in the space W , regarded however as the carrier space of µ rather than σ. Following

[31], we do not simply require that f(gd(x)) coincides with ϕ(x), but allow for the two to be related by a

matrix factor Φ(x)

f(gd(x)) = Φ(x)ϕ(x) where Φ(x) : W →W . (4.8)

In [31], we found a sufficient condition on µ and Φ which ensures that the map ϕ 7→ f is an intertwiner

of Gd,p-representations. For representations µ constructed according to eq. (4.6), this condition can be

written as

Φ(hx)−1σ(ι(sd(x, h)))Φ(x) = σ(k(x, h)), ∀h ∈ Gd,p , (4.9)
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where all the notation is defined in [31]. Equation (4.9) is telling us how Φ and ι should be coordinated

in order for the lift (4.8) to be consistent with defect conformal symmetry. A particular solution (Φ, ι) to

conditions (4.9) may be chosen as follows. The matrix valued function Φ(x) takes the form

Φ(x) = |x⊥|∆σ(e−θMd,d+1) , θ = arg(x⊥) . (4.10)

In the last line, we made use of the fact that co-dimension of the defect is two and thus x⊥ is a point on

the plane. The angle θ is the polar coordinate of this point. To define ι, recall that Sd,p is generated by

Lαβ with α, β = 1, . . . , d− 1, while the rotation factor in Kd is generated by Lµν . We realise ι(Sd,p) as a

subgroup of SO(d) ⊂ Kd via the associated embedding of vector spaces

ι∗ : Rd−1 → Rd, ι∗(e1) = ed, ι∗(e2) = e2, . . . , ι∗(ed−1) = ed−1 . (4.11)

To prove that the pair (Φ, ι) satisfies eq. (4.9), it is sufficient to verify this condition for five different types

of elements h

h = m(x̂′), h = eλD, h = rp ∈ SO(p), h = rq = eφMd,d+1 , h = wp ,

as such elements generate the whole defect conformal group. For the first four types, the equation (4.9) fol-

lows immediately upon substituting all definitions. For the Weyl inversion wp, the verification is somewhat

more involved, but still straightforward.

Having obtained the pair (Φ, ι), we follow the procedure from [30], see also the section 4.1 of [31] for a

detailed discussion of scalar two-point functions in the presence of a defect. Given the two-point function

G2,0(xi) we construct in turn functions F2,0, F and finally ψ such that

G2,0(xi) = Φ−1
1 (x1)Φ−1

2 (x2)
(
µ1(bl(xi))⊗ µ2(br(xi))

−1
)
ψ(λ, κ) . (4.12)

Arguments λ and κ of ψ are related to insertion points through eqs. (4.4). The function

ψ(λ, κ) = F (eλD+κMd,d+1) ,

is directly related to a W -valued spherical function F on the defect conformal group Gd,p subject to the

covariance laws

F
(
ble

λDbr e
κMd,d+1

)
=
(
µ1(bl)⊗ µ2(br)

−1
)
F (eλD+κMd,d+1) , (4.13)

where bl,r ∈ Sd,p. Equation (4.12) establishes a precise relation between spinning two-point functions in

the presence of a co-dimension q = 2 defect and Sd,p-spherical functions on Gd,p.
4

4.1.2 Conformal blocks

Following our standard reasoning, the above motivates to study eigenfunctions of the group Laplacian

within the space of W -valued functions F with covariance laws given by eq. (4.13). For irreducible µ1

and µ2, eigenfunctions are labelled by a conformal weight ∆̂, a representation of SO(p) with Gelfand-

Tsetlin labels (ˆ̀
i), and a transverse spin s. These characterise the defect field that is exchanged after

4Note that covariance laws satisfied by F make no reference to conformal weights ∆i of the two bulk fields. Therefore,

the conformal blocks are likewise independent of these quantum numbers, a fact that was observed in [9].
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performing the bulk-defect operator product expansion. Notice however that in the context of CFT-s, the

representations µi are typically not irreducible, since they arise as restrictions of irreducible representations

of SO(d) to the subgroup SO(d − 1). One can actually be more specific. If the bulk field is an SO(d)

symmetric traceless tensor of spin J , then the associated representation µ is a direct sum of irreducibles (l)

for SO(d−1) where the SO(d−1)-spin l runs through l = 0, . . . , J . In this decomposition, each irreducible

component appears with multiplicity one. Our analysis of blocks proceeds by going through all admissible

pairs l, l′ from the decomposition of µ1 and µ2, i.e. with l ≤ J1 and l′ ≤ J2. For each such pair one can

write down a Casimir equation and construct a set of blocks

ψl,l
′

∆̂,ˆ̀i,s
(λ, κ) = ψl,l

′

∆̂,ˆ̀i
(λ)eisκ .

Here we factorised the eigenfunctions in a way that reflects the direct product structure of the defect

conformal group. Let us note that the superscript l, l′ labels bulk-defect two-point tensor structures. In

particular, one can check that our enumeration of irreducible components agrees with the enumeration of

two-point tensor structures in [9].

There are several ways to approach the computation of special functions ψ one of which is by the radial

component map. In the notation of section 2, the relevant groups are

G = SO(p+ 1, 1), K = SO(p+ 1), M = SO(p) . (4.14)

For the remainder of this subsection, we will assume that the bulk fields are indeed symmetric traceless

tensors and fix J1, J2, l and l′. The left and right representations are ρl = (l) and ρ∗r = (l′). Following

the general theory of section 2, the we start from the radial decomposition

C
SO(p+1,1)
2 = L2

01 + p cothλL01 +
L′1aL

′
1a − 2 coshλL′1aL1a + L1aL1a

sinh2 λ
− 1

2
LabLab . (4.15)

In the second step, the reduced Laplacian ∆
(p)
l,l′ = ∆|Γl,l′ is found by replacing L′µν and Lµν with partial

derivatives and the appropriate representation operators. For this purpose, we use the function space

realisation of symmetric traceless tensors,

ρl(L12) = −i(ξA∂A − l), ρl(L1A) = −1

2

(
(1− ξ2)∂A + 2ξA(ξB∂B − l)

)
, (4.16)

ρl(L2A) =
i

2

(
(1 + ξ2)∂A − 2xA(ξB∂B − l)

)
, ρl(LAB) = ξA∂B − ξB∂A . (4.17)

Here, the indices A, B range over {3, . . . , d − 1}. The formulas resemble the ones for the action of the

conformal group on scalar primary fields on Rp, with the spin l assuming the role of the conformal weight.

The second representation ρr of SO(d− 1) is realised similarly through differential operators in a second

set of d− 3 variables ξ′A. Initially, our K spherical function take values in a space of polynomials. But, as

we discussed before, consistency requires the F to take values in the subspace of M = SO(d− 2)-invariant

polynomials. From the components ξA and ξ′A we can obviously form three SO(d− 3) invariants, namely

the scalar products ξ2, ξ
′2 and ξ · ξ′. Imposing full invariance under M = SO(d− 2) we conclude that our

K-spherical functions must take the form

F (λ, ξA, ξ
′
A) = (1− ξ2)l(1− ξ′2)l

′
F

(
λ,

(ξ2 + 1)(ξ′2 + 1)− 4ξ · ξ′

(ξ2 − 1)(ξ′2 − 1)

)
≡ (1− ξ2)l(1− ξ′2)l

′
F (λ, y) . (4.18)
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Putting everything together, we arrive at the Laplacian

∆
(p)
l,l′ = ∂2

λ + p cothλ ∂λ + D(p)
y +

2D
(p)
y − l(l + p− 1)− l′(l′ + p− 1)

sinh2 λ
(4.19)

− 2 coshλ
yD

(p)
y − (l + l′ + p− 2)(y2 − 1)∂y + ll′y

sinh2 λ
.

In the last expression, D
(p)
y is the Gegenbauer differential operator, given by

D(p)
y = (y2 − 1)∂2

y + (p− 1)y∂y . (4.20)

The number of independent components of the blocks, N(l, l′) = min(l, l′)+1, shows up in the fact that the

operator (4.19) preserves the space of functions F (t, y) which are polynomials in y of degree not exceeding

N(l, l′)− 15. Having obtained the differential operator (4.19), we turn to blocks, i.e. its eigenfunctions

∆
(p)
l,l′ ψ

l,l′

p,∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y) = C2(p, ∆̂, ˆ̀)ψl,l

′

p,∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y), (4.21)

with eigenvalues given by

C2(p, ∆̂, ˆ̀) = ∆̂(∆̂− p) + ˆ̀(ˆ̀+ p− 2) . (4.22)

To find solutions, we supplement the Casimir equation by appropriate boundary conditions. These are

found from from the bulk-to-defect limit λ→∞. In the said limit the differential operator (4.19) becomes

separable

∆
(p)
l,l′ → ∆(p)

∞ = ∂2
λ + p∂λ + D(p)

y .

Separated eigenfunctions are of the form ekλC
( p−2

2 )

ˆ̀ (y), where C
( p−2

2 )

ˆ̀ (y) are Gegenbauer polynomials.

