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Abstract

We revisit the analysis of the integrated 2-point functions of local operators with a %—BPS
Wilson line in N' = 4 SYM. After including suitable parity-odd terms in the parametrization
of the defect correlators, we are able to solve the superconformal Ward identities in terms
of an unconstrained function of the cross-ratios. Exploiting this general solution, we obtain
a simple expression of the integration measure for the integrated correlators with a Wilson
line. We test our result by integrating the available bootstrap expression of the unintegrated
correlator at strong coupling against the predictions of supersymmetric localization, finding
perfect agreement.
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1 Introduction

The study of integrated correlators of local operators in superconformal gauge theories has recently
attracted a lot of interest from several different points of view [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6] being an ideal tool
to explore non-perturbative physics (see also [7] for a review with all the relevant references). A
very promising recent development in this context concerns the study of integrated correlators
in N' =4 SU(N) SYM in presence of a line defect, like for example a %—BPS Wilson line [8, 9].
This new class of integrated correlators can be obtained by considering a Wilson line W in the
mass-deformed A/ = 2* theory and taking two mass-derivatives of the logarithm of its vacuum
expectation value according to

(1.1)
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Here Oy(z;) are scalar primary operators of conformal dimension 2 in the 20" representation of
the R-symmetry group of the N' = 4 SYM, whose 2-point functions in presence of a Wilson line
we have denoted by (Oa(21)Oa(22))
focus of this note. On the other hand, the vacuum expectation value of the Wilson line in the

and [i(x1,x2) is an integration measure, which is the main

massive theory, i.e. (W), _y., can be computed explicitly with matrix-model techniques using
supersymmetric localization [10, 11, 12]. Therefore, (1.1) can be regarded as an integral constraint
that localization puts on the gauge theory correlators in presence of a line defect.

The relation (1.1) was first considered in [8], where the right-hand side has been studied in depth
by computing the matrix model in the large-N expansion, including also several corrections beyond
the planar level. The left-hand side of (1.1) has been studied in [9], focusing on the derivation of
the integration measure fi. This derivation was based on a solution of the superconformal Ward
identities obeyed by the 2-point functions in presence of a Wilson line which was obtained by
considering the structures of the defect CFT correlators discussed in [13, 14]. The solution found
in this way, however, constrains in a severe way the functions of the conformal cross-ratios that
appear in the correlation functions. In this note we reconsider this issue and show that by including
new structures (which are parity odd)?, it is possible to solve the Ward identities in terms of an

We are deeply indebted to Lorenzo Bianchi and Maddalena Ferragatta who raised this point with us and
prompted us to reconsider our original solution and also for re-deriving and checking the system of Ward identities.



unconstrained function of the cross-ratios and its derivatives. Exploiting this new solution, we
obtain a very simple expression of the integration measure fi, which amends the one derived in [9]
and is presented in Section 4 (see in particular (4.9) and (4.10)).

As mentioned above, the right-hand side of (1.1) can be efficiently computed using matrix-
model techniques which, in the large-N limit, allow us to obtain explicit expressions valid for all
values of the 't Hooft coupling. These matrix-model results can be used to check the validity of
the left-hand side, by integrating the existing results for the un-integrated two-point correlator. In
[15] (see also [16]) a general expression for (Oa(x1)O2(x2)),, at strong-coupling has been derived
in the planar limit using bootstrap methods and thus this result can be used to check the validity
of (1.1) at least in this regime. As we show in Section 5, after integrating the strong-coupling
expression of the un-integrated correlator given in [15] over the measure we have derived, we find
a perfect match with the matrix-model result that follows from supersymmetric localization. We
regard this successful check as a very convincing sign of the correctness of our results. Similar
checks are not yet fully available at weak coupling, but this final form for the integration measure
can then be used as a constraint for Feynman diagram computations [17] and for further bootstrap
computations.

Note added: While this note was in preparation, we became aware that similar results have
been obtained in [18]. We thank the authors of [18] for sharing a draft of their paper prior to
publication. Despite the different formalisms used, both our results agree with each other.

2 Integrated correlators with a Wilson line

The presentation in this Section closely follows [9] whose notations and conventions we adopt and
to which we refer for details.

