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ABSTRACT: Equilibrium finite temperature observables of a CFT can be described by a local
effective action for background fields — a “thermal effective action.” This effective action
determines the asymptotic density of states of a CFT as a detailed function of dimension
and spin. We discuss subleading perturbative and nonperturbative corrections to the density,
comparing with free and holographic examples. We furthermore show how to use the thermal
effective action on more complicated geometries at special locations called “hot spots.” The
hot spot idea makes a prediction for a CF'T partition function on a higher-dimensional version
of a genus-2 Riemann surface, in a particular high temperature limit. By decomposing the
partition function into a novel higher-dimensional version of genus-2 conformal blocks (which
we compute at large scaling dimension), we extract the asymptotic density of heavy-heavy-
heavy OPE coefficients in a higher-dimensional CF'T. We also compute asymptotics of thermal
1-point functions using the same techniques.
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1 Introduction

What is the behavior of conformal field theory (CFT) data at high energies? This question
is well-studied in two dimensions. For instance, the density of states of any 2d CFT at high
energies takes the following universal form, known as the Cardy formula [1]:

=27 J) ~ \f \/A _ - \/A— _ A . 11
P77 (A, J) ~ exp 37 +J 12+ J )0 |J| > ¢ (1.1)

Here, p?=2(A,.J) is the density of local operators (equivalently states on S') with scaling

dimension A and spin J. The entropy at high energies is controlled by a single theory-
dependent number: the central charge c. The Cardy formula follows from modular invariance
of the genus one partition function.

Though (1.1) is valid for all 2d CFTs, it has a particularly nice interpretation for CFTs
dual to quantum gravity in weakly-curved AdSs. In such theories, the entropy log p?=2(A, J)
is interpreted as the area of a BTZ black hole with spin J and mass M given by [2]

1 c
M_@(A—E), (1.2)
in an AdSs space with [3]
~ 3lags
c= STeP (1.3)

The Cardy formula then becomes a statement of universality of black hole entropy, regardless
of the microscopic details of the quantum gravity theory.

OPE coefficients of heavy operators in 2d CFTs obey similar, though perhaps less well-
known, universal formulas. In [4], a formula for average squared OPE coefficients of three
heavy Virasoro primaries was derived using modular invariance of the genus two partition
function. For example, when all three operators have roughly equal dimensions A; = A > ¢,
it takes the form

d=2 \2 27 34 —6m /=LA, Be—11

(Ctinn)” ~ <16> e MEATI , A>ec (1.4)
Similar formulas were derived for OPE coefficients with one or two heavy operator(s) (see
e.g. [5]). These formulas were subsequently unified in [6], with interesting connections to the
DOZZ formula. In holographic theories, the formula for (Cf;3)? matches the contribution
of a two-sided wormhole connecting a pair of boundary three-point functions [7].

In this paper, we explore whether similar universal formulas exist for higher dimensional
CFTs. We will use purely field-theoretic methods, so our results will be applicable to both
holographic and non-holographic theories. An immediate puzzle is that there is no simple
analog of modular invariance in higher dimensional geometries like S* x S9! (d > 3). (See [8-
13] for some discussion and progress on modular invariance in higher dimensions.) However,
we can instead use a beautiful idea from [14-16], which was used to count the density of states
in higher dimensional CFTs in [14, 17]. (Similar ideas were used for studying supersymmetric



indices in [18].) The key point is that finding the leading asymptotics of CFT data doesn’t
require full modular invariance — we just need a sufficiently powerful effective theory for a
CFT dimensionally reduced on a circle.

The dimensional reduction of a d-dimensional CF'T is generically a gapped theory in d—1
dimensions. Fortunately for our purposes, the exponential decay of correlations in a gapped
theory makes it very flezible: we can place it on many different geometries, and in this way
extract myriad predictions for the d-dimensional CFT.

A gapped theory can be described by a local action for background fields, obtained by
integrating out the gapped degrees of freedom. In the context of a dimensionally-reduced CFT
(with thermal boundary conditions), we call this local action the “thermal effective action.”
It describes hydrodynamic observables of the CFT in equilibrium. The derivative expansion
of the thermal effective action is an expansion in the inverse temperature 5 = 1/7. This
construction was explained in [15, 16], and has been explored extensively in the hydrodynamics
literature, see e.g. [19-23]. We review it in section 2, along the way discussing some subtleties
related to the Weyl anomaly.

Placing the thermal effective theory on S' x S9~1 leads to simple universal predictions
for the density of CF'T operators at large A. For example, in 3d CF'Ts, one obtains

log p*=3(A, J) = 31/3 f1/3(A2 _ y2)1/3 _ ;log(AQ — %)+ O(AY). (1.5)

Here, f is a theory-dependent positive real number, equal to minus the free energy density
of the CFT, as we review in section 2.1. The leading term in the high temperature partition
function for the canonical ensemble of a CFT was first written down using hydrodynamic
techniques in [14]. It was subsequently transformed to the microcanonical ensemble in [17].!
The thermal effective theory approach in this work allows us to reproduce those results and
systematically explore subleading corrections.

The quantity f controls the leading density of states in both 2d (where f = 7w¢/6) and
higher dimensions. However, unlike in 2d, where the Cardy formula is valid up to nonper-
turbative corrections in A, the entropy in higher dimensional CFTs receives perturbative
corrections in 1/A, coming from higher-derivative terms in the thermal effective action. The
derivation of (1.5) using the thermal effective action is given in section 3. There, we also
describe the leading higher-derivative corrections. (Furthermore in section 3.1, we clarify
some subtleties related to the Casimir energy on S%! in higher-dimensional CFTs.) We
also briefly discuss nonperturbative corrections to the density of states in section 3.6. Then,
in section 4, we compare these general formulas to free theories and holographic theories,
determining Wilson coefficients in those cases by matching their partition functions to the
effective theory.

In addition to the density of states, we will also find universal formulas for OPE coef-
ficients of three heavy operators in higher-d CFTs.? Our strategy will be to put the theory

!The density of states was also studied [24, 25].
2Formulas for heavy OPE coefficients weighted by light OPE coefficients, e.g. CanuCiy,, were derived



Figure 1: The “genus-2” geometry and its “hot spots.” The top is a ball B¢ with two balls
removed. It is topologically equivalent to a three-punctured S¢. The bottom is the same. The
top and bottom are glued together with three cylinders. In the limit that the cylinders get
short, there are shrinking circles indicated in red that run down one cylinder and up another.
The neighborhoods of each of these circles are “hot spots,” where the thermal effective action
receives a large contribution.

on a higher-dimensional version of a genus-2 Riemann surface, obtained by gluing a pair of
three-punctured S%’s with three cylinders S~ x I (where I is an interval). We describe this
“genus-2” geometry in detail in section 5.3

A glaring problem is that the “genus-2” geometry is not a circle fibration, so it is not
immediately obvious how to apply the thermal effective action. However, in a “high temper-
ature” limit where the cylinders get short, the geometry contains shrinking circles. We claim
that these shrinking circles can be treated like thermal circles in local regions that we call
“hot spots,” see figure 1. We furthermore conjecture that the effective action of the hot spots
gives the singular part of the partition function on our “genus-2” geometry. (The remaining
parts of the geometry are not described by thermal EFT, but contribute non-singular correc-
tions to the partition function at high temperature.) With the “hot spot” conjecture, we can
determine the partition function in the regime where it is dominated by heavy CFT data.

To extract heavy-heavy-heavy OPE coefficients, we must furthermore understand the
decomposition of the partition function into a higher-dimensional version of genus-2 (global)
conformal blocks. These are interesting special functions that to our knowledge have not
previously appeared in the CFT literature. We explore them in section 6, determining their
behavior at large A using the shadow formalism and saddle-point analysis. We then de-
compose the partition function into “genus-2” blocks using an appropriate inverse Laplace
transform on the moduli space of “genus-2” conformal structures in higher dimensions. In the
end, we obtain a universal formula for average squared heavy-heavy-heavy OPE coefficients
in a d-dimensional CFT. For example, for three scalar operators with similar dimensions A

in [26] using crossing symmetry of 6-point functions of local operators. By contrast, our focus will be on
un-weighted heavy OPE coefficients Cunn, which are controlled by different physics. For example, the leading
behavior of Cunun is determined by the free energy density f, which does not (to our knowledge) appear in a
simple way in a 6-point function of light local operators.

3 A special case of this geometry with no angular fugacities was studied recently in [27].



in d = 3, we find

6A
APl ~ (5) T (1.6

where “...”

are subleading corrections in A. We give a formula for OPE coefficients of three
operators with arbitrary Lorentz representations (with spin held constant as A — oo0) in
arbitrary d below in (7.51).

In section 8, we apply similar (but simpler) methods to compute asymptotic thermal
1-point functions of heavy operators. This can be viewed as a particularly simple limit of
heavy-heavy-heavy OPE coefficients.

In section 9, we discuss (1.6), its generalizations, and some implications and future di-
rections. In holographic theories, we speculate that (1.6) describes a three-point function
of three black holes surrounded by highly entangled matter. Three point functions of three
“pure” black holes are likely atypical from the point of view of (1.6), but perhaps could be
determined from an appropriate holographic calculation. In appendix A, we discuss a sim-
ple warmup example of the thermal effective action for a two-point function of momentum
generators. In appendix C, we discuss some aspects of free theories, including novel formu-
las for nonperturbative corrections to density of states. Other appendices contain detailed
calculations to supplement the main text.

2 The thermal effective action

Consider a d-dimensional CFT at finite temperature 7. Generically, thermal fluctuations
cause equilibrium correlators to decay exponentially with distance:

(O(#1)O(Fs)) g ~ e~ 1= T2I/E, (2.1)

By dimensional analysis, the correlation length £ must be inversely proportional to the temper-
ature, { o< 1/T. Exponentially-decaying correlators can be expanded in a series in -functions
and their derivatives. (Equivalently, in momentum space, they can be expanded in a power
series in momenta.) This expansion is summarized by a local effective action for background
fields that we call the thermal effective action.

It is useful to adopt the geometric perspective on the thermal effective action explained in
[16]. Equilibrium thermal correlators are computed by compactifying the Euclidean theory on
a thermal circle of length 8 = 1/T'. Generically, when a d-dimensional CFT is compactified
on a circle, the result is a gapped theory in (d—1) dimensions. A rough argument is that
compactification of a CFT does not involve tuning any parameters, since all 8 are equivalent
by d-dimensional scale invariance. Thus, it would be non-generic for the resulting (d—1)-
dimensional theory to be at a critical point. Instead, it will typically have a nonzero mass



gap Mgap X T', and a finite correlation length § = 1/ mgap.4 We can think of this gapped
theory as the modular transform of the d-dimensional CFT.
This argument fails when a symmetry protects gapless modes in the compactified theory,

F around

such as in free theories or supersymmetric compactifications (where we twist by (—1)
the circle). It could also fail in theories that spontaneously break a continuous symmetry at
finite temperature, such as those recently constructed (in fractional spacetime dimensions)
in [29]. It is currently unknown whether such theories exist in integer spacetime dimensions.
See [29, 30] and references therein for more discussion. In this work, we will focus on theories
that are gapped at finite temperature.

An efficient way to capture correlators of the CFT is to couple to classical background
fields. For example, stress tensor correlators are captured by coupling to a d-dimensional
background metric G,,,. If the metric possesses a circle isometry, then by a suitable choice of

coordinates, we can put it in Kaluza-Klein form
G dztde” = gy (Z)dz'da’ + 2@ (dr 4+ Ay(7))?, T€10,1), (2.2)

where the periodic direction is ° = 7. The (d—1)-dimensional fields are a metric 9ij, a gauge
field A;, and a dilaton ¢. We choose conventions so that 7 has periodicity 1. Thus, for the
thermal compactification Sé x R4 with the flat metric, we have e® = 5. However, it will
be interesting in what follows to allow the (d—1)-dimensional fields g;;, A;, ¢ to be spatially
varying.

By our assumption above, the partition function of the d-dimensional CFT on the Kaluza-
Klein geometry (2.2) becomes the partition function of a gapped (d—1)-dimensional theory
coupled to (d—1)-dimensional background fields:

ZCFT [G] = Zgapped [.ga Aa ¢] (23)

The partition function of a trivially gapped QFT at long distances can be expanded in a sum
of local counterterms in the background fields. In this case, we have®

ZCFT [G] = Zgapped [g, A, ¢] ~ e_Sth[gvA7¢]‘ (2'4)

The thermal effective action Sy, is a sum of local terms in g;;, A;, ¢ that captures Euclidean
correlators at length scales that are large compared to the correlation length & = 1/mgay
(equivalently, at momenta small compared to mgap).® In (2.4), “~” means agreement up to
exponential corrections of the form e~L/¢, where L is a characteristic length scale.

4By contrast, when a theory with an intrinsic scale is compactified, one generally obtains different dynamics
at different compactification radii. By tuning £ it may be possible to reach a critical point. An example is 4d
SU(2) pure Yang-Mills theory, which is expected to possess a critical point in the Ising universality class at a
particular temperature, see e.g. [28] for a review.

5A theory that spontaneously breaks a discrete symmetry at finite temperature can display mild violations
of (2.4), see [29]. In general, if the finite temperature theory is nontrivially gapped, then the thermal effective
action must include a nontrivial TQFT. We focus on the trivially gapped case in this work, though most of
our results are simple to adapt to a more general thermal TQFT.

SNote that the thermal effective action does not in general capture long-distance real time observables, even
at small nonzero frequencies 0 < w < Mgap, where dissipation is an important effect.



In QFT, we usually have the freedom to add arbitrary local counterterms in background
fields. This is called a change of “scheme.” In the thermal effective action (2.4), it is important
that we are only allowed to add local d-dimensional counterterms to the CFT (which enter
Stn via dimensional reduction). We are not allowed to add arbitrary local d—1-dimensional
counterterms. Thus, Si, can contain physical, scheme-independent information.

The thermal effective action is highly constrained by symmetries. Firstly, coordinate-
invariance in d-dimensions implies that Sy, is invariant under (d—1)-dimensional coordinate
transformations, as well as gauge transformations of the KK gauge field A;. For simplicity, in
this work we focus on CFTy’s with vanishing gravitational anomaly. When the gravitational
anomaly is non-vanishing (for example in a 2d CFT with ¢;, # cr), the anomaly must be
matched by gravitational Chern-Simons terms in the thermal effective action, see [18, 19, 31—
33] for more details. Such terms could be easily incorporated into the analysis that follows.”

Secondly, Si, is constrained by Weyl invariance of the d-dimensional theory. Under a
Weyl transformation, the CF'T partition function changes by

Zcpr|e® G] = Zopr|Gle SenemlGal, (2.5)

where Sanom[G, o] is the contribution from the Weyl anomaly. Because ¢ transforms with a
shift  — ¢ + o under 7-independent Weyl transformations, we can use (2.5) to completely
determine the ¢-dependence of Zcpr|[G] [34]. Note that

Zcpr|G] = ZCFT[G]C_Sa“°m[é’¢], (2.6)
where G = e~ 29G. Plugging in (2.4), this implies

Sinlg, A, 8] = Sin[G, A, 0] + Sanom|[G, ¢
= S[9. A] + Sanom|G, 9. (2.7)

In equation (2.7), Sanom [CATY , ¢] plays the role of matching the Weyl anomaly in the thermal
effective action. We discuss this contribution later in section 2.2. The remaining term S[g, A]
is invariant under 7-independent Weyl transformations. It depends only on A;, and the
Weyl-invariant “effective metric”

2¢

gij =€ “?gij. (2.8)

Note that g transforms as a metric under coordinate-transformations. Thus, S[g, A] can be
organized in a derivative expansion in coordinate invariants built out of g and A. Classifying
the terms in S[g, A] is similar to classifying local interactions in Einstein-Maxwell theory
(without the freedom to perform field redefinitions). The first few terms are:

S[G, A] = /ddlx\/ﬁ(—f—kclﬁ—i—@Fz v (2.9)

"We thank Yifan Wang for discussion on these points.



Here, R is the Riemann curvature built from the metric g, and Fjj = 0;A; — 0;A; is the field
strength of the KK gauge boson. Indices are everywhere contracted using g, for example

F? =g Fij . (2.10)

This ensures that the derivative expansion for Sy, becomes an expansion in p/T, since g
contains a factor of e2?, where e~ is a local temperature. Again, in (2.9), we have assumed
gravitational anomalies are absent.

The construction of the thermal effective action (2.9) closely mimics the construction
of the dilaton effective action in theories where scale invariance is spontaneously broken to
d-dimensional Poincare invariance [35]. The key difference is that here we have an effective
action in (d—1)-dimensions instead of d dimensions.

2.1 The cosmological constant term

The leading term in the thermal effective action is a cosmological constant — [ dd:c\/g f for
the effective metric g. The coefficient f has at least three important interpretations.

1. —f is (the scheme-independent part of) the free energy density of the CFT at finite
temperature in flat space.® To see why, we place the theory on R?~! x S, where the
thermal circle has length 3. In this geometry, the effective metric is g;; = 8724;;. Only
the cosmological constant term in Sy is nonzero, and it contributes

F/T = —log Zcpr[RT! x S§] = Sy, = —/ddxm(dl) = —fT9 vl R*L. (2.11)

Thus, the free energy density is — f7°%.

2. f is proportional to the thermal one-point function of the stress tensor in flat space
R?-1. Lorentz and scale invariance dictate that

1
(e a)s = ort (5585 - o). (2.12)
for some dimensionless coefficient by. Meanwhile, the energy density can be computed
from the derivative of the partition function®”

L9 log Zepr[R* x SE] = (d — 1) T (2.13)

_ /700 = I
<T (0,33‘)>[8 VOIRdil 8ﬁ

Equating (2.12) and (2.13), we find by = —df. In particular, positivity and extensivity
of the energy density on R?~! implies that f is positive:

f>0. (2.14)

8Our convention for f is opposite to the one in [36], fuere = — finere-

9Note that we are using the conventions of Euclidean field theory, where the generator of time translations
includes a minus sign H = — [ dzT®. The minus sign can be understood via Wick rotation from Lorentzian
signature T = (i)>T5°.




3. —f is the Casimir energy density of the CF'T compactified on a circle. To see why, we

choose !

then

as a time direction. The Hamiltonian density for the compactified theory is

ECaS
vol(S} x RI-2)

= —(TH)5 = —fT?. (2.15)

In particular, (2.14) gives a simple proof that the Casimir energy of a CFT compactified
on a circle is always negative. Ultimately, this is a consequence of tracelessness of the
stress tensor. The components 7% compute the energy in the thermal ensemble (which
is positive), while the components T compute the energy in the compactified theory.
The two have opposite signs by tracelessness of TH”. This proof applies, for example,
to electromagnetism.

Thus, the coefficient f is a simple and important observable of the CFT. We will see
that it controls a huge amount of the physics at finite temperature. As a simple warmup
example, in appendix A, we show how f determines a (regularized) two-point function of
momentum operators at finite temperature. This result can be understood both from “boot-
strap” arguments using properties of stress tensor correlators, and from the thermal effective
action.

2.2 Weyl anomaly terms

The Weyl anomaly terms Sanom [@, ¢] in the thermal effective action were given in [34]. Let
us write them down in detail. Such terms are of course absent when d is odd, so we focus on
even d in this subsection.

As a review, the infinitesimal form of the Weyl anomaly in d dimensions is

50 (— log Zowr[G]) = / &G AG), (2.16)

where J, is defined by rescaling the metric G — (1 + 20)G with o infinitesimal. Here,
A[G] is a local functional of G such that (2.16) solves the Wess-Zumino consistency condition
[05,,00,]l0g Z = 0. The infinitesimal Weyl anomaly can be integrated by considering a family
of metrics €2/ G where t € [0, 1], using (2.16) to write a differential equation in ¢, and solving
the differential equation. The result is the finite Weyl transformation rule (2.5), where Sanom
is given by [37]

1
Sanom|[G, 0] = / dt | diz+/det(e2°G) o A[e*° Q). (2.17)
0
The general solution of the Wess-Zumino consistency condition in d-dimensions is [38, 39]:

1
/dd;r\/éaA[G] = (47r)d/2/dd:v Go ((—1)d/2adEd - Ekcdkllgd)) 4 05Sct. (2.18)



Here, E, is the Euler density,!? and vGI Igd) are local Weyl-invariants of G. For example, in
4d there is one such Weyl-invariant, given by the square of the Weyl tensor:

I£4) =C?= ChvpeCHP7 (d=4). (2.19)

In 6d there are three such Weyl invariants I 262)172,3, and in general the number grows with d.
The factor 1/(4m)%? in (2.18) is a convention.

The remaining terms Jd,S5c in (2.18) are Weyl variations of local counterterms. For
instance, in 4d we can have

b
12(47)2

Sep = — / dixVGR?  (d=4), (2.20)
which leads to a contribution 6,R? ~ bR in the Weyl anomaly. We sometimes refer to 6, Set
as “b-type” terms. Such terms trivially obey the Wess-Zumino consistency condition. They
are scheme-dependent because they can be shifted by adding local counterterms to the action
of the CFT. We comment more on this below in section 3.1.

Plugging these results into (2.17), we find Sapom for example in d = 2 and d = 4:

SomlGr0] = =5 [ @aVG(oR +(90)%)
a v 14
Sanom|G, 0] = (dr)? /d4x\FG (0Ey — 40,00,0(R" — 1G* R) — 4(90)*0o — 2(d0)*)
~ (4;)2 / 49V GoC? + Sl G] — Su[C. (2.21)

Note that the scheme-dependent part of the Weyl anomaly 6,5, integrates trivially to give
Sc[€%7 G]— St [G]. The Weyl-invariant terms are also simple to integrate because the integrand
(2.17) is t-independent for those terms.

Putting everything together, the Weyl-anomaly contribution to the thermal effective
action is

Sanom[@7 ¢] = SEuler - ml)d/Q ; Cdk /dd_lx\/g\¢ DR[Ilgd) [GH + DR[Sct [GH - DR[S@[@H,

(2.22)
where
(—=)"%aq [ A1, dip /= 20 7
SEuler == d2/ dt/d e ¢\/§¢DR[Ed[€ ¢GH (223)
(4m)®/ 0
Here, the dimensional reduction operation DR[- - - | means evaluating in the KK metric (2.2)

and integrating over 7.
Note that the I]gd) terms in (2.22) are linear in ¢, and thus can lead to temperature
dependence of the form log(/3/8p) in certain geometries. Here, we note that the coefficient of

101y 2d, we have a2 = ¢/6, and in 4d we write a4 = a.



log (8 is a genuine prediction of Sy, but the scale Sy is scheme-dependent. The reason is that
Bo can be shifted by adding local Weyl-invariant counterterms to the action of the CFT:

1 d (d)
SCFT — SCFT + W/d 1‘\/6%2 T’ka . (2.24)

This ambiguity shifts the coefficients of DR[I lg,d)] in the thermal effective action:

—CapP — Tk — Cak D, (2.25)

and consequently shifts 8y. This ambiguity will not play a further role in this work, since we
will always consider CFTs in conformally-flat'! geometries where I Igd) vanishes.

2.3 2 dimensions

In 2 dimensions, a very nice thing happens. The cosmological constant term is the only local
gauge-invariant combination of g and A; that we can write down. Furthermore, there are no
nontrivial local Weyl invariants. Thus, the Weyl-invariant part of the thermal effective action
truncates to a single term!

S[g, Al = —/dlx\/ﬁf (d=2). (2.26)

The action (2.26) describes equilibrium thermal physics in 2d to all perturbative orders in
1/T. Using the connection between f and the Casimir energy (2.15), we find

2me

f== (2.27)

where c is the central charge.
This result is not a surprise. A 2d CFT at high temperature can be described by perform-

ing a modular transformation, reinterpreting the thermal circle as a spatial circle. The states

C

propagating in the modular-transformed theory have energies E; = 2%(AZ ), where A; are

T 12
scaling dimensions in the CFT. The effective action (2.26) simply captures the contribution
of the ground state in the modular transformed theory, with energy Ey = —%”ﬁ The energy
gap to the next state is the “mass gap” of the thermal theory
27
mgap = E1 — EO = FAl (d == 2) (228)
States with energies at or above the mass gap E; — Ey > mg,, contribute nonperturbative

—27A; /B

corrections in 3 of the form e which are not captured by Siy.

"We call a manifold “conformally-flat” if in a neighborhood of each point, the metric is Weyl-equivalent to
a flat metric. This is sometimes called “locally conformally-flat.” A 3-manifold is conformally-flat if and only
if the Cotton tensor vanishes, and a d-manifold with d > 4 is conformally-flat if and only if the Weyl tensor
vanishes.
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3 The density of high-dimension states

The spectrum of a d-dimensional CFT is captured by the partition function on Sé x ST,
In this section, we compute this partition function using the thermal effective action, and
decompose the result into conformal characters to extract the density of high dimension
states. We will recover the leading-order formulas from [14, 17], and also discuss subleading
corrections. The precise expression for the partition function involves the Casimir energy of
the CFT on S%!. To start, we review the Casimir energy and discuss some details of its
relation to the thermal effective action.

3.1 The Casimir energy on S9!

The partition function on S’é x 8971 is a sum over states on S9! weighted by Boltzmann
factors e BEi, By the state-operator correspondence, states on 591 are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with local CFT operators O;. In even dimensions the energy E; of the state |O;)
is equal to the dimension A; plus a contribution from the Casimir energy on the sphere:

E;, = A; + Ey, (3'1)

where A; is the scaling dimension of O;. For example, in 2d, the Casimir energy is Ey = —5
(in units where the S?~! has radius 1). The Casimir energy Ey will play an important role
in higher dimensions as well, so let us recall how to derive it.

