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Abstract: The problem of constructing local bulk observables from boundary CFT data
is of paramount importance in holography. In this work, we begin addressing this question
from a modern bootstrap perspective. Our main tool is the boundary operator expansion
(BOE), which holds for any QFT in AdS. Following Kabat and Lifschytz, we argue that
the BOE is strongly constrained by demanding locality of correlators involving bulk fields.
Focusing on ‘AdS form factors’ of one bulk and two boundary insertions, we reformulate
these locality constraints as a complete set of sum rules on the BOE data. We show that
these sum rules lead to a manifestly local representation of form factors in terms of ‘local
blocks’. The sum rules are valid non-perturbatively, but are especially well-adapted for
perturbative computations in AdS where they allow us to bootstrap the BOE data in a
systematic fashion. Finally, in the flat space limit, we show that the AdS form factor reduces
to an ordinary QFT form factor. We provide a phase shift formula for it in terms of the
BOE and CFT data. In two dimensions, this formula makes manifest Watson’s equations
for integrable form factors under certain extremality assumptions on the CFT. We discuss
the eventual modifications of our formalism to account for dressed operators in AdS.
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1 Introduction

Suppose you are given a CFT: how would you know whether it supports an (approximately)
local description in AdS? This is usually taken to mean that the theory has an equivalent
formulation in terms of a reasonable, usually weakly coupled, effective field theory in AdS.
Key requirements on the CFT are then some kind of large N expansion (responsible for
weak coupling) and a large gap in the spectrum of ‘single-trace’ operators (so that there is a
finite number of fields in the description) [1]. Over the years, a number of works have shown
that these assumptions do indeed lead to effective theories in AdS in line with expectations
(see e.g. [2–5]).

There is, however, a different but related way of thinking about this problem. If such
an AdS description exists, then there should be a canonical and systematic way to construct
operators in the CFT that behave as weakly interacting local operators propagating inside
an asymptotically AdS space. This way of thinking about the problem is an old one,
going back almost to the beginning of AdS/CFT, with work by Bena [6] and then major
contributions from Hamilton, Kabat, Lifschytz and Lowe [7–19]. These works essentially
reverse-engineer AdS perturbative computations to understand the structure of couplings
of bulk fields to CFT operators. One of the key results [8, 20] is the construction of free
AdS fields in terms of smeared CFT operators in a finite causal domain whose size shrinks
as fields approach the boundary. Another is that, as interactions are switched on, bulk
fields generically couple to infinitely many CFT operators [11]. This may lead one to worry
whether, at finite coupling, this expansion is still well-defined and, in particular, whether it
commutes with the smearing.

In this work, we will take a bootstrap approach to the problem of constructing local AdS
operators from the CFT. The basic idea was first articulated by Kabat and Lifschytz [17]:
impose locality of correlators which involve bulk fields in order to constrain their couplings
to boundary operators. Our work brings two new, key ideas to this problem. Firstly, instead
of using smearing kernels, we will rely on the basic fact that any QFT in AdS has a version
of the state-operator correspondence, called the boundary operator expansion (BOE). The
BOE allows any state — in particular, ones created by local bulk insertions Ψ — to be
expanded as a sum of boundary operators:1 schematically,

Ψ(x, u) ∼
∑
O
µΨO u

∆O O(x) (1.1)

in AdS coordinates u, xµ. The BOE allows correlators involving bulk fields to be expressed
as convergent sums of boundary quantities, even non-perturbatively. Our approach will
thus be similar to, but more general than, the approaches for bulk reconstruction set out
in [23, 24]. Our second new element is the development of machinery to translate locality
of bulk correlators into rigorous constraints, taking the form of convergent sum rules on the
BOE data. These are generally valid for any QFT in AdS, and they turn out to be especially
well adapted for perturbative computations, as we show in a number of examples. This is
closely related to similar technology developed in recent years for extracting constraints

1This is a generalization of a similar statement for boundary CFT [21, 22].
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from various kinds of bootstrap equations [25–45]. Concretely, by considering correlators of
Ψ with two boundary insertions we find

⟨ΨO1O2⟩ is local ⇔
∑

O∈O1×O2

µΨO λ
O1O2
O θ12n (∆O) = 0 n = 1, 2 . . . . (1.2)

These are not formal expressions, but well-defined, absolutely convergent sum rules. The
functions θ12n (∆) are theory-independent and can be determined in terms of simple ratios of
gamma functions. By considering different pairs of operators O1 and O2, these equations
not only constrain the BOE coefficients µΨO but also the CFT OPE data λO1O2

O .
In this article, we will assume exact locality of bulk fields and address the question of

how to express them in terms of boundary data. We focus on UV-complete QFTs placed in
AdS with arbitrary choices of curvature couplings and boundary conditions. Such theories
naturally lead to families of d dimensional CFTs living on the boundary of spacetime,
labeled by dimensionless quantities such as the mass gap in AdS units. Our setup applies,
in particular, to boundary conformal field theory (BCFT): it is nothing but the special case
where the QFT in AdS is also a CFT (and so the setup is Weyl-equivalent to a CFT in a
flat half-space).

We will be ignoring things such as gravitational or gauge symmetries in the bulk (i.e.
considering only gauge-invariant local operators if a gauge symmetry is present). One may
wonder about the fate of our approach for genuinely holographic (i.e. gravitational) AdS
theories, where it should not be possible to define exactly local observables. As we will argue
in section 8, the technology developed in this work should still be relevant for operators
charged under gauge symmetries, or in gravitational theories. We simply expect to have
to add a certain source term to the sum rules developed here. Thus, even though locality
ultimately fails, we expect it to do so in a sufficiently controlled way that, at least under
certain assumptions, our formalism is still useful.

We will also explore the flat space limit of observables involving boundary and bulk
insertions, where the AdS radius R is sent to infinity. We will argue that, in gapped QFTs,
the flat space limit of these quantities directly reproduces flat space form factors upon a
suitable analytic continuation:

⟨ΨO1O2⟩ −→
R→∞

continuation

⟨0|Ψ|k1, k2⟩ . (1.3)

In particular, we will derive a formula for the latter in terms of the BOE data. Writing

⟨0|Ψ(x)|k1, k2⟩ = eikxFΨ
12(s), s = −(k1 + k2)2 = E2 , (1.4)

we find
FΨ
12(s) = lim

R→∞

∑
O∈O1×O2

e−iπ
∆−∆1−∆2

2

(
µΨOλ

O1O2
O

ĉ12∆O

)
NR(∆O, ER) , (1.5)

where NR is a gaussian of variance ∼ 1/R centered at ∆O = ER. This formula is very
similar to one that was derived for the flat space S-matrix in terms of the boundary CFT
data [46–49]. We will show that it leads to correct results in a number of examples.

– 2 –
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The structure of this work is as follows. In section 2, we introduce the locality problem,
after explaining the relevant kinematics of AdS form factors and the BOE. In section 3, we
recast the locality condition as a dispersion relation, and equivalently as a manifestly local
decomposition of the form factor in terms of ‘local blocks’ (analogous to Polyakov blocks in
the Polyakov bootstrap). In section 4, locality is formulated as a complete list of functional
sum rules.

In section 5, we apply our sum rules to bootstrap form factors for free scalar field
theories in AdS, and their perturbation by Φ4 type interactions. We identify the local blocks
as ‘exchange’ Witten diagrams and thus obtain explicit expressions for the functionals
defined above. In section 6, we demonstrate in the context of free theories that the BOE
coefficients may be ‘eliminated’ to give an infinite set of constraints on the boundary OPE
coefficients following from locality. In section 7, we show that AdS form factors become flat
space form factors in a certain limit of large AdS radius and large scaling dimensions; we
derive a phase shift formula for the flat space form factors in physical kinematics in terms
of the CFT data. Section 8 is a discussion of our results and future directions.

Appendices A and B contain supplementary formulae omitted for brevity from sec-
tions 5.2 and 5.3 respectively. Appendix C contains certain intermediate formulae for the
flat space limit in section 7 with general values of the parameters.

2 AdS locality and the BOE

2.1 Kinematics

We are interested in studying quantum fields in AdS space and their dual boundary
description. It will sometimes be useful to work in the Poincaré patch of AdS (which misses
only a point in Euclidean signature),

ds2 = R2 du2 + dxµdxµ

u2
, µ = 1, . . . d , (2.1)

or in global coordinates,

ds2 = dr2 +R2 sinh2
(
r

R

)
dΩ2

d . (2.2)

It will be helpful to use the embedding space formalism (see e.g. [50]), where we think of
Euclidean AdSd+1 as a hyperboloid in d+ 2 Lorentzian flat space, and its boundary as the
(forward) projective null cone:

XM ∈ AdS ⇔ X2 ≡ ηMNXMXN = −R2 , X0 > 0 ,
PM ∈ ∂AdS ⇔ P 2 ≡ ηMNPMPN = 0 , P 0 > 0 ,

(2.3)

with ηMN the Minkowski metric, M = 0, . . . , d + 1 and the identification PM ∼ λPM

for real positive λ. In this language, conformal transformations (viz. AdS isometries) are
simply d+2 dimensional Lorentz transformations, and hence conformal invariance of various
expressions becomes trivial to check.

– 3 –
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In embedding space, we can choose different ‘gauges’, or parametrizations of AdS, by
introducing a fixed future-pointing vector I (which could be null), and setting

−X · I > 0 − P · I = 1 . (2.4)

For example, the Poincaré patch (2.1) of AdS as well as its global description (2.2) (in
terms of the Poincaré ball) can be obtained respectively by setting

IM = (1,−1, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
d

) ⇒


XM = R

u

(
1+u2+x2

2 , 1−u2−x2

2 , xµ
)
,

PM =
(
1+x2

2 , 1−x2

2 , xµ
)

IM = (1, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
d+1

) ⇒


XM = R

(
cosh

(
r
R

)
, sinh

(
r
R

)
na

X

)
,

PM = (1, na
P )

(2.5)

with na unit vectors in d+1 dimensions. In conformally invariant observables the dependence
on I always drops out, so we will be able to simultaneously describe both cases.

We will actually need very little of the above formalism in our work, although it will
simplify several formulae. The reader who is at a loss may just note the following particularly
pertinent formulae in the Poincaré patch:

−2P1 · P2 = (x1 − x2)2 , −2P1 ·X = (x1 − x)2 + u2

u
. (2.6)

We are interested in observables involving both bulk fields Ψ and boundary primary
operators O, written in embedding space as2

Ψ = Ψ(X) , O = O(P ) , O(λP ) = λ−∆OO(P ) . (2.7)

Note that Ψ may denote composite bulk operators and, since our construction will be
non-perturbative, we make no a priori distinction between elementary and composite
operators. However, when Ψ denotes a free field in the bulk, we will denote it Φ, with
the corresponding boundary operator denoted ϕ. Finally, we will focus here on locality
constraints involving bulk scalar fields; however, the same logic applies more generally to
spinning fields, which will be considered in the near future [51].

2.2 The boundary operator expansion

One of the most important properties of a conformal field theory is the state-operator
correspondence, which associates eigenstates |∆⟩ of the CFT Hamiltonian on the cylinder
to local operators. This mapping extends to QFTs in AdS [46], with the argument going as
follows. Time evolution in global AdS (seen as a solid cylinder) maps to rescalings in the

2More precisely, boundary operators are given by (−P · I)∆OO(P ).
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Figure 1. Boundary operator expansion. A bulk insertion creates a state Ψ on the dashed line
(a geodesic surface of constant u2 + x2). The state can be expanded in radial quantization, giving
us an expression for the operator Ψ in terms of boundary operators O. This expression holds in
correlators with insertions (represented as crosses) outside that surface.

Poincaré patch.3 In particular, a fixed time slice in global coordinates maps to a geodesic
surface with constant u2 + (x− x0)2 for some x0. By evolving states backwards in time,
these surfaces become closer and closer to the boundary, where they project onto smaller
and smaller boundary spheres. In this way, energy eigenstates in AdS can be associated to
localized boundary insertions. In turn the trivial transformation of eigenstates under global
time translations tells us that these boundary insertions must have definite transformation
properties under dilatations: in particular, they behave as primary or descendant operators.
We conclude that the Hilbert spaces of the AdS QFT and the boundary CFT are identified,
with the set of primary and descendant boundary CFT states forming a complete basis.

The state-operator correspondence guarantees that any state in the bulk may be
expressed by acting with operators of definite scaling dimension on the vacuum. In
particular, this includes the state obtained by acting with a local bulk operator Ψ(X),
so that

⟨0|(. . .)Ψ(X)|0⟩ =
∑
∆
µΨ∆(X) ⟨0|(. . .)|∆⟩ =

∑
∆
µΨ∆(X) ⟨0|(. . .)O∆(0)|0⟩ , (2.8)

where the dots represent other insertions. The above is known as the boundary operator
expansion (BOE), and is represented diagramatically in figure 1. Note that, since it amounts
to decomposing states into an orthonormal basis in a Hilbert space, the BOE converges
absolutely. More precisely, this is true as long as we can insert the basis decomposition
in the correlator. This means that it must be possible to draw a geodesic hypersurface
separating Ψ(X) from all other insertions. Such surfaces are given by those AdS points X ′

3The solid cylinder is obtained from the Poincaré patch by setting xµ = eτ tanh(r)nµ, u = eτ sech(r),
with n2 = 1, leading to the metric

ds2 = cosh2 r dτ2 + dr2 + sinh2 r dΩ2
d−1 .

In particular ∂τ = u∂u + xµ∂µ.

– 5 –
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X
X

X

Figure 2. Representation of a correlator involving a bulk field Ψ, and other bulk and boundary
operators. The BOE holds as long as we can draw a geodesic hypersurface separating Ψ from all
other insertions. A few are shown above as dashed lines. Note that to each there corresponds a
generically distinct point around which to do radial quantization on the boundary.

such that W ·X ′ = 0 for some fixed d+ 2 dimensional spacelike vector W . As mentioned
above, on the Poincaré patch these are surfaces of constant u2 + (x− x0)2 (see figure 2).

The BOE (2.8) leads to the following expressions for bulk fields in terms of boundary
primaries (respectively in the Poincaré patch and global coordinates):4

Ψ(u, x) =
∑
∆
µΨ∆ u

∆Ĉ∆(u2□x)O∆(x) ,

Ψ(r, n) =
∑
∆
µΨ∆ [sinh(r)]−∆Ĉ∆(t(r)∇2

Sd)O∆(n)
(2.9)

with t(r) = 2(1− coth(r)) and ∇2
Sd the Laplacian on the d dimensional sphere. A couple of

comments are in order. The sum ∆ runs only over scalar primary boundary operators. The
differential operator Ĉ∆ accounts for contributions of descendants. It can be determined by
matching the BOE with the two point function of a bulk field and a boundary primary,
whose form is in turn fixed by symmetry:

⟨O∆(P )Ψ(X)⟩ = µΨ∆
(−2P ·X)∆ ⇒ Ĉ∆(x) =

∞∑
k=0

(−1)m(
∆− d−2

2

)
m

(
x

4

)m

, (2.10)

This reasoning also explains why only scalar primary operators can appear in the BOE, as
there is no conformally invariant two point function between a bulk scalar and a boundary
spinning primary.

4We can also write down a covariant representation as

Ψ(X) =
∑

∆

µΦ
∆ a−∆Ĉ∆(b□P )O(P ) ,

where we wrote XM = a(P M − bIM /2) and

□P = DMN DMN , DMN = P M ∂

∂P N
− PN

∂

∂P M
.

– 6 –
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Figure 3. The ρ variable. The operators O1,O2 are inserted diametrically opposite at ρ,−ρ,
and Ψ = Ψ(x = 0, u = 1). The larger dashed circle has unit radius and represents the boundary
projection of the hypersurface u2 + x2 = 1 passing through Ψ.

2.3 Locality constraints

An important constraint on correlators of bulk AdS fields is that they must be local.
Concretely, this means that singularities in correlation functions may only appear at
coincident points in Euclidean signature, or when insertions are null or time-like separated
in Lorentzian signature. As we will see, locality implies that BOE coefficients of putative
AdS fields must be carefully tuned to avoid unphysical singularities [17].

The simplest correlators subject to non-trivial constraints from bulk locality are mixed
3-point functions ⟨ΨO1O2⟩, with one bulk and two boundary insertions. In this case the
AdS isometries allow for one conformally invariant cross-ratio z,

z = − P12
2(P1 ·X)(P2 ·X)

(
= u2(x1 − x2)2

[(x− x1)2 + u2][(x− x2)2 + u2]

)
. (2.11)

To get some intuition for the cross-ratio’s meaning, in the Poincaré patch, the AdS isometries
can be used to fix u = 1, xµ

1 = −xµ
2 = ρnµ, n2 = 1 (see figure 3). The cross-ratio is

then [52, 53]:

z = 4ρ2
(1 + ρ2)2 .

(2.12)

We will use this ρ variable when discussing analytic properties in section 3.1. Alternatively,
focusing on a global AdS2 slice and setting Ψ at its ‘center’ (r = 0) we get

z = sin2
(

θ12
2

)
(2.13)

with θ12 the angle between operators on the boundary S1 of the AdS2 slice (see figure 5).
In particular, this makes manifest that, for Euclidean kinematics, the range is z ∈ [0, 1].