There are two solutions for k

k(k + p) = ∆̂(∆̂− p) =⇒ k1 = ∆̂− p, k2 = −∆̂ . (4.23)

Conformal blocks have the latter asymptotic behaviour. The asymptotic eigenfunctions of ∆
(p)
l,l′ read

ψ∞
p,∆̂,ˆ̀

(λ, y) = e−∆̂λC
( p−2

2 )

ˆ̀ (y) . (4.24)

Conformal blocks with external and intermediate scalars, which play the role of zonal spherical functions6,

are given by

ψ0,0

p,∆̂,0
(λ) = (coshλ)−∆̂

2F1

(
∆̂ + 1

2
,

∆̂

2
; 1 + ∆̂− p

2
; 1− tanh2 λ

)
. (4.25)

We will compute general eigenfunctions by applying to these external and internal weight-shifting oper-

ators, whose general construction we described in section 2. In the case at hand, we have two external

shifting operators

ql,l′ = ∂λ − l cothλ+
(y2 − 1)∂y − l′y

sinhλ
, q̄l,l′ = ∂λ − l′ cothλ+

(y2 − 1)∂y − ly
sinhλ

. (4.26)

5For p = 2, the space of functions is modified to polynomials in y and
√
y2 − 1.

6Note that honest zonal spherical functions for the Gelfand pair (SO(p + 1, 1),SO(p + 1)) solves the same differential

equation with different boundary conditions.
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These are readily observed to satisfy the relations

∆
(p)
l+1,l′ql,l′ = ql,l′∆

(p)
l,l′ , ∆

(p)
l,l′+1q̄l,l′ = q̄l,l′∆

(p)
l,l′ . (4.27)

Therefore, the operators ql,l′ and q̄l,l′ map eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (4.19) with index (l, l′) to

eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonians with index (l + 1, l′) and (l, l′ + 1), respectively. Furthermore, they

preserve the asymptotic behaviour (4.24). With the help of ql,l′ and q̄l,l′ , one obtains eigenfunctions with

arbitrary l and l′, however with internal representation being restricted to scalars. Let us now explain how

to construct internal shifting operators, and thereby blocks with arbitrary exchanged representations.7 We

wish to compute the eigenfunctions ψ in eq. (4.21) for all l, l′ ≥ ˆ̀. External weight-shifting operators (4.27)

can be used to produce these eigenfunctions from those with the minimal choices of l = ˆ̀= l′. Hence, we

may focus on the construction of the latter. This function is obtained as

ψ
ˆ̀,ˆ̀

p,∆̂,ˆ̀
(λ, y) =

(
∆

(p)
ˆ̀,ˆ̀
− C2(π1)

)
. . .
(

∆
(p)
ˆ̀,ˆ̀
− C2(πn−1)

)(
ψ

ˆ̀,ˆ̀

p,∆̂,0
(λ, y)ψ0,0

p,−ˆ̀,0
(λ)
)
. (4.28)

Here, {πi} = {(∆̂i, ˆ̀
i)} is a finite set of representation labels for the defect conformal group SO(d− 1, 1)

to be determined as follows. Let us look at the following tensor product decomposition

(̂)⊗ (ˆ̀) = (̂1, ˆ̀
1)⊕ · · · ⊕ (̂n, ˆ̀

n) , (4.29)

of representations of SO(p + 2), for all positive integer values ̂. Of course this decomposition is well

known. We order terms in the decomposition so that (̂n, ˆ̀
n) = (̂, ˆ̀), which is one of the irreducibles that

appear for any values of ̂ and ˆ̀. The number of terms that appears on the right hand side stabilises for

large values of ̂ and so we can think of the labels ̂i and ˆ̀
i for mixed symmetry tensors as functions of

̂. After this, we can now continue ̂ through the complex plane to ̂ = −∆̂. After this we can define

∆̂i := −̂i(̂ = −∆̂). To complete the description of solutions, one needs the wave function with upper

labels l, l′ = ˆ̀ and for scalar exchange which appears in the first factor in the argument of the differential

operator on the right-hand side of eq. (4.28). This function is obtained in the obvious way from eq. (4.25)

via external shifting operators (4.26). Our procedure (4.28) essentially takes spherical functions of the

corresponding compact Gelfand pair and analytically continues them.

Example. According to the above rules, we can compute the following wave function

ψ1,1

p,∆̂,1
(λ, y) = (∆

(p)
1,1 − C2(∆̂ + 1, 0))(∆

(p)
1,1 − C2(∆̂− 1, 0))

(
ψ0,0
p,−1,0(λ)ψ1,1

p,∆̂,0
(λ, y)

)
. (4.30)

In the last line, the function ψ1,1

p,∆̂,0
(λ, y) is defined via external weight-shifting operators as

ψ1,1

p,∆̂,0
(λ, y) = q̄1,0

(
q0,0

(
ψ0,0

p,∆̂,0
(λ)
))

. (4.31)

It can be checked numerically that eq. (4.30) solves the eigenvalue equation for the defect channel Laplacian

(4.19) with the eigenvalue (4.22). Also, as λ→∞, it becomes proportional to the asymptotic eigenfunction

(4.24).

7As far as we are aware, in the context of dCFTs, such operators have not been constructed within other approaches.
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This concludes our discussion of defect channel blocks. They are all obtained by successive applications

of external (4.26) and internal (4.28) weight-shifting operators to scalar blocks (4.25). The number of

required applications of these operators scales with l, l′ and thus with spins of the two bulk fields involved.

The only input from representation theory is the tensor product decomposition (4.29) - in particular, our

construction does not rely on the knowledge of any Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.

4.2 Bulk two-point functions - the bulk channel

Having solved for the defect channel blocks, we turn to the bulk channel. Due to the fact that only

symmetric traceless tensors O∆,J can have a non-vanishing one-point functions in the presence of a co-

dimension q = 2 defect, [9], it is only these fields that contribute to the bulk channel expansion of the

correlators (1.4). Corresponding conformal blocks are eigenfunctions of quadratic and quartic Casimir

operators constructed from sums of conformal generators at points x1 and x2. They are further labelled

by tensor structures of the bulk three-point function 〈ϕ1ϕ2O∆,J〉. In this section, we will realise the

correlation function (1.4) as a spherical function on Gd, covariant with respect to Kd. While such a

relation is not surprising, writing out all the details requires some work which is carried out in the first

subsection. The second subsection is devoted to the construction of conformal blocks.

4.2.1 Lift of the correlator

As we have explained above, the application of results on Laplace operators for the conformal group to

Casimir operators requires to uplift correlation functions from functions of the fields’ insertion points to

functions on the group Gd. It is well known how to perform such an uplift for the individual fields. As

before, the spin is described by a representation σ of Kd on some finite dimensional carrier space W . With

these notations we can realise the representation of the conformal group that is associated with a local

primary field ϕ : Rd →W on the subspace of functions f : Gd →W satisfying the covariance properties

f(gkn) = σ(k−1)f(g), where k ∈ Kd, n = ey·K , (4.32)

are associated with rotations, dilations and special conformal transformations, respectively. These covari-

ance properties imply that f is completely characterised by the values it assumes on translations. The

covariance properties are designed so that f(ex·P ) transforms in the same way under conformal transfor-

mations as ϕ(x).

After this preparation, it is now straightforward to promote the two-point function G2,0(xi) to a function

F2,0 on the two-fold product Gd ×Gd of the conformal group

F2,0 : G2
d →W1 ⊗W2, F2,0(exi·P ) = G2,0(xi), F2,0(gikini) = (σ1(k−1

1 )⊗ σ2(k−1
2 ))F2,0(gi) . (4.33)

Ward identities satisfied by G2,0(xi) translate into diagonal left invariance of F2,0 with respect to Gd,p

F2,0(hgi) = F2,0(gi), h ∈ Gd,p . (4.34)

The relation between G2,0(xi) and F2,0 here, as well as the covariance properties, are the analogues of

equations (D.3) in the case of bulk four-point functions. There is only one difference compared to that

case that we need to discuss. Let us first stress that for defects of co-dimension q = 2, the groups Kd
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and Gd,p have the same complexified Lie algebra. This implies that the two groups are conjugate under

an element g0 ∈ (Gd)C in the complexified conformal group. The appearance of this element g0 in our

analysis is essentially the only deviation from the analysis of bulk theory four-point functions.

Now we are ready to carry on with our uplift. To simplify notation, we introduce the representation

σ12(k) = σ1(k) ⊗ σ2(wkw−1), with w ≡ wd+1, and denote its carrier space by W12. Let us now define a

new function

F : Gd →W1 ⊗W2, F (g) := F2,0(g0g, g0gw
−1) . (4.35)

It is not difficult to see that F is a K = Kd-spherical function,

F (gk) = F2,0(g0gk, g0gkw
−1) = (σ1(k−1)⊗ σ2(wk−1w−1))F2,0(g0g, g0gw

−1) = σ12(k−1)F (g) , (4.36)

F (kg) = F2,0(g0kg, g0kgw
−1) = F2,0(g0kg

−1
0 g0g, g0kg

−1
0 g0gw

−1) = F2,0(g0g, g0gw
−1) = F (g) . (4.37)

Note that the covariance law under left rotations is trivial, while the one under right translations involves

our representation ρr = σ12, i.e. what we have shown is that F ∈ Γ1,σ12 . The restriction of F to Ap will

be denoted by F (t1, t2). Following the same steps as in the derivation of equation (3.9), one can show

G2,0(xi) =
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)

)
F2,0(ex1·Pn(y21), ex1·Pn(y21)w−1

d ) =
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)

)
F (g−1

0 ex1·Pn(y21)) .