We follow the discussion of [40]. Let W[G] = —log Zcrr|G], so that the Weyl anomaly
is W[e2?G] — W[G] = Sanom|G,c]. To compute the stress tensor on the cylinder R x §9=1
we consider the Weyl rescaling from the plane to the cylinder

d 2
dr® 4+ r2dQ3_ | — T—TQ +dQ%_ = e 2leTs, dat da, (3.2)
which corresponds to 0 = —logr. Plugging this into Sanom|G, o], we obtain the partition

function on the cylinder as a function of the partition function on the plane. Taking a
derivative with respect to G, and using that the one-point function (7"") on the plane
vanishes, we obtain (T*”) on the cylinder, from which we can read off the Casimir energy.

There is a small shortcut that will be useful in what follows. We can simply compute
WG] on the infinite cylinder R x S%! using the Weyl anomaly. This has an infinite part of
the form Eyvol R, from which we can read off the Casimir energy Fy. As an example, in 2d,
we have

1
Wie2lesr5] — W[s)] = _Z;T/rdrdﬁrz - _;/dT (d=2), (3.3)

where we defined 7 = logr. This gives the expected result Ey = —5. In 4d, we find

3
wiewthers i) = e [ () + Sk

(Y [ .
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where we used the form of S in (2.20), together with the fact that the curvature of S? is
R = 6. Thus, the Casimir energy in 4d is

3a 3b
Ey = 738 (d=4). (3.5)

3.1.1 Choice of scheme

As noted in [40], the 4d Casimir energy (3.5) is scheme-dependent — it can be shifted by
redefining the local counterterm coefficient . Similar statements hold in any even d > 4.
However, CFT data is scheme-independent. To study it, we are free to choose whatever
scheme is most convenient.

In what follows, we will choose a scheme where S¢; = 0, so that b-type terms are absent
from both the Casimir energy and the Weyl anomaly. To define such a scheme in practice,
one must choose a regulator, compute the Weyl anomaly with that regulator, and then add
appropriate local counterterms to cancel the b-type terms.'?

In this S¢; = 0 scheme, the b-type terms DR[Sc(] are not present in the thermal effective

action, and the partition function on Sé x 891 is given by

Tr [8—5(D+€0)} ~ e Sth — e_S[/g\vA}_SEuler’ (3.6)

where g is the ag-type contribution to the Casimir energy alone. Here, “~” means equality
up to exponentially suppressed corrections in 1/5. Sgyler is given in (2.23). We have used that
Sé x 891 ig conformally-flat to drop the Weyl-invariants I lid). In appendix B, we describe
how (3.6) comes about in a general scheme.

The value of €9 was computed in general d in [41]:

£0 = ag-type contribution to Casimir energy on S9!

N3 " %am d even,
p— — d =
r(i9) 0 d odd,

(3.7)

where (d — 1)!l = (d—1)---3-1 for even d. Note that in 2d, we have az = ¢/6.

3.2 The partition function from the thermal effective action

Let us now study the density of CF'T operators with various dimensions and spins. We can
obtain this from the partition function of the CFT on Sé x §9=1 with a spin fugacity:

Z(8,8) = Tr |e=AD+e0)+iBAM | =S8, A= Sputer (3.8)

Here, D is the dilatation operator, M are the n = ng generators of the Cartan subalgebra
of the rotation group SO(d), and Q are spin fugacities.

12This requires a sufficiently “flexible” regulator that we can compute the Weyl anomaly. For example it is
not obvious how to do this with a lattice regulator. Furthermore, such a scheme choice might clash with other
symmetries, e.g. SUSY [40]. We thank Zohar Komargodski for discussion on these points
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Geometrically, (3.8) is computed by a path integral on Sé x 591 with a twist by 8 as
we move around the thermal circle. The metric is

ds? = B2dr? 4 ds? (3.9)

cylinder — sphere’

where 7 € [0, 1] is a coordinate on S* and ds? is the metric on S4~1.

sphere

To write down the metric on the spherep let us choose coordinates that make Cartan
rotations manifest. The Cartan generators are rotations in n orthogonal 2-planes. We use
radius-angle coordinates {rq,6,} for each plane (a = 1,...,n), so the Cartan generators are
simply i0p,. If d is odd, we have an extra axis and we use the coordinate 7,41 for it. The
radii satisfy the constraint >.""{ 72 = 1, where ¢ = 0 for even d and € = 1 for odd d. In these
coordinates, the metric of the sphere is

n-+-e

ds3phere = Z dr} + Z r2d6?, (3.10)

where we have the constraint Z a1 S redr, = 0.
In the twisted geometry that computes Z ([, Q), we identify the points

(7—7 911) ~ (T +1, 0o — /BQa)‘ (3.11)

Because of this identification, shifts in 7 with fixed 8, are not periodic isometries, and thus
the metric (3.10) is not in Kaluza-Klein (KK) form. To place it in KK form, we redefine
0o — 04 + Q4 7, which removes the twist (3.11), and produces the new metric

n-+e
ds® = B>+ " dr} +Z7“ (dBy + BQqdT)?
a=1

a=1

<1+Z7~2Q2> <dT+521+Zb : 292d9>

n-+e

raryQa
+ Zdr + agl (Tarb(sab — w) deadeb (312)

Comparing (3.12) with (2.2), we identify a metric g;;, a KK gauge field A;, and a dilaton
¢ given by

¢* = 5 <1 + Zrﬁﬂi) :

d9
5 Z L+ Zb 17
n-+e 2.2
a2
g = Zd'f' + Z <Tarb5ab w) deadgb. (313)

a,b=1
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The effective metric § = e~2?g, together with A, then appears in the thermal effective action
S[g, Al.
Explicitly, the cosmological constant term in the effective Lagrangian is

oI,

\/5 =741 (1 + Zn: 7"12912) ﬁﬁ? (3.14)

i=1 i=1

while the Maxwell and Einstein densities are

n S 202 2
2(29?_ 11 ri (1 :Q?)>7
pa + 20

=1 z
N 11—, r20f -
R=T7?(dd+1)—=i=L i i _omd—-1)|1- 0Q?]]. 3.15
((+)1+2?1392 ( )< 2)) (3.15)

As expected, at high temperature, the cosmological constant term gives the leading contri-
bution, while the Einstein and Maxwell terms are subleading by 1/772, since they are two-
derivative terms. Finally, the thermal effective action on our geometry is given by integrating
over S41:
S[g, A] = \/ﬁ(—f+c1f3+c2F2+...)
gd—1
_vol -1
[T (1+9F)

—fT + (d-2) ((d —Der + (21 + 5e2) > Q%) T3 +

=1

(3.16)

where vol S9! = 2& 73) is the volume of the d—1-sphere.'3

Note that the cosmological constant predicts the entire leading term in (3.16) as a detailed
function of the spin fugacities ;. This leading term was first written down in [14].1* Using the
thermal effective action, it is straightforward to incorporate more terms in Sy, and characterize

13To evaluate (3.16), we use the following explicit coordinates on S4=1. For even d = 2n, the integral is

1 1 2 27
/dm.../ drn/ d91.../ d9n§(\/r§+---+rg—1>@(—f+clR+czF2+,..),
0 0 0 0

and for odd d = 2n + 1, the integral is

1 1 1 27 2
/drl.../ drn/ drns | dby ... dena(,/rﬂ---wﬁﬂ—l)\/g\(—f+clR+czF2+...).
0 0 —1 0 0

To compute either case, we used the Feynman parametrization identity:

1 F(a1—|— —l—ak S(uy + - 4w — Duf? gkt
= d du . 3.17
ATHLLAR INC / u / " (ur Ay + -+ upAg)orttor (3.17)

In order for (3.16) to be valid, we require that the convex hull of 1+ Q7 not contain 0. Otherwise, the integral
diverges (as expected from the unitarity bound of the CFT).
“Our 1 is related to the one in [14] by iQnere = ihere-
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the form of subleading corrections. Overall, we obtain a formula for the thermal partition
function of a CFT with a spin fugacity in a systematic expansion in 1/7".

The leading term in (3.16) has poles at §2; = £i. These poles are related to the unitarity
bound because states close to the unitarity bound are not penalized by Boltzmann factors
e BA—) in this regime of angular fugacities. In our calculation, the poles come from
locations on the sphere where r; = 1 (and the remaining 7; vanish). Despite additional
poles in the expressions (3.15), the higher-order corrections R and F2 do not lead to further
enhanced poles in the partition function. The reason is that R and F? are actually finite at
r; = 1 when Q; = +i. We expect that this remains true for all higher-order corrections in the
thermal effective action, so that the pole structure of (3.16) holds to arbitrary (perturbative)
order in 1/T. Specifically, we expect that the coefficient of T9~2~! is a degree-2k polynomial
in the Q;, times an overall factor 1/ [Tl (1 + Q2).

Finally, let us compute Sgyer by plugging (3.13) into (2.23). In d = 2,4, 6, we find

Sg}jIZer = 07

S%:fl _ _@ (QF —93)°
uler 12 (14+92)(1+93)

Sty = el :

80 (1+97)(1+93)(1+93)
x |08 + 08 + 0 - 413 + 9F) + QI3+ 03) + 4O} + 0F)) + 21030307

50202 + Q202 + Q202) — 5% + 04 + Qg)} . (3.18)

In all these cases, Sguler has the same functional form as expected from the O(T~!) terms
in the Weyl-invariant part of the thermal effective action S[g, A] — namely a polynomial of
degree d in the ;s times B/ [/, (1 +2). Thus, the effects of Sgyler cannot be distinguished
from S[g, A] in the CFT partition function on S' x S%~1. It would be interesting to try to dis-
tinguish these terms in some example theories, perhaps by studying stress-tensor correlators
in thermal flat space.

3.3 Leading asymptotic formula

From (3.16) we can extract the high energy density of states for any CFT'. Let us first
consider the leading term of the high-temperature partition function:

vol §4-1 fd-1
[T (1 +99)

where n = |d/2]. To extract the density of states, we perform an inverse Laplace transform

log Z(T, Q) = + O(T973), (3.19)

on the partition function, which can be done by saddle point approximation. Before we do
the general d case however, let us first do d = 2 and d = 3 explicitly.

15 A previous version of this paper had minor typos in the density of states that we have corrected. We
thank Sasha Diatlyk and Yifan Wang for pointing them out to us.
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We pause to note that we can compute either the asymptotic density of all operators
of the CF'T, including both primary and descendent operators, or the asymptotic density of
only the conformal primary operators. We compute the latter by decomposing the partition
function into the conformal characters. In d dimensions the characters are given by!'6

e_BAXJi (EQZ)
N H:L: (1_676(1+i9i))(1_676(171'91-))7
xa,z; (8, 84%) = ! e PR, (B)
(1—e=P) [T, (1—e= PUTR) (1= ALY

d even,

(3.20)

d odd,

where xj,(6;) is the character of the SO(d) representation A = (Ji,...,Jp). The partition
function is a sum over characters, with an additional inclusion of the Casimir energy €¢ defined
in (3.7):

Z(T, %) = e 70 >~ xn,.0,(8, ). (3.21)
A, J;
3.3.1 d=2

From (3.19), our high-temperature expression for the partition function in d = 2 is

27TfT>

Z(Tv Q)d=2 ~ exp <1 + 02

An?eT
Te ) (3.22)

- <12(1 T 02)
where we used the relation between f and ¢ for 2d CFTs (2.27). We would like to take the
inverse Laplace transform to extract the high-energy density of states. This calculation is

precisely Cardy’s calculation for the high-energy density of states [1], but we include it for
completeness. It is convenient to first change variables:

1 iQ 1 0
Br = T + T Br = T T (3.23)
which gives
7T2C
Z(Br, BRr)des == Tr (e—ﬁm%—i)e—ﬁm%—ﬁ)) ~ o Bt (A R), (3.24)

where we include the Casimir shift described in Sec 3.1.1. Taking the inverse Laplace trans-
form then gives the following integral:

+i 2c g e +i 2. .
PSS ~ [21 / ' mdﬁLei"QﬁQL”L(AzJ‘M)] [21 / T e B (2 - 5)
- YIW2 o ) v
(3.25)

—100 —100

$The characters (3.20) are for long representations of the conformal group. For special values of A, J; (e.g.
states at the unitarity bound), the representation may be shortened and the expression for the character will be
modified. However, since we are interested in reading off the density of primary operators at large dimension,
short representations will not play a role.
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Although we can do this integral by saddle, it actually can be done exactly. The tree level

2c A+J c A—J c
= RN Il 2
3”<\/ 2 21 TV 2 24)] (3.26)

We see this is none other than the Cardy formula [1]. If we do the integrals in (3.25) exactly'”,

piece is

PAZs™ (A, J) ~ exp

we get

(A, )

w2 2c A+J c 2c A—J c
~ = = Il —T —_ Il —T —_ —
6/ A+J-H)A-T—-F) 3 2 24 3 2 24

B NG o |26 \/A+J_c+\/A—J_c
TVBA+ - gpAaa T V3 2 24 2 u

x (1 + 0(A*1/2)> : (3.28)

where I; is a modified Bessel function of the first kind. The expression (3.28) indeed gives
the known logarithmic corrections to Cardy’s formula [42].

So far, (3.28) is counting the density of all states rather than the density of global or
Virasoro primaries. A more natural object from the CFT perspective may be to count the
density of primary operators. In order to generalize more easily to higher dimensions, we
will now compute the asymptotic density of global (not Virasoro) primary operators. The
calculation is almost identical, except now instead of taking the inverse Laplace transform of
(3.24), we include the characters (3.20):

Taking the inverse Laplace transform we then get
3/22

VA432(A + J — LYAA — T — )3/

Vo (BB 5)]
X (1 + O(A*W)) . (3.30)

17Strictly speaking the integral in (3.25) diverges. The precise statement is

dgess (e%f - 1) - %11 (\/m) . (3.27)

pgr:iglarieS(A’ J) _

X exp

1 Y+ioco
271 ye

100

This leads to an additional factor of §(A) in the inverse Laplace transform. However, since we are using this
method to read off the large energy density of states, it does not affect our final expression (3.28).
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3.3.2 d=3

Now let us redo this analysis for d = 3. The logic is the same except now the form of the
partition function is different:

A fT?
Z(T, Q)dzg ~ exp (1 I 92) . (3.31)
Using the same change variables (3.23) we get
A 4
Z(Br, Br)d=3 = Tl“( ~BL(857) =Bl H)) ~ exp ( / ) - (3.32)
BLBr

To extract the density of states we again use an inverse Laplace transform:

1/ 1 \? [rtiee 4 f A—J A+J
states A - / dBrd .
A~ 5|5 o BrLdBr exp By hn R e R
(3.33)
The integral in (3.33) is more complicated so now we do it via saddle point analysis. The

saddles in S3r,, Br are located at

. (8Tf(A+ )\ . (8rf(A—I)\?
=) - e Ciats) .

This gives a remarkably simple expression for the tree-level density of states:
states(A J) ~ exp [37T1/3f1/3 (A + J)1/3 (A J)1/3:| (3.35)

Keeping the one-loop terms we get

f1/3

states
T~ B yea = s O [

333 (A + )3 (A - J)l/ﬂ . (3.36)

The expression (3.36) again is counting the asymptotic density of states rather than conformal
primaries. We can read off the density of primaries from the character formula (3.20). We
get:

Sm2/3 5327 +1

primaries A,J ~ )
Pd=3 ( ) \/§(A+J+ )7/3(A J— %)7/3

(3.37)

Note that in (3.37), 2J + 1 is the dimension of the spin J representation of SO(3). This
is reminiscent of the formulas found in [43, 44], where the density of a global symmetry
representation p is proportional to its dimension dim p. This comes about because the high
temperature partition function can be approximated by a delta-function on a group (the rota-
tion group in this case) centered at the identity, whose harmonic transform is the Plancherel
measure dim p/vol G.
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3.3.3 General d

For general d > 3, there are several chemical potentials to turn on, so the final leading formula
for the density of states is a little more cumbersome. For simplicity, we will simply compute
the tree-level asymptotic density of states (i.e. the value at the saddle-point, not including
the Gaussian determinant). Note that because in this section we are computing the tree-level
contribution, the formula is identical for states and for primaries.

First, let us consider the case where we only turn on information about one spin, for
simplicity. The saddles in temperature and chemical potential are located at

o ((Bteo—iTQ)(1+02) 1/d
e (d—1)fvol Sd-1 ’
Z,\/(A +e0)2+ (d—3)(d—1)J2 — (A +¢p)
J(d—3) ’
which lead to a high energy density of states of

Q= — (3.38)

108 pul A, J) ~ (A + 20) 7 (Volsd‘lﬂd— 1 <1+ \/1+ (d=3)(d - 1>J2>>

2 (A +¢g9)?

d—2 1 d—3)d-1)J2) °
X<d—3_d—3 L ) | (339

This leading order formula matches the result in Equation (49) of [17].
The expression (3.39) reproduces (3.26) and (3.35) for d = 2 and d = 3 respectively. Note
that to reproduce (3.35) we set the Casimir energy ¢gp = 0 and use the fact that

. (d—Q)A—\/A2+(d—3)(d—1)J2 A2 — J?
lim = .
d—3 d—3 A

Now let us consider all the chemical potentials €2; turned on. The leading term for the

(3.40)

partition function is given in (3.19), which means

n

A+ eg vol Sd_lde_l B Z 1€ J;
T [T2 (1 +93) T )

pa(A, J;) ~ /deQi exp < (3.41)
i=1
where for even dimensions, £¢ is the Casimir energy as defined in (3.7). The saddle for the T’

integral is easy to compute, and is located at

B (A+eg—i>, i) [L;(1+Q2) 1/d
b= < vol S4=1f(d — 1) > : (3.42)

Plugging this back into (3.41), we get

d—1
T
pa(A, J;) ~ /in exp |d(d — 1)_%1(V01 Sd_lf)é (A +e0 — ZZ Jin') H (1 + Q?)_é

%

(3.43)
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We now want to find the saddles in the chemical potentials. Taking a derivative with respect
to each €2, gives us the following equations to solve for the saddle €, ;:

i(d—1)J;

Qs
= ) - (A + &0 — IZ JlQ*,l) o)

— 3.44
1+ QEJ (3.44)

2

If we solve (3.44) for Q,; for j = 1,2,..., L%J, and plug into (3.43), we get the tree-level
density of states (or primaries) in d dimensions. To describe the solution for (3.44), it is
useful to define the quantity a as the following:

(A4e0) =iy ; Jifd
d—1 '

(3.45)

a is a function of A + £y and the spins J;, and it is a symmetric function of J;. Each saddle
point of ) satisfies the following equations:

QZCLQE .—G+Q/G2+J‘7Z
,J Q. . (3.46)

- ’ L= g
J 1+Qi,j Jj

When we substitute this relation into (3.44), we get the density of states at leading order
to be:

2 d
d—1 py3 41 - 1"’_\/1""%2
10g pa(A, J1, .., ) ~ d(vol S fyaa™T [ ——" (3.47)
=1

where a is the positive real solution of:
Ateo=[9 a+) a2+ J2 (3.48)
i

Because the right-hand side of (3.48) is a monotonically increasing function of a, there is only
one positive real a satisfying (3.48) for a given energy A + ¢¢ and spins J;.

3.4 Perturbative corrections to the density of states

Besides corrections coming from higher-loop terms in the saddle point analysis, the first
nontrivial correction for d > 2 comes from higher derivative terms in the effective action of
Sin in (3.16). Note that in d = 2 these corrections are absent (see (2.26)). This is another
way of understanding that the corrections to the first line of (3.28) are non-perturbatively
suppressed in A (and come from the modular S transformation of the lightest non-vacuum
operator).

For d > 2, the first correction comes from the Maxwell and Einstein terms in the effective
action. This will turn out to induce a correction to the entropy of the form AT, To see
this, let us look at our expression for the thermal effective action (3.16).
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In d = 3 we have

4

log Zj—3(T,Q2) = Y (fT2 —(2¢1 + (21 + 202)92) + O(T2)> . (3.49)

From this we can extract a correction to the density of states from our saddle (3.34). We get

log pates (A, J) = 3nl/3 f1/3 (A+ D3 (A=) - glog(A2 —J3 + log < >
3 3v/372

32¢oJ%m
3(AZ — J2)

rimaries 1 1/3 1 1/3 A(2J +1
log AT V(A J) = 3r1/3 173 (A I 2> <A —7- 2> Tloe| (a2 —((J n 1>)2)7/3
2

2/3 £5/3 32¢o(J 4+ 1)2
+log <87Tf) ey 4 —2alJ ) +O(A™13), (3.50)

— 8mey + +O(A™Y3),

% (A= [T+ 1)

Note that the size of the Maxwell term (c2) compared to higher-derivative terms depends
on the order of limits in A, J. If we take A > J > 1, then the Maxwell term scales as A~
(instead of AY), can be neglected at this order in the derivative expansion. However, if we
instead take a limit where A/J is fixed and then take A to infinity, then it is important.

For d > 3, we have the following correction to the density of states:

u 1+\/1+7°’1'2‘11
log pa(A, Jy,..., Jn) ~d(vol S fyaa’a T | —V5—=

. 2
=1

2 st e (d = 1)en — (200 + 5 YUt R/a -1\ o (14 yir
1 C1+dc2 Z H
i A1+ J2a?+1) is

+0 (a%s) ) (3.51)

where a is defined in (3.48). In order to trust the high-temperature expansion, we demand that
the temperature at the saddle point be large. The saddle temperature (3.42) is proportional
to aé, with the remaining factors being O(1). Therefore, we can expand our formula in a.
We will discuss the regime of validity of our formulas in more detail in Sec 3.5.

If we keep the information from only one spin J, then we get a correction of the form

d BT d—3)a\1 Jo\F
log pa(A, J) ~ === (A + 20— ad) T H((@= 1vos? 1f)d<1+(A+);;‘> (1—Ao_‘mo>

s f;(voll)id;;f P At ey ad) (1 - a?) e ((d —1)e - 22t 2ad tfclda?)
+0 ((A+so)%5), (3.52)
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J d—1
A+e0 144 /14(d—1)(d—3) J2/(A+e0)?
in between 0 and 1. The corrections from the Maxwell and Einstein terms are in fact more

where a = Because A + ¢¢ is larger than J, |af is always

important than the Gaussian fluctuations about the saddle point.

Again, if A 4 ¢9 > |J|, then |a] < 1, so the Einstein (c¢1) term dominates in (3.52)
and the Maxwell (c2) term is subleading. However, if (A + g¢)/J is fixed as A — oo, then
a ~ O(1), and the two terms are comparable.

3.5 Regime of validity

Because we are doing a high-temperature expansion, in order for our formulas to be valid,
we need the saddle-point value of temperature, T}, to be large. From (3.42), we see that we
need to take A > f. However, large A is not a sufficient condition — it is possible that the
saddles in €2 are sufficiently close to i to make the saddle in T no longer large. This puts a
condition on the twist A — )" |J;| of the operators. In particular, if m of the L%j spins are
large, meaning |Ji],...|Jm| > A — >, |J;|, then our universal entropy formula is only valid

when )

A= > (fH\Jﬂ) . (3.53)
[ =1

For example, in CFT}3, this is equivalent to the entropy formula only being valid in the regime

A—|J| > VA, (3.54)

(This can be seen easily by demanding the saddles in (3.34) are very small.) Operators
outside of this window (for example operators along a Regge trajectory with A large but
A — |J| growing slower than v/.J) will not obey our universal entropy formula.

In d = 2, the regime of validity is larger. In order to trust the saddle point analysis, it is
only necessary to take A — oo with

A—1|J|>c (3.55)
(or equivalently take h, h > c).

3.6 Non-perturbative corrections to the density of states

So far, we have discussed an infinite set of perturbative corrections in 1/7" to log Z(T\, ),
parametrized by an infinite set of terms in the thermal effective action. In this section we

briefly consider nonperturbative corrections to log Z(T', 2;), namely corrections that scale as
e .

In general we expect the first nonperturbative correction to be proportional to

e 2mm, (3.56)

where m is the mass of the lightest massive state in the dimensionally reduced theory. By
dimensional analysis, m o T', so (3.56) is indeed a nonperturbative correction. The reason
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for (3.56) is the following. Consider the CFT on Sé x 891 as a gapped theory on ST
Corrections of the form (3.56) will be generated by world-line instantons associated with a
massive particle moving along a great circle of S4~1 of length 2. Similar world line instantons
were studied in [45-49] in the context of the large-charge expansion.'®

We can also understand (3.56) from a Hamiltonian perspective. We can compute the
partition function of the gapped theory on S9! by slicing the path integral on S¢~2 spatial
slices at various polar angles 6 € [0, 7]. These slices have varying radius sin @, and therefore
varying Hamiltonian H (). Overall, we time-evolve by Euclidean time 7 as we move from the
south pole to the north pole of the S9!, This gives an expression for the partition function
of the form

z= wiiTexo (~ [ a0110)) oo, (3.57)

where [1g) is the state in the S?~2 Hilbert space created by the path integral near the south
pole, and 7 denotes Euclidean time ordering. In general, the spectrum of H(7) could be quite
complicated. However, when  is small, most spatial slices are large compared to the mass
gap, and we expect the low-lying spectrum of H(7) to be close to the gapped spectrum in flat
space R42. In particular, there is a contribution from a particle-antiparticle pair nucleated
at the south pole, which propagate for Euclidean time 7 before annihilating at the north pole.
This leads to (3.56).

In general, we expect similar corrections of the form e~2™" for each massive state in
the gapped theory on R92. There will also be Liischer corrections [50] that it would be
interesting to study in more detail.

We can check the prediction (3.56) explicitly in free theories. In Appendices C.4 and C.6,
we write down the high-temperature expansions of the partition function for a d-dimensional
free boson and free Dirac fermion respectively. In even dimensions, we write down the exact
expression, including all non-perturbative corrections; in odd dimensions, the perturbative
expansion is asymptotic rather than convergent, but we are still able to write down the first
non-perturbative correction. In all cases, we show that the first non-perturbative correction
at high temperature to the partition function take the form as predicted by (3.56).