A general three point function can be written in the form:

⟨Ψ(X)O∆1(P1)O∆2(P2)⟩ =
1

(−2P12)
∆1+∆2

2

(
P2 ·X
P1 ·X

)∆12
2
FΨ
O1O2(z) , (2.14)
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0

Figure 4. Analytic structure of 2-point AdS form factors F (z) as a function of the complexified
cross-ratio. In the z variable, bulk locality only allows a branch cut at z ≤ 0. In particular, the
singularities of the individual boundary blocks at z ≥ 1 must cancel out in the full form factor. In
the ρ variable, the cut plane is mapped to the half disc, with the cut z ≤ 0 now opened up to cuts
running along the imaginary axis; locality forces an identification between the right-hand boundaries
above and below 1: F (ρ) = F (ρ∗) for |ρ| = 1.

where we introduced
∆12 ≡ ∆1 −∆2 . (2.15)

The function F (z), which we call the ‘2-point AdS form factor’, (or ‘form factor’ for short),
will be our main object of study. Using the BOE (2.9), it is possible to express the form
factor in terms of a boundary block expansion:

FΨ
O1O2(z) =

∑
O∈O1×O2

µΨO λ
O1O2
O G12

∆O
(z) , (2.16)

G12
∆ (z) = z

∆
2 2F1(∆+∆12

2 , ∆−∆12
2 ; ∆ + 1− d

2 ; z) . (2.17)

Each boundary block G12
∆ (z) captures the contribution of one boundary primary and its

descendants to the BOE. Small scaling dimension primaries dominate the BOE when the
bulk field approaches the boundary or when the two boundary operators approach each
other (i.e. in the limit z → 0).

In Euclidean signature, locality allows a singularity at z = 0, and in Lorentzian at
z ≤ 0 (see figure 4). For all other configurations, operators are spacelike separated, and so
must commute. In particular, this implies5

Iz F
Ψ
O1O2(z) = 0 , for z ≥ 1 . (2.18)

This equation is a non-trivial constraint on the BOE and OPE coefficients, since the
boundary blocks do have a discontinuity at z ≥ 1, given below in (2.20). This discontinuity

5We define the discontinuity IzF (z) ≡ limϵ→0+
F (z+iϵ)−F̄ (z−iϵ)

2i
. Note that F (z) must also have no

discontinuity for z ∈ (0, 1), but this is manifest from the BOE (2.17), since the blocks are continuous there.
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Figure 5. Breakdown of the BOE in a two point AdS form factor. Left: the bulk operator is inserted
at r = 0 in global coordinates and the figure shows an Euclidean AdS2 slice of the full geometry. The
two boundary insertions subintend an angle θ12 on the boundary, with z = sin2(θ12/2). The dashed
line represents a geodesic connecting these operators. When Ψ lies on this geodesic there can be no
hypersurface separating it from O1 and O2. In the figure this happens when θ12 = π ⇔ z = 1. Right:
the BOE is also invalid for z ≥ 1. Such values can be reached in Lorentzian signature, by making the
bulk operator timelike separated from the geodesic connecting O1 and O2 while remaining spacelike
separated from both. If the latter condition fails then z ≤ 0 and the BOE still converges.

of the blocks is related to the breakdown of convergence of the BOE: when z = 1 it is
impossible to draw a hypersurface separating the bulk field from the two boundary insertions.
This extends in Lorentzian signature to the entire region z ≥ 1 (see figure 5). Locality
therefore demands that this discontinuity must cancel out in the full BOE (2.16).

Since the choice of operators O1 and O2 was arbitrary, the locality constraints must
hold for any three-point function. This can only be possible if both the BOE coefficients
and the boundary CFT data are carefully tuned. Of course, if this data arises from a QFT
in AdS to begin with, such fine tunings are automatic. Here our perspective is that of the
inverse problem: starting from given boundary CFT data and attempting to reconstruct
local AdS fields (or conversely establishing that no such fields can exist). We can thus think
of bulk locality as the following bootstrap problem:

Locality bootstrap: (Kabat, Lifschytz [17])

Constrain ∆i, λij
k , µΨ∆i

such that, for all i, j:

Iz

[∑
k

µΨ∆k
λij

k G
ij
∆k

(z)
]
= 0 , for z ≥ 1 . (2.19)

Our job will be to turn these constraints into useful equations. The difficulty is that
the BOE is not guaranteed to converge for z ≥ 1, so we may not directly commute the
discontinuity above with the infinite sum. In fact, as we show in section 4, we can still
extract useful sum rules on the BOE data by smearing the equation above with suitable
kernels. Alternatively, and equivalently, we can use the analyticity properties of the form
factor to write down a dispersion relation for it, effectively expressing the discontinuity at
z ≥ 1 in terms of its values in other regions of the complex z plane where the BOE does
converge. The net result will be a list of sum rules that apply directly to the BOE data.
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2.4 Special cases

Before we proceed, let us note that there is one possibility for the equations (2.19) to be
immediately useful: when the BOE contains only a finite number of blocks. In this case the
discontinuity can trivially be commuted with the sum. The blocks’ discontinuity is given by

Iz G
12
∆ (z) =

z≥1

πΓ
(
−d

2 +∆+ 1
)

Γ
(
∆+∆12

2

)
Γ
(
2−d+∆−∆12

2

) (z − 1
z

)1− d
2
z−

∆12
2 J

(1− d
2 ,∆12)

∆−2−∆12
2

(
2−z

z

)

∼
z→1+

(1− z)
2−d

2
πΓ
(
1− d

2 +∆
)

Γ
(
2− d

2

)
Γ
(
∆−∆12

2

)
Γ
(
∆+∆12

2

)
(2.20)

with J a Jacobi function of the first kind. Since the Jacobi functions are solutions to a
differential equation with generically distinct eigenvalues, they are linearly independent, so
that no finite linear combination of them vanishes. There is one exception though: under
∆ → d−∆ the particular Jacobi function (2.20) above is left invariant.6 Thus, solutions to
locality with a finite number of blocks can occur under only two circumstances: either we
tune ∆ so that the prefactor in the equation above is zero; or we combine two blocks with
dimensions ∆, d−∆ with appropriate relative coefficient.

The first case corresponds to setting ∆ = |∆12|, assuming this is compatible with the
unitarity bound (∆ = 0 or ∆ ≥ (d− 2)/2). A nice example is when the bulk operator is
the identity and the form factor becomes the two point-function of boundary operators
(therefore ∆12 = 0). This is clearly local and corresponds to the contribution of the identity
block with ∆12 = ∆ = 0, which has no discontinuity. This means that equations (2.19)
cannot constrain its coefficient.

The second case is where the bulk field satisfies a free bulk equation of motion,
(∇2

AdS −m2)Φ = 0. In this case the BOE may contain at most two operators with dimensions
∆, d−∆ with m2 = ∆(∆−d). Using (2.20), it is easily seen that the locality equations (2.19)
are solved by setting:

µΦ∆λ
12
∆

µΦd−∆λ
12
d−∆

=
Γ
(

d
2 −∆+ 1

)
Γ
(
∆+∆12

2

)
Γ
(
∆−∆12

2

)
Γ
(
∆− d

2 + 1
)
Γ
(

d−∆+∆12
2

)
Γ
(

d−∆−∆12
2

) . (2.21)

This relation degenerates when ∆ = |∆12| or d−∆ = |∆12| in which case, as expected, a
single operator appears in the BOE. The associated form factors are ⟨Φϕn ϕn+1⟩ with n

arbitrary, Φ a free bulk field and ϕ its dual boundary operator.
To conclude, note that by considering two or more distinct pairs of boundary operators,

the above implies relations that only involve the boundary CFT data. Such relations were
first derived in [54] for the long range Ising model, which is described by a bulk free field
with a boundary interaction. They have since been generalized to arbitrary spins and used in
bootstrap applications in [55–57]. The results in the present work allow for a generalization
of this logic to arbitrary BOEs, something which will be briefly explored in section 6.

6The eigenvalue is ∆(∆ − d), as we will see in the next section.
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3 The local block expansion

3.1 Analyticity properties of form factors

In this section, we will study the analyticity properties of form factors. We begin by
decluttering the notation, writing a general form factor as:

F (z) =
∑
∆≥0

c∆G
12
∆ (z) , c∆ = µΨ∆λ

12
∆ . (3.1)

Concretely, we have dropped the explicit dependence on Ψ,O1,O2. We will take all operators
to be real, implying reality of the coefficients c∆. Note, however, that these coefficients are
not sign-definite. The sum over states ranges over the primary operators in the boundary
CFT but, since we want to remain agnostic about the precise CFT under consideration, we
allow all possible values of ∆ that are consistent with unitarity.7

Before the form factor itself, let us discuss the properties of boundary blocks (2.17).
The easiest way to compute the blocks is to notice that they satisfy a Casimir equation.
This follows from the fact that scalar operators satisfy by construction

∇2
AdSΨ(X) = [C(2),Ψ(X)] , (3.2)

where C(2) is the CFT quadratic Casimir operator.8 A boundary block captures the
contribution to the bulk field from a single boundary primary, corresponding to a piece of
the bulk field that satisfies a free AdS wave equation. In our form factor context, the action
of the AdS wave operator ∇2

AdS −∆(∆− d) yields:[
C12

z − λ∆
]
G12

∆ (z) = 0 (3.3)

with

C12
z := 4(1− z)1−d/2z1+d/2∂z[(1− z)d/2z1−d/2∂z] + ∆2

12z , λ∆ = ∆(∆− d) . (3.4)

The blocks correspond to the solutions of this equation satisfying the asymptotics9

G12
∆ (z) =

z→0+
z

∆
2 + . . . , |G12

∆ (z)| =
z→∞

O

(
z

|∆12|
2

) (
=

∆1=∆2
O(log(z))

)
,

G12
∆ (z) =

z→1−


O(1), d = 1
O(log(1− z)), d = 2
O
(
(1− z) 2−d

2
)
, d > 2 .

(3.5)

The blocks are analytic functions except for possible singularities for z ≤ 0 and z ≥ 1. A
proof of this follows from their representation in terms of the BOE, as will be shown below.
It will be useful for us to note that blocks satisfy the identity

G12
∆ (z) = ei π

2 ∆(1− z)−
|∆12|

2 G̃12
∆

(
z

z−1

)
, Im z > 0 , (3.6)

7The scaling dimensons allowed by unitarity are ∆ = 0 and ∆ ≥ d−2
2 for d ≥ 2 and just ∆ ≥ 0 for d ≤ 2.

8Note that the AdS Laplacian can be written in embedding formalism as MMNMMN , with MMN =
X[M ∂N ].

9The asymptotics may suggest that the d = 1 blocks are analytic for z > 1, but this is not the case, since
for d < 2 blocks still contain a (subleading) term (1 − z)

(2−d)
2 in their expansion.
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where
G̃12

∆ (z) := z
∆
2 2F1(∆+|∆12|

2 , ∆+2−d+|∆12|
2 ; ∆ + 1− d

2 ; z) . (3.7)

Let us now understand the analyticity properties of the form factor. We begin by
writing it in the form of an expansion:

F (z) =
∑
∆

∞∑
n=0

z
∆+2n

2 c12∆,n (3.8)

=
∑
∆

∞∑
n=0

ρ∆+2n c̃12∆,n , ρ2(z) := 1−
√
1− z

1 +
√
1− z

(3.9)

for some coefficients cn and c̃n. It turns out the latter expansion (3.9) has a simple Hilbert
space interpretation. To see this, let us first set d = 1 for clarity of presentation. Inserting
a complete set of states in the form factor gives10

F (z) = (2ρ)∆1+∆2⟨0|Ψ(u = 1, x = 0)O1(ρ)O2(−ρ)|0⟩

= (2ρ)∆1+∆2⟨0|Ψ(1, 0)

∑
∆,m

Pm|∆⟩⟨∆|Km

⟨∆|KmPm|∆⟩

O1(ρ)O2(−ρ)|0⟩

⇒ c̃12∆,n = 2∆1+∆2⟨0|Ψ(1, 0)P 2n|∆⟩⟨∆|K2nO1(1)O2(−1)|0⟩
⟨∆|K2nP 2n|∆⟩

.

(3.10)

Hence the ρ expansion directly corresponds to the BOE expansion of the form factor. The
above shows this is an orthonormal basis decomposition of an overlap between two states in
a Hilbert space, and as such it converges absolutely. Thus, convergence for ρ < 1 (which
was necessary for inserting the basis decomposition) is promoted to |ρ| < 1. Translating
back to the z variable, this implies that F is analytic on (a multi-sheeted cover of) the
complex z plane with a branch cut running along z ≤ 0 (see figure 4). From the BOE alone,
we cannot make any statements about |ρ| = 1 (i.e. z ≥ 1): analyticity there is precisely the
property of locality that we wish to study.11

Finally, it will be important below to constrain the behaviour of the form factor in the
limit z → ∞, which corresponds to the bulk field approaching the lightcone of a boundary
insertion. Physically we can think of this limit as dominated by the exchange of highly
energetic particles between the bulk insertion and the boundary operator. As the bulk field
approaches the lightcone, the energy of the emmitted particles goes as E ∼ 1/(∆t) 1

2 ∼
√
z,

as described in figure 6. Since large z corresponds to high energies, in this limit we are
sensitive to the flat space form factor of the bulk field. In section 7, where we study a
related limit, we will see that this heuristic argument becomes precise.

10For the derivation note that:

⟨0|Ψ(1, 0)P m|∆⟩ = 0 for odd m

⟨∆|K2nO1(ρ)O2(−ρ)|0⟩ = ρ∆+2n−∆1−∆2⟨∆|K2nO1(1)O2(−1)|0⟩.

11As a side note, since the mapping from ρ to z is analytic for |z| < 1, it follows that the z expansion of
the form factor also converges absolutely in that domain. It is likely that this expansion also has a simple
Hilbert space interpretation — there is one for an expansion in z/(1 − z) — but we were unable to find it.
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Figure 6. Bulk operator approaching the lightcone of a boundary insertion. In this configuration
the crossratio z ∼ − u

2∆t < 0. Excitations traveling from boundary to bulk have energies E ∝ eβ

with β ≫ 1 the boost, and relativistic kinematics gives e−2β ∝ ∆t, so that z ∼ E2.

This reasoning motivates the important assumption that form factors should be poly-
nomially bounded as z → ∞. The exponent in the polynomial bound will a priori depend
on the specific insertions in the form factor, and it should correlate with the expected large
momentum limit of the form factor in flat space. We can argue for this more precisely as
follows. Given a local form factor FΨ of an operator Ψ, bounded by a power ∼ zαΨ , it is
clear that the form factor of ∇2

AdSΨ will also be local and satisfy

F∇2Ψ(z) = C12
z FΨ(z) =

z→∞
O(zαΨ+1) , (3.11)

i.e. with a harder asymptotic. Incidentally, note this is consistent with our identification
z ∼ E2. Since the action of the Casimir operator maps boundary blocks to themselves,
it follows that the states appearing in the BOE of F∇2Ψ are exactly the same as those
appearing in that of FΨ. As such, in order to characterize a form factor it is not sufficient
to specify that it is local and which operators appear in its BOE, but rather we will also
have to specify its behaviour for large z.

For our purposes, it will be convenient to impose polynomial boundedness in a specific
way. Firstly, from a form factor F we define the related function (cf. (3.9)):

F̃ (z) :=
∑
∆

∞∑
n=0

∣∣∣c12∆,n

∣∣∣ ρ∆+2n , ρ = ρ(z) . (3.12)

This is a positive function for z ∈ (0, 1) and analytic for |ρ| < 1 thanks to absolute
convergence of the BOE. We now assume that F̃ (z) is polynomially bounded as z → 1,
which implies a bound on F itself:12

(1− z)αF F̃ (z) =
z→1

O(1) ⇒ |F (z)| =
|z|→∞

O(|z|αF ) . (3.13)

12Note that the singularity structure of blocks implies: αF ≥ max
{ |∆12|

2 , d−2
2

}
.
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This implication follows from

|F (z)| ≤ F̃ (z+(z)) , with z+(z) ≡ 4|ρ2(z)|
(1 + |ρ2(z)|)2 ,

(3.14)

together with z+(z) =
z→∞

1−O(1/|z|).
To summarize, in this section we have argued that local form factors are analytic

functions in the z plane with a branch point at z = 0. We have also assumed that they are
polynomially bounded with an exponent, which is in principle arbitrary and dependent on
the specific bulk field under consideration.

3.2 Dispersion relation and local blocks

In this section, we will use the analyticity properties described above to write down a
dispersion formula. Combining this formula with the BOE will lead to general constraints
on local form factors.

