arXiv:2301.02782v3 [hep-th] 7 Jun 2024

Superconformal blocks for stress-tensor and chiral operators for 4D N = 2 superconformal field theories

Subhadeep Rakshit^∗ and Subir Mukhopadhyay^†

Department of Physics, Sikkim University, 6th Mile, Gangtok 737102.

Abstract

We have computed the superconformal partial wave for the mixed correlators involving J, ϕ, and ϕ^†, where J is the superconformal primary of 4D N = 2 stress-tensor multiplet, ϕ, and ϕ^† are chiral and anti-chiral scalars, respectively in the channel ⟨JJϕϕ^†⟩. We have used the superembedding formalism and computed the conformal partial wave corresponding to the exchange of long multiplet using the supershadow approach. This study provides part of the ingredients necessary for the study of conformal bootstrap for mixed correlator in 4D N = 2 superconformal field theories.

∗srakshit@sikkimuniversity.ac.in †subirkm@gmail.com.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Revisit N = 2 superconformal algebra and selection rule for OPEs 5 2.1 Elements of 4D N = 2 superconformal algebra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.2 Three point functions in N = 2 superspace . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

3 Review of superembedding space formalism 9 3.1 Superembedding space . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 3.2 Superconformal invariants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 3.3 Superconformal tensor structures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 3.4 Supershadow approach . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

4 Three point function and OPE coefficient 14 4.1 Three point function ⟨J J O⟩ for long multiplet A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 4.2 The three point function ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩ for long multiplet A^Δ_{0,0,( l2 , l2 )} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

5 Computation of superconformal partial waves 17 5.1 Result for A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} with l odd . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 5.2 Result for A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} with l even . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

6 N = 2 superconformal block decompositions 23

7 Discussion 24

A Some invariants and tensor structures 25 A.1 Superconformal invariants and its derivatives . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 A.2 Tensor structures and its derivatives . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26

B List of Conformal Integrations 27 B.1 Integration related to N_l . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 B.2 Conformal integration with (P0, P1, P2, P3) and (R0, R1, R2, R3) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

1 Introduction

The conformal bootstrap program [1–3] was introduced in two dimensions. Over the years, it has transpired that the analysis of conformal field theories using general consistency conditions from symmetries, unitarity, and associativity of the operator product expansion can impose substantial constraints on the spectrum of local operators of conformal field theories in any dimension. Recently, significant progress has been made for theories in dimensions higher than two [4, 5]. In particular, it has been established that one can obtain the critical exponent of the 3D ising model using these methods [6, 7].

As mentioned in [8], these methods are effective for theories characterised with global symmetries, and supersymmetric theories are natural candidates for the application of these methods. In addition to the bosonic theories, the bootstrap method has been applied to the supersymmetric theories as well. In the latter, constraints from supersymmetry and protected aspects of the spectrum add to the power of its approach, leading to spectacular results. Four dimensional superconformal theories for N = 1, 2, 4 have appeared in [9–14], to list a few. In this context, it may be mentioned that class S constructions [15, 16] also lead to a number of SCFTs, and conformal bootstrap may help the classification of these theories.

One of the crucial ingredients in the applications of these techniques is four point correlators of the operators. The constraints arising from a single four point correlator are powerful enough to lead to bounds on scaling dimension, which turns out to be saturated for known CFT such as two dimensional minimal models [8,17]. Four point correlators of the scalar operators in N = 1 SCFT in four dimensions have been studied in [9,14,18–20]. Mostly, they have focused on chiral operators and scalars in conserved current multiplets using different approaches. For N = 2 theories, four point correlators of moment map operators and chiral operators were studied in [21] and [22, 23], where in the latter they considered Argyres-Douglas fixed point.

The stress-tensor operator is universal in any local CFT, and four point correlators of operators of stress-tensor multiplet appeared in literature. In three dimension, the four point function of stress-tensor operator without the supersymmetry has been studied in [24]. In four dimensions, the four point function of scalar operators of the stress-tensor multiplet for N = 4 theories was analysed in [8, 25]. They found that using bootstrap constraint a particular operator spectrum is singled out. It was conjectured that this extremal spectrum corresponds to N = 4 super Yang-Mills (SYM) at the S-dulity invariant value of τ = θ +^{4πi}_{g2Y M} . In this context, it may be mentioned that the bounds of scaling dimension and OPE coefficients for N = 4 SU(N) SYM was studied in [26] for a wide range of N and g_{Y M} and they find the bounds are approximately saturated by weak coupling result at small g_{Y M} , while for large N it interpolates between small g_{Y M} and strong coupling results. In six dimensions, four point correlators of stress-tensor multiplet of N = (2, 0) were studied [27], which leads to various bounds. For the four dimensional N = 2 theories, the three point correlators of stress-tensor multiplets with arbitrary operators are discussed in [28, 29] and the four point correlators of the scalar operators of stress- tensor multiplet were studied in [30]. However, the bootstrapping has not been done yet.

Most of these works are focused on four point correlators of identical operators and bootstrapping eventually leads to interesting results. The study of correlators has also been extended to mixed correlators. As mentioned above, chiral operators and scalars in conserved current multiplets have been studied in d = 4, N = 1. Bootstrapping of correlators of mixed correlators involving scalar chiral and real operators in d = 4, N = 1 has been discussed in [31], which leads to bounds on the central charge and dimension of the real operator. Mixed correlators in four dimension in N = 2 superconformal theories have been studied involving moment map and chiral operators in [32]. Similar study of chiral operators in four dimension for N = 2 SCFT as an example of mixed correlator appeared in [22].

In the present work, we will consider mixed correlators in four dimensional N = 2 SCFTs involving scalars in the stress tensor multiplet and chiral multiplet. There are several works on the mixed correlators [7, 22, 31] to name a few. The power of mixed correlator in the context of three dimensional bootstrap has been elaborated in [7] and we expect this study will lead to a better understanding of N = 2 SCFTs.

Analyzing the bootstrap of mixed correlators of chiral (Φ), antichiral(Φ^†) and real (R) scalar multiplets, bounds on conformal dimension of R and lower bound on central charge are obtained in [31]. Along the similar lines one would expect an analysis of the bootstrap of the present results would lead to bounds on the scaling dimension of the operators and the OPE coefficients involved here.

Four point correlators of external operators in a conformal field theory can be expressed in terms of the conformal blocks, which correspond to the contribution due to the exchange of a primary operator and its descendants [33, 34]. In a non-supersymmetric CFT, conformal blocks for the external scalar operators are studied in [33, 34] and are expressed in terms of conformal invariant cross-ratios. An account of various methods used to compute conformal blocks can be obtained in [4].

Once we move to superconformal field theories, the three point functions of primary operators residing in the same supersymmetry multiplet are related to each other through superconformal algebra. One can construct the superconformal blocks, which sum up contributions from all the operators in a given supersymmetry multiplet. Therefore, the superconformal blocks are composed of several conformal blocks and the explicit form depends on the particular superconformal algebra and the representations. For N = 1 SCFTs, superconformal block decompositions have been discussed in [9, 14, 31], in the context of chiral and antichiral external operators. However, this method becomes quite cumbersome for N = 2 or higher.

There are several approaches to constructing superconformal blocks. In the case of half-BPS external operators for extended supersymmetry, one can use the superconformal Ward identities to obtain the superconformal blocks [11, 13, 35].

A more general approach is to use the Casimir operator of the superconformal group, which can be applied in any dimension. One can identify conformal partial waves (which are the same as conformal blocks up to certain kinematic factors) as eigenfunctions of quadratic Casimir operators belonging to the eigenvalue related to the quantum number of the representation. The superconformal blocks for the chiral operators have been computed in [18] using this method. This method has also been used to compute the superconformal blocks (in theories with eight supercharges) for external protected scalar operators, which are the lowest component of the flavour current multiplet [18, 36, 37]. However, for extended supersymmetry, it involves more than one nilpotent superconformal invariant, and this approach becomes cumbersome.

In this work, we have used the shadow approach to compute superconformal partial waves. This involves a supersymmetric generalization of the embedding formalism, in which the conformal transformations are realized linearly. In this approach, one describes the superembedding space in terms of supertwisters, which transform naturally under the superconformal group. The superfields can be lifted to the superembedding space. Then one writes a manifestly invariant projector onto an irreducible representation of the superconformal group. The partial waves can then be written as manifestly invariant supertwistor integrals. This approach has been developed in [18, 38] and the superconformal blocks for the general external operator have been computed in [31, 38]. The relation between the superembedding space and the superspace has been studied in [39–42]. In the superspace formalism, study of 4D N = 2 have been carried out [28, 42–44].

We have organized the paper as follows. In Section 2 we review the 4D N = 2 superconformal algebra, its representation, and the OPE selection rules for J × J and Φ × Φ^†, where J , Φ and Φ^† are the superfields representing the stress-tensor, chiral and anti-chiral scalar multiplets respectively . In the next section, we discuss the superembedding space formalism with N = 2 supersymmetry, the superconformal invariants, and the tensor structures. In Section 4 we discuss the three point function of ⟨J J O⟩ and ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩ where O is the long multiplet. We computed the superconformal partial wave for the four point correlation function ⟨JJϕϕ^†⟩ in Section 5. We discuss our results with reference to the decomposition of N = 2 supermultiplet into several N = 1 multiplets in Section 6, which provides us the nontrivial consistency check for odd and even l. In Section 7 we conclude. Section A and Section B are a small sampling of computations of superconformal invariants and conformal invariants.

2 Revisit N = 2 superconformal algebra and selection rule for OPEs

2.1 Elements of 4D N = 2 superconformal algebra

In this subsection, we review the essential ingredients of 4D N = 2 superconformal algebra following [28, 30, 45]. The bosonic conformal algebra is generated by the generators { P_{α,α̇}, K^{α,α̇}, M^β_α, M̄^{α̇}_{β̇} , D } . Unless otherwise mentioned, we will be using α = ± and α̇ = ± as the Lorentz indices. The conformal group is given by SU(2, 2) ∼ SO(4, 2).

For the extended supersymmetries, such as, the N = 2 superconformal algebra is further augmented by including the fermionic Poincaré and conformal supercharges, { Q^i_α, Q̄_{iα̇}, S^α_i , S̄^{iα̇} } . The conformal group SU(2, 2) is also extended into its supersymmetric extension SU(2, 2|2). In addition, they are characterised by R-symmetry generators, and for N = 2 the R-symmery group is given by SU(2)_R × U(1)_r and we will denote the generators by { R^i_j , r } with SU(2)_R indices i, j = 1, 2.

The representation of the superconformal group SU(2, 2|2) of a general multiplet can be obtained from the highest weight or superconformal primary. The highest weight states, by definition, are annihilated by the conformal supercharges (S, S̄). They are characterised by the Dynkin labels of the conformal group and the R-symmetry groups, which are given by the quantum numbers (Δ, j, j̄, R, r), where (Δ, j, j̄) and (R, r) are the Dynkin labels of the conformal group and the R-symmetry group, respectively. The other states in the multiplet are generated by the action of the Poincaré supercharges.

General supermultiplets denoted by A^Δ_{R,r,(j,j̄)} (we follow the convention of [45]) is obtained by application of Q^i_α, Q̄_{i α̇}. Unitarity imposes bounds on the conformal dimension of the multiplets, which is known as unitarity bounds. For general long multiplet, the unitarity bound is given by,

Δ ≥ 2 + 2j + 2R + r, 2 + 2j̄ + 2R − r. (2.1)

If the highest weight is annihilated by some combination of Q and Q̄ the supermultiplet undergoes shortening. There are several kinds of shortening conditions [45,46] depending on the Lorentz and SU(2)_R quantum numbers of the charges that annihilate the highest weight.

If j = 0 we may impose Q^1_α |R, r⟩^{hw} = 0, (2.2) which requires Δ = 2R + r. This multiplet is denoted by B_{R,r(0,}¯_{j)}. Similarly, for j̄ = 0 we may impose

Q̄_{2α̇} |R, r⟩^{hw} = 0, (2.3)

which requires Δ = 2R − r, and the corresponding multiplet is denoted by B̄_{R,r(j,0)}.

For R = 0, when the state is annihilated by Q^i_α for both i = 1, 2, the multiplet is generated by the action of Q̄ and it leads to a chiral multiplet E_{r(0,}¯_{j)}. Similarly, there is a corresponding conjugate Ē_{r(j,0)}. Though representation theory allows such N = 2 chiral multiplets with non-zero j̄ and j respectively, but such exotic multiplets do not occur in any known N = 2 SCFT [47]. In fact, it has been shown in [48] that the exotic chiral primaries cannot appear in any local SCFT. They begin by constructing a 3 point function involving exotic chiral primary, its conjugate, and stress tensor multiplet and show that it does not satisfy Ward identity unless j = 0. The scalar E_r := E_{r(0,0)} multiplets are the half-BPS multiplets of Coulomb type.

On the other hand, imposing Q^1_α |R, r⟩^{hw} = 0 and Q̄_{2α̇} |R, r⟩^{hw} = 0 simultaneously, requires r = 0 and j = j̄ = 0, leading to a short supermultiplet B̂_R. These scalar multiplets are half-BPS multiplets of Higgs type.