4 Density of states: examples

In this section, we study partition functions of various CFTs to illustrate the general results
of the previous sections. The examples we consider are: the free scalar, the free scalar with
a Zso twist, the free fermion, and holographic CFTs where the entropy is well-approximated
by that of a Kerr-AdS black hole. In these examples, we check the partition function against
our general formula (3.16) and determine the unknown coefficients f, ¢1, and ¢y when the
thermal effective action applies. Furthermore, in appendix D, we compare the predictions of
the thermal effective action to numerical bootstrap data for the 3d Ising model, obtaining an
estimate for f.

18We thank Yifan Wang for pointing out this interpretation and associated references.
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4.1 Free scalar

Our first example is the free scalar in d dimensions. When compactified, this theory contains
a gapless sector corresponding to a free scalar in one lower dimension. Therefore, it violates
the central assumption of the thermal effective action, and the predictions of the thermal
EFT should be violated in some way.

The partition function of this theory can be computed exactly. For a review, see ap-
pendix C. Expanding the result at high temperature, we find for example

d—4—2y )2
i=1""%

! L(d—2)T% + O(T*)

log Z(T, Q) = ——— | 2¢(d) T4 — T
[150+92)

(4.1)
Importantly, in even d, we find that the high temperature expansion contains a term propor-
tional to T, while in odd dimensions there is a term proportional to log T. (When d = 3, the
logarithm is visible in (4.1) via the pole in the (-function at 1.) Such terms are inconsistent
with the derivative expansion of the thermal effective action (which contains powers of the
form T9-2#=1 for integer k). They represent contributions from the gapless sector. We discuss
these terms more explicitly in Appendix C.4.

4.2 Free scalar with a Z, twist

To remove the gapless sector in the compactified free scalar, we can insert a Zs twist on the
S1, where we identify ¢(7 = 1) = —¢(7 = 0) as we go around the thermal circle. Computing
the partition function with this twist inserted (this can be treated using methods in e.g. [51]),
we find

1
2] %
[[:21(1+97)

1 ) 1\ (d—4) -2yl o2 . )
—2 <1 - 2d_1> ()T + <1 - 2d_3> 5 L0¢(d —2)T973 + O(T%)

log Z(T, Q,L) =

(4.2)

This result is now consistent with the thermal effective action (even though the compactifica-
tion is no longer “thermal”). For example, when d = 3, the extra factor (1 — 1/2973) cancels
the pole in ((d — 2), so there is no logT" term. Matching with (3.16), we get

_2¢(d) 1
/= ~ vol §d-1 <1 B 2d1> ’

(d—4)¢(d—2) <1 1)7

aTT 12(d — 1)(d — 2)vol §4-1 \ " 2d-3
_ d(2d — 5)¢(d — 2) 1
“- 48(d — 1)(d — 2)vol -1 (1 - 2d—3> , (4.3)
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for a free scalar with a Zs twist.

Note that f < 0 in (4.3). This is not a contradiction because the partition function
computed in (4.2) is not a positive-definite sum of states (due to the insertion of the Zy
twist). In fact f < 0 implies a strong cancellation between Zs-even and odd operators in the
theory.

4.3 Free fermion

Next, let us consider a free Dirac fermion in d dimensions. We compactify the theory with
thermal boundary conditions, where we do not insert (—1). This leads to a massive (d — 1)-
dimensional theory. (With the (—1) operator inserted, there would be a gapless sector.)

We compute the partition function explicitly in Appendix C. The leading two terms in
the free energy are given by

2L%J+1
log Z(T8);) = i "
1211+ 93)

B
<1 1 ) C(d)Td_l _ (1 1 ) (d - 1) + Zi:l Q?C(d _ 2)Td_3 + O(Td_5)

© 9d-1 "~ 9d-3 24
(4.4)

Unlike in the free scalar case, the expression (4.4) has no log T terms or 7° terms in even d,
consistent with the thermal compactification being gapped. Matching with (3.16), we find

2B (1 o) <@
- vol §d-1 ’
d
LT - ) Cd-2)
LT u(d = 2)vol ST
2l (- ) d-2)
96(d — 2)vol ST

Cy =
for the free fermion.

4.4 Holographic theories

Finally, let us consider CFTs dual to semiclassical Einstein gravity via AdS/CFT. We can
estimate the partition functions of such theories by studying the thermodynamics of Kerr-
AdS black holes (see e.g. [52]). By the holographic principle, a holographic CFT has the same
partition function as its dual in AdS space. We get the following high-temperature partition
function for a holographic CFTy, d > 3:

log Z = 1-—

d

vol §9-1(4m)d-t g lypd-t d ((d - 1)+ i o2 ) 1

d [d/2] 272 +0 )
4d°G N L4 (1+02) 16747
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where £5qs is the characteristic length of the dual asymptotic AdSy,1 spacetime and Gy is
the d + 1-dimensional Newton constant.

This is indeed consistent with the result (3.16) from the thermal effective action. Match-
ing coefficients, we find

- (47r)d_1€iaé
4diG N
— 9 d—
o= (4m) 3094
4(d — 2)dd72GN ’
(4wl
32(d — 2)d?—3Gy’

Cy = (4.7)

for the thermal Wilson coefficients of a holographic CFT.

4.4.1 Extended regime of validity for holographic theories

For holographic theories, the entropy of local operators with certain dimensions and spins
can be approximated by the entropy of a black hole with the same quantum numbers, as long
as the black hole is stable and has large area (in Planck units). In this section we examine
where the entropy of Kerr black holes is trustworthy, and compare it to the range of validity
of the EFT expansion in section 3.5. We will find that for holographic theories, the universal
formula for entropy has an extended regime of validity, compared to general CFTs. This
is reminiscent of what happens in two-dimensional CFTs, where the Cardy formula has an
extended regime of validity for holographic theories [53].

When Kerr black holes in AdS spin too quickly, they suffer from a phenomenon called
superradiant instability [54]. In the case of the Kerr-AdS black hole, it has an instability when
any of the angular velocities €2; become larger than E;clls. In particular, a stable Kerr-AdS
black hole has a bound on quantity E — 3", |J;|¢;}s- For instance, in AdSs, the condition for

stability is (see e.g. [55])
_ Elxas
E—|J|0ds > 1/ G (4.8)

when the black hole has large mass and spin.?’ Translated to CFT data, the entropy for

holographic theories is trustworthy when the twist obeys

A—|J| = fA, (4.9)

where by > we allow for an O(1) constant on the RHS that we do not compute.?’ A similar
calculation shows that, for a holographic theory where m of the spins are taken to be large

9The coefficients in (4.7) were also independently computed by Edgar Shaghoulian. We thank him for
discussions related to these coefficients.

2Meaning EGNlyks, |J|Gnlxag > 1.

21The reason we allow this freedom is the possibility of the black holes being stable, but not yet dominating
the canonical ensemble. This can occur for sufficiently light black holes, sometimes called “enigmatic black
holes” [53, 56].
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d
compared to the twist (i.e. A, [Ji|,...|Jm| > A — 23:2{ |.Ji|), then the entropy is trustworthy

when the twist obeys
1

A=Y 15z (fH |Ji|> : (4.10)
i i=1

We see that the functional form of the stability bound for Kerr-AdS black holes is very
similar to the regime of validity (3.54) and (3.53) for the general entropy formula.

This is reminiscent of the extended regime of the Cardy formula for the case of CFTa:
for theories holographically dual to large-radius gravity in AdSs, it was shown that there
is a further extension of the validity of the Cardy formula in [53]. For holographic CFTs,
the Cardy formula matches the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of BTZ black holes, which only
requires

A—]J|Ze, (4.11)

with ¢ — oo (rather than the usual A — |J| > ¢ condition). In particular, it was shown
that theories with a sufficiently sparse light spectrum (which is a necessary, but not sufficient
condition for the theory to have a semiclassical Einstein gravity dual) have an extended
Cardy regime of entropy. It would be interesting if one could prove that a similar statement
for higher dimensional CFTs.??

5 A “genus-2” partition function

While the density of states of a CFT is encoded in the partition function on Sé x St OPE
coefficients are encoded in partition functions on other manifolds. In this work, we will be in-
terested in “heavy-heavy-heavy” OPE coefficients c;j;, between operators with parametrically
large scaling dimension. To study them, we can consider the partition function of the CFT
on a manifold constructed by gluing a pair of three-punctured spheres along their punctures.
In two dimensions, this produces a genus-2 Riemann surface. However, a similar construction
works in higher dimensions. We will continue to refer to such a manifold as “genus-2” in
higher dimensions, by analogy with the 2d case.

We pause to note that our final expression for “heavy-heavy-heavy” OPE coefficients is
given at the end of Sec. 7, in Eqn (7.51). Readers only interested in the final result can skip
to this part.

5.1 Conformal structures of a genus-2 manifold

In higher dimensions we can build a genus-2 manifold Ms by taking two copies of the plane
R¢ (more precisely its conformal compactification S?), removing three balls from each plane,
and gluing the boundaries of the balls with cylinders. In this construction, we can choose the
positions and radii of the balls, as well as the lengths of the cylinders. We can additionally

228ome works studying sparseness in higher-d CFT include [9, 11, 57]. In particular it would be interesting
if the precise sparseness conditions in [57] implied the extended entropy formulas described in this section.
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add angular twists by elements of SO(d) as we move along each cylinder. This is a large
number of parameters, but many of them are related by conformal symmetry.

In addition, if the CFT has a global symmetry I', we can introduce topological defects
on Ms, or equivalently a flat I'-bundle over M,. Such flat bundles are parametrized by
homomorphisms of the fundamental group of My to I'. For d > 2, R? with balls removed
is simply connected, and the only homotopically non-trivial cycles on My are those going
through the cylinders between the two copies of R¢. Therefore, the fundamental group is
a free group with 2 generators, and flat I'-bundles can be parametrized by decorating the
cylinders by inserting topological defects transverse to these cycles. The situation is different
for d = 2 since R? with balls removed is already not simply connected, and there are additional
generators of the fundamental group which go around the boundaries of the balls. Inserting
topological defects transverse to these additional cycles on My is equivalent to considering
twisted sectors along the cylinders.

To understand the implications of conformal symmetry, it is helpful to ignore the Weyl
anomaly and focus on the conformal structure of the manifold Ms — i.e. properties of My
that are independent of the Weyl class of the metric. First, we can associate an (orientation-
reversing) conformal group element to each cylinder as follows. Let x, 2’ be flat coordinates
on the two copies of R%. A cylinder C that connects the two planes is Weyl-equivalent to
an annulus in each plane. Using this Weyl-equivalence, each coordinate x and 2z’ can be
extended to cover C. Inside C, the coordinates x and 2’ are identified by an orientation-
reversing conformal group element:

r=gx, geG” (inside C). (5.1)

Here, we denote the conformal group as G = SO(d + 1,1), and we write the orientation-
reversing component of O(d+1,1) as G~. For example, if a cylinder of length 8 connects the
unit spheres in each copy of the plane, then we have

g=ePPJ, (5.2)

where I(z) = -5 is an inversion. More generally, suppose the cylinder is centered at = = a,
has radius » and length 3r, and includes an angular twist by h € SO(d). Then?3

g = e¥Fe-(B=2logn)Dp po—a-P (5.3)

In the case of interest, we have three cylinders connecting two copies of the plane. This
gives three group elements (g1, 92,93) € (G7)3. However, the conformal structure of the
resulting manifold is unchanged if we perform a conformal transformation x — gx on the

23The appearance of the quantity 3 — 2logr reflects the fact that two planes glued by a cylinder with radius
r and length Br is Weyl-equivalent to two planes glued by a cylinder with radius 1 and length 8 —2logr. The
Weyl transformation breaks the cylinder into three pieces of lengths rlogr, r(8 — 2logr),rlogr, and flattens
out the first and third piece into annuli.
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first plane or 2’ — ¢'z’ on the second. These conformal transformations become gauge
redundancies acting on the g;:

(91,92,93) ~ (9919, 9929, 9939’ 1). (5.4)

Modding out by this gauge-redundancy, we obtain the moduli space of conformal structures
as a double-quotient

M =G\(G)?/aG, (5.5)

where the left and right factors of G’s act on (G~)3 via (5.4). The action of the G x G gauge
redundancies on (G~)? is almost free, so the dimension of M is

dimM:SdimG—ZdimG:dimG:W. (5.6)

For orientation, in 2d the parametrization of a genus-2 Riemann surface in terms of
(91,92, g3) is called a Whittaker parametrization. (The closely-related Schottky parametriza-
tion can be obtained by forming the combinations v;; = gigj_l, which satisfy 12723731 = 1.)
In 2d, the true moduli space of genus-2 surfaces is a quotient of M by the mapping class
group. The action of the mapping class group is unfortunately somewhat complicated in the
Whittaker/Schottky parameterizations.

In higher dimensions, M is again a covering space of the moduli space of conformal

structures on Msy. Topologically, M, is equivalent to a connected sum of two copies of S* x
gd—1.24

My = (ST x 8471y # (S x 59471, (5.7)

This can be seen by decomposing Mj in the “dumbbell” channel where we slice figure 3 down
the middle into a left half and a right half. Each half is topologically a copy of S x $9~1 with
a ball removed, and the two halves are glued along an S%~!. The mapping class group of this
space was computed for d = 3 in [58]. This mapping class group will not play a further role
in the present work. It will be interesting to explore its implications and other global aspects
of higher-dimensional “higher-genus” surfaces in future work.

An important set of functions on M are eigenvalues of the group elements g; ! g; €
SO(d+1,1):

(ethii ei’ﬁiﬂ') (even d),

- 5.8
(etPis eFi0i 1) (odd d). (58)

eigenvalues(d+2)x(d+2) (gi_lgj) = {

These are indeed invariant under gauge-redundancies (5.4). We refer to the §;; and 0_;j as
“relative” inverse temperatures and angles, for reasons that will become clear shortly. Note
that there are BL%J relative temperatures/angles, which is not enough to parametrize the
full moduli space when d > 3.

24We thank Yifan Wang for pointing this out and directing us to reference [58].
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0Bs3

Figure 2: The space Y = B3\(Bj U Bz). The boundary of Y has three S%~! components
given by 0B, 0B, 0B3 with radii 1, 1, 2, respectively. Note that in d > 3, Y has an SO(d —
1) rotational symmetry around the horizontal axis, and here we are depicting only a 2-
dimensional slice.

Y/

Figure 3: The manifold M, is obtained by taking two copies of Y and gluing corresponding
boundary components with cylinders C1, Cs, C5 of inverse temperatures 31, 52, 83 and angular
twists h1, ho, hs, colored red, blue, and green, respectively. In the figure, we slightly bent the
edges of the cylinders to help visualize them, but in the actual geometry the cylinders have
constant radii. The figure also naively suggests that the lengths of the cylinders must be
equal, but in reality they need not be related to each other.

5.2 Choice of geometry

The partition function of a CF'T on My factors into a theory-independent part that depends
on the precise metric and is determined by the Weyl anomaly, times a theory-dependent part
that depends only on the conformal structure of Ms. To get nontrivial information about the
theory, it suffices to study only a single representative geometry for each conformal structure.

We will choose our geometry as follows. Let By be the unit ball centered at (—1,0,...,0),
let B be the unit ball centered at (1,0, ...,0), and let B3 be the ball of radius 2 centered at the
origin. All three balls are mutually tangent. From Bs, we remove By and By. The resulting
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space Y = B3\(Bj U Bs) has three S?~! boundaries given by dBi, 0By, 0Bs, see figure 2.
We now take a second copy of Y, which we call Y/, containing boundaries 0B, 0B, 0Bj.
Finally, we glue each 0B; to 0B] with cylinders C; whose ratios of length/radius are 3;, and
we include angular twists h; € SO(d) along each cylinder. See figure 3 for an illustration.

This construction gives a particular choice of metric that is flat on Y,Y”’ and is the
usual cylinder metric on the C;. Note that the metric has curvature localized at the junctions
between Y, Y’ and the cylinders. However, it is everywhere conformally-flat because the plane,
the cylinder, and a plane-cylinder junction are all conformally-flat. In terms of conformal
structures, our geometry corresponds to

_pl _ 1
gi=e Ple BthlfeP,

1 _pl
92:€P€B2Dh216 P,

R Y § (5.9)

which gives a point in M, parametrized by 51, 52, 83, h1, ha, hs.

A slight disadvantage of the parametrization (5.9) is that it is not permutation-symmetric
among the three cylinders — Cj is treated differently. However, an advantage is that it makes
manifest an important SO(d — 1) symmetry that rotates all three balls around the x! axis,
preserving their points of tangency.?> We can act with an SO(d—1) rotation on either Y or Y,
which means that the angular twists (hy, he, hg) are subject to a residual gauge redundancy

(h1, ho, h3) ~ (khik' =% khok'~Y khak'™b), Kk, k' € SO(d —1). (5.10)
Thus, overall, we can think of the parametrization (5.9) as a map
SO(d — 1)\(SO(1,1) x SO(d))*/SO(d — 1) — M, (5.11)

where (3; parametrize the SO(1,1)’s, the h; parametrize the SO(d)’s, and the SO(d — 1)’s act
on the SO(d)’s via (5.10).

We claim that (5.9) is injective and covers an open subset of M — in particular an open
subset that contains the physical loci that will be important in what follows. These loci
include the low temperature regime of large (;, and a high temperature limit that will control
the asymptotics of OPE coefficients. A first important check is that the two spaces in (5.11)
have the same dimension. Indeed, they do, since

d(d—1)> Ld=1@d=2) _ ([d+1)d+2)
2

2 2
(5.12)

3(1 + dim SO(d)) — 2dim SO(d — 1) = 3 <1 +

In section 7.3, we will show that the natural measure on M is nonzero in the coordinates
(5.9) at both low and high temperatures. This establishes that (1, 82, 83, h1, he, hg (modulo
the gauge redundancy (5.10)) furnish good coordinates on M for our purposes.

2By contrast, we could restore manifest permutation symmetry by taking the balls to all have the same
radius and be mutually tangent, but then the SO(d — 1) would act via a nontrivial conformal transformation.
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Consequently, it suffices to consider geometries of the form described above. These ge-
ometries contain all possible theory-dependent information about OPE coefficients of the
CFT. In appendix G, we show that there is a matching between quantum numbers specifying
OPE coefficients and the dimension of the genus-2 moduli space dim M.

5.3 The partition function as a sum over states

The partition function on the above geometry is a weighted sum of squares of OPE coefficients.
In this section, we derive this fact in detail, taking care with some of the subtleties of cutting
and gluing in higher-dimensional CFTs.

Consider first the space Y = Bs\(B; U By). This space has boundaries given by 0Y =
0Bs LU —0B; U —0Bs. Thus, the partition function Z(Y) is an element of Hy ® H} ® Hj, or
equivalently a map H; ® Hi — Ha, where H, is the Hilbert space on a sphere of radius r.
A basis of states |O(x)), in H, is given by the insertion of an operator O(z) inside a ball
of radius r. The defining property of Z(Y") is that its pairing with three basis elements is a
conformal three-point function.

Let us state this more precisely. The Hermitian conjugate state to |O(x)), € H, can be
obtained by inserting the following conjugate operator in a flat geometry outside the ball of

radius r:
r\ 22 - r’z
[0%(x)]Tr = rP[r P oY) = (\xl) I71(),"0L <3;2> . (5.13)
Note that [---]T = [---]ft is the usual BPZ conjugation. The inversion tensor Iz% is the

solution to the conformal Ward identities for a two-point function of O% and (’);:

I“(z
(L0 (0) = T, (5.14)

normalized so that ITT = 1. With this notation, a projector onto the conformal multiplet of
O inside H, can be written

10|, = [0%(0)), (O(0)[O% (0)]Tr) 1 (O (0)| + descendants, (5.15)

where the inverse two-point function (O%(0)[O% (0)]f+)~! should be understood as a matrix
with indices a,a’. The indices a,a’ are implicitly summed over in (5.15). The form of the
sum over descendants is determined by the conformal algebra. A resolution of the identity
on H, is given by summing over projectors 1 =5, |O|,.

By composing Z(Y') with resolutions of the identity on each of its three boundaries, we
find an expression in terms of three-point functions:

Z()= Y |0ILZ(Y)(|01h ®|0:)1)

01,02,03
= Y (O1(=)02(e)O3(0e)) (01 (0)[01(0)]T) 1 {O2(0)[02(0)]T) " (O3(00)[O3(c0)]2)
01,02,03
X |[03(00)]"2)2 1(01(0)] ® 1(O2(0)]. (5.16)
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5

Figure 4: The sphere S? is Weyl-equivalent to a “capped cylinder” C, 3 with radius r and
length r/3. Each end cap is a ball (the interior of an S?~1) of radius . The “closed junctions”
where the cylinder meets the end caps are highlighted in red.

Figure 5: An “open junction,” where a cylinder meets the complement of a ball in a flat
plane. The junction is highlighted in blue.

For simplicity, we have omitted spin indices. This is a sum over states with coefficients given
by a three-point function, where e = (1,0, ...,0) is a unit vector along the ! direction. Note
that we define a primary operator at infinity without an inversion tensor:

O5(c0e) = lim L22305(Le). (5.17)

L—oo

To help restore symmetry among the three operators, we have chosen to insert the projector
|(9;r,’|, as opposed to |O3| — this ensures that the three-point function contains O3(o0) and
not O;(oo).

The partition function of each cylinder C; is simply e %i(P+20) b, where ¢ is the Casimir
energy (3.7), and h; € SO(d) is the angular twist along the cylinder. One subtle ingredient
is that we must also associate nontrivial “gluing” factors to junctions between cylinders and
flat planes. To derive these gluing factors, let us start with the partition function on S? (with
unit radius). This is Weyl-equivalent to a cylinder of radius r and length 7/, capped off by
flat balls, see figure 4. Let the capped cylinder be C, 3, and denote the Weyl factor going
from S¢ to Crp3 by e?@r3. The Weyl anomaly implies

Z(Cp ) = e~ Smomlawrsl (g, (5.18)

At the same time, Z(C, g) can be computed by cutting and gluing. The end caps are simply
identity operators in radial quantization, |1),. The cylinder contributes e~%8 where g is the
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Casimir energy on S%1. Let us define Zgue(r) as the factor associated to a junction between
a cylinder and a flat end-cap, which we call a “closed junction”. We find

2(Cr0) = Zane(r)f'e ™" = |Zgue(r)| = ex e 3 Tmemlinsl z(5%3 (519
We calculate these gluing factors in various dimensions in appendix F. For example, we find?%

1 d odd,

| Zgiue(r)] = Z(Sd)% X e rf2)1e ¢=2 (5.20)
g 677a/6(,r/2)72a d= 47

637a6/10(T/2)6a6 d=6.

Our geometry also contains four “open junctions” with the opposite curvature, where a cylin-
der joins a flat region that locally looks like the complement of a ball, see figure 5. The gluing
factor associated to an open junction is the inverse Zglue(r)_1 of the one associated to a closed
junction. The reason is that we can perform an infinitesimal Weyl transformation on a plane
to create a closed junction infinitesimally-close to an open junction. The Weyl anomaly is
infinitesimal, so the gluing factors must multiply to 1.

Putting everything together, the partition function on our genus-2 manifold is

Zgiue(2)[?
Z(Ms) = MTr(Z(Y)Te_ﬁ?’(D“O)hng(Y)(6_51(D+50)h1 ® e~ P(DFe0)p, )y (5.21)

| Zgme(1)[*

Each group element e #Lh; acts on the Hilbert space corresponding to the boundary com-
ponent 0B;. Inserting our expression (5.16) for Z(Y'), we obtain the partition function as a
sum over a triplet of primary operators

% Z (6—51A1—52A2—53A3
01,02,03
(OF (=€) 05 ()05 (00€))™ (ha - OF (=€) hy - O3 (€) hy - O5(oce))
x (01(0)[0F (0)]") ~(05(0)[05 (0)] 1)~ (05 (0[O (00)]2)

+ descendants) . (5.22)
Here, h - O denotes the action of a rotation h € SO(d) on a local operator:
h-O% = hO*h~t = \(h™1)4,0°, (5.23)

where A is the SO(d) representation of O.

261n d = 4, we write a4 as a.
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Let us choose the O; to be an orthonormal basis of primaries with respect to the BPZ
inner product. Using (5.13) and (5.17), we find

(05(00)[05 (00)]T2) = 22%35¢,, (5.24)

while the other two-point functions in (5.22), which involve standard BPZ conjugates [- - -],
are identity matrices.

Let us furthermore expand the three-point functions in a basis of conformally-invariant
three-point structures:

1
2A1+A2—Ag

1 S s;a0bc
- mcwsv (0, €, 00). (5.25)

(OF(—€)O3(e) O5(o0e)) = (O1(0)03(e)O5(o0e))

Here, s is a structure label, which runs over a finite-dimensional space of solutions V* to the
3-point conformal Ward identities. Meanwhile, a, b, ¢ are spin indices in the SO(d) representa-
tions associated to the three operators. Each three-point structure comes with an associated
OPE coefficient cj,3, and a sum over s is implicit. We will discuss the space of three-point
structures in more detail in section 6.

Plugging everything in, we find an expression for the “genus-2” partition function as a
sum over conformal blocks

| Zgiue (2)]* _ xy /
Z(Ms) = |Zgue(1)’4€ co(Pr+BrtBs) E (cla3) clas Bios, (5.26)
glue 010,05

where we have introduced the “genus-2” block f;%
Bf/j?),(ﬁ@, hz) _ 2_2A1_2A2€_51A1_62A2_63A3(VSl;abc(O, e, OO))*(hlhghg . Vs)abc(o’ e, OO)
+ descendants. (5.27)

The first term in (5.27) comes from primary states, and dominates in the “low temperature”
limit 81, B2, B3 > 1. The descendent terms involve three-point functions of descendant oper-
ators, contracted using the inverse of the Gram matrix. Such terms are determined by the
conformal algebra.