To derive this formula, we begin by setting:

F (z) ≡ F (z)−
∑

0≤∆≤2α̃

c∆L12,α̃
∆ (z) (3.15)

for some α̃ to be specified below. Here the c∆ are be the same coefficients appearing in the
BOE (2.16) of F (z) and we have introduced functions L12,α̃

∆ that we will call local blocks.
We assume that they have the same analyticity and boundedness properties as F (z) — i.e.
they are local form factors themselves — but satisfy in addition

L12,α̃
∆ (z) =

z→0+
G12

∆ (z) +O(zα̃+ϵ) , ϵ > 0 . (3.16)

The reason for these definitions is that F (z) also has the properties of a form factor, but is
now suppressed near z = 0 as:

F (z) =
z→0+

O(zα̃+ϵ) . (3.17)

The definition of local blocks will become apparent in the course of the derivation. Their
role so far is to provide subtractions that will allow us to write our desired dispersion
relation. We begin with the Cauchy formula:

F (w) =
∮ dz

2πi

(
w

z

)α̃+1 F (z)
z − w

(3.18)

where the contour encircles the pole at z = w. As usual, we want to deform the contour to
pick up the discontinuities of the integrand. In order to drop contributions at infinity we
must constrain:

α̃ > αF − 1 . (3.19)

Deforming the contour, we pick up only contributions from discontinuities at z < 0, since
F is assumed to behave as a local form factor even after the subtractions. This gives:

F (w) =
∫ 0

−∞

dz
π

wα̃+1

z(z − w)Iz

[
z−α̃F (z)

]
. (3.20)
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We see that subtractions were necessary so as to obtain a finite integral in the region of
small negative z. To get a dispersion relation for F (z) we still need to define the local
blocks L12,α̃

∆ . To do this, let us first set:

L12,α̃
∆ (w) =

∫ 0

−∞

dz
π

wα̃+1

z(z − w)Iz

[
z−α̃G12

∆ (z)
]
, for ∆ > 2α̃ . (3.21)

To obtain the analytic continuation for other values of ∆ (required to define the subtractions),
we deform the contour to get

L12,α̃
∆ (w) = G12

∆ (w)−
∫ ∞

1

dz
π

(
w

z

)α̃+1 IzG
12
∆ (z)

z − w
, (3.22)

which is now valid for any ∆. This expression makes manifest that the local block does
indeed have all the analyticity and boundedness properties expected of a form factor. In
particular it also implies the crucial property:

Iz

[
z−α̃L12

∆ (z)
]
= Iz

[
z−α̃G12

∆ (z)
]
, z < 0 . (3.23)

This allows us to unpack (3.20) to finally obtain the dispersion formula:

F (w) =
∑

0≤∆≤2α̃

c∆L12,α̃
∆ (w)

+
∫ 0

−∞

dz
π

wα̃+1

z(z − w)Iz

z−α̃

F (z)− ∑
0≤∆≤2α̃

c∆G
12
∆ (z)

 . (3.24)

A different way of thinking about this formula is more useful: let us plug the BOE (3.1)
into both sides of this equation and, crucially, assume that the sum over states commutes
with the dispersive integral. In section 4.1 we will show that polynomial boundedness of F
is sufficient to justify this ‘swapping’ property, independently of whether F is actually local.
Then we can state:

IzF (z) =
z≥1

0 ⇔
∑
∆≥0

c∆G
12
∆ (z) =

∑
∆≥0

c∆L12,α̃
∆ (z) (3.25)

To prove this, first note that, thanks to swapping and equations (3.21), (3.22), the equation
on the right-hand side is the same as (3.24). Hence, showing the direct implication (⇒)
amounts to deriving (3.24), which we just did, while the reverse implication (⇐) follows
trivially by computing the discontinuity in (3.24), or alternatively running the derivation of
that equation backwards.

Let us now discuss the meaning of (3.25). It tells us that a form factor is local if and
only if it admits two expansions: one in terms of boundary blocks G12

∆ , which manifests the
BOE but not locality; and another, in terms of local blocks L12,α̃

∆ , which manifests locality
but not the BOE. We note also that the definition of the blocks implies

L12,α̃
∆ (w) = G12

∆ (w)−
∞∑

n=1
θ12,α̃

n (∆)G12
2α̃+2n(w) , (3.26)
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where the coefficients θ12,α̃
n (∆) will be found in section 5:

θ12,α̃
n (∆) = 4(−1)n

(n− 1)!
1

(∆− 2α̃− 2n)(∆ + 2α̃+ 2n− d) (3.27)

×
Γ(α̃+ n+ ∆12

2 )Γ(α̃+ n− ∆12
2 )Γ(∆ + 1− d

2)Γ(2α̃+ n+ 1− d
2)

Γ(∆2 + ∆12
2 )Γ(∆2 − ∆12

2 )Γ(α̃− ∆
2 + 1)Γ(α̃+ ∆

2 + 1− d
2)Γ(2α̃+ 2n− d

2)
.

This suggests an alternative way of formulating the equality of the expansions in (3.25):

IzF (z) =
z≥1

0 ⇔
∑
∆
c∆ θ

12,α̃
n (∆) = 0 for all n ≥ 1 (3.28)

thus rephrasing locality as a discrete set of sum rules, as desired. Deriving these sum rules
requires commuting two infinite series, so a more careful treatment is required: we will
properly establish the validity of (3.28) in the next subsection.

These results are strongly reminiscent of the Polyakov bootstrap [40, 42, 44, 45]. The
dispersion relation we have found above is the analog of a similar dispersion formula for
CFT correlators involving the double discontinuity [33, 58]. In our case, there is a single
discontinuity, but this is still useful.13 To see this, first note

Iz

[
z−α̃G12

∆ (z)
]
∝ sin

[
π

2 (∆− 2α̃)
]
, z < 0 , (3.29)

which in turn implies

L12,α̃
∆ (z)

∣∣∣∣
∆=2α̃+2n

= 0 for n ≥ 1 . (3.30)

It follows that by tuning α̃ we can eliminate contributions from towers of states in the
local block representation of the form factor, analogous to the decoupling of double-trace
operators in the Polyakov bootstrap. This is especially useful in perturbative computations
of form factors, as we will see explicitly in section 5.

4 Sum rules from functionals

The basic issue with the constraints implicit in (2.19) is the lack of convergence of the BOE
along the z ≥ 1 cut, preventing us from commuting the BOE sum with the discontinuity. In
this section, we will show that is possible to get around this by first smearing the sum with
suitable functional kernels. The story is similar to what has been done for CFT correlators
in [28].

4.1 Conditions on functional kernels

We begin by defining the functional action:

ωf [F ] ≡
∫
Γ

dz
2πi f(z)F (z) , Γ = {z : z = 1

2 + it, t ∈ R} . (4.1)

13See [36] for related work in the context of the CFT four-point function.
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We will mostly consider kernels f(z) that are analytic in C\(−∞, 0] and with suitable power
boundedness at infinity:

|f(z)| =
|z|→∞

O(|z|−2−α̃) . (4.2)

We also have in mind their action on functions F (z) with suitable analytic properties. In
particular, we should be able to perform a contour deformation to obtain

ωf [F ] =
∫ ∞

1

dz
π
f(z) IzF (z) (4.3)

so that
ωf [F ] = 0 if F is local . (4.4)

To obtain a useful result, we would like to show that the integral above may be commuted
with the BOE of F [59]. That is, we want the following ‘swapping’ property:

ωf [F ] =
∑
∆
c∆ω

12
f (∆) , ω12

f (∆) := ωf [G12
∆ ] . (4.5)

This property follows from our assumptions on f, F and, crucially, from the polynomial
boundedness properties we introduced in the previous section. To see this, first note that,
with the notation of that section, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣f(z)

∑
∆≤∆∗

c∆G
12
∆ (z)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |f(z)|F̃ (z+(z)) , for all ∆∗ . (4.6)

Furthermore we have ∫
Γ

dz
2π |f(z)|F̃ (z

+(z)) <∞ , (4.7)

as easily follows from (4.2), (3.13) and the constraint on α̃, which we repeat here:

α̃ > αF − 1 . (4.8)

The dominated convergence theorem now allows the exchange of the series and integra-
tion, giving

lim
∆∗→∞

∑
∆≤∆∗

∫
Γ

dz
2πif(z)c∆G

12
∆ (z)

=
∫
Γ

dz
2πif(z)

 lim
∆∗→∞

∑
∆≤∆∗

c∆G
12
∆ (z)

 =
∫
Γ

dz
2πif(z)F (z) , (4.9)

which is the same as (4.5).

4.2 Bases of functionals

4.2.1 Master functionals

A simple but important family of functionals satisfying the conditions set out above are
so-called master functionals. Denoted by Λα̃

w, they are associated with kernels:

Λα̃
w : f α̃

w(z) :=
(
w

z

)1+α̃ 1
z − w

. (4.10)
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Notice that this is the same kernel that appeared in the dispersion relation (3.24) of the
previous section. Actually, the fact that the master functionals are admissible functionals
automatically establishes the swapping property that was mentioned there. Indeed, as
we now show, we can derive the local block expansion in (3.25) directly from the master
functional sum rule.

The master functionals act as

Λα̃
w[F ] :=

∫ ∞

1

dz
π
f α̃

w(z)IzF (z) , (4.11)

and, in particular, on boundary blocks as

Λα̃
w[G12

∆ ] ≡ Λ12,α̃
w (∆) = G12

∆ (w)− L12,α̃
∆ (w) , (4.12)

by the definition (3.22) of the local blocks. Hence the corresponding sum rule is:

0=
∑
∆
c∆Λ12,α̃

w (∆)=
∑
∆
c∆
[
G12

∆ (w)−L12,α̃
∆ (w)

]
⇔ F (w)=

∑
∆
c∆L12,α̃

∆ (w) , (4.13)

i.e. we recover the representation (3.25) of F in terms of local blocks. This means we
have proved:

IzF (z) =
z≥1

0 ⇒ F (z) =
∑
∆≥0

c∆L12,α̃
∆ (z) . (4.14)

This is simply the (⇒) implication of eq. (3.25) above. For completeness, the converse
implication (⇐) follows in the language of this section from deforming the contour in (4.11),
as in the derivation of the dispersion formula.

4.2.2 Sum rules

Let us now see how to recover the sum rules appearing in (3.28). We begin by expanding
the master functional kernel in powers of the auxiliary variable w. In this way, we obtain
infinite families of functionals, with each family corresponding to a specific choice of α̃:

f α̃
w(z) =

∞∑
n=1

f12,α̃
n (z)G12

2α̃+2n(w) . (4.15)

We find
f12,α̃
1 (z)= 1

zα̃+2

f12,α̃
2 (z)= 1

zα̃+2

(
1
z
+∆2

12−4(1+α̃)2
12+8α̃−2d

)
...

f12,α̃
n (z)= q12,α̃

n (1/z)
zα̃+2 ,

...

(4.16)
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with q12,α̃
n (in spite of appearances) a polynomial of degree n− 1:14

q12,α̃
n (x) =

(−1)n+1Γ(2α̃+ n+ 1− d
2)Γ(

2α̃+∆12+2n
2 )Γ(2α̃−∆12+2n

2 )
Γ(n)Γ(2α̃+ 2n− d

2)
× 3F̃2(1, 1− n, 2α̃+ n+ 1− d

2 ; 1 + α̃+ ∆12
2 , 1 + α̃− ∆12

2 ;x) (4.17)

Since they satisfy all the requirements set out in the previous subsection, these functionals
lead to sum rules on the BOE. From the master functional action,

Λ12,α̃
w (∆) = G12

∆ (w)− L12,α̃
∆ (w) =

∞∑
n=1

θ12,α̃
n (∆)G12

2α̃+2n(w) , (4.18)

we find that the functionals corresponding to f12,α̃
n are nothing but θ12,α̃

n . Hence the sum
rules associated to these functionals are precisely the ones postulated in section 3.2,∑

∆≥0
c∆ θ

12,α̃
n (∆) = 0 , n ≥ 1 . (4.19)

These functional actions can be determined from the relation of the f12,α̃
n with the master

functional given above in (4.18), or more directly by use of (4.1). From L12,α̃
2α̃+2n(z) = 0 for

n ≥ 1 we find that the functionals θ12,α̃
n (∆) satisfy the duality properties:

θ12,α̃
n (∆α̃

m) = δn,m , ∆α̃
m = 2α̃+ 2m, m ≥ 1 . (4.20)

In a sense, these relations are the defining property of these functionals. They will be
important for us later.

To conclude, note that the results of this subsection have established the implication
(⇒) in equation (3.28). Let us now argue that (⇐) also holds, i.e. that validity of the
sum rules implies locality of the form factor, provided that swapping holds. To see this,
note that the kernels zα̃f α̃,12

n (z) form a complete set of polynomials in 1/z. Hence we have
(using swapping) ∑

∆
c∆θ

12,α̃
n (∆) = 0 for all n ≥ 1

⇔ θ12,α̃
n [F ] = 0 for all n ≥ 1

⇔
∫ 1

0
dz znH(z) = 0 for all n ≥ 0

(4.21)

with
H(1/z) = Iz

[
z−α̃F (z)

]
. (4.22)

The final line of (4.21) implies that H(z) must be the zero distribution, thus establishing
locality of F .

14A way to determine the general n result is to note that

1
z

d+2
2 (1 − z)

2−d
2

[C12
w − C12

z ]
[
z

d+2
2 (1 − z)

2−d
2 f α̃

w(z)
]

= (∆2
12 − 4α̃2)

(
w

z

)1+α̃

.

Plugging in the decomposition (4.15) and (5.5) from the next section, this determines an equation for f12,α̃
n

which can be solved for.
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A shortcoming of this argument is that it was necessary to take swapping as an
assumption. A sufficient condition for this was polynomial boundedness (3.13) of F̃ (z) at
z = 1. It would be nicer if this could be established directly from absolute convergence of
the sum rules, or perhaps by imposing extra regularity constraints on the BOE data.

4.2.3 Family relations

Before we conclude, let us discuss the relation between the families of functionals labeled
by different α̃. The basic observation is that

f12,α̃
n (z) = 1

z2+(α̃−1)

[1
z
q12,α̃

n (1/z)
]
=

n+1∑
k=1

en,kf
12,α̃−1
k (z) (4.23)

for some coefficients en,k, since the qn are polynomials. To determine en,k, we act with both
sides of this equality on boundary blocks with dimension ∆ = 2α̃+ 2m and use the duality
properties (4.20). This sets all coefficients to zero except for two,

f12,α̃
n (z) = f12,α̃−1

n+1 (z) + θ12,α̃
n (2α̃)f12,α̃−1

1 (z) ,
⇒ θ12,α̃

n (∆) = θ12,α̃−1
n+1 (∆) + θ12,α̃

n (2α̃)θ12,α̃−1
1 (∆)

(4.24)

Using the explicit expressions for the functional kernels and demanding the right fall off at
large z constrains:

−θ12,α̃
n (2α̃) ≡

(−1)n
(
α̃− ∆12

2

)
n

(
α̃+ ∆12

2

)
n

n!
(
2α̃− d

2 + n
)

n

. (4.25)

This can be checked using the explicit expressions (3.27) for the functional actions given in
the next section. The relation (4.24) between functional actions induces a similar relation
between local blocks:

L12,α̃
∆ (z) = L12,α̃−1

∆ (z)− θ12,α̃−1
1 (∆)

∞∑
n=0

θ12,α̃
n (2α̃)G12

2α̃+2n(z)

= L12,α̃−1
∆ (z) + θ12,α̃−1

1 (∆) zα̃

(4.26)

The result for the infinite sum over blocks in the first line can be checked explicitly, and will
be further justified in the next section. The relation (4.26) naturally suggests the following
asymptotic of local blocks

L12,α̃
∆ (z) ∼

z→∞
θ12,α̃−1
1 (∆) zα̃ . (4.27)

One can see that this is correct as follows. Since local blocks are themselves local, they can be
bootstrapped by acting with functionals. Specifically, for consistency of the expansion (3.26),
they should be bootstrappable with the θ12,α̃

n functionals. The only sufficiently suppressed
asymptotic consistent with (4.26) is (4.27). One can thus understand (4.26) as explaining
how local blocks L12,α̃

∆ with more suppressed asymptotic can be obtained from L12,α̃−1
∆ by

subtracting off the leading power.
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A final set of relations can be obtained as follows. Consider acting with the Casimir
operator on the local block in the following way:

C12
z −λ2α̃

λ∆−λ2α̃
L12,α̃−1
∆ (z)=G12

∆ (z)−
∞∑

n=1

(
λ2α̃+2n−λ2α̃

λ∆−λ2α̃

)
θ12,α̃−1

n+1 (∆)G12
2α̃+2n(z) . (4.28)

Notice that the right-hand side has the same kind of BOE as the local block with parameter
α̃. Furthermore, from the left-hand side and the asymptotics (4.27), we also know that it
scales as zα̃ for large z. This uniquely identifies the right-hand side as the local block with
parameter α̃, and so we discover that:

θ12,α̃
n (∆) =

(
λ2α̃+2n − λ2α̃

λ∆ − λ2α̃

)
θ12,α̃−1

n+1 (∆) . (4.29)

We can combine this last result with (4.24) to get

θ12,α̃
n (∆) =

(−1)n
(
α̃− ∆12

2

)
n

(
α̃+ ∆12

2

)
n

n!
(
2α̃− d

2 + n
)

n

(
λ2α̃+2n − λ2α̃

λ∆ − λ2α̃+2n

)
θ12,α̃−1
1 (∆) , (4.30)

which fixes the dependence of the functional actions on n. This is equivalent to the identity:

[C12
z − λ∆]L12,α̃

∆ (z) =
(
∆2

12 − 4α̃2
)
θ12,α̃−1
1 (∆) zα̃+1 , (4.31)

which is perfectly consistent with the asymptotics (4.27).

5 Applications

In this section, we use the functionals constructed above to analytically bootstrap various
examples of local form factors. We will see our results match up against various explicit
computations for perturbative QFTs in AdS.

The functional kernels, actions and local blocks depend on the external dimensions
∆1,∆2 only through their difference ∆12. Thus for simplicity, when ∆1 = ∆2, we will often
abbreviate θ12,α̃

n → θα̃
n and so on.