The other shortening conditions are imposed as follows. For j > 0 one can impose ϵ^{αβ}Q^i_β |R, r⟩^{hw}_α = 0 (2.4) while for j = 0 this condition is replaced by

(Q^i)^2 |R, r⟩^{hw} = 0, (2.5)

where (Q^i)^2 = ϵ^{αβ}Q^i_αQ^i_β (no sum on i). If we require this only for i = 1 we get Δ = 2 + 2j + 2R + r and Δ = 2 + 2R + r respectively. This leads to the supermultiplet C_{R,r(j,}¯_{j)}.

Similarly, the conjugate conditions are ϵ^{α̇β̇}Q̄_{iβ̇} |R, r⟩^{hw}_{α̇} = 0, j̄ ≥ 0, (Q̄_i)^2 |R, r⟩^{hw} = 0, j̄ = 0,

(2.6)

and this multiplet is denoted by C̄_{R,r(j,}¯_{j)}.

C_{R,r(j,}¯_{j)}, C̄_{R,r(j,}¯_{j)} are called semi-short multiplets. If the semi-shortening condition is applied for both Q and Q̄, we obtain a semi-short multiplet Ĉ_{R,(j,}¯_{j)}, with r = j̄ − j.

We have included a table 1 from [28, 30] where the unitary irreducible representation of the N = 2 superconformal algebra has been shown. Though we will be discussing only a few multiplets, that are relevant for our purpose, we have included a full list of multiplets in the table. It may be noted that for the C multiplets, Δ satisfies the bounds imposed for the long multiplets, which are saturated for the multiplet Ĉ_{R,(j,}¯_{j)}.

2.2 Three point functions in N = 2 superspace

Three point function ⟨J J O⟩ and OPE selection rules:

The three point functions consisting of two identical stress tensor primary operators J and a third arbitrary operator have been discussed in [28,30]. In particular the three point function ⟨J J J ⟩ has been discussed in [42]. In this section, we briefly review the three point function consisting of two stress tensor primary operators J and a third arbitrary operator in terms of variables of superspace.

Shortening Quantum Number Relations Multiplet ⊘ Δ ≥ 2 + 2j + 2R + r, 2 + 2j̄ + 2R − r A^Δ_{R,r,(j,j̄)} B^1 Δ = 2R + r j = 0 B_{R,r(0,}¯_{j)} B̄_2 Δ = 2R − r j̄ = 0 B̄_{R,r(j,0)} B^1 ∩ B^2 Δ = r R = 0 E_{r(0,}¯_{j)} B̄_1 ∩ B̄_2 Δ = −r R = 0 Ē_{r(j,0)} B^1 ∩ B̄_2 Δ = 2R j = j̄ = r = 0 B̂_R C^1 Δ = 2 + 2j + 2R + r C_{R,r(j,}¯_{j)} C̄_2 Δ = 2 + 2j̄ + 2R − r C̄_{R,r(j,j̄)} C^1 ∩ C^2 Δ = 2 + 2j + r R = 0 C_{0,r(j,}¯_{j)} C̄_1 ∩ C̄_2 Δ = 2 + 2j̄ − r R = 0 C̄_{0,r(j,j̄)} C^1 ∩ C̄_2 Δ = 2 + 2R + j + j̄ r = j̄ − j Ĉ_{R(j,}¯_{j)} B^1 ∩ C̄_2 Δ = 1 + j̄ + 2R r = j̄ + 1 D_{R(0,}¯_{j)} B̄_2 ∩ C^1 Δ = 1 + j + 2R −r = j + 1 D̄_{R(j,0)} B^1 ∩ B^2 ∩ C̄_2 Δ = r = 1 + j̄ R = 0 D_{0(0,}¯_{j)} C^1 ∩ B̄_1 ∩ B̄_2 Δ = −r = 1 + j R = 0 D̄_{0(j,0)}

Table 1: Classification of the unitary irreducible representations of the N = 2 superconformal algebra

In this subsection, we will discuss the three point functions in terms of variables of superspace. We will begin with the three point function consisting of two identical stress tensor primary operators J and a third arbitrary operator. These have been discussed in [28, 30] and we will briefly review it.

The superfield representing the stress-tensor multiplet is given by, J (x, θ, θ̄) = J(x) + J^i_{αα̇j} θ^α_i θ̄^{jα̇} + ..... (2.7) This superfield satisfies the following reality conditions and the conservation equations

J = J̄ , D^{αi}D^j_αJ = 0, D̄^i_{α̇}D̄^{jα̇}J = 0, (2.8)

where D^{αi} and D̄^{jα̇} are the N = 2 covariant derivative [28]. In order to discuss N = 2 SCFT correlators, we introduce superconformal covariant coordinates in superspace following [28], z^I = (x̃^{α̇α}, θ_i, θ̄^i). Following [28] we use x_{αα̇} = x^μ(σ_μ)_{αα̇} and x̃^{α̇α} = x^μ(σ̃_μ)^{α̇α} and the chiral combinations are given by x̃^{α̇α}_± = x̃^{α̇α} ∓ 2iθ^α_i θ̄^{α̇i}.

Using two such points (z_1, z_2) one can construct the variables transform as a product of two tensors,

x̃^{α̇α}_{¯12} = x̃^{α̇α}_{1−} − x̃^{α̇α}_{2+} − 4iθ^α_{2i}θ̄^{α̇i}_1 = (x̃_{12})^{α̇α}_− , z^I_{12} = z^I_1 − z^I_2 (2.9)

The superconformally covariant coordinates Z_3 = (X_3, Θ_3, Θ̄_3) are constructed using three points (z_1, z_2, z_3) as follows,

X_{3αα̇} = x_{3¯1αβ̇}x̃^{β̇β}_{¯12} x_2¯_{3βα̇} (x_3¯_1)^2(x_2¯_3)^2

, X̄_{3αα̇} = X^†_{3αα̇} = − x_{3¯2αβ̇}x̃^{β̇β}_{¯21} x_1¯_{3βα̇} (x_3¯_2)^2(x_1¯_3)^2

(2.10)

Θ^i_{3α} = i( x¯_{23αα̇} x^2_{¯23} θ̄^{α̇i}_{32} − x^{¯13αα̇} x^2_{¯13} θ̄^{α̇i}_{31} ), Θ̄_{3α̇i} = i(θ^α_{32i} x^{¯32αα̇} x^2_{¯32} − θ^α_{31i} x¯_{31}αα̇ x^2_{¯31}

). (2.11)

By cyclically permutating z_1, z_2 and z_3 one can construct Z_1 and Z_2 in a similar manner. It follows that X̄ and X are related through the following relation

X̄_{3αα̇} = X_{3αα̇} − 4iΘ^i_{3α}Θ̄_{3α̇i}. (2.12)

We also have X^2_3 = x¯_{12} x^2_{¯13}x^2_{¯32}

, X̄^2_3 = x¯_{21} x^2_{¯31}x^2_{¯23}

(2.13)

Using Z_1, Z_2 and Z_3 one can obtain a superconformal invariant given by u = X^2_1 X̄ 2_1 =

X^2_2 X̄ 2_2 =

X^2_3 X̄ 2_3 . (2.14)

This variable appears only in the superconformal theories and is absent in non-supersymmetric conformal theories [39]. In addition, N = 2 theories involve one more superconformal invariant given by

−w^′ =

X_1.X̄_1 √ X^2_1 X̄^2_1

. (2.15)

In N = 2 superspace, the three point function can be written as

⟨J (z_1)J (z_2)O(z_3)⟩ = 1 (x¯_{13})^2(x¯_{31})^2(x¯_{23})^2(x¯_{32})^2

H(Z_3). (2.16)

The function H satisfies the scaling condition,

H(λλ̄X_3, λΘ_3, λ̄Θ̄_3) = λ^{2a}λ̄^{2ā}H(X_3, Θ_3, Θ̄_3) (2.17)

with a − 2ā = 2 − q and ā − 2a = 2 − q, where Δ = q + q̄ and r = q − q̄.

An additional restriction is being imposed on H coming from the conservation equations of J . These imply, ∂^2 ∂Θ^i_{3α}∂Θ^{αj}_3

H(Z_3) = 0,

∂^2 ∂Θ̄^{α̇}_{3i}∂Θ̄_{3αj}

H(Z_3) = 0, (2.18)

D^α_i D_{αj} H(Z_3) = 0, D̃^{α̇i}D̃^j_{α̇}H(Z_3) = 0 (2.19) where D_{αi} = ∂ ∂Θ^{αi}_3 + 4iΘ̄^{α̇}_{3i} ∂ ∂X^{α̇α}_3 , D̃^{α̇i} = ∂ ∂Θ̄_{3α̇i} − 4iΘ^i_{3α} ∂ ∂X_{3αα̇} . (2.20)

The correlator also needs to be invariant under z_1 ↔ z_2, which implies (X_3, Θ_3, Θ̄_3) ↔ (−X̄_3, −Θ_3, −Θ̄_3) Using the above restrictions, one can write down expressions of the three point correlators for various operators O. In particular, the three point function ⟨J (z_1)J (z_2)J (z_3)⟩ has been written by [42] .

Next, we need to consider the operators that can appear in the J × J operator product expansion from the selection rule. All possible multiplets O that appear in J × J OPE have been studied by Liendo et.al. [28]. The stress-tensor multiplet is denoted by Ĉ_{0(0,0)}, which contains spin two conserved current [28, 30] and the selection rule of the OPE is

Ĉ_{0(0,0)} × Ĉ_{0(0,0)} ∼ I + Ĉ_{0( l2 , l2 )} + Ĉ_{1( l2 , l2 )} + C_{12 , 32 ( l2 , l+12 )}+

C_{0,3(} l_{2 ,} l+2_{2 )} + C_{0,0(} l+2_{2 ,} l_{2 )} + C_{0,0(} l+4_{2 ,} l_{2 )} + A^Δ_{0,0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} + A^Δ_{0,0(} l+2_{2 , l2 )} + A^Δ_{0,0(} l+4_{2 , l2 )} + c.c...

(2.21)

The three point correlators have been studied in [30] for the long multiplets A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )}, A^Δ_{0,0( l+22 , l2 )} and A^Δ_{0,0( l+42 , l2 )}.

Three point function ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩ and OPE selection rules:

Similar considerations can be used to determine the second three point function of our interest, which is given by ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩. It takes the following form in superspace covariant coordinates [9]

⟨Φ(z_1)Φ^†(z_2)O(z_3)⟩ ∝ 1 x^{2q}_{¯31}x^{2q}_{¯23} t(X_3, Θ_3, Θ̄_3) (2.22)

In this case, the chirality condition will impose the additional constraints [9]. The chirality condition D̄α̇_1 t = 0 implies t is a function of X̄_3 and Θ̄_3 and other constraint will come from Dα_2 , which reads

D^α_2 t(X̄_3, Θ̄_3) = i x^{α̇α}_{2¯3} x^2_{¯23} ∂ ∂Θ̄^{α̇}_3 t(X̄_3, Θ̄_3) = 0 (2.23)

From the above, we can conclude that the three point function ⟨Φ(z_1)Φ^†(z_2)O(z_3)⟩ depends only on X̄_3. The scaling conditions further fix it to,

⟨Φ(z_1)Φ^†(z_2)O^{(l)}(z_3)⟩ ∝ 1 ⟨¯31⟩^q⟨¯23⟩^q X̄^ΔO^{−2Δ}Φ^{−l}

3 X̄^{μ1}_3 ...X̄^{μl}_3 (2.24)

The chiral and anti-chiral operators are the scalars of E_r multiplets [21]. The operator O(x_3) appears in their OPE if they are SU(2)_R singlet, r_O = 0 and has spin j̄ = j. The OPE selection rule is as follows [21], E_{r0} × Ē_{−r0} ∼ I + Ĉ_{0,(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} + A^Δ_{0,0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} (2.25)

Comparing the selection rules for OPE of J × J and Φ × Φ^† as given in (2.21) and (2.25) we find the common multiplets are Ĉ_{0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )}, A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} and identity.

Let us consider the multiplet Ĉ_{0(j,}¯_{j)} which is a special version of the semi-short multiplet Ĉ_{R(j,}¯_{j)} and can be obtained by setting the R charge 0. The multiplet Ĉ_{0(j,}¯_{j)} obeys the shortening condition C^1 ∩ C^2 ∩ C̄_1 ∩ C̄_2 and it contains conserved higher spin currents, which involve spin greater than 2, and the stress tensor multiplet does not contain such currents. A single higher spin current indicates the existence of an infinite number of high spin currents. As explained in [49,50] the existence of this multiplet implies that the theory is a free theory. So in the case of interacting theory, we need not consider the multiplet Ĉ_{0(j,j̄)}, except J .

3 Review of superembedding space formalism

3.1 Superembedding space

In superembedding space, the coordinates transform linearly under superconformal transformations. The local operators of a conformal field theory can be uplifted to respective superembedding space, and in terms of them, one can compute the superconformal correlators. Superembbeding space formalism has been discussed in this context [18, 19, 39, 51–53]. For our purpose, we will review superembedding formalism for N = 2 SCFT in this section. In this work, we have used the notation and convention of [18, 19].

The basic building blocks of the superembedding space are supertwistors

Z_A = Z_α Z^{α̇} Z_i ∈ C^{4|N} , (3.1)

Here Z_α,Z^{α̇} are the four bosonic components, and Z_i are the N fermionic components.