The block B is naturally a function on the moduli space M of conformal structures,
and doesn’t depend on the Weyl class of the metric. This fact is already hinted at in (5.27).
Note that the factor 2722417242 geems to violate permutation symmetry among the three
operators. However, this is an artifact of our asymmetric conformal frame. We can restore
manifest permutation symmetry by rewriting the block in terms of the “relative” temperatures
Bij, defined in (5.8), which are permutation-symmetric functions on M. At low temperatures,
we find

B12+831—P23 B12+B23—B31 B31+B23—B12
9281202 ,—f1A1—F282—B3A3 _ ,— 2 Ar— 3 Ag— 2 As 4 , (5.28)
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Figure 6: The thermal circle near the hot spot at the origin, highlighted in red. Starting
from the top, we move along cylinder Cs to the top, and then back along cylinder C; to the
top.

which is manifestly symmetric under permuting 1,2, 3. This is a nontrivial check on (5.27).

In appendix G, we point out that the number of unbounded quantum numbers needed
to specify the block B‘flzsg matches the dimension of the moduli space M. This is analogous
to the fact that the number of unbounded quantum numbers needed to specify a four-point
conformal block (two: A and J) matches the number of cross-ratios for a four-point function
(two: z and Z).

5.4 Hot spots and the thermodynamic limit

Because the geometry described in section 5.2 is not a circle fibration, it is not immediately
obvious how to compute the partition function using the thermal effective action. To make
progress, we adopt the following assumption:

Assumption. The thermal effective action describes the contribution to the partition function
from any region where the geometry locally looks like a circle fibration with a large local
temperature.

We call such a region a “hot spot.”

For example, consider the origin in one of the copies of R?, where the balls B; and Bs
are tangent. Starting at the origin, there is a circular path of length 8 + 82 that runs along
one cylinder C9, and then back along the other C7, see figure 6. In the limit where (1, 82 are
both small, this circular path shrinks and we have a hot spot.

To build some intuition, let us compute the leading contribution to the thermal effective
action near this hot spot. The local temperature is highest at the origin, and decays away
from it. To determine the local temperature precisely, we should find a (locally defined)
conformal Killing vector field that moves around the hot spot’s thermal circle. At leading
order near the origin, we can guess what it looks like without too much calculation. Consider
a path that starts at the point (—1 + cosf,sinf,0,...) on dB;. Move horizontally to the
point (1 — cos#,sin6,0,...,0) on OBy, through cylinder 2 to 9Bj, horizontally from 0B} to
0Bf, and back through cylinder 1 to the initial point on dBj, see figure 7. This path has
length

Br+Ba+4(l—cosh) ~ B+ B +202 (<) (5.29)
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Figure 7: An approximation to the thermal circle, at an angle 6 away from the origin.
Starting at the top left, we move horizontally from 0B; to 0Bs. Then we move down along
Cy to 0BY. Then horizontally to the left to B}, then up along C} to the starting point. The
path has approximate length 8; + (o + 262.

When 6 is small, we expect this path to be close to the orbit of a local conformal Killing
vector. Thus, the local temperature is approximately

B(0) = B1 + B2 + 267 (5.30)

The leading contribution to the thermal effective action near this hot spot is thus

sin®2¢
(B1 + B2 +202)d-1"

—Shot (81, B2) ~ fvolSd_Z/dG (5.31)
Here, vol S42sin?"2 6 comes from an integral over azimuthal angles. When f; + (2 is small,
the integral will be dominated by small § ~ /31 + 2. To compute it, we can approximate
sin?2 0 ~ 42 and extend the 6-integral from 0 to oco:

df g2 fvol §4-1

Stot(Br, f2) ~ frol § /0 (Bi+ B +202)1 (308, + o)) 2" (5:32)

Note that the integral is dominated near the hot spot, i.e. in the neighborhood 6 ~
v B1 + B2. This justifies our use of the thermal effective action everywhere inside the inte-
grand. Furthermore, when (7 + B2 is small, we find a large negative action from the hot spot,

which translates into a large multiplicative contribution to the partition function Z ~ e~%.

5.5 A more precise formula for the action of a hot spot

The fact that the integral (5.32) is dominated near the hot spot suggests a more precise and
illuminating way to derive it. Let us assume that the action of a hot spot doesn’t depend
on the geometry far outside the neighborhood 6 ~ \/B1 + B2. Thus, to compute it, it suffices
to consider a “genus-1” version of the geometry discussed in section 5.2, where we have only
two balls By and Bs.

We claim that this “genus-1” geometry is Weyl equivalent to 5112 x S41 with a special
inverse temperature 512 that depends on 51 and B2. The Weyl transformation that implements
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this equivalence essentially spreads out the hot-spot over the entire S9!, resulting in a
uniform inverse temperature 2. The result is

—5Shot(B1, B2) ~ log Zg1, ga—1(B12) + Weyl terms, (5.33)

7

where “Weyl terms” are possible contributions from the Weyl anomaly, and “~” indicates
that both sides have the same singular parts as g1, 82 — 0.

Now, B12 is determined by the conformal structure of our “genus-1” manifold, so we can
read it off from the gluing group elements g; and go associated to the two cylinders, given in
(5.9). Gluing two copies of the plane with g; and g2 is equivalent to gluing a single copy of

the plane to itself with g; Lgo. To read off 12, we must simply diagonalize 97 Lgo:

In other words, (12 is precisely the “relative” inverse temperature defined in (5.8).

There is a particularly nice expression for 815 when the angular fugacities are turned off.
In this case, the group elements gi, go are built from conformal generators P!, D, K', that
generate a PSL(2, R) subgroup of the conformal group. Thus, we can obtain 812 by computing
gflgg inside SL(2,R) and comparing the trace of both sides of (5.34) as 2 x 2 matrices. We
should compare them up to a sign, since the 1d conformal group PSL(2,R) is a quotient of
SL(2,R) modulo £1. This gives

15 BL—8 o5 B1+8
T e P2/2 0 6%(1—2652)6122—%6221—26 172
! B12/2 r B1+B82 Ba—B1 . (5.35)

0 e —2 T e 7 (1—2ef)

To find a solution, we must choose the — sign, which gives
B1+8 -
Bra = 2cosh™? <2e 52 cosh <ﬁ1 5 ﬁZ)) : (5.36)

This is the inverse temperature at which we should evaluate (5.33).

In the limit where (1, 82 become small, the relative inverse temperature [1o has the
expansion

N B = 10182 + B3 5/2
B2 ~ /8(B1 + P2) TN +0(8;"7) (b1, P2 < 1). (5.37)

Consequently, the leading contribution to the thermal effective action (3.19) is

d—1 d—3
Clog Zgiggai(Br) ~ — L0, (<1, (5.39)
(8(B1+ B2)) 2

in perfect agreement with (5.32)! We have recovered our earlier result for the leading action

of a hot spot. However, an advantage of this more abstract derivation is that we expect (5.33)
and (5.36) to encompass all singular terms in the small f;, B2 limit.
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This derivation is also straightforward to generalize to the case with angular fugacities.
Let us think of the S* x S9=! partition function as a class function Zg1 ga—1(g) of a conformal
group element g. The old notation Zg1, ga-1(/3, 5) is obtained by setting g = e=BD+GM  Thep
the above argument implies that the singular part of the action of a hot spot associated to
two group elements g1, g2 is

—Shot.12 ~ 10g Zg1 ga-1(gy 'g2) + Weyl terms. (5.39)

Let us comment on the Weyl anomaly terms in (5.39). In the genus-1 case, one can
check that contributions from the Weyl anomaly to (5.39) vanish in the limit 81, 52 — 0. In
particular, they do not contribute to the singular part of the partition function in the high
temperature limit. In what follows, we will assume that the same is true at higher genus, so
that analogous Weyl terms can be ignored for our purposes. It would be nice to make these
contributions more precise in an example theory.

5.6 The hot spot action for the genus-2 case

Let us finally apply this result to our “genus-2” partition function. We conjecture that the
singular part of the log of the partition function as (1, 82,83 — 0 is given by a sum of hot
spot actions for each pair of tangent balls. Combined with (5.39), this implies

log Z(M?3) ~ —Shot,12 — Shot,23 — Shot,31
~ log Zgiyga-1(g7 ' 92) +10g Zgisa-1(g5 ' 93) +10g Zgiyga-r(g5 ' 91).  (5.40)
Another way to state the conjecture is as follows. Consider the ratio
Z(M>)

R(pBi) = — — — . (5.41)
Zgiygd-1 (91 192)Zslxsd*1 (92 193)Zslxsd*1 (93 191)

We conjecture that R(f;) has a finite limit as ; — 0:

R = lim R(f;) < oo. (5.42)
Bi—0
Intuitively, we imagine that dividing by the hot-spot partition function Zgi, ga—1(g; ! gj) al-
lows us to define a kind of renormalized “hot-spot operator” in the limit 8; — 0 — a CFT
operator that lives at a location where a circle shrinks to zero size. The quantity R is then
a correlator of three such hot-spot operators. It would be very interesting to make this
statement more precise and compute R in some example theories.
In this work, we will mostly be concerned with the leading singularity of the partition
function that follows from (5.40). Using (3.19), this is

fvol g1 fvol §d-1 fvol §4-1 )  (5.43)

Z(Mz) ~ exp | —= - -
fQ ! Ha(l + Q%Q,a) 33 ! Ha(]‘ + Q%&a) gl ! Ha(l + Q%l,a)
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where the relative angular velocities are given by €2;;, = B;j0i; .. We define the “high tem-
perature” regime of the genus-2 partition function as 3;; — 0, with Qij held fixed. This is
the physical regime where the thermal effective action can be applied to each hot spot. Here,
“~" means that the logs of both sides agree, up to subleading terms as ;; — 0.

If the CFT has a global symmetry I', we can decorate each cylinder by a topological
defect associated to a group element ~; (i = 1,2, 3). If we do so, the coefficient f in (5.43) for
the (7,7) hot spot becomes a function of the conjugacy class of 'yfyj_l € I'. Thus, in general,
we can have a different f for each hot spot.

Note that the angular parameters 9_;-j scale to zero at high temperature. In this work, we
will be particularly interested in a limit of low spin, where the Qij will scale to zero as well at
an appropriate saddle point (so that the é;-j are parametrically smaller than the 3;;). Let us
further expand the partition function in this regime. It will be convenient to parametrize the
rotations h; as a product of a rotation away from the z! axis, times an SO(d — 1) rotation:

d
h; = exp (Z iaLleb) exp Z 1P My | (5.44)

b=2 2<a<b<d

Here, d; = (aj2,...,q;4) transforms like a vector under SO(d — 1), while the SO(d — 1)
parameters P, = (®i23,...,Pi4-1,4) transform like an adjoint under SO(d — 1).

Recall that the h; are subject to the gauge-redundancy (5.10). The right action of
SO(d — 1) simultaneously shifts the ®; (to leading order). Thus, the partition function must
be translation-invariant in the ;. Under the left action by SO(d—1), the &@; and ®; transform
linearly as SO(d — 1) vectors and adjoints, respectively. So the partition function must also
be invariant under SO(d — 1) rotations of these variables.

Indeed, expanding (5.43) in small angles, we find

1 1 (D) — By)2 (@1 + dp)?
d—11qn = sa T (1 ) —8(d+1) T +o s
Bz Tla=1(1+915,) 12,0 Bi20 12,0
1 1 (By — B3)2 (Lay — Lais)?
d—11qn = sa T (1 ) —8(d+ 1)~ REERRN I
Bos o= (1 +Q33,) 23,0 B30 23,0
1 1 (B3 — B1)2 (La, — Ltais)?
d—17yn = gt |1 8 ) ], (5.45)
By Tla=1(1+93,,) 31,0 B31,0 31,0

This formula is valid when @/8 < 1, and <f>/ﬁ1/2 < 1, and 8 < 1. Here, f3;0 denote the
relative temperatures when the angles are set to zero. They are given by

Br2,0 = V8B + f2) + ...,

Bogo =1/8(5B2+ 383) + - .-,

Bs1,0 =1/8(3B1+ 383) + .. .. (5.46)
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Figure 8: The partition function (5.45) penalizes rotations @; in such a way that the spheres
behave like three interlocked gears. No matter what signs we choose for the &;, there is no
way to rotate the gears, since two of them will always be counter-rotating at their points of
contact.

Let us understand some physical implications of (5.45). Terms like (@1 + @2)? come from
rotating the spheres so that they rub against each other (figure 8). The thermal effective action
penalizes such rotations — the spheres behave like gears that are interlocked. It follows that
there is no zero mode associated with moving the &;’s: three mutually interlocked circular
gears cannot be rotated. Meanwhile, terms like (i_;z — 5]-)2 represent the effect of twisting the
spheres by different amounts around their point of tangency. Such twists are also penalized
by the effective action, but by a smaller power of /ng,o- To summarize, the only zero mode

in the angular parameters is associated to the gauge symmetry of right multiplication by
SO(d —1).

6 Genus-2 global conformal blocks

To determine the asymptotics of CF'T OPE coefficients, we must invert the conformal block
expansion (5.26) of the genus-2 partition function Z(Ms). In particular, we will need the
large-A limit of the genus-2 conformal blocks B‘f;% in the high-temperature regime discussed
in section 5.6.

Our strategy will be to write an integral representation for the block using the “shadow
formalism.” In the large-A regime, the integral can be evaluated by saddle point, yielding
simple closed-form expressions in the regimes of interest.

6.1 Review: shadow integrals for four-point blocks

Let us first review this strategy in the more familiar case of conformal blocks for four-point
functions of local operators on R? [59-62]. We will follow the notation and conventions of
[62].

The central objects in the shadow formalism are principal series representations and
their matrix elements. Let m = (A, ) denote a conformal representation, where A is a
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representation of SO(d). The principal series corresponds to (unphysical) complex dimensions
of the form A = % + is, where s € R. States in a principal series representation are given
by functions f®(x) that transform like conformal primaries with dimension A and rotation
representation . Here, a is an index for A. Such states admit a Hermitian inner product

ol = [ diatg? @) o) (61)
where the index a is summed over. Note that (¢%(x))* has scaling dimension % —is=d—
(% + is), so the integrand (including the measure d%z) has scaling dimension 0. Furthermore,
it transforms in the dual rotation representation A*, so the integrand is rotation-invariant. It
follows that the pairing (g|f) is conformally-invariant.

The principal series representation m = (% + is,\) is isomorphic to the “shadow” rep-
resentation ™ = (% — is, M?), where A\f denotes the reflection of X\. This isomorphism is

implemented by the shadow transform:
SU7)(@) = [ a'y(@@)0 1)) (62)

where (O(2)Of(y)) denotes the unique (up to scale) conformal two-point structure between
operators in the representations 7 and 7! = (% — s, \%).

Conformal three-point functions can be thought of as Clebsch-Gordon coefficients for a
tensor product of principal series representations. Such three-point functions carry a structure

label s that corresponds to different solutions of the conformal Ward identities:
VS (21, w9, w3) = (OF (1) O3 (22) OF (3)) ). (6.3)

Here, (---)() denotes a solution to the conformal Ward identities — not a physical three-point
function. (In particular, it does not include an OPE coefficient.) The space of three-point
structures is given by (A\; @ A2 @ A3)5°@=1) where SO(d — 1) indicates the SO(d — 1)-invariant
subspace [63]. We sometimes write V* for a three-point structure, and we sometimes use the
notation on the right-hand side of (6.3).

With these ingredients, we are ready to build conformal blocks. Four-point blocks are
eigenfunctions of the conformal Casimir acting simultaneously on points 1 and 2, obeying
certain boundary conditions. Using the inner product on principal series representations, we
can instead easily build an eigenfunction called a “conformal partial wave” from two three-
point structures:

WSS (21, ,24) = /ddx<03(x3)04($4)@(1’)>(S/)<01(901)02(902)0(3?)>(3)~ (6.4)

Here, O' has representation 7' = (% — s, \*), so that it can be paired with O(x) inside the
integral. We omit spin indices for brevity.
The partial wave \IffTs' satisfies the same Casimir differential equations as a conformal

block, but obeys different boundary conditions. However, it gets us “most of the way” to a
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block, and the block can be extracted from it with a small amount of extra work. The key
point is that the space of solutions of the Casimir equations is 2-dimensional. It is spanned
by the conformal block, and a so-called “shadow” block for the representation 7. It follows
that the partial wave can be written as a linear combination of the block and its shadow:

s = S(myma[71))* v GL® + S(mima[m])® GEY (6.5)

Here, the “shadow” coefficients S(mm2[7])®; are obtained by applying shadow transformations
to a three-point structure. For example,

ngs (l"l, 9, :6'3) = S(ﬂ'lﬂg [ﬂ'DStVt@Jl, 9, :6'3), (6.6)

where Sz denotes the shadow transform (6.2) acting at x3. The reason these coefficients
appear in (6.5) is explained in [62]. Starting from (6.5), we can isolate the block G¥* using
a “monodromy projection” [61], as we explain in more detail later.

To summarize, the shadow formalism gives a convenient integral representation of a par-
tial wave, satisfying the same differential equations as a conformal block, and from which the
block can be extracted. This approach will work for the genus-2 blocks flzsg as well. Integral
representations are particularly useful for studying large quantum number asymptotics, since
we can use saddle point methods.

There exist alternative constructions of four-point conformal blocks via shadow-like in-
tegrals in Lorentzian signature [64]. These have the advantage of giving the block “on the
nose,” eschewing the need for a monodromy projection. Finding a similar Lorentzian shadow
representation for the genus-2 block is an interesting problem for the future.

6.2 A genus-2 partial wave

The genus-2 conformal block Bfé% is a simultaneous eigenfunction of the conformal Casimir
operators acting on each of the group elements g1, g2, ¢3. In more detail, let LA (A =
1,...,dim G) be the generators of the Lie algebra of G, realized as left-invariant vector fields
on G. Then D = LAL 4 is a differential operator on G such that for any irrep 7, we have

Dr(g) = m(g)Ca(r), (6.7)

where Co(7) is the Casimir eigenvalue for 7. Any matrix element of g in the representation
7 is thus an eigenfunction of D. Viewing the conformal block as a matrix element of three
group elements gi, g2, g3 in the representations ;, it follows that it must be a simultaneous
eigenfunction of D, acting on each of the g;:

DB = Co(m)) By, i=1,2,3, 6.8
123 123

where D; indicates the action of D on g;. The block also diagonalizes the higher Casimirs of
the conformal group, acting on each g;.
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Figure 9: A “tensor diagram” for the genus 2 partial wave (6.9). The three-point structures
V* and V*'* are invariant tensors for a tensor product of three principal series representations,
so they are represented as trivalent nodes. Each group element acts as a linear operator on
a representation, so is a bivalent node. Lines connect together using the inner product (6.1).
We act on each of the legs of V* with group elements g1, g, g3 before contracting with V=*.

By analogy with the four-point case, we can define a genus-2 partial wave as a principal
series matrix element of g;’s between a pair of three-point structures:

Ui = (Vg1 © g2 © g3[V*)

= /dd:ﬂlddmddﬂfg‘/s/*(m,332,953)919293 -Vi(x1, 22, x3). (6.9)

This is illustrated diagrammatically in figure 9. The action of a conformal group element on
an operator is

g- O0%x) = Qa')2N%(R™H (2") O°(a). (6.10)

The notation g1g2g3 - V*(x1, z2,x3) indicates the simultaneous actions of g1, ¢g2,g3 on the
three-point structure V*, using the formula (6.10) at each point. The spin indices of the
operators are implicitly contracted in (6.9). By construction, the partial wave also solves the
Casimir equations (6.8).

Though we have not proven it, we expect that the space of solutions of the Casimir
equations (6.8) is 8-dimensional, and is spanned by the block Bjy; and seven “shadow”
blocks obtained by replacing m; — 7; in various combinations: {Bf«;%, Bf%, e ,B%%}. The
genus-2 partial wave is a linear combination of these 8 solutions. Applying similar logic to
the derivation of (6.5), we expect it to have the form

S5 = (IiSS%ETgT)S,t/BfZ% + (7 shadow blocks). (6.11)

Here (S%fjfgf)st denotes the product of three shadow coefficients coming from performing the

shadow transform of V1% on each of its external legs:
818,83V = (8252 ) VY
= ST TT)" v S ([T S (e md 7] v V. (6.12)

— 44 —



(other expressions are possible, coming from doing the shadow transforms in other orders).
Meanwhile, =3 indicates the action of inverse inversion tensors (I(e)~!),® on each operator.
These are needed in order for the resulting three-point structure to transform in the dual
representations A}, A3, A3, so that it can be paired with V*. The 7 shadow blocks in (6.11)
will have similar coefficients, though we have not written them explicitly for brevity. We have
not attempted to give a rigorous proof of (6.11), but instead have motivated it by analogy
with the four-point case. We will verify (6.11) explicitly in the large-A limit where it is needed
in section 6.4.

6.3 Symmetries of the saddle point equations

We will be interested in the blocks and partial waves in the large-A limit. In this limit, the
shadow integral (6.9) for the genus-2 partial wave can be evaluated by saddle point. The
structure of the saddle point equations is complicated, and we will not attempt to solve them
exactly for arbitrary g;. However, there are some simple operations that permute the saddle
points that will be helpful in exploring their structure. We derive them in this section.

Let us begin with the integral for a partial wave. For simplicity, we will work in d = 1;
the results of this section will generalize straightforwardly to any d. The integral takes the

form
\I/A17A27A3 = /dzldz2dz3vﬁl,ﬁ2,£3 (Zl, 29, Z3)glggg3 . VAl,A%Ag(zl, Z92, 2’3), (6.13)

where

1
’A1+A2—A3 ‘223 ’A2+A3—A1 ‘Z31 ‘A3+A1—A2

VA1,A2,A3 (zla 22, Z3> = (6.14)

ED
is a three-point structure for primaries with dimensions A1, As, Az in 1d. Thinking of each
g; as an SL(2,R) element, the action of g; on each operator is given by
a;z; + bi>

6.15
Cizi + d; (6.15)

gi - O(Zl) = (cizi + di)_2AiO (

In the limit of large A;, the integral is dominated by saddle points. Let us split the

integrand into a rapidly-varying part that depends exponentially on A;, and a part that is

slowly-varying at large A;. We define the saddle point equations as stationarity equations for
the rapidly-varying part of the integrand. Concretely they are

621' log [V—Ah—Az,—As (Zlv 22, 23)919293 : VA1,A2,A3 (Zh 22 Z3)] =0 ('L =12 3)- (6'16)

This is a system of three coupled polynomial equations in the z;, with coefficients that depend
on the g;. Note that the saddle-point equations are homogeneous in the A; in our conventions.
We denote the coordinates of the three points collectively as p'= (z1, 22, 23).

Suppose that we can find a saddle point P = (214, 224, 234), i.e. a solution of (6.16), as a
function of the A;. A simple operation that relates different saddle points is

Tﬁ* = (91_121792_122)93_123)‘Ai4>£i y (617)
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where we can approximate A, ~ —A; at large A;. The fact that 7p, is a saddle point of
(6.13) follows from symmetry of the integrand under the change of variables z; — g;- 1z and

However there is another less-obvious operation that relates saddle points to each other,
coming from the Z% shadow symmetry of the partial wave. We start by rewriting (6.13) by
introducing a shadow transformation on z;:

‘IIA17A2,A3
L /dzdz’dzdz 1V (21, 22, 23) 919293 * V. (21, 22, 23)
= == 1 1 237A££ 15 %25 <3 123A7A,A 1,42, <3
S([AﬂAgAg) Z%IAII 1,A2,A3 1,582,233
S([A1]AsAS
= SM/dZ/leQdZ?’VAL£27£3(Zi’22’23)91‘9293 . VZI’A%A:;(ZLZQ,Z?,). (6.18)
1]A243
In the second line, we performed the integral over z; and used that the two-point function
z;f,Al is G-invariant.

The resulting integral (6.18) has the same form as (6.13), except that A; and A; have
been swapped, and z; has been swapped with z}. Thus, a saddle point of (6.18) is given by

(’21722723) :ﬁ*‘A1_>£1~ (6.19)

So far, we have managed to find a saddle point for a different integral — not the original
integral we started with.

However, in the large A; limit, 2] can be related to z; using the integral on the first
line of (6.18). The integral over z; takes the form of a shadow transform, and the shadow
transform is dominated by its own saddle point at large A;, as we explain in appendix E. Let
us denote the saddle point obtained by shadow-transforming Va, a, as(z1,22,23) at site z
by

2A12223 — (Al + AQ — Ag)zlzg — (Al — AQ + Ag)zlzg

= — Az 1).
8113284 (P) 2A121 — (A1 +Ax — Ag)ze — (A1 — Ag + Ag)z3 (8> 1)
(6.20)
Note that sja,ja,a, satisfies the identity
21 = SR 100, (5101]2004 (21, 22, 23), 22, 23), (6.21)

which is related to the fact that the square of the shadow transform is proportional to the
identity.
In our case, we have

2 = S|A Ao s (21, 22, 23). (6.22)
Using (6.21), we can solve this as

21 = 5[51}52£3(zi’32’z3)' (6.23)
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Putting everything together, we find a saddle point of the original integrand (6.13)

Ulﬁ* - (8[81]5283(ﬁ*‘A1—>51)’ 22*’A1—>£17 Z3*‘A1—>51)

= (51018, 8, (P ) 226, 23 )[4, LR - (6.24)

Note that o1ps may or may not coincide with p,. We can similarly define operations oo and
o3 by cyclic permutations of (6.24). Note that o7 = 1 and the o; are mutually commuting.
One can also show that 7 = o10903.

The o; operations give a homomorphism from Z% into the group of permutations of the
saddle solutions. The behavior of this homomorphism can jump when any of the A; crosses
0, since the saddle point analysis of the shadow integral for z1, 2] becomes invalid if A;’s is
small. Indeed, we will see that such jumps happen in practice.

