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1 Introduction

The holographic duality [1, 2] remains one of the most promising approaches to Quantum
Gravity. Particular interest is attracted by Higher-Spin (HS) Gravity [3-5] as the AdS dual
candidate [6-9] of the simplest CFT — O(NV) vector model [10, 11]. Lagrangian formulation of
Vasiliev’s HS Gravity is not available so far. However, the classification of interaction vertices
between symmetric HS fields in arbitrary dimensions has been an impressive collective effort.
See [12—68] for some key references.

The holographic dictionary relates interaction vertices in AdS space-time to the conformal
correlators on the boundary. Massless HS fields in AdS correspond to conserved currents on
the boundary. The classification of the correlators of the (conserved) currents of arbitrary
spin has been an independent parallel program. See [69-102] for some key references.

Generally, in conformal field theory, two and three-point correlation functions are fixed
by conformal symmetry leaving no functional freedom. While the two-point function is
fixed up to a normalization constant for any spin conformal operator (or traceless current of
any rank) the three-point function depends on several constants for each triplet of currents.
It is natural to expect that the number of independent structures here should match the
number of independent vertices of cubic interaction in the bulk AdS gravity, via AdS/CFT
dictionary. Moreover, the cubic vertices in AdS are uniquely determined from the flat space
cubic vertices, by adding curvature corrections fixed by the requirement of AdS covariance [32—-
34, 45, 46, 52, 56, 59]. Hence, there should be a one-to-one correspondence between cubic
vertices in d + 1-dimensional Minkowski space and conformal corellators in d dimensions. At
least, the number of structures on both sides should match. This one-to-one correspondence
between three-point correlators of conserved currents of arbitrary spin in d > 3 dimensions



and cubic vertices of massless symmetric fields in d + 1 dimensional Minkowski space [25, 3§]
was conjectured and elaborated upon in [89] (see also [90, 94]).

Four-dimensional bulk spacetime corresponding to three-dimensional CFT has some
peculiarities (see, e.g., [57, 88, 99]), while similar correspondence has been established in
d = 2 (with three-dimensional bulk) not only at cubic order but also for arbitrary higher-order
interactions [103] with the help of the full classification of cubic [104, 105] and higher-
order [106] independent vertices involving massless bosonic HS fields.

The holographic reconstruction of HS Gravity has also progressed in the last decades:
see [107-119] for some key references.

In this work, we revisit the construction and investigation of two and three-point
correlation functions for HS conformal currents in arbitrary dimensions via Osborn-Petkou
general formulation [77]. In appendix A we briefly review this formulation adopted for
higher spin case. But here we would like to note that the main advantage of formulation
developed in [77] is the reduction of the problem to construction instead of correlation
function depending on three space-time points to the tensor depending on three sets of
symmetrized indices but depending only on one variable which is roughly the difference of
two coordinates inverted around the third point. In this way, we have a much simpler object
for investigation depending on one variable polynomially with certain symmetry properties
and satisfying conservation conditions.

In this work, we present a general Ansatz for the local object that defines the correlation
functions! of arbitrary-spin currents. This Ansatz is a sum of the most general tensorial
polynomials in one space-time variable and Kronecker symbols. Then we apply the symmetry
conditions described in [77] (see also appendix A) for general three-point correlation function
with different spins si, s2,s3. The ansatz we use here has a symmetry when exchanging
the different currents of the same spin, differing from the more general ansatz of [89]. It
is, however, general enough for the conserved currents, as the correlators of the latter are
(anti)symmetric under the exchange of the currents of same spin, which is true also for
the bulk vertices [38]. Natural triangle inequalities stem from the locality of our Ansatz.
The solution of the latter is not simple, as expected (the approach of [77] is known to lead
to complications). However, we present the general solution in section 3, reproducing all
low spin examples presented in [77]. The number of correlators of non-conserved currents
(long representations) we count coincides with the results of [89] for non-coincident spins.
However, the counting of correlators, (anti)symmetric under the exchange of the coincident
spin currents, is new, as spelled out in detail in section 3. The extrapolation of the general
case would give a different number, counting all correlators, not only symmetric ones. Our
new counting of “symmetric correlators”, in particular, is relevant for coincident currents.

Then in the next section (section 4) we derive conservation conditions for our general
ansatz. This allows investigation by computer calculation of the rank of an equivalent linear
system of equations for getting independent parameters of the ansatz. One obtains general
restriction on the number of independent parameters of the three-point function. Our results
align with those of [89] (establishing one-to-one correspondence with the Minkowski vertices of

'We work with symmetric currents in arbitrary dimensions and do not consider lower-dimensional aspects
like Schouten identities (relevant in d < 3) and parity-odd correlators (relevant in d < 4).



massless fields [25, 38]): The number of independent parameters of the parity-even three-point
function of three conserved currents depends only on the minimal spin of the involved currents
and is equal to: min(sy, sa,s3) + 1.

We further formulate the conservation condition in the form of a differential equation on
the generating function of the correlators instead of a recursion relation for coefficients of
the ansatz. We leave the full solution of these relations to future work.

Some technical details and derivations are delegated to appendices.

2 General setup and two-point function

We present very shortly the key points of our technical setup and construction of the two-
point function as a preliminary exercise before our main task: the three-point function. As
customary when dealing with HS fields, we introduce auxiliary vector variables a,,b,, ...
to handle an arbitrary number of symmetrized indices. As usual, we utilize instead of
symmetric tensors such as hfli)MZ-n/l«s (z) the homogeneous polynomials in a vector a* of degree
s at the base point x:

hS) (2;a) = hl(fl)MQ---Ms (x)alta!? ... ats. (2.1)
Then the symmetrized gradient, divergence, and trace operations are given as?

Grad : h¥)(z;a) = (Grad h)* ™V (z;a) = (aV)h) (z;a), (2.2)

1
Div : K9 (z;a) = (Divh)* Y (z;a) = (V)R (z;a) (2.3)

S

1) (2 (=2 (g ) = — L () (g
Tr:h'* (z;a) = (Trh) (r;a) = mmah (z;a). (2.4)
Moreover we introduce the notation *,, *p,... for a full contraction of s symmetric indices:
1 S«

+() = IT2 giﬁgi. (2.5)

B S

These operators, together with their duals® will be the building blocks of the correlation
functions of higher spin currents. As it was mentioned before, we use the formulation of [77]

>To distinguish easily between “a” and “x” spaces we introduce the notation V, for space-time deriva-

tives 2.
OxH
3Tt is easy to see that the operators (ad), a?,b? are dual (or adjoint) to (b9 ), s, s with respect to the
“star” product of tensors with two sets of symmetrized indices (2.5)

@00) F T 0,6) 5 g (0,8) = £ (0,6) 5 - (0)9 " (a,0),
@ f72 (a,b) %0 g (a,0) = fTH (a,0) ﬁﬂag“"“(a, b).