The superconformal group SU(2, 2|N ) is the subgroup of SL(4|N ) that preserves the dot product

⟨Z_1, Z_2⟩ = Z^†_1ΩZ_2, Ω =

0 δ^{β̇}_{α̇} 0 δ^α_β 0 0 0 0 δ^i_j

. (3.2)

The supertwistors Z̄ = Z^†Ω transforming in the dual representations are given by

Z̄_A = (Z̄^α Z̄_{α̇} Z̄^i) ∈ C^{4|N} (3.3)

The superspace is spanned by two supertwistors Z^a_A where a ∈ {1, 2} and its dual Z̄^{ȧA} where ȧ ∈{1, 2}, subject to the constraint Z̄^{ȧA}Z^a_A = 0, a, ȧ ∈ {1, 2} (3.4)

The two planes in the supertwistor space suffer from the following gauge redundancies

Z^a_A ∼ Z^b_AM^a_b M ∈ GL(2, C ) (3.5)

which changes the basis, and the same for the two planes in the dual supertwistor space. In order to get rid of this GL(2, C ) × GL(2, C ) redundancy, we can adopt gauge fixing by choosing the Poinacaré section. In that case, the supertwistors reduce to their Poincaré sections, given as follows

Z^a_A = δ^a_α ix^{α̇a}_+ 2θ^a_i Z̄^{ȧA} = ( −ix^{ȧα}_− δ^ȧ_{α̇} 2θ̄^{ȧi} ) . (3.6)

In terms of the Poincaré section the constraint (3.4) becomes

x^{α̇α}_+ − x^{α̇α}_− − 4iθ̄^{α̇i}θ^α_i = 0, (3.7)

where x_± are the usual chiral and antichiral bosonic coordinates and θ, θ̄ are the fermionic coordinates on the superspace.

Thus, supertwistors describe the superspace, but that involves the GL(2, C ) × GL(2, C ) redundancies. However, the physical quantities should be independent of this redundancy, and that motivates the introduction of bi-supertwistors. Bi-supertwistors are the physical quantities that are invariant under

SL(2, C ) × SL(2, C ), and their gauge redundancies are fixed up to scaling. The bi-supertwistors are given by χ_{AB} ≡ Z^a_AZ^b_Bϵ_{ab}, χ̄^{AB} ≡ Z̄^{ȧA}Z̄^{ḃB} ϵ_{ȧḃ}, (3.8) which are well defined upto a rescaling (χ, χ̄) ∼ (λχ, λ̄χ̄), λ = det g λ̄ = det ḡ. (3.9) They satisfy a constraint in the projective null space, which is χ̄^{AB} χ_{BC} = 0 (3.10) The space described by the bi-supertwistors χ and χ̄, is called superembedding space.

3.2 Superconformal invariants

In superembedding space, the superconformal invariants can be expressed in terms of the supertraces of the products of χ and χ̄ [43, 54, 55]. The supertrace of bi-supertwistors is denoted as, ⟨¯21⟩ ≡ χ̄^{AB}_2 χ_{1BA} (3.11) ⟨¯43¯21⟩ ≡ χ̄^{AB}_4 χ_{3BC}χ̄^{CD}_2 χ_{1DA}(−1)^{pC} (3.12) For example supertrace ⟨īj⟩ gives the two point product ⟨īj⟩ = −2x^2_{īj} (3.13) This can be generalized to products of more bi-supertwistors. These invariants are chiral in unbarred coordinates and antichiral in barred coordinates.

The superconformal invariant u can be constructed in superembedding space by using three points (1, 2, 0) as follows [20] , u = ⟨¯12⟩⟨2¯0⟩⟨0¯1⟩ ⟨2¯1⟩⟨0¯2⟩⟨1¯0⟩ . (3.14)

Using u we can obtain a nilpotent superconformal invariant z, given by, z = 1 − u 1 + u = ⟨¯12⟩⟨¯20⟩⟨¯01⟩ − ⟨¯21⟩⟨1¯0⟩⟨¯02⟩ ⟨¯12⟩⟨¯20⟩⟨¯01⟩ + ⟨¯21⟩⟨1¯0⟩⟨¯02⟩ (3.15)

z is antisymmetric under the Z_2 that corresponds to 1 ↔ 2 interchange . For N = 2 theories, one can check that z is nilpotent and z^5 and higher orders vanish. With the same spirit, we can construct supertraces of more points. We can obtain a new independent structure, ⟨¯12¯01¯20⟩, and the rest of the other structures either vanish or degenerate to 2-traces. Using these 6-traces we obtain another superconformal invariant w^′ given by, w^′ =

4⟨¯12¯01¯20⟩ (⟨¯12⟩⟨¯21⟩⟨¯10⟩⟨¯01⟩⟨¯02⟩⟨¯20⟩)^12

(3.16)

Unlike z, w^′ is symmetric under 1 ↔ 2 exchange. For non-supersymmetric theories where θ = θ̄ = 0, w^′ = −1. We define w = w^′ + 1 (3.17) In N = 1 theories, the invariant w is proportional to z^2 and hence it does not give any new independent superconformal invariant. But for N = 2 theories, there are two independent superconformal invariants in three point function [43] and the same for N ≥ 2.

3.3 Superconformal tensor structures

In superembedding space, a general superfield with spin lifts to a multi-twistor operator ϕ^{β̇1 ...β̇j̄} α_1 ...α_j → Φ A_1...A_j B_1 ...B¯_j (χ, χ̄). (3.18)

The field Φ has gauge redundancies in each index, Φ_{B1 ,..}¯_{Bj̄}^{A1 ,..Aj} (χ, χ̄) ∼ Φ_{B1,..Bj̄}^{A1,..Aj} (χ, χ̄) + χ_{B1 ,C} Λ_{B1 ,..Bj̄}^{CA1..Aj} (3.19) So it is convenient to make the field Φ index free. In order to make it index free we introduce auxiliary twistors S_A and S̄^A, which absorb the indices of the superembedding field. They are defined by Φ(χ, χ̄, S, S̄) ≡ S̄^{Bj̄} ...S̄^{B¯1} Φ_{B1 ...Bj̄}^{A1...Aj} S_{Aj} ...S_{A1} (3.20) The gauge redundancy of Φ put restrictions on S,S̄ to be transverse and null

χ̄S = 0 S̄χ = 0 S̄S = 0 (3.21)

The superfield can be recovered by ϕ^{β̇1..β̇j̄} α_1 ...α_j = 1 j! 1 j̄! ( χ̄ −→ ∂¯_S )˙_{β1} ... ( χ̄ −→ ∂¯_S )˙_{βj̄} Φ(χ, χ̄, S, S̄) (←− ∂_S χ ) α_1 ... (←− ∂_S χ ) α_j |_{Poincaré} (3.22)

The correlators are functions of tensor structures and from two points (1, 2) one can construct S ≡ S̄1¯2S ⟨1¯2⟩ , S_∗ = S|_{1↔2}≡ S̄2¯1S ⟨2¯1⟩ , (3.23)

where S̄1¯2S = S̄^Aχ_{1AC}χ̄^{CD}_2 S_D .

Similarly for the points (3, 4) one obtains, T ≡ T̄ 3¯4T ⟨3¯4⟩ , T_∗ = T |_{3↔4}≡

T̄ 4¯3T ⟨4¯3⟩ . (3.24)

With (3.23) and (3.24) we construct S_± = 1 2 (S ± S_∗) (3.25) and T_± = 1 2 (T ± T_∗) (3.26)

S_+ is nilpotent and vanishes for θ_i = 0. For N = 1 superembedding space, S^2_+ becomes 0 and for N = 2 superembedding space, S^3_+ vanishes, so the tensor structures terminate at S^2_+. For the points (1,2) we have the tensor structures, S^l_− ∼ 1 2 ( S^l + (−1)^lS^l_∗ ) , (3.27)

S_+S^{l−1}_− = 1 2l ( S^l − (−1)^lS^l_∗ ) , (3.28)

S^2_+S^{l−2}_− = 1 4(l − 1) ( S^l + S^{l−1}S_∗ + (−1)^lSS^{l−1}_∗ + (−1)^lS^l_∗ ) (3.29)

and for the tensor structures associated with the points (3, 4) are: T^l_− ∼ 1 2 ( T^l + (−1)^lT^l_∗ ) , (3.30)

T_+T^{l−1}_− = 1 2l ( T^l − (−1)^lT^l_∗ ) , (3.31)

The parity of the tensor structure has been taken care of by (−1)^l under the 1 ↔ 2 exchange. S^l_− and S^2_+S^{l−2}_− have same parity while the parity of S^l_− and S_+S^{l−1}_− are completely opposite to each other under the exchange 1 ↔ 2. Similarly, under the coordinate exchange of 3 ↔ 4, T^l_− and T_+T^{l−1}_− have opposite parities, as follows from (3.30) and (3.31). It may be noted that (4.6) involves T^l, which can be expressed in terms of (3.30) and (3.31) only.

3.4 Supershadow approach

We follow [18,19] for supershadow formalism. For the nonsupersymmetric case the shadow formalism was introduced in [56]. The main idea behind this approach is that given an operator O : (^l_2 ,^{l̄}_2 , q, q̄),where q and q̄ are the superconformal weights of the operator, q ≡ 1 2 ( Δ + 3 2 r ) , q̄ ≡ 1 2 ( Δ − 3 2 r ) , (3.32)

one can construct another operator Õ : (^{l̄}_2 ,^l_2 , 2 − N − q, 2 − N − q̄) which has the same eigenvalue of the superconformal Casimir as that of O : (^l_2 ,^{l̄}_2 , q, q̄). The operator Õ is called the shadow operator of the operator O.

Consider a given multiplet O of superconformal weights (q, q̄) of spin (j, j̄), the shadow operator [18] is given by Õ(1, ¯1, S, S̄) = ∫ D[2, ¯2] O^†(2, ¯2, 2S̄, ¯2S) ⟨1¯2⟩^{2−N −q+j} ⟨¯12⟩^{2−N −q̄+j̄} . (3.33)

In the above equation, the integration measure is in superembedding space, and the operator O^† of spin (j̄, j) is the Lorentz conjugate of the operator O. Since the operators Õ and O^† are related through a non-local, linear transformation, they share the same Lorentz indices.

Considering that a general superfield φ in N = 2 superembedding space of quantum numbers (Δ, j, j̄, R = 0, r) satisfies the homogeneity given by, φ(λχ, λ̄χ̄) = λ^{−q−j}λ̄^{−q̄−j̄} φ(χ, χ̄). (3.34) One can check the homogeneity of the shadow operator.

The homogeneity of the shadow operator, as per (3.33) is given by [30] Õ(λχ, λ̄χ̄, aS, āS̄) = λ^{−(2−N −q+j)}λ̄^{−(2−N −q̄+j̄)}a^{2j}ā^{2j̄}Õ(χ, χ̄, S, S̄). (3.35) Thus it transforms as a superconformal multiplet with quantum numbers (j, j̄, 2 − N − q, 2 − N − q̄).

Given an operator O and the corresponding shadow operator Õ one can construct a conformal projector |O| = 1 (2j)!^2 (2j̄)!^2 ∫ D[0, ¯0] |O(0, ¯0, S, S̄)⟩ (←− ∂_S 0 −→ ∂_T ) (←− ∂¯_S 0 −→ ∂¯_T ) ⟨Õ(0, ¯0, T , T̄ )| | |_M (3.36)

In the above equation, M refers to monodromy projection [56]. In general, the expression would involve a contribution from the shadow operators. As explained in [56], by restricting to specific monodromy projection, one can restrict the region of integration and avoid erroneous shadow contributions. Given a four-point correlator, this projector can be used to project the correlation function into the superconformal partial waves corresponding to operator O. In particular, considering the present correlator ⟨J J ΦΦ^†⟩ can be projected to the partial waves, W_O ∝ ⟨J J |O|ΦΦ^†⟩ ∼ ∫ D[0, ¯0]⟨J J O⟩ ←→ D_{j,}¯_j ⟨ÕΦΦ^†⟩ (3.37)

where, ←→ D_{j,}¯_j = 1 (2j)!^2 (2j̄)!^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^{2j} (∂¯_S ¯0∂¯_T )^{2j̄} . (3.38)

We will compute the partial waves using this projector.

4 Three point function and OPE coefficient

Our objective is to obtain an expression for a mixed four-point correlator ⟨J(x_1)J(x_2)ϕ(x_3)ϕ^†(x_4)⟩ using the techniques of shadow formalism. The procedure, as we have already explained, involves two kinds of three point functions. The first one consists of two scalar operators of stress tensor multiplet with a third arbitrary operator, whereas the second kind consists of chiral-antichiral operators with a third arbitrary operator. In this section, we will briefly sketch how to determine these three point functions.

From the OPE selection rule, we can get the possible third operator O appearing in the three point functions which will give a non-zero expression. Considering the OPE for both J and the chiral operator, one can observe that the number of possible multiplets in this mixed case is quite limited, compared to the case of four point correlators of J. It consists of the long multiplets A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )}. The C type multiplets either disappear or contain a unique conformal block whose solutions are closely related to long multiplets. We have commented on this issue at the end of section 5. Therefore, in this present work, we are interested in the long multiplets.

The procedures to obtain the three point functions ⟨J J O⟩ and ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩ have been discussed in [28]. It involves writing down the most general ansatz consistent with the superconformal symmetry and the relevant equation. Then, imposing the reflection symmetry, z_1 ↔ z_2, one can determine the coefficients. A similar procedure is adopted in superembedding space [18,30], which consists of the following two steps : • Write the general ansatz using homogeneity and reflection symmetry. • Solve the coefficients by imposing the relevant equations.