6.4 Low temperature saddles

We are now ready to explore the saddle points of the partial wave integral in different regimes.
Let us begin by exploring low temperature 8; — oo, where it will be easy to distinguish the
block from shadow blocks. We study high-temperature saddles (which will be our main
interest) in the next section.

As a reminder, we will use the parametrization of M given in (5.9). For simplicity, let
us first turn off the angular fugacities by setting h; = 1. The shadow integral (6.9) then has
an SO(d — 1) symmetry, so we can locate its saddle points by specializing the points to the
r! axis: 2; = (2;,0,...,0).

The SO(d — 1)-symmetry also means that the local rotations R,”(z’) associated to each
group element g; are trivial, since the centralizer of SO(d — 1) C SO(d) is trivial. Thus, each

group element acts in a simple way on the x-axis:
gi - 0%(x) = (a) 2 0% (gx). (6.25)

The tensor structures in the numerators of the three-point structures are identical to what
they would be in a standard configuration (x1,z2,x3) = (0, e,00). The remaining factors are
the same as in the SL(2,R) transformation of conformal 3-point structures in 1d. Thus, the
integrand restricted to the z'-axis becomes

I(z;) = V" (21,9, 23) 919293 - V* (21, 29, 3)

= V% (0,e,00)V*(0, e, 00)VR, Rp.A, (71522, 23)919293 - VAL, 80,05(21, 22, 23),  (6.26)

where VA, A, a5(21, 22, 23) are 1d conformal three-point functions, and the g; act via (6.15).
In the small temperature limit §; — oo, it is straightforward to find at least one solution
to the saddle point equations (6.16). We naively expand the equations in the §; — oo limit
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to obtain
(A] — Ag + A3z)zg + (A + Ag — A3)zg — 2A12; 2/

212231 z1+1 (™)
A A3 — A A Ay — A —2A 2A
0— (Ag + Ay )21+ (A1 + Ay 3)%3 222 2 40P,
2127223 29— 1
Ay + Az — A A+ A3—A —2A
0= (Ag + Ag 1)z1 + (Z 2+ 3 2)22 323 n O(€_ﬁi). (6.27)
31223

These have the solution

} :(3A1A2+A3 Ay =30y — Ay Ag— A
POOO = A T A — Ay AL+ Ay — A3’ Ag

) +0(e™ ). (6.28)
Then, using the operations defined in section 6.3, we can generate 7 additional saddles:

$1,0,0 = 01P0,0,05

$0,1,0 = 02P0,0,05

$0,0,1 = 03P0,0,05

P1,1,0 = 0102D0,0,0 = TP0,0,1,

P1,0,1 = 0103P0,0,0 = TP0,1,05

171,0,1 = 0103]30,0,0 = 7171,0,0,

P1,1,1 = 010203P0,0,0 = TD0,0,0- (6.29)

As an aside, these additional saddles are more subtle to see directly from the saddle point
equations because they involve points scaling towards singularities. For example, in the

solution
Al —Ag+ A3 _ A1+ 3A5 + Az Aq+ Ay
Floo= -1+ ——— ¢4 . e, ——+ ... 6.30
pLoo < TTaa T A A A, T Ay ) (630
the point z; approaches the center of the ball By at z; = —1, which is a singularity of the

saddle point equations at low temperatures. To find the solution pj 0 directly, we cannot
use (6.27). Instead, we must re-expand the equations near the singularity and re-solve them
in a small-temperature expansion, resulting in (6.30).

Let us denote the saddle point integral along a steepest descent contour through pj ;. by
I,p.. Plugging in the different solutions, we find that the I,; . have the following behavior
in the small temperature regime (as a function of the 3;):

—B1A1—PF2A2—F3A
IO,O,ONe B1A1—B2A2—P3 3,

—B1A1—B2Ag—B3A
Lioo~e Br1A1—P2A2—P3 3

To1o ~ 6—51A1—,32A2—/33A37

Iiig~ 6—5151—/3252—5333. (6.31)
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More formally, if we consider monodromies M; : 8; — B; +2mi, then each saddle point integral
is an eigenfunction of the monodromies M; 23 with different eigenvalues. The block is the
solution to the Casimir equations with monodromies M;B{y = e~ 2™4i Bs. Tt follows that
Ip,0 is the block at low temperatures, while the other saddle point contours give shadow
blocks.

Let us finally turn back on the angular fugacities hi, hs, hs. In the low-temperature
limit, they do not move the saddle point pp 0. Performing the gaussian integral around
$0,0,0, and multiplying by the inverse of the triple shadow coefficient computed in (E.8), we
find a nontrivial cancellation of A-dependent factors, resulting in

(I7*SFig13) ™))" v ¥iss . 9281282 = Mfi=Bafe=BaBays s (0 ¢ 00)(hihghs - V*)(0, e, 00)

x (14+O(A7, e P, (6.32)

where the pp o0 subscript means we evaluate the saddle point integral around pp 0. This
result agrees precisely with the formula for the block from summing over states (5.27). This
is a check on our assertion that oo computes the block, and also on our ansatz (6.11) for
the partial wave as a sum of blocks.

6.5 High temperature saddles

We define the high temperature regime as ;; — 0 with Qij = ﬂ;e}j fixed. In terms of the
coordinates [3;, h;, this means that h; — 1 at high temperatures. Our strategy will be to start
with the infinite temperature case 5; = 0 and h; = 1, and then work in perturbation theory
at small §;. At infinite temperature, we restore SO(d — 1) symmetry, so we can again look
for solutions along the z! axis.

It is not obvious a-priori that perturbation theory around infinite temperature makes
sense — what if the block had a singularity at infinite temperature? However, we find
in practice that the block is nonsingular at infinite temperature, and this strategy works.
Relatedly, we do not find any evidence of a nontrivial difference in the order of limits 3; — 0
and A; — oo. This situation is somewhat different from the “t-channel” z,Z — 1 limit of
four-point conformal blocks, where the blocks have nontrivial log or power-law singularities,
and one must be careful about orders of limits [65, 66]. It would be nice to understand these
differences in more detail.

In the infinite temperature limit 8; = 0, one saddle point is relatively easy to find. We
naively expand the saddle point equations and solve them to give:

-o— A A 2(Ag2—A
0= (2A22_3A37_2A21_3A37 (A12+A21)> + O(ﬂz) (633)

Interestingly, it turns out that o1qy = 02Gp = 03¢0 = Tq¢o, so the operations defined in
section 6.3 generate only one additional high temperature saddle, namely 7¢p.

However, it turns out that there are three additional high temperature saddles where the
points x1, T, 3 scale towards each other in the high temperature limit. For example, we find
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a solution ¢jo given by

- A?-AZ-AZ A?-A2+AZ
fiz = (—Mﬁiﬁfﬁ“),51A2*§2A(§M3%“ e 3)) +O0(B2). (6.34)

Here, all three points scale toward 2 = 0 (the point where balls By and Bs are tangent) as
B; — 0. Similarly, we find a solution ¢bs where the x; scale toward the point where balls By
and Bj are tangent, and a solution ¢3; where the z; scale toward the point where balls Bg
and B; are tangent. The action of o; and 7 on these solutions is given by

o212 = 01G12 = €12, 03¢12 = Tq12, (6.35)

and cyclic permutations of these relations. The saddle points 7¢;; are new — they involve
two points scaling towards a singularity, while one remains at a finite position. Thus, overall,
we have 8 high-temperature saddles given by ¢, ¢12, ¢23, @31, and their images under 7.

These saddle points yield 8 solutions of the conformal Casimir equations in the high
temperature regime. But which one(s) corresponds to the block? To answer this, let us start
at low temperature, where we know that the block corresponds to pyg0. As we dial from low
to high temperature, we find that each low temperature saddle point transitions smoothly to
a high temperature saddle. Although we have not proved analytically which saddle becomes
which, we can track them numerically, see for example figure 10.

Interestingly, the matching between low- and high-temperature saddles depends on the
signs of the A;. The saddle point equations depend projectively on the A;, so more precisely
only the signs of their ratios matter. We will be most interested in the case where all A;/A;
are positive, where we find

low temperature —— high temperature
$0,0,0 — do
271,1,0 — q12 (Ai/Aj > 0). (6.36)
P0,1,1 — 323
171,0,1 — d31

The remaining mappings from low to high temperature are obtained by acting with 7, for
example 7Pp 0,0 — Tqo-

How is this compatible with the fact that the o; operations act differently on the high
temperature and low temperature saddle points? The key is that the map from low to high
temperature depends on the signs of the A;’s, and the o; operations can flip these signs. We
can capture these rules as follows. Let us define maps H4 + 4 that take low temperature
saddle points to high temperature saddle points by continuation in g;, with the signs of
(A1, Ag, Ag) corresponding to the signs in the subscript of Hy 1 1. For example, when all of
the A; are positive, the map H is given by (6.36). We claim that the o; interchange the
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P0,0,0— 90 P1,1,0™q12

(] 0
,2 7 2
1 S 1t
—1r -1t
4-92 1-2
(] o0
Po,1.1— @23 P1,0,12¢31
(o] 0
e 12 12
1r 1
0 0
-1t -1 —
1-92 1-2
(o] 0

Figure 10: Evolution of saddle points from low to high temperature when A;/A; > 0 for
some representative values of A;. The blue curve is z1, the orange curve is o, and the green
curve is z3. Here, we set all three temperatures equal 5; = 3. The horizontal axis is t = e 7,
with low temperatures near t = 0 and high temperatures near ¢t = 1.

maps Hiyi in the following way:

HS1S2S3 (ﬁ) - UlH(—S1)3283 (Ulﬁ)’
Hs13253 (@ = U2Hsl(—82)83 (0'2]7),
Hs, 5555 (ﬁ) = ‘73Hs152(733) (‘7317)' (6'37)

In other words, conjugating by o; flips the sign of the i-th subscript in Hi4+. Intuitively,
this is because o; flips the sign of A; in (6.24).

With the rules (6.36) defining H, 4, the relations (6.37), and the action of o;, 7 on the
low and high temperature saddles, we can predict how any low temperature saddle continues
to a high temperature saddle, for various signs of the A;. We have verified these predictions
numerically in examples. It would be nice to prove them analytically.

To summarize, as we continue from low to high temperature, with A;/A; > 0, the
saddle point pp o continues to go. We will assume that no Stokes phenomena occur during
this continuation, so that the saddle point integral through ppoo continues to the saddle
point integral through ¢p. Another way to think about this is that the saddle point integral
automatically solves the conformal Casimir equation, in perturbation theory in 1/A. The
assumption of no Stokes phenomena is the same as the assumption that perturbation theory
in 1/A can be used to solve the Casimir equations at large A for all temperatures.
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Thus, let us focus on the saddle point gy. Away from infinite temperature, the positions of
the points in the ¢y saddle get corrected, and we can compute these corrections in a systematic
expansion in §; and the angles @; and ®; defined in (5.44) (still in the large-A limit). For
example, x1 shifts by

A2 + (A — A3)?)(2A5 + A
537%:( 1+ (A2 — A3)°) (242 + 3)51+
4A9(2A9 — A3)As
A? — A2 A3(A? — A2 + A2
_(Af 22) 3(AT 2? 3)534—0(52,&2)7
2A7A2(2A2 — Ay)
(AT + (A2 — A3)*) (242 + As) o Ax(4AT - AD(AT+ A - A))

409 A3(2A9 — A3) 4A2A3(2A2 — Ag)?

(AT — AD)A3(AT - AF+AF) | .
@) o). 6.38
NI, — Ay 0T O (0:3%)

A(4AT — AF)(AT + A — A)
AATA5(20, — Ag)?

65

0T =

_l’_

Here, 071 indicates the components of z; perpendicular to the z} axis, and O(8%,a%) and
o(pa, 5&) stand for quadratic corrections in the f3;, &;, ®, of the indicated form. The &
appear at second order in éx1, as required by SO(d — 1) invariance.

Plugging this corrected ¢y into the saddle point integral, and taking into account the
1-loop determinant, we finally find the high temperature behavior of the block at large A:

s's __ (2A1)2A1_d(2A2)2A2_d(2A3)2A3_d
12377 93d/2 (A} + Ag + Ag)281+282+283-3d

A1Ay A2Ag (B2 B3 A1Asz (1 B3
XeXP< As (B1+ Ba2) — A <4+2> A, (+

Vsl*(O, e, 00)h1h2hs3V*(0, e, 00)

P3 2 A =2
L) o a®)
(Bi, a@i], |®i] < 1,A; > 1). (6.39)

Recall that this formula only holds in the chamber A;/A; > 0. When the signs of ratios A;/A;
are different, the high temperature behavior of the block is in general controlled by a different
saddle. Our derivation so far has been for principal series representations A; € % + 1R>o.
However, we can now analytically continue the result to real A; by simultaneously rotating
the A; clockwise in the complex plane.

In (6.39), we only kept linear order terms in (; in the exponent. Later, we will argue
that the higher order terms in 3, @, ® do not contribute to the leading asymptotics of OPE
coefficients, at large A and finite J. Such terms can potentially become important at large-
J, but we leave the analysis of this case to future work. Note also that in (6.39), we have
hi =1+ O(a;, ®;). We study one consequence of the <I>Z2 terms in h; later in section 7.5.1.

As was the case at low temperatures, the apparent breaking of 1-2-3 permutation symme-
try in (6.39) is due to using non-permutation symmetric coordinates on the moduli space M.
Switching to the relative temperatures f;;, the exponent in (6.39) becomes the beautifully
permutation-symmetric

ox _A1A252 IEAVAY
P\ RAy 72T 8A,

AzAq

2 N ——
523 8A2

B3 + O(AB?, A&2)> : (6.40)
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Let us make a few additional observations about the result (6.39). We define a “scaling
block” as the primary term in (5.27). Because the full block is a sum of scaling blocks with
nonnegative coefficients, we should have the inequality

Bias > 9281202 ,—B1A1—-F2A2—P3A3 (h; = 1). (6.41)

Let us check this at high temperatures. Our calculation of the block is valid in the regime
A > 1and § < 1. Thus, we can ignore SA compared to A and just compare the A-dependent
terms out front:

(2A1)2A1—d(2A2)2A2—d(2A3)2A3—d S 272A172A2
23d/2(A1 + AQ + A3)2A1+2A2+2A373d - :

(6.42)

Indeed, we find that numerically, the above inequality holds when A; > 0. It is saturated
when A} = Ay = A3z/2, and in this case the high temperature block and the scaling block
are exactly the same (up to the order we’ve computed them)! One speculative interpretation
is that the full genus-2 block at large A may be a scaling block in an appropriate Weyl
frame that depends on the A;. Our choice of Weyl frame in section 5.2 happens to be the
appropriate frame for A; = Ay = Agz/2. Other Weyl frames would be best suited to other
A;. The large-A limit of Virasoro blocks also simplifies in an appropriate Weyl frame [67, 68].

7 OPE coefficients of heavy operators

“Heavy-heavy-heavy” OPE coefficients are encoded in the partition function of the CFT on
the genus-2 manifold My via (5.26). In section 5, using the thermal effective action and the
“hot spot” hypothesis, we calculated the leading expression (5.43) for the partition function in
the high-temperature regime discussed in section 5.6. In section 6, we obtained an expression
(6.39) for a conformal block in the same regime. Finally, in this section, we will combine
these ingredients to obtain an asymptotic formula for “heavy-heavy-heavy” OPE coefficients
by inverting the conformal block decomposition of the partition function.

7.1 Review: inverting a genus-1 partition function

Before discussing how to invert a genus-2 partition function, let us revisit the genus-1 case,
phrasing it in language that will generalize to genus-2. Conformal blocks for the genus-1
partition function on S x S9! are just conformal characters xa s(3, ;). For simplicity, let
us work in d = 1, where the characters have the simple form

e BB
xa(B) = T—c 7 (d=1), (7.1)

and the partition function has the decomposition

2(8) = / dA p(A)xa(B), (7.2)
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which is essentially a Laplace transform of the density of states p(A). It is straightforward
to decompose Z () into characters via an inverse Laplace transform, as we did in section 3.3.
However, let us pause to understand this transform in group-theoretic language.

The conformal characters can be viewed as functions on the group SL(2,R) that are
invariant under conjugation — i.e. class functions. They are naturally eigenfunctions of
the Casimir differential operator D defined in section 6.2. In terms of 3, this leads to the
eigenvalue equation

14+e P

T XalB) +xa(B) = A(A = 1)xa(B)- (7.3)

Dxa(B) = —

(Here, we abuse notation and write D both for the differential operator LAL4 on the group
SL(2,R), and for the differential operator (7.3) acting on (3.) Because the Casimir eigenvalue
A(A —1) is the same for A and A = 1 — A, the shadow character Xk (B) satisfies the same
differential equation as xa(f).

Because of its group-theoretic origin, D is naturally self-adjoint in the Haar measure on
SL(2,R). When acting on class functions, this implies that D defined in (7.3) is self-adjoint
with respect to the quotient measure on the space of conjugacy classes of SL(2,R). The
quotient measure is given by the famous Weyl integration formula (and can be computed
using the Faddeev-Popov procedure):

dp = dB(eP/? — e P2)2, (7.4)

Self-adjointness of D immediately implies an orthogonality relation

/d,uXA(B)Xg/ (B)=0 unless A = A’ or A = A/, (7.5)

where the integral can follow any contour such that the boundary terms from integrating D
by parts vanish. For our applications, we can integrate over an infinite contour parallel to
the imaginary axis 8 = [y + it, which gives

7{ dpxa(B)xx/(8) = f dB e = 2mig(A - A). (7.6)
This allows us to invert the partition function by integrating against a shadow block:
_ 1 _ _ 1 AB(] _ o B
p(8) = o F s (B)Z(3) = 5 P ased(1 - )z (s), (17)

which is the usual inverse Laplace transform.

Before proceeding, let us make a comment about the choice of contour. By analogy with
Euclidean inversion formulae for local correlation functions, we could have instead tried to
decompose Z(f) in characters for principal series representations, which take the form

, B B eis/ﬁ 4 e—isﬁ
Xs(B) = X%Jris(ﬁ) + X%ﬂ-s(ﬁ) = B a2 (7.8)
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Principal series characters are naturally orthonormal with respect to du, when integrated
along a real contour 8 € R. However, this kind of orthogonality is unsuitable for decomposing
a physical partition function. The reason is that Z(() typically possesses a high-temperature
singularity on the real axis of the form Z(8) ~ e'/8* for some positive power a. This high-
temperature singularity cannot be integrated against x/(3) along a real contour in a simple
way.2” Using a complex contour as in (7.7) bypasses this issue by avoiding the singularity.

7.2 An inverse Laplace transform for genus-2 blocks

Let us now assemble analogous ingredients in the genus-2 case. Let du be the natural quo-
tient measure on the moduli space M = G\(G~)3/G, descending from the product of Haar
measures on (G~)3. Consider a contour integral of a block against a shadow block

f dlU/ fé% B‘%?Ni/Tng . (79)

(We do not specify the precise contour for now.) The block and shadow block are both simul-
taneous eigenfunction of the Casimir operators D; acting on each group element g;. Because
of their group-theoretic origin, these operators are naturally self-adjoint in the measure du. If
the contour is such that there are no boundary terms from integrating the D; by parts, then
the above integral must be proportional to d-functions restricting m; and 7 to be the same

% d,LL Bf253 B‘%/?L‘Q/Tg/T X 67T17r/1 67"27"& (57r37r/3, (710)
where
Srmt = 5(A — A)Spy. (7.11)

To find the constant of proportionality in (7.10), we will assume that the contour is a
complex contour in f; that can be deformed to low temperature and evaluated in that regime.
This is analogous to the inverse Laplace transform (7.7), where can choose any contour of the
form 8 = By +it. Moving the contour to low temperatures, we can evaluate the orthogonality
relation (7.10) using the low-temperature expansion of the blocks (5.27). When inverting a
partition function, we can instead deform the contour into the high temperature regime and
look for a saddle point.

7.3 Computing the measure

The first step is to compute the quotient measure du via the Faddeev-Popov procedure. There
are a few wrinkles in doing so, so let us work through the computation in full. Recall that
the quotient space M can be redundantly parametrized by (g1, g2,93) € G~ X G~ x G—. We
would like to fix a gauge by writing ¢; in terms of f;, h; as in (5.9). For the moment, let

2"Interestingly, there is usually no problem with decomposing correlators of local operators in principal series
representations. Doing so leads to Euclidean inversion formulas, which typically involve integrable power-like
singularities. It would be nice to better understand the distinction between these cases.
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us also imagine that we have chosen a non-redundant parametrization of the h; in terms of
angles, so that overall the g; are specified in terms of n = dim G parameters which we call y.
Our gauge-fixing condition is g; = g,(y). An appropriate gauge-fixing function is

Q(91,92,93) :/dy5(91,91)5(92,92)5(93793)7 (7.12)

where dy is any measure on the coordinates y, and (g, ¢') is a unit-normalized d-function (in
the Haar measure) on the group supported at g = ¢'.

Consider now a gauge-invariant function f(g1, g2, g3). We formally define its integral over
the moduli space as

dgy dga dg
/ dp f = / ioléf’f 91,92, 93), (7.13)

where dg; are Haar measures. Following the usual FP procedure, we insert 1 in the form of
an integral over gauge orbits of @), divided by its average over gauge orbits

/duf /d91d92d93 ,Q(ggm”l,ggzg/’l,gg:sg"l)f(

= 91792793)7 (714)
Q<917 92, 93)

where
Q91,92 93) = /dg dg'Q(g9919 ™, 9929 1, 9939 1) (7.15)

Now we change variables ¢; — ¢~ '¢;¢’ and use gauge-invariance of f and @ to obtain

/ duf = /dgldg dgs Agl’”’g”@<gl,gz,gg>=/dyf(gl’g”g*”’)- (7.16)
Q(g1,92,93) Q(91,72,73)

This is our gauge-fixed integral and 1/ @ is the FP determinant, which we now compute.
We have

3
Q(G1,5,73) = /dg dg' dy’ Hd(ggi(y)g/_lvgi(y/))' (7.17)
i=1

The d-functions are supported for g, ¢’ near the identity and ¢y’ near y. Thus, we can write
g=1+¢ ¢ =1+¢, (7.18)

where &, ¢ are elements of the Lie algebra of G, and we can furthermore Taylor expand the

g; iny' =y + dy. We have
3(99;()g " a:(y) = 6(a:(v) " 99: (g G ()T (Y)
(1 +g:(»)""¢gi(y) — €, 1+ dy - 5;(y) ' 9,3:(v))
(Adg & — & — dy-7,'9,3:), (7.19)

0
0
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where in the last line, we have a ¢ function on the Lie algebra g, and Ad, denotes the adjoint
action of g. The gauge-fixed measure is thus

; Adg-1 —1 —91 0,091 -+ =91 'Oy
dp = 5 = det | Adg1 =1 =550,y -+~ '0ynGa | dy* -+~ dy”, (7.20)
Adgr —1 ~33 0,173 -+ —G3 OynTs

The object inside the determinant is a 3n x 3n matrix. Choosing an orthonormal basis of
g, Adg__1 becomes an n x n block, and each 1 becomes an n X n identity matrix. Finally,

—?;18

,G; 1s an element of g, which we can think of as a column vector of height n.

7.3.1 Partial gauge fixing

In our parametrization of M in terms of temperatures (31, 32, 83 and rotations hq, ho, hg €
SO(d), we write the moduli space as

M=G\(G7)?/G =S0(d—1)\(SO(1,1) x SO(d))*/SO(d — 1), (7.21)

where the two copies of SO(d — 1) act by left and right multiplication on the h;. Above, we
obtained the measure from fully gauge-fixing both the left and right action of G. However,
it will be more convenient to only partially fix the gauge, leaving the SO(d — 1) x SO(d — 1)
gauge redundancy un-fixed. Let us determine how the above computation should be modified
in this case.

Let y = (81, B2, B3, h1, ha, h3) now be coordinates on (SO(1,1) x SO(d))3, and let us write
K = SO(d — 1), with Lie algebra . The y have an action of K x K given by y + kyk'~!
and an invariant measure dy. Once again, we should consider the average over gauge orbits
of the gauge-fixing function

Q(g1,92.93) = / dgdg'dy [ [ 5(9919"",3:(v))- (7.22)

We can factorize g into
9="Fk", (7.23)

where k£ € K, and v is a representative of the quotient K\G. The measure on G similarly
splits as

dg = dk d, (7.24)

where dk is the measure on K, and dy is a right-G-invariant measure on K\G. To be more
precise, let T® be an orthonormal basis of generators of g, and let the generators of £ C g be
the T% with a = 1,...,dim K. Then we can take the v to be the image under the exponential
map of the remaining generators T% with a =dim K +1,...,dimG.
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Inserting this decomposition into (7.22), we find
Q(g1, 92, 93) = / dk dvy dk' dv' dy H S(kvg1y' K1 g ()
— [arayar ay ay [T st097 300 k)
= (volK)” / dy dy' dy H 5(vgr1y ()
= (volK)? / de de' dy H S(Ady &~ ¢ —dy-7,'9,9). (7.25)

where we have written

v =exp(§), 7 =exp(£). (7.26)

The only differences from before are that now & and £ are restricted to generators of v —
ie. T* with @ = dim K + 1,...,dim G, and furthermore we must divide by (volK)?. The
partially gauge-fixed measure is thus

) Adg T 11 =571 9,91 - =37 Oymgy
dp = Wdet Ad IHT ~I 951 0,Gy - G5 Oy | dyt - dy™, (7.27)
Adgglrﬂy ~1! —g3 ay - —G3 '0ym s

where IL, is an (n — dim K') x n matrix implementing the orthogonal projection onto the
generators of v, and HL is its adjoint. Finally, m = n 4+ 2dim K. Overall, this again gives a
3n X 3n matrix.