Definitions of group elements n(yij) and k(tij) can be found in section 3, see also [30] for more detailed

explanations. As in the case of four-point functions, the only remaining step is to KApK-decompose the

argument g̃ of F and use the covariance laws. Here we have

g̃ ≡ g−1
0 ex1·Pn(y21) = g−1

0 ex1·Pw−1ey21·Pw = g−1
0 ex1·P eIx21·K = k̃l a(t1, t2) k̃r , (4.38)

where I denotes the conformal inversion. It is straightforward to work out the Cartan decomposition of

g̃. In the process one finds in particular that the invariants ti are given by

(cosh t1 + cosh t2)2 =
−4z1z̄2

x2
12

, (cosh t1 − cosh t2)2 =
−4z̄1z2

x2
12

. (4.39)

Here we have introduced the complex variable z = xd + ixd+1 to characterise the position of a point x

transverse to the defect. The relation between ti and cross ratios λ, κ that we use in the defect channel

analysis reads

(cosh t1 ± cosh t2)2 =
−4e∓iκ

coshλ− cosκ
. (4.40)

After the insertion of the Cartan decomposition, one finally obtains the following concrete relation between

the correlation function G2,0(xi) and the restriction of F to the abelian subgroup Ap,

G2,0(xi) = σ1(k̃−1
r )σ2

(
k(t12)−1(k̃−1

r )w
)
F (a) ≡ Ξ̃(xi;σi)f(t1, t2;σ12) . (4.41)

Once again we have now found the exact prefactor Ξ that turns spherical functions F into two-point

functions in the presence of a defect of co-dimension q = 2. But this time, the spherical function F is a

function on the bulk conformal group Gd.
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4.2.2 Conformal blocks

Under the mapping G2,0(xi) 7→ F , conformal partial waves are carried to eigenfunctions of the Laplacian.

After conjugation by the appropriate function δ given in eq. (4.77), spherical harmonics become eigenfunc-

tions of the spinning Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian (1.1), with the trivial left representation ρl = 0.

From our discussion, it is clear that the Hamiltonian coincides with the one for a bulk four-point function

of two scalars and two symmetric traceless tensors. The latter was computed in [32]. Here we just give a

lightening review.

We focus on a single irreducible component ρ∗r of σ12, which is in general a mixed symmetry tensor with

Gelfand-Tsetlin labels (j, ι). The generators may be realised as differential operators

ρ∗r(L23) = i
(
zA∂A − j

)
, ρ∗r(LAB) = zA∂zB − zB∂zA + wA∂wB − wB∂wA , (4.42)

ρ∗r(L2A) =
i

2

(
(1 + z2)∂zA − 2zA(zB∂zB − j) + 2zB(wB∂wA − wA∂wB )

)
, (4.43)

ρ∗r(L3A) = −1

2

(
(1− z2)∂zA + 2zA(zB∂zB − j)− 2zB(wB∂wA − wA∂wB )

)
. (4.44)

These operators act on an appropriate space of polynomials in zA and wA, with the index running through

A = 4, . . . , d + 1. Such a realisation allows for a simple implementation of M = SO(d − 2)-invariance

conditions, ρ∗r(LAB)f = 0. These are solved by functions of scalar products

X = zAzA, W = wAwA, Y = zAwA . (4.45)

To get to the carrier space of the irreducible representation ρ∗r for spin (j, ι), one is further imposes the

homogeneity Y ∂Y f = ιf and restricts to the lightcone {W = 0}. Individual pieces of the Hamiltonian

(1.1) restrict to well-defined operators on such functions. This gives the final operator

H
(b)
j,ι = ∂2

t1 + ∂2
t2 +

1− (2b+ ι− j + 2X∂X)2

2 sinh2(t1 + t2)
+

1− (2b− ι+ j − 2X∂X)2

2 sinh2(t1 − t2)

+
Lj,ι(X)− 1

4 (d− 2)(d− 4)

sinh2 t1
+
Lj,ι(−X)− 1

4 (d− 2)(d− 4)

sinh2 t2
− d2 − 2d+ 2

2
. (4.46)

Here, the operator Lj,ι is defined as

Lj,ι(X) = −X(1−X)2∂2
X −

(
ι(1−X)− 2(1− j)X +

d− 2

2
(1 +X)

)
(1−X)∂X

+

(
1− j − d− 2

2

)
(ι(1−X) + jX)− j(d− 2)

2
. (4.47)

Conformal blocks are eigenfunctions of the operator (4.46) with the eigenvalue C2(d,∆, J), see eq. (4.22),

H
(b)
j,ι ψ

b,j,ι
∆,J,m(t1, t2, X) = C2(d,∆, J)ψb,j,ι∆,J,m(t1, t2, X) . (4.48)

Here, (∆, J) are the conformal weight and spin of the intermediate field. Furthermore, they carry a label

m for the three-point function of two external and the intermediate bulk field. This can also be understood
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as the multiplicity index, labelling different eigenfunctions of the spinning Calogero-Sutherland operator

with the same eigenvalue.

Let us now solve for eigenfunctions of the operator (4.46). To begin with, notice that the Hamiltonian

(4.46) preserves the space of functions that are polynomials in X of degree less than or equal to j − ι.
Indeed, the operator (4.47) maps in general an n-th degree polynomial in X to one of degree n + 1 and

is the only term in the Hamiltonian that potentially raises the degree. However, it is easy to see that

Lj,ι(X
j−ι) is again a polynomial of degree j−ι. In particular, the operator (4.46) with j = ι is well-defined

on the space of functions ψ(t1, t2), a scalar BC2 Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian8

H(b)
ι,ι ψ(t1, t2) =

(
−2H(0,b,ε=2ι+d−2)

cs − d2 − 2d+ 2

2

)
ψ(t1, t2) . (4.49)

Eigenfunctions of this simpler operator with j = ι are well-known. Among various eigenfunctions with

the same eigenvalue, conformal blocks are distinguished by their asymptotic behaviour, as will be detailed

below. For the moment, we regard these scalar functions as known. To obtain eigenfunctions when j > ι,

we use the weight-shifting operators constructed at the end of section 2. In the present case, we have

external shifting operators q and p which satisfy the intertwining properties

q
(b)
j,ιH

(b)
j,ι = H

(b−1/2)
j+1,ι q

(b)
j,ι , p

(b)
j,ιH

(b)
j,ι = H

(b+1/2)
j+1,ι p

(b)
j,ι . (4.50)

Explicitly, the differential shifting operators read

q
(b)
j,ι = (1 +X)∂t1 + coth(t1 + t2)(2X∂X + 2b− 1− j + ι)

+ (1−X)∂t2 − coth(t1 − t2)X(2X∂X − 2b+ 1− j + ι) (4.51)

− coth t1

(
2X(1−X)∂X +

1

2
((d− 2)(1 +X) + 4jX + 2ι(1−X))

)

− coth t2

(
2X(1 +X)∂X +

1

2
((d− 2)(1−X)− 4jX + 2ι(1 +X))

)
,

and

p
(b)
j,ι = (1 +X)∂t1 − coth(t1 + t2)X(2X∂X + 2b+ 1− j + ι)

− (1−X)∂t2 + coth(t1 − t2)(2X∂X − 2b− 1− j + ι) (4.52)

− coth t1

(
2X(1−X)∂X +

1

2
((d− 2)(1 +X) + 4jX + 2ι(1−X))

)

− coth t2

(
2X(1 +X)∂X +

1

2
((d− 2)(1−X)− 4jX + 2ι(1 +X))

)
.

The shifting operators satisfy the relation

p
(b−1/2)
j+1,ι q

(b)
j,ι = q

(b+1/2)
j+1,ι p

(b)
j,ι . (4.53)

8We are using conventions of [37].
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Consequently, by applying either side of this equation to a wavefunction ψb,j,ι∆,J,m, one obtains the same

eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian (4.46) with the first subscript j shifted to j + 1. Indeed, if no such

commutativity relation between p and q existed, one could construct too many independent solutions to

the Calogero-Sutherland problem.

As mentioned above, general conformal blocks in eq. (4.48) are contain an additional ”multiplicity index”

m, i.e. we need to distinguish between eigenfunctions for different values of m even though they possess

the same eigenvalue. The multiplicity index ranges over at most j − ι + 1 different values, as this is the

maximal number of solutions with appropriate boundary conditions. The eigenfunctions are obtained by

applications of the shifting operators q and p to scalar wavefunctions, i.e. to wavefunctions with j = ι.

Relations (4.53) imply that there are at most j − ι + 1 different functions obtained in this way. Distinct

eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (4.46) for generic j 6= ι are of the schematic form

ψb,j,ι∆,J,m = pmqj−ι−mψ
b+ j−ι

2 −m,ι,ι
∆,J .

”Commutativity” of p and q ensures there are no ordering issues, i.e. that pmqj−ι−m is uniquely defined.

Thus, one obtains j− ι+ 1 functions for m = 0, 1, . . . j− ι. Let us illustrate this on a few simple examples.

When j = ι+ 1, we have two solutions

ψb,ι+1,ι
∆,J,0 (t1, t2, X) = q(b+1/2)

ι,ι ψ
b+1/2,ι,ι
∆,J (t1, t2), ψb,ι+1,ι

∆,J,1 (t1, t2, X) = p(b−1/2)
ι,ι ψ

b−1/2,ι,ι
∆,J (t1, t2) . (4.54)

Going to j = ι+ 2, we can construct four solutions, two of which coincide

ψb,ι+2,ι
∆,J,0 (t1, t2, X) = q

(b+1/2)
ι+1,ι

(
q(b+1)
ι,ι ψb+1,ι,ι

∆,J (t1, t2)
)
, (4.55)

ψb,ι+2,ι
∆,J,2 (t1, t2, X) = p

(b−1/2)
ι+1,ι

(
p(b−1)
ι,ι ψb−1,ι,ι

∆,J (t1, t2)
)
, (4.56)

ψb,ι+2,ι
∆,J,1 (t1, t2, X) = q

(b+1/2)
ι+1,ι

(
p(b)
ι,ι ψ

b,ι,ι
∆,J (t1, t2)

)
= p

(b−1/2)
ι+1,ι

(
q(b)
ι,ι ψ

b,ι,ι
∆,J (t1, t2)

)
. (4.57)

Continuing in the obvious way, one indeed obtains all conformal blocks. Hence, we have achieved our

principal goal, namely to construct all bulk channel blocks for bulk fields in arbitrary STT representations

and in any dimension d.