The fundamental constituents of a three point function in superembedding space are the superconformal invariants z, w and the tensor structures S^l_−, S_+S^{l−1}_− , S^2_+S^{l−2}_− . In what follows, we will discuss the three point functions in terms of these tensor structures.

4.1 Three point function ⟨J J O⟩ for long multiplet A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )}

The three point function ⟨J J O⟩ in terms of the tensor structures has been discussed in [30] for different multiplets. For our case, only the long multiplet is relevant and we review the computation for the exchange of long multiplet. These are determined using superconformal symmetry, reflection symmetry, and the relevant equation [30]. The three point correlations ⟨J J O⟩ involves two linearly independent superconformal invariants [43] and new tensor structures [30]. It turns out that the three point functions are different for odd/even values of spin due to reflection symmetry.

For odd spin long multiplet the most general expression for the three point function, in terms of the tensor structures, consistent with the reflection symmetry is given by

⟨J (1, ¯1)J (2, ¯2)O(0, ¯0)⟩ =

S^l_−(λ_1z + λ_3z^3) + S_+S^{l−1}_− (λ_0 + λ_2z^2) (⟨¯12⟩⟨¯21⟩)^{1− 1}4^{(Δ+l)}(⟨¯01⟩⟨¯10⟩⟨¯02⟩⟨¯20⟩)^14^{(Δ+l)}

. (4.1)

The parity of S^l_− and z are odd under 1 ↔ 2 exchange. There can be some extra contribution of the tensor structure S^2_+S^{l−2}_− z. However, they will not give any new independent term, and the other superconformal invariant w does not appear in the above equation.

Application of the conservation equation will impose additional restrictions on the three point function ansatz and the OPE coefficients λ_i are fixed to the following [30], ⃗λ_O = λ_O ( 1, − Δ + l 2(Δ − 2) , (Δ + l)^2(2l^2 − 2l − 8 + 6Δ + lΔ − Δ^2) 8(Δ − 2) , − (Δ + l)(5l^2 − 8 + 16Δ + 2lΔ − 3Δ^2) 48(Δ − 2) )

(4.2) Expanding the equation (4.1) with the OPE coefficients above it will be consistent with the result of [28]. The coefficients are multiplied by an overall factor (4 + l − Δ) compared with the expressions in [28] to avoid the unphysical poles in the above coefficients. There is another pole at Δ = 2 but this is below the unitarity bounds of any multiplet of odd spin.

In the case of even l, the ansatz for the three point function from supersymmetry and reflection symmetry is

⟨J (1, ¯1)J (2, ¯2)O(0, ¯0)⟩ =

S^l_−(λ_0 + λ_2z^2 + λ_3w + λ_4z^4) + S_+S^{l−1}_− λ_1z + S^2_+S^{l−2}_− λ_5 (⟨¯12⟩⟨¯21⟩)^{1− 1}4^{(Δ+l)}(⟨¯01⟩⟨¯10⟩⟨¯02⟩⟨¯20⟩)^14^{(Δ+l)}

. (4.3)

Unlike the case of odd l, the coefficients λ_is, in this case, cannot be fixed up to an overall term due to the presence of two independent superconformal invariants z and w. Rather, the conservation equation leads to two independent solutions, which are given by [30],

⃗λ^{(1)}_O = λ^{(1)}_O ( 1, (Δ + l)(2 − Δ) 2 , (Δ + l)^2 8 , 0, ((Δ + l)(64 − 3l^3 + (Δ − 4)^2)Δ − l^2(5Δ − 8) − l(Δ^2 − 48)) 384 , (2 + l − Δ)(2 − l − Δ) 2 ) , (4.4) and ⃗λ^{(2)}_O = λ^{(2)}_O (0, (Δ + l)(6 + l − 3Δ) 2 , (Δ + l)(l + 3Δ) 8 , − (Δ + l)(4 + l − Δ) 4 , (Δ + l)(3(4 + 3Δ) − l(1 − 2Δ + 2l(3 + l + Δ))) 96 , (3(Δ − 2)^2 − 2l − l^2) 2 ). (4.5)

These two solutions once again are rescaled by multiplying a factor of (4 + l − Δ) to avoid unphysical poles in the coefficients.

The three point function ⟨J J J ⟩ has been studied in superspace [42]. They have determined the restrictions on the general structure of the three point function imposed by the N = 2 superconformal symmetry, which admits two independent structures. In Section 5.2 we see that the conformal blocks will appear with two different sets of λ^{(i)}s.

4.2 The three point function ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩ for long multiplet A^Δ_{0,0,( l2 , l2 )}

The chiral-antichiral three point function is given in [18].

⟨Φ(3, ¯3)Φ^†(4, ¯4)O(χ_0, χ¯_0, T , T̄ )⟩ ∝

(T̄ 3¯4T )^l ⟨3¯4⟩^{qϕ + 1}4^{(Δ−l)}⟨4¯3⟩^14^{(Δ−l)}(⟨¯03⟩⟨¯30⟩⟨¯04⟩⟨¯40⟩)^14^{(Δ−l)}

(4.6)

For the purpose of computation of the four point correlator, we require the three point function with the shadow operator ⟨ÕΦΦ^†⟩, which can be obtained by setting Δ → −Δ.

As explained in [19], in order to express the above expression in terms of the tensor structures and superconformal invariants mentioned above, we need to use the identity ( ⟨3¯4⟩ ⟨3¯0⟩⟨0¯4⟩ )_{2δ} = ( ⟨3¯4⟩⟨4¯3⟩ ⟨3¯0⟩⟨0¯4⟨4¯0⟩⟨0¯3⟩ )_δ (1 − 2δz̃ + 2δ^2z̃^2 − 2δ 3 (2δ^2 + 1)z̃^3 +

2δ^2 3 (δ^2 + 2)z̃^4). (4.7)

We are truncating after order 4 of the superconformal invariant z, since the terms of higher order in z vanish . Hence the most general ansatz we obtained for spin l

⟨Φ(3, ¯3)Φ^†(4, ¯4)O(0, ¯0)⟩ =

(T^l_− + l T_+T^{l−1}_− )(λ̃_0 + λ̃_1z̃ + λ̃_2z̃^2 + λ̃_3z̃^3 + λ̃_4z̃^4) ⟨3¯4⟩^14^{(Δ−l)}⟨4¯3⟩^14^{(Δ−l)}(⟨¯03⟩⟨¯30⟩⟨¯04⟩⟨¯40⟩)^14^{(Δ−l)}

. (4.8)

The above three point function is consistent with superconformal symmetry and reflection symmetry. The superconformal blocks G^{N =2|JJ;ϕϕ†}

Δ,l we obtained using the above three point function, follows the N = 1 decompositions as mentioned in Section 6. The OPE coefficients are ⃗λ̃_{ϕϕ†O} = λ̃_O ( 1, − (Δ + l) 2 , (Δ + l)^2 8 , − (Δ + l) 6 (1 +

(Δ + l)^2 8 ), (Δ + l)^2 24 (2 +

(Δ + l)^2 16 ) ) . (4.9)

For shadow three point function ⟨ÕΦΦ^†⟩ the OPE coefficients will be rewritten by replacing Δ to −Δ.

5 Computation of superconformal partial waves

In this section we calculate superconformal partial waves W_O for the mixed correlation function ⟨J(1, ¯1)J(2, ¯2)ϕ(3, ¯3)ϕ^†(4, ¯4)⟩, where J, ϕ and ϕ^† are the external operator representing superconformal primary operators of stress-tensor, chiral and anti-chiral multiplets respectively and are given by J(x) = J (x, θ, θ̄) | | |_{θi=θ̄i=0} and ϕ(x) = Φ(x, θ, θ̄) | | |_{θi=θ̄i=0}. and similarly for ϕ^†.

We use the method of projectors where the superconformal partial wave W_O under the exchange of a real superfield O with quantum numbers (Δ,^l_2 ,^l_2 , R = 0, r = 0) ( or equivalently (^l_2 ,^l_2 ,^Δ_2 ,^Δ_2 ) in (j, j̄, q, q̄) notation ) for the s-channel or the direct channel is given by W_O ∝ ⟨J J |O(0, ¯0)|ΦΦ^†⟩ ∼ ∫ D[0, ¯0]⟨J J O(0, ¯0, S, S̄)⟩ ←→ D_{j,}¯_j ⟨Õ(0, ¯0, S, S̄)ΦΦ^†⟩ (5.1)

where, ←→ D_{j,}¯_j = 1 (2j_1)!^2 (2j_2)!^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^{2j} (∂¯_S ¯0∂¯_T )^{2j̄} . (5.2)

The superintegrand consists of two three-point functions ⟨J J O⟩ and the supershadow of ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩. The superconformal integral was presented in [18].

5.1 Result for A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} with l odd

We begin with the long multiplet with odd l as the exchange operator, and as follows from (5.1) the superconformal partial wave is,

W_O ∝ ⟨J (1, ¯1)J (2, ¯2)|O|Φ(3, ¯3)Φ^†(4, ¯4)⟩ ∝ ∫ D[0, ¯0]⟨J (1, ¯1)J (2, ¯2)O(0, ¯0, S, S̄)⟩ ←→ D_l⟨Õ(0, ¯0, T , T̃ )Φ(3, ¯3)Φ^†(4, ¯4)⟩.

(5.3)

The three point functions in terms of the tensor structures have already been given in (4.1)) and (4.8). Substituting these expressions in the equation above, the superconformal partial wave (for odd l ) can be written as W_O ∝ 1 (⟨1¯2⟩⟨2¯1⟩)^{1− 1}4^{(Δ+l)}(⟨3¯4⟩⟨4¯3⟩)^{1− 1}4^{(l−Δ)} × ∫ D[0, ¯0] N^{f ull}_l (⟨1¯0⟩⟨2¯0⟩⟨0¯1⟩⟨0¯2⟩)^14^{(l+Δ)}(⟨3¯0⟩⟨4¯0⟩⟨0¯3⟩⟨0¯4⟩)^14^{(l−Δ)} (5.4) where N^{F ull}_l = N^{(1)}_l + N^{(2)}_l + N^{(3)}_l + N^{(4)}_l (5.5) Here,

N^{(1)}_l = (λ_1λ̃_1zz̃ + λ_1λ̃_3zz̃^3 + λ_3λ̃_1z^3z̃)S^l_− ←→ D_l T^l_− N^{(2)}_l = l(λ_1λ̃_0z + λ_1λ̃_2zz̃^2 + λ_3λ̃_0z^3)S^l_− ←→ D_l T_+T^{l−1}_−

N^{(3)}_l = (λ_0λ̃_1z̃ + λ_0λ̃_3z̃^3 + λ_2λ̃_1z^2z̃)S_+S^{l−1}_− ←→ D_l T^l_− N^{(4)}_l = l(λ_0λ̃_0 + λ_0λ̃_2z̃^2 + λ_0λ̃_4z̃^4 + λ_2λ̄_0z^2 + λ_2λ̄_2z^2z̃^2)S_+S^{l−1}_− ←→ D_l T_+T^{l−1}_−

(5.6) and the tensor structures are given by [30], S^l_− ←→ D_l T^l_− = ( N_l 4⟨12⟩^l⟨34⟩^l + (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) + (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4) ) (5.7)

S^l_− ←→ D_l T_+T^{l−1}_− = ( N_l 4l⟨12⟩^l⟨34⟩^l + (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) − (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4) ) (5.8) S_+S^{l−1}_− ←→ D_l T^l_− = ( N_l 4l⟨12⟩^l⟨34⟩^l − (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) + (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4) ) (5.9) S_+S^{l−1}_− ←→ D_l T_+T^{l−1}_− = ( N_l 4l^2⟨12⟩^l⟨34⟩^l

− (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) − (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4) ) (5.10)

In the above equations, the tensor structures are expanded in terms of N_l, where

N_l = 1 (l! )^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S¯21¯03¯4T )^l = (−1)^ls^{l2} C^{(1)}_l (t)

in which t ≡ ⟨¯21¯03¯40⟩ 2 √ y s ≡ 1 2^{16} ⟨¯01⟩⟨¯20⟩⟨¯03⟩⟨¯40⟩⟨¯21⟩⟨¯43⟩. We are interested in the case where the superfields in the four point function are restricted to their lowest component fields. We refer to these superfields as external fields in contrast with the exchanged operator O. Setting the fields to their lowest component amounts to setting their grassmann coordinates to zero, i.e. θ_{ext} = θ̄_{ext} = 0, S becomes S and T becomes T and the bi-supertwistors χ_{αβ} and χ̄^{αβ} becomes bi-twistors X_{αβ} and X̄^{αβ}, which are 4 × 4 anti-symmetric matrices with twistor indices α, β [19,30]. The bi-twistors X_{αβ} and X̄^{αβ} can be defined in terms of the vectors X_m of the conformal group as follows

X^{αβ} = 1 2 X_mΓ^{mαβ} X̄_{αβ} = 1 2 X^mΓ̃_{mαβ} and the supertraces ⟨ij̄⟩ reduces to the inner products of the 6D vectors X_i and X_j , i.e., ⟨ij̄⟩ = −X_i.X_j = 1 2 X_{ij} . After setting the external θs to zero the tensor structure becomes

N_l ≡ N_l = (−1)^ls^{l2}_0 C^{(1)}_l (t_0)

where, s → s_0 = 1 2^{12}

X_{10}X_{20}X_{30}X_{40}X_{12}X_{34}

t → t_0 = −

X_{13}X_{20}X_{40} 2 √ X_{10}X_{20}X_{30}X_{40}X_{12}X_{34}

− (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) − (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4).