Let us finally plug in (5.9) to write the measure (7.27) in terms of the parameters 3;, h;
We found it difficult to compute the measure exactly for generic parameters.?® However, we
can compute it in various limits. At low temperatures, we find

25d
= TS0 =

E H e4Bidp,dh;, (low temperature), (7.28)

where dh; denotes Haar measures on SO(d). At high temperature, we find

24d
(vol SO(d —

dp = H dB;da;d®;, (high temperature), (7.29)

28The reason is that (7.27) is the determinant of a large symbolic matrix, which is extremely difficult for
Mathematica to handle.
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where @; and ®; are the angles defined in (5.44).2

7.4 Orthogonality relation for genus-2 blocks

With the measure in hand, let us determine the correct orthogonality relation for genus-2
blocks. We will take the contour to be a real contour for the group elements h; € SO(d), and
a complex contour running parallel to the imaginary axis for the ;. The key idea will be
to deform the §; contour into the low-temperature region, where the blocks are given by the
simple formula

Ty = 27 MM T2 m MLl = RaBs (0, e, 00)* hihahs V(0 €, 00)
x (14 0(ePy). (7.31)
Consider a shadow block with complex-conjugated three-point structures
B%’trg”r?w‘ — 97 2(d—A1)=2(d=A%) ,—(d=A1)B1—(d—A5) B2 —(d—A%) Bz /! (0, e,00)h1 hahs Vt((), e,00)*
x (14 0(e ). (7.32)

Integrating the block and the shadow block against each other using the low-temperature
measure (7.28), we find

s it 254 —4d_—B1 (A1 —A)—Ba(Do—AL)—Bs(Az—A
%d“BmB%f%@’f - (VOISO(d—l))2/<Hd6idhi>2 TR

x V*'(0,e,00)*hihahs V(0, e,00) x V' (0, e, 00)h1hahs V{0, e, 00)*.
(7.33)

To perform the integral over the h;, we can use the Schur orthogonality formula, which
states that for any compact group G with unitary representations A, \’

[ datal @)} (N (5™l = (el elt) 3 (734)

The integral over f3; gives d-functions of the form 0(A; — Af), as in the inverse Laplace

transform (7.7). Overall, we find the orthogonality relation

V0, e,00)*V5(0,e,00) V¥ (0, e, 00)*V (0, €, 00) 5 ;. 2%vol SO(d)
= 20 (A; — A))—————0y. x
2dvol SO(d — 1) 20vol SO(d — 1) 1;[1 mo( ) dm PV
3 d
14t 2%yol SO(d)
_ mtss’t | | A/

=1

29%We can find an interpolating result between high and low temperatures by setting the angles to zero,
d; = 0,P; = 0. In this case, Mathematica is able to compute the determinant for general (;, giving

d
dU _ (_86/31 _ 86[32 4 16[31—[32—53 + 16—51-%[32—53 _ 26/31+ﬂ2—ﬁ3 + 6—53 + 326ﬁ1+ﬁ2+ﬁ3>
2 2

3
1 ~ 3 N — _’. .

This indeed agrees with both (7.28) and (7.29) in the appropriate limits.
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where we have introduced the 3-point pairing matrix

V0, e,00)*V%(0, e, 00)

Tts —
2dvol SO(d — 1)

(7.36)

Recall that the structure V? is a tensor with an index for each of the representations A1, Aa, A3,
and V' carries indices for the dual representations A}, A5, \5. The indices of V* and V'* are
implicitly contracted in the three point pairing (7.36). The pairing matrix T shows up in
other contexts related to harmonic analysis on the conformal group, and is discussed more
extensively in [62, 69].

To summarize, if the partition function has an expansion in conformal blocks

A1,A2A3

then the conformal block coefficients Pj3 are given by the inversion formula

3
1y dim \; .
—1yst )'s H %t
P123 - (T )S ( 271' 3 <2dV01 SO )> %d ZB1T2T3T (738)
In both (7.37) and (7.38), a sum over repeated three point structure indices s, ¢, s’, ¢’ is implicit.

7.5 Putting everything together

We are finally ready to put everything together and perform the genus-2 Laplace transform
at high temperature. Let us recall the important formulas. The shadow block at high tem-
perature is given by

3 d—2A;
prrr_ L 11 24, 2 02, o+ SR8 B3, o+ S 63, 0 HO(A87,A2)
s 93d/2 Ay + Ay + A
3 . .
x V¥(0, e, 00) H el Miagi®iMiayt (g ¢ o0)*, (7.39)
=1

where we use the shorthand notation

d
Qi Mio = aipM;,
b=2

D, - M; g = Z D; b M; aps (7.40)
2<a<b<d
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where M; 4, denotes a rotation generator with indices ab acting on the i-th point in the
representation \;. The partition function at high temperature is given by

d—1 5. B2 . = \2
Z:exp(w<l_w_8(d+1)mw+,.,>

d—1 2 1
12,0 512,0 f812,0

fagvol 541 (By — B3)? (702 — 503)
d-1 - 2 —8(d+1)=—2 T
23,0 B23.0 230
1991 By — &y)2 301 — 503)*
f:ﬂVOd_1 _ (Ps ~ )° 8(d + 1)% +...0 | (7.41)
31,0 Bi10 Ps1o

Here, we have allowed for different free energy densities f;; at each hot spot. This would arise
if we inserted topological defects into the partition function, for example symmetry operators,
as discussed in section 5.6. Our main case of interest is where f;; = f (the thermal free energy
density), but it is just as straightforward to do the computation for general f;;. Finally, the
measure at high temperature is

24d 3 (d=1)(d—2) —
dg; d*'a;d =2 @, 42
vol SO(d — 1))2 11:11 p “ ’ (742)

d,u:(

We would now like to integrate (7.38) to extract the density of OPE coefficients. We
deform the contour so that it passes through the regime of high temperature. We will organize
the calculation as follows. We split the integrand into the form

(quickly varying) x (slowly varying). (7.43)

Here “quickly varying” includes terms that are exponential in large parameters like A or
1/57%, while “slowly varying” includes everything else. We look for a saddle point of the
“quickly varying” terms, writing them as a gaussian centered at this saddle point, times
perturbative corrections. Meanwhile, we expand the (slowly varying) part perturbatively
around the saddle point.

One simplification of this way of organizing the calculation is that, because we are working
in the regime J < A, terms in the conformal block of the form V*hihohsV will be included
among the slowly-varying terms, and will not affect the location of the saddle point. By
symmetry, the saddle point will be located at &; = cI;Z =0.

Let us analyze the size of fluctuations around the saddle point. In particular, we would
like to determine which terms must be kept in our approximation to the conformal block and
the partition function. The quickly-varying (i.e. exponential in A) part of the block has the
schematic form

B~ efABfA,BQon?2+...7 (744)
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“ 2

where are higher-order corrections in 3, a, ®. Meanwhile, the quickly-varying part of

the partition function has the form

1 2 @2

Here, 8 schematically denotes the individual 3;, not the relative 3;; 0.
The saddle point equation for 8 will set A ~ f~(@+1)/2 Plugging this in, we find

1 P2 > a>
ZB~exp| —Qg7 — —am T am i (7.46)
p= Bz Bz [Pz

There are two @2 terms: one coming from the block (7.44) and one coming from the partition
function (7.45). We see that the @ term coming from the partition function is more important
— it is enhanced by an additional power of 1/5. Thus, we can ignore the quadratic a-
dependence of the conformal block. In other words, the terms written explicitly in (7.39)
are sufficient for our purposes. Overall, the characteristic size of fluctuations in the angular
variables coming from (5.45) is

d~n B o ATTTEL, F BT~ AT (7.47)

The saddle point for the quickly-varying terms is located at @; = 0, 3, = 0, and

1
4(d — 1)f12VOl Sd_lAg atl
B12,0 = AA ;
182
together with cyclic permutations of (7.48). The Hessian matrix at the saddle point splits
into three separate blocks: a block for the 5;, a block for the &;, and a block for the CI_5, Thus,
we can calculate the 1-loop determinant separately in each of these sets of variables. The

(7.48)

determinant for the 5; and @; variables is straightforward:

1
(B12,0823,0831,0) 43 T 2\ 2
1-loop B; factor = 01230731, ,
oop f; factor < rafosfon 2 1ol 51

. (B12,08323,0831,0) 43 T 3\ 2
1-loop d; factor = 0023,0P31, . 7.49
00p «; Iractor < 4f12f23f31 Q(d + 1)V01 Sd—1 ( )

To compute the 3, determinant, we must fix the SO(d — 1) gauge redundancy that

simultaneously shifts the ®,. For example, we can set ®3 = 0 and compute the 1-loop
determinant in 51, 52, multiplying the result by vol SO(d — 1) to account for the volume of
the SO(d — 1) orbit. This gives

1-loop ®, factor

_ (d=2)(d-1)

— olSO(d — 1) (<volSd‘1>2 (( f12f3 n J12f31 n f23f31 *

@ Br2.0B23.0)" ™ (Br2.0831.0)T (Bazofaro)

(7.50)
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Putting everything together, plugging in the saddle point values (7.48), we find the
asymptotic conformal block coefficients

ss/ e [T dim SR (4(d — 1))§—ﬁ+% d-113) FHT
P53y ~(T77) <£[1 volSO(d)) 2%(d+ 1)% <8f12f23f31(vol5 ) >
(A + Ag + Ayg)2Ai+A0+A5)-3d
87+ a3+ A I L, 2R
2 i1
xexp |(d+1) (VOlgd_1> - ( fg% (8((ZA1?)2A3) - + cycl.)] , (7.51)

where “+cycl.” denotes a sum over cyclic permutations of 123. This result is valid for large
A; with the spin-representations \; fixed, up to subleading corrections at large A;. Our
approximation for the asymptotic squared OPE coefficients is then

!

PSS

s’ \* s 123
(0123) C123 ™ p1p2p37

where p; are the densities of states of the CFT computed in section 3 for the representations

(7.52)

m = (Ai, A). (In the case, where we refine the partition function with topological defects,
the density p; should be the appropriate density of states with that defect inserted.)

As an example, let us study Pf;é for identical-dimension scalars in various dimensions. In
2d, the rotation representations are one dimensional, there is a unique conformal three-point
structure, and the corresponding 7" matrix is simply 7" = 1/2. Plugging this in, we find the
high energy density of (global primary) OPE coefficients in 2d:

3 6A—9 2e%(ﬂ_2f'2A)1/3
In 3d, the T" matrix is diagonalized in the g-basis of [63]. Specifically, it is given by [62]
3 -1
"ol o 1 2<]1
il ] = 2391 H <J. + q-) Ogq)- (7.54)
i=1 N7t

Plugging this into (7.51), we find the high energy density of OPE coefficients in 3d:

3d - P[qlq2q3][q/1QQQ,§}

3\ %4 27 fiesvanya 2
(AJT(AT) (AT ™

2J;
5 []e7+1) < gy qi> Ogua!- (7.55)

19 1 . 31
1 ;
i=1

3271
7.5.1 A subleading correction

It is straightforward to take into account perturbative corrections around the saddle point.
For example, let us highlight the leading correction that is not proportional to the 75" three-
point structure matrix. It comes from the ®2 term in the expansion of

V(0,e,00) [T e M2V (0, €, 00)" (7.56)

i
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in the genus-2 block. Performing the Gaussian integral and using the fact that M ¢ + M3 ¢ +
Ms; o = 0 (because the three-point structures are SO(d—1)-invariant), we find a multiplicative
correction of the form

-

d2-correction = (1 —(d-1)

(7.57)

ATAIMS g + ASAZM?T & + AJATMS
A]_AQAg(A% + A% + A%)

Here, MQq) are the Casimirs of the SO(d — 1) subgroup of SO(d). As discussed in [62], the
three-point pairing matrix T'* can be simultaneously diagonalized together with the Mz%qr
For example, in 3 dimensions, we have qu) = qi2 in the g-basis. It will be interesting in the
future to compute the full spin-dependence of the asymptotic OPE coefficients by computing
the genus-2 blocks in the regime of finite J/A.

8 Asymptotics of thermal 1-point functions

We can also use the techniques developed in this work to determine asymptotics of thermal
1-point functions. (In fact, one can think of high-energy thermal 1-point functions as a
particular limit of heavy-heavy-heavy OPE coefficients.) One nice thing about this exercise is
that, because the blocks are so simple, we can easily invert the partition function for arbitrary
J/A. For brevity, we will only determine the leading exponential form of the thermal 1-point
coefficients, leaving 1-loop determinants and subleading corrections for later work.

Recall that the 1-point function of a primary operator O at inverse temperature Gy is
fixed by symmetries to be [36]

b
(OFmry g = o —~ (e -+ el — traces), (8.1)
g
where e = (1,0,...,0) is a unit vector in the Euclidean time direction, and bp is an operator-

dependent thermal 1-point coefficient. Only even-spin traceless symmetric tensors have non-
vanishing thermal 1-point functions.

We can build a geometry that measures squares of the 1-point coefficients by as follows.
We start with two copies of thermal flat space S3 x R4 at inverse temperature Sy = 2. From
each copy, we drill out unit balls, so that the balls wrap around the thermal circle and are
self-tangent. We then glue the boundaries of the two balls together with a cylinder of length
B (not equal to By!) and angular twist h € SO(d), see figure 11. By the cutting and gluing
arguments of section 5.3, this geometry computes

Z : -
W Z<(9>ﬁo:2<h : ) gymgeAAF=0)
glue

|Zl ’22 Aqﬂ?J (cos B)ePAF<0), (8.2)
glue

Here, we used the fact that thermal 1-point functions are SO(d — 1)-invariant to write h
as a rotation away from the e-axis by an angle #. The function P;(cosf) is a Gegenbauer
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Figure 11: A geometry that encodes a sum of squares of thermal one-point functions. The
top surface is a copy of thermal flat space S}sozz x R%~1 with a unit ball removed. The ball is
tangent to itself because it wraps completely around the thermal circle of length 5y = 2. The
bottom is the same as the top. The top and bottom are connected by a cylinder of length £
and angular twist h € SO(d). The periodicity of each copy of thermal flat space is illustrated
via arrow marks, indicating loci that should be identified. The hot spot thermal circle (red)
runs down the cylinder in the front of the figure, and back up the cylinder in the back of the
figure.

polynomial, given by
Pr(x) = oFi(—J,J +d—2,%1 152y, (8.3)

and ¢y is given by

I(452)0(J +d - 2)

T 2T(d-2T(J + 52)’ 84)

qJ

In the limit 8 — 0, this geometry develops a hot spot. The emergent thermal circle goes
down the cylinder starting at a point of tangency, and then back up the diametrically opposite
side of the cylinder to the starting point. To determine the hot-spot partition function, we
should find the conformal group element that glues the plane to itself near this hot spot. On
the each copy of the plane, we have a thermal periodicity

1 / 1
xwesz, 2~ ey

, (8.5)

where P! generates translations in the Euclidean time direction. Meanwhile, the cylinder
induces an identification between the two coordinates

x=e PPhIy. (8.6)
The hot-spot thermal circle thus corresponds to the group element
Ghot = € 27 (e_BDhI)_l(eZP1 (e PPhI). (8.7)
We can define a relative temperature and angle from the eigenvalues of gpot:

(eFPrer eEibrer 1 1) = eigenvalues(gnot )- (8.8)
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Note that A can be brought to the form of a rotation between the 1 and 2 axes. Then
SO(d—2) symmetry guarantees that the eigenvalues of gt take the above form. The leading
contribution to the partition function from the hot spot is

1571 1571 6
Z ~ exp d'fI,O—Q = exp fVOT 1-32(d+1)——+... | |, (8.9)
rel (1 + Qrel) ﬁrel,D rel,0

where
Breto = cosh™ (1 — 8P + 8e25) —4/B+... (8.10)

is the relative inverse temperature when § = 0, and this formula is valid for 6?/4% < 1 and
8 < 1. Formula (8.9) is the analog of (5.45) from the genus-2 calculation.

All that remains is to invert (8.9) to determine the asymptotics of the coefficients bp. In
doing so, we can use the orthogonality relation for Gegenbauer polynomials

/ do sind_zﬁpJ(cos )Py (cosb) =nydyy, (8.11)
0
where

m['(J + 1)
T(42)2(J + GHT(J +d - 2)

njy = (8.12)
When we integrate P(cos ) in 6 against the Gaussian in (8.9), the integral will be dominated
by small 6 with fixed 6J. In this regime, we can use an approximation for the Gegenbauer
function in terms of a Bessel function (which plays an important role in dispersive bounds on
scattering amplitudes [70]):

r(45)

. i iyid

J—00,0J fixed (HJ/Q)T 2
Here, J,(z) is a Bessel function. In the right-hand formula, 7 is a point on the unit S92
and we think of  as a vector in R4~ with norm \5] = 0. The idea is that Ps(cos ) satisfies
a wave equation on S%!. In the limit of large J with small #, we can zoom in near the locus
6 = 0, where the S?! becomes flat space R4~!. We are left with a linear combination of
solutions to the wave equation in flat space — i.e. plane waves. In this limit, the measure
df sin?~2 § becomes equivalent to the usual measure d419 on R4,

Thus, overall, the angular integral from inverting the partition function takes the form

dn d—17 iJi-0 32(d + l)fvolSdfl oy
/\W/d 96 exp | — /Bd+3 0
rel,0

d+3
6rel,0

- P <_ 128(d + 1) fvol S4—1

J2> x 1-loop determinant. (8.14)
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At the same time, we must perform an inverse Laplace transform in 8. This integral can be
done by saddle point, with the overall result

2
2 o _ d—1\ d+1
bop(A,J)qu - (1 <d+ 1o d 1J2> ((d 1) fvol S > ) 1)

9A A\d—1"  d+1 92d—1A

where p(A, J) is the density of states for traceless symmetric tensors.

9 Discussion

In this paper, we studied the asymptotic behavior of CFT data at large energy. Using the
thermal effective action, we looked at both the density of states and the three-point-functions
of heavy operators as a function of A, J. There are a number of interesting future directions
to study.

9.1 Density of states

The formula (3.39) for the density of states is valid in a specific region of A, J. For example,
in CFTj3, it is valid when

A —|J| > VA, (9.1)
This notably has no overlap with the regime of large spin with fixed twist described by the
lightcone bootstrap [71, 72]. Naively, the lightcone bootstrap suggests that the spectrum
of interacting CFT should look like Mean Field Theory in this regime [73-75]. It would be
interesting if one could prove this statement using some kind of effective action, perhaps
by compactifying the CFT on a null circle. It would be also interesting to study how the
spectrum of operators can behave between these regions. For instance, for interacting 3d
CF'Ts, is the density of states at large spin with twist obeying

A" < A~ | <A (9.2)

universal or theory-dependent?

One could also ask to further refine our general entropy formulas. In [44], a universal
formula for CFT, with global symmetry was found. It would be nice to combine them and
obtain universal formulas as a function of energy, spin, and global charges.

In section 4, we compared the predictions of the thermal effective action to exact results
in free theories and Einstein gravity, finding excellent agreement. In appendix D, we give
a preliminary comparison between the thermal effective action for the S' x S? partition
function and numerical bootstrap data for the 3d Ising CFT. One could also consider other
theories where a large number of operators are known from numerics, e.g. the O(2) model
[76, 77]. Obtaining accurate information about large-twist operators is a challenge for the
numerical bootstrap, which seems to be most sensitive to the lowest-twist Regge trajectories
[75]. (Computing a large number of heavy-heavy-heavy OPE coefficients with the numerical
bootstrap is likely even more challenging.)
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In 2d CFTs, it is possible to make very precise statements about the spectrum of high
energy states using more sophisticated tools than Laplace transforms and saddle point ap-
proximations, see e.g. [78-84]. Such techniques typically rely on nonperturbative input com-
ing from modular invariance. Is it possible to derive similarly precise statements in higher
dimensions? What additional information about the partition function is needed?

9.2 Effective actions

We parametrized our ignorance of the d—1-dimensional gapped theory upon compactifying
on a thermal circle via an effective action, with an infinite set of Wilson coefficients. Can
we place bounds on these Wilson coefficients? For instance, as discussed in Section 2.1,
we know that f > 0. Are there similar bounds (in either direction) on ¢, c2, or other
higher-derivative Wilson coefficients? Omne possible approach is to consider Weinberg-like
sum rules relating two-point functions in the IR (described by the thermal effective action)
and the UV (described by the CFT), as recently done in [85]. Another approach is to consider
the compactified theory in (d — 2,1) (Lorentzian) signature and study dispersive bounds on
scattering, following e.g. [35, 86, 87].

It may also be interesting to study perturbative examples. For example, the value of f in
the 3d O(NN) models at large N was computed long ago by Sachdev [88]. To our knowledge,
higher Wilson coefficients in the thermal effective action, like the coefficients of F? and ]?2,
have not yet been computed for the O(N) models.

In this work, we obtained all of our results purely using equilibrium hydrodynamical
information. Recently, there has been a surge of progress in non-equilibrium hydrodynamics
for CFTs, see [89, 90] for reviews. What additional CFT data can be predicted using this
more sophisticated machinery? See [91, 92| for recent work in this direction. Can one study
non-equilibrium dynamics at higher genus?

There has also been tremendous recent progress applying other effective actions to char-
acterize asymptotic CFT data, for example the effective theory of large charge [93-95]. One
way of summarizing our “hot spot” analysis of the genus-2 partition function is the idea of
using an EFT in the part of a geometry where it is valid (the hot spots), and factoring out
the part where the EFT is not valid (the region away from the hot spots). Can this “hot
spot” idea be useful in other contexts like large charge?

9.3 Three-point functions and genus-2 blocks

So far, we calculated asymptotic OPE coefficients to leading order at large A, with fixed spin.
It would interesting to allow the spin to grow large with A, as we did for the density of states.
In particular, this would require a more general expression for the genus-2 conformal block
at large quantum numbers.

Genus-2 blocks are interesting objects in their own right, and it would be interesting to
study their properties more systematically, both at large and non-large quantum numbers.
For example, can we find recursion relations for genus-2 blocks similar to those in [67, 96-99]7
Can we explore genus-2 blocks from the perspective of integrability [100]? Is there a clearer
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understanding of the interesting saddle-point dynamics uncovered in section 6.57 Do there
exist Lorentzian shadow representations [64] or holographic representations [101] for higher-
genus blocks, and do they admit any interesting kinematic limits? The literature on global
conformal blocks for correlation functions of local operators is vast, but global genus-2 blocks
are essentially unexplored.

We would also like to understand how to systematically improve our three-point function
result. For the density of states, we understand how to systematically improve the result by
keeping further terms in the thermal effective action. However, for the three-point function,
corrections come in two types: higher derivative terms in the effective action (which are easy
to include), and corrections to the hot spot assumption, as discussed in Sec. 5.6. In order to
understand how to systematically improve the estimate for the HHH three-point functions,
we need to understand contributions to the partition function outside of the hot spot regions,
namely understanding the quantity R defined in (5.42). Explicitly computing examples of
“genus-two” partition functions, either for free or holographic theories, could be instructive.

It is also worthwhile to compare our result to known results CFTy. In [6], it was shown
that HHH, HHL, and HLL asymptotic density of states for Virasoro primary operators are
all related to analytic continuations of the DOZZ formula — the structure constants of Liou-
ville theory. In higher dimensions, asymptotic formulas for HLL. OPE coefficients have been
studied using Tauberian techniques and inversion formulae [65, 66, 102]. Furthermore, it is
well-known that HHL OPE coefficients are related to thermal one-point functions. These
computations, together with our genus-2 computation seem to involve different physics. It
would be extremely interesting if there were a unifying perspective or formula similarly to 2d.

9.4 Bootstrap axioms and crossing equations

To what extent are our results for the density of states and OPE coeflicients encoded in the
usual bootstrap conditions — namely unitarity and crossing symmetry of local correlation
functions? In 2d, modular invariance is known to be independent from crossing symmetry of
local correlators. By analogy, this suggests that perhaps the formulas we derived from the
thermal effective action are independent from the usual bootstrap axioms.?’ If so, should
we enlarge the axioms to include them? What is the minimal set of extra axioms that we
need? In 2d, modular invariance can be interpreted as crossing symmetry of twist operators.
Can our results in higher dimensions be interpreted in terms of traditional bootstrap axioms
applied to appropriate twist operators?

As we mentioned briefly in section 5.1, there exists another decomposition of the genus-2
partition function Z (M) into a sum over states: the “dummbell” channel, which expresses
Z(Ms) as a sum of squares of 1-point functions on S* x S4~!. The dumbell channel has
its own conformal blocks, which as far as we know have not been studied in detail. (The
blocks discussed in section 8 can be thought of as a limiting case of these dumbbell blocks.)
Furthermore, one can formulate a crossing equation relating the dumbbell channel to the

30We thank Dalimil Maz4é for pointing this out.
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channel considered in this work. As pointed out in [103] for d = 2, this crossing equation
enjoys manifest positivity properties needed for numerical bootstrap applications. It would
be very interesting to explore it in both 2-dimensional and higher-dimensional theories.

9.5 Ensembles and holographic theories

There is an important difference between our higher-dimensional result for asymptotic OPE
coefficients and the 2d results of [4, 6]. The results of [4, 6] were for OPE coefficients of
Virasoro primaries, while our results are for OPE coefficients of global primaries. In the case
of the density of states, there isn’t a huge difference between Virasoro and global primaries.
But the story is different for OPE coefficients, where descendant states play an important
role. We can see this by comparing the leading exponential behavior of Virasoro and global
OPE coefficients in 2d:

AN 3A
Pglobal 3 0 PVirasoro 27 ’ 9.3
aan ~ |5 > Paan™~\15) - (9.3)

We see that typical global primaries have much larger OPE coefficients than typical Virasoro
primaries.?! In other words, the statistics of CFT data in a theory with Virasoro symmetry
has more structure than is captured by PEZIEI.