Example The number of conformal blocks we constructed matches that of [9]. We illustrate this on the

example J1 = J2 = 2. In this case

σ12 = (2)⊗ (2) = (4)⊕ (2)⊕ (0)⊕ (3, 1)⊕ (2, 2)⊕ (1, 1) .

Thus, we have six Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonians with matrix sizes 5, 3, 1, 3, 1 and 1, respectively.

This gives a total of 14 conformal blocks for each (∆, J). Bearing in mind that only symmetric traceless

tensors can couple to a co-dimension q = 2 defect, this matches the number of blocks given in table (87)

of [9]. For all other cases from the same table, our counting again agrees with [9].

The arguments given above are valid as long as weight-shifting operators preserve boundary conditions

satisfied by the blocks. This is shown in the remainder of the subsection. The boundary conditions in
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the scalar case were studied in [46]. This work makes use of the coordinates (x, x̄) and (τ1, τ2), which are

related to our variables (λ, κ) through

coshλ =
1 + xx̄

2
√
xx̄

, cosκ =
x+ x̄

2
√
xx̄

, x =
1

tanh2 τ1+τ2
4

, x̄ =
1

tanh2 τ1−τ2
4

. (4.58)

These imply the relation between tj and τj , 2tj = τj + iπ. Such a change of variables preserves the

Calogero-Sutherland form of the Hamiltonian. In fact, (τ1, τ2) are closely related to the radial coordinates

of [47], from which follows their physical range

r = e−
τ1
2 , θ =

iτ2
2
, τ1 ∈ (0,∞), τ2 ∈ i[0, π] . (4.59)

Boundary conditions for blocks are determined from the OPE limit, τ1 → ∞. In this limit, the blocks

decay asymptotically as exp((d4 −
∆
2 )τ1) (the term d/4 comes from the Haar measure (4.77)). Therefore,

the Hamiltonian (4.46) in the OPE limit becomes

(1 +X)ι−jH
(b),∞
j,ι (1 +X)j−ι = −∂2

θ +
D

(2ι+d−1)
y +

(
ι+ d−3

2

)2 − 1
4

cos2 θ
+ ∆(∆− d)− (d− 2)2

4
, (4.60)

where y = (1−X)/(1+X) and the operator D
(a)
y was defined in eq. (4.20). We have kept the parameter b

as a label of the Hamiltonian, even though the latter does not depend on b after taking the OPE limit. It

is a simple matter to verify that the operators q and p have well-defined OPE limits and that the resulting

limiting operators {H(b),∞
j,ι , q

(b),∞
j,ι , p

(b),∞
j,ι } still satisfy the exchange relations (4.50) and (4.53). From eq.

(4.60), one immediately finds asymptotic wavefunctions, solutions of (4.48) in the limiting regime. They

are given by

ψ∞j,ι,J,n(θ, y) = (1 +X)j−ι(cos θ)n+ι+ d−2
2 C

(n+ι+ d−2
2 )

J−n−ι (sin θ) C
(ι+ d−3

2 )
n (y), n = 0, . . . , j − ι . (4.61)

It is not difficult to verify that weight-shifting operators map such asymptotic wavefunctions to other

asymptotic wavefunctions, as required.

Example Let us look at a few simple examples. For j = ι, the asymptotic blocks are given by

ψ∞ι,ι,J,0(θ) = (cos θ)ι+
d−2

2 C
(ι+ d−2

2 )

J−ι (sin θ) . (4.62)

For j = ι + 1, we construct two wavefunctions with given (∆, J) by applications of q and p. Their

asymptotics are the following linear combinations of asymptotic wave functions with shifted labels,

q(b+1/2)
ι,ι ψ∞ι,ι,J,0(θ) = (1 + 2b− ι−∆)ψ∞ι+1,ι,J,0 + i

2ι+ d− 2

2ι+ d− 3
ψ∞ι+1,ι,J,1 ,

p(b−1/2)
ι,ι ψ∞ι,ι,J,0(θ) = (1− 2b− ι−∆)ψ∞ι+1,ι,J,0 − i

2ι+ d− 2

2ι+ d− 3
ψ∞ι+1,ι,J,1 .

Solutions for j = ι + 2 were written above in eqs. (4.55)-(4.57). We denote the corresponding boundary

conditions by

ϕ0 = q
(b+1/2)
ι+1,ι

(
q(b+1)
ι,ι ψ∞ι,ι,J,0(θ)

)
, ϕ1 = q

(b+1/2)
ι+1,ι

(
p(b)
ι,ι ψ

∞
ι,ι,J,0(θ)

)
, ϕ2 = p

(b−1/2)
ι+1,ι

(
p(b−1)
ι,ι ψ∞ι,ι,J,0(θ)

)
.
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These boundary conditions are linear combinations of asymptotic wave functions

ψ∞ι+2,ι,J,n = Anmϕm , (4.63)

where the matrix Anm is given in appendix E. This concludes our discussion of conformal blocks in the

bulk channel.

4.3 Bulk-bulk-defect three-point functions

In this final subsection we would like to extend the setup of the previous two and admit the insertion of

an additional defect field. Our discussion here is geared to the case in which this additional field is scalar,

but spinning defect field insertions can be treated analogously. Without the defect field insertion, the

correlator G2,0(xi) could be decomposed into blocks that solve the 1-sided spinning Calogero-Sutherland

equations, see above. With the additional defect field inserted, it turns our that the relevant blocks solve

2-sided spinning Calogero-Sutherland equations. Our focus here will be to map the correlator to spherical

functions on the d-dimensional conformal group and to identify the covariance conditions for the relevant

spherical functions with those discussed in section 2. Detailed solution theory is left for future work. The

defect channel decomposition of the three-point function G2,1(xi) has been analysed in [31] and partial

waves are known for the case in which the bulk fields are scalar. For completeness, we shall include a

non-technical review of these defect channel results at the end of the subsection.

The objects we wish to study in this subsection are the three-point functions G2,1(xi) of two bulk and one

defect field,

G2,1(xi) = 〈ϕ1(x1)ϕ2(x2)ϕ̂3(x3)〉 . (4.64)

We shall assume for most of this section the bulk fields to be scalars and the defect field to be scalar

and have vanishing transverse spin. For purposes of lifting the correlator to a spherical function, these

assumptions may be dropped, as will be clear from the argument. The three-point function G2,1(xi) is the

next simplest correlator, after G2,0(xi), for which one can formulate crossing equations. It admits three

conformal invariants which we take to be

v0 = cosκ =
x1⊥ · x2⊥

|x1⊥||x2⊥|
, vi = −x2

3−i,⊥
x4
i3

x̂2
12x

2
13x

2
23 + (x̂2

13x
2
23 − x̂2

23x
2
13)(x2

23 − x2
13)

, i = 1, 2 . (4.65)

In writing these expressions, we have set x2
i3 = x2

i⊥ + x̂2
i3 for i = 1, 2.

In the bulk channel expansion, the fields ϕ1 and ϕ2 exchange symmetric traceless tensors O∆,J . Corre-

sponding conformal blocks are eigenfunctions of quadratic and quartic Casimir operators of gd constructed

out of sums of generators at points x1 and x2. They carry a further label which enumerates tensor struc-

tures of the two-point function 〈O∆,J ϕ̂3〉. It is possible to obtain the bulk channel Casimir equations

straightforwardly by acting on the correlator of the form (4.79). This leads to a somewhat complicated

operator

D =

2∑
a,b=0

Cab∂va∂vb +

2∑
a=0

Ca∂va + C . (4.66)

For completeness, we write the coefficients Cab, Ca and C, which are functions of conformal invariants, in

the appendix F.
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On the other hand, the above setup is expected to lead to spherical functions for the following reason. The

stabiliser in Gd of a p-dimensional defect together with a point on it (at which the defect field is inserted)

is given by

Ġd,p ∼= (SO(1, 1)× SO(p) n Rp)× SO(q) . (4.67)

Representations σ̂ of this group that are trivial on Rp characterise defect fields. We see that these are

determined by a choice of a weight, a p-dimensional spin and a q-dimensional transverse spin.

Before we continue our discussion, let us recall that given some representation σ of a subgroup K ⊂ G on

a vector space W we can induce a representation π of G. The carrier space of π can be build as

ΓG/Kσ = { f : G→W | f(gh) = σ(h−1)f(g) , h ∈ K } . (4.68)

The action π of G on this space is through left multiplication on g. Let us note that induction can be

performed in stages. Suppose that P ⊂ K is a subgroup of K and consider some representation σ′ of P .

Then one has

ΓG/Pσ
∼= ΓG/Kπ where Wπ = ΓK/Pσ . (4.69)

With this preparation we are now ready to spell out our model for the space of correlation functions

G2,1(xi) which is given by(
ΓGd/Kdσ12

⊗ Γ
Gd/Ġd,p
σ̂3

)Gd ∼= (Γ
Gd/Gd,p
σ12 ⊗ Γ

Gd/Gd,p
π̂3

)Gd ∼= Γσ12,π̂3 . (4.70)

Here we used the property Kd ∼ Gd,p of the complexified groups that was described before eq.(4.35) as

well as induction in stages, see eq. (4.69). The representation π̂3 of Gd,p is obtained by induction from

the representation σ̂3 that described the spin and weight of the defect local field. Note that π̂3 is infinite

dimensional. It belongs to the principal series of SO(p + 1, 1) and coincides with σ̂3 on the group SO(q)

of transverse rotations. In the second step, the identification of two spaces follows by the usual argument,

see [18, 30]. In the remainder of this subsection, we will prove in detail that the above argument is indeed

correct, deriving along the way the explicit map between position space three-point functions G2,1(xi)

and elements of Γσ12,π̂3 . The corresponding CS Hamiltonian is readily written down using (1.1). We will

verify that the more complicated operator D can be mapped to it.