In the same fashion gradients and divergences are dual with respect to the full scalar product in the space
(z,a,b), where we allow for integration by parts:

(@) w50,8) w0 97 50,0) = = (05.0,8) 5 - (VO)g ™ (w50,0).

Analogous equations can be formulated for the operators b% or bV.



reviewed in appendix A. Here we just extend this formulation of the two-point correlation
function for the case of general spin-s conformal conserved (traceless-transverse) currents.
First of all, we construct the traceless projector for rank s symmetric tensors:

Tmectess(0) = €0 (a,0) 47 T (1) (2.6)
Starting from the ansatz
s/2
W (a,b) =3 Mp(ab)* P (a?H)P, N =1 (2.7)
p=0

and solving the tracelessness condition
0.4 (a,b) = 0,E) (a,b) = 0 (2.8)
we arrive at a set of coefficients {)\p}z/jo which are the object of the recursion equation:

(s—2p+2)(s—2p+1)
dp(d/2+s—p—1)

Ap = — )\p—l (29>

with solution corresponding to the initial condition from (2.7):

_ (_1)p[5]2p
P Dl 1 s — 2], (2.10)

Here we use notations [a],, for falling factorials (Phochhammer symbols):

_a T(a+1)
9 = T T Tla—nt 1) (2.11)

Then it is easy to construct spin s representation for inversion matrix given by:

I(a,b;z) = (ab) — 2(ad)(bi), @, = % (2.12)

To do that we just take the traceless part of the s-th power of the inversion matrix:
T3 (a,b;2) = (I(a, ¢; )" %5 @) (e, b) = £9(a, ¢) %5 (I(c, b; z))* (2.13)
a2 (a,b;2) = 0 (2.14)
The result is easy to handle

s/2
7 (a, b; z) Z)\ (a,b;))" 2p(aQbQ)p, X=1. (2.15)

Then we search for two point function of conformal conserved currents with spin s:

T (a;z) = Jéfzwmus (x)akltar? ... al' (2.16)
(V)T (a;2) =0 (2.17)
0.7 (a;2) = 0 (2.18)



The natural proposal is

C
(7 a5 T br2)) = 5T ba) (2.19)
L1

This expression is traceless by construction due to (2.14). The scaling number A, we can
obtain from conservation condition (2.17) applied to (2.19):

I(S)(a, b; x12)

= (V10,
(Vi) (23,)5)
2(A — 5 —d+2) 2! ot e
T (2,)Rm Z Ae(s — 2k)(I(a, b; 212)) (b212)(a”b7) (2.20)
12

So we see that we should choose for the conformal dimension of spin s field standard value:
A(S) =5+ d—2 (221)

Equivalently we can say that the conservation of the two-point function (2.19) comes from
the following relation:

(20a)
Va2

The interesting point here is that if we start with expression (2.19), where we take the correct

(V20a) — 2 7¢) (a, b; z) (2.22)

conformal dimension (2.21) but in expression (2.15) undefined general set of coefficients A
then after implementation of conservation condition we arrive to the same recursion (2.15) for
set A\, which we obtained before from the tracelessness condition (2.9) or equivalently (2.14).

For the odd spin case, the generalization is straightforward: we should just replace s/2
in summation limit by integer part [s/2], which means that the highest trace, in this case,
produces a vector instead of a scalar.

3 Three-point function: the structure of the ansatz

For the construction of the three-point function we should investigate structure, symmetry,
and conservation condition for object #/172% (X)), which lives in three different representations
of different spins but depends locally from one point in space-time (see [77] or appendix A for
details). New important restrictions on the correlators enter the game for conserved currents:
the corresponding conservation conditions should be implemented independently, restricting
the correlators further. These we consider in the next section.

First note that restricting our structure to the

t’i1i2i3 (X) — ti1i2i3 (X’)’ (3.1)

where

X T T
= X12u = _X21u = ZBow _ T2 (32)

VX2’ vl wgs
is unit vector, we have ¢ = 0 in (A.6) and (A.8)—(A.10). Taking into account that the
nonsingular, tensorial part of the two-point function is given by the inversion matrix which is

£, =



a function of the same unit vector (A.11), we see from (A.5), (A.6) that the scaling behavior
of conformal correlators depends on dimensions of fields only.

Now we formulate a general three-point function for the case of the correlation functions
of three different higher-spin traceless currents. Rewriting the (A.5) for different spins
S1, 82,83, we get:

(T (@.21) TC2 (b 22) T (¢523)) =

S1 EP) <
B I(sl)(a,a’;xlg)l'(”)(b, b x93) *((1, ) *I(J, )t(ss)(a’,b’;c; X12) (3.3)
xAm)+A<sz)*A(smxA«sz>+A<S3>*Atsn$A<S1)+A(ss>*A<sz> '
12 23 31

where for t(SS)(a, b; c; X 12) we should propose a general ansatz. For that we note that this
object is traceless in all three sets of symmetrized indices, therefore we can define it as a
“kernel” object £°3) (a, b; ¢; X ) enveloped by three traceless projectors

t053)(@, by & X)) = EBV (@, a) xq £62) (b, b) %3, 9 (a, by ¢; X) % E69) (¢, ¢) (3.4)

Then for £3)(a, b; ¢; X) we propose the following ansatz:

5(83)(a, b; C;X) = I*3(c, c; X) s H(a,b,c; X) (3.5)
where
H(a,b,c;X) = > Coypes(Xa)* (X)2(X )" (ab)*(be)’ (ca)” (3.6)
l1,02,63€ A

To define scope of indices A we note that natural restriction:

a+v+4l =8
a+ B +4ly = s
Y+ B+43=s3 (3.7)

completely fix «, 8,7~ for any choice of ¢1, /5, {3:

200 = S1 + 89 — 83+ 03 — 1 — Uo (
2B =59+ 53 —51+ 41 — Uy — {3 (
2y =151+ 83— 89+ o — 1 — {3 (3.
2(a—|—,6’+'y):z.9i—z& (3.

So introducing:

n; =8 —4;, 1=1,2,3, (3.12)
we have:
200 = N1 +ng — N3 (3.13)
28 =ng+n3—m (3.14)
2y =nq +ng — no (3.15)



and therefore from positiveness of «, 5,7 we have triangle inequalities:
n; +mn; >ng, 1 #*j#k. (3.16)

These inequalities completely fix the scope of ¢; and define the number of nonzero independent
parameters in our ansatz (3.6). For general conformal dimensions of our currents, these are
the only restrictions on the number of structures. The short representations, corresponding
to (partially-)conserved currents, will be discussed later.