These statements are interesting to consider in a holographic CFT. In a holographic
2d CFT, a high energy Virasoro primary is interpreted as a black hole microstate, while a
Virasoro descendant is a black hole orbited by boundary gravitons. We have found that states
with boundary gravitons typically have much larger OPE coefficients than pure black hole
microstates. While we don’t have an analog of Virasoro symmetry in higher dimensions, we
can conjecture an analogous statement for higher-dimensional CFTs: we expect that typical
states of black holes with orbiting matter have much larger OPE coefficients than pure black
hole microstates. It would be very interesting to make this more precise, for example by
performing a holographic computation of OPE coefficients of pure black hole microstates via
an appropriate wormhole geometry.

The authors of [7] used PY¥&°™ to define an interesting “ensemble” of CFT data. In
their ensemble, OPE coefficients are (almost) gaussian random variables whose variance is
set by PXXaAS‘)m /p(A)3. Remarkably, the predictions of this ensemble turn out to agree with
bulk 3d gravity. The result (9.3) indicates that an analogous ensemble based on Pglzkzﬂ would
not have refined-enough information to recover bulk gravity in 2d (presumably also in higher
d). However, it is interesting to ask whether any interesting physics would be captured by an
ensemble built from Pilzbjl. In the spirit of [7, 27, 104, 105], we can imagine starting with
a completely general ensemble of CF'T data. We can refine this ensemble with knowledge of
the partition functions on S}g x 891 and the “genus-2” geometry M,. We could additionally
refine the ensemble with other information like local correlation functions and thermal one-
point functions. At what point does the refined ensemble begin to make nontrivial predictions

that can be tested in additional observables, and what are those predictions?

31Similarly, by comparing scaling blocks and full genus-2 blocks in the high temperature regime, we conclude
that typical states have much larger OPE coefficients than typical global primaries.
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9.6 Bulk locality for thermal observables

HPPS famously conjectured that any unitary CFT with large c7 and a large gap Agap in
the spectrum of higher-spin single-trace operators should agree with a local gravitational
EFT in AdS [106]. Recently, there has been significant progress proving this statement
for correlators of local operators in the CFT vacuum [107-111]. However, holography implies
analogous statements in nontrivial backgrounds as well — in particular a thermal background.
For example, the Wilson coefficients f, c1, co, etc. in the thermal effective action of a theory
satisfying HPPS conditions should agree with those of Einstein gravity, up to small corrections
suppressed by 1/Ag,. How can we prove the emergence of black hole physics using field-
theoretic methods? Can we formulate dispersion relations in a black hole background? For
recent work in these direction, see [112].

9.7 Completing the square in the thermal bootstrap

An interesting feature of our formulas (8.2) and (8.9) is that they provide a kind of sum rule
for squares of thermal 1-point coefficients b?o. Such a sum rule could in principle be used to
“complete the square” in the bootstrap equations studied in [36, 113].

The works [36, 113] studied crossing symmetry of thermal two-point functions, which have
an expansion in products cgg0bo, where cyso are bulk OPE coefficients. Unfortunately, we
do not know the sign of cys0bo, and this prevents one from applying traditional numerical
bootstrap techniques [114]. (The same issue appears in the study of boundary and defect
two-point functions [115].) Ideally, one would like to complete the square by finding other
crossing equations in which cyg0 and bp appear quadratically. Then, one can treat cgpobo
as an off-diagonal element in a positive-definite 2 x 2 matrix and apply numerical bootstrap
techniques for mixed correlators [97].

A crossing equation where cg40 appears quadratically is easy to find: it is just the usual
crossing equation for vacuum four-point functions! Tantalizingly, the formulas (8.2) and (8.9)
have bp appearing quadratically, but unfortunately they are not as precise as the usual four-
point crossing equation, due to our use of the hot-spot ansatz. It would be interesting to go
beyond the hot-spot ansatz and find a sum rule precise enough to be used in the numerical
bootstrap.

9.8 “Sphere packing” and other hot-spot geometries

In addition to the “genus-2” manifold My studied in this work, there are many additional
geometries that encode statistics of CF'T data and can be studied using the hot-spot idea.
Partition functions on these geometries are examples of “generalized spectral form factors”
[27].

As a simple example, consider a higher-genus generalization of Ms, where we take two
copies of R?, drill out n > 3 balls from each copy, and connect the boundaries of the balls
with cylinders. The partition function on this geometry encodes a sum of squared n-point
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Figure 12: A ball with three mutually-tangent balls removed. If we take two copies of this
space and glue the boundaries of the balls together with cylinders, analogously to figure 3, we
obtain a geometry that computes a sum of squares of CF'T four-point functions. When the
cylinders shrink, this “sphere packing” geometry contains hot spots at each of the six points
of tangency.

correlation functions of the CFT, schematically

D [Or- Oy i, (9.4)
01,....0n

If two balls are tangent in (both copies of) R?, we obtain a hot spot when the corresponding
cylinders shrink to zero length.

The hot spot ansatz is most useful when there are a maximal number of hot spots, and
all other moduli of the geometry are frozen. Thus, we should consider configurations where
most of the balls are mutually tangent — i.e. sphere packings!®?> For example, the packing
shown in figure 12 encodes interesting asymptotics of CFT four-point functions.

We can construct an even more general “higher genus” manifold as follows. We take m
copies of R? and drill out various numbers of balls from each copy, such that there are an
even number of balls in total. We then connect pairs of balls with cylinders. This computes
a sum of products of m correlation functions

Z <...>...<...>e_ZiBiAi_ (9.5)

Again, hot spots can emerge when cylinders shrink to zero.

Of course, CFT n-point functions for n > 3 are determined in terms of 2- and 3-point
functions. In this work we have determined asymptotics of 2- and 3-point functions, and
it is interesting to ask whether our results can be used to predict partition functions on
higher genus geometries, and whether the results agree with the hot-spot ansatz at higher

32Gcee [116, 117] for other connections between sphere packing and conformal field theory.
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genus. In 2 dimensions, it is known that crossing symmetry of local four-point functions and
torus one-point functions implies crossing symmetry on arbitrary Riemann surfaces. However,
we expect that in higher dimensions, hot spot results for higher genus manifolds provide a
nontrivial refinement of the statistics computed in this work.
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A Thermal two-point function of momentum generators

In section 3, we study the response of a CFT on S}_} x 891 when we twist by a rotation of
591, In this appendix, as a warmup, we study the leading term in the twisting parameter in
the high temperature limit. This computation reduces to a two-point function of momenta in
thermal flat space. We determine this two-point function directly from Ward identities, and
then show how the same result can be understood using the thermal effective action.

At high temperature, the radius of curvature of the sphere becomes unimportant, and
we can approximate Sé x 891 as thermal flat space Sé x RI1. A rotation generator on
the sphere locally looks like a translation on R4, Thus, it suffices to study the thermal
expectation value of a translation group element

(€Pys = (1)5 + %aiaj (PP + ..., (A1)

The momentum P’ is the integral of T on a spatial slice at fixed Euclidean time 7 (which
can take any value, by conservation):

Pl = /dfTOi(T, z). (A.2)

The O(a) term in (A.1) vanishes by rotation-invariance. For simplicity, in this section we set
B =1, restoring it when needed by dimensional analysis.

A.1 Using Ward identities

Let us focus on the quadratic term in (A.1), given by an integrated two-point function of
stress tensors:
1 1

i 1 R i .
wﬁW4fWﬂP”MZ2%%/¢ﬁ@%mmﬂmeM- (A.3)

Here, we separated the momentum generators in Euclidean time, placing the first at time
71 = 0 and the second at time 7. We furthermore divided by vol R4 to obtain a finite
result, and used translation-invariance in R4~! to fix the second stress tensor at x5 = (T2, X9).

We claim that the integrated two-point correlator (A.3) is determined by the one-point
function of the stress tensor at finite temperature. To understand why, we must express it
in terms of operators in the dimensionally-reduced d—1-dimensional theory. The first step is
to average over Euclidean times 71 and 7». However, this averaging is subtle because T (z1)
and T%(z3) become coincident, and contact terms can contribute. Such contact terms are
actually crucial to the calculation, so let us take a moment to define them carefully.

We define (un-normalized) one- and two-point functions of the stress tensor by

¢G@xwwu»:2&£i@, (A1)
2
GG 0T (1) = s (A5)
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where Z[G] is the partition function. Our definition of the two-point function (A.5) applies
at both coincident and non-coincident points, and thus suffices to specify all contact terms.
Diffeomorphism invariance of Z[G] implies that

57
o:/ﬁ%gawﬂy, (A.6)
uv

where L¢ denotes the Lie derivative with respect to a vector field {#. Taking an additional
derivative with respect to G, (y), and evaluating in a locally flat metric G, = 6,,,,, we obtain
the following Ward identity for conservation of the stress tensor inside a two-point correlator

/ 0 (0,6, (x)) (T () T% (3)
= (€ O)NT™ () + (9 (TP (9) — 0" (T (1) — DT (). (AT)

We can use this identity to average the correlator (A.3) over Euclidean time. Consider
the vector field

fi(T, x) = —d'r, 50(7', ) =0, (A.8)

where 7 € [0,1]. Since 7 is periodic, ¢ has the shape of a “sawtooth” function, with a
discontinuity at 7 = 0. In particular, we have

8,8 = at(8(1) — 1). (A.9)

Applying (A.7), we find
/dflaiaj<T0i(0afl)TOj(y»ﬂ = /dTldflaiaj<T0i(7'17fl)TOj(y»ﬁ+a2<T00(y)>6’ (A.10)

where we used 0 - = 0 and translation invariance & - 9(T%7)g = 0. The right-hand side
of (A.10) is the two-point correlator averaged over Euclidean time, plus a nontrivial contact
term a?(T"(y)) that is a consequence of diffeomorphism invariance.

It is natural to define the d—1 dimensional stress tensor ¥/ (¥) and KK current j¢(%) via
derivatives with respect to g;; and A; in the Kaluza-Klein parametrization (2.2). For example,
we have

09ij(7)’
2
@) = S (A1)

A key property of the KK parametrization (2.2) is that gauge transformations A;(Z¥) —
Ai(Z)+ 0;\(Z) are diffeomorphisms of the d-dimensional metric. Consequently, diff-invariance
implies that (j¢(%)j7 (7)) is exactly conserved, even at coincident points. This will be impor-
tant in a moment.
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At separated points t¥ () and j¢(£) are equivalent to Euclidean time averages of T% (7, )
and T (&), respectively. However, at coincident points, they differ from naive averages by
contact terms. In particular, the definitions (A.11) and (A.5) imply (on a flat geometry)

(1 (21)57 () = /d71d7-2<T0i(x1)T0j(x2)> + (71 — 72) /drl(Tij(x1)>. (A.12)

The contact term on the right-hand side arises from the quadratic term in A; in the KK
metric: Gz’j = gij + €2¢A1AJ’.
Integrating (A.12) over #1, and combining it with the average of (A.10) over 72, we find

[ iy (190,80 w)s = asas [ dds (@) (@) — aiag Ty + BT (13

Finally, we will argue that the integrated correlator [ dz(j'(#1)j7(#2)) vanishes. We can
think of it as the momentum-space two-point function (j¢(p)j’/(—p)), evaluated at zero mo-
mentum. Rotation-invariance and conservation imply that the momentum-space two-point
function takes the form

(G @) (=) = P — 675 G(|p). (A.14)

If the finite-temperature theory has a nonzero mass gap, then G(|p]) must be regular near
zero momentum. (Otherwise its Fourier transform would have support at long distances.)
Thus, at low momenta, we have

(G (@) (=P) = TP —675%) + O(F"). (A.15)

In particular, (j¢(p)j’(—p)) vanishes at 5 = 0. Note that conservation of j(F) at coincident
points is crucial here. Without it, the momentum-space correlator could have an O(p%)
contact term of the form 6%,

It is instructive to understand this vanishing result in position space as well. In the
position-space integral [ dZia;a;{j'(Z1)j’(Z2)), we can write a; = 9;(d - 71). Integrating by
parts and using conservation, we obtain a boundary term at infinity:

aza]/df1<jz(f1>j](f2)> = lim CLj /~|_RdSZ(df

R—o0

—
N—
P
<
<
—~
!
—
NI
.
<.
8
wl
N—
Nyt

(A.16)

where dS; is the surface normal for the sphere |Z| = R. This boundary term (A.16) vanishes
provided the two-point function decays sufficiently quickly at large |Z|. In other words,

sy ARG @ E) =0 i Tim (F0@)0) <o (A17)

|Z| =00

This condition certainly holds when the finite-temperature theory has a mass gap (since the
correlator decays exponentially). However, it also holds more generally. For example, if
the finite-temperature theory possesses a massless sector, we expect the current two-point
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function to decay no slower than a correlator of conserved currents in a d—1 dimensional
CFT: (j(Z)j(0)) ~ |Z|~2(4=2), In that case, (A.17) will be satisfied as long as d > 3.
Finally, using (A.17) in (A.13), we find

[ 71000, (100,507 (1)) = iy (T + T) = ~(fa) (A18)

where we used (2.12) for the one-point functions (7). We conclude

fd

- 7Td+1&'2vol R4, (A.19)

where we have restored factors of 7' by dimensional analysis. To apply this result to S’é x 941
with a twist by a rotation of S%~!, we can make the replacement

a’vol R — / dQq_1|v|?, (A.20)
Sd—1

where v is the Killing vector on S9! implementing the rotation.

A.2 Using the thermal effective action

The thermal effective action gives an efficient way to package the Ward identity calculations
above and extend them to arbitrary nonlinear order in a@. Let us see how it recovers the result
(A.1). The correlator <e‘3'13 ) is captured by the geometry Sé x R4! with a twist of @ around
the thermal circle, i.e. an identification

(1,Z) ~ (T+ 1,2 — @). (A.21)

To use the thermal effective action, we must put the metric into Kaluza Klein form. We undo
the twist with a coordinate transformation

=/

¥ =—Td. (A.22)

This essentially implements averaging over Euclidean time (A.10) by spreading out the twist
over the thermal circle. The metric changes to

dz? + dr? = (di’ + adr)? + dr?

= d7? — (‘if?z +(1+a?) <d7 + f;rd;,)z. (A.23)
The effective metric is thus
Gij = Hld,g (@-j - 16‘;@2,2) , (A.24)
and the thermal effective action is
S[g,A] = —fvol R*1/§ = — fvol R“ (1 + a%)~4/2. (A.25)
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Finally, the partition function is
e~SIG.A] — ofvolRITI(14a%) =2 _  frol RI <1 - %C_IQVOIRd_l +.. > ’ (A.26)

in agreement with (A.1).

These manipulations are clearly easier and more efficient than those in the previous
section. However, detailed manipulations of correlators are instructive as well. For instance,
they tell us that (A.1) holds even when the thermal theory is not gapped, as long as d > 3.
It would be interesting to determine which other results from the thermal effective action
continue to hold in non-gapped thermal theories. We leave this problem for future work.

B Scheme independence

In section 3.1.1, we derived (3.6) by working in a scheme where b-type terms St are absent
from the Weyl anomaly. In this appendix, we describe how (3.6) comes about in a general
scheme. The point is that the scheme dependence of the Casimir energy and the thermal
effective action cancel each other. For concreteness, let us work in 4d. The partition function
on S}; x 83 is

Tr [e B+ -% } ~ ¢S — =518 A1~ Spuier—DR[Sct G+ DR[Sct[G]] (B.1)

where we have used that Sé x S%1 is conformally-flat to drop Weyl-invariants. Meanwhile,
we have

R 1
DRSw (6] = DRIS (6] = [ oy [ dar (- i) =-%6  ©®2

where we used that R = 6 on S3. Thus, we can cancel the b-dependence on the left-hand side
with DR[Sc[G]] on the right-hand side, leaving

Ty [e_B(D"‘%Ta)} - e—S[§7A]+DR[Sct[a”_SEuler' (B.3)

The combination —S[§, A] + DR[S[G]] is then scheme-independent, and equal to S[g, 4] in
the scheme of section 3.1.1.
Of course, this cancellation was not an accident. The b-term contribution to the Casimir
energy is
Eo|p-type = ﬁ Sctlpygi-1 - (B.4)
Because St is local, it follows that

/BEOIb—type = DR[Sct”Sﬂlgxsdfl . (B5)

Said another way, the b-term in the Casimir energy is precisely what matches the b-term
contribution to the Weyl anomaly on the cylinder. Since the b-term in the thermal effective
action was determined by Weyl anomaly matching, it must cancel with the Casimir energy.
This argument generalizes to arbitrary d.
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C More on free theories

C.1 Partition function of free scalar theories

In this section we review the partition function of a free scalar theory on R x S‘Ii%_l. This space
is conformally equivalent to the Euclidean space R%. The energy E of the state on R x Sj'l{l
is related to the scaling dimension A of the corresponding field on R¢ via:

E=AJR. (C.1)

The equation of motion of the free scalar field on R x S}i%_l is

82
where £ is the conformal coupling in d dimensions, £ = ﬁ, and R is the Ricci scalar of

S}i{l, R = (d_l}%#. The spherical harmonics in d dimension, Yl(d)7 are eigenfunctions of

Vzd,l, with eigenvalue —I(I+d—2), where [ is a non-negative integer. We can then construct
R
an orthonormal set of solutions as
: [+ %52
droce Y, B =2 (C.3)

whose elements become each mode after quantization. Note that Yl(d) is the representation
of Spin(d) with the highest weight (1,0,...,0) in the standard Cartan-Weyl labeling scheme.
We will write down the case of even dimension and odd dimension separately because
the group structure of SO(d) is slightly different in these two cases.
Even dimensions

)
(3.10). The eigenvalues m, (a = 1,...,n) of 0y, are integers, and they obey the following

The spherical harmonics Yl(d are also eigenfunctions of Jy, in the coordinate system

relation:
l:2mo+|m1|+~-+|mn|, (C.4)

n+m072) ]

where mg is a non-negative integer. The multiplicity of this specific eigenvalue is ( mo

Therefore, in even d (d > 2), the partition function of a free scalar field is:

d/2+mg—2
oo o] o ( w0 )

1
zroy=11 II ~ 1I — L 2mo+ T, mal+d/2— 140 5, miS;) ’

mop=0 \mi1=—00 Mg g=—00 l—e
(C.5)

where the sums over i in (C.5) run from i = 1,--- , 4. From this we can read off log Z. The

first two terms in the high-temperature expansion are as in (4.1).

The higher order terms in log Z come with a factor proportional to ~ ((d — 2k)T¢—2k1
for integer k. Because the zeta function vanishes at negative even integers, this means the
high-temperature perturbative expansion for log Z of a free scalar field in even dimensions
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truncates after the O(1/T) term [25]. The further corrections after the perturbative expansion
in 1/T are non-perturbatively suppressed in 7. In fact, using techniques similar to [118], we
can get an exact expression for log Z for free scalar field theories in even d. For completeness,
we write these expressions in Section C.4.

0dd dimensions

In odd d, the relation between the eigenvalues | and m,, is:

l:m6—|—‘m1|+---—|—‘m%|, (CG)

where m(, is a non-negative integer. The multiplicity of this specific eigenvalue state is

d—1 !
(T+m0_1), where mgy = L%j Therefore, the partition function of a free scalar field is:

mo
45,
) [e%S) [%S) ( 2m40— 0)
1
Z(T,) = H H . H 1 — o= = @mot3, fmil+d/2—1+4i 5, mi;)
mo=0 \ m1=—o0 mq_1=—00
2
d—3 m
N . N (7o)
1
x H H H 1 — o= 7 @motX, Imsl+d/2+i 5, miQ) ’
m():O mip=—00 mgyg—1=—0C
2
(C.7)
where the sums over i in (C.7) run from ¢ = 1,--- ,%. When we take the log and expand

at high temperature, we arrive at the same result as in (4.1).

In even d, the expansion in inverse powers of T truncates after the O(T~!) term. In odd
d, however, the expansion never truncates. This is because the higher order terms have a
factor proportional to ~ ¢(d — 2k)T%2%~1. For odd d, this never vanishes. Moreover, due to
the factorial growth of the zeta function at large, negative, odd values of the argument, the
expansion in inverse powers of T' is in fact asymptotic rather than convergent. Finally (due
to a pole of the zeta function at argument 1), there is a log7T term in the high-temperature
expansion as well. (See (4.13) of [44] for this log T term in the case of d = 3.) We write an
explicit expression for all perturbative terms in odd dimensions in Section C.4.

C.2 Gapless sector in the free scalar

As noted in Sec 4.1, the free scalar in d dimensions is a somewhat pathological example for
our purposes, due to the presence of a gapless sector upon compactification on S*, namely
the d—1-dimensional free scalar CFT. As a result, the partition function at high temperature
contains terms proportional to O(T%) and O(log T)) in even-d and odd-d respectively. These
terms cannot be produced by the thermal effective action, and must come from the gapless
sector. In this appendix we understand them explicitly (see also [119] for earlier discussion
of such terms).
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An important subtlety is that the d—1 dimensional gapless sector is mot conformally
coupled to curvature in d—1 dimensions. To see why, we start with a conformally-coupled
scalar in d-dimensions. This contains a term in the Lagrangian %&ﬂ?,qbz with coeflicient

d—2

4= a= 1

(conformal coupling in d-dimensions). (C.8)

When we dimensionally reduce on S', we do not obtain a conformally-coupled scalar in d—1
dimensions, because &5 # £;_1. Instead, the d—1-dimensional scalar has a particular mass
deformation turned on. To be more precise, it satisfies the equation of motion

D¢ = (=Vi_1 +&R) ¢ =0, (C.9)

where V3—1 is the d—1 dimensional Laplacian. By contrast, a conformally-coupled scalar
would satisfy

5d> = (—Vﬁ_l + fd_lR) =0 (d—1-dimensional conformal coupling). (C.10)

The partition function of the gapless sector in our case is (det D)_l/ 2. By contrast,
reference [120] computed the sphere partition function of a conformally-coupled free scalar,
ie. (det 5)_1/ 2. For our purposes, we can follow the methods of [120], but we will obtain
different results because we have a different equation of motion (C.9).33

Following [120], the contribution to —log Zg1, ga—1 from the gapless sector is

F= my, | —log(uR) +log (n+ —— ||, (11)
e G
where
_ (2n+d—2)(n+d-3)!
e (d—2)in! (C.12)

is the dimension of the n-th traceless symmetric tensor representation of SO(d). Here, R is
the radius of the S4~', and u is a mass scale coming from the regulator. In our case, the
temperature sets the regulator scale, so we have u =1T.

The sum (C.11) diverges, but we can use (-function regularization to make it finite. In
even d, the R-dependence of (C.11) formally drops out. However, in odd d it remains, giving
a nontrivial log T" term in log Z. The (-function regulated sum is

o0

Fo=Y (C.13)

(n+ 452"

The logT term is given by Fs—o and the T° term is given by 0yFs|s—o. These values for

n=0

the first few d are given in Table 1. They indeed agree with the corresponding terms in the
high-temperature expansion of the partition function of the free scalar on S x S41, as we
explicitly write in Section C.4.

33We are grateful to Yifan Wang for discussions related to this point.
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d Fs:O 6sF‘s ’s:O
I
3| & —82 _ (-1
4| o0 —<6)
17 TTlog? 4'(4—752) )
5 | —28%0 PEEN t Gy
6 0 m2¢(3)+3¢(5)
4874
7 367 “200a2 _ 3C(-1) | 7C(-3) _ 31C(-5)
183840 483840 640 192 1920
8 0 — 8r%¢(3)+30m2((5)+45¢(7)
288070

Table 1: Values for Fy—¢ and 0Fs|s—o for various dimensions, with Fs defined in (C.13).
These provide the coefficients of the O(log T') and O(T") terms respectively in the free energy
of a free scalar field in d dimensions.

C.3 The a-anomaly of the free scalar

As an aside, we can use similar techniques to compute the a-anomaly of a free scalar theory
in d dimensions. The value of the a anomaly is well-known in d = 2,4,6 [121], see e.g. [122]
for a calculation in 6d. In general d it was computed in [123, 124], which we review here.

Here we study the free scalar field in d dimensions conformally coupled to S%, as was
precisely done in [120]. As discussed in appendix F, the a-anomaly is related to the sphere
partition function by3*

(—1)d/2add!

log Z(S}) = T amar

vol S%log (i), (C.14)

where p is a regulator scale. Thus, we can read off ag from the logr term in the sphere free
energy. We find the general answer

d
_1)§+1 /1 ) ( d )
aqg = dt(d+4t°) (t— = +1 d even,d > 2), C.15
) b MO b en
where (), is the Pochhammer symbol (z),, := F(F‘r(;)n ). The integrand is of course a polynomial

in ¢ for positive integer d, so the integral is trivial in practice. This formula requires d > 2
because the sphere partition function of the (noncompact) free boson in d = 2 is ill-defined.
The first few values of a4 are listed in table 2.

d 4 6 8 10 12
ar | I I 73 263 133787
d | 360 | 9072 | 5443200 | 1796256000 | 29422673280000

Table 2: Values for the conformal a-anomaly of a free scalar field in d dimensions, with d
even. For general d, see (C.15).

(—1)d/2a26red!volsd ___there
- . ~d/°0 a/d .

34References [123, 124] use a different convention for the a anomaly where T =
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C.4 Non-perturbative corrections for free scalars

From section C.2, we have the perturbative corrections in 1/7 for the free scalar field in d
dimensions. For even d, they truncate after the O(1/T') term (see e.g. [125, 126]). From the
techniques in [118] we can in fact compute the exact high-temperature partition function. It
is given by the following.

Define the auxiliary function for even d:

—1)42 [¢(d—1)  (d—1)¢(d) e Tgy 1 (n) = (4n2Tn)!
FT)s= T — (i 08 - O 52 S 6T
(C.16)
where o is the divisor sigma function: o4_1(n) = Zﬂn (%=1 Then the general even d free
scalar is
d/2—2
log Za(T) = > eai(a—1)(d)f(d — 23, T) (C.17)
i=0

where ca;(d) is the coefficient of the 5% term in the expansion of #}% about 8 = 0.3
36.