In constructing the map from correlation to spherical functions we shall follow the very same steps we

have carried out in the previous cases. First, given the correlator G2,1(xi), we can define a function

F2,1 : G2
d → V ⊗W1 ⊗W2 by assigning values on a particular section and extending covariantly to G2

d as

follows

F2,1(ex1·P , ex2·P )(x̂3) = G2,1(x1, x2, x̂3), F2,1(gikini) = (σ1(k−1
1 )⊗ σ2(k2)−1)F2,1(gi) . (4.71)

Here, V is the carrier space of the principal series representation π̂3 of SO(p + 1, 1). This representation

is realised on the space of functions Rp → Ŵ3 in the usual way. The coordinates on Rp are denoted by x̂3.

In order to get a bit more acquainted with the construction of F2,1 let us see how the Ward identities for

the correlation function G2,1(xi) are expressed in terms of F2,1. For the correlator, the Ward identities

read

G2,1(hx1, hx2, hx̂3) = (σ1(k(x1, h))⊗ σ2(k(x2, h))⊗ σ̂3(k(x̂3, h)))G2,1(x1, x2, x̂3), h ∈ Gd,p . (4.72)
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Elements k(x, h) are defined through the Bruhat decomposition of hex·P , see [30] and eq. (D.1) below.

Using the covariance properties (4.71) of F2,1 we find

F2,1(hgj)(hx̂3) = F2,1(hexj ·P kjnj)(hx̂3) = F2,1(ehxj ·Pn(z(xj , h))k(xj , h)kjnj)(hx̂3)

=

2⊗
j=1

σj(k(xj , h)kj)
−1F2,1(ehxj ·P )(hx̂3) =

2⊗
j=1

σj(k(xj , h)kj)
−1G2,1(hxi)

=
(
σ1(k1)−1 ⊗ σ2(k2)−1 ⊗ σ̂3(k(x̂3, h))

)
G2,1(xi) = σ̂3(k(x̂3, h))F2,1(gi)(x̂3) .

To obtain the last line, we used the Ward identities (4.72). In the last equality, we substituted the definition

of F2,1 and again applied covariance properties (4.71) to bring some of the prefactors into the argument

of F2,1. The final result can be written in terms of the field representation π̂3 as

F2,1(hgj) = π̂3(h)F2,1(gj), h ∈ Gd,p . (4.73)

At this point the setup looks very similar to the one we considered in the last subsection. Hence we can

now replicate the analysis from there. In particular, we shall now define a new function

F : Gd → V ⊗W12, F (g) = F2,1(g0g, g0gw
−1) . (4.74)

It is not difficult to determine how this function behaves under left and right action with elements k ∈ Kd.

A short computation gives

F (gk) = F2(g0gk, g0gkw
−1) = (σ1(k−1)⊗ σ2(wk−1w−1))F2(g0g, g0gw

−1) = σ12(k−1)F (g) ,

F (kg) = F2(g0kg, g0kgw
−1) = F2(g0kg

−1
0 g0g, g0kg

−1
0 g0gw

−1) = π̂′3(k)F2(g0g, g0gw
−1) = π̂′3(k)F (g) .

Hence, we conclude that F is a K-spherical function (2.12) with the right representation ρr = σ12 and left

representation given by

π̂′3(k) ≡ π̂3(g0kg
−1
0 ) . (4.75)

Recall that π̂3 entered our discussion as a representation of Gd,d−2 = SO(d− 1, 1)× SO(2). Through the

conjugation with g0 it is indeed turned into a representation of Kd = SO(d)× SO(1, 1). In conclusion we

have shown that

G2,1(xi) = Ξ(xi)F (t1, t2) , (4.76)

where F (t1, t2) is the restriction of the spherical function F ∈ Γπ̂′3,σ12
to the abelian group Ap. The

map Ξ is of the form given in eq. (3.12) with σ1 7→ π̂′3 and σ2 the trivial representation while for the

right translations we use σ3 7→ σ1 and σ4 7→ σ2. We can finally relate F (ti) to a Calogero-Sutherland

wavefunction Ψ by the standard gauge transformation

F = δ(ti)
−1Ψ, δ(ti) =

√
sinhd−2 t1 sinhd−2 t2 sinh(t1 + t2) sinh(t1 − t2) . (4.77)

The map G2,1(xi) 7→ Ψ sends conformal partial waves to eigenfunctions of the Calogero-Sutherland Hamil-

tonian. The Hamiltonian is obtained readily by substituting generators in eq. (1.1) by operators in repre-

sentations π̂3 and σ12 and imposing M -invariance. E.g. for the case of identical scalars ϕ1 = ϕ2 and ϕ̂3
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of vanishing transverse spin in d = 4, we get

H = ∂2
t1 + ∂2

t2 +
1−

(
(1 + x2)∂x + ∆3̂x

)2
2 sinh2(t1 + t2)

+
1−

(
(1 + x2)∂x + ∆3̂x

)2
2 sinh2(t1 − t2)

− (1 + x2)∂2
x + 2x∂x

sinh2 t2

− x2(1 + x2)∂2
x + 2x((∆3̂ + 1)x2 + ∆3̂)∂x + ∆3̂((∆3̂ + 1)x2 + ∆3̂ − 1)

sinh2 t1
− 5 . (4.78)

To recover the correlation function from F , one can follow the same steps as for G2,0(xi) in the previous

section. We have already written coordinates ti in eq. (4.40). The remaining coordinate x is given in

appendix F, equation (F.1). Finally, the prefactor that relates eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (4.78)

and the operator D is written in eq. (F.2). In the same appendix, we verify by a direct computation that

the two operators are equivalent to one another. This represents a non-trivial consistency check of our

formalism.

Before we conclude this subsection we want to briefly review the known results about the defect channel

blocks expansions for G2,1(xi), see [31]. This defect channel expansion is obtained by expanding both

of the bulk fields into defect primaries ϕ̂ and ϕ̂′. The primaries that appear are necessarily scalar, of

dimensions ∆, ∆′ and have the same transverse spin s. This leads to the conformal block decomposition

〈ϕ1(x1)ϕ2(x2)ϕ̂3(x̂3)〉 =
1

|x1⊥|∆1 |x2⊥|∆2

(
|x2⊥|
x2

23

)∆3̂ ∑
∆̂,∆̂′,s

bϕ1ϕ̂bϕ2ϕ̂′ψ∆̂,∆̂′,s(v1, v2, κ) . (4.79)

Partial waves ψ∆̂,∆̂′,s are products of Gegenbauer polynomials C
(d−p−2)/2
s and Appell’s functions

ψ∆̂,∆̂′,s(v1, v2, κ) = v
∆̂
2 −

∆
3̂

4
1 v

∆̂′
2 −

∆
3̂

4
2

(
v2

v1

)∆
3̂

4

F (v1, v2) C(d−p−2)/2
s (cosκ) . (4.80)

More precisely, F is given in terms of Appell’s hypergeometric function by

F (v1, v2) = F4

(
∆̂ + ∆̂′ −∆3̂

2
,

∆̂ + ∆̂′ −∆3̂ + 2− p
2

, ∆̂− p

2
+ 1, ∆̂′ − p

2
+ 1; v1, v2

)
. (4.81)

The appearance of the Gegenbauer polynomials for the two-point function of spinning fields in transverse

space is standard. What was new about the result (4.80) of [31] was the construction of the block in the

variables vi. Special cases of eq. (4.80) in restricted kinematics or for quantum numbers corresponding to

free fields had been obtained previously in [48, 49].

5 Conclusions and Outlook

Let us summarise the results of this work and indicate some future directions. The main actor of our discus-

sion was Harish-Chandra’s radial component map. The map allows to systematically construct covariant

differential operators acting on spherical functions. These spherical functions appear as partial waves in

bulk and defect CFTs and as wavefunctions of spin Calogero-Sutherland integrable models. Universality of

Harish-Chandra’s map allows to derive compact expressions for Casimir equations (Calogero-Sutherland

Hamiltonians) for arbitrary choices of spins (left and right representations). When applied to vector fields
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on the conformal group, rather than to the Laplacian, the map gives rise to equally compact expressions

for differential shifting operators. With the help of function space realisation of finite-dimensional carrier

spaces for spin degrees of freedom, the reduced Casimir and shifting operators become families of differ-

ential operators, parametrised by external quantum numbers and acting on the same space of functions

of cross ratios and analogous spin invariants. The shifting property is then expressed through exchange

relations such as eqs. (4.50), (4.53). We used these external shift operators together with a set of internal

weight-shifting operators to compute bulk- and defect-channel conformal blocks of two spinning bulk fields

in the presence of a co-dimension q = 2 defect, simplifying and slightly extending results of [9]. In the

case of spinning four-point functions, the present work greatly extends [18, 19] and provides an alternative

view on weight-shifting techniques. As far as we are aware, within the existing literature on spherical

functions, as well as spinning Calogero-Sutherland models, our results are new.