We consider a half-BPS circular Wilson loop W in N' = 2* SYM on a 4-sphere S* in the
fundamental representation of SU(N

:—tr’Pexp{[j{dTlA #(r) + %ﬁ@(@}}_ (2.1)

Here C is the equator of 5%, A = g2, N is the 't Hooft coupling, and the scalars ¢ and $ belong
to the ' = 2 vector multiplet together with the gauge vector A,,.

The main quantity of interest is the vacuum expectation value of W in the massive theory,
namely

/D[ﬁelds] W e n=4=5m
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(2.2)
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where Sxr—y4 is the usual action of N’ =4 SYM on S* [1, 3, 8] and S,, is the mass-deformation

= m/dA‘x V() iJ(z) + K(2)) . (2.3)

Here g(z) is the determinant of the metric of S* (whose radius we have set to 1) while J(z) and
K (x) are conformal primaries with dimensions 2 and 3 respectively that can be written in terms



of the components of the so-called A/ = 2 current multiplet (see for example [19]) 2. The field J is
usually known as moment-map operator.
From (2.2), it easily follows that
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where the superscript ¢ stands for connected. Using a stereographic projection from S* to R*

7= (9,%@ log <<W>>N=2*
(2.4)

with a conformal factor given by Q(x) = (1 + 22)/2 under which the circular Wilson loop (2.1)
is mapped to a straight Wilson line in R?*, one can rewrite the sphere correlators in terms of the
flat-space correlators using the following relation

v ooy = (251) (152) (0w 0w, 29

where A is the conformal dimension of O(x;) (see [9] for details). Proceeding in this way, we obtain
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where we have dropped the superscript ¢ for simplicity and used the fact that in flat space (W) =1
if the Wilson line is normalized as in (2.1).

Conformal symmetry in presence of a defect is broken to SO(1,2)x SO(3) and severely con-
strains the form of the correlators of primary fields [20], which in our case are

(T(@1) T(@2))yy = T(%g;%), (K (1) K (22))y = <§?) (2.7

Here r; = |#;| represents the orthogonal distance between the point x; and the line, and F' and G
are functions of the conformal invariant cross-ratios £ and 7 defined as [21]
(21)* + 1§ + 13 Ty - Ty

§= ) n=——, (28)
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where z3, = (2] — 73), with 2} being the longitudinal coordinate along the line.

Exploiting the SO(3) symmetry, we can rotate the transverse axes so that the points z; and
9 take the form

x1 = (r1,0,0,¢t;) and x9 = (rycosf,rosinb,0,ts) (2.9)

2Notice that the action of the A" = 2* theory also contains a term proportional to m? but, as argued in [1, 3,6, 8],
it does not play any significant role since its contributions cancel against boundary terms that are generated by
integration by parts. Neglecting this term means that in practice one can freely perform integrations by parts.



and the cross-ratios (2.8) become

4N2 | .2, .2
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&=

, n=cosf . (2.10)

Exploiting the SO(1,2) symmetry, we can bring the points x; and xy in (2.9) to the reference
configuration

x1 =(1,0,0,0) and x9 = (pcosh,psind,0,0) (2.11)

in which the invariant £ becomes

1 1
= — - 2.12
e=5(0+3) (212)
while 7 remains equal to cos f. By trading some of the integrals of (2.6) for the integrals over the
parameters of the transformations that are used to reach the reference configuration, in [9] it has
been shown that the integrated correlator Z can be recast in the following form

oo T(1=p?+ (14 p?)logp lo
71255 an [ dp [( Tt ) (e - 22 e, m) BNCAEY
-1 0 P P E=3(p+7)

To proceed we need to find a relation between the functions F' and G. This can be done by
exploiting the supersymmetric Ward identities satisfied by the bulk correlators in presence of a
Wilson line.

3 Ward identities and their solution

Before discussing the Ward identities, we recall that fields J and K, whose 2-point functions
appear in the integrated correlator (2.13), are built from the so-called N' = 2 current multiplet
which consists of three scalars ®¥ = ®7% such that (®¥)* = ¢; €j¢ d*t two chiral fermions X;,
two anti-chiral fermions X;, two real scalars P and P, and one conserved current Ju 3. In presence
of a line defect, the original rotation symmetry SO(4) of R* is reduced to SO(3) and thus it is
convenient to repackage these fields in the following combinations

OV YV, =X, +iX;, Zi=X,—iX;, j, S=Q-2j5, T, (3.1)

where
T=P+P, Q=P-P. (3.2)
The advantage of using these combinations is that the supersymmetry transformations preserved
by the Wilson line take a simple form as shown below:
. 1 . . . _
0PY = —§§Z Y/ + (i) , (3.3a)
SY' =8¢ —4i0,0Y¢; (3.3b)

