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Abstract

We prove an equivalence between the following notions: (i) unitary Mobius
vertex algebras, and (ii) Wightman conformal field theories on the circle (with
finite-dimensional conformal weight spaces) satisfying an additional condition that
we call uniformly bounded order. Reading this equivalence in one direction, we
obtain new analytic and operator-theoretic information about vertex operators. In
the other direction we characterize OPEs of Wightman fields and show they satisfy
the axioms of a vertex algebra. As an application we establish new results linking
unitary vertex operator algebras with conformal nets.
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1 Introduction

Two-dimensional conformal field theory has attracted the attention of physicists and
mathematicians for its rich algebraic and analytic structures (see e.g. [DMS97]). There
are several well-developed approaches to axiomatizing unitary two-dimensional chiral
conformal field theories (chiral CETs), and in recent years the problem of reconciling the
various approaches has garnered considerable interest. In this article, we will compare
two formulations of two-dimensional unitary chiral conformal field theories, namely the
vertex algebra approach (in terms of formal power series) and the Wightman approach
(in terms of operator-valued distributions on the circle). While these two axiomatizations
are supposed to describe the same theories, the manners in which they do so are quite
different. In particular, Wightman fields rely on nontrivial analytic properties which are
not readily visible in the vertex algebra formulation.

Our main result is that unitary Mobius vertex algebras are equivalent to Mobius-
covariant Wightman field theories that satisfy an analytic condition which we call uni-
formly bounded order. The adjective “Mobius” describes the underlying symmetry of the
theories under consideration, which is sly at the infinitesimal level or PSU(1,1) at the
global level. The main result is summarized in Theorem 3.12. A highlight of the result
is that we do not impose any extraneous constraints on the vertex algebras under con-
sideration, which is a departure from other results comparing axiomatizations of chiral
CFTs. We establish the main result by giving a careful axiom-by-axiom comparison of
the two notions, with emphasis on the key properties of locality and M6bius covariance.

The uniformly bounded ordered property arises in our treatment of the locality ax-
iom, and it seems that this property had not been noticed in earlier comparisons of vertex
operators and Wightman fields at a physical level of rigor (e.g. [Kac98, §1.2]; see Section
3.4 for further discussion). We use the locality axiom of vertex algebras to show that
unitary Mobius vertex algebras satisfy uniformly bounded order, which yields new an-
alytic information about these theories. On the other hand, we observe that uniformly
bounded order for Wightman fields allows us to construct a vertex algebra structure.
This amounts to showing operator product expansion for Wightman fields (cf. [Bos05]).

As an application, we are able to obtain further results comparing unitary vertex
operator algebras (VOA) with conformal nets, another well-studied axiomatization of
two-dimensional unitary chiral conformal field theories in the spirit of the Haag-Kastler
axioms for algebraic quantum field theory (AQFT). First, starting from a conformal net
we construct a canonical unitary VOA structure on a subspace of the finite-energy vectors
of the theory. We show that this subspace is, in fact, the entire space of finite-energy
vectors whenever the conformal net “comes from” a unitary VOA in a loose sense. This
construction applies to arbitrary conformal nets, extending a result of [CKLW18] (based



on the construction of [FJ96]). Second, we construct conformal nets from unitary VOAs
possessing a strong commutativity property, which reproduces a result of [CKLW1§|
without requiring the technical assumption of “polynomial energy bounds.”

The article is organized as follows: In Section 2 we describe the vertex algebra and
Wightman formulations of unitary two-dimensional chiral conformal field theories. We
also give preliminary results constructing Wightman fields from unitary vertex algebras.
In Section 3 we give a careful comparison of the two different axiomatizations, with
particular attention to locality and Mobius covariance. Here, we prove our main result
giving an equivalence between the two notions. In Section 4 we discuss conformal nets
and give several applications of our results in this context.
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2 Two formulations of chiral CFT

In this section we introduce our two formulations of chiral CFT, namely unitary Mobius
vertex algebras and Mobius-covariant Wightman field theories.

2.1 Positive-energy representations of the Mobius group

We denote by Mob the group of holomorphic automorphisms of the unit disk, which we
identify with fractional-linear transformations via

Méb = PSU(1,1) = {(% 2) ca,beC, |a]* - |b]* = 1}/{ild}.