5.1 Bootstrapping GFF contact diagrams

We begin by considering the theory of a free scalar field Φ in AdSd+1 with mass m2 =
∆ϕ(∆ϕ − d). Such a theory is dual to a Generalized Free Field (GFF) CFT on the AdS
boundary with elementary field ϕ. While the BOE of the field Φ itself is trivial in this case
(it only contains ϕ), this is not the case for composite operators. As a first application of
our functionals we will show how to bootstrap the form factor ⟨Φ2 ϕϕ⟩. In fact it is easy to
generalize our computation to ⟨Φ2p ϕp ϕp⟩ but we will keep p = 1 for clarity of presentation.

Since we are dealing with a free theory, the operator Φ2 only couples to boundary
operators which we denote as (ϕ2)n. These operators have the schematic form ϕ□nϕ and
their scaling dimensions are ∆n = 2∆ϕ + 2n. It follows that the form factor must have a
BOE of the form:

F (z) =
∞∑

n=0
cnG∆n(z) . (5.1)
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· · ·rµm
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Figure 7. ‘Contact’ Witten diagram in AdS. The lines denote free field propagators and the dots
denote field insertions.

Indeed, a direct computation in AdS yields

⟨Φ2(X)ϕ(P1)ϕ(P2)⟩ =
1

(−2P1 ·X)∆ϕ(−2P2 ·X)∆ϕ
⇒ F (z) = z∆ϕ . (5.2)

As we will see below, this is consistent with the BOE given above. Given that the Witten
diagram leading to this and other related computations involves no bulk exchanges, we call
them ‘contact terms’ (see figure 7).

Let us now bootstrap the same result using the locality constraints. We will assume:15

• The asymptotics of F (z) : αF = ∆ϕ.

• The spectrum: the BOE only contains the operators with dimensions ∆n = 2∆ϕ + 2n.

To begin with, note that the assumption αF = ∆ϕ implies we may only apply functionals
with α̃ > ∆ϕ − 1 to satisfy (3.19). Given the form of the BOE (5.1), it is natural to set
α̃ = ∆ϕ, so that the functionals are dual in the sense of (4.20) to the correct dimensions in
the BOE of Φ2. As a result, the sum rules (4.19) are ‘diagonalized’,

0 =
∑
∆≥0

c∆θ
∆ϕ
n (∆) =

∞∑
m=0

cmθ
∆ϕ
n (2∆ϕ + 2m) = cn + c0 θ

∆ϕ
n (2∆ϕ) , n ≥ 1 . (5.3)

The coefficients cn = µnλn12 are thus uniquely fixed by locality. Using (4.25) we get:

cn

c0
= −θ∆ϕ

n (2∆ϕ) =
(−1)n

n!
(∆ϕ)2n(

2∆ϕ − d
2 + n

)
n

. (5.4)

The overall factor c0 is undetermined, as it corresponds to the freedom to rescale the
bulk field Φ2 → λΦ2. Substituting these coefficients into the BOE and choosing c0 = 1
reproduces (5.2):

F (z) =
∞∑

n=0

(−1)n

n!
(∆ϕ)2n(

2∆ϕ − d
2 + n

)
n

G2∆ϕ+2n(z) = z∆ϕ . (5.5)

15Strictly speaking, what we should assume is the asymptotic of F̃ (z) at z = 1 (defined in (3.12)). In
practice, in all the examples we have checked, this matches the large z asymptotic of F (z).
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An unsatisfactory feature of this computation was that the form factor’s asymptotics
αF = ∆ϕ were input by hand. To justify this assumption, we note that it is the simplest
choice leading to a non-trivial solution. Indeed, for any αF < ∆ϕ, we could have used
functionals with α̃ = ∆ϕ − 1. It is easy to check that, in that case, we would have found
that all coefficients cn would have to be zero.

Conversely, let us now examine what happens when we relax instead of tightening
the asymptotics, keeping the assumed BOE spectrum 2∆ϕ + 2n the same. We still want
functionals dual to the correct spectrum, so we will choose:

α̃ = ∆ϕ +m, m ∈ N. (5.6)

Such functionals are suitable for bootstrapping form factors with αF < 1+ α̃. We now have
the duality conditions

θ
∆ϕ+m
n (2∆ϕ + 2m+ 2p) = δn,p , n, p ≥ 1 . (5.7)

Effectively, we see that, every time we increase m, we lose constraints. This is manifest in
the identities (4.24), which show we can increase m by one unit by sacrificing a functional.
Since we have lost constraints, the set of form factors compatible with our assumptions is
now larger. The sum rules now give:

cm+n +
m∑

k=0
ck θ

∆ϕ+m
n (2∆ϕ + 2k) = 0 , n ≥ 1 . (5.8)

and hence, solutions are labelled by m additional parameters c1 , . . . , cm. Of course, the
solutions with a given value of m include all of those with lower values of m.

To understand the physical origin of these extra solutions, let us note that our BOE is
compatible not only with the form factor of Φ2, but more generally with

⟨(∇µ1 . . .∇µmΦ)2 ϕϕ⟩ (5.9)

To show that these indeed correspond to the solutions above, consider the following change
of basis16

F (m)(X,P1, P2) :=
〈 [( m∏

l=1

λ∆l
−∇2

AdS

(2∆ϕ + 2l)2

)
Φ2(X)

]
ϕ(P1)ϕ(P2)

〉
⇒ F (m)(z) =

(
m∏

l=1

λ∆l
− C12

z

(2∆ϕ + 2l)2

)
F (0)(z) , F (0) = z∆ϕ .

(5.10)

16After using the bulk equation of motion (∇2
AdS − λ∆ϕ

)Φ = 0 to remove terms of the form ∇2
AdSΦ, we

see that (5.10) are indeed linear combinations of the form factors (5.9),

F (m) = (−2)m∏m−1
l=0 (2∆ϕ + 2l)2

⟨(∇µ1 · · ·∇µm Φ)2 ϕ ϕ⟩ +
m−1∑
l=1

cmlF
(l) ,

for some coefficients cml.
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Since C12
z is the Casimir operator (of which boundary blocks are eigenfunctions, cf. (3.4)),

we have
F (m)(z) =

∞∑
k=m

c
(m)
k G2∆ϕ+2k(z) (5.11)

for some coefficients c(m)
k . Since the BOE of F (m)(z) has c0 = c1 = . . . cm−1 = 0, the sum

rules (5.8) predict

c(m)
n

∣∣∣∣
∆ϕ

= c(0)n

∣∣∣∣
∆ϕ→∆ϕ+m

(5.12)

and hence imply F (m)(z) = z∆ϕ+m. This is indeed correct, as follows from direct computa-
tion of (5.10).

An alternative way to derive these results is to use the local block expansion (4.14).
Let us make the same assumptions on the BOE spectrum and set F (z) = O(z∆ϕ+m) with
arbitrary m. Then:

F (z) =
∞∑

n=0
cnG2∆ϕ+2n(z) =

∞∑
n=0

cnL
∆ϕ+m
2∆ϕ+2n(z) =

m∑
n=0

cnL
∆ϕ+m
2∆ϕ+2n(z) (5.13)

where we used Lα̃+m
2α̃+2n(z) = 0 for n > m. Hence the form factors become identified with

simple combinations of local blocks. In particular, the form factors F (m) = z∆ϕ+m defined
above correspond to single local blocks,

F (m)(z) = z∆ϕ+m = L∆ϕ+m
2∆ϕ+2m = G2∆ϕ+2m(z)−

∞∑
n=1

θ
∆ϕ+m
n (2∆ϕ + 2m)G2∆ϕ+2m+2n(z) ,

(5.14)
where we have used (3.26). This boundary block expansion indeed matches the computation
from sum rules above. In fact, we can actually directly compute these local blocks as
functions, rather than as boundary block expansions. Using (3.21) and (3.6), we find:

L∆ϕ

∆ (z) =
sin
[

π
2 (∆− 2∆ϕ)

]
π

∫ 0

−∞
dw (−z/w)∆ϕ+1

z − w
G̃∆

(
w

w−1

)
(5.15)

∼
∆→2∆ϕ

z∆ϕ
2 sin

[
π
2 (∆− 2∆ϕ)

]
π(∆− 2∆ϕ)

→
∆=2∆ϕ

z∆ϕ (5.16)

What made an exact computation possible was the fact that, for this particular value of ∆,
the integral is dominated by the region w ∼ 0 where the integrand simplifies. It is also easy,
by subtracting powers from the integrand and adding back their integral, to analytically
extend the integral formula (5.15) for the local block. From the resulting formula, one can
find exact expressions for ∆ = 2α̃− 2p for any integer p:

Lα̃
2α̃−2p(z) =

p∑
k=0

bk z
α̃−k , (5.17)

where the coefficients bk can be determined exactly. Here we just point out that this is
perfectly consistent with our contact term computations.
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Figure 8. ‘Exchange’ Witten diagram in AdS.

5.2 Local blocks from AdS Witten diagrams

The local blocks L12,α̃
∆ developed in section 3.2 are, in particular, local form factors. Thus

one may wonder if there a local QFT in AdS that realises them as its form factors. Given
that their expansion (3.26) in boundary blocks contains G12

∆ and G12
2α̃+2n (n ≥ 1), it is

natural to guess that this is the theory of three scalars Φ1, Φ2 and Ψ∆ in AdS (corresponding
to boundary fields of dimension ∆1, ∆2 and ∆) coupled through an interaction vertex
Ψ∆Φ1Φ2. The goal of this section is to show that this guess is correct.

Consider the form factor E12
∆ = ⟨Ψ∆ ϕ1 ϕ2⟩ in such a theory, which is given at tree level

by a single ‘exchange’ Witten diagram (see figure 8),

E12
∆ (z)= (−2P12)(∆1+∆2)/2

(
P1 ·X
P2 ·X

)∆12
2
∫

AdS
dX ′ PBB

∆ (X,X ′)
(−2P1 ·X ′)∆1(−2P2 ·X ′)∆2

. (5.18)

Here we are using the embedding space formalism introduced in section 2.1. We use the
following expression for the bulk-to-bulk propagator [50]:

PBB
∆ (X,X ′) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

dc
2πif(c)

∫
Rd

dQ 1
(−2Q ·X ′) d

2+c(−2Q ·X) d
2−c

, (5.19)

f(c) = 1
2πd

Γ
(

d
2 + c

)
Γ
(

d
2 − c

)
Γ(c)Γ(−c)

1(
∆− d

2

)2
− c2

. (5.20)

The integrals over X ′ and Q may be performed using the integral identities stated in
appendix A. As a result we find

E12
∆ (z) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

dc
2πi h

12
∆ (c)G12

d
2−c

(z) , (5.21)

h12∆ (c) =
Γ
(
∆1+∆2−d/2+c

2

)
Γ
(
∆1+∆2−d/2−c

2

)
Γ
(

d/2−c+∆12
2

)
Γ
(

d/2−c−∆12
2

)
2Γ(−c)Γ(∆1)Γ(∆2)

[(
∆− d

2

)2
− c2

] .
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Closing the contour on the left-hand side, we pick up the pole at c = d
2 −∆ and the series

of poles at c = d
2 − (∆1 +∆2 + 2n) to obtain

E12
∆ (z) = a12(∆)G12

∆ (z) +
∞∑

n=0
a12n (∆)G12

∆1+∆2+2n(z) , (5.22)

where
a12(∆) = Res

c=d
2−∆

h12∆ (c) , a12n (∆) = Res
c=d

2−(∆1+∆2+2n)
h12∆ (c) . (5.23)

Now comparing (5.22) with the expression (3.26), we assert that E12
∆ is proportional to a

local block:
E12

∆ = a12(∆)L12,α̃
∆ with α̃ = 1

2(∆1 +∆2)− 1 . (5.24)

This identification of the exchange diagram as a local block is correct because: (i) it is local,
since it is the tree-level contribution to a local form factor, (ii) it contains only the blocks
G12

∆ and G12
2α̃+2n (n ≥ 1), and (iii) it has large z asymptotic ∼zα̃.17 There is only one such

function (up to rescaling), as can be seen by applying the functionals θ12,α̃.
Thus the coefficients in (5.22) are related to the functional actions θ12,α̃

n (∆) defined in
section 4 (which are the coefficients for the local block expanded in boundary blocks),

θ12,α̃
n (∆) = −

a12n−1(∆)
a12(∆) (α̃ = 1

2(∆1 +∆2)− 1) . (5.25)

Explicitly evaluating these residues of h12∆ , we find the expressions (3.27) which we repeat here

θ12,α̃
n (∆) = 4(−1)n

(n− 1)!
1

(∆− 2α̃− 2n)(∆ + 2α̃+ 2n− d) (5.26)

×
Γ(α̃+ n+ ∆12

2 )Γ(α̃+ n− ∆12
2 )Γ(∆ + 1− d

2)Γ(2α̃+ n+ 1− d
2)

Γ(∆2 + ∆12
2 )Γ(∆2 − ∆12

2 )Γ(α̃− ∆
2 + 1)Γ(α̃+ ∆

2 + 1− d
2)Γ(2α̃+ 2n− d

2)
.

As a cross-check, this expression satisfies the identities derived in subsection 4.2.3. In
particular, the identity (4.31) describing the action of the Casimir operator on a local block
translates to a relation between AdS exchange and contact diagrams:18

(C12
z − λ∆)E12

∆ (z) = −C12(z) , C12(z) = z(∆1+∆2)/2 . (5.27)

As we explained previously, the action of the Casimir is the same as that of the AdS
Laplacian on the bulk field. The combination (C2−λ∆) is then (∇2

AdS −m2
∆), which reduces

the bulk-to-bulk propagator to a delta-function, thus turning the exchange diagram into a
contact diagram [60].

17The asymptotic behaviour E12
∆ ∼ z(∆1+∆2)/2−1 follows from the standard fact that (C12

z − λ∆)E12
∆

equals a contact term z(∆1+∆2)/2 (see eq. (5.27) below).
18Note that consistency requires a particular relation between θ12,α̃−1

1 and a12(∆):

a12(∆) =
(

1
4α̃2 − ∆2

12

)
1

θ12,α̃−1
1 (∆)

(α̃ = 1
2 (∆1 + ∆2) − 1) .

which indeed holds, consistently with equations (3.27), (5.24) and (4.31).
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5.3 Φ4 interactions

As our next example, we consider a theory of two initially free scalar fields Φ and Φ̃ in AdS,
corresponding to dual bulk operators ϕ, ϕ̃ with dimensions ∆ and ∆̃ respectively. The fields
are then coupled together via a quartic interaction of the form

Lint ∼ gΦ2Φ̃2. (5.28)

Here we will show how to bootstrap the leading order result for the form factor F = ⟨Φ̃2 ϕϕ⟩.
The relevant O(g) diagram is shown in figure 9. To leading order in g, the BOE of Φ̃2

contains two towers of states,

F (z) =
∞∑

m=0
cmG2∆+2m(z) +

∞∑
n=0

dnG2∆̃+2n(z) , (5.29)

corresponding to ‘double trace’ operators (ϕ2)n and (ϕ̃2)n. In the above we should have in
mind that

cn = µΦ̃
2

(ϕ2)n︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(g)

λϕ2

(ϕ2)n︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(1)

, dn = µΦ̃
2

(ϕ̃2)n︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(1)

λϕ2

(ϕ̃2)n︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(g)

.
(5.30)

At this order in g, scaling dimensions are unmodified and no other operators appear. Our
goal will be to determine cn so as to read off the new µ couplings at O(g), as functions of
the explicitly known coefficients dn (see appendix B). Let us apply to F a complete set of
functionals θα̃

n ; the natural choice is take α̃ = ∆− 1 so that the sum rules determine:

cm = −
∞∑

n=0
dn θ

∆−1
m+1(2∆̃ + 2n) , m ≥ 0 . (5.31)

However, there is one caveat. In principle we need to establish that the asymptotics of
the form factor to ensure the applicability of these functionals. To estimate the behaviour
of F (z) at large z, we recall that this is a high-energy limit where AdS space becomes
effectively flat and particles massless. From the momentum-space form factor we get

F(p) ∼
∫
dd+1p′

1
(p′ + p)2p′2 ∼

p→∞
|p|d−3 . (5.32)

Given that for contact terms we have F(p) ∼ p2k, while in position space F (z) ∼ z∆+k, we
guess here

F (z) =
z→∞

O
(
z

d−3
2 +∆

)
. (5.33)

Thus we expect to require d < 3 for validity of the sum rules. In fact we find by plug-
ging in the explicit values of dn in Appendix B that the summand in (5.31) goes like
dnθ

∆−1
m+1(2∆̃ + 2n) ∼ nd−4 for large n, so that the sums indeed converge only for d < 3.
The reason for this bound is related to the fact that the quartic interaction we have

chosen is a relevant term (from a d+1 dimensional perspective) only for d < 3. In the form
factor computation, this manifests as the fact that, for d < 3, the large z asymptotics of
the form factor are strictly weaker than those of a contact term. For higher d this is no
longer the case, so we must allow for a wider set of solutions, which may, in particular, have
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Figure 9. The Witten diagram contributing to the form factor ⟨Φ̃2 ϕϕ⟩ at leading order O(g).

all dn switched off. Equivalently, the bulk field can always be shifted by Φ̃2 → Φ̃2 + c gΦ2,
shifting the form factor by a contact term; this contact term becomes indistinguishable
from our desired form factor at the level of asymptotics as d passes above 3. In practice, we
can proceed by assuming d < 3 but our final results hold for any d by analytic continuation.
The net result is that the sum rules (5.31) determine the coefficients cn from the known
ones dn, bypassing any need for perturbative computations. Their explicit form is given in
appendix B.