3For our conventions on indices and spinors we refer to Appendix A of [9]). Here we simply recall that ¢, = 1,2
are SU(2)r symmetry indices.
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Another ingredient is the fact that residual SU(2)g R-symmetry and the residual conformal
symmetry constrain the 2-point function of ®% (which is a conformal primary operator of dimension
2) to have the following form

(B (1) @ (22)),,, = <Eik et + 6jk> Az, 22) (34)

where A(z1,22) is a symmetric function of its arguments fixed by conformal symmetry to be:

Ay, 1) = (5 ;;) (3.5)

where a is a function of the invariant cross-ratios (2.8). Furthermore, the correlators of ®¥ with
the other bosonic operators in the multiplet vanish:

(@9(1) S(w) )y = (@) T(w2))yy = (@9(00) flw2)) |, = (2(e0) (@) =0 (36)

This is because ®¥ is symmetric in 4 and j and the only R-invariant 2-index tensor at our disposal
is the anti-symmetric €. Similar R-symmetry considerations lead us to write

<YC€(:C1) Yﬁj($2)>w — W (Eaﬁ b(x1,22) + Tag - 5(:{?1, x2)> , (3.7a)
(ZL (1) Y](22))yy = €7 (€ap c(@1,72) + Tag - da1,72)) (3.7b)
<Zciy(~’51) Zé(332)>w =€ (Eaﬁ d(x1,22) + Tag - 67(561,562)) . (3.7¢)

where 7,5 = G4 €y is symmetric in a and 8. The functions b(x1,22) and d(z1,z2) are anti-
symmetric in their arguments, while b(x1,x2) and d(z1,z2) are symmetric. Finally, taking into
account that 7" and @) are conformal scalar primaries with dimension 3, we have

(T(21) T(w2))yy, = H(w1,2) = hjg;g) , (3.50)
(@) Q) = L) = 130 (3.50)

Also the correlator of two currents in a defect CFT depends on the coordinates and the cross-
ratios in a very specific form which has been derived in [13, 14]. In particular, following the
parametrization of [14] we have
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where f1,..., f5 are five functions of the invariants and we have defined v = (£ —7)/2 for conve-
nience.

The last ingredient we need is the form of the correlators between the current and the scalars
T and @, which are the novelty compared to [9]. The current/scalar correlators have also been
discussed in [13, 14], and in our case, using again the parametrization of [14], they are

G Ty = [~ v+ E(2 -2 T (2Y L o

(@) T(x2))y, = % _xm (g;)} : (3.10D)
and
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(71 (21) Q(a2))yy, = ?17“5, _x” (g;)] (3.11b)

where g1, g2, g7 and g4 are four functions of the invariants. However, these formulas are not suffi-
cient to completely determine the current/scalar correlators. This is because the scalar operators
T and @ have a specific parity under the inversion along the line and in the transverse space.
More precisely, T is even under the longitudinal parity and odd under the transverse parity, while
viceversa () is odd under the longitudinal parity and even under the transverse one. In view of
this fact, further structures in the correlators are possible. Indeed, as shown in Appendix A using
the embedding formalism, one has

. odd 1 [emm giah
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and
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where s and s’ are functions of the invariants. These odd structures are the new crucial ingredient
in our analysis.

The task now is to find relations among the various functions of the invariants appearing in
the previous formulas. This can be achieved by writing the identities that follow from applying a
supersymmetry transformation to a vanishing boson/fermion correlator. These calculations have
been described in great detail in [9] (see in particular Appendix D). Therefore, we do not repeat
them here and simply report the final results, which are

<YO€(1‘1) Yﬁj (.%'2)>W = 8i€ij eag ({94(12)14(.%'1, .%'2) s (3.14&)
(Zi(21) Y] (22) )y, = 8€7 715 0L Ay, 2) (3.14b)
(S(x1) S(x2))yy = 169V A1, 22) (3.14c)
(T(21) S(x2))y, =0, (3.14d)
(™ (@1) S(2))yy, = 80 05 A, 2) (3.14e)
(T(21) T(w2))yy = —2100 d(w1, 22) + 1602 OV Ay, 22) | (3.14f)
(™ (@1) T(ws))yyy = O d™ (w1, 2) + 8™ 9P O Ay, ) (3.14g)
. . 1 1 ‘
(3" (@) 3" (w2))yyy = (T (@1) Tw2) )y, ™" = €™ (P (1) T(w2) )y, — 4050 Ay, s) .