It is a three-dimensional real Lie group with Lie algebra denoted Lie(M&b). If we consider
Mob as a subgroup of the group Diff(S') of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of
the unit circle S C C, Lie(Mob) is identified with a three-dimensional subspace of
the space of smooth vector fields Vect(S') on S'. Each vector field is identified with a
differential operator f(e)£ for some smooth function f(e), and the Lie bracket is given
by [f4,9L) = (f'g— fg')-L, where f’ denotes g—’;. Note that this bracket is the opposite
of the bracket of vector fields, which is the natural choice when identifying Vect(S!)
with the Lie algebra of Diff(S*). This gives rise to an embedding Lie(Mob) C Vect(S?!),
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and the complexification Lie(Mob)c = sl(2, C) of Lie(Mé&b) is spanned by the elements
{L_1, Ly, L1}, where L, is the complexified vector field —ieimed%. The vector fields L,,
satisfy the commutation relations

[Lin, L) = (m —n)Lpyin, m,n=—1,0,1.

A representation of Lie(M6b) on an inner product space V is called a unitary rep-
resentation if (L,,u,v) = (u, L_,,v) for all u,v € ¥V and m = —1,0,1. Here we have
extended the representation of Lie(M6b) to its complexification, and, as an abuse of no-
tation, used the same symbols L,, for operators on the representation space. We are
interested in positive-energy representations of Lie(Mob), which are unitary repre-
sentations with the additional property that L, is a diagonalizable operator with non-
negative eigenvalues. Any positive-energy representation of Lie(M&b) in which Ly has
integral spectrum can be integrated to a continuous (in the strong operator topology,
SOT) unitary representation of Méb on the Hilbert space completion H of V (see e.g.
[Lon08], [Wei05, Appendix A], or [CKLW18, §3.1]).

Conversely, an SOT-continuous unitary representation H of Mdb is called a positive-
energy representation if the generator of the rotation subgroup is a positive operator
(with necessarily integral spectrum). In this case, the representation is the integration
of a positive-energy representation of Lie(M&b) on the dense subspace V of finite-energy
vectors (that is, the algebraic span of eigenvectors of the generator of rotation). In
this article, we will emphasize positive-energy representations in which the generator of
rotation Ly € Lie(M&b)¢ has finite-dimensional eigenspaces.

2.2 Unitary Mobius vertex algebras

In this section, we define (unitary) Mobius vertex algebras, which were introduced
under the name quasi-vertex operator algebra in [FHL93]. The reader is cautioned that
other authors have used the term Mobius vertex algebra to refer to a more general notion,
in particular relaxing the requirement of finite-dimensionality of the weight spaces (e.g.
[BKO08]).

If V is a vector space, we denote by End(V)[[2%!]] the set of formal power series in 2
with coefficients in End(V). Given v € V and A(z) = >, ., 42" € End(V)[[z*']], we
can consider a formal series A(z)v = Y A,vz" in the variables z*! with coefficients in
V. Furthermore, for any B € End(V) we have [A(z), B] = Y, [A,, B]z" € End(V)[[z*]].
If B(w) is another formal series, then the expression [A(z), B(w)] makes sense as a formal
series in z*! +

+1

and w**.

Definition 2.1. An (N-graded) M&bius vertex algebra consists of a vector space V
equipped with a representation {L_1, Lo, L1} of Lie(M6b)c, a state-field correspondence
Y : ¥V — End(V)[[2*!]], and a choice of vector €2 € V such that the following hold:

(VA1) V =&, ~,V(n), where V(n) = ker(Ly — n) and each V(n) is finite-dimensional.
(VA2) Q is Lie(Mob)-invariant, i.e. L2 =0 for k = —1,0, 1, and Y (R, z) = Idy.

(VA3) Y (v, 2)Q2 has only non-negative powers of z for all v € V.
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(VA4) [Lg, Y (v, Z;t (k NMH19Y (L0, 2) and Y(L_yv,2) = LY (v,z) for all
veVandk:— —1,0,1.

(VA5) (z —w)N[Y(v,2),Y (u,w)] = 0 for N sufficiently large.