We have described two applications of universal spinning Casimir equations to higher-point conformal

blocks. The first concerned the reduction of six-point conformal blocks to products of spinning four-

point blocks in a certain OPE limit, [32]. Comparison of two sets of blocks goes via comparison of

associated Casimir equations. Since intermediate operators in the six-point function can carry arbitrarily

high spins, the comparison required knowledge of the four-point equations universally in external spins.

As the second application, we derived new Casimir equations for three-point function conformal blocks of

correlators involving one co-dimension two defect field and two bulk fields. The equation takes the form

of the spinning BC2 Calogero-Sutherland problem with an infinite dimensional spin representation, and

was matched to the equation derived (also in this work) by more conventional means.

The most explicit results for Calogero-Sutherland wavefunctions above were given for systems of real rank

(the number of particles) one or two. Given the similarity between treatements of these two cases, we

expect the methods to apply with little difference to higher rank systems. Another measure of complexity

of spin Calogero-Sutherland models is given by depths of left and right representations. In the present

work, we studied two sided systems with depths one on each side (STTs), and one sided systems with

an MST of depth two. In the upcoming work [50], it will be shown, at least in several cases, that our

techniques extend to two-sided MST systems.

The present work opens several directions. One is to analyse the bulk-bulk-defect three-point function

crossing equations in the lightcone limit. The defect channel blocks are known for generic point config-

urations and the bulk channel Casimir equations simplify considerably and can be solved in this limit.

The lightcone bootstrap with two bulk points was performed already in [51]. It is natural to ask whether

the conclusions of that work can be improved upon by adding a third point on the defect. Away from

the lightcone limit, the bulk channel blocks are yet to be computed. The solution may be attempted

using results of the last subsection and trying to generalise Calogero-Sutherland solution techniques to

infinite-dimensional external representations. The mentioned three-point function also admits an associ-

ated Gaudin model in the spirit of [44], as will be shown in [52]. In particular we shall explain how to

construct a third vertex differential operator which commutes with the two Casimirs.

Let us point out that the Hamiltonians described above when combined with results of [53] lead to universal

Casimir equations for superconformal blocks of type I supersymmetry (equivalently, spherical functions

on supergroups of type I). While [53] also developed solution theory for these equations, assuming the
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knowledge of bosonic spherical functions, a more satisfactory method using weight-shifting operators is

still missing. It was shown in [53] that spherical functions on supergroups can carry an action of non-

trivial invariant operators (i.e. elements of the universal enveloping algebra of g) that are not present

for the underlying Lie group (in [53], these operators formed the Lie superalgebra gl(1|1)). Determining

all invariant and covariant (shifting) operators, as well as their algebraic structure, remains an intriguing

question for future research. It might also be interesting to study shifting operators for spinning extensions

of the Casimir equations for superconformal primaries that we recently solved by [54].

It turns out that spherical functions appear as partial waves in ordinary QFT without conformal symmetry,

by choosing the appropriate Gelfand pair. Thus, our techniques can be used for computations of these

waves as well, relevant for scattering of spinning particles, as will be shown in [50] (see [55] for an alternative

approach).

As we have underlined, our methods for constructing spinning Calogero-Sutherland wavefunctions are

self-sufficient. Still, it would be of value to explore relations between these methods and other treatments

of spherical functions and Calogero-Sutherland integrable systems. For instance, our techniques allow to

obtain explicit expressions for matrix spherical functions, see [56, 57] and references therein. In some cases,

these works made a further connection to the matrix hypergeometric equation, [58]. Another question is

to obtain the Dunkl operators and the Lax pair for spinning models (the two being closely related in the

scalar case, [59]). To this end, the right place to start may be the classical models of [60, 61], which are

closely related to ours. There exists a general, if difficult to execute, method for constructing Calogero-

Sutherland eigenfunctions, in terms of power series with coefficients (called Harish-Chandra coefficients)

in the universal enveloping algebra of k, see [20, 27] for references. A valid question is whether our

solution generating techniques can be used for computations of Harish-Chandra coefficients, which would

in turn be used to obtain solutions with different external representations. Other aspects of integrability of

spinning Calogero-Sutherland models with less emphasis on explicit wavefunctions, such as the r-matrix,

bi-Hamiltonian structure and superintegrability, have also been studied, see [62–64] and references therein.

Finally, let us mention a few systems where one might try to make progress along the lines we followed

here. Scalar Calogero-Sutherland models arise not only from cosets K\G/K, but also their asymmetric

cousins K1\G/K2, where both K1 and K2 are spherical subgroups of G, [65, 66]. We are not aware

of an appropriate generalisation of Harish-Chandra’s map that would allow for universal reductions of

differential operators to such double quotients. A theory for these asymmetric reductions would e.g. allow

to extend results of section 4 to defects of arbitrary co-dimension.

Perhaps one of the most interesting generalisations to be explored comes through the relation to Gaudin

models. As we have touched upon several times, higher-point conformal blocks are can be characterised

as eigenfunctions of Casimir and vertex operators, which together constitute Hamiltonians of a Gaudin

integrable system, [32, 45, 67]. Extension of these results to setups with defects is possible and will

be explained in [52]. As we have seen on one example in this work, higher-point Casimir equations

can sometimes also be put in spinning Calogero-Sutherland form. In fact, it is not difficult to see that

constructions similar to that of section 4.3 are possible for bulk higher-point functions as well. These

lead to an interplay between Gaudin and spinning Calogero-Sutherland models, which has been very

little explored. An outstanding open question would be to uplift our weight-shifting algebra to the full
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Gaudin model, reversing the process described in section 3. If achieved, this would provide a systematic

construction of six-point conformal blocks.
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A Cartan involutions

In this appendix we give some details about Cartan decompositions of real simple Lie algebras. Also, we

introduce some standard terminology which is used in the main text.

Let gc be a complex simple Lie algebra and hc a Cartan subalgebra of gc. By the standard theory, gc

decomposes as

gc = hc ⊕
∑
α∈Φ

gαc . (A.1)

Here, α are roots of gc and the set of all roots is denoted by Φ. We regard roots as linear maps hc −→ C

such that adH = α(H) on the space gαc . Root spaces are one-dimensional, gαc = span{eα}. We normalise

root vectors eα so that the following relations are satisfied

[eα, e−α] = hα, κ(hα, H) = α(H), ∀H ∈ hc . (A.2)

In the last equality, κ is the Killing form of gc. The real vector space spanned by {hα} is denoted by h.

The complex Lie algebra gc can be also regarded as a real Lie algebra, written gR
c . A Lie subalgebra g of

gR
c is said to be a real form of gc if the following direct sum decomposition is valid

gR
c = g⊕ ig . (A.3)

That is, any element X of gR
c can be uniquely decomposed as X = Y + iZ, with Y, Z ∈ g. The map

σ : gc −→ gc defined by σ(Y + iZ) = Y − iZ is an automorphism of gR
c called conjugation with respect to

g.

It is well-known that any complex simple Lie algebra gc has a compact real form u on which the Killing form

is negative-definite. In terms of the basis introduced above, we have u = spanR{ihα, eα−e−α, i(eα+e−α)}.
Conjugation with respect to u will be denoted by τ

τ(hα) = −hα, τ(eα) = −e−α, α ∈ Φ . (A.4)

Let now g be a real simple Lie algebra and gc its complexification. A decomposition g = k⊕ p, where k is

a subalgebra and p is a linear subspace of g is called a Cartan decomposition if, in the above notation

σ(u) ⊂ u, u ∩ g = k, iu ∩ g = p . (A.5)
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These conditions imply that, for any k ∈ k and p ∈ p

σ(τ(k)) = σ(k) = k, τ(σ(k)) = τ(k) = k, σ(τ(p)) = σ(−p) = −p, τ(σ(p)) = τ(p) = −p , (A.6)

that is, τσ = στ = 1k − 1p. An equivalent definition of a Cartan decomposition of g is that into a direct

sum of a subalgebra k and a subspace p subject to conditions

κ|k < 0, κ|p > 0, θ = 1k − 1p is an automorphism of g . (A.7)

A real form g of gc is said to be split if p contains a maximal (ad-diagonalisable) abelian subalgebra of

g. It is known that any complex simple Lie algebra has a unique (up to isomorphism) split real form. In

fact, this real form is the span of {hα, eα}. For a real form that is not necessarily split, we denote by ap

a maximal abelian subspace of p. Let a be a maximal abelian subalgebra of g that contains ap. Then we

have the direct sum decomposition

a = (a ∩ k)⊕ (a ∩ p) ≡ ak ⊕ ap . (A.8)

The complexification ac of a is a Cartan subalgebra of gc, which is stable under θ. On the other hand

h = ap ⊕ iak . (A.9)

Let us split the positive roots Φ+ into a disjoint union of two subsets P±. Elements of P+ are positive

roots that do not vanish identically on ap and elements of P− are the ones that do. Any linear functional

on h is a linear functional on ap by restriction. By restricting elements of P+ ∪ (−P+) to ap we arrive at

the set of restricted roots Σ from the main text. We will adopt the notation to write α̃ for the restriction

of α ∈ Φ to ap. Elements of Σ+ are restrictions of α ∈ P+.

Vectors eα in the Cartan-Weyl basis of gc may be chosen such that τ(eα) = −e−α. Since hc is θ-stable, we

may regard θ as a linear involution of h∗c . This map restricts to an involution of the root system Φ such

that

θα|ap = −α|ap .

We have

σ(eα+) = kα+eα+ , σ(eα−) = −eα− , α± ∈ P± ∪ (−P±) . (A.10)

The first equation defines numbers kα+ . From στ = τσ, we get k̄α+ = k−α+ . The second equation follows

from the fact that e−α ∈ kc.