Note that an alternative way to arrive at these results is to make use of local blocks.
Locality is equivalent to the expansion (3.25) in local blocks,

F =
∞∑

m=0
cmG2∆+2m(z) +

∞∑
n=0

dnG2∆̃+2n(z) =
∞∑

n=0
dn L∆−1

2∆̃+2n
(z) , (5.34)

where we have used the fact (3.30) that L∆−1
2∆+2m(z) = 0 for m ≥ 0. Re-expanding the local

blocks in boundary blocks as in (3.26), the coefficients cm are evidently determined in terms
of the others, and will indeed be given by the sum rules (5.31).

Let us now check the prediction of our sum rules by explicitly computing the AdS form
factor in perturbation theory. The leading O(g) contribution corresponding to the diagram
in figure 9 is given by

F (z) = g (−2P12)∆
∫
AdS

dX ′ PBB
∆̃ (X ′, X)2

(−2P1 ·X ′)∆(−2P2 ·X ′)∆ . (5.35)

The product of two bulk-to-bulk propagators between the same two points can be expanded
as a sum of single propagators [61],

PBB
∆a

(X ′, X)PBB
∆b

(X ′, X) =
∞∑

n=0
an P

BB
∆a+∆b+2n(X ′, X) , (5.36)

where the coefficients an are given explicitly in appendix B. Using this decomposition with
∆a = ∆b = ∆̃ in (5.35), we get

F (z) = (−2P12)∆
∫
AdS

dX ′
∞∑

n=0
an

PBB
2∆̃+2n

(X ′, X)
(−2P1 ·X ′)∆(−2P2 ·X ′)∆ . (5.37)
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Following the same argument as in section 5.2, we obtain

F (z) =
∞∑

n=0
an

∫ i∞

−i∞

dc

2πih2∆̃+2n(c)Gd
2−c

(z) , (5.38)

=
∞∑

n=0
anE2∆̃+2n(z) , (5.39)

where we denote

h2∆̃+2n(c) ≡ h∆∆
2∆̃+2n

(c) , E2∆1+2n ≡ E∆∆
2∆̃+2n

, (5.40)

and h∆∆
2∆̃+2n

(c), E∆∆
2∆̃+2n

are as defined in section 5.2.
The form factor (5.39) is just a sum of the exchange diagrams (5.21) studied above.

Using the fact that these exchange diagrams are proportional to local blocks (5.24), we can
then write the form factor in the manifestly local form (5.34): as a sum of local blocks

F (z) =
∞∑

n=0
dn L∆−1

2∆̃+2n
(z) , dn = an a

∆∆(2∆̃ + 2n) , (5.41)

where a∆∆(2∆̃ + 2n) were defined in (5.23). One can check that the values of dn resulting
from (5.41) match those stated in (B.4).

As discussed above, the local block expansion (5.41) can be converted to a boundary
block expansion by expanding the local blocks with the formula (3.26). The same is achieved
by simply commuting the order of summation and integration in (5.38),

F =
∫ i∞

−i∞

dc

2πi

[ ∞∑
n=0

anh2∆̃+2n(c)
]
G d

2−c(z) (5.42)

The function in square brackets has poles at c = d
2 − (2∆ + 2m) and c = d

2 − (2∆̃ + 2n)
for each m and n. Closing the contour on the left, we obtain a boundary block expansion
of precisely the form (5.29). The coefficients dn are, of course, the same as those in the
local block expansion (5.41). The remaining tower of coefficients, cm precisely match the
values (5.31) predicted by the sum rules (stated in appendix B).

To conclude, let us briefly consider the case where ∆̃ = ∆ to study the form factor
⟨Φ2 ϕϕ⟩ for a single scalar field with g

4!Φ4 interaction in AdS and mass m2 = ∆(∆ − d).
Taking the limit ∆̃ → ∆ of our previous computation determines the leading correction
F (1) to the form factor F (0) = z∆ of the free theory (see eq. (5.5)):

F (0)(z) + g F (1)(z) ∼
∞∑

n=0

(
c(0)n + g c(1)n

)
G2∆+2n+g γn . (5.43)

In this limit, the sum rules determine the corrections c(1)n to the coefficients in (5.43) in
terms of the anomalous dimensions γn. One finds that the coefficients cm,dn diverge in this
limit ∆̃ → ∆, but these divergences cancel between the two towers:

cn = un

∆− ∆̃
+ vn + . . . , dn = − un

∆− ∆̃
+ wn , (5.44)

F (1)(z) =
∞∑

n=0

[
2un ∂∆G2∆+2n + (vn + wn)G2∆+2n

]
. (5.45)
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In particular we can read off the anomalous dimensions,

γn = 2un

c
(0)
n

=
2−3−d π−

d
2 Γ(d

2 + n)Γ(∆ + n)Γ(12 − d
2 +∆+ n)Γ(−d

2 + 2∆+ n)
n! Γ(d

2)Γ(
1
2 +∆+ n)Γ(1− d

2 +∆+ n)Γ(1− d+ 2∆+ n)
, (5.46)

which match the known result [62].

6 Locality constraints on CFT data

One way of viewing the set of locality constraints (2.19) is as a rulebook for re-constructing
local bulk fields from boundary data. However, it can also be seen as a set of constraints
on the CFT data in order for it to be consistent with the existence of a local AdS bulk.
The central idea is that, fixing a bulk field and considering several different choices of
boundary operators, one can effectively ‘eliminate’ the BOE coefficients µ∆ from the locality
constraints, yielding relations purely among the CFT structure constants λ12∆ := λ∆1∆2

∆ . In
this section, we begin to explore such relations in a very simple context, namely the GFF
CFT, exploiting the functional machinery built up in previous sections.

6.1 Eliminating the BOE coefficients

For a given bulk field Ψ, there is a list of locality constraints indexed by the external
operators O∆1 ,O∆2 ,

Iz

[∑
n

µΨn λ
12
∆n

G12
∆n

(z)
]
= 0 , for z ≥ 1 . (6.1)

Crucially, the BOE coefficients µΨn are the same for each choice of external operators. Let
us assume the BOE spectrum to be ∆n = 2β + 2n for some parameter β. Applying the
dual set of functionals θ12,β

n , the combinations µΨn λ12∆n
may be exactly bootstrapped up to

an overall factor µΨ0 λ12∆0
,

µΨn λ
12
∆n

µΨ0 λ
12
∆0

= −θ12,β
n (2β) . (6.2)

More precisely, this is true only if we assume that the form factor has asymptotic behaviour

FΨ
O1O2(z) ∼

z→∞
zβ+1−ϵ (ϵ > 0) , (6.3)

so that the functionals θ12,β
n satisfy the constraint (3.19) (we will discuss more general cases

below). It follows from (6.2) that the combinations −µΨ
n

µΨ
0
=

λ12
∆0

λ12
∆n

θ12,β
n (2β) are independent

of the choice of operators 1, 2, as long as the asymptotic constraint above continues to be
satisfied. Therefore, for any such pair, we have

λ12∆n

λ12∆0

= θ12,β
n (2β)

θ1̂2,β
n (2β)

λ1̂2∆n

λ12∆0

, (6.4)

where hatted quantities are some particular choice of external dimensions 1̂, 2̂. Thus we see
that bulk locality places an infinite set of constraints on the boundary OPE coefficients:
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starting from knowledge of λ1̂2∆n
, one can determine λ12∆n

for any choice of external dimensions
1, 2 (up to an overall factor of λ12∆0

).
Let us demonstrate this method for the bulk field Φ2 in GFF theory (in which case

β = ∆ϕ) with some simple examples of boundary operators. First, let us consider the form
factor ⟨Φ2 ϕn ϕn+2⟩. Taking the reference dimensions to be, e.g., ∆̂1 = ∆̂2 = ∆ϕ, the OPE
relations (6.4) tell us that:19

λϕn ϕn+2

(ϕ2)m
= 0 , m > 0 . (6.5)

This is easy to verify since, in free theory, we have a factorization λϕn ϕn+2

(ϕ2)m
∝⟨(ϕ2)m ϕ2⟩⟨ϕn ϕn⟩,

and the right-hand-side now vanishes for m > 0 since two-point functions are diagonal. This
implies that the form factor contains only a single boundary block G2∆ϕ

, which may indeed
be seen from its factorization as ⟨Φ2 ϕn ϕn+2⟩ ∝ ⟨Φ2ϕ2⟩⟨ϕnϕn⟩. This is thus an example of
the special case considered in section 2.4 containing only the block ∆ = |∆12| (equalling
2∆ϕ in this case).

Next let us consider the form factor ⟨Φ2 ϕn ϕn⟩. A direct computation in AdS gives

F (z) = K z∆ϕ , K = µΦ
2

ϕ2 λ
ϕn ϕn

ϕ2 (6.6)

so this form factor does satisfy (6.3) with β = ∆ϕ and the constraints (6.4) apply. Taking
the same reference dimensions, ∆̂1 = ∆̂2 = ∆ϕ, the constraints yield a non-trivial relation
between OPE coefficients,

λϕn ϕn

(ϕ2)m

λϕn ϕn

ϕ2

=
λϕ ϕ
(ϕ2)m

λϕ ϕ
ϕ2

. (6.7)

Since this is a free theory, we can check explicitly that these are identities are correct, and
indeed they are since

λϕn ϕn

(ϕ2)m
∝ λϕ ϕ

(ϕ2)m
⟨ϕn−1 ϕn−1⟩ for all m ≥ 0 , (6.8)

with the proportionality constant dependent only on n.
As a final comment, note that the relations above were unable to fix the zeroth

coefficients λϕn ϕn

ϕ2 . This was because the overall normalisation of form factors is always left
unfixed by locality. But, in fact, we would like to point out that this always had to be the
case. This is because all our computations above are really statements about correlators
involving operators with dimensions ∆ϕ, 2∆ϕ, etc. and a specific kind of BOE, and thus
they are valid for a much wider set of theories. For instance, the results would be unchanged
if we had considered the theory of N decoupled Generalized Free Fields ϕi, setting ϕ→ ϕ1,

ϕ2 = N− 1
2
∑N

i=1 ϕiϕi. The unfixed coefficient, for example λϕ2 ϕ2

ϕ2 in the n = 2 case, depends
on N . This explains why we were unable to fix it, since none of our assumptions prefer one
value of N over another.

19We recall that (ϕk)m denotes a primary operator in GFF theory of the schematic form ϕ□2mϕk−1 and
scaling dimension k∆ϕ + 2m. If k > 2 and m > 0 then there are multiple such primaries.
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6.2 Modification for general asymptotics

As we vary the external operators, the asymptotic behaviour generally changes and may
not be as suppressed as assumed in (6.3), so the functionals θ12,β

n may not be applicable.
This just means that one must consider functionals with higher values of α̃, whose kernels
have extra suppression at large z. Specifically, assuming

F (z) ∼
z→∞

zβ+p+1−ϵ , p ∈ N , ∆n = 2β + 2n , (6.9)

we should consider the functionals θ12,β+p
m . Being dual to the n > p part of the spectrum, the

functionals can bootstrap all of the combinations µn λ
12
∆n

with n > p in terms of the others,

µΨn λ
12
∆n

= −
p∑

m=0
µΨm λ12∆m

θ12,β+p
n−p (∆m) , n > p . (6.10)

Given knowledge of the numbers c12m = µΨm λ12∆m
for m = 1, . . . , p (specifying a choice of

solution) and fixing a normalization c120 = µΨ0 λ
12
∆0

, the following combinations are then
independent of ∆1,∆2:

µΨn = 1
λ12∆n

C12,(p)
n , C12,(p)

n := −
p∑

m=0
c12m θ12,β+p

n−p (∆m) , n > p . (6.11)

Eliminating µΨn , we obtain a relation between OPE coefficients,

λ12∆n
= C

12,(p)
n

C
1̂2,(p)
n

λ1̂2∆n
, n > p , (6.12)

where ∆̂1, ∆̂2 are some reference dimensions whose corresponding form factor also decays
at least as fast as (6.9).

These relations between structure constants are a generalization of the p = 0 case (6.4)
above (when C

12,(0)
n = −µΨ0 λ12∆0

θ12,β
n (2β)). For p > 0, we have essentially lost p of the

functionals due to the slower decay of F (z).20 As a result, in (6.12), we lose p of the
relations between structure constants; however, an infinite set of relations still remain.
This simply indicates that there are p+ 1 independent solutions with the same spectrum,
external dimensions and asymptotics. Indeed, whenever there are multiple solutions, this
must happen, and the asymptotic of F (z) must become correspondingly less suppressed.

One source of multiplicity of solutions is the degeneracy of generic higher-trace states
(ϕn)m (but note this is somewhat particular to the free theory). However, as we will show,
there are multiple solutions even for the non-degenerate state (ϕ2)1. Let us consider in
detail the form factor ⟨Φ2 ϕ2 (ϕ2)1⟩ in GFF theory. The BOE spectrum is ∆n = 2β + 2n
with β = ∆ϕ. By considering the flat space limit, we estimate the large z asymptotic to be

F (z) ∼ z∆ϕ+1 = zβ+1 , (6.13)
20One way to see that we have ‘lost’ p functionals is that the shifted functionals θ12,β+p

n are dual in the
sense of (4.20) to only the ∆n>p part of the spectrum. Another is that they can be obtained from the
standard functionals θ12,β

n by making p subtractions (see eq. (4.24) and discussion there).
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i.e. one power of z harder than the contact term ⟨Φ2 ϕ2 ϕ2⟩, since the operator (ϕ2)1 contains
two extra derivatives and z ∼ −s ∼ p2 in the flat space limit.

The estimated asymptotic (6.13) satisfies (6.9) with p = 1, i.e. requiring one subtraction.
This means there are two independent solutions of the locality constraints with this BOE
spectrum, external dimensions, and asymptotic (or softer). A moment’s reflection indeed
reveals another such solution: instead of the derivatives in the operator (ϕ2)1, one can
produce its excess dimension by coupling to a heavier free field Φ2. The form factor
⟨(Φ1Φ2)(ϕ1ϕ2)(ϕ22)⟩, in a GFF theory with two scalars of dimensions ∆1 = ∆ϕ − 1 and
∆2 = ∆ϕ + 1, has the same external dimensions (2∆ϕ and 2∆ϕ + 2) and BOE spectrum
(2∆ϕ + 2n) as above. Being a simple contact without derivatives, we expect this solution to
have the more suppressed asymptotic F (z) ∼ z∆ϕ = zβ .

Let us bootstrap these two solutions using the locality constraints. Starting from
‘initial data’ c0,c1, all the other combinations cn = µΨn λ

12
∆n

are bootstrapped by the sum
rules (6.10),

F (z)=
∞∑

n=0
cnG

2∆ϕ,2∆ϕ+2n
2∆ϕ+2n (z) , (6.14)

cn = (−1)n−1Γ(−1+∆ϕ+n)Γ(1+∆ϕ+n)
Γ(−d

2+2∆ϕ+2n)
(6.15)

×
[

4(n−1)Γ(2− d
2+2∆ϕ+n)

(d−2−4∆ϕ)(d−4∆ϕ−2n)Γ(∆ϕ−1)Γ(∆ϕ+1)n! c0+
Γ(1− d

2+2∆ϕ+n)
Γ(∆ϕ)Γ(∆ϕ+2)(n−1)! c1

]
.

One coefficient c0 may be seen as a normalization ambiguity, while the other c1 corresponds
to the choice of theory.