In eq.(5.4), it is convenient to integrate over the fermionic components of (0, ¯0) at first [30], which leads to an integration in embedding space and the superconformal integration becomes

W_O|_{θext=0}∝ 1 X^{2− 12 (Δ+l)}

12 X^{2− 12 (l−Δ)} 34 ∫ D^4X_0∂^4_{¯0} N_l D_l |¯_{0=0} (5.11) where^1_{Dl} is given by, 1 D_l ≡ 1 (X_1¯_0X_0¯_1X_2¯_0X_0¯_2)^14^{(l+Δ)}(X_3¯_0X_0¯_3X_4¯_0X_0¯_4)^14^{(l−Δ)}

. (5.12)

N^{F ull}_l contains several terms with z and z̄. One can carry out the derivatives (∂^4_{¯0} ) in a straightforward manner, and the necessary formulas are collected in Appendix A, (A.3-A.14). However, the derivatives of the terms corresponding to that in (6.2) lead to long expressions for each of the terms. To avoid clutter, we are not including all the expressions. As one example, we are giving the result for the following term,

λ_1λ̃_1zz̃^1_{Dl} S^l_− ←→ D_l T^l_−.

Integrating out the fermionic variables we obtain the conformal integration in embedding space:

(5.13)

(∂^2_{¯0} ∂^2_{¯0} zz̃) 1 D_l N_l + (∂^n_{¯0} ∂^2_{¯0} zz̃)(∂¯_{0n} 1 D_l )N_l + 2(∂^2_{¯0} zz̃)(∂^2_{¯0} 1 D_l )N_l + 4(∂^n∂^mzz̃)(∂_n∂_m 1 D_l )N_l + 4(∂^n_{¯0} ∂^2_{¯0} zz̃) 1 D_l (∂¯_{0n}N_l) + 8(∂^n∂^mzz̃)(∂_n 1 D_l ∂_mN_l) + 4(∂^2zz̃)(∂_n 1 D_l ∂_mN_l)

+ 4(∂^n∂^mzz̃) 1 D_l ∂_n∂_mN_l + (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) + (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4).

After carrying out the partial derivatives, we set θ_{ext} = 0 and the above expression becomes,

(5.14)

2 ( Ω_− ( ((Δ + l)^2 + 8)

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

+ ((Δ − l)^2 + 8)

X_{34} X_3¯_0X_4¯_0 )

+ (2 + l − Δ)(2 + l + Δ)(Ω_AΩ_B + Ω_−Ω_+) )

+ Δ + l + 2 2 l D_l X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

(Ω_B P 1 − Ω_−P 3) − Δ − l − 2 2 l D_l X_{34} X_3¯_0X_4¯_0

(Ω_AR1 − Ω_−R3) + l(l − 1) 8 1 D_l X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

X_{34} X_3¯_0X_4¯_0

(P 0R3 + P 1R1 + P 2R2 + P 3R0).

where the expressions for Ω_±, Ω_A, Ω_B , P 0, P 1, P 2, P 3 and R0, R1, R2, R3 are presented in Appendics B.

The next step is to carry out the conformal integrations. Once again it is straightforward, and the necessary formulas are collected in Appendix B. Suppressing the kinematic factors, the partial wave of the four point function ⟨J(1, ¯1)J(2, ¯2)ϕ(3, ¯3)ϕ^†(4, ¯4)⟩ for general long multiplet A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} with odd spin l is expressed as given below,

(5.15) G^{N =2|JJ;ϕϕ†} Δ,l,odd = λOλ̃Õ [ − 1 2(Δ + l + 1)(Δ + l + 3) g_{Δ+3,l+1} + 8(Δ + 1)(Δ − l) (Δ − 1)(Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l)(Δ + l + 2) g_{Δ+1,l+1} −

8(Δ + 1)(l + 2) l(Δ − 1)(Δ + l)^2 g_{Δ+1,l−1} + (Δ − l)(Δ − l − 2)(l + 2) 2l(Δ − l + 1)(Δ + l)(Δ + l + 2)(Δ − l − 1) g_{Δ+3,l−1} ]

Here we have presented the conformal partial wave in terms of conformal blocks and as one can observe, (5.15) is quite compact for the odd l.

We can compare the above result of partial waves with that obtained for N = 1. The latter has been derived in [10, 14, 19]. The partial wave representing the four point correlation function in terms of the conformal blocks for odd spin is given by, G^{N =1|JJ;ϕϕ†} Δ,l,odd = λOλ̃Õ [ − 1 2(Δ + l + 1) g_{Δ+1,l+1} +

(l + 2)(Δ − l − 2) 2l(Δ + l)(Δ − l − 1) g_{Δ+1,l−1} ] , (5.16)

while for even spin the expression becomes, G^{N =1|JJ;ϕϕ†} Δ,l,even = λOλ̃Õ [ g_{Δ,l} − 1 16 (Δ − 2)(Δ + l)(Δ − l − 2) Δ(Δ + l + 1)(Δ − l − 1) g_{Δ+2,l} ] . (5.17)

in (5.15), the ratio of the blocks g_{Δ+3,l+1} and g_{Δ+1,l+1} are nearly close to that of N = 1 even blocks. The ratio is not exactly matching with N = 1 because the number of supercharges is more in our case.

In order to examine the correctness of the expressions in (5.15), we perform the following consistency check. We consider the coefficients of the respective conformal blocks in the four point correlation functions of four J [30] and in the four point correlation functions of two chiral and two anti-chiral operators (⟨ΦΦ^†ΦΦ^†⟩) [18] in N = 2 superconformal theories. Once we compare the square root of the product of those two coefficients with the coefficient of the conformal block given in (5.15) we get an exact match upto a sign and an overall factor. This implies that λ_Oλ̃_Õ appearing in (5.15) matches with the product of the analogous prefactors, which we denote by λ^{JJ}_O and λ^{ϕϕ†}_O respectively, appeared in the correlation functions of four J and two chiral and two anti-chiral operators (⟨ΦΦ^†ΦΦ^†⟩) upto an overall factor. In other words λ_Oλ̃_Õ =

(2 + l − Δ)(Δ − 1)(Δ + l) 8 √ 2(Δ + 1)(Δ − l) λ^{JJ}_O λ^{ϕϕ†}_O (5.18)

This shows that our result is consistent with the results obtained in [18, 30].

5.2 Result for A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} with l even

In equation 4.3 we see that one of the three point functions contains two different kinds of superconformal invariants. Because of that, the OPE coefficients have two types of solutions, and the three point function contains more tensor structures compared to its counterpart in the odd l. Inserting the superconformal projector, we obtain the superconformal partial wave for the even spin as, W_O ∝ ∫ D[0, ¯0]⟨J (1, ¯1)J (2, ¯2)O(0, ¯0, S, S̃)⟩ ←→ D ⟨Õ(0, ¯0, T , T̃ )Φ(3, ¯3)Φ^†(4, ¯4)⟩ = 1 (⟨1¯2⟩⟨2¯1⟩)^{1− 1}4^{(Δ+l)}(⟨3¯4⟩⟨4¯3⟩)^{1− 1}4^{(l−Δ)} × ∫ D[0, ¯0] N^{′f ull}_l (⟨1¯0⟨2¯0⟩⟨0¯1⟩⟨0¯2⟩)^14^{(l+Δ)}(⟨3¯0⟩⟨4¯0⟩⟨0¯3⟩⟨0¯4⟩)^14^{(l−Δ)} (5.19)

here, N^{′f ull}_l = N^{′(1)}_l + N^{′(2)}_l + N^{′(3)}_l + N^{′(4)}_l + N^{′(5)}_l + N^{′(6)}_l

According to (5.19)

N^{′(1)}_l = S^l_− ←→ D_lT^l_−(λ_0λ̃_0 + λ_2λ̃_0z^2 + λ_3λ̃_0w + λ̃_0λ_4z^4 + λ_0λ̃_2z̃^2 + λ_2λ̃_2z^2z̃^2 + λ_3λ̃_2wz̃^2 + λ_0λ̃_4z̃^4) N^{′(2)}_l = lS^l_− ←→ D T_+T^{l−1}_− (λ_0λ̃_1z̃ + λ_0λ̃_3z̃^3 + λ_2λ̃_1z^2z̃ + λ_3λ̃_1wz̃) N^{′(3)}_l = S_+S^{l−1}_− ←→ D_lT^l_−(λ_1λ̃_0z + λ_3λ̃_0w + λ_1λ̃_2zz̃^2) N^{′(4)}_l = lS_+S^{l−1}_− ←→ D_lT_+T^{l−1}_− (λ_1λ̃_1zz̃ + λ_1λ̃_3zz̃^3) N^{′(5)}_l = S^2_+S^{l−2}_− ←→ D_lT^l_−(λ_5λ̃_0 + λ_5λ̃_2z̃^2 + λ_5λ̃_4z̃^4) N^{′(6)}_l = lS^2_+S^{l−2}_− ←→ D_lT_+T^{l−1}_− (λ_5λ̃_1z̃ + λ_5λ̃_3z̃^3) (5.20)

The additional tensor structures are

S^2_+S^{l−2}_− ←→ D_lT^l_− =

N_l + M_l 8(l − 1)⟨1¯2⟩^l⟨3¯4⟩^l

+ (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) + (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4), (5.21)

S^2_+S^{l−2}_− ←→ D_lT_+T^{l−1}_− =

N_l + M_l 8l(l − 1)⟨1¯2⟩^l⟨3¯4⟩^l + (−1)^l(1 ↔ 2) − (−1)^l(3 ↔ 4), (5.22)

where, M_l = 1 l!^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S¯21¯03¯4T )^{l−1}S¯12¯03¯4T

All the above tensor structures will vanish when we set θ_{ext} = θ̄_{ext} = 0 but after the action of the partial derivatives ∂¯_0 they may have non-zero contributions. As in the case of odd l, after taking the derivatives the next step is to carry out the conformal integration. The necessary formulas for the integration are given in Appendix B. Unlike the case of odd l, here the conformal integrations are mathematically more involved due to the presence of the derivative of the tensor structures. The final expression for the partial wave in terms of the conformal blocks for the even spin can be summarised as follows, G^{N =2|JJ;ϕϕ†} Δ,l,even = c0gΔ,l + c1gΔ+2,l+2 + c2gΔ+2,l + c3gΔ+2,l−2 + c4gΔ+4,l. (5.23) Unlike the odd l case, it involves five conformal blocks and the coefficients are quite long, which we have given below.

c_0 = λ^{(1)}_O λ̃_Õ

c_1 = λ̃_Õ ( λ^{(1)}_O

(Δ + l)^2 16(Δ + l + 1)(Δ + l + 3)

+ λ^{(2)}_O

(Δ + l) 8(Δ + l + 3) )

c_2 = λ̃_Õ ( −λ^{(1)}_O

(2 + l − Δ)(Δ + l)(Δ + lΔ + 2) 4l(Δ + 1)(l − Δ)(2 + l + Δ)

− λ^{(2)}_O

(3 + l)(2 + l − Δ)(2 + Δ)(Δ + l) 4l(l − Δ)(Δ + 1)(2 + l + Δ) )

c_3 = λ̃_Õ ( λ^{(1)}_O

(2 + l − Δ)(4 + 6l + 5l^2 + l^3 − 4Δ − 3lΔ − l^2Δ) 16l(l − 1)(l − Δ − 1)(l − Δ + 1)

+ λ^{(2)}_O

(l + 2)(l + 3)(2 + l − Δ) 8l(l − 1)(l − Δ − 1) ) c_4 = λ̃_Õ ( λ^{(1)}_O

(2 + l − Δ)(Δ + l)^2(4 + 2l − lΔ + 3Δ^2 + lΔ^2 − Δ^3) 256(l − Δ − 1)(l − Δ + 1)(Δ + 1)(Δ + 2)(Δ + l + 1)(Δ + l + 3)

+ λ^{(2)}_O

(2 + l)(3 + l)(2 + l − Δ)Δ(l + Δ) 64(l − Δ − 1)(l − Δ + 1)(Δ + 1)(Δ + 2)(Δ + l + 1)(Δ + l + 3) )

Here we have used a normalisation factor of 4(l − Δ)^2(2 + l + Δ)^2. As we have already mentioned, the contribution from ⟨J J O⟩ involves two unknown overall coefficients, namely, λ^{(1)}_O and λ^{(2)}_O while the three point function ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩ involves one unknown coefficient λ̃_O. As has been discussed in [30] the supershadow OPE coefficient λ̃_Õ is related to λ̃_O. In the case of even l too we can perform a similar consistency check by comparing the coefficients of the respective conformal blocks in the four point correlation functions of four J [30] and in the four point correlation functions of two chiral and two anti-chiral operators (⟨ΦΦ^†ΦΦ^†⟩) [18] as has been done in the case of odd l.