We analyzed the inequalities given above for arbitrary triplets of spins and were able to
guess the analytical expressions for the number of terms in the ansatz. Interestingly, this
number is not a smooth function of spins, which manifests itself by gaps when some spins
coincide and different dependence of even and odd spins. We will use the step function
in the following:

1—(—1)*
n(s) = 10 (3.17)
Then the solution for numbers of allowed monomials in the case when all spins are the
same S = So = S3 = S is
1
Ngss = ﬂ(s—FZ—n(s))(s+3)(s+4+n(s)) (3.18)

Then we turn to the case when two out of three spins are equal. There is a special point in
this case: s1 = s9 = 8,53 = 2s. The number of structures in this case is:

1
Nis2s = é(s +1)(s +2)(s + 3) (3.19)
There are two cases beyond this point:

e S3>8=8] =S89

N = é(s +1)(s+2)(s+3) — ip(p +2)(p+4) - %(p +2)n(p) (3.20)

where p = 2s — s3, and

e 51 < 8= 89 =583
1
NSISs = gllsi+ 2)? —n(s1)](2s — 51+ 2) (3.21)

Then the next observation from computer calculation is for the case s; + s9 = s3:

_ 1 1
Nssf;ig_% _ 5(31 +1)(s1 +2) (32 — 5(31 — 3)) (3.22)

And finally the last observation is about numbers of monomials for the case with just general
ordering s; < s9 < S3:

PP +2)(2P +5) — ~n(P) (3.23)

NS1<82<83 — NS1+52283 o i
8

S$18283 S$189283 24

P =514 52— 53



Figure 1. Area of \; + A; < 2sy.

So we see that (3.18)—(3.23) completely cover all scope of indices A and we have analytic
formula for number of all monomials in our ansatz with indices satisfying triangle inequalities.
The last question remains, what happens when in our different spin case the greatest one
stops to satisfy triangle inequality s3 > s1 + s27 The answer is that number of monomials in
this case stabilized with latest one satisfying triangle inequality IV jlls‘;ig“d =N, 5115‘23253
Finalizing this consideration we present some geometric arguments for cubic behaviour
and discontinuities in points with coincident spins. Let us rewrite our inequality (3.16) in

the form of equations introducing three new nonnegative variables \;
ni+nj=ngp+A, 1#jFEk (3.24)
then summing any pair of these equations we come to the important relation:

N+ N=2n,  i£jAk (3.25)
n; € [0, 1,... Si} (326)

So replacing r.h.s. with maximal value we see that the scope of allowed indices is integer
numbers with the following restrictions:

o From (3.25) we see that allowed \; are all even or odd, so we have separate even or odd

lattice.

o these even or odd pairs restricted by positiveness and inequality

Ai + A < 2sy, 1#£j # k. (3.27)

The allowed points occupy all integer vertexes of the lattice triangle in figure 1. So
the number of these points should be proportional to the area of this triangle. To get the
general picture of the numbers of allowed monomials in our ansatz, we should expand our
discrete triangle in the third direction in the form of a triangle prism with a hight in the third
direction. Then the full solution will be intersection of three different prisms constructed
on planes (A1, A2), (A2, A3) and (A, A1) with corresponding legs 2s3, 251, 2s2 of right triangle



Figure 2. Intersection of Prisms in the case s1 < s5 < s3.
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Figure 3. Intersection in the case s; = so < s3 and s1 < s5 = $3.

A

Figure 4. Intersection of Prisms in the case s; = so = s3.

bases (See figure 2). This picture explains everything about the non-smooth behavior of our
formulas above because of an irregular intersection of these prisms for different spins s1, s3, s3.

Then we can understand that in coincident cases the geometrical figures we get as a result
of intersections of our prisms are more symmetric. We illustrate this for the cases s1 = so < s3
and s1 < s9 = s3 (see figure 3) and the most symmetric case s; = so = s3 (figure 4).

So we see that something like “phase transitions” happen in our formulas. On the other
hand, this geometrical three-dimensional picture with previous consideration of figure 1 leads
to the understanding that the full number of monomials allowed by triangle inequalities is
proportional to the volume of our intersection and therefore should be a cubic function of spins.

We also note that the number of correlators for three different spins, given by equa-
tion (3.23), coincides with the counting of [89]. However, in the coincident spin cases, we
have a different number of correlators. The reason is that our ansatz is (anti)symmetric
when exchanging any two coincident spins. Therefore, we count only the correlators with



(anti)symmetric Chan-Paton factors for currents with coinciding (odd) even spin. For the case,
when the currents of coincident spin have also coincident conformal weight, the correlator is
indeed (anti)symmetric, therefore our ansatz covers all possible correlators. In particular, for
all correlators with only conserved currents, our ansatz is a good starting point to impose
the conservation conditions. This same observation can be made at the level of vertices in
the bulk dual: cubic vertices of massless fields are (anti)symmetric under the exchange of
fields with coinciding spins. The number of conformal correlators for unconstrained currents
of spins 1, s2, s3 we computed here is the number of symmetric traceless SO(d) tensors in
the product of three symmetric traceless SO(d) tensors of ranks s1, s2, s3, as known from [98].
For coincident spins, however, one would need to compute the symmetric product of the
corresponding tensor representations.

In the end, we note that all the examples considered in [77] can be exactly produced
from our general formulas (3.4)—(3.6) with corresponding choice of the value of spins and
solution of the triangle inequality. For illustration, we discuss the important case of coinciding
spins in appendix B.

4 Three-point function: conservation condition

Now we turn to the investigation of the conservation condition for higher spin three point
function. To formulate it for higher spin case we first introduce short notation for combinations
of dimensions:

A12 = A + Bisa) ~ Asa)

A2z = Dsy) + Asy) = Bsy)

Azt = Beg) + Asy) — Bsa)
Apy=d+si—2,  i=1,2.3

The latter expressions are the dimensions of conserved currents. Then redirecting readers for
details of derivation to the last part of appendix A, we can write conservation condition

(Va, 8a)(T D (a3 21) T2 (b 22) T2 (5 2:3)) = 0 (4.5)

in the form:

(X0a)

(Vx0a)t™) (a,b:0: X) = Az~

03 (a, b; ¢; X) (4.6)

The last one is the equation for structural tensor object t(s3)(a, b; ¢; X)) which is completely
equivalent to the conservation condition for the three-point function. Then, separating the
traceless projector from the “kernel” part of (3.4) (see also appendix A for details) and
introducing the k-th trace of our ansatz:

< . k by — 2k, 0y, 43
Dgt( )(a’ b’ C;X) = Z Tf(l,)b,fg [ a: B :| (47)
@1E[2]’»‘,...51};52,536[0,...82,83} ’ 7,7
{t;}eA