Let us identify the values of c1 corresponding to our two solutions of interest by explicitly
computing the form factors. A bulk computation of the GFF form factor ⟨Φ2 ϕ2 (ϕ2)1⟩ gives

F (z) = K z∆ϕ

[
2(∆ϕ + 1)
d− 2− 2∆ϕ

z + 1
]
, K =

λ
ϕ2 (ϕ2)1
ϕ2

λϕ ϕ
ϕ2

(6.16)

where we fixed the normalisation by setting µΦ2

ϕ2 = 1/λϕ ϕ
ϕ2 . This result is consistent with the

bootstrap result (6.15) upon expanding it in blocks as (6.14) and making the choice

c0 = K , c1 = K
2∆ϕ(1 + ∆ϕ)(d− 4− 2∆ϕ)
(d− 2− 2∆ϕ)(d− 2− 4∆ϕ)

. (6.17)

With these ‘initial data’, the structure constants are bootstrapped by (6.12) in terms of
some ‘reference’ ones, which we take to be λϕ ϕ

(ϕ2)n
,

λ
ϕ2 (ϕ2)1
(ϕ2)n

λ
ϕ2 (ϕ2)1
ϕ2

= (∆ϕ + n)(d− 2− 2∆ϕ − 2n)
∆ϕ(d− 2− 2∆ϕ)

λϕ ϕ
(ϕ2)n

λϕ ϕ
ϕ2

. (6.18)

Using the known formula for the reference structure constants λϕ ϕ
(ϕ2)n

in GFF theory [63],
we obtain(

λ
ϕ2 (ϕ2)1
(ϕ2)n

)2
=

2K2 (∆ϕ + n)2(d− 2∆ϕ − 2n− 2)2(∆ϕ)n
2(∆ϕ + 1− d

2)n
2

(d− 2− 2∆ϕ)2∆2
ϕ n! (d

2)n(2∆ϕ + n+ 1− d)n(2∆ϕ + n− d
2)n

. (6.19)
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Now let us turn to the other solution ⟨(Φ1Φ2)(ϕ1ϕ2)(ϕ22)⟩ described above. In free
theory, this form factor factorizes as ⟨(Φ1Φ2)(ϕ1ϕ2)(ϕ22)⟩ ∝ ⟨(Φ1Φ2)ϕ1 ϕ2⟩⟨Φ2 ϕ2⟩ and, as a
result, the form factor is proportional to a simple contact (cf. the form factor (5.5)),

F (z) = Kz∆ϕ , K =
λ
(ϕ1ϕ2) (ϕ2

2)
(ϕ1ϕ2)

λϕ1 ϕ2
(ϕ1ϕ2)

, (6.20)

with the normalisation fixed as µ(Φ1Φ2)
(ϕ1ϕ2) = 1/λϕ1 ϕ2

(ϕ1ϕ2). Expanding (6.20) in blocks, it matches
the bootstrap result (6.15) with21

c0 = K , c1 = K
2(∆2

ϕ − 1)
d− 2− 4∆ϕ

. (6.21)

To bootstrap the structure constants, we will now take as our ‘reference’ λϕ1 ϕ2
(ϕ1ϕ2)n

. Then (6.12)
gives the identity

λ
(ϕ1ϕ2) (ϕ2

2)
(ϕ1ϕ2)n

λ
(ϕ1ϕ2) (ϕ2

2)
(ϕ1ϕ2)

=
λϕ1 ϕ2
(ϕ1ϕ2)n

λϕ1 ϕ2
(ϕ1ϕ2)

(6.22)

The ‘reference’ structure constants on the right-hand side are well known [63], giving(
λ
(ϕ1ϕ2) (ϕ2

2)
(ϕ1ϕ2)n

)2
=

2K2 (∆1)n (∆2)n (∆1 + 1− d
2)n (∆2 + 1− d

2)n

n! (d
2)n(∆1 +∆2 + n+ 1− d)n(∆1 +∆2 + n− d

2)n

. (6.23)

It is relatively difficult to obtain (6.19) and (6.23) directly from CFT four-point functions
in general spacetime dimension — which speaks to the power of the present approach —
but, to the extent that we were able to do this, we found perfect agreement with our results.

7 Form factors in the flat space limit

7.1 Taking the flat space limit

In this section, we will study the flat space limit of AdS form factors, mimicking the logic
for boundary correlators [46–49]. Concretely, we consider a gapped QFT in AdS. This
induces a family of boundary CFTs, labeled by the mass gap in units of the inverse AdS
radius. The flat space limit involves two steps. Firstly, we must take large AdS radius R,
while keeping physical masses m ∼ ∆/R fixed. Since the theory is gapped, it follows that
all scaling dimensions become very large in this limit. We will therefore use the terms ‘large
R’ and ‘large ∆’ interchangeably (and in fact ‘large ∆’ is the most natural formulation
from the CFT perspective). Secondly, we must perform a suitable analytic continuation
into appropriate scattering kinematics. In the process, there are several subtleties to worry
about, like commuting limits, whether quantities blow up or stay finite, and so on — but
here we will mostly ignore these subtleties. Technically our arguments are very similar to
those of [48], but we will not push our analysis as far as in that reference.

21This solution can also be identified by its more suppressed asymptotic, which implies it can be
bootstrapped directly using (6.4) without ‘subtractions’, in terms of only one normalization constant c0.
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Let us begin by motivating the analytic continuation and the mapping of kinematics.
In global AdS coordinates we have,

⟨Ψ(X)O(P )⟩ ∼ 1
(−2P ·X)∆ =

R→∞
2−∆ emnP ·x , xµ ≡ r nµ

X . (7.1)

We would like this to become a one-point form factor of the bulk field ψ, i.e. a plane wave.
This can be achieved by the continuation

n0P → −k0/m , ni
P = iki/m , x0 → ix0 , (7.2)

with kµ Lorentzian and k2 = −m2. The expectation is that, for a generic correlator involving
bulk and boundary fields, in the flat space limit this continuation maps local boundary
operator insertions to in/out states of definite on-shell momenta [64]:

2
∑m

i
∆i⟨0|Ψ1(X1) . . .Ψn(Xn)O1(P1) . . .Om(Pn)|0⟩R

→
R→∞

⟨0|Ψ(x1) . . .Ψn(xn)|k1 . . . kn⟩ , (7.3)

where we explicitly indicate dependence on the AdS radius R.
The perturbative validity of the above follows from a straightforward adaptation of the

arguments of [47]. A non-perturbative proof for an arbitrary number of insertions would be
significantly more difficult. Here we will restrict our attention to the single bulk insertion,
two-point AdS form factors that we’ve been studying so far. In this case we have

2∆1+∆2⟨Ψ(X)O∆1(P1)O∆2(P2)⟩R = z−
∆1+∆2

2 FR(z)
(−P1 ·X)∆1(−P2 ·X)∆2

=
R→∞

ei(k1+k2)·x F(s) =: ⟨0|Ψ(x)|k1, k2⟩ ,
(7.4)

which therefore sets

F(s) = lim
R→∞

z
−∆1+∆2

2
s FR(zs) . (7.5)

In this formula the cross-ratio is written

z = −2R2P12
(−2P1 ·X)(−2P2 ·X) →

R→∞
zs ≡ −s− (m1 +m2)2

4m1m2
(7.6)

with
s ≡ −(k1 + k2)2 , m1,2 =

∆1,2
R

. (7.7)

The regime of physical kinematics is then s > (m1 +m2)2, i.e. negative z with a small
negative imaginary part.

From the above, it seems that the AdS form factor directly becomes the flat space one.
In fact, we do not expect (7.5) to literally hold for arbitrary kinematics: what is meant by
that equation is that we should first take the limit in a region where it exists, and then
analytically continue. In the process of taking the analytic continuation, we may encounter
singularities that were not present in FR(z) for any fixed R and z, since the limits do not
commute in general. The logic is entirely analogous to the analysis of boundary correlators
in [48] and could presumably be repeated straightforwardly in the present context.22

22Unlike there however, the lack of positivity in the BOE would surely lead to less powerful results.
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Before we proceed, let us comment on what is expected of a form factor in flat space,
and how our proposal above is consistent with these expectations. A basic feature is that,
for physical kinematics s > (m1 +m2)2, there should be a branch cut corresponding to
exchange of double or multiparticle states. This translates into the cut of the AdS form
factor with z < 0. More importantly, in this context, the meaning of locality is that, as
we vary the Mandelstam invariant s, the only singularities we encounter on the complex
plane should have a definite physical meaning, such as poles associated to stable particles,
and branch-cuts for multiparticle exchange. As we mentioned above, such singularities can
in principle arise in the flat space limit. However, if we assume that locality of the AdS
form factor (i.e. analyticity for z ≥ 1) survives the flat space limit, it would then imply
that the momentum space form factor is analytic for s ≤ (m1 −m2)2. This makes sense:
the presence of a pole at or below this critical value would mean that we would not be
considering form factors of stable particles, so that the premise of our whole analysis would
be incorrect.

Below we will see, both in specific examples and more generally under reasonable
assumptions, that the flat space form factors we obtain do indeed have the good analyticity
properties set out above, these being essentially inherited from their AdS counterparts.

7.2 A phase shift formula

We will now derive an expression for the flat space form factor in physical kinematics in
terms of the boundary CFT data. The idea is simple: we will use the formula (7.5) directly
for these kinematics s > (m1 +m2)2 (or equivalently z < 0 with a small negative imaginary
part), while simultaneously decomposing the form factor using the BOE. We will have to
assume that the flat space limit commutes with the limit of physical kinematics. This seems
reasonable given that it is true in the four-point function context [48] — here we will see a
posteriori that this assumption is justified in a number of examples.

Our goal is then to compute:

lim
R→∞

z−
∆1+∆2

2 FR(zs) =
∑
∆

lim
R→∞

c∆z
−∆1+∆2

2 G12
∆ (z) , z < 0 . (7.8)

We will need expressions for boundary blocks in the flat space limit and on-shell kinematics.
Here we will set ∆1 = ∆2 ≡ ∆ϕ, leaving the more general but cumbersome formulae to
appendix C. A short calculation gives:

z−∆ϕG∆(z) =
z<0

e−i π
2 (∆−2∆ϕ)

(1− z)∆ϕ

(
z

z − 1

)∆
2 −∆ϕ

2F1

(∆
2 ,

∆− d+ 2
2 ,∆− d− 2

2 ,
z

z − 1

)

∼
∆,∆ϕ→∞

e−i π
2 (∆−2∆ϕ)

(−z)∆ϕ

[
−4ρ2

(
z

z−1

)]∆/2

√
1− ρ4

(
z

z−1

) [
1 + ρ2

(
z

z−1

)
]
] d−2

2

∼ 2e
−i π

2 (∆−2∆ϕ)

ĉfree
∆

N∆ϕ
(∆, 4(1− z)) , ∆ > 2∆ϕ ,

(7.9)

where the last line is valid up to exponentially suppressed corrections. The function
N∆ϕ

(∆, s) is a unit normalized gaussian in the variable ∆, of variance O(∆ϕ) and centered
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around (∆/∆ϕ)2 = s:

N∆ϕ
(∆, s) =

√
1

π∆ϕ(s− 4) exp
[
−(∆−

√
s∆ϕ)2

∆ϕ(s− 4)

]
. (7.10)

A similar calculation shows that blocks with ∆ < 2∆ϕ are exponentially suppressed.23 As
for the quantity ĉfree

∆ , it is related to a contact form factor:24

F
(Φ1Φ2)
ϕ1 ϕ2

(z) = z
∆1+∆2

2 =
∞∑

n=0
(−1)n ĉfree

∆n
G12

∆1+∆2+2n(z) (7.11)

with

ĉfree
∆ =

Γ
(
∆+∆12

2

)
Γ
(
∆−∆12

2

)
Γ
(
∆−d+∆1+∆2

2

)
Γ (∆1) Γ (∆2) Γ

(
∆−∆1−∆2+2

2

)
Γ
(
∆− d

2

) . (7.12)

Plugging the expressions for the block into the BOE (omitting those with ∆ < 2∆ϕ), we
obtain the following phase shift formula for the on-shell form factor:

F(s) = lim
R→∞

∑
∆>∆1+∆2

2 e−i π
2 (∆−∆1−∆2)

(
c∆
ĉfree
∆

)
N∆1,∆2(∆, s) , (7.13)

which we presented here in the general case ∆1 ̸= ∆2. The function N∆1,∆2 is defined in
appendix C. It remains a gaussian but now localizes at s = 4

(
∆

∆1+∆2

)2
. The formula above

is only valid for physical kinematics s > (m1 +m2)2 with a small positive imaginary part.

7.3 Applications

Let us now look at some examples of the formulae above. Firstly, consider the form factors
F (k) of operators of the schematic form ∂kΦ∂kΦ in free theory, which we determined in
section 5.1 to take the form:

F (k)(z) = z∆ϕ+k . (7.14)

Using (7.5) and setting m1 = m2 = 1, we immediately get

F (k)(s) ∝ (s− 4)k (7.15)

which is the correct result corresponding to the flat space form factor ⟨0|∂kΦ∂kΦ|k1, k2⟩.
Alternatively we can use the phase shift formula. The BOE data is now

c
(k)
∆n

=
∆ϕ,n→∞

(sn − 4)k(−1)nĉfree
∆n

, sn ≡
(
∆n

∆ϕ

)2

. (7.16)

Plugging this into (7.13), a simple computation leads again to (7.15).
As a different example, we can compute the flat space limit of a local block with

∆ = ∆b < 2∆ϕ corresponding to the exchange of a bound state of mass mb = ∆b/R. We
23More properly, such blocks are exponentially suppressed for sufficiently negative z. We then define the

analytic continuation of the form factor for all negative z by explicitly subtracting out those blocks.
24This form factor and its expansion can be derived in a similar fashion to what was done in section 5.1.
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will obtain a finite answer if we multiply the local block with the correct prefactor. Let
us set

c̃free
∆b

=
ĉfree
∆b

sin
[

π
2 (∆− 2∆ϕ)

] (7.17)

We will compute
Fb(s) = g lim

∆b,∆ϕ→∞
(∆bc̃∆b

)
[
z−∆ϕL∆ϕ−1

∆b
(zs)

]
(7.18)

The justification for this specific prefactor is that it corresponds to the one obtained by
the AdS Lagrangian computation of section 5.2 since, in the notation of that section, we
have ∆bc̃∆b

∝ a12(∆b). In other words, this is the prefactor we must include to obtain a
good flat space limit, where g remains constant and finite in units of the mass gap to some
power. Using the phase shift formula we get

Fb(s) = −g∆b

∞∑
n=0

e−i π
2 (∆n−2∆ϕ)

(
c̃free
∆b

ĉfree
∆n

)
θ
∆ϕ−1
n (∆b)N∆ϕ

(∆n, s)

∼ −g∆b

2

(
c̃free
∆b

ĉfree
∆n

)
θ
∆ϕ−1
ns (∆b) ,

(
∆ns

∆ϕ

)2

= s .

= g
2m2

b

π

1
m2

b − s

(7.19)

We see that the form factor takes precisely the expected form in the flat space limit.
We can combine the phase shift formula with this result to get a dispersion relation for

the form factor. For simplicity we will do the derivation for α̃ = ∆ϕ = ∆1 = ∆2. We start
from (3.24) and take the flat space limit:

F (w)=
∑

0≤∆≤2∆ϕ

c∆L
∆ϕ

∆ (w)+
∫ 0

−∞

dz
π

w∆ϕ+1

z(z−w)Iz

z−∆ϕ

F (z)− ∑
0≤∆≤2∆ϕ

c∆G∆(z)


⇒ F(s)=

∑
i

gi
s−4

(m2
i −4)(m2

i −s)
+
∫ ∞

4

ds′
π

4−s
(4−s′)(s−s′) ν(s

′) (7.20)

where, using the phase shift formula for the integrand,

ν(s) ≡ IsF(s) =
∑

∆>∆1+∆2

2 sin
[
π

2 (∆− 2∆ϕ)
](

c∆
ĉfree
∆

)
N∆ϕ

(∆, s) , (7.21)

Note that the sum over states localizes in a small window around (∆/∆ϕ)2 − s = O(
√
∆ϕ).

The above establishes an analytic continuation of the flat space form factor from physical to
all complex kinematics. In particular, assuming the expression makes sense (i.e. the integral
converges), the above demonstrates that the flat space form factor is indeed local in the
sense discussed previously.

7.4 Extremality and integrability

To conclude this section, let us make a connection to the theory of 2d integrable models.
In such models, form factors can be constructed appealing to two conditions known as
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Watson’s equations (see e.g. [65]). Let us focus on the two-point form factors considered in
this work. The first condition is that form factors are local, i.e.

F(e2πis) = F(s) . (7.22)

This means that form factors do not have branch cuts along the negative s axis. Using the
mapping z = 1− s/4 given in (7.6), this translates to absence of a discontinuity for z > 1,
i.e. the locality conditions we have discussed in this work. The second condition, which
holds specifically for 2d integrable models, is that the discontinuity of the form factor for
physical kinematics should be given by the S-matrix. This translates to:

F(s+ iϵ) = F(s− iϵ)S(s+ iϵ) , s > 4 , (7.23)

where S(s) is the two-to-two S-matrix. We will now see that this condition can be derived
from our construction assuming that the BOE data is of a special kind in the flat space
limit. In fact, our argument actually shows the above holds in general spacetime dimension
upon replacing S(s) → Sℓ=0(s) (the spin-0 phase shift). The key assumption is:

• In the flat space limit ∆ϕ → ∞, the BOE is effectively captured by a single analytic
family of states of dimensions ∆n = 2∆ϕ + 2n + γn, with γn slowly varying, i.e.
∂nγn = O(1/∆ϕ).

Physically this means that the BOE spectrum (in the scalar channel) has no ‘particle
production’ in the flat space limit, so that only double-trace type operators contribute.
Under this assumption, the phase shift formula simplifies to

F(s) =
∑

∆>2∆ϕ

2 e−i π
2 (∆−2∆ϕ)

(
c∆
ĉfree
∆

)
N∆ϕ

(∆, s) = e−
iπ
2 γ(s)g(s) , (7.24)

with
g(s) =

∞∑
n=0

2 (−1)n

[(
c∆
ĉfree
∆

)
N∆ϕ

(∆, s)
] ∣∣∣∣

∆=2∆ϕ+2n+γn

,

γ(s) = γn

∣∣∣∣
n=⌊∆ϕ

√
s−2
2 ⌋

(7.25)

and the flat space limit implied everywhere. In previous work [48] it was shown that e−iπγ(s)

defined above is precisely the 2-to-2 S-matrix of the integrable model, e∓iγ(s) = S(s± iϵ)
(or the spin-0 phase shift in general dimension), from which now follows (7.23).

8 Discussion

We have initiated a systematic study of bulk reconstruction from an operator perspective.
Specifically, we reformulated it as the problem of finding solutions to a set of functional sum
rules on the BOE and boundary OPE data. They arise by imposing locality of correlators
involving one bulk and two boundary insertions — ‘AdS form factors’. A nice feature of
these sum rules is that they can be chosen to be dual to Generalized Free Field solutions in
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the sense of eq. (4.20). This means that they are especially well adapted for studying QFTs
in AdS that are perturbatively close to a free theory. Thus, as promised in the introduction,
this formalism allows one to canonically construct local bulk fields in large N CFTs.