For example at d = 4 and d = 6, (C.17) reduces to the following two equations

m ¢(3) 1 > dg3(n)e 4 Tn T 1
log Zg_o(T) = 3 - 220 4 = N~ ZO8WC  (neqy £ 2
08 Za=a(T) = 2 T T 2 n ( T o0t g )0 (€20

n=1

20 5 T, T3 L3(E) 81
945 540 4874 604807

4 273 37?2 3T 3
+Z o "T[UE’( )<7T4T4—|-7rn + o5+ - >

4n?  8nd3w2  32nind

+03(n)(2T2+T+1>]. (C.21)

3n 2n  8n2m2

log Zg—6(T) =

35This function comes about from writing the logarithm of the free boson partition function as

j+d/2—1(j+d-3 - iG+i2)
log Z(T Z /2 —1 (d—3 log(1—e z), (C.18)

doing the Taylor expansion of the logarithm, and finally resumming over j, giving (see e.g. [119])

log Z(T) =Y

n=1

sinh(7)

—_—. C.19
n24-1ginh? (L) ( )

36These perturbative terms here reproduce e.g. [127].
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For a free scalar field in odd dimensions, the perturbative expansion in 1/7" no longer
truncates. The perturbative expansion is

d—1

=5 oo
log Zo(T) ~ [ > c_on(d)¢(2n + )T | + Fueglog T + 0, F;|s—o + (Z con(d)C(—2n +1)T 2

n=1 n=1

(C.22)

where in (C.22), Fs—p and 0sF|s—0 are defined in (C.13), and c9;(d) is defined again as the

coefficient of the 2% term in the expansion of #}%/z) about 8 = 0.

At large n, |con(d)| ~ (27)72". On the other hand, |((—2n + 1)| ~ % Thus the
expression (C.22) is an asymptotic series with divergent piece growing like

log Zg(T) ~ > (45327;))'271 (C.23)

n

From techniques in resurgence, this implies the first non-perturbative correction to (C.22)

2
scales as e 4™ T

, just as in even dimensions.

These results are consistent with the worldline instanton corrections discussed in sec-
tion 3.6 (even though in this example there is also a gapless sector upon compactification).
When the free boson is compactified on a circle with thermal boundary conditions, the mass
of the lightest KK mode is mygx = 2nT. Therefore, (3.56) predicts a correction to log Z of

_4”2T, which is precisely consistent with what we found in both even and odd d.

the form e
We can also study the free scalar with a Zs twist around the thermal circle. For example,
in d = 4, we find
; 7t 1 2
log ZzLztwisted(py — _ = p3 4~ 4 (e 2™ 7). C.24

In this case, the lightest KK mode has mass mxx = 7T, and the nonperturbative corrections
are indeed of the form e=2"mKk — 27T

C.5 Partition function of free fermion theories

In this section, we review the partition function of a free massless Dirac fermion in d dimen-
sions on R X S}i%_l. We can construct the partition function from the solution of the Dirac

equation:
) A
<r0 + r’vi> Y =0, (C.25)
ot
where I'* (u=0,1,...,d —1) are gamma matrices, and V; (i =1,...,d — 1) is the covariant

derivative on the sphere.
The spectrum of the Dirac operator on S?~! has been considered in e.g. [128]. The Dirac
operator on S, ¥ = I'*V;, has the following eigenvalues:

. d—1
Vwﬂ:p:il (p+ 2) w:l:pu p:O71727"" (026)
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Because I = —1 and {I'% ¥} =0, we find the solution of the Dirac equation as
d—1

=P (Y, £T%y,), E=p+ — (C.27)
From [128] we see the solutions are representations of Spin(d) with highest weight (p + %, %, e
for odd d and (,0 + %, %, e %, :l:%) for even d where p is the eigenvalue of the Dirac operator
in (C.26).

In odd dimensions, we have a complete set of solution of the Dirac equation with eigen-
values as follows:

ma:i<mg+>, a=1,...,d_1>, (C.28)

where mg, mj,...,m} are non-negative integers. Here E is the energy of the state and m,

is the eigenvalue of the rotation generator dg,. The multiplicity of states with eigenvalues

%_’_mo

m ) Finally we get an additional tower of states from quantizing
0

(E,ml,...,m@) is (
2

the field 1. Therefore, the partition function of a free fermion in odd dimensions is:

a 1 d—1_ ; Q(i?+m0)
zen=11 I - 1I (1 1o (Mot |mi|+T+zzimim>) mo )
mo=0m, ezZ+1 ma1 €7+1
(C.29)
where the sums over ¢ run from 1,..., %. Taking a log and expanding at high temperature
recovers (4.4).
In even dimensions, we can do a very similar calculation. We have a complete set of
solutions to the Dirac equation with eigenvalues as follows:
d
E=p+ 5
p:mo+m'1+---+m'%,

1
ma::t<mg+2>, <a:1,...,62i>, (C.30)

where mg, m}, ..., m] are nonnegative integers. The multiplicity of the states with eigenvalues

d _ oy . . .
(E,ml, . ,mg) is (2+:z(? 2). Therefore, the partition function of a free fermion in even
2

dimensions is:
o O 1 as 2(%+m072)
Z(T,Q) = H H . H (1 + e~ 7 (Mot Imil+ 5= +i 3, mﬂ)> o7 (C3Y)

mo=0 m1€Z+% mgq EZ—&—%
2

where the sums over 4 in (C.31) run from 1,..., . This gives the same answer as (4.4).
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C.6 Non-perturbative corrections for free fermions

We can repeat the same analysis in Section C.4 to find the non-perturbative corrections for
the free energy of a free Dirac fermion in d dimensions. When we turn off the spin fugacities,
we can rewrite (C.29), (C.31), as

g 2L%J+1(_1)n+16—<d;;>"

lochJl[(T):Z n(l—e_%)d_l

n=1

(C.32)

In even dimensions, this admits the following (exact) high-temperature expansion. First, we
define the auxiliary function for even d as:

—1)4/2(q — d_
o(d,T) 1= 2002 (1_2d11> clayrit + D16 -2
(1) & B—QWZTn(_l)nggdfi(n) Z (27r2Tn)i (.33
25~ %nd-2 nd-1 T(i+1) -
where
odi(n) =Y ¢ (C.34)
ln,
ede
B(d=1)

We also define the function ¢ (d) as the 5 term in the expansion of ?15@—% about 8 = 0.37

Then the partition function of a free Dirac fermion in even d dimensions at temperature T is

log Z4(T) = di 25 &;(d)g(d+ 1 —14,T). (C.35)
i=1
For instance, (C.35) for d = 4, 6 reduces to:
long J(T) = ZBT 71T;T+4§:%L(:T
+ Z yre 2 T <4:;20§dd(n)T2 + %Ugdd(n)T + O(l)dz(n) + 2“332“) :
(C.36)

and

1 6 2
logZéc:G(T): 31w 75 _ 7t s T 367

1890 216 32 24192T

+i(_1)n+16—27r2Tn[27T4 gdd( )T4 47'('2 Odd( )T3+ (20-0dd( ) 571‘2 odd)j—‘2

3n 3n n3 3n

m2nt 3n? mind 6m2n3 8n

(C.37)

. <20§dd(n) 509 (n )>T+< o2dd(n)  5094d(n) +30"1>dd(n)>].

3TLike in the free scalar case, up to an overall constant, this comes from (C.32) upon setting n = 1.
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In odd dimensions, the perturbation theory in 1/7" no longer truncates. Rather, it looks

like
log Z4(T) ~ " 2% (1 - 2"—d) C(d+ 1 — n)éa(d)T4 ™, (C.38)
n=1
where the n = d term in (C.38) is éd(d)Q% log2. The sum in (C.38) is an asymptotic

and [((d +1 —n)] ~ 2. The sum then

expansion. At large odd n, [¢,(d)| ~ (2m) 2m)"

diverges, growing as

n!

log ZJ(T) ~ > BTy (C.39)

n

From the techniques in resurgence, this implies the first non-perturbative correction of (C.38)

—2m2T

scales as e , just as in even dimensions.

In a free fermion theory compactified on a circle with thermal boundary conditions, we
have mix = 7T, so that (3.56) predicts a non-perturbative correction of the form e_%QT,

consistent with what we found in both even and odd dimensions.

D Wilson coefficients for the 3d Ising model

In this appendix, we discuss estimates of the high-temperature partition function of the 3d
Ising model. In Appendix A of [36], the coefficient f for the 3d Ising model was estimated
by constructing the partition function with Q = 0 as a sum over the spectrum of known
operators, which has numerically been computed up to about dimension 8 [75]. In this
appendix, we perform a similar analysis, but including spin-dependence. Note that there is
a balance in choosing the temperature — if the temperature is too low, then truncating the
thermal effective action becomes a poor approximation; if the temperature is too high, then
truncating the partition function to a finite sum of characters becomes inaccurate.?®

From Monte-Carlo techniques, it has been estimated that f3q 1sing ~ 0.153 [130-132]. In
figure 13, we plot the ratio of the computed partiton function to the estimate from the first
term in the thermal effective action (3.19) with f = 0.153. For the values of 5 and  shown
in the figure, the ratio is quite close to 1. We can also independently fit f from the partition
function. By studying temperatures with 1.5 < 5 < 3 and chemical potentials |Q2] < 0.6, we
estimate that f ~ 0.15, consistent with [130-132].

We can also try to estimate higher-derivative Wilson coefficients in the effective action
of the 3d Ising model, such as ¢y, c2. Unfortunately, we do not have a clear enough picture of
the high-dimension spectrum to estimate these coefficients with reliable precision. However,
our best fits suggest that co < 0 (we are not yet able to reliably estimate the sign of ¢;).

In general, accessing large twist operators is challenging for the numerical bootstrap,
which seems most sensitive to low-twist operators — particularly “double twist” operators

38Much like the porridge in Goldilocks and the Three Bears [129], it is important to pick a temperature that
is just right.
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Figure 13: Contour plots of the ratio of the estimated partition function to the leading

term in the thermal effective action with f = 0.153, i.e. Z3451"8(3 Q) / exp <4WF%;)), as

a function of 3, for real Q (left) and imaginary  (right). The ratio is very close to 1 for
intermediate temperatures 1 < 5 < 5 and small angles Q| < 0.5.

[75]. Furthermore, the numerical bootstrap studies done so far are blind to certain parts of
the operator spectrum of the 3d Ising model, such as odd-spin Zs-even operators, or parity-
odd operators.?? Such sectors would need to be included to reliably compute the partition
function at higher temperatures. See [134, 135] for recent work accessing these sectors with
other methods.

E The shadow transform of a three-point function at large A

The formula for OPE coefficients depends on the triple shadow coefficient S2 i35t given in
(6.12). In this appendix, we compute this coefficient at large A;. First consider a single
shadow transform applied to a three-point function with large A’s. The shadow transform is

(O (21) O3 (22)S[ O] (23)) ") = / a0 (O (23) Ol (20)) (OF (1) O3 (22) O5 (o)) . (E.1)

Here, a, b, ¢ are spin indices for the representations A1, As, A3. The operator O' has Lorentz

representation A3, so we write its index as a lowered ¢ index. The operator O has Lorentz

representation )\3R (the reflected representation), and we indicate this with a barred index.
The three-point function is

(OF (1) O3 (2) 05 (w3)) ") = VI (21, 22, 3). (E.2)

39Though there are preliminary results for some of these sectors from the stress tensor bootstrap [133].
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We will be interested in restricting this three-point function to a single axis x; = z;e with
unit vector e € §71 ¢ R?. We get two different answers, depending on the cyclic ordering
of the points

Vsiabe(() e,00)
[212|P1TB2=23] 205 A2TA3 =B 5, [B3TA1 B2 (21 <z < =z3, Or CyCI')u
Vsiabe (e 0,00)
TS5 =355 A+ s =12, [SaFAT=5 (22 < 21 < 23, or cycl.).

(E.3)

VS;“bc(zle, 29€, z3€) =

|z12

The tensors V*19¢(0, e, 00) and V*%¢(e, 0, 00) are related to each other by a rotation by 7 in
the 1-2 direction applied simultaneously to all three indices. The operator at oo is defined by
(5.17).

To compute the shadow transform, we can use conformal symmetry to choose a simple
configuration of the points. We pick (x1,x2,23) = (0,e,00), where e is a unit vector in the
2! direction. The two-point function becomes a tensor depending on the unit vector e that
maps Az — )\3R:

(O%(00e)O1(0)) = I%.(e). (E.4)

For example, in the case of a spinor representation in 4d, we have I9,(e) o (e -7)%,.
The shadow transform will be dominated by a saddle point on the z'-axis, by SO(d — 1)
invariance. Its location depends only on the zp-dependent factors in the three-point function

Vs;abc((), e, 20€) X |ZO|A1—A2—A3|1 — Z0|A2_A1_A3_ (E.5)

This has the saddle solution

Ao + Az — Ay

A (E.6)

20% =

The tensor structure that multiplies the answer depends on the location of the saddle. Taking
into account the gaussian fluctuations around the saddle, we find

(0%(0)05(e)S[O3]%(c0)) )

Ap—A1-Az+§ A1-Bp-A3+§
T V2 (AL + A — Mg\ ’ Ay + Az — Ar)? ’
- Az 2A3 2A3
B Vs;abc 0 0 . 1’
% Icc(e) « { ( 76700) < 2ox <

(E.7)
Vsiabe(e 0,00)  otherwise.

If we perform the shadow transform 3 times, we find that zp. € (0,1) twice, and once
it lies outside of this range. Thus, the cyclic ordering of the arguments to V* get swapped
twice, resulting in the same ordering after three transforms. The overall effect is to multiply
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by A-dependent factors and act on each index with I%(e). Overall, we find

(1(e)™Ma"(L(e) ™)1 (L(e) )5 (S[0]12(0)S[O}]5(e)S[O]]e(00)) =)

, /2 /2 /2
in(d=2) (i i
svizoecs < (T (5) (5

d
y ((A1+A27A3)(A1+A2+A3))A”A? ~Ae=3 ((Agmrm)(mwzmg)>A3+A1—A2—z

4A1A2 4A3A1

Ag+Az—A;—2
y ((A2+A3—AA)2(§;+A2+A3)> aTEsTETE (E.8)

Here, V*"* indicates the complex conjugate of the three-point structure V*'. For the purposes
of this calculation, we should think of it simply as a three-point structure for operators in
the representations %ZT . We have written (E.8) so that its phase is manifest when A, is on the
principal series A; € ¢ 5+ Z'R>0 (with positive imaginary part). Finally, we included inverse
two-point structures I ( )~1, since they are needed in (6.32).

F Gluing factors

In this appendix, we determine the gluing factor |Zgye(r)| coming from a junction between
a d-dimensional cylinder of radius r and a flat end-cap given by a d-dimensional ball. Our
strategy is to start with the partition function on S (with radius 1) and perform a Weyl
transformation to a cylinder C, g of radius r and length 8r with two flat end-caps. We will
integrate the Weyl anomaly to compute Sanom and deduce |Zgyue(r)| via (5.19).

Recall that on a conformally-flat geometry, with the scheme S, = 0 discussed in sec-
tion 3.1.1, the finite form of the Weyl anomaly is

log Z[ez“’g] —log Z[g] = —Sanom[g, w]
1)4/2q

- 47T o / dt/ddxw\fedt“E [e2g]. (F.1)

To compute the Weyl anomaly between the sphere and the capped cylinder, we first need the
Riemann tensor for a Weyl rescaling of S¢. Let us write the metric on S¢ as

dsta = d¢? +sin® pds%a ;. (F.2)

We will be interested in Weyl rescalings § = €% gga, where w is a function of ¢ alone. In this
case, the Riemann tensor simplifies:

R, = e~ [(1 — 2w cot ¢ — w/Q)((;Z(Sg —0,,00)

+ (W' cot ¢ + w® — W) (86067 — 6,676 — 6,6785 + 5&5{55)] , (F.3)
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where the index 1 represents the ¢ coordinate, and w’, w” denote derivatives of w with respect
to ¢. The Euler density is

~ 1
— e

‘Hd D viv2
d — 9d/2 6V1~~-VdRu1M2

D Vd—1vq
R/M—MM

= dle”%(1 — 2w’ cot ¢ — w’2)% (1 —w' cot g —w'). (F.4)
Plugging this result into (F.1), we find

logZ[ g] —log Z|g]
d/2d|ad s
= 2d 1I‘ / dt/ d¢ w(sin ¢) d 11— 2tw’ cot ¢ — t2w™?) 2 (1—tw'cot¢—tw”),

(F.5)

Now let us examine the Weyl factor that relates the sphere to C,. 3. We will impose a
symmetry under ¢ — 7 — ¢, so that it suffices to consider the range 0 < ¢ < 5. The Weyl
factor is

(F.6)

o) {los TS o<
w =
IOg sig¢ d)O < ¢ < 71—/27

where ¢g = 2tan*1(e*f3/2). As a check, consider first the range 0 < ¢ < ¢g. There, we have

2
2(dp? + sin? ¢>dsk29d71) = ePr? <ta§ (qu) do? + tan2(¢/2)ds?gd1>
11

= dp2 + pzdsgd_l, (F.7)

where p = e#/2rtan(¢/2). This is the metric on the flat ball, i.e. the first end cap. Similarly,
for ¢9 < ¢ < /2, we have

rdeo
sin ¢

where 7 = rlogtan(¢/2), which is the metric on the cylinder. Thus, (F.6) describes how the

2
2 (d¢* + sin® ¢ dsga,) = < > + r?dsge, = dr* + r’dsga, (F.8)

first hemisphere 0 < ¢ < 7/2 maps to half of the capped cylinder. The remaining hemisphere
should be treated symmetrically under ¢ — m™ — ¢. In practice, this means integrating the
anomaly over ¢ € [0, 7/2] and including a factor of 2.

Plugging the Weyl factor (F.6) into (F.5) is subtle because w” has a d-function singularity
at ¢ = ¢p. In (F.5), this é-function gets multiplied by a function of w’, which is discontinuous
at the support of the J-function! To get the correct result, we must regularize w by smoothing
out the discontinuities in its derivatives. For example, we can model w’ near ¢, as

W (g) = % (w; + ol + (W) —wl Yerf (=20 ¢°)) , (F.9)
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where € is a small regulator, and w/ are the values of W' to the left and the right of the
discontinuity. Plugging this into (F.5), expanding to leading order in €, and writing ¢ =
¢o + €x, we obtain integrals of the form

/dx efoerf(x)" _ 1t (2_1)n nfl’ (F.10)

which give finite, calculable contributions. Applying this procedure, we can obtain the con-
tribution to (F.5) from an infinitesimal neighborhood of ¢:

% log(r cosh g)

2,
sinhf—dcoshf—6 5 __ 4 (F.11)

(contribution near ¢g) = { %4t log(r cosh g) 4(cosh A+1)

The detailed expressions here will not matter for our purposes. The important observation
is that the contributions (F.11) all vanish when » =1 and 5 = 0. We will take advantage of
this fact shortly.

Before computing the full result from plugging (F.6) into (F.5), let us use a shortcut to
determine its r-dependence. From cutting and gluing, we expect the capped cylinder partition
function to take the form

log Z(Cy,5) = 10g | Zgtue (r)|* — €08, (F.12)

where gg is the Casimir energy on a unit S9!, given in (3.7). We can determine the -
dependence of the right-hand side by starting with a cylinder C; g of radius 1 and performing
a Weyl rescaling g — r2g to get C, . Because the integral of the Euler density is topological,
a constant Weyl rescaling gives the same anomaly on the capped cylinder as on the sphere.
In other words, we have

log Z(Cp.5) —log Z(C1,p) = log Z(S7) — log Z(59), (F.13)

where S? is the sphere with radius 7. On the sphere, we can easily integrate the Weyl anomaly
using Fglgga] = d! to give

(—1)42a4d!

log Z(S}) —log Z(5%) = — SE

vol S4logr = —2(~1)¥%()laglog . (F.14)
Combining (F.12), (F.13), and (F.14), we conclude
1o | Zetue (1) = 10g | Zeue(D[? — 2(~1)/2(£)laglog (F.15)

Thus, we have completely fixed the 3 and r dependence of log Z(C,g), and the only
remaining unknown is log Z(C1,0) = log | Zgue(1)|*. As noted above, when r = 1 and 8 = 0,
the contribution to the Weyl anomaly near ¢ vanishes. Furthermore, the contribution from
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d (2146 8 | 10 | 12 14
7 37 1066 3254 72428 949484
COR RN il B vl B il B v

Table 3: Values of f(d) for the first few even d.

the cylinder region vanishes as well since ¢9 = 5. We are left with an integral over the end
cap ¢ € [0,7/2] alone:

log| Zgie(1)|* — log Z(S7)

M/ dt/ do (1= )(1—2)(1+t+2—28) T (1 =) log(x +1), (F.16)

where we made the change of variables x = cos¢. We have not found a simple closed-form
formula for log | Zge(1)|? in general d. However, it is straightforward to plug different values
of d into (F.16) and perform the resulting elementary integrals. We find that

10g | Zgue(r)[* = log Z(S5) — (=1)* f (d)ag, (F.17)

where Z (Sff/Q) is the partition function on a sphere of radius r/2 (determined by (F.14)), and
f(d) takes rational values for even d, see table 3.

G Counting quantum numbers in the genus-2 block

A four point function of local operators depends on two independent cross ratios z and Z.
These cross ratios are roughly conjugate to the quantum numbers A and J labeling the
internal representation. By varying z,Z independently, we can extract information about A
and J independently (for example, using Caron-Huot’s Lorentzian inversion formula [136]).
Note that the internal operator in a four-point function may transform in a complicated

SO(d) representation whose Young diagram has multiple rows with lengths (mq, ma, ..., my,),
where n = ng and m; = J. However, in a fixed four-point function, only m; = J is

unbounded. The remaining m; are bounded.

In this appendix, we point out a similar match between unbounded quantum numbers in
the genus-2 block 3123 and the dimension of the moduli space of genus-2 conformal structures
dim M = dim SO(d + 1,1). Before explaining the general case, let us describe the matching
ind=2andd=3.

In d = 2, there is a unique three-point structure, so the labels s, s’ take only one value.
The only unbounded quantum numbers in the block are the dimensions and spins of the three
exchanged operators. This gives 6 quantum numbers, which matches dim M =6 in d = 2.

In d = 3, we again have 6 unbounded quantum numbers from the dimensions and spins
of the exchanged operators. However, we must also take into account the 3-point structure
labels s,s’. One way to count them is to work in the embedding space. (The counting is
even easier in the g-basis, but our embedding-space discussion will be useful later.) In the
embedding space formalism, a spin-J operator becomes a homogeneous function O(X, Z)
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of an embedding coordinate X € R4 11 and a polarization vector Z € C* 11 subject to
orthogonality conditions X? = Z? = X - Z = 0, and a gauge redundancy Z ~ Z + AX. The
operator O(X, Z) has homogeneity —A in X and J in Z. A general three-point structure for
such operators is given by

J1—lo—Ll3y,Jo—Ll3—L1yJ3—L1—L2 r7l1 77lo 1703
vﬁ La v% lgé3f¥31}{12

<01(X17 ZI)OQ(XQa Z2)03(X37 Z3)> 2 XA1+A2,A3XA2+A3,A2XA3+A1,AQ
12 23 31

(by + Uz < Jy, b+ 01 < Jo, b1 + Ly < J3), (G.1)

where H;; and V; are standard polynomials in the polarization vectors [137]. The three point
structure is labeled by integers ¢, 2, ¢3, which are constrained by the requirement that the
correlator should be a polynomial in the Z;.

The ¢; are unbounded in the limit of large spin J;. However, there is a relation between
the H;; and V;:

(ViHoz + VoHi3 + VaHyg + 2ViVaVs)? = 2H o Hi3 Hos. (G.2)

Using this relation, we can always reduce one of the A; to zero, so the number of unbounded
quantum numbers labeling the three-point structures in 3d is 3 — 1 = 2. The conformal block
is labeled by two three-point structures, so this gives 2 x 2 = 4 additional unbounded quantum
numbers for the block. Overall, we have 6 + 4 = 10 = dim M in 3d.

We are now ready to tackle the d-dimensional case. In the d-dimensional embedding
formalism, an operator O becomes a homogeneous function of an embedding coordinate
X e R and polarization vectors Wi, ..., W, € C¥*L! where n = {%J (We conven-
tionally write Wy = Z.) More formally, O is a locally holomorphic section of a line bundle
over the flag variety Vg41,1 of SO(d + 1,1), which has (X, Wy,--- ,W,,) as projective coordi-
nates. The number of these coordinates, subject to orthogonality relations and modulo gauge
redundancies, is the same as the complex dimension of the flag variety, which is

dime Vgsr, = % (dimSO(d+1,1) — dim T) = % <(d+ 1)2(d+ 2 _ V;QD . (Q3)

where T' is the maximal torus of SO(d + 1,1). See [138, 139] for more discussion on the
embedding formalism for general tensors.

For example, in d = 3, this gives dim¢ V4,1 = 4, which is the correct number of degrees of
freedom in the vectors X, Z € R*!. We can see this explicitly by restricting to the Poincare
section X = (1,2%,z) and Z = (1,2z - z,2). Here x € R? is unconstrained, and z is a null
vector in 3d, modulo rescaling, which corresponds to a single angle on the celestial circle.

A three-point function (O10203) is a section of a line bundle over three copies of V411,
satisfying invariance under SO(d + 1,1). In the large quantum number limit, the number of
quantum numbers labeling such sections is

#(Z-valued 3-pt structure labels) = 3 dim¢ Vg41,1 — dim SO(d + 1, 1). (G.4)
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Finally, a genus-2 block has two three-point structure labels s, s, together with dim T = L%J
quantum numbers for each of the three internal operators. Overall, the number of unbounded

quantum numbers is

2 (3dim Vg411 — dimSO(d + 1,1)) + 3dim T = dim SO(d + 1, 1) = dim M. (G.5)
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