,10,



where we shortened the formulas using the notation:

{51752, l3

a; B,y ] = (Xa)" (Xb)"2(X¢)" (ab)*I7 (b, ; X) I (e, a; X) (4.8)

and Tg(lk)g2 4, 18 k-th trace map of Ct,05e, from (3.6). In this way using important formula (A.30)
and expression (4.7) after long manipulations we write conservation condition (4.6) in terms
of equations on Tg(lk)g2 05

k
(1 — 2K)(s3 — 52)TL1), 4,

k k

F(a+1)(20 — 2%k —d— 283+ 2T 41 gy + (Y H1)(20 — 2% —d— 253+ 2T,

k k
+(a+1)(l + 1)Tf(1217€2753+1 + O+ + 1)Tf(121752+1,53

1 (k+1) (k+1) (k+1)
+ d+2s1 —2k—4 {2(& N E?’)Tﬁhfz,ﬁg +2(8+ 1)(TZ1+1752753—1 + T£1+1,£2—1,£3>

k+1 k+1
~ (A VT g, — (s + DI, 4] =0 (49)

where the traces themselves satisfy the following recursion relation:

k+1 k k
T = (0 —2k) (0 — 2k — DTY, , +2(a+ 1)y + DT, 4

+F2(a+ 1)l — 2k - DT, =200+ (6 2%k - DT (4.10)
That is not the whole story. The bad news here is that the equation (4.9) should be
supplemented by a conservation condition for the second current in the correlation function
when the latter is also conserved. This can be done in (4.6) by replacements of s; <+ s2 and
x1 <> x2 and a, > by, or directly in (4.9), (4.10) replacing s1 <+ s2, 01 <> lo.

The good news here is that we do not need to solve all recursion equations (4.9) for all
Tg(fi)&’[?’ (k=0,1...[51/2]). In fact, we need to solve only the first conservation condition
for k = 0, all others will be satisfied automatically because they are higher (k-th) traces
of the first one with k£ = 0.

Using the helpful ansatz-normalization:

2
o (=1
01,02,03 — alBly! 041752743 (4.11)
1 (—1)%
Te(l,)zg,zg = Wl [51(51 = 1)Coy 5,05 + 2BC0, 2,605,105
(—1)%
+2(6 = D)0 —1,05-1,65 + 2(61 — 1)041_1,52,43_1] = il b ts (4.12)
we obtain effective conservation condition:
l1(s3 —52)Cyy 05,04
+ (263 —d—2s9 + 2)0@1,1’32,113 — (252 —d—2s3 + 2)0[1,1’52,53,1
+ (le +1)Cp—1,0541,05 — (L3 +1)Cpy—1,05 0541
Y ires 1 [2(€2 = £3)T0y 03,05 + 208 + 1) (Toy+1,5,05-1 + Loy 11,0 -1,05)
— (b2 + V)T 41,0041,65 — (U3 + 1) Tpy105,0541] = 0 (4.13)

— 11 —



which we should amend with the same type of equation but now for so, if the second current
is also conserved:

62(33 - 81>C€17€27€3
+ (203 —d — 251 +2)Cp—1,05—1,05 — (201 — d — 253+ 2)Cyy py—1,05—1

+ (b1 4+ 1)Cp11,05-1,5 — (b3 + 1)Cy 0510511
+ 7d T 282 — 4 [2(51 - 53)7_—‘21,62,23 + 2(’}/ + 1)(1_—1(17@24_1,@3_1 + T€1—17£2+1,£3)

— (Lo + )Ty 11051165 — (b3 + 1)T£1,52+1,53+1} =0 (4.14)

where T[l,g%[?’,T[l’gQ’@ are corresponding trace maps:

Tiy 2,05 = [ 1(0r = 1)Coy a0 + 28C0, 2,050
+2(01 = 1)Cly 165165 + 2060 = 1)Coy 10051] (4.15)

Tpy o b5 = [ 2(l2 = 1)Cly 05 + 29C01 052,05
+2(62 = 1)Co, 14,165 + 262 = 1)Cty 51,451] (4.16)

We do not yet have a full solution for this system of equations. But we analyzed these
equations using a computer program and investigated the rank of this linear system for
different triplets of spins using our ansatz (3.4)-(3.6) and normalization (4.11), (4.12). This
system of linear equations for Cp, ¢, s, has a number of independent parameters satisfying
triangle inequalities described in the previous section. Then computing the rank of the
corresponding system for multiple cases we obtain a universal answer: the rank of the
system (4.13), (4.14) depends only on the minimal spin:

o The number of independent parameters of the three-point function (or linearly indepen-
dent correlators) of conserved currents with spins sy, sg, s3 is equal to

N, 50,55 = min{sy, s2,s3} + 1.

We refer to appendix B for some details on the special case of coincident spins.

5 Conservation condition as a differential equation

In this section, we first construct differential equations for the correlators of conserved currents
in the case of coincident spins and then generalize them to the cases with different spins.
First, we transform our recursion equation (B.20) to a differential equation multiplying it by

the following powers of formal variables £t ~14*2% and summing on all possible values of ¢

(8357611782’0 x y7 ZD&ZQZS fl ! fg £3 - 0 (51)
{t:}
in other words we should obtain differential equation for the functions
C(z,y,z Z Cglbgs:czly&z (5.2)
{t:}
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and

T(z,y,2) = Z Toyep0,x" 2yt 25 (5.3)
{t:}

In all these equations {¢;} means value of indeces ¢;,i = 1, 2, 3 satisfying the triangle inequality
s+l >+, 1F#jF#k (5.4)
Comparing (5.3) with (B.21)we obtain:
T(z,y,2) = [02 + (v + 2y + 22)0z — YOy — 20, + 5+ 2]C(z,y, 2) (5.5)
Then we can obtain differential equation version of our conservation equation (B.20):
D(0y,0y,0.;C(x,y, 2))

1
= [(AS +s)(z—y)+ 5(3 +1—4yz + 20, — y0y — 20.)(0y — 0,)| C(z,y, 2)

1 1

+ (s — 20y) (y e %[ay _ az])} T(z,y,2) =0 (5.6)

We see that our differential operator is antisymmetric in z and y although the functions
C(z,y,z) and T(x.y.z) are symmetric. A generalization to different spins is straightforward:
instead of (5.6) we have an equation obtained with the same scheme from the recursion
equation (4.13):

DEv253)(9; C(,y, 2)) = [(s3— 52) D+ (A +53)2— (A, +52)y] C(,y, 2)
+5 (52 83— 51 +1—dyz+30, —yd, — 20.) (9, —0.)C (., 2)
+ [<2w+y+z+;[8y+5z]> (y0y—20-)
+(s1-0,) (y—2— 30— 0] ) + 5 (s3—s2)[y+ 2+ 0y +0.]| T(2,,2) =0
(5.7)
where T'(z,y,z) in this case is
T(z,y,2) = [02 + (x + 2y + 22)0y — y0y — 20, + 59 + 53 — 51 + 2]C(2, 9, 2) (5.8)

The equation (5.7) should be supplemented by a conservation condition for the second current,
when the latter is conserved. This can be obtained from (5.7) and (5.8) by replacements
s1 ¢ s9 and = <> y. The solution to these general equations for the correlators of conserved
currents will be addressed in an upcoming work.