(3.14h)

Inserting in these formulas the structure of the correlators prescribed by the defect CFT that we
displayed above, we can find a set of equations that must be satisfied by the various functions of
the invariants.

We note in particular that the relation (3.14g) implies that

(" (@1) T(w2) )y, + (T(x1) j" (22) )yy, = 0 (3.15)

and if we use the parametrization in (3.10a) one can easily conclude that the functions g; and go
vanish, thus implying the vanishing of the whole correlator. This was used in [9] to drop the e-term
in the last Ward identity (3.14h). With such a choice, however, the system of equations descending
from the Ward identities admits a solution only if one imposes a homogeneity constraint on the
scalar function a appearing in (3.5). On the other hand, the odd structure (3.12) is perfectly
compatible with the relation (3.15) for any function s, which therefore remains as an available
degree of freedom that allows us to lift that constraint. Similarly, the function s’ appearing in the
odd structures (3.13) will enter the identities (3.14c) and (3.14e), once we recall that S = @Q — 254,
thus modifying the corresponding relations.



Plugging the form of the correlators prescribed by R-symmetry and conformal symmetry in the
Ward identities (3.14) and proceeding as described in [9], we obtain a system of linear equations
for the various functions of the invariants that admits a solution. In this way we find that g1, g2, ¢}
and ¢, vanish while the functions f1,---, f5,5,5',h and £ are non trivial and can be written in
terms of the function a and its derivatives. In particular, we obtain the following expressions

h =160 (n(1 — €) dea) +160, (7 ~ Da+n(n* — 1)dya) , (3.16)
(=160, <§(1 ) 8na) +16 &5((52 —1)a+ €(€2 - 1)8§a) , (3.17)
s =8(¢* —1)0Za — 8(n* — 1)d7a + 16 £dza — 32ndya — 16a. (3.18)
s’ =8(n" — 1)d2a — 8(&? — 1)0¢a + 16 ndya — 32£ga — 16a . (3.19)

We observe a curious symmetry of these expressions under the exchange of £ and 7.

4 Final form of the integrated correlator

We now have all ingredients to obtain the final form of the integrated correlator (2.13). We first
recall that since J = ®!! + ®22, from (3.4) it follows that

(J(x1) J(22) )y = % , (4.1)
implying that
(&) =4al(&n) - (4.2)

On the other hand, K is a bi-linear combination of hypermultiplet fermions*, which corresponds
to @/2. Thus, from (3.8b) we have

S
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yielding

G(&n) = %5(5,77)

(4.4)
= Oy [€(1 = 1) 0 F(&,m)] + 0 [(€2 = DF(&,m) + £(€* = VAP (€, m)

where in the second step we used the solution of the Ward identities given in (3.17) and used (4.2).

Since the integration variable p used in (2.13) is only a function of £ (see (2.12)) and the
integration measure is 7-independent, we can drop the total n-derivative and use for G the following
reduced expression

G(&n) = 0| (€2 = DF(&m) +&(E = 1O F(&m)| - (4.5)

4We take this opportunity to correct a sign error in the expression of P in terms of the anti-chiral fermions of
the hypermultiplet that led in [9] to write K as proportional to T'= P + P instead of @ = P — P.



Upon inserting this into (2.13) we get

1 —+1 1— 2 1 21
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Performing the change of variable from £ to p, we find
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F(p,n) = F(&n)‘ : (4.8)
1)

If in the second line of (4.7) we integrate by parts (dropping the boundary terms), we find a
remarkable simplification between the various pieces and the final form of the integrated correlator
is simply

T 1oset[ap [an Pt F 4.9
=128 ) dp | dn =5 (p,m) - (4.9)

Using ¢ instead of p as integration variable, we can rewrite Z as

I= —6477/ d§/ dn F(&,7) (4.10)

This is the main result of this note.

5 The matrix-model calculation and strong coupling check

The integrated correlator Z can also be obtained using matrix-model techniques. This derivation
was presented in [8] and an alternative derivation based on the use of recursion relations and Bessel
kernels was discussed in [9]. Here we briefly summarize the latter derivation, which may be useful
also for generalizations to massive deformations of A/ = 2 theories, and then analyze the result.