Let us discuss how our construction must be modified to account for bulk theories
with local symmetries, leaving a detailed account for future work [51]. For the purposes
of discussion, let us concentrate on internal, local symmetries. In this context, consider
what would happen if we try to reconstruct a local bulk operator that is charged under the
gauge group. By gauge invariance, we know that the operator must get dressed with gauge
flux, perhaps in the form of a Wilson line. The flux stretches out to the AdS boundary
and should show up as a breakdown of locality.25 Concretely, form factors involving the
boundary conserved current dual to the bulk gauge field should be sensitive to this dressing
as a failure of conservation in the following sense. Supposing we attach a Wilson line to the
bulk operator, reaching the boundary at some point x0, let us schematically denote the full
object as Φx0(x, u). Then current conservation gives:

∂

∂xµ
1
⟨Jµ(x1)ϕ̄(x2)Φx0(x, u)⟩ = iq δ(d)(x1 − x0) ⟨ϕ̄(x2)Φx0(x, u)⟩

− iq δ(d)(x1 − x2) ⟨ϕ̄(x2)Φx0(x, u)⟩
(8.1)

with q the charge of ϕ(x). For instance, if we choose x0 = x so that the Wilson line lies
along the orthogonal projection of Φ to the boundary, the delta function takes the form
δ(z − 1). Thus we expect the AdS form factor to have a singularity, and for locality to
break down at z = 1. More generally, dressed operators will lead to failures of conservation
of Jµ and the breakdown of locality away from boundary operator insertions. The good
news is that the above suggests this breakdown should be controlled by the Ward identity
plus a choice of dressing. Thus our sum rules should still be applicable, albeit now with a
non-trivial (and hopefully controllable, at least for large N) right-hand side,∑

∆
c∆θn(∆) = (fixed by conservation + dressing) . (8.2)

Similar comments generalize straightforwardly to dressings of operators in the presence of
gravity, replacing the conserved current with the stress tensor. We hope to pursue further
investigations along these lines in the near future.

In spite of the above discussion, we would like to emphasize that the perspective pursued
in this work, namely of non-gravitational QFTs in AdS space, is not without its uses. Indeed,
the study of QFTs in AdS has received increasing interest in recent years [46–49, 57, 68], as
this setup allows QFT questions to be formulated in terms of CFT ones, which can then be
readily adressed with rigorous bootstrap techniques. The present work can be seen as a
way to systematically include additional constraints on a CFT, other than crossing and
unitarity, for it to be compatible with the existence of a local AdS bulk description. In
this paper, we have begun to explore this analytically. For example, in the context of GFF

25An interesting alternative is that this flux might instead get attached onto features of the background
geometry, or in CFT language, onto specific features of a non-vacuum state [66, 67]. This should lead to a
breakdown of locality that is exponentially suppressed, rather than power law as discussed here.
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theory, we showed explicitly that bulk locality imposes infinitely many relations between
OPE coefficients. Similarly, interesting CFTs without a stress-tensor, such as long-range
models, can be described by QFTs in AdS and the kind of sum rules described in this
work should then be very useful in bootstrap applications to impose extra constraints on
the OPE data. In fact, the simplest such constraints, associated with the existence of a
bulk free field,26 have already been put to use in such applications [55–57]. Our work adds
significantly new constraints to account for the existence of composite bulk fields. The
results may be seen as an AdS generalization of the kind of logic that was previously used
in bootstrap studies of S-matrices and form factors [69, 70].

One of the outcomes of the present work is that flat space form factors can be determined
from the boundary CFT. Here we have focused on the case where the bulk theory is gapped,
but it would be interesting to pursue a more detailed understanding of the dictionary for
gapless theories. This would then allow us to explore situations where the bulk theory suffers
from infrared divergences and there are difficulties in defining a finite S-matrix. AdS/CFT
suggests a natural regularization for these divergences and provides non-perturbative, well-
defined observables — boundary CFT correlators — which can perhaps be used to define
good S-matrices in the bulk.27 It seems to us that, to make progress in this direction, it
would be important to understand how LSZ reduction of bulk correlators in flat space is
related to the push map in AdS/CFT — something for which the constructions presented
in this paper should be very useful.

Although our language has been that of QFTs in AdS space, our results also have
immediate applications to boundary conformal field theories (BCFTs). Indeed, that merely
corresponds to the case where the QFT happens to be a conformally invariant CFTd+1. In
that case the bulk fields can be labelled by representations of the (bulk) conformal group
SO(d+ 2, 1) and, in particular, by bulk scaling dimensions ∆̃Ψ. In these circumstances, one
can make a Weyl mapping from AdS to a flat metric, which we can think of as a half-space,
or equivalently the interior of the d + 1 dimensional ball. The mapping of correlators is
simply given by

(−X · I)∆̃Ψ(X)
∣∣∣∣
AdS

= Ψ(X)
∣∣∣∣
flat

. (8.3)

In particular, this means BCFT correlators are trivially related to the ones considered in
this work, so our results apply equally well to that case. In BCFT there is, of course, also
an OPE available between bulk fields, and this fact has been exploited in the past to obtain
constraints on both BOE and bulk OPE CFT data [74] by bootstrapping bulk two point
functions. It would be very interesting to combine these with the set of bulk locality sum
rules that we developed in the present work, and to see what improvements they may add.

As a final note, let us point out that, on a technical level, our construction is closely
analogous to what was done for the crossing equation in CFTs [28], especially in 1d where
there is a single cross-ratio, as for our locality equation. However, our construction of

26As we saw in section 2.4, free fields in the bulk are a special case where the BOE contains only two blocks.
27As well as the well-known infrared divergences in 4d (see [71] for a recent discussion), infrared issues can

also arise in integrable 2d models (see e.g. [72]). Boundary correlators in AdS have indeed been considered
as an infrared regulator in that context [73].
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functional kernels was significantly easier for two reasons. Firstly, it was sufficient for us to
focus on functionals whose actions have simple zeros. While some functionals with double
zeros relevant to the present setup follow from those presented in [30], initial explorations
did not seem to show them as immediately useful. Secondly, the functionals here act directly
on blocks rather than differences of direct and cross channel blocks. Since boundary blocks
are eigenfunctions of a differential operator, one may naturally wonder if our constructions
can be interpreted as obtaining a ‘basis’ for some space. In follow-up work [75], we will
make this idea precise. We will demonstrate that the functionals constructed here indeed
form a basis in a well-defined sense. We will also show that it is possible to characterize and
construct a broad class of many other bases, which are dual to BOEs with non-trivial spectra.
An optimistic hope would be to generalize this line of thought to the crossing equation and
eventually obtain exact ‘extremal’ interacting solutions to the crossing equation, at least
for 1d CFTs.
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A Integral identities for exchange diagram

In this appendix to section 5.2, we give some integral identities that were used to write the
exchange diagram (5.18) in the form (5.21). The integral over X ′ in (5.18) can be done
using the following identity

∫
dX ′ 1∏3

i=1(−2Pi ·X ′)∆i
= π

d
2

2

Γ
(∑

i
∆i−d

2

)∏3
i<j Γ(δij)∏3

i=1 Γ(∆i)
1∏3

i<j(−2Pi · Pj)δij
, (A.1)

where δ12 := ∆1+∆2−∆3
2 and so on. Then the integral over Q is done using the identity

∫
Rd

dQ
3∏

i=1

Γ(∆i)
(−2Pi ·Q)∆i

=2π
d
2

∫ ∞

0

3∏
i=1

dti
ti
t∆i
i exp

( 3∑
i=1

tiPi

)2 , 3∑
i=1

∆i = d. (A.2)

In the particular case P3 ≡ X, i.e. P 2
3 = −1, these integrals can be computed as

∫
Rd

dQ
3∏

i=1

Γ(∆i)
(−2Pi ·Q)∆i

=π
d
2

 3∏
i<j

1
(−2Pi ·Pj)δij

I(x) , x≡ −2P12
(−2P13)(−2P23)

(A.3)
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with

I(x) =
∫ i∞

−i∞

dc
2πiΓ(−c)Γ(δ12 − c)Γ(δ13 + c)Γ(δ23 + c)xc . (A.4)

Finally, closing the contour and picking up the poles on the right-hand side, this is determined
to be

I(x) =
[ 3∏

i=1
Γ
(

d
2 −∆i

)]
2F1

(
d
2 −∆1,

d
2 −∆2, 1 + ∆3 − d

2 , x
)

(A.5)

+ Γ(∆1)Γ(∆2)Γ
(
∆3 − d

2

)
z

d
2−∆3 2F1

(
∆1,∆2, 1−∆3 + d

2 , x
)
. (A.6)

B Φ4 interactions

This is an appendix to section 5.3 where we provide some explicit formulae that were
omitted from the main text.

The coefficients dn of the blocks G2∆̃+2n in the expansion (5.29) are, to order O(g), a
product of explicitly known quantities,

dn = µΦ̃
2

2∆̃+2n
λ∆∆
2∆̃+2n

=
(
µΦ̃

2

2∆̃+2n
λ∆̃∆̃
2∆̃+2n

)λ∆∆
2∆̃+2n

λ∆̃∆̃
2∆̃+2n

 . (B.1)

To leading order, µΦ̃2

2∆̃+2n
λ∆̃∆̃
2∆̃+2n

are the coefficients (5.4) appearing in the boundary block
expansion of the form factor ⟨Φ2 ϕϕ⟩ in GFF theory,

µΦ̃
2

2∆̃+2n
λ∆̃∆̃
2∆̃+2n

= (−1)n

n!
(∆ϕ)2n(

2∆ϕ − d
2 + n

)
n

+O(g) (B.2)

while the ratio of structure constants may be extracted from, e.g., ref. [76],

λ∆∆
2∆̃+2n

λ∆̃∆̃
2∆̃+2n

= g
(−1)n+12−4−dπ−d/2Γ(∆̃)2

Γ(d
2)Γ(∆)2

(B.3)

×
Γ(∆−∆̃−n)Γ(d

2+n)Γ(∆̃+n)Γ(∆̃+n+ 1
2−

d
2)Γ(∆+∆̃+n− d

2)
Γ(∆̃+n+ 1

2)Γ(∆̃+n+1− d
2)Γ(2∆̃+n+1−d)

+O(g2) .

The product of (B.2) and (B.3) gives the coefficients dn in (B.1),

dn =
2−4−dπ−d/2Γ(d

2+n)
n!Γ(d

2)
(B.4)

×
Γ(∆0−∆1−n)Γ(∆1+n)3Γ(12−

d
2+∆1+n)Γ(−d

2+∆0+∆1+n)Γ(−d
2+2∆1+n)

Γ(∆0)2Γ(12+∆1+n)Γ(1− d
2+∆1+n)Γ(1−d+2∆1+n)Γ(−d

2+2∆1+2n)
.
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The other tower of coefficients cm (for the blocks G2∆+2m) are

cm =
(−1)mΓ(m+∆0)2Γ(2− d

2+2∆0)
m!Γ(∆0)2Γ(2m− d

2+2∆0)
c(∆0+m) , (B.5)

c(∆) :=
2−2(2+∆1)(d−4∆1)π

1
2 (1−d)Γ(∆1)Γ(−d

2+2∆1)
(d−4∆)Γ(12+∆1)Γ(1− d

2+∆1)2
(B.6)

×
[

d∆1

(1−∆+∆1)(1+2∆1)(∆1+1− d
2)

×5F4

(
1+ d

2 ,1+∆1,
3
2−

d
2+∆1,1−∆+∆1,1− d

2+2∆1
3
2+∆1,2− d

2+∆1,2−∆+∆1,2−d+2∆1
,1
)

+ 1
∆1−∆5F4

(
d
2 ,∆1,

1
2−

d
2+∆1,−∆+∆1,−d

2+2∆1
1
2+∆1,1− d

2+∆1,1−∆+∆1,1−d+2∆1
,1
)]

+(∆→ d
2−∆) .

We will also use the fact that the product of two bulk-to-bulk propagators between the
same points has the following expansion [61]

PBB
∆a

(X ′,X)PBB
∆b

(X ′,X)=
∞∑

n=0
anP

BB
∆a+∆b+2n(X ′,X) , (B.7)

an = π−d/2(2∆a+2∆b+4n−d)Γ(d/2+n)
n!Γ(d/2) (B.8)

× Γ(∆a+n)Γ(∆b+n)Γ(∆a+∆b+n−d/2)Γ(∆a+∆b+2n+1−d)
Γ(∆a+n+1−d/2)Γ(∆b+n+1−d/2)Γ(∆a+∆b+n+1−d)Γ(∆a+∆b+2n) .

C General flat space limit

In this appendix to section 7, we present results relevant for determining the flat space
limit of boundary blocks for general d, ∆1,∆2. We want to determine the flat space limit
of G̃12

∆ . The idea is to start from the Casimir equation satisfied by G12
∆ ,[

C̃2
z −∆(∆− d)

]
G̃12

∆ (z) = 0 (C.1)

with C̃2
z given by

C̃12
z f(z) = (1− z)

∆12
2 C2

z
z−1

[
(1− z)−

∆12
2 f(z)

]
. (C.2)

We now plug in an ansatz

G̃12
∆ (z) = [N(z)]∆

2

D(z)
(C.3)

and expand (C.1) for large ∆ with ∆̂12 ≡ ∆12/∆ fixed. Setting

r(z) = 1−
√
1− z

1 +
√
1− z

. (C.4)

– 44 –
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we can find

N(z) =
4
(
1−∆̂12
1+∆̂12

)∆̂12
(1− z)−∆̂12

(
ν(r)+∆̂12(1+r)
ν(r)−∆̂12(1+r)

)∆̂12

(
1− ∆̂2

12

)√1+ν(r)+r(2∆2
12+ν(r)+r)

1−ν(r)+r(2∆̂2
12−ν(r)+r)

,

D(z) = 2d/4(1 + r) d−1
2
√
ν(r)(

1 + r2 + 2∆̂2
12r + (1 + r)ν(r)

)d/4 ,

ν(r) =
√
(1− r)2 + 4∆2

12r ,

(C.5)

where the normalisation is fixed by the small z asymptotics. Let us introduce now the BOE
density

ĉfree
∆ =

Γ
(
∆+∆1−∆2

2

)
Γ
(
∆−∆1+∆2

2

)
Γ
(
−d+∆+∆1+∆2

2

)
Γ (∆1) Γ

(
∆−∆1−∆2+2

2

)
Γ (∆2) Γ

(
∆− d

2

) . (C.6)

Then in the same large ∆ limit studied in section 7, with z < 0, one finds from the above
expressions

ĉfree
∆

(1− z)−∆12

(−z)2∆ϕ
G̃12

∆

(
z

z−1

)
∼ 2N∆1,∆2(∆, sz) , (C.7)

where
sz

4 = 1− 4∆1∆2
(∆1 +∆2)2

z (C.8)

and
N∆1,∆2(∆, s) =

√
σ

π
exp

[
−σ

(
∆− ∆1 +∆2

2
√
s

)2]
,(

σ = 8∆1∆2s

(∆1 +∆2) (s− 4)
[
(∆1 +∆2)2 s− 4∆2

12

]) (C.9)

is a normalised Gaussian centered at s = 4[ ∆
∆1+∆2

]2, tending to a delta function in the large
∆ limit.

Open Access. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits any use, distribution and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

References

[1] I. Heemskerk, J. Penedones, J. Polchinski and J. Sully, Holography from Conformal Field
Theory, JHEP 10 (2009) 079 [arXiv:0907.0151] [INSPIRE].

[2] A.L. Fitzpatrick and J. Kaplan, AdS Field Theory from Conformal Field Theory, JHEP 02
(2013) 054 [arXiv:1208.0337] [INSPIRE].

[3] X.O. Camanho, J.D. Edelstein, J. Maldacena and A. Zhiboedov, Causality Constraints on
Corrections to the Graviton Three-Point Coupling, JHEP 02 (2016) 020 [arXiv:1407.5597]
[INSPIRE].

– 45 –

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/10/079
https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.0151
https://inspirehep.net/literature/824673
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)054
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)054
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.0337
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1125594
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2016)020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.5597
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1307098


J
H
E
P
0
1
(
2
0
2
4
)
0
4
9

[4] N. Afkhami-Jeddi, T. Hartman, S. Kundu and A. Tajdini, Einstein gravity 3-point functions
from conformal field theory, JHEP 12 (2017) 049 [arXiv:1610.09378] [INSPIRE].

[5] S. Caron-Huot, D. Mazác, L. Rastelli and D. Simmons-Duffin, AdS bulk locality from sharp
CFT bounds, JHEP 11 (2021) 164 [arXiv:2106.10274] [INSPIRE].

[6] I. Bena, On the construction of local fields in the bulk of AdS5 and other spaces, Phys. Rev. D
62 (2000) 066007 [hep-th/9905186] [INSPIRE].

[7] A. Hamilton, D.N. Kabat, G. Lifschytz and D.A. Lowe, Local bulk operators in AdS/CFT: A
boundary view of horizons and locality, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 086003 [hep-th/0506118]
[INSPIRE].