6 Conclusions

We have established a general ansatz for the tensorial structure of the conformal three-point
function for general spins and general dimensions. This allows us to calculate the exact
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numbers of conformal structures corresponding to all cases of AdS dual bulk interaction
vertices. We present explicit formulas for three-point functions of conformal correlators of
three non-conserved currents, corresponding to massive fields in the bulk. The number of
structures for non-conserved currents is equivalent to the number of vertices with massive
fields in the bulk, counting the number of contractions of three symmetric fields of ranks
s1, 82, 83 with each other and derivatives acting on them, with a condition that the traces
and divergences are excluded, and the derivatives do not contract between themselves (this
latter condition, stemming from field-redefinition freedom, limits the possible Lorentz scalars
to a finite number: see, e.g., [25, 48, 105]). For coincident spins, our counting for correlators,
symmetric under the exchange of the coinciding spin currents, (3.18)—(3.22) are new to our
best knowledge. For all different spins, there cannot be symmetry under exchange of currents,
thus our counting (3.23) coincides with that of [89].

The special cases of (partially) conserved currents, corresponding to the short repre-
sentations or (partially-)massless fields in the bulk, will be studied elsewhere: the extra
constraints on the correlators stemming from the conservation of the currents imply non-
trivial differential equations, for which the general solutions will be treated in future work.
However, we worked out and further studied the structure of the constraints in the case
of the conserved currents, both as differential equations and as recursion relations on the
coefficients of the ansatz. The latter form allowed us to tackle a large number of cases
numerically. Our results confirm the expectation from earlier works [89, 90, 92, 94] about
the number of structures in the correlators of conserved currents, which, in turn, coincides
with the number of massless vertices in the bulk [25, 38].

The conservation condition comes with technical subtleties as the operator of the di-
vergence imposing the conservation of the currents in the ansatz does not commute with
the traceless projector. Our careful treatment takes into account the trace terms in the
projector properly.

We hope to solve analytically the conservation conditions to fully classify the correlators
of (partially-)conserved currents and make a match with the AdS vertices involving (partially-
Jmassless fields [53]. The case of all massive fields is fully covered by our ansatz in one-to-one
correspondence with the vertices in the bulk [25, 48], assuming symmetry under exchange
of the currents/fields of coincident spins.

The correlation functions of three conserved currents were derived earlier using different
approaches in [92, 94]. In even dimensions, they were described by the correlators in free the-
ories of so-called singletons — conformal fields describing the short conformal representations
described by the (self-dual) multi-forms, corresponding to rectangular Young diagrams of the
half-maximal height of the massless little group in even dimensions (see, e.g., [120]). In four
dimensions, these are the spin-s massless fields, which are representations of the conformal
algebra SO(4, 2) despite the lack of conformal symmetry in their standard off-shell descriptions
(see, e.g., [121, 122]).* The situation is different in the odd dimensions [94], where the single-
tons are missing or, presumably, correspond to some generalized free field theories lacking
locality: free field equations containing square root of d’Alambertian operator (see, e.g., [124]).

4Explicit descriptions of the singleton theories in terms of covariant Lagrangians are so far only well-studied
for the spin-one case (see [123] for a review).
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The formulation [77] and our generalization for higher spins are also suitable for the
investigation of the singular part of the correlation function to get a route to the trace
anomaly structure in the higher-spin case. We leave this to future investigations.
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A Short review of Osborn-Petkou formulation and adaptation to higher
spin case

In this appendix, we present a short review of useful formulas and constructions proposed
in article [77] (see also [78, 79]).

Conformal transformations. The conformal transformations (combination of translation,
rotation, scale transformation, and special conformal boosts) are diffeomorphisms preserving
metric up to a local scale factor:

xp = (),  gudrMdz’ — Q(x) 2 g datdz” (A1)

Combining this transformation with local dilatation we arrive at local rotations:

ox’
RE(@) = @)k, RE@RY () = 5. (A.2)

Adding inversion to this picture:
Ty

U Q(z) = 22, Ry () = L (x) = 0y — 2 2

I 2’

(A.3)

we see that the rotation operator, in this case, is the Inversion matrix I,,,. A combination of
inversion, rotation, and translation can describe any conformal transformation.

We will show below how the conformal symmetry fixes the form of the two and three-point
correlation functions for arbitrary quasi-primary fields O%(z), where i is an index counting
corresponding representation of the rotation group O(d) (see [77] for details). The symmetric
representation of the conformal group is defined by two quantum numbers: the spin and
the conformal dimension. The two-point function of two operators is fixed by conformal
symmetry up to an overall constant:

. _ Co .
< O’(xl)(’)j(xg) >= WD;(I(.’L‘Q)), Ti2p = Tiy — T2 (A4)

12
Here O;(z) is conjugate representation for O%(z) with the same conformal dimension. Another
important object here is D(I(x12)) which is corresponding representation for the inversion

matrix I, () = 6, — 22,2, /2°.
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Three point function. Since conformal transformations transform any three points into
any others, the three-point function is also essentially defined in general dimension d. Our
discussion for arbitrary representations for the fields O, 02, O3 with dimensions 71,72, 73
is based on the following formula from [77]

(O 1) O an) OF 0} = (o (%;523 I
x D{%, (I(213)) Dy%, (I(a3)) 1777 (X13) (A.5)

where $1%2%3 (X)) is a tensor living in three different spin representations in general case. This
object transforms in a proper way with respect to local rotation and dilatations.