For v € V, the field Y (v, z) associated with v can be expanded as a formal series
Y(v,2) = 3,.cz Vamyz ™1, where vy € End(V). A vector v € V is called homoge-
neous (with conformal dimension d) if it lies in V(d). As a direct consequence of the
axioms, when v is homogeneous with conformal dimension d we have

[Lo,Y (v,2)] = 2Y (L_1v,2) + Y (Lov, 2) = 2:£Y (v, 2) + dY (v, 2)

= Z(d -—m — 1>U(m)2’_m_1.

mEZ

By comparison of formal series, one can deduce that [Lo, viny| = (d — m — 1)vgy). It
follows that v,y maps V(n) into V(n +d —m —1).

An (antilinear) automorphism of V is an (anti)linear bijection © : V — V that fixes
), commutes with the L,,, and satisfies O(vpyu) = O(v)»)O(u) for all v,u € V and
n € Z. A vector v € V is called quasi-primary if it is homogeneous and Liv = 0. The
field Y (v, ) associated with a quasi-primary vector v is called a quasi-primary field.

An invariant bilinear form (-, -) on a Mobius vertex algebra V is a bilinear form such
that

(Y (v, 2)u,v) = (u,Y (e (—z72) oy, 27 1)),

Definition 2.2. A unitary Mobius vertex algebra is a Mdbius vertex algebra V
equipped with an inner product (-,-) and an antilinear automorphism © such that the
following hold:

1. (L_yv,u) = (v, Lyu) for all v,u € V and n = —1,0,1 (i.e. V is a positive-energy
representation of Lie(Méb)c).

2. 12| = 1.
3. (+,©-) is an invariant bilinear form

Note that we follow the convention that the inner product is linear in the first variable.
As in [CKLW18, §5], the operator O is automatically an involution, and a unitary Mébius
vertex algebra is simple (has no ideals) if and only if V(0) = CQ. Moreover if V(0) = C(2,
then there is at most one involution ® making V into a unitary Mobius vertex algebra,
and so in this case we can omit © from the extra structure needed to specify unitarity.

If v € V is homogeneous with conformal dimension d, then we write v,, := v(;,4.4—1) for
the degree-shifted mode, and we extend this definition to arbitrary v € V by linearity. The
shifted modes have the property that v,V(m) C V(m—n). For convenience of calculation,
we will make use of both conventions throughout the paper. As in [CKLW18], we call
a quasi-primary field Y (v, z) Hermitian if (v,u, v’y = (u,v_,u’) for every u,u’ € ¥V and
n € Z. This last condition is equivalent to requiring Ov = (—1)%v, where d, is the
conformal dimension of v.



Let S C V be a set of homogeneous vectors. We say that the fields {Y (v, 2) : v € S}
generate V if

V = Span{(v1)my) - (Vi) )t vj,u €S, n; € L, k € Lo}

We have the following version of [CKLW18, Proposition 5.17] for M6bius vertex algebras,
proven exactly the same way as for vertex operator algebras in the reference.

Proposition 2.3. Let V be a N-graded Mébius vertex algebra with V(0) = CQ. Suppose
that V is equipped with an inner product such that ||| = 1 and such that the represen-
tation of Lie(Mob)c on V is unitary. Then V is a unitary Mdébius vertex algebra if and
only if it possess a generating family of Hermitian quasi-primary fields.

2.3 Mobius-covariant Wightman fields

We now give an alternate axiomatization of two-dimensional chiral CFTs, in terms of
Wightman fields. The Wightman axioms are usually defined on the Minkowski space
R but they can be adapted to chiral conformal field theory.

Let ‘H be a Hilbert space, and let D C H be a dense subspace. An operator-valued
distribution on the unit circle S with domain D is a continuous linear map

¢ : C>(S') — Hom(D, H),

where Hom(D,H) is the space of linear maps D — H, equipped with the topology of
pointwise convergence. We regard ¢(f) as an unbounded operator' on H with domain
D.

An operator-valued distribution ¢ with domain D is called adjointable (or an ad-
jointable field) on D if there exists an operator-valued distribution ¢ with domain D
such that

(p(H)®, ) = (,4'(f)P)
for all ®, ¥ € D. Equivalently, ¢ is adjointable if D C Dom(p(f)*) for every f € C(S!),
in which case the adjoint distribution is given by ¢f(f) := ¢(f)* |p. Note that continuity
of f +— ©f(f)® is automatic, by the closed graph theorem. If ¢ is adjointable, then so
is o and ot = . It follows that when ¢ is adjointable the operators (f) and o' (f)
are closable. Note that an adjointable field with domain D remains adjointable when
restricted to a dense subspace D' C D.