Using supersymmetric localization, the A' = 2* SYM theory on a 4-sphere can be described by a
matrix model [10] whose partition function, neglecting instanton contributions that are suppressed
in the large-N fixed-A limit, can be written as

Z(m) = /da e~ tra® o= Sim(aAm) (5.1)

Here a is a Hermitian matrix in the fundamental representation of SU(N), and

l
Sl dm) =~ [ Sy OO () it wa] o) 52



where (j, are the Riemann-( values (k).
The matrix-model counterpart of the vacuum expectation value of the Wilson loop (2.2) is
given by

W(m) = —Z(lm) /da Wi(a, ) e~ tra? o=Sint(a,Am) , (5.3)

Wi(a, \) = % tr exp <\/ % a) . (5.4)

Thus, the integrated correlator Z can be obtained by differentiating twice the logarithm of (5.3):

where [10]

_ _ <W(a7 )‘) Sint(a7 )‘7m)> - <W(a7 )‘)> <Sint(a7)‘7m)>
T = 82, logW(m) = (\?V @) 0 2, (5.5)

where the notation (), represents vacuum expectation values computed in the free Gaussian
matrix-model.

In the large-N limit, it is possible to compute the right-hand side of (5.5) by exploiting the
techniques developed in [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27] and to find the following explicit expression that
encodes the exact dependence on the t’Hooft coupling:

A *dz 2z VAI(VA) Ji(z)? — 2 I (V) Jo(z) Ji ()
I_Il<m/o :vx<ﬁ> D

where

+O(1/N?) . (5.6)

2
(z/2)
)= ——5—"——. 5.7
x(@) sinhQ(x/Q) (5:7)
Eq. (5.6) agrees with the results of [12] (see also [8])°.
Expanding (5.6) for small values of A, it is straightforward to obtain the perturbative expansion

of Z, whose first few terms are

LS )\2_< G 25 G5 )A3+( G n 15¢s 735¢7
A—0 3272 256m2 25674 409672 409674 819276

)x‘ FON) +... (5.8)

where the ellipses stand for sub-leading terms in the large-IV expansion. On the other hand, using
the asymptotic behavior of the Bessel functions for large values of their arguments, we can compute
from (5.6) the strong-coupling expansion of Z and get

VA < 1

~ vA -5 —-1/2
T ~ 2+(3 6)4—0()\ T (5.9)

5.1 Matching with the matrix-model results at strong coupling

The expansions (5.8) and (5.9) should be reproduced from the gauge theory side by computing the
integral in (4.9) with the weak and strong-coupling expression of the function F(p,n) appearing
in the 2-point function of the moment-map operator J with a Wilson line. At weak coupling this

®Notice that in [12] Z is not normalized with respect to the vacuum expectation value (W (a, A))o, and that we
differ by an overall factor of 1/2 both with respect to [12] and [8].
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correlator has been computed explicitly only for specific configurations (see for example [17] where
the collinear limit is considered) and thus there are no available general expressions for ﬁ(p, n)
that can be used to check the integrated correlator (4.9) in this regime. On the contrary, at strong
coupling this correlator has been computed in [15] at leading order in the large-N expansion using
bootstrap techniques. In particular, the function ﬁ(p, n) can be deduced from the quantity Fj
given in the first line of eq. (3.33) in [15]. In our normalizations, we have

~ VA 1 2Z 1+ 22 22z log 2z
F ~oma| T O 5.10
0 %y Bt | T2 —\G==e T —zzp )| TN (5.10)

where

z=pe? | z=pe . (5.11)

More explicitly, the strong-coupling expression of F at leading order is

VA pP— 8 +4ptlogp

F(p,n) = (5.12)

647 (p2 —1)° (1+ p2 — 2mp)

Using this in (4.9) and performing the integrals, we find

—1287r/dp/

\/—/ /“ ,0 +4p’logp VA
) (L+p2—2mp) 2
which is exactly the leading strong-coupling result given in (5.9). This successful check is a strong

indication of the validity of the integration measure we have found and of the integral constraint
(4.9).