Another space of some importance in our analysis is the centraliser of ap in k, denoted m. From above, we

see that

mc = akc ⊕
∑
α∈P−

gαc ⊕
∑
α∈P−

g−αc . (A.11)

Notice that spaces gλ are adm-stable. Indeed

[h, [m,x]] = −[m, [x, h]]− [x, [h,m]] = λ(x)[m,x], x ∈ gλ .
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The sum of positive restricted root spaces is denoted by nc

nc =
∑
α∈P+

gαc , n = g ∩ nc . (A.12)

Then n is a maximal nilpotent subalgebra of g. By the above remarks, both n and nc are adm-stable. The

direct sum decomposition

g = k⊕ ap ⊕ n , (A.13)

is called the Iwasawa decomposition of g. The projection of nc to kc is denoted by qc

qc = (1 + θ)(nc) = span{yα | α ∈ P+} . (A.14)

B Lorentzian conformal group

Conventions for the Lorentzian conformal group have been given in the main text. Here we add several

useful formulas. Matrices in the (d + 2)-dimensional representation are written in the block form in the

obvious way. Then

xiL0i =

 0 −xT 0

−x 0 0

0 0 0

 , xiLi,d+1 =

0 0 0

0 0 x

0 xT 0

 , w =

−1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 −1

 . (B.1)

In accordance with the general theory, we have

u = k⊕ ip = spanR{L0,d+1, Lij , iL0i, iLi,d+1} ∼= so(d+ 2) . (B.2)

From here, one sees how the conjugation τ acts on vectors e
(a)
λ

τ
(
e

(a)
λ

)
= −e(a)

−λ . (B.3)

The last relation is also clear from the corresponding equations for θ, keeping in mind that θ = στ and

that σ preserves e
(a)
λ -s. To elaborate on this point, notice that the Cartan subalgebra h can be chosen in

the case at hand as

h = spanR{L01, iL23, ..., Ld,d+1} . (B.4)

Here, one distinguishes two cases, of even and odd d. For both d = 2n or d = 2n + 1, the second to last

term in the set above is iL2n−2,2n−1. There are n+ 1 elements in total, which is indeed the rank of g. In

this basis, clearly eaλ are not root vectors, e.g.

[L23, e
2
(1,0)] = [L23, L02 + L12] = −L03 − L13 .

However, we will continue to use vectors eaλ and associated objects such as yaλ, zaλ etc. They are linear

combinations of objects labelled by roots α ∈ P+ ∪ (−P+) and satisfy most of their properties.

In accord with the above remarks, we have

L1a = ya(1,0), Lad = ya(0,1), L1d =
1√
2

(y(1,−1) + y(1,1)), L0,d+1 =
1√
2

(y(1,−1) − y(1,1)), (B.5)

L0a = za(1,0), La,d+1 = −za(0,1), L0d =
1√
2

(z(1,−1) + z(1,1)), L1,d+1 =
1√
2

(z(1,−1) − z(1,1)), (B.6)
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with

z(a)
α = coth(α · t)y(a)

α −
1

sinh(α · t)
y′(a)
α . (B.7)

The quadratic Casimir C2 = − 1
2L

αβLαβ can be written as

C2 = −1

2
LabLab −

(
L0aL0a + L1aL1a + LadLad + La,d+1La,d+1 (B.8)

+ L0dL0d + L1dL1d + L1,d+1L1,d+1 + L0,d+1L0,d+1 + L01L01 + Ld,d+1Ld,d+1

)
. (B.9)

By expressing Lij-s in terms of generators H, y, z we get

C2 = −1

2
LabLab +H2

1 +H2
2 −

∑
λ∈Σ+

(
y

(a)
λ y

(a)
λ − z

(a)
λ z

(a)
λ

)
, (B.10)

where the summation over a is understood. Finally, by eq. (B.7)

C2 = −1

2
LabLab +H2

1 +H2
2 +

∑
λ∈Σ+

y
(a)
λ y

(a)
λ + y

′(a)
λ y

′(a)
λ

sinh2(λ · t)
− cosh(λ · t)

sinh2(λ · t)
{y(a)
λ , y

′(a)
λ } . (B.11)

One can check explicitly that with our normalisations, the following brackets hold (no sum)

[y
(a)
λ , y

′(a)
λ ] = − sinh(λ · t)λ ·H . (B.12)

Upon substitution into eq. (B.11) we get the expression for the quadratic Casimir element written in eq.

(2.56).

C Euclidean conformal group

Here we spell out our conventions for the Euclidean conformal group G = SO(d+ 1, 1) and its Lie algebra.

The non-vanishing Lie brackets in g = so(d+ 1, 1) read

[Mµν , Pρ] = δνρPµ − δµρPν , [Mµν ,Kρ] = δνρKµ − δµρKν , (C.1)

[Mµν ,Mρσ] = δνρMµσ − δµρMνσ + δνσMρµ − δµσMρν , (C.2)

[D,Pµ] = Pµ, [D,Kµ] = −Kµ, [Kµ, Pν ] = 2(Mµν − δµνD) . (C.3)

In the Lorentz-like notation, we write the generators as {Lαβ}, α, β = 0, 1, ..., d + 1. These obey the

relations

[Lαβ , Lγδ] = ηβγLαδ − ηαγLβδ + ηβδLγα − ηαδLγβ , (C.4)

where η is the mostly-positive Minkowski metric. The relation between conformal and Lorentz generators

reads

L01 = D, L0µ =
1

2
(Pµ +Kµ), L1µ =

1

2
(Pµ −Kµ), Lµν = Mµν . (C.5)

The quadratic Casimir is given by

C2 = −1

2
LαβLαβ = −L01L01 − L0µL0µ − L1µL1µ −

1

2
LµνLµν = D2 +

1

2
{Pµ,Kµ} − 1

2
MµνMµν (C.6)

= L2
01 + L2

02 + L2
03 − L0aL0a − L2

12 − L2
13 − L1aL1a − L2

23 − L2aL2a − L3aL3a −
1

2
LabLab . (C.7)
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The maximal compact subgroup of G is K = SO(d+ 1). The Cartan decomposition of g reads

g = k⊕ p, k = span{Lij}, p = {L0i}, i, j = 1, ..., d+ 1 . (C.8)

The Cartan involution θ is conjugation by diag(−1, 1, 1, ..., 1). Obviously, the real rank of G is equal to

one. We will choose ap to be spanned by D = L01. Its stabiliser in k is

m = span{Lµν} ∼= so(d), µ, ν = 2, ..., d+ 1 . (C.9)

There are two root spaces spanned by

g(1) = span{Pµ}, g(−1) = span{Kµ} . (C.10)

In terms of these, root vectors are yµ = 1
2 (Pµ −Kµ) = L1µ and zµ = 1

2 (Pµ + Kµ) = L0µ. According to

the general theory, the quadratic Casimir of g can be written as

C2 = L2
01 + d coth t L01 +

d+1∑
µ=2

L′21µ − 2 cosh t L′1µL1µ + L2
1µ

sinh2 t
− 1

2
LµνLµν . (C.11)

where, as usual, h = etD and L′1µ = h−1L1µh.

D Proof of equation (3.9)

In this appendix we would like to briefly sketch the proof of our formula (3.9). The derivation we provide

here follows the one given in [30] in the context of superconformal symmetry. It is conceptually clearer

than the original in [29] and extends also to the defect setups addressed in section 4. Our proof here is

based on an extension of the factorisation formula (3.6)

hm(x) = m(y(x, h))n(z(x, h)) k(t(x, h)) , (D.1)

from the Weyl inversion h = wd+1 to arbitrary elements h of the conformal group. The extended fac-

torisation formula involves three sets of functions y(x, h) = (y(x, h)a), z(x, h) = (z(x, h)a) and t(x, h) =

(t(x, h)%). Let us note that e.g. y(x, h) describes the usual global action of the conformal group element

h on the insertion point x. In case of z(x, h), this action is conjugated with the Weyl inversion.

A four-point correlation function G4(xi) satisfies a set of Ward identities. For global conformal transfor-

mations h these may be written in the form

G4(xhi ) =
( 4⊗
i=1

ρi(k(t(xi, h)))
)
G4(xi) . (D.2)

Note that correlation functions are essentially invariant under these transformations except some factors

depending in the weights and spins of the fields. This dependence is encoded in the choice of representations

σi, as we explained above. In the first step we wish to lift the correlator G4(xi) to a function F4 on four

copies of Gd valued in the vector space W1 ⊗ · · · ⊗W4. This lifting can be achieved in a unique way if we

require

F4(m(xi)) = G4(xi) , F4(giniki) =

4⊗
i=1

σi(k
−1
i )F4(gi) . (D.3)
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The Ward identities (D.2) satisfied by G4(xi) imply the following invariance conditions satisfied by F4

under simultaneous left multiplication of its four arguments by an element h of the conformal group,

F4(hm(xi)) = F4

(
m(xhi )n(z(xi, h))k(t(xi, h))

)
(D.4)

=
( 4⊗
i=1

σi(k(t(xi, h))−1)
)
G4(xhi ) = G4(xi) = F (m(xi)) . (D.5)

Other than the Ward identity, we have used the definitions (D.1) and (D.3). Given F4 and the Weyl

inversion w = wd+1, we can construct a function F : Gd →W1 ⊗ · · · ⊗W4 through the prescription

F (g) := F4(e, w−1, g, gw−1) . (D.6)

While this might look a bit odd at first, it is easy to verify that F is a K-spherical function, i.e. that it

satisfies the covariance laws (2.12) for appropriate ρl and ρr. Indeed, from the definition (D.6) of F , the

left invariance condition (D.4) and the right covariance law in eq. (D.3) of F4 we obtain

F (klgkr) = F4(e, w−1, klgkr, klgkrw
−1) = F4(k−1

l , w−1wk−1
l w−1, gkr, gw

−1wkrw
−1)

=
(
σ1(kl)⊗ σ2(wklw

−1)⊗ σ3(k−1
r )⊗ σ4(wk−1

r w−1)
)
F (g) .