Dy'j, (R)Dy%, (R) D3, (R) /23 (X)) = t"*%(RX) for all R € O(d),

firizis (AX) = \d4i1i2is (X) (A.6)
and
2
T13  T23pu 2 T2
Xiop=-Xo1y=—%5——%-, Xjo=—"7% (A7)
# H $123 13223 CC1231‘223

The scaling dimensions of the fields should satisfy the following expressions

1

012 = 5(771 +m —n3+4q), (A.8)
1

do3 = 5(772 +n3—m—q), (A.9)
1

031 = 5(773 +m —m2—q). (A.10)

So we see that for the construction of the two-point function for spin s currents, we should
realize the construction of the representation of the inversion matrix D(I(z12)) where:

T12

2
L1

L(x12) = 6 — 221248120, T12 = (A.11)

which is more or less obvious and known. Another important property of this formulation
is that in the three-point function we can rearrange all three representations due to the
following important properties [77] of structural function (¢ = 0):

D, (I(#13)) Dg%, (I (3)) 71773 (X12)
= D{j, (I(212))Dg%, (I(#52)) #7293 (X13) = D32, (1(d21)) D5%, (1 (d31)) £117293 (X ) ,
zlzgz;( )

DY, (I(X) #rei (X)), #7%25(X) = Dy, (1(X)) 172 (X) . (A.12)

It follows then, that in the case when all three representations are the same (i.e. same spin
currents) and the three-point function is symmetric for all fields O, O, O3, then:

$2iis () = i (_X) | DI (I(X)) #0125 (X) = £91i2(—X), (A.13)

The first relation contains —X in r.h.s. because this object depends on the space-time
coordinates through the difference between the inversions of the first and second coordinates
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around the third point (A.7), and when we replace the first two operators we also exchange 1
with 5. The importance of the minus sign in the second relation we consider in detail during
the investigation of our ansatz for #1%2%(X). Then for irreducible representations, for which
the two-point functions are fixed as (A.4), we see consistent scaling behavior and covariance
with respect to inversions, rotations, and translations. All these mean that D(I(z12)) behaves
as a parallel transport transformation between two space-time points for local conformal
rotations. This fact is very important for understanding an analogous formula for three-point
functions. The important property of conformal transformations is that one can map any three
points into any other three points. This leads to an essentially (almost) unique three-point
function in general dimension d. The general form of the three-point function is considered
in [77] and presented here in (A.5). The original point of this consideration is that the
three-point function is described through the homogeneous tensor #1192 (X) satisfying (A.6)
and (A.12). More details can be found in [77, 78] and [79], here we just note that if we
restrict ourselves to the polynomial function of unit vector:

firizis (X) = irizis (X')’ (A.14)
where
N X
X,LL — Jad , (A15)

then in (A.8)-(A.10) we have

q=0 (A.16)

and instead of

% afy ¢ 2ty o
Lia(23) X120 = 5" X134, Lua(713) X120 = 5" X324, (A.17)
Z13 x23
we have

Lia(723) X120 = X135 Tua(13) X120 = X324, (A.18)
and we see that inversion operators I, (xi;),i # j,i,j = 1,2,3 really rotate from one

direction to other unit inverted vectors XU This leads to the familiar expression for the
three-point function:

1
()% (235)% ()

x DY, (I(213)) D3y, (I (wa3)) 1717275 (X15)

(O] (21) OF (22) OF (x3)) =

(A.19)
where ¢i1%2i3 (X ) is a homogeneous and dimensionless tensor satisfying
D{'; (R)D3%,(R) D4, (R) t17233(X) = %% (RX) for all R, (A.20)
iz (A X) = i1z (X) (A.21)
and s
. A Ti3xss [T x
Koy = —XKo1, = ;”12223 Ul;’: - ;23:} (A.22)
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The scaling dimensions of the fields for ¢ = 0 are

1
012 = =(m +mn2—n3),

2
1
023 = 5(772 +n3—m),
1
031 = 5(773 +m —n2). (A.23)

Conservation condition. For the derivation of the conservation conditions, we note that:

1 N
- vxif xAIQxA23xA31 aa#Z(SI) (CL7 a,; $13)] I(SQ) (b’ b/; $23) *Sl) *l(>f2)t(33)(a/’ b/; G Xl?)
12 23 31

1

+ -
JANDIWACT. SWWAY:S1
T19 " To3" T31

Aan IV (a, a'; £13) T2 (b, V' 293) «l51) *l(jQ)Vx;ft(%)(a’, Vie; X19) (A.24)

a

Using the following relations:

v 1 - 1 A1ax19,  A31713,
e A A1 A A 2 + 2
T127T31 T12 " T31 T12 13
1 13
= A1 X539, + (A2 + A “]
xﬁmx:ﬁm [ 12X32, + (A12 31) x%3
= —ﬁ [A12Ipa(x13))(1:2 + (A2 + A31)x123“} (A.25)
351212953131+ X12 13
O
(Va,02)I8(a,d; 213) = 2(d + 51 — 2) (33;3%3 )I(sl)(a, a’;z13) (A.26)
OX¢
Vmﬁtt(s"’)(a, b;c; X19) = VX?Zt(SS)(a, b; c; X12) 33#1‘2
s Ia(l‘lg)
= va‘gt( 3)(a, b; c; X12) “x2 (A.27)
13
we see that the conservation condition is satisfied when:
Aqg + Az = 2A(sl) =2(d+s1—2) (A.28)
and:
s (Xaa) S
(Vx0a)t®) (a,b;¢; X) = Apy =2 03 (a, b; ¢; X) (A.29)

This is the equation for structural tensor object t(53)(a, b; ¢; X)) which we use in the fourth
section. The equation (A.29) (or (4.6)) is equivalent to the conservation condition for the
first current in the three-point function.
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Now we can separate the traceless projector from “kernel” part and write (A.29) in
the following form:

H_ A ﬁ aag(sl) 1Y 51 7(s3) (! X %52 *835(32) 7 5(53) ~
\Y 12 5z ) % (a,a") *21 £4%3)(a’, b, ¢; X) #,? *¢ (b, ) (¢, )
1 2! (X99)
_ _ 1\S1[,21k AN k
~ ]CZ:‘B (51— 2k)IN [a?)F | | (VO) Aui\/ﬁ OF

T At 28, 1_ 5% 1 ((aV) - Ami?%) D§+1]t~(53)(a, b, c; X) #52 #53£62) (b, h)E£(9) (¢, &)

(A.30)
where #(53)(a, b, C;X) now is:

5(53)((1, b, c; X) = I*3(c, c; X) * o ﬁ(“‘l?g)(a, b,c: X)

Z (=1)3C, 10, (X @) (Xb)2 (X ) (ab)* TP (b, ¢; X) I (¢, a; X).
3:€10,...85]
{si}eA

(A.31)
Then we compute the k-th trace as:

*(asb,c; X;a,7)
=% (ab)*(ac)"(Xa)"

o Z P ( O:p,;qé:l) (ab)a—k+n+q(ac)'yfk+n+p(bc)kfnfpfq(Xa)€172nfp*q(Xb)p(XC)q,
P,q,m ) Y

pra+n<k (A.32)
where we neglected all terms of type O(b?,c?). From the equation
FH (a3b,c; X, ) = 0@ (a5 b, ¢; X 01, 9) (A.33)
we get the following recursion relation
k+1;p,q, k;p.q,
p< P4 n> :2p< pa n) (a—k+n+q)(y—k+n+p)
Oéa%él 047%51
ka _]-a )
+2p< p==4q n) (a—k+n+q)(l1—2n—p—q+1)
O‘7’Ya€1
k;a ) 717
+2p< b4 n) (y—k+n+p)(l1—2n—p—q+1)
O[7’Ya€1
k? IS -1
+p< pan )(61—2n—p—q+2)(€1—2n—p—q+1) (A.34)
avr)/)gl
This equation after substitution
kip,q,n - .
( ) = 2" ok —n—q[Vk-n—pllilontprqp(k;: p, g, n) (A.35)
o7, b
goes to Pascal’s identity for multinomials:
plk+1;p,q,n) = p(k;p,q,n) + p(k;p,g;n — 1)
+ p(k;p —1,q,n) + p(k;p,q — 1,n) (A.36)
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with obvious solution

A [k]n+p+q k
k- — — A.
Then we can easily derive the kth trace of our ansatz:
- . by — 2k, la, €
058 (@, b, ¢; X) = > T, [ L 3} (A.38)
»©2,£3 o 6 ry
Zl6[Qk,...sﬂ;427536[0,...52783} P
{t;}eA

where we introduced notation:

N R ) i
[ v ;’73] = (Ra) (X0)2(X0)5 (ab)* TP (b, ; ) (¢, a: X) (A.39)
and Tf(f,)fz,fs is kth trace map of Cy, 0,

k;p,q,n> (A.40)

k Y =
T£(1,)£2,€3 = (=17 Z 051—2k+2n+p+q,€2—p,€3—q p < a,v, 01

p,q,n
p+g+n<k

In this way substituting (A.38) in (A.30) one can straightforwardly derive the conservation
condition on Tg(lk)é2 ¢, given in (4.9).
B Examples

Coincident spins s; = s2 = s3 = s. We present examples for the most symmetric
case of equal spins s1 = so = s3 = s. It is enough to write a “kernel” term with the
following symmetry properties:

i) (a,b;¢; X) =19 (b, a;¢; — X) (B.1)
I*(a,d; X) %o i) (a',b; C;X) = i) (¢, a;b;—X) (B.2)

From these conditions, we derive the most general polynomial ansatz for t(*)(a, b; ¢; X ):

f(s)(a, b; C;X) =I*(c,c; X) * o ﬁ(s)(a, b,c; X) (B.3)
9, by e; X) = [H®(a,b,¢; X) + I*(a,d; X) #r HO(d',b,¢; - X)
+ (b, 0 X) sy HO (a,8, ¢; X)] (B.4)

where the main object, H, is given by

AObaX)= Y Cuun(£0) (52X (@) 00 (). (B5)
01,02 £3€(0,...5]
{t;}eA

Here A is the range of indices defined by the following natural restrictions:

a+y+Ll=s (B.6)
a+p+Ll=s B.7)
Y+B+Ll3=s (B.8)
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These also can be resolved fixing «, 8, for any choice of ¢, ¢2, {3:

20 = s+ ¥l3 — b1 — 4} (Bg)
20 =s+41 — L4y — {3 (BlO)
2y =844y — 01 — {3 (B.ll)

The positiveness of «, 3, for coincident spins leads to the triangle inequalities:
s+l >li+0, i F#]Fk (B.12)

Another special point in consideration of equal spins is that conditions (B.1) and (B.2) force
the coefficients Tf(log)2 ¢, to be completely symmetric with respect to 01,0, 3. Then:

I¥(a,a’; X) sg T30, 0 X) sy HO(d' W, ¢; X) = (—=1)0+2F0 15, s X) v H) (a,b, 5 X)
= I*(¢,d; X) % H®) (a,b,¢/; = X) (B.13)

and we get even (odd) sum of ¢’s for even (odd) spin s:

> li=3s—2a+B+7). (B.14)
i=1,2,3

The relation (B.13) helps to explain the minus sign in condition (B.2) and we can make
the following simple derivation showing that (B.4) is equivalent to (B.3):

H) (a,b,¢; X) + I°(a,a; X) % H(d )b, ¢; = X) + I° (b, X) 5y H) (a, ¥, ¢; X)
= I*(e, s X) we |1, "5 X) e H) (@, b, X) + (b, 13 X) 5y HO (0,0, 5 X)

+ I°(a, a’;f() * g ﬁ(s)(b, a/,c/;f()} = I*(c,c; X) Kot ﬁ(s)(a, b, c/;f() (B.15)
where
~ s A — 0 A - A 7 A ", (i 3 —
H(a,b,¢; X) = > Tz(ll;zzg(Xa)Kl(Xb)éQ(Xc)éd(ab) (be)?(ca)?, (B.16)
gl,fg,fgg[o,ms]
l1+€s+L3=even
1Y) o =T |bls) + TO (Lllsl) + TO (B3] ), (B.17)

where (symmetric in all liii=1,2, 3) coefficients T 2(1032 7, are constructed as a cyclic permu-

tation (B.17) of the object that is symmetric in two indices only:

7(0)(p. 17 0. 2 £ na+nz(0) o+ ng ¥+ ns
TO@G|0E) = (-0 Y ewtmg® ; (B.18)
n2,n3

The most general ansatz in this case is (B.3), with traceless projectors written as:

tO)(@,b; X) = EO)(a, a) %0 1% (a, b; ¢; X) 5 %.£3) (b,0)EP) (¢, ). (B.19)
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Conservation condition for coincident spins. When all spins coincide, we need only
one equation for fully symmetric coefficients:

k k
(4 1)(203 — 2k — A(S) — s)Te(lsz,l,g?) + (v +1)(202 — 2k — A(S) - S)Te(lzl,fg,f;g*l
k k
+(a+ D+ DT g g+ 0+ D+ DT,

(k+1) (k+1) (k+1)
A B vy {2(52 — )Ty gy 0 208+ V)(Ty 501+ T 1 00—1.05)
k+1 k+1
~ (2 DT g, — s+ DI, 0] = (B.20)

where
k+1 k k
Tt = (L—2k) (L —2k—1)T,"), , +2(a+ D) (+ 1T, 40
k k
+2(at)(6—2%k-1T Y, 2 )20 (B.21)

and we need to solve only the first conservation condition for k¥ = 0 (the rest follow from
tracelessness). Using the helpful ansatz (4.11), (4.12) we arrive to the following recursion
for (symmetric in ¢y, ¢, (3) expressions Cy, s, ¢, and Ty, ¢, ¢,

Dy, oy 05 = (203 — Ay — 8)Coy 101,05 — (202 — D) — 8)Cy —1,05,05-1
+ By +1)Co,—1,0941,05 — B(ls +1)Co, 1,05 0541

1
Tar2s 4 2062 = &) Ty 0t + 20V Tt 11,001, = QL0 41,00,05-1)
+ Uz + )T 1,65,05+1 — (b2 + 1) T 11,0541,65] =0 (B.22)

where

Tfllz,fa =0 (61 - 1)041752743 + 2ﬁc€1—27€2,€3
+2(6 = 1)Cr 161,65 + 2(60 = 1)Coy—1,65,051 (B.23)

Computer-assisted solutions have s 4+ 1 independent parameters as they should.