F(p,n)

(5.13)
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A Parity odd terms

We follow the embedding formalism, which provides a realization of conformal transformations
as linear coordinate transformations on the light-cone of RM¥t1. A detailed derivation of this
formalism in presence of a defect can be found in [20, 13], in this appendix we report the results
that are useful in the main text.
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The spacetime embedding coordinates in RM¥*1 are realised as

1+ 22 1 — 22
PM:< *;” 2t 25“ > (A1)

defined on the light cone P? = 0. Analogously we can define spinning operators in the embedding
space by introducing auxiliary vectors Z;:

Zy = (x-z,2t,—x-2), (A.2)

which again must satisfy Z2 = 0. For our purposes we need the embedding space version of a spin
one operator:
OP,Z) = ZMOy(P) , (A.3)
which satisfies P - Z = 0.
In presence of a line defect in 4d, it is natural to split the coordinates in two sets M =
(A, I), distinguishing the “parallel” directions denoted by A, B = 0, 1,2 indices, and “orthogonal”
directions denoted by I,J = 3,4,5. The broken conformal group SO(1,2) and SO(3) act on these

sets separately: The residual conformal symmetry is still linearly realised, and one can define two
different distances, in the parallel and transverse directions:

PeQ=P'nspQ”  PoQ=P5,Q’ (A4)

Since bulk insertions still satisfy the conditions P2 = Z? = Z - P = 0, only a subset of the scalar
products (A.4) is independent

PeP=—-PoP, ZelZ=—7ol, ZeP=—-Z0oP. (A.5)

As a first example we write the bulk two-point functions of two scalar operators with dimensions
A1 and As:

f(p,m)
(Pl e} Pl)Al/Q(P2 e} P2)A2/2 ’

which can be used to fix scalar two-point functions in physical space as (2.7), (3.5) and (3.8) in

(O(P)O(R))y = (A.6)

the main text.
We then consider bulk two-point functions in presence of spin-one operators. We start from
the current-current two-point function, which is fixed as follows:

1

(J(Pr, Z1)J (P, Z2))yy = (P o Py)A172(

Py o Py)har2 > Felpm)Qu(Pr, 21, Py, Za) , (ALT)
k

where u,v are the usual cross ratios and k counts the possible tensorial structures allowed by
conformal symmetry. For the correlator of two spin one currents there are 6 possible tensorial
structures Qg, as listed in [20, 13], whose expressions in the physical space generate the the
correlators (j ;™) displayed in (3.9). This correlator cannot be modified by any additional parity-
odd structure, so the results in [13] are compatible with [14] and the Ward identity computation
in [9].

The two-point function of a current with a scalar operator

(Oa, (Pr, Z1)Ony (P2))w (A.8)
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is fixed analogously to (A.7), where, as prescribed by [13], there are only two allowed conformal
structures Q;. Hence, their expressions in physical space generate (3.10) and (3.11) in the main
text. However, as mentioned in [20] (see in particular their section 3.4) one must take into account
possible parity-odd structures. Indeed, in presence of a defect the residual conformal symmetry
group connected to the identity does not relate parity transformations applied separately on parallel
and orthogonal directions. For a line defect and for observables like (A.8), it is then possible to

saturate the vectors (Pp, Z1, P,) with the appropriate parallel and orthogonal epsilon tensors ©

€A1 A2A3 Aa = 0) 15 2 3 €N 115 » IZ = 3,45 5. (Ag)

We can think of €4, 4,4, as the time reversal structure and the €y, 1,7, as the spacial parity reversal
structure. Therefore in this case we must add to the structures listed in [13] the following additional
functions:

1
<0A1(P1721)0A2(P2)>W = A+l Ao+l (3(p7 77) 6111213131[1 PQIQ les
(ProP)72 (PaoPy) ™2 (A.10)

- 23,(P777)6A1A2A3P1Al P2A2 Z{%) :

where s(p,n) and s'(p,n) are two additional functions of the cross ratios. Scalar operators trans-
forming nontrivially under time/spacial parity reversal can allow for these epsilon structures.

Therefore, we can map these additional structures to the 4d spacetime using the Poincare
section. The trasverse €, 1,1, gives:

‘ EmnpT L Th ‘
(Jm (21)On, (x2))yy = 5 fliﬁi?mil ; (Ja(21)Onz(22))y = 0, (A.11)
1 2
whereas the parallel €4, 4,4, gives:
. ~ t1271 . ~ 2 — 1 + 13
<]m($1)0A2 (m2)>w = 25/7“1ATT§;+1 ) <J4($1)0A2 (5'32)>W = W ) (A12)

which give rise to the formulas (3.12) and (3.13) in the main text.
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