In the case of even l, the prefactors appearing in (5.2) are λ̃_Õλ^{(1)}_O and λ̃_Õλ^{(2)}_O . We denote the prefactor appearing in the correlation function of two chiral and two anti-chiral operators (⟨ΦΦ^†ΦΦ^†⟩) by λ^{ϕϕ†}_O . For the correlation functions of four J we use λ^{JJ(1)}_O , λ^{JJ(2)}_O respectively, as in this case it involves two independent prefactors.

By comparing the coefficients of g_{Δ,l}, g_{Δ+2,l+2}, g_{Δ+2,l−2}, g_{Δ+4,l}, we find an exact match upto a potential sign and an overall factor. In this case, the prefactors are related through

4(l − Δ)^2(2 + l + Δ)^2λ^{(m)}_O λ̃_Õ = λ^{JJ(m)}_O λ^{ϕϕ†}_Õ , m = 1, 2. (5.24)

However, a similar comparison for g_{Δ+2,l} does not work because, the product of the coefficients of g_{Δ+2,l} from the correlation function of four J and the correlation function of two chiral and two antichiral operators (⟨ΦΦ^†ΦΦ^†⟩) does not form a perfect square. A possible reason could be that a number of multiplets contribute to the g_{Δ+2,l} term in the correlation function of four J as explained in [30].

From the expressions in (5.23), one can see that c_2, c_3 and c_4 will vanish at unitarity bound i.e Δ = l+2 and c_0, c_1 will be non zero. This vanishing may be a result of the fact that at unitarity bound general long multiplet splits into

A^{2+l}_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} = Ĉ_{0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} + Ĉ 1_{2 (} l−1_{2 ,} l_{2 )} + Ĉ 1_{2 (} l_{2 ,} l−1_{2 )} + Ĉ_{1(} l−1_{2 ,} l−1_{2 )}

Out of these multiplets, only Ĉ_{0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} will contribute to the four point correlator. Hence the conformal blocks g_{Δ,l} and g_{Δ+2,l+2} are the contribution from the multiplet Ĉ_{0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )}. This is consistent with the decomposition of a Ĉ_{0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} as given in [45]. A similar feature is exhibited by the coefficients in (5.15) for odd l after an appropriate scaling of the overall coefficients λ_O and λ̃_Õ.

We close this section with the following comments regarding analytic continuation of the result obtained above for general long multiplet A^Δ_{0,0( l2 l2 )}. We have observed that in our case, we need to consider two exchange multiplets, A^{2+l}_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} and Ĉ_{0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} where the contribution due to the latter seems to be obtained by taking an appropriate limit. However, when we analytically continue the superconformal block G^{N =2|JJ;ϕϕ†} Δ,l,even to Δ = 2, l = 0, as explained in [30] the supershadow transformation for Δ = 2, l = 0

may be pathological and unphysical term may arise from analytical continuation. It is not clear if there are unphysical terms in the analytical continuation Δ → 2 + l of the conformal block for l ≥ 0. It may be interesting to investigate the issue further.

6 N = 2 superconformal block decompositions

The decomposition of N = 2 superconformal blocks into N = 1 helps us to check the consistency of our results. The decomposition occurs due to the decomposition of N = 2 multiplets into N = 1 multiplets. This relation has been used in [9, 14, 19, 28] for the consistency check of the N = 1 blocks. This agrees with the N = 1 decomposition of the N = 2 superconformal blocks considering the operators are global symmetry conserved current [11]. This decomposition imposes non-trivial consistency checks and our results satisfy these as we will discuss below.

The decomposition of a general N = 2 superconformal long multiplet A^Δ_{0,0( l2 , l2 )} has been solved in [28], which shows:

A^Δ_{0,0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} → A^Δ_{r′=0(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )} + A^{Δ+1}_{r′=0( l−12 , l−12 )} + A^{Δ+1}_{r′=0( l+12 , l+12 )} + A^{Δ+2}_{r′=0( l2 , l2 )} + A^{Δ+1}_{r′=0( l−12 , l+12 )} + A^{Δ+1}_{r′ =0( l+12 , l−12 )}, (6.1) In this above equation, A is the N = 2 multiplet and A are the N = 1 multiplets. The subindex r^′=^2_3 (2R + r) is the U(1)_r′ charge for N = 1 multiplets. We have not mentioned additional terms in (6.1) with non-zero r^′, as they do not contribute to the correlator ⟨JJϕϕ^†⟩. For odd l the last two terms of the above equation (6.1) do not contribute to the correlator ⟨JJϕϕ^†⟩. Considering the first four terms, the decomposition implies, G^{N =2|JJϕϕ†} Δ,l,odd = a0G N =1 Δ,l,odd + a1G N =1 Δ+1,l−1,even + a2G N =1 Δ+1,l+1,even + a3G N =1 Δ+2,l,odd, (6.2) Here G^{N =1}_{Δ,l,odd/even} are the N = 1 superconformal blocks. Using equation (6.2), we expand the N = 2 superconformal blocks in terms of the bosonic conformal blocks as follows:

G^{N =2}_{Δ,l,odd} ∝ b_0g_{Δ+1,l+1} + b_1g_{Δ+1,l−1} + b_2g_{Δ+3,l+1} + b_3g_{Δ+3,l−1}. (6.3)

Comparing with (5.15) we can obtain the expressions of {b_0, b_1, b_2, b_3} upto a constant. Expanding G^{N =1} in terms of the conformal blocks g and comparing that with (6.3) we can establish a linear relation (up to an overall multiplicative constant) between {a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3} and {b_0, b_1, b_2, b_3}, as a.N = b. A straightforward computation shows that the matrix N has a null eigenvector, and that gives rise to a relation among the coefficients {b_0, b_1, b_2, b_3}. Therefore, as in [30] the coefficients b_i, which we have computed, need to satisfy a constraint, which is given as follows.

16(Δ + 1)(Δ + l + 1)

(Δ − 1)(Δ + l) [ (l + 2)(Δ + l + 3) l(Δ + l + 2) b_2 +

(Δ − l + 1) (Δ − l) b_3 ] + (Δ − l − 2)(l + 2)(Δ + l + 1) (Δ − l − 1)l(Δ + l) b_0 + b_1 = 0,

(6.4) here b_i are the coefficients of the conformal blocks presented in (5.15). Thus, the above equation (6.4) provides a nontrivial consistency check of our result for odd spin in equation (5.15) and our result satisfies the consistency check.

For even spin, the consistency condition arises through a similar analysis. As given by [19], the N = 2 superconformal block can be expanded in terms of N = 1 blocks as follows, G^{N =2|JJϕϕ†} Δ,l,even = a ′ 0G^{N =1}_{Δ,l,even} + a^′_1G^{N =1}_{Δ+1,l−1,odd} + a^′_2G^{N =1}_{Δ+1,l+1,odd} + a^′_3G^{N =1}_{Δ+2,l,even}, (6.5)

Substituting the expressions for the N = 1 blocks in terms of the conformal blocks we can write

G^{N =2}_{Δ,l,even} ∝ b^′_0g_{Δ,l} + b^′_1g_{Δ+2,l+2} + b^′_2g_{Δ+2,l} + b^′_3g_{Δ+2,l−2} + b^′_4g_{Δ+4,l}. (6.6)

Clearly, {b^′_0, b^′_1, b^′_2, b^′_3, b^′_4} can be identified with {c_0, c_1, c_2, c_3, c_4} given in (5.23) upto an overall constant of proportionality. This time, since there are five parameters, c_i, which are linear combinations of four parameters {a^′_0, a^′_1, a^′_2, a^′_3}, they satisfy the following constraint: Δ − l − 2 Δ − l − 1 [ (Δ − 2)(Δ + l) 16Δ(Δ + l + 1) c_0 +

(l + 3)(Δ + l + 3) (l + 1)(Δ + l + 2) c_1 ] + c_2 + Δ − l + 1 Δ − l [ (l − 1)(Δ + l) (l + 1)(Δ + l + 1) c_3 +

16(Δ + 2)(Δ + l + 3) Δ(Δ + l + 2) c_4 ] = 0.

(6.7)

The three point correlator ⟨J J O⟩ involves λ^{(1)}_O and λ^{(2)}_O , which are independent of each other. The expressions c_i, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 are linear in λ^{(1)}_O and λ^{(2)}_O and after putting the values of different c_is the above consistency condition satisfies for each of the λ^{(i)}_O s.

7 Discussion

In this work, we have evaluated the superconformal partial wave ⟨JJϕϕ^†⟩ using the superembedding space. The three point correlators ⟨J J O⟩ and ⟨ΦΦ^†O⟩ can be expanded in terms of the superconformal invariants and the tensor structures. The coefficients are determined using the relevant equations and Z_2 reflection symmetry. Then using shadow formalism we obtain the four point correlator as a sum over conformal blocks. This mixed correlator has non-zero contribution only for the general long multiplet and for Ĉ_{0,(} l_{2 ,} l_{2 )}. We have discussed the contribution for the general long multiplet. It is to be checked whether the contribution for the latter can be obtained as a limit of the former. Compared with the N = 1 superconformal blocks, one can find a consistency check for odd l. For even l there are two parameters, λ^{(1)}_O and λ^{(2)}_O , and it turns out for each parameter there is a consistency check. We have found that our result satisfies all the consistency checks. Considering the fact that the coefficients of the conformal blocks in the expressions of the four point correlators are involved it is quite satisfactory.

The present analysis deals with the mixed correlator in the N = 2 theory. The power of mixed correlators in the context of three dimensional bootstrap has been elaborated in [7]. A numerical study of the bootstrap of a mixed four-point correlator for chiral and real scalars in D = 4 N = 1 has been done in [31]. The present model provides part of the ingredients necessary for the bootstrap analysis of a mixed correlator in D = 4, N = 2 theory. A similar analysis of the correlation function in the crossed channel, ⟨JϕJϕ^†⟩ is also required for the bootstrap analysis.

It has been found that the critical three dimensional Ising model lives at the kink of the bound on the CFT data, [6,7,57]. Plausibly, a CFT containing a minimum spectrum of operators to satisfy the crossing relation lives at kink. When one approaches the kink along the boundary of the allowed region, squared OPE coefficients of certain operators vanish, which can be interpreted as two different solution branches meeting at the kink [4,6,58] and leads to decoupling of certain operators. One may explore the possibility of a similar scenario for the mixed correlator of 4D N = 2. Since stress tensor operator is universal in any local CFT, it is natural to consider correlators involving stress tensor multiplet. However, it is not clear which theories are relevant to this possibility. But as mentioned in [21], 4D N = 2 superconformal QCD with gauge group SU(2), N_f = 4 may deserve further study [59].

Though the four point correlator of stress-tensor multiplet for N = 2 has been discussed in [30], a similar analysis for N = 1 theory has not been done. A further generalization of the present work is to analyze the mixed correlators involving the vector and higher spin currents in superconformal field theories. In this context, it may be mentioned that higher-spin supercurrents in D = 4 N = 1 superconformal theory has been studied in [60]. We hope to report on some of these in the future.

Acknowledgement

A preliminary version of this work was presented at the XXV DAE-BRNS High Energy Physics Symposium 2022, IISER Mohali. SR is thankful to the local organizing committee for the hospitality during the stay at IISER Mohali.

A Some invariants and tensor structures

A.1 Superconformal invariants and its derivatives

Two independent invariants in N = 2 superembedding space are z and w which are constructed by taking the 2-point traces of three points (1, 2, 0): z = ⟨¯12⟩⟨¯20⟩⟨¯01⟩ − ⟨¯21⟩⟨¯10⟩⟨¯02⟩ ⟨¯12⟩⟨¯20⟩⟨¯01⟩ + ⟨¯21⟩⟨¯10⟩⟨¯02⟩ (A.1)

and the six point trace will produce w = 4⟨¯12¯01¯20⟩ (⟨¯12⟩⟨¯21⟩⟨¯10⟩⟨¯01⟩⟨¯02⟩⟨¯20⟩)^12

+ 1. (A.2)

By exchanging the coordinates by 1 ↔ 3 and 2 ↔ 4 we obtain other superconformal invariants in N = 2 superembedding space z̄ and w̄. All the superconformal invariants are nilpotent and vanish after setting external Grassmann variables to zero, which reads

z^5 = w^3 = 0 z|_{θext=0}= w|_{θext} = 0. z or w will vanish unless the derivatives ∂¯_0 act on them. The derivatives on z are as follows:

∂^m_{¯0} z = (z^2 − 1) ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 − X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) , ∂^2_{¯0} z = 2z(z^2 − 1)

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

(A.3)

∂^m_{¯0} z^2 = 2z(z^2 − 1) ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 − X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) , ∂^2_{¯0} z^2 = (6z^2 − 2)(z^2 − 1)

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

(A.4)

(∂¯_0z).(∂¯_0z̃)|¯_{0=0}= − 1 2 ( X_{13} X_1¯_0X_3¯_0

− (1 ↔ 2) − (3 ↔ 4) ) (A.5)

∂^m_{¯0} ∂^n_{¯0} z = 2(z^2 − 1) ( z ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 − X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) ( X^n_1 X_1¯_0 − X^n_2 X_2¯_0 ) + ( X^m_1 X^n_1 X_1¯_0X_1¯_0 − X^m_2 X^n_2 X_2¯_0X_2¯_0 )) (A.6)

These are also anti-symmetric under the coordinate interchange 1 ↔ 2. The higher order derivatives on z can be obtained using the same procedure and also for the z^2, z^3andz^4. If the degree of z is larger than the order of the derivative, the ultimate contribution after setting θ = θ̄ = 0 will become zero. The same will be applicable for w. The derivatives on w are as follows:

∂^m_{¯0} w =

16⟨¯12Γ̄^m1¯20⟩ (X_1¯_0X_0¯_1X_2¯_0X_0¯_2X_2¯_1X_1¯_2)^12

+ (w − 1) ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 + X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) , (A.7)

Unlike z, w is symmetric under the permutation of 1 ↔ 2 and the higher order derivatives are :

∂^2_{¯0} w = −(w − 1)

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

, (A.8)

∂^m_{¯0} ∂^n_{¯0} w = ∂^m_{¯0} w ( X^n_1 X_1¯_0 + X^n_2 X_2¯_0 ) + ∂^n_{¯0} w ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 + X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) + (w − 1) ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 − X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) ( X^n_1 X_1¯_0 − X^n_2 X_2¯_0 ) , (A.9)

∂^m_{¯0} ∂^2_{¯0} w = −∂^m_{¯0} w

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

− 2(w − 1)

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0 ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 + X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) (A.10)

∂^2_{¯0} ∂^2_{¯0} w = 9(w − 1) ( X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

)_2 (A.11)

The bare w always gives 0 after setting θ_{ext} = 0. To get the non-zero values, the order of w must be less than or equal to the degree of the partial derivatives. Setting θ_{ext} = 0 we obtain,

∂^m_{¯0} w|_{θext=0}= −

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0

X^m_0 . (A.12)

On the other hand, D_l is invariant under the exchanges of 1 ↔ 2 and 3 ↔ 4 and the derivatives reads

∂^m_{¯0} 1 D_l = 1 D_l [( Δ + l 2 ) ( X^m_1 X_1¯_0 + X^m_2 X_2¯_0 ) − ( Δ − l 2 ) ( X^m_3 X_3¯_0 + X^m_4 X_4¯_0 )] , (A.13)

∂^2_{¯0} 1 D_l = − 1 D_l [( Δ + l 2 )_2

X_{12} X_1¯_0X_2¯_0 + ( Δ − l 2 )_2 X_{34} X_3¯_0X_4¯_0 − ( Δ + l 2 ) ( Δ − l 2 ) (Ω_+) ] (A.14)

where Ω_+ = ( X_{13} X_1¯_0X_3¯_0

+ even permutations ) . A.2 Tensor structures and its derivatives

In this section, we will deal with the single order partial derivatives and second order partial derivatives on tensor structures, because of different permutations of N_l and L_l the first order derivatives on the tensor structures will give rise to new tensor structures [20] which consists of P0, P1, P2, P3, R0, R1, R2, R3.

In the equation, we can write them as,

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{10}S234T + X_{20}S134T + X_{10}S243T + X_{20}S143T ) (A.15) (∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{10}S234T + X_{20}S134T − X_{10}S243T − X_{20}S143T ) (A.16) (∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{10}S234T − X_{20}S134T + X_{10}S243T − X_{20}S143T ) (A.17) (∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{10}S234T − X_{20}S134T − X_{10}S243T + X_{20}S143T ). (A.18)

As per the convention

P 0 = (X_{10}S234T + X_{20}S134T + X_{10}S243T + X_{20}S143T ) P 1 = (X_{10}S234T + X_{20}S134T − X_{10}S243T − X_{20}S143T ) P 2 = (X_{10}S234T − X_{20}S134T + X_{10}S243T − X_{20}S143T ) P 3 = (X_{10}S234T − X_{20}S134T − X_{10}S243T + X_{20}S143T )

Similarly, we reduce the tensors structures to compact forms proportional to N_l,

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{30}S214T + X_{40}S213T + X_{30}S124T + X_{40}S123T ) (A.19) (∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{30}S214T + X_{40}S213T − X_{30}S124T − X_{40}S123T ) (A.20) (∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{30}S214T − X_{40}S213T + X_{30}S124T − X_{40}S123T ) (A.21) (∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S21034T )^{l−1}(X_{30}S214T − X_{40}S213T − X_{30}S124T + X_{40}S123T ). (A.22)

Again as per convention,

R0 = (X_{30}S214T + X_{40}S213T + X_{30}S124T + X_{40}S123T ) R1 = (X_{30}S214T + X_{40}S213T − X_{30}S124T − X_{40}S123T ) R2 = (X_{30}S214T − X_{40}S213T + X_{30}S124T − X_{40}S123T ) R3 = (X_{30}S214T − X_{40}S213T − X_{30}S124T + X_{40}S123T )

The tensor structure related to SP T and SRT are :

P_l = 1 l!^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S¯21¯03¯4T )^{l−1} × (X_{10}S¯23¯4T + X_{20}S¯13¯4T − X_{10}S¯24¯3T − X_{20}S¯14¯3T ), (A.23)

and,

R_l = 1 l!^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S¯21¯03¯4T )^{l−1} × (X_{30}S¯21¯4T + X_{40}S¯21¯3T − X_{30}S¯12¯4T − X_{40}S¯12¯3T ). (A.24)

B List of Conformal Integrations

B.1 Integration related to N_l

In this section, we will discuss how to perform the conformal integration. We will provide the formulas used in this work to evaluate the conformal integrations. The conformal integration related to N_l, or Gegenbauer polynomial C^{(1)}_l (t_0) are given by, ∫ M D^4X_0

(−1)^lC^{(1)}_l (t_0) X^{Δ+r2}_{10} X^{Δ−r2}_{20} X

Δ̃+r̃ 2 30 X Δ̃−r̃ 2 40 = ξ_{Δ,Δ̃,r̃,l} ( X_{14} X_{34}

) r̃_2 ( X_{24} X_{14} ) r_2 X^{− Δ2}_{12} X^{− Δ̃2}_{34} g^{r,r̃}_{Δ,l}(u, v).

In which r = Δ_1 − Δ_2,r̃ = Δ_3 − Δ_4 and ξ_{Δ,Δ̃,r̃,l} = π^2Γ(Δ + l − 1)Γ(^{Δ−r̃+l}_2 )Γ(^{Δ+r̃+l}_2 ) (2 − Δ)Γ(Δ + l)Γ(^{Δ̃−r̃+}_2 )Γ(^{Δ̃+r̃+l}_2 )

The closed form structure of the conformal block g^{r,r̃}_{Δ,l}(u, v) is, g^{r,r̃}_{Δ,l}(u, v) = ρρ̄ ρ − ρ̄ [k_{Δ+l}(ρ)k_{Δ−l−2}(ρ̄) − (ρ ↔ ρ̄)] and k_β (x) = x^{β2}_2F_1 ( β − r 2 , β + r̃ 2 , β, x ) , where the conformal invariants u, v are ρρ̄ and (1 − ρ)(1 − ρ̄) respectively. ∫ D^4X_0

X_{12} X_{10}X_{20} N_l D_l | | | |_{¯0=0} = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,0,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} g_{Δ+2,l} (B.1) ∫ D^4X_0

X_{34} X_{30}X_{40} N_l D_l | | | |_{¯0=0} = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ,4−Δ,0,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} g_{Δ,l} (B.2) ∫ D^4X_0 N_{l−1} D_l | | |_{¯0=0} = 2^{−6(l−1)}ξ_{Δ+1,3−Δ,0,l−1} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} g_{Δ+1,l−1} (B.3)

Some conformal integrations related to Ω_x: Before listing out the integration with Ω_x (x ∈ +, −, A, B), we mention

Ω_+ =

X_{13} X_{10}X_{30} + X_{23} X_{20}X_{30} + X_{14} X_{10}X_{40} + X_{24} X_{20}X_{40}

(B.4)

Ω_− =

X_{13} X_{10}X_{30} − X_{23} X_{20}X_{30} − X_{14} X_{10}X_{40} + X_{24} X_{20}X_{40}

(B.5)

Ω_A =

X_{13} X_{10}X_{30} − X_{23} X_{20}X_{30} + X_{14} X_{10}X_{40} − X_{24} X_{20}X_{40}

(B.6)

Ω_A =

X_{13} X_{10}X_{30} + X_{23} X_{20}X_{30} − X_{14} X_{10}X_{40} − X_{24} X_{20}X_{40}

(B.7)

Ω_x are anti-symmetric under coordinate exchange of 1 ↔ 2 and 3 ↔ 4. The integrations are listed below. ∫ D^4X_0

X_{12} X_{10}X_{20}

Ω_A N_l D_l = ∫ D^4X_0

X_{12} X_{10}X_{20}

Ω_B N_l D_l = 0 (B.8) ∫ D^4X_0

X_{34} X_{30}X_{40}

Ω_A N_l D_l = ∫ D^4X_0

X_{34} X_{30}X_{40}

Ω_B N_l D_l = 0 (B.9) ∫ D^4X_0Ω_+ N_l D_l = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+1,3−Δ,1,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} [ 4g_{Δ,l} +

(Δ + l)(Δ − l − 2) 4(Δ + l + 1)(Δ − l − 1) g_{Δ+2,l} ] (B.10) ∫ D^4X_0Ω_− N_l D_l = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+1,3−Δ,1,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} [ Δ + l Δ + l + 1 g_{Δ+1,l+1} +

(Δ − l − 2) (Δ − l − 1) g_{Δ+1,l−1} ] (B.11)

(B.12)

∫ D^4X_0Ω^2_− N_l D_l = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,2,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} ( 16((Δ − l)(Δ + l) − 2l) (Δ + l + 2)(Δ − l) g_{Δ,l} +

2(Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l) (Δ + l + 2)(Δ − l) g_{Δ+2,l} + ((Δ − l)(Δ + l) − 2l)(Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l) 16(Δ + l + 3)(Δ + l + 1)(Δ − l + 1)(Δ − l − 1) g_{Δ+4,l} − Δ + l (Δ + l + 3)(Δ − l)(Δ + l + 1) g_{Δ+2,l+2} − (Δ − l − 2) (Δ − l − 1)(Δ − l + 1)(Δ + l + 2) g_{Δ+2,l−2} )

(B.13) ∫ D^4X_0Ω^2_− N_l D_l = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,2,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} ( 2(Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l) (Δ + l + 2)(Δ − l) g_{Δ+2,l} + (Δ + l)(Δ − l − 1) (Δ + l + 3)(Δ − l) g_{Δ+2,l+2} +

(Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l + 1) (Δ − l + 1)(Δ + l + 2) g_{Δ+2,l−2} )

(B.14) ∫ D^4X_0Ω^2_A N_l D_l = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,2,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} ( − Δ(Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l) 8(Δ + l + 3)(Δ + l + 1)(Δ − l + 1)(Δ − l − 1) g_{Δ+4,l} + Δ + l (Δ + l + 3)(Δ − l) g_{Δ+2,l+2} + Δ − l − 2 (Δ − l + 1)(Δ + l + 2) g_{Δ+2,l−2} )

∫ D^4X_0Ω^2_B N_l D_l = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,2,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} ( 32Δ (Δ + l + 2)(Δ − l) g_{Δ,l} − (Δ − l − 1)(Δ + l) (Δ + l + 3)(Δ − l)(Δ + l + 1) g_{Δ+2,l+2} − (Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l + 1) (Δ − l − 1)(Δ − l + 1)(Δ + l + 2) g_{Δ+2,l−2} )

(B.15)

(B.16)

∫ D^4X_0(Ω_AΩ_B + Ω_+Ω_−) N_l D_l = 2^{−6l}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,2,l} X^{Δ−l2}_{12} X^{− Δ+l2}_{34} ( 4(Δ + l) Δ + l + 2 g_{Δ+1,l+1} + 4 Δ − l − 2 Δ − l g_{Δ+1,l−1} + (Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l)^2 4(Δ − l)(Δ + l + 1)(Δ + l + 3) g_{Δ+3,l+1} + (Δ − l − 2)^2(Δ + l) 4(Δ − l + 1)(Δ − l − 1)(Δ + l + 2) g_{Δ+3,l−1} )

B.2 Conformal integration with (P0, P1, P2, P3) and (R0, R1, R2, R3)

For N = 2 theories, the action of double derivatives ∂^n_0 ∂^m_0 on the tensor structures will lead to higher order tensor structures. For higher order tensor structures, conformal integrations are not very straightforward. One way to simplify the higher order tensor structures is to reduce them to first order tensor structures, wherever possible. In fact, one can show that P 3 = R3 = 8S21034T , while P 2 and R2 = 0 vanish (see [20] for P 0, R0 and other details). The tensor structures P 1R1, P 1^2 and R1^2 cannot be reduced further. We have closely followed [30] for computing our results and most of the integrations are available in the appendix of the above mentioned paper.