Spin 2 case: energy-momentum tensor and connection with (B.3), (B.5). First
we review construction in the case of spin two following [77]. For three point function of
energy-momentum tensors we have:

1
<T,u1/ (51;1) Tap(l?) Toeﬁ (1‘3)> =4 4 d I,ul/,u/u’ ($13)Iap,o“p’ (1323) t,u’l/’a’p/a,é’ (XIQ) > (B24)

L1913 Ta3

with t,,5p03(X) homogeneous of degree zero in X, symmetric and traceless on each pair
of indices pv, op and af and from satisfying

tul/apaﬂ (X) = tapuuaﬂ (X) . (B25)
I,u,u,,u’u’ (X)t,u’u’opaﬂ (X) = taﬁ,uucrp(X) . (B26>
The conservation equations require just
XH
8/14 - d ﬁ tp,VO'pOéﬂ(X) - O (B27)
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Defining

N PN 1 N
h (X) = X, X, - 20w, Xy = X (B.28)
h2 (X)) = X X000, + (1 4> v,0 ¢ p)
45 4 45 4 4
- g p,Xl/(SO'p - gXaXp(s/u/ + ﬁ(suu(sap (B29>
2
h o = OuoOup + Oppbue — b S,00p = 2Epm.0p (B.30)
h;l,LVO'pa,B(X) - hul/aozXPXﬁ + ( & p, o B)
2 2 A 2 A 1 A
g 5Jph,uya,8(X) d 4 6h;wap( ) d2 6Up5aﬁhp,v(X) ) (B?’l)
hfwapozﬁ = 5,u,a(sua6pﬂ + (:U’ SV, 05 P, 6)
4 8
d6 l,hgpaﬁ d5 hwaﬁ déaﬁhuwp 7z 0,050 » (B.32)
a general expansion for ¢,,,p03(X) has the form
t/ﬂ/crpaﬂ (X) =a h,ul/apaﬁ + bhaﬁ,uzzop(X) + o (h,ul/opaﬁ (X) + hap,ul/aﬁ (X))
+ ¢ Hphas(X) + ¢ (1 paphn, (X) + hiiyashiy (X))

+ ehfwap( )haﬁ( ) (h’opaﬁ( )h,}w( ) + h/ﬂ/aﬁ( )hclrp(X))

+ f P (X) gy (X) B p(X) (B.33)
From the symmetry condition (B.25), (B.26) we have

b+b =-2a, d=c, e+e=—-4b—-2c, (B.34)

so that a,b, ¢, e, f may be regarded as independent. Then using conservation condition (B.23)
we have two additional constraints:

d?a+2b+bV)—(d—2)V —dc+¢e =0, (B.35)
d(d+2)(2V +c)+4(e+€)+ f=0. (B.36)

Therefore, we have three undetermined independent coefficients, say, a, b, ¢, which are the
free parameters of the three-point function (in arbitrary dimension d):

f=(d+4)(d—2)(4a+2b—c), (B.37)
—(d+4)(d —2)a — (d — 2)b + de, (B.38)
e=(d+2)(da+b—c). (B.39)

Now we can compare these with our general formulation in the case of spin two. We should
look at ansatz (B.3) and (B.5) for the case of s = 2. First of all putting s = 2 in corresponding
number of solution of triangle inequality (3.18) we obtain Nage = 5 which is correct number
of parameters after applying symmetry constraints (B.3) then investigating these independent
five terms in ansatz (B.5), identifying with (B.33) and using notation

051752/3 = (_1)63051,52,53 (B'40>
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where Cy, ¢, ¢, is symmetric in f1,f3,¢3. we obtain the following connections between

coefficients:
C C C C
o= 000; b— 110; blziﬁiﬂ; (B.41)
8 8 4 8
C C
c=d = %; 620000+C110+%; (B.42)
, Cuo Chino ) -
=—— -7 - Coo0;  f = 4C110 + 4C112 + 8C200 + Ca22. (B.43)

So we see that these 8 coefficients a,b,b’, ¢, e, €, f from [77] expressed through the five
coefficients from our ansatz Cygg, C110, C200, C112, Co22. Because triangle inequality and
symmetricity of Cy, ¢, ¢, lead to the solution (B.25), (B.26) in general case. Then we can
investigate conservation condition (B.27). taking into account that our normalization here
slightly differ and we should insert in (B.5)

Cor 2,65 = 1B Cly .05 (B.44)
we see that for s = 2 we have only two nonzero independent equations:

D110~ (8 —d* —2d)Cooo + (6 — d)Ch10 + (4d + 8)Cagp + 20112 = 0 (B.45)
D17271 ~ (d2 — 12)0110 —12C112 — Qd(d — 2)02()0 —4C999 =0 (B.46)

Now we see that it is possible to express C112 and Cags through the remaining three arbitrary
parameter Cpoo, C110 and Cogp and these free parameters from (B.45), (B.46) are exactly
equivalent to a, b, ¢ (see (B.41) and (B.42)). Moreover after some straightforward manipulation
we can see that all relations (B.34)—(B.39) are also satisfied exactly.

Spin 3 case: solution of the conservation condition (B.22). Finalizing this appendix
we just present solution of the conservation condition for spin three case. Here we have
eight different parameters in our ansatz and conservation equations expressed four from
them through the four independent:

1
=—— [(a-2 —14 —207 112 B.4
Cs,0,0 9(d+2) [(d )(d+8)Cr0,0+(d—14)C21,0—2C1 11 02,2,1} (B.47)
1
d+8)(d—2)* d(d+2
Ca0= gy | (@)@ Croot(d(d+2)+8)Cra
_4(d(d+8)_4)02,1,04-802,2,1} (B.48)
1 2
Cs22= 50775 [ (d+6)(d+8)(d—2)%C1,0,0—2(d(d+10)+32)C,1,1
+2(d3+24d2+60d—96)02,1,0+2(d(d—12)—44)02,2,1} (B.49)
1
= | —(d+8)(d—2)*(d*>—10d—
C333 54(d+2)[ (d+8)(d—2)"( 0d—60)C1,0,0
+(640—d* +2d* —12d* —200d) C1 1 1 +4(d* +3d* — 124d* —300d+480) C2 1 o
+(3d° ~ 1642 +180d+736) Co,2,1 | (B.50)
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