We now assume that our Hilbert space carries a positive-energy representation of
Mob. Following [CKLW18, §6], for v € Mob we denote by X, € C*(S') the function

X, (¢) = i 1oa(1(e*)),

Following standard references, the domain Dom(A) of an unbounded operator A is treated as part of
the data of A. If B is the restriction of A to a subspace Dom(B) C Dom(A), then we write B C A. The
adjoint A* of A is defined on ¥ € H for which there exists a constant C'4 such that |[|[(A®, U)|| < C4||D||
for all ® € Dom(A), and it is characterized by (®, A*¥) = (AP, ¥). An unbounded operator is called
closed if its graph is a closed subspace of H x H, and called closable if the closure of its graph is the
graph of some (closed) operator. See e.g. [Rud91, Ped89] for basic notions of unbounded operators.



which takes values in the positive real numbers since ~ is an orientation preserving dif-

feomorphism of S'. For f € C~(S') and d € Z>¢ we denote by SB4(7)f € C>(S!) the

function
(Ba(M)(2) = (XN (=) (2.1)

Now, let D be a dense subspace of H. An operator-valued distribution with domain D
is called M6bius-covariant of degree d (in the Wightman sense) if for every v € Méb
we have U(y)D = D and

UMe(NUO)" = e(Ba()f)
for every f € C>(S"), where the equality is that of maps D — H.

Remark 2.4. The function X, € C*(S?) is characterized in terms of the pushforward of
the vector field 4 € I'(T'S") by the identity v.% = (X, oy™')4. It follows that when
d > 0 the operation [34(7y) can be understood in terms of pushforwards of sections of the
tensor product bundle T®4-181:

T (F557) = Ban ) 55

Thus in some contexts the input to a Wightman field of degree d is best understood as
a tensor field f %M_l of degree d — 1 rather than a function f (see [Leel3, Chapter 12]).

Indeed, the same holds when d = 0, with d%@)_l interpreted as df.

A set F of operator-valued distributions on S! with a common dense domain D C H,
together with a SOT-continuous unitary representation U of Mob and a vector €2 € D, are
called a Mobius-covariant Wightman field theory on S! if they satisfy the following
axioms:

(W1) Mobius covariance: For every v € Mob, U(y) preserves D. For each ¢ € F
there is d € Z>( such that ¢ is Mobius-covariant of degree d.

(W2) Adjoint: Each ¢ € F is adjointable and F is closed under the involution sending
p to ng.

(W3) Locality: If f and g have disjoint supports, then ¢1(f) and ¢2(g) commute for
any pair @1, o € F.

i0Lo

(W4) Spectrum condition: The generator L, of rotations U(Ry) = €'’* is positive.

(W5) Vacuum: The vector 2 is the unique (up to scalar) vector that is invariant under
U, and  is cyclic for F in the following sense: whenever ¢i,...,pr € F and
fi, s fe € C(SY) we have ¢i(fr) -+ ¢1(f1)Q2 € D, and moreover D is spanned
by vectors of this form.

The vacuum axiom implies that D is invariant under the operators ¢(f).

It follows automatically that expressions such as ¢1(f1) - - - @ (frx)€2 are jointly continu-
ous in the f;. Indeed, f; — ©(f1) ... ¢(fr)S2 has a closed graph, because f; — (¢(f;)®, V)
is continuous for any ®, ¥ € D and D is dense. As C*°(S') is a Fréchet space, the map
is therefore continuous. Hence the expression ¢(f1)...@(fx)S2 is separately continuous
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in the f;, and separately continuous maps from Fréchet spaces into a Fréchet space (the
Hilbert space #H) are jointly continuous (see e.g. [Rud91, Theorem 2.17]).

Let V be the finite-energy vectors V = @7, V(n), where V(n) = ker(Ly — n) and
the direct sum is the algebraic direct sum. In this article we will emphasize theories that
also satisfy:

(W6) The eigenspaces V(n) = ker(Ly — n) of L are finite-dimensional.

Examples of Wightman field theories that do not satisfy (W6) can be produced by the
infinite tensor product construction, as in [CWO05, §6].