(B.17) ∫ D^4X_0

X_{12} X_{10}X_{20}

Ω_A P_l D_l = 2^{3−6l}ξ_{Δ+3,1−Δ,0,l−1} X^{12 (Δ−l)}

12 X^{− 12 (Δ+l)} 34 ( 4(Δ − l + 1) Δl(l − Δ) g_{Δ+2,l} − 4(Δ + 1)(l + 1) Δl(Δ + l) g_{Δ+2,l−2} + Δ + l + 2 4(Δ + l + 1)(Δ + l + 3) g_{Δ+4,l} )

∫ D^4X_0

X_{12} X_{10}X_{20}

Ω_B P_l D_l = 2^{3−6l}ξ_{Δ+3,1−Δ,0,l−1} X^{12 (Δ−l)}

12 X^{− 12 (Δ+l)} 34 ( − 1 Δl g_{Δ+3,l−1} − 16(Δ + 1)(l + 1)(Δ − l + 1) Δl(Δ + l)(Δ − l) g_{Δ+1,l−1} + (Δ + l + 2)(Δ − l + 1) (Δ − l)(Δ + l + 1)(Δ + l + 3) g_{Δ+3,l+1} )

(B.18)

(B.19)

∫ D^4X_0

X_{34} X_{30}X_{40}

Ω_A R_l D_l = 2^{3−6l}ξ_{Δ+1,3−Δ,0,l−1} X^{12 (Δ−l)}

12 X^{− 12 (Δ+l)} 34 ( − Δ + l (Δ + l + 1)(Δ − l − 2) g_{Δ+1,l+1} + 1 Δl g_{Δ+1,l−1} + (Δ − 1)(l + 1)(Δ + l)(Δ − l) 16Δl(Δ + l + 1)(Δ − l − 1)(Δ − l + 1) g_{Δ+3,l−1} )

(B.20) ∫ D^4X_0

X_{34} X_{30}X_{40}

Ω_B R_l D_l = 2^{3−6l}ξ_{Δ+1,3−Δ,0,l−1} X^{12 (Δ−l)}

12 X^{− 12 (Δ+l)} 34 ( − 4 Δ − l − 2 g_{Δ,l} +

Δ + l 4Δl(Δ + l + 1) g_{Δ+2,l} + (Δ − 1)(l + 1)(Δ − l) 4Δl(Δ − l − 1)(Δ − l + 1) g_{Δ+2,l−2} )

The conformal integration involving P 1^2 and R1^2 are [30]

(B.21)

∫ D^4X_0 ( X_{12} X_{10}X_{20}

)_2 1 D_l l(l − 1) (l! )^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S¯21¯03¯4T )^{l−2}P 1^2 = 2^{6(l−1)}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,0,l−2} X^{12 (Δ−l)}

12 X^{− 12 (Δ+l)} 34 ( l(l + 1) Δ + l + 1 g_{Δ+2,l+2} − l(l − 1)Δ(Δ + l)(Δ + l + 2) 16(Δ + 2)(Δ + l + 1)^2(Δ + l + 3) g_{Δ+4,l} )

(B.22)

∫ D^4X_0 ( X_{34} X_{30}X_{40}

)_2 1 D_l l(l − 1) (l! )^2

(∂_S 0∂_T )^l(S¯21¯03¯4T )^{l−2}R1^2 = 2^{6(l−1)}ξ_{Δ+2,2−Δ,0,l−2} X^{12 (Δ−l)}

12 X^{− 12 (Δ+l)} 34 ( l(l − 1) Δ + l + 2 (Δ − l − 2)(Δ + l − 1) g_{Δ,l} − l(l + 1)

(Δ − 2)(Δ − l)(Δ + l − 2) 16Δ((l − Δ)^2 − 1)(Δ + l − 1) g_{Δ+2,l−2} )

In our convention, the integrals involving P 1^2 and R1^2 do not contain the factor of l(l−1). The conformal integrations related to the tensor structures P 1 × R1 will vanish.

References

[1] Alexander M Polyakov. Nonhamiltonian approach to conformal quantum field theory. Zh. Eksp.

Teor. Fiz, 66(1):23–42, 1974.

[2] G Mack. Duality in quantum field theory. Nuclear Physics. B, 118(5):445–457, 1977.

[3] Sergio Ferrara, Aurelio F Grillo, and Raoul Gatto. Tensor representations of conformal algebra and conformally covariant operator product expansion. Annals of Physics, 76(1):161–188, 1973.

[4] David Poland, Slava Rychkov, and Alessandro Vichi. The conformal bootstrap: theory, numerical techniques, and applications. Reviews of Modern Physics, 91(1):015002, 2019.

[5] Riccardo Rattazzi, Vyacheslav S Rychkov, Erik Tonni, and Alessandro Vichi. Bounding scalar operator dimensions in 4d cft. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2008(12):031, 2008.

[6] Sheer El-Showk, Miguel F Paulos, David Poland, Slava Rychkov, David Simmons-Duffin, and Alessandro Vichi. Solving the 3d ising model with the conformal bootstrap ii. c-minimization and precise critical exponents. Journal of Statistical Physics, 157(4):869–914, 2014.

[7] Filip Kos, David Poland, and David Simmons-Duffin. Bootstrapping mixed correlators in the 3d ising model. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2014(11):1–36, 2014.

[8] Christopher Beem, Leonardo Rastelli, and Balt C van Rees. N= 4 superconformal bootstrap. Physical Review Letters, 111(7):071601, 2013.

[9] David Poland and David Simmons-Duffin. Bounds on 4d conformal and superconformal field theories.

Journal of High Energy Physics, 2011(5):1–47, 2011.

[10] Micha Berkooz, Ran Yacoby, and Amir Zait. Bounds on N = 1 superconformal theories with global symmetries. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2014(8):1–22, 2014.

[11] FA Dolan and H Osborn. Superconformal symmetry, correlation functions and the operator product expansion. Nuclear physics B, 629(1-3):3–73, 2002.

[12] FA Dolan and H Osborn. Conformal partial wave expansions for n= 4 chiral four-point functions.

Annals of Physics, 321(3):581–626, 2006.

[13] Francis A Dolan, Laurent Gallot, and Emery Sokatchev. On four-point functions of 1/2-bps operators in general dimensions. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2004(09):056, 2004.

[14] Jean-Franccois Fortin, Kenneth Intriligator, and Andreas Stergiou. Current opes in superconformal theories. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2011(9):1–33, 2011.

[15] Davide Gaiotto. N= 2 dualities. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2012(8):1–58, 2012.

[16] Davide Gaiotto, Gregory W Moore, and Andrew Neitzke. Wall-crossing, hitchin systems, and the WKB approximation. Advances in Mathematics, 234:239–403, 2013.

[17] Vyacheslav S Rychkov and Alessandro Vichi. Universal constraints on conformal operator dimensions. Physical Review D, 80(4):045006, 2009.

[18] A Liam Fitzpatrick, Jared Kaplan, Zuhair U Khandker, Daliang Li, David Poland, and David Simmons-Duffin. Covariant approaches to superconformal blocks. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2014(8):1–30, 2014.

[19] Zuhair U Khandker, Daliang Li, David Poland, and David Simmons-Duffin. N = 1 superconformal blocks for general scalar operators. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2014(8):1–28, 2014.

[20] Zhijin Li and Ning Su. The most general 4 d N = 1 superconformal blocks for scalar operators.

Journal of High Energy Physics, 2016(5):1–28, 2016.

[21] Christopher Beem, Madalena Lemos, Pedro Liendo, Leonardo Rastelli, and Balt C van Rees. The N = 2 superconformal bootstrap. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2016(3):1–101, 2016.

[22] Madalena Lemos and Pedro Liendo. Bootstrapping N = 2 chiral correlators. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2016(1):1–39, 2016.

[23] Martina Cornagliotto, Madalena Lemos, and Pedro Liendo. Bootstrapping the (A_1, A_2) Argyres- Douglas theory. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2018(3):1–31, 2018.

[24] Anatoly Dymarsky, Filip Kos, Petr Kravchuk, David Poland, and David Simmons-Duffin. The 3d stress-tensor bootstrap. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2018(2):1–48, 2018.

[25] Christopher Beem, Leonardo Rastelli, and Balt C van Rees. More N = 4 superconformal bootstrap.

Physical Review D, 96(4):046014, 2017.

[26] Shai M Chester, Ross Dempsey, and Silviu S Pufu. Level repulsion in N = 4 super-yang-mills via integrability, holography, and the bootstrap. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.12576, 2023.

[27] Christopher Beem, Madalena Lemos, Leonardo Rastelli, and Balt C van Rees. The (2, 0) superconformal bootstrap. Physical Review D, 93(2):025016, 2016.

[28] Pedro Liendo, Israel Ramirez, and Jihye Seo. Stress-tensor ope in N = 2 superconformal theories.

Journal of High Energy Physics, 2016(2):1–26, 2016.

[29] Israel A Ramírez. Mixed opes in N = 2 superconformal theories. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2016(5):1–18, 2016.

[30] Zhijin Li. Superconformal partial waves for stress-tensor multiplet correlator in 4d N = 2 SCFTs.

Journal of High Energy Physics, 2020(5):1–51, 2020.

[31] Daliang Li, David Meltzer, and Andreas Stergiou. Bootstrapping mixed correlators in 4d N = 1 SCFTs. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2017(7):1–33, 2017.

[32] Aleix Gimenez-Grau and Pedro Liendo. Bootstrapping Coulomb and Higgs branch operators. JHEP, 01:175, 2021.

[33] Francis A Dolan and Hugh Osborn. Conformal four point functions and the operator product expansion. Nuclear Physics B, 599(1-2):459–496, 2001.

[34] Francis A Dolan and Hugh Osborn. Conformal partial waves and the operator product expansion.

Nuclear Physics B, 678(1-2):491–507, 2004.

[35] M Nirschl and H Osborn. Superconformal ward identities and their solution. Nuclear Physics B, 711(3):409–479, 2005.

[36] Nikolay Bobev, Sheer El-Showk, Dalimil Mazáč, and Miguel F Paulos. Bootstrapping SCFTs with four supercharges. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2015(8):1–53, 2015.

[37] Nikolay Bobev, Edoardo Lauria, and Dalimil Mazáč. Superconformal blocks for SCFTs with eight supercharges. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2017(7):1–25, 2017.

[38] Zuhair U Khandker and Daliang Li. Superembedding formalism and supertwistors. arXiv preprint arXiv:1212.0242, 2012.

[39] Walter D Goldberger, Witold Skiba, and Minho Son. Superembedding methods for 4d N = ∞ SCFTs. Physical Review D, 86(2):025019, 2012.

[40] Walter D Goldberger, Zuhair U Khandker, Daliang Li, and Witold Skiba. Superembedding methods for current superfields. Physical Review D, 88(12):125010, 2013.

[41] Michele Maio. Superembedding methods for 4d N -extended SCFTs. Nuclear Physics B, 864(1):141– 166, 2012.

[42] Sergei M Kuzenko and Stefan Theisen. Correlation functions of conserved currents in N = 2 superconformal theory. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 17(3):665, 2000.

[43] Jeong-Hyuck Park. Superconformal symmetry and correlation functions. Nucl. Phys. B, 559:455–501, 1999.

[44] Gleb Arutyunov, B Eden, and E Sokatchev. On non-renormalization and ope in superconformal field theories. Nuclear Physics B, 619(1-3):359–372, 2001.

[45] FA Dolan and H Osborn. On short and semi-short representations for four-dimensional superconformal symmetry. Annals of Physics, 307(1):41–89, 2003.

[46] Justin Kinney, Juan Maldacena, Shiraz Minwalla, and Suvrat Raju. An index for 4 dimensional super conformal theories. Communications in mathematical physics, 275(1):209–254, 2007.

[47] Matthew Buican, Takahiro Nishinaka, and Constantinos Papageorgakis. Constraints on chiral operators in N = 2 SCFTs. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2014(12):1–35, 2014.

[48] Andrea Manenti. Differential operators for superconformal correlation functions. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2020(4):1–38, 2020.

[49] Vasyl Alba and Kenan Diab. Constraining conformal field theories with a higher spin symmetry in d=4. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2016(03):044, 2016. arXiv preprint arXiv:1510.02535, 2016.

[50] Juan Maldacena and Alexander Zhiboedov. Constraining conformal field theories with a higher spin symmetry. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 46(21):214011, 2013.

[51] Sergei M Kuzenko and Gabriele Tartaglino-Mazzucchelli. Supertwistor realisations of ads superspaces. The European Physical Journal C, 82(2):1–10, 2022.

[52] W Siegel. Embedding vs. 6d twistors. arXiv preprint arXiv:1204.5679, 2012.

[53] Vasyl Alba and Kenan Diab. Constraining conformal field theories with a higher spin symmetry in d > 3 dimensions. JHEP, 03:044, 2016.

[54] Walter D. Goldberger, Zuhair U. Khandker, Daliang Li, and Witold Skiba. Superembedding Methods for Current Superfields. Phys. Rev. D, 88:125010, 2013.

[55] Jeong-Hyuck Park. N=1 superconformal symmetry in four-dimensions. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, 13:1743–1772, 1998.

[56] David Simmons-Duffin. Projectors, shadows, and conformal blocks. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2014(4):1–36, 2014.

[57] Sheer El-Showk, Miguel F Paulos, David Poland, Slava Rychkov, David Simmons-Duffin, and Alessandro Vichi. Solving the 3d ising model with the conformal bootstrap. Physical Review D, 86(2):025022, 2012.

[58] Zhijin Li and Ning Su. 3D CFT Archipelago from Single Correlator Bootstrap. Phys. Lett. B, 797:134920, 2019.

[59] Shai M. Chester. Bootstrapping 4d N = 2 gauge theories: the case of SQCD. JHEP, 01:107, 2023.

[60] Evgeny I Buchbinder, Jessica Hutomo, and Gabriele Tartaglino-Mazzucchelli. Three-point functions of higher-spin supercurrents in 4d N = 1 superconformal field theory. Fortschritte der Physik, 70(12):2200133, 2022.