In conclusion we have shown that a correlation function G4(xi) provides us with a K-spherical function

F . It is not difficult to invert the map and recover G4(xi) from F . Suppressing the last two arguments

and their corresponding prefactors for simplicity, we have

F4(m(x1),m(x2)) =
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)

)
F4

(
m(x1)n(y21),m(x2)k(t21)−1n(z21)−1

)
=
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)

)
F4

(
m(x1)n(y21),m(x1)m(x21)k(t21)−1n(z21)−1

)
=
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)

)
F4

(
m(x1)n(y21),m(x1)w−1m(y21)

)
=
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)

)
F4

(
m(x1)n(y21),m(x1)n(y21)w−1

)
.

In the first step we used the covariance property (D.3) of F4 in the first two arguments to multiply the

first argument with n(y21) and the second with k(t21)−1n(z21)−1. Since the latter contains a factor k it

needed to be compensated by a rotation in the second factor. Then we inserted the definition of m(x21)

and used that

m(x21) = w−1m(y21)n(z21)k(t21) .

This factorisation formula is essentially the definition of y21, z21 and t21. Finally we moved the Weyl

element w−1 through m using that n = w−1mw. We can now apply the same steps to the third and

fourth argument to obtain

F4(m(xi)) =
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)⊗ 1⊗ σ4(k(t43)−1)

)
F4

(
g12(xi), g12(xi)w

−1, g34(xi), g34(xi)w
−1
)
, (D.7)

where we introduced the elements

gij = m(xi)n(yji) .
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Finally, we can use the invariance property (D.4) of F for h = g−1
12 to obtain

F4(m(xi)) =
(
1⊗ σ2(k(t21)−1)⊗ 1⊗ σ4(k(t43)−1)

)
F4

(
e, w−1, g(xi), g(xi)w

−1
)
.

Here g(xi) is the element we introduced in eq. (3.10). Using our definition of the functional F in eq. (D.6)

and the relation between F4 and G4(xi) we have thereby established the lifting formula (3.9).

E Asymptotic solutions

In this appendix, we give the matrix Anm from (4.63). The matrix reads

A =
1

ι+ ∆− 1


1

4(ι+∆) 0 0

0 i(2ι+d−3)
4(2ι+d−2) 0

0 0 2ι+d−3
(2ι+d)(2ι+d−2)


 1 2 0

2b
ι+∆

4b
ι+∆ 1

C 2C + (ι+∆−1)(2ι+d−1)
2 − b(2ι+d−1)

2


1 0 1

0 1 0

1 0 −1

 ,

where

C =
(J − ι)(J + ι+ d− 2)− (2ι+ d− 1)

(
4b2 + (ι+ ∆)2

)
8(ι+ ∆)

.

F Three-point bulk Casimir equations

In this appendix, give the Casimir (4.66) and its map to the Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian (4.78). For

concreteness, we will put d = 4. Coefficients of the bulk Casimir operator in variables v0 = cosκ, v1, v2

read

C = ∆1(∆1 − 4) + ∆2(∆2 − 4)−∆1
∆2(v1 + v2 − 1) + ∆3̂(v1 − v2 + 1)

√
v1v2

cosκ,

C0 =
1

2
√
v1v2

(
(∆1 + ∆2 − 1)(v1 + v2 − 1) + ∆3̂(v1 − v2 + 1)

−
(
∆3̂(v1 − v2 + 1) + (∆1 + ∆2 + 1)(v1 + v2 − 1)

)
cos 2κ

)
− 2 cosκ,

C1 = 4v1(v1 + v2 −∆3̂)− 2

√
v1

v2

(
4v1v2 + ∆1v1 + (∆1 + 2∆2 − 2∆3̂ − 4)v2 −∆1

)
cosκ,

C2 = 4v2(v1 + v2)− 2

√
v2

v1

(
4v1v2 + (2∆1 + ∆2 + ∆3̂ − 4)v1 + (∆2 −∆3̂)v2 −∆2 + ∆3̂

)
cosκ,

C00 =

(
2 +

(v1 + v2 − 1) cosκ
√
v1v2

)
sin2 κ, Cii = 4v2

i (v1 + v2 − 1)− 8(v1 − 1)v
3/2
i v

1/2
3−i cosκ,

C0i = 2

√
vi
v3−i

(vi + 3v3−i − 1) sin2 κ, C12 = 8v1v2(v1 + v2) + 4
√
v1v2(4v1v2 − v1 − v2 + 1) cosκ .

After introducing coordinates t1 and t2 as in the main text, there is an essentially unique third coordinate

x = i

√
−v1 −

√
−v2√

−v1 +
√
−v2

√
1 + (

√
−v1 +

√
−v2)2

1 + (
√
−v1 −

√
−v2)2

, (F.1)

such that the transformed operator in (t1, t2, x) has vanishing coefficients with mixed partial derivatives

∂ti∂x. The freedom in x is that of a redefinition x′ = x′(x) which does not involve variables ti. Next,

– 57 –



there is an essentially unique factor ω

ω(t1, t2, x) =
(cosh 2t1 − cosh 2t2)

1
2 (1−∆1−∆2+∆3̂)

sinh−1 t1 sinh−1 t2

(
2

x2 + 1
sinh t1 +

2ix

x2 + 1
sinh t2

)−∆3̂

, (F.2)

such that H = ωDω−1 has vanishing coefficients multiplying ∂ti . Similarly as above, the choice of ω is

unique up to a multiplication by a function that depends only on x. With choices made here, a direct, if

somewhat tedious, computation shows that the operator D is transformed into the spinning Hamiltonian

(4.78).
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[12] M. Billò, V. Gonçalves, E. Lauria and M. Meineri, Defects in conformal field theory, JHEP 04 (2016) 091

[1601.02883].

[13] A. Gimenez-Grau and P. Liendo, Bootstrapping line defects in N = 2 theories, JHEP 03 (2020) 121

[1907.04345].

[14] A. Gimenez-Grau, P. Liendo and P. van Vliet, Superconformal boundaries in 4 − ε dimensions, JHEP 04

(2021) 167 [2012.00018].

[15] A. Gimenez-Grau and P. Liendo, Bootstrapping monodromy defects in the Wess-Zumino model, JHEP 05

(2022) 185 [2108.05107].

[16] M. Isachenkov and V. Schomerus, Superintegrability of d-dimensional Conformal Blocks, Phys. Rev. Lett.

117 (2016) 071602 [1602.01858].

– 58 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2003.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2003.11.016
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0309180
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.6194
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2011)154
https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.6321
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2011)071
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2011)071
https://arxiv.org/abs/1107.3554
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04405
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)081
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)081
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.07813
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00476-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00476-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9505127
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2013)113
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2013)113
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.4258
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)066
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)066
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02522
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2016)074
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.01497
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2016)183
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2016)183
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.05325
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2016)091
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.02883
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)121
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04345
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)167
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)167
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.00018
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)185
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)185
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.05107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.071602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.071602
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.01858


[17] M. A. Olshanetsky and A. M. Perelomov, Quantum Integrable Systems Related to Lie Algebras, Phys. Rept.

94 (1983) 313.

[18] V. Schomerus, E. Sobko and M. Isachenkov, Harmony of Spinning Conformal Blocks, JHEP 03 (2017) 085

[1612.02479].

[19] V. Schomerus and E. Sobko, From Spinning Conformal Blocks to Matrix Calogero-Sutherland Models, JHEP

04 (2018) 052 [1711.02022].

[20] M. Isachenkov, P. Liendo, Y. Linke and V. Schomerus, Calogero-Sutherland Approach to Defect Blocks,

JHEP 10 (2018) 204 [1806.09703].

[21] G. J. Heckman and E. M. Opdam, Root systems and hypergeometric functions. i, Compositio Mathematica

64 (1987) 329.

[22] M. Isachenkov and V. Schomerus, Integrability of conformal blocks. Part I. Calogero-Sutherland scattering

theory, JHEP 07 (2018) 180 [1711.06609].

[23] I. M. Gelfand, Spherical functions on symmetric riemann spaces, Doklady Akad. Nauk. SSSR 70 (1950) 5.

[24] R. Godement, Theory of spherical functions, Publications Mathématiques de l’Institut des Hautes Études
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[37] I. O. Burić, Harmonic Analysis in Conformal and Superconformal Field Theory, Ph.D. thesis, Hamburg U.,

U. Hamburg, Dept. Phys., 2021. 10.3204/PUBDB-2021-04464.

[38] V. Rosenhaus, Multipoint Conformal Blocks in the Comb Channel, JHEP 02 (2019) 142 [1810.03244].

– 59 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(83)90018-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(83)90018-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2017)085
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.02479
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)052
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02022
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)204
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.09703
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)180
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.06609
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-022-01102-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.02251
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.13497
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)004
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08099
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)147
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13547
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)007
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12489
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)144
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10827
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-51640-5
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-82-04943-2
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-82-04943-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/BFb0009678
https://doi.org/10.1007/BFb0009678
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)142
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03244


[39] A. Pal and K. Ray, Conformal Correlation functions in four dimensions from Quaternionic Lauricella

system, Nucl. Phys. B 968 (2021) 115433 [2005.12523].
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