We claim that if a Wightman field theory F satisfies (W6) then V C D. First, from
the Mobius covariance axiom we see that the subspace W of D given by

W = span{ i(fi) - o1(f1)Q : f; € Clz™], p; € F, k € Zxo}

is contained in V and invariant under Ly. Thus W = @, , W(n) with W(n) C V(n).
Since D is dense in H and expressions of the form @i (fx) - ¢1(f1)§2 are continuous in
the f;, W is also dense. But this means that W(n) is dense in V(n), and since V(n) was
assumed finite-dimensional we must have W(n) = V(n). We conclude that ¥V C D as
claimed.

For v € V, expressions of the form ¢x(fx)- - @1(f1)v are jointly continuous in the
fj by the same argument given above in the case v = 2. The Wightman fields that
correspond to unitary Mobius vertex algebras satisfy an additional, apparently stronger,
requirement that we now explain. For N € R>g, the N-Sobolev norm on C*(S') is given
by

1/2
1flly = (Z|f 1+n>) . (2.2)

neL

The Hilbert space completion of C*(S') under this norm, denoted H™(S'), can be
identified with the subspace of L?(S') consisting of functions with finite N-Sobolev norm.
The topology on C*(S') is induced by the norms |||, and a linear map from C'*(S?)
to a Banach space X is continuous precisely when it extends to a bounded linear map
on some HY(S'). Thus the argument above for C*°(S') shows that the expressions
01(f1) - oe(fr)v extend to (jointly) continuous multilinear maps HY(S')* — H for
some NN that depends on v.

We consider the following additional property, asking that N can be chosen indepen-
dent of v:

(W7) Uniformly bounded order: For every collection ¢, ..., ¢, € F, there is a posi-
tive number N such that for every v € V the map (fi,..., fx) = wr(fx) - ©1(f1)v
extends continuously to HY (S)*.

Remark 2.5. We do not know if the condition of uniformly bounded order follows from
the other axioms. Since we will show that Mobius-covariant Wightman field theories
with uniformly bounded order correspond exactly to unitary Mobius vertex algebras, the
uniformly bounded order condition is automatic if and only if every Mobius-covariant
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Wightman field theory corresponds to a vertex algebra. The axioms of a vertex algebra
essentially require the existence of operator product expansions (OPE), while from the
Wightman point of view a form of OPEs has been proved under additional analytic
conditions (see e.g. [Bos05]). On the other hand, if we assume uniformly bounded order,
then we prove that the fields generate a Mobius vertex algebra, and OPE A(z)B(w) =
Z;Y:_Ol(z'wjzmcj (w)+ : A(z)B(w) :) as formal series follow [Kac98, Theorem 2.3], and
this equality holds as distributions.

Remark 2.6. The definition of uniformly bounded order given here implicitly assumes that
V C D, which will usually only occur when the weight spaces V(n) are finite-dimensional.
If the V(n) are infinite-dimensional, then the condition (W7) should be modified to only
require that the vectors v lie in V N D.

2.4 Adjointable fields from unitary Mobius vertex algebras

Let V be a unitary Mobius vertex algebra. In this section, we show that the formal
distributions Y (v, 2) correspond to adjointable operator-valued distributions on S*, and
that these distributions can be repeatedly applied to the vacuum. This is a first step in
constructing a Wightman field theory from V. Other conditions of Wightman fields, such
as Mobius covariance and locality, will be studied in Section 3.

Recall that for v € V we have a formal series Y (v,2) = Y vz "' with v(,) €
End(V). For f € C=(S'), we wish to define an unbounded operator Y°(v, f) on the
Hilbert space completion H of V by the formula

YO, lu=>_ f(n)vau, weV. (2.3)

Here, f (n) are the coefficients of the Fourier series of f, and the degree-shifted mode
vy, is given by v, = v(n44-1) When v is homogeneous with conformal dimension d, and
otherwise extended linearly. Formally, the map Y°(v, f) corresponds to the smeared field
$o1 Y (2500, 2) f(2) ds, where ds is normalized arclength measure.

We will see shortly that with this formula Y°(v, f) indeed maps V into the Hilbert
space completion H of V, for any smooth f. The key estimate is given by the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.7. LetV be a unitary Mobius® vertez algebra. Then for allv', ... v* u,u' €V,
there exists a polynomial p such that

[ (U Vg Vit @) | < [p(ma, . )|
for all (my,...,my) € Z*. The polynomial depends on the vectors v?,u, and u', but the

degree of p may be bounded independent of u and u’'.