[8] A. Hamilton, D.N. Kabat, G. Lifschytz and D.A. Lowe, Holographic representation of local
bulk operators, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 066009 [hep-th/0606141] [INSPIRE].

[9] A. Hamilton, D.N. Kabat, G. Lifschytz and D.A. Lowe, Local bulk operators in AdS/CFT: A
holographic description of the black hole interior, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 106001 [Erratum
ibid. 75 (2007) 129902] [hep-th/0612053] [INSPIRE].

[10] A. Hamilton, D.N. Kabat, G. Lifschytz and D.A. Lowe, Local bulk operators in AdS/CFT and
the fate of the BTZ singularity, AMS/IP Stud. Adv. Math. 44 (2008) 85 [arXiv:0710.4334]
[INSPIRE].

[11] D. Kabat, G. Lifschytz and D.A. Lowe, Constructing local bulk observables in interacting
AdS/CFT, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 106009 [arXiv:1102.2910] [INSPIRE].

[12] D. Kabat, G. Lifschytz, S. Roy and D. Sarkar, Holographic representation of bulk fields with
spin in AdS/CFT, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 026004 [arXiv:1204.0126] [INSPIRE].

[13] D. Kabat and G. Lifschytz, CFT representation of interacting bulk gauge fields in AdS, Phys.
Rev. D 87 (2013) 086004 [arXiv:1212.3788] [INSPIRE].

[14] D. Kabat and G. Lifschytz, Decoding the hologram: Scalar fields interacting with gravity, Phys.
Rev. D 89 (2014) 066010 [arXiv:1311.3020] [INSPIRE].

[15] D. Kabat and G. Lifschytz, Finite N and the failure of bulk locality: Black holes in AdS/CFT,
JHEP 09 (2014) 077 [arXiv:1405.6394] [INSPIRE].

[16] D. Kabat and G. Lifschytz, Bulk equations of motion from CFT correlators, JHEP 09 (2015)
059 [arXiv:1505.03755] [INSPIRE].

[17] D. Kabat and G. Lifschytz, Locality, bulk equations of motion and the conformal bootstrap,
JHEP 10 (2016) 091 [arXiv:1603.06800] [INSPIRE].

[18] V.F. Foit, D. Kabat and G. Lifschytz, Bulk reconstruction for spinor fields in AdS/CFT,
JHEP 02 (2020) 129 [arXiv:1912.00952] [INSPIRE].

[19] D. Kabat and G. Lifschytz, Dressing bulk fields in AdS3, JHEP 10 (2020) 189
[arXiv:2008.01198] [INSPIRE].

[20] A. Almheiri, X. Dong and D. Harlow, Bulk Locality and Quantum Error Correction in
AdS/CFT, JHEP 04 (2015) 163 [arXiv:1411.7041] [INSPIRE].

[21] H.W. Diehl and S. Dietrich, Field-theoretical approach to static critical phenomena in
semi-infinite systems, Z. Phys. B 42 (1981) 65 [INSPIRE].

[22] J.L. Cardy and D.C. Lewellen, Bulk and boundary operators in conformal field theory, Phys.
Lett. B 259 (1991) 274 [INSPIRE].

– 46 –

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)049
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.09378
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1495213
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)164
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.10274
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1869299
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.066007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.066007
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905186
https://inspirehep.net/literature/500596
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.086003
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0506118
https://inspirehep.net/literature/684983
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.066009
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0606141
https://inspirehep.net/literature/719413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.106001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0612053
https://inspirehep.net/literature/733810
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.4334
https://inspirehep.net/literature/765209
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.106009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1102.2910
https://inspirehep.net/literature/889716
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.026004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.0126
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1097083
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.086004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.086004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.3788
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1207630
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.066010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.066010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1311.3020
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1264298
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)077
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.6394
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1298060
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2015)059
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2015)059
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.03755
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1370166
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2016)091
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.06800
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1432010
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)129
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00952
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1768058
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)189
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01198
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1810065
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2015)163
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.7041
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1330275
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01298293
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1218099
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(91)90828-E
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(91)90828-E
https://inspirehep.net/literature/29279


J
H
E
P
0
1
(
2
0
2
4
)
0
4
9

[23] H. Verlinde, Poking Holes in AdS/CFT: Bulk Fields from Boundary States,
arXiv:1505.05069 [INSPIRE].

[24] N. Anand et al., An Exact Operator That Knows Its Location, JHEP 02 (2018) 012
[arXiv:1708.04246] [INSPIRE].

[25] D. Mazác, Analytic bounds and emergence of AdS2 physics from the conformal bootstrap,
JHEP 04 (2017) 146 [arXiv:1611.10060] [INSPIRE].

[26] D. Mazáč, L. Rastelli and X. Zhou, A basis of analytic functionals for CFTs in general
dimension, JHEP 08 (2021) 140 [arXiv:1910.12855] [INSPIRE].

[27] D. Mazác and M.F. Paulos, The analytic functional bootstrap. Part I: 1D CFTs and 2D
S-matrices, JHEP 02 (2019) 162 [arXiv:1803.10233] [INSPIRE].

[28] D. Mazác and M.F. Paulos, The analytic functional bootstrap. Part II. Natural bases for the
crossing equation, JHEP 02 (2019) 163 [arXiv:1811.10646] [INSPIRE].

[29] D. Mazáč, L. Rastelli and X. Zhou, An analytic approach to BCFTd, JHEP 12 (2019) 004
[arXiv:1812.09314] [INSPIRE].

[30] A. Kaviraj and M.F. Paulos, The Functional Bootstrap for Boundary CFT, JHEP 04 (2020)
135 [arXiv:1812.04034] [INSPIRE].

[31] M.F. Paulos and B. Zan, A functional approach to the numerical conformal bootstrap, JHEP
09 (2020) 006 [arXiv:1904.03193] [INSPIRE].

[32] M.F. Paulos, Analytic functional bootstrap for CFTs in d > 1, JHEP 04 (2020) 093
[arXiv:1910.08563] [INSPIRE].

[33] M.F. Paulos, Dispersion relations and exact bounds on CFT correlators, JHEP 08 (2021) 166
[arXiv:2012.10454] [INSPIRE].

[34] K. Ghosh, A. Kaviraj and M.F. Paulos, Charging up the functional bootstrap, JHEP 10 (2021)
116 [arXiv:2107.00041] [INSPIRE].

[35] S. Caron-Huot, D. Mazác, L. Rastelli and D. Simmons-Duffin, Dispersive CFT Sum Rules,
JHEP 05 (2021) 243 [arXiv:2008.04931] [INSPIRE].

[36] A. Bissi, P. Dey and T. Hansen, Dispersion Relation for CFT Four-Point Functions, JHEP 04
(2020) 092 [arXiv:1910.04661] [INSPIRE].

[37] S. Giombi, H. Khanchandani and X. Zhou, Aspects of CFTs on Real Projective Space, J. Phys.
A 54 (2021) 024003 [arXiv:2009.03290] [INSPIRE].

[38] J. Penedones, J.A. Silva and A. Zhiboedov, Nonperturbative Mellin Amplitudes: Existence,
Properties, Applications, JHEP 08 (2020) 031 [arXiv:1912.11100] [INSPIRE].

[39] D. Carmi, J. Penedones, J.A. Silva and A. Zhiboedov, Applications of dispersive sum rules:
ε-expansion and holography, SciPost Phys. 10 (2021) 145 [arXiv:2009.13506] [INSPIRE].

[40] R. Gopakumar, A. Sinha and A. Zahed, Crossing Symmetric Dispersion Relations for Mellin
Amplitudes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021) 211602 [arXiv:2101.09017] [INSPIRE].

[41] P. Ferrero, K. Ghosh, A. Sinha and A. Zahed, Crossing symmetry, transcendentality and the
Regge behaviour of 1d CFTs, JHEP 07 (2020) 170 [arXiv:1911.12388] [INSPIRE].

[42] R. Gopakumar and A. Sinha, On the Polyakov-Mellin bootstrap, JHEP 12 (2018) 040
[arXiv:1809.10975] [INSPIRE].

– 47 –

https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.05069
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1371750
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.04246
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1616112
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)146
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.10060
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1501027
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)140
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12855
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1761517
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)162
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10233
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1664560
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)163
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.10646
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1705404
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.09314
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1711151
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)135
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)135
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.04034
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1708535
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)006
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.03193
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1728676
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)093
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08563
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1759895
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)166
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.10454
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1838008
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)116
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)116
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.00041
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1874247
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)243
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.04931
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1811404
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)092
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)092
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.04661
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1758485
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/abcf59
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/abcf59
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03290
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1815501
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.11100
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1773032
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.6.145
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.13506
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1819906
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.211602
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.09017
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1842457
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)170
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.12388
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1767663
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2018)040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10975
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1696338


J
H
E
P
0
1
(
2
0
2
4
)
0
4
9

[43] P. Dey, A. Kaviraj and A. Sinha, Mellin space bootstrap for global symmetry, JHEP 07 (2017)
019 [arXiv:1612.05032] [INSPIRE].

[44] R. Gopakumar, A. Kaviraj, K. Sen and A. Sinha, A Mellin space approach to the conformal
bootstrap, JHEP 05 (2017) 027 [arXiv:1611.08407] [INSPIRE].

[45] R. Gopakumar, A. Kaviraj, K. Sen and A. Sinha, Conformal Bootstrap in Mellin Space, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 081601 [arXiv:1609.00572] [INSPIRE].

[46] M.F. Paulos et al., The S-matrix bootstrap. Part I: QFT in AdS, JHEP 11 (2017) 133
[arXiv:1607.06109] [INSPIRE].

[47] S. Komatsu, M.F. Paulos, B.C. Van Rees and X. Zhao, Landau diagrams in AdS and
S-matrices from conformal correlators, JHEP 11 (2020) 046 [arXiv:2007.13745] [INSPIRE].

[48] L. Córdova, Y. He and M.F. Paulos, From conformal correlators to analytic S-matrices:
CFT1/QFT2, JHEP 08 (2022) 186 [arXiv:2203.10840] [INSPIRE].

[49] B.C. van Rees and X. Zhao, Quantum Field Theory in AdS Space instead of
Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmerman Axioms, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130 (2023) 191601
[arXiv:2210.15683] [INSPIRE].

[50] J. Penedones, Writing CFT correlation functions as AdS scattering amplitudes, JHEP 03
(2011) 025 [arXiv:1011.1485] [INSPIRE].

[51] B. Girault, N. Levine and M.F. Paulos, Bootstrapping bulk locality. Part III, to appear.

[52] M. Hogervorst and S. Rychkov, Radial Coordinates for Conformal Blocks, Phys. Rev. D 87
(2013) 106004 [arXiv:1303.1111] [INSPIRE].

[53] L. Bianchi, S. De Angelis and M. Meineri, Radiation, entanglement and islands from a
boundary local quench, SciPost Phys. 14 (2023) 148 [arXiv:2203.10103] [INSPIRE].

[54] M.F. Paulos, S. Rychkov, B.C. van Rees and B. Zan, Conformal Invariance in the Long-Range
Ising Model, Nucl. Phys. B 902 (2016) 246 [arXiv:1509.00008] [INSPIRE].

[55] C. Behan, Bootstrapping the long-range Ising model in three dimensions, J. Phys. A 52 (2019)
075401 [arXiv:1810.07199] [INSPIRE].

[56] C. Behan, L. Di Pietro, E. Lauria and B.C. Van Rees, Bootstrapping boundary-localized
interactions, JHEP 12 (2020) 182 [arXiv:2009.03336] [INSPIRE].

[57] C. Behan, L. Di Pietro, E. Lauria and B.C. van Rees, Bootstrapping boundary-localized
interactions II. Minimal models at the boundary, JHEP 03 (2022) 146 [arXiv:2111.04747]
[INSPIRE].

[58] D. Carmi and S. Caron-Huot, A Conformal Dispersion Relation: Correlations from Absorption,
JHEP 09 (2020) 009 [arXiv:1910.12123] [INSPIRE].

[59] J. Qiao and S. Rychkov, Cut-touching linear functionals in the conformal bootstrap, JHEP 06
(2017) 076 [arXiv:1705.01357] [INSPIRE].

[60] E. D’Hoker, D.Z. Freedman and L. Rastelli, AdS / CFT four point functions: How to succeed
at z integrals without really trying, Nucl. Phys. B 562 (1999) 395 [hep-th/9905049] [INSPIRE].

[61] A.L. Fitzpatrick and J. Kaplan, Analyticity and the Holographic S-Matrix, JHEP 10 (2012)
127 [arXiv:1111.6972] [INSPIRE].

[62] A.L. Fitzpatrick, E. Katz, D. Poland and D. Simmons-Duffin, Effective Conformal Theory and
the Flat-Space Limit of AdS, JHEP 07 (2011) 023 [arXiv:1007.2412] [INSPIRE].

– 48 –

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)019
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05032
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1504073
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.08407
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1500236
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.081601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.081601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.00572
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1485093
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)133
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06109
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1477430
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)046
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.13745
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1809076
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)186
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10840
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2055744
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.191601
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.15683
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2659513
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)025
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.1485
https://inspirehep.net/literature/875727
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.106004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.106004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1111
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1222538
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.14.6.148
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10103
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2055672
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2015.10.018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.00008
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1391347
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aafd1b
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aafd1b
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07199
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1699027
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)182
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03336
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1815633
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)146
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.04747
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1964701
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12123
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1761471
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2017)076
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2017)076
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.01357
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1598062
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00526-X
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905049
https://inspirehep.net/literature/499472
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)127
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)127
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.6972
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1079365
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2011)023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2412
https://inspirehep.net/literature/861432


J
H
E
P
0
1
(
2
0
2
4
)
0
4
9

[63] A.L. Fitzpatrick and J. Kaplan, Unitarity and the Holographic S-Matrix, JHEP 10 (2012) 032
[arXiv:1112.4845] [INSPIRE].

[64] E. Hijano, Flat space physics from AdS/CFT, JHEP 07 (2019) 132 [arXiv:1905.02729]
[INSPIRE].

[65] G. Mussardo, Statistical Field Theory, Oxford University Press (2020)
[DOI:10.1093/oso/9780198788102.001.0001].

[66] E. Bahiru et al., State-dressed local operators in the AdS/CFT correspondence, Phys. Rev. D
108 (2023) 086035 [arXiv:2209.06845] [INSPIRE].

[67] E. Bahiru et al., Holography and Localization of Information in Quantum Gravity,
arXiv:2301.08753 [INSPIRE].

[68] A. Antunes et al., Towards bootstrapping RG flows: sine-Gordon in AdS, JHEP 12 (2021) 094
[arXiv:2109.13261] [INSPIRE].

[69] D. Karateev, S. Kuhn and J. Penedones, Bootstrapping Massive Quantum Field Theories,
JHEP 07 (2020) 035 [arXiv:1912.08940] [INSPIRE].

[70] D. Karateev, J. Marucha, J. Penedones and B. Sahoo, Bootstrapping the a-anomaly in 4d
QFTs, JHEP 12 (2022) 136 [arXiv:2204.01786] [INSPIRE].

[71] K. Prabhu, G. Satishchandran and R.M. Wald, Infrared finite scattering theory in quantum
field theory and quantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 066005 [arXiv:2203.14334]
[INSPIRE].

[72] B. Hoare, N. Levine and A.A. Tseytlin, On the massless tree-level S-matrix in 2d sigma models,
J. Phys. A 52 (2019) 144005 [arXiv:1812.02549] [INSPIRE].

[73] M. Beccaria, H. Jiang and A.A. Tseytlin, Boundary correlators in WZW model on AdS2,
JHEP 05 (2020) 099 [arXiv:2001.11269] [INSPIRE].

[74] P. Liendo, L. Rastelli and B.C. van Rees, The Bootstrap Program for Boundary CFTd, JHEP
07 (2013) 113 [arXiv:1210.4258] [INSPIRE].

[75] N. Levine and M.F. Paulos, Bootstrapping bulk locality. Part II, to appear.

[76] E. Hijano, P. Kraus, E. Perlmutter and R. Snively, Witten Diagrams Revisited: The AdS
Geometry of Conformal Blocks, JHEP 01 (2016) 146 [arXiv:1508.00501] [INSPIRE].

– 49 –

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.4845
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1082471
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)132
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.02729
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1733865
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198788102.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.086035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.086035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.06845
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2152249
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.08753
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2625710
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)094
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.13261
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1932544
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08940
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1771933
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2022)136
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.01786
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2063408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.066005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.14334
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2148559
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab0b79
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.02549
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1707520
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)099
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.11269
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1777944
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2013)113
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2013)113
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.4258
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1190918
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2016)146
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.00501
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1386293

	Introduction
	AdS locality and the BOE 
	Kinematics
	The boundary operator expansion
	Locality constraints
	Special cases 

	The local block expansion 
	Analyticity properties of form factors 
	Dispersion relation and local blocks 

	Sum rules from functionals 
	Conditions on functional kernels
	Bases of functionals
	Master functionals
	Sum rules
	Family relations


	Applications
	Bootstrapping GFF contact diagrams 
	Local blocks from AdS Witten diagrams 
	Phi**(4) interactions 

	Locality constraints on CFT data
	Eliminating the BOE coefficients
	Modification for general asymptotics

	Form factors in the flat space limit
	Taking the flat space limit
	A phase shift formula
	Applications
	Extremality and integrability

	Discussion
	Integral identities for exchange diagram 
	Phi**(4) interactions 
	General flat space limit