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. The case k = 0 is vacuous and the case k = 1 is
immediate as (v, u,u) is nonzero for only finitely many m. Now suppose the result has

2For this lemma, the statement and proof go through equally well with V a N-graded vertex algebra
and v’ in the restricted dual € V(n)*.



been proven for a value k — 1, with £ > 2. We assume without loss of generality that
each v/ is homogeneous with conformal dimension d;, and similarly for u and u’.

First, observe that when my < —d, we have (v}, vZ, ---vk u,u’) = 0 by unitarity,
and thus we need only consider m; > —d,,. We have
(U Umy =V s ) = (v, vl Yo, w, ') + ([v),, vm, - vl Jus ). (2.4)

We show separately that the two terms on the right-hand side are bounded by polyno-
mials in the m; (with degrees controlled by the v7). We begin with the first of these two

terms. Observe that when m; > d, we have (vZ_---vF vl w u') =0, and thus we are

mo mg “my
left with finitely many values of m; to consider. For each fixed value of m; the inductive
hypothesis asserts that }(vﬁw X -v,’fmk (v,lmu),u’ )} is bounded by a suitable polynomial in
Mo, ..., my, which completes the argument for the first term.

For the second term on the right-hand side of (2.4), we write

k
<[U71n17 U’znz e ’Ufnk]u, ul> = Z<v72712 e [U’rln17vfne] T U’Iknku7 U’I>'

=2

As the sum on the right-hand side is finite, it suffices to bound each term separately by
a suitable polynomial. We will now apply the Borcherds commutator formula (see e.g.
[Kac98, Section 4.8]), which is given in terms of degree-shifted modes by

do+dp—1
+d, —1
[am> bn] = Z (m ) (a’s_dtﬁ'lb) m+n

S
s=0

when a and b are homogeneous (with conformal dimensions d, and d,, respectively). The
commutator formula yields

<U72112 o '[U}nl’vfnz} e U;Ij%ku’ u/> = (25)
di+dy—1
mq + d1 —1 Y
= Z ( s > <U12ng oo (U;dlﬂv )m1+mg N Ufnku7 U/>,
s=0

By the inductive hypothesis, for each s we may bound

’<U72n2 T (v;—dl-i-lvg)mlerl Y vﬁmku7 ul>| S ‘ﬁ(mb RS + My, ... 7mk)’

for a polynomial p in the m;. As s takes only finitely many values we may choose a
single p that works for all s. Note that the degree of p, and thus of p, may be bounded
independent of u and v, by the inductive hypothesis.

Taking absolute values in (2.5), we now have

‘(Uzm...[U}nl,vfne]...vfnku,u’>‘ < |p(m1,...,mk)‘ Z (
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Observe that (mﬁjrl) is a polynomial in m; of degree s, and thus the above sum of
binomial coefficients is a polynomial in m, of degree at most d; +d, — 1. This shows that

[(V2, - [vh, s vk, ] - - - vF, u,u')| is bounded by a suitable polynomial, which completes the
proof. O]

If f is a Laurent polynomial (i.e. if f has only finitely many nonzero Fourier coeffi-
cients), then the map Y°(v, f) defined in (2.3) is a finite linear combination of v(,’s and
thus Y%(v, f) defines a map ¥V — V. We have the following estimate for these maps.

Lemma 2.8. Let V be a unitary Mébius vertex algebra. Let v',...,v*,u € V, and let
fi, -, fr € C[z*Y] be Laurent polynomials. Then there is a positive number N, which
depends only on the v7, such that

YOS, fo) - YOh, f)ul < Cllflly - I filly -

The constant C depends on the v/ and .

Proof. Recall that ||f||y refers to the Sobolev norm (2.2). The definition of a unitary
Mobius vertex algebra implies that

(vpu,u'y = (u, (" (=1)"6v)_ o)

for all u,u’ € V (see e.g. the proof of [CKLW18, Theorem 5.16]). Thus, setting v/ =
el1(—=1)Lv v’ we have

HYO(Uk, fk) . -YO(UI, f1)uH2 _

~

= Z fl(nl)fl(ml) e fk(nk)fk(mk) <2~71_m1 T {)Emkvik o 'U7lz1u’ u).

By Lemma 2.7 we may choose a polynomial p such that

‘<7~}£m1 '{}Emkvsk ...rUTl”u7 'u,>| S ‘p(ml’...,mk,n17...,nk)’,

for all n; and m;, with the degree of p bounded independent of u. Choose M sufficiently
large that

k
‘p(mb ceey Mg, My - e 777/]6)‘ < CH<1 + m?>M(1 + n?)M
j=1
for some constant C'. Note that we may choose M independent of u (although the

constant C' does depend on u).
We then have

YOk, gy YO Ml < Y0 T ) fi0mp)| (10 (14 m™

M1yeeey Nk j=1

. 2
=C]] (Z \fj(n)\<1+n2)M>
7j=1 n
/ 2 2
< O fillonrgs - fwll2nrga s
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where in the last inequality we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the expression
}fj (n)](1 + n?)MF/2. (1 4+ n?)~"/2. Note that there is no issue of convergence, as the f;
are Laurent polynomials and all sums are finite. This establishes the desired estimate
with N =2M + 1. O

In particular we have ||Y°(v, f)ul| < C'||f|| when f is a Laurent polynomial. Thus, if
f € C>(S1) and f; is a sequence of Laurent polynomials that converges to f in C*°(S1),
we have

hmYovfku—Zf n)v,U,

k—o0
ne”

with convergence in H. We may therefore define Y°(v, f) : V — H as in (2.3) for arbitrary
f € C=(SY). As noted in the proof of Lemma 2.8, the definition of a unitary Mobius
vertex algebra implies that

(vau,u') = (u, (eLl(—l)Lo@v) _nu’>
for all u,u’ € V. Extending by continuity, we have
(YO, flu,u) = (u, Y (e" (=1)"Ov, fHu')
for f € C*>°(S'), and thus we have an extension of unbounded operators
YO (=1)0u, f) c YO (v, f)*.

In particular Y°(v, f)* is densely defined, and consequently the operators Y°(v, f) are
closable. We denote the closure of Y°(v, f) by Y (v, f). Taking closures in the above
extension, we obtain

Y (el (—=1)0ew, f) c Y(v, ). (2.6)

A variant of the above argument shows that smeared fields Y (v, f) may be repeatedly
applied to finite-energy vectors.

Proposition 2.9. Let V be a unitary Mobius vertex algebra, let vt,...,v* € V, and
let fi,...,fr € C°(SY). Then V is contained in the domain of Y (v, fi.) -+ Y (v}, f1).
Moreover, there exists a number N such that for every u € V we have

[V (5 fo) Y (0!, f)ul < CllAly - il

for some constant C' (that depends on u).

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. Suppose that £ > 1 and that the result holds for
k — 1 (with the base case k = 0 being vacuous). By the inductive hypothesis we may
choose N such that

Y (05, fomr) - Y (0!, f)ul| S C ALY - el -

By Lemma 2.8 and the following discussion, there is a continuous multilinear map
X : HY'(SY)* — H such that when fi,..., fr_1 are Laurent polynomials

X(fr,. . fo) =Y, ) Y057, fut) - Y (0!, fL)u.

12



Making N or N’ larger if necessary, we assume without loss of generality that N = N'.
Now let fi,..., fr € C>(S'), and for j = 1,...,k — 1 choose sequences of Laurent
polynomials f;,, such that f;, — f; in HV(S'). Then, by the inductive hypothesis, we
have
m Y (0" fo1n) - Y (! fin)u=Y @ fu1) - Y(0!, fi)u

n—oo

in H. Moreover, since X is continuous we have that

JLI&Y(vk> fk)Y(vk_la fk:fl,n) T Y(Ula fl,n)u = nh_{goX(fl,na ey fkfl,m fk)
= X(f1, - fr)-

Since Y (v*, fi.) is closed, it follows that Y (v*~!fy_1)--- Y (v', f1)u lies in the domain of
Y (v*, fi), and that

Y (0", f)Y (05 o) - YO, f)u =X (f1, ..., fo). (2.7)

Since u € V was arbitrary, we have that V is contained in the domain of the product
Y (v*, fi) -+ Y (v', f1). The desired estimate on ||Y (0¥, fi) - Y (v!, fi)ul| follows imme-
diately from (2.7) and the continuity of X, completing the proof. n

Remark 2.10. The natural analog of Proposition 2.9 with the vertex operators Y (v, z)
replaced by a unitary module action Y™ (v, 2) also holds, with the same proof. However
we will not discuss modules for vertex algebras in this article.

Corollary 2.11. Let V be a unitary Mdbius vertex algebra and let v € V. Let
D = Span{Y (v*, fi) --- Y (0!, f1))Q : P €V, f; € C®(SY),k € Zsp}.

Then the assignment p,(f) =Y (v, ) |p is an adjointable operator-valued distribution on
D. If o = el (=1)loOu, then ¢l = ;.

Proof. The fact that ¢, and @z are operator-valued distributions on D follows immedi-
ately from Proposition 2.9. Adjointability and the formula for ¢! now follow immediately
from Equation (2.6). O

Note that Corollary 2.11 applies to an arbitrary unitary Mobius vertex algebra V), in
contrast to earlier results (e.g. in [CKLW18]) which rely on specialized analytic assump-
tions on V), such as polynomial energy bounds.

3 Vertex operators and Mobius-covariant Wightman
fields

In this section, we will show that the distributions described in Corollary 2.11 satisfy the
axioms of Wightman field theory. We will also establish a converse result, that the space
of finite-energy vectors in a Wightman field theory with uniformly bounded order can be
equipped with a structure of Mébius vertex algebra.

13



One of the technical challenges in establishing the Wightman axioms is that all fields
act on a common domain D which is in turn determined collectively by all of the fields
(as it is spanned by expressions of the form ¢ (fi) - ©1(f1)2). It is easier to consider
properties that can be studied for each field separately, which we will do by restricting
our Wightman fields to the smaller domain of finite-energy vectors V. In this section, we
will formulate a notion of “quasi-Wightman field theory” which corresponds to a family
of operator-valued distributions with domain ) that satisfy analogs of the axioms of
Wightman fields, and we will show that, under the assumption of uniformly bounded
order, Wightman field theories and quasi-Wightman field theories are both equivalent to
unitary Mobius vertex algebras.

3.1 Regularity of adjointable fields on V

As before, fix a Hilbert space H carrying a positive-energy representation U : Mob —
U(H) of Mob, and denote by V = €D, V(n) the dense subspace of finite-energy vec-
tors. We assume that each V(n) = ker(Ly—n) is finite-dimensional and that dim V(0) = 1.

As discussed above, it will be a useful technical tool to consider a variation of the
Wightman axioms in which the operator-valued distributions have domain V', and not a
larger invariant domain. Working with such theories, which we call quasi-Wightman
field theories, involve several technical trade-offs. For our purposes, a key benefit is
that quasi-Wightman field theories are easier to construct than Wightman field theories,
since almost all of the imposed conditions are phrased in terms of properties of individual
fields as opposed to interactions of families of fields.

We will now study general properties of operator-valued distributions defined on the
domain V. Write V = HnEZ>0 V(n) for the algebraic completion of V, namely, the set of
all sequences (vy,vs, - - - ) with v, € V(n), equipped with the product topology. We have
inclusions YV C H C V as linear spaces. The inner product on V gives an identification
of ¥V with V", the algebraic dual space of the complex conjugate of V. We will generally
use (-, ) to denote both the inner product on ‘H and the induced sesquilinear pairing of
VY with )A/, adding subscripts to clarify when necessary. The topology on V is induced by
the family of linear functionals (-, u), for u € V.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ be an operator-valued distribution with domain V. Then the following
are equivalent:

1. ¢ is adjointable.
2. The map ¢ : C=(SY) x V — H extends to a continuous map C®(SY) x H — V.

Proof. Note that joint and separate continuity of maps C*°(S1) x H — V are equivalent
by the Banach-Steinhaus theorem for Fréchet spaces (see e.g. [Rud91, Theorem 2.17]).

First assume that ¢ is an adjointable field. For each f € C°°(S!) we extend ¢(f) to
amap H — V as follows. For ¢ € H, we define ¢(f)¢ € yxy by requiring

(€ vy = (€ " (o).

The latter expression is evidently continuous in £ and f separately, hence jointly.
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Conversely, assume that ¢ extends to a continuous map C*®(S!) x H — V. We use
the symbol ¢(f) to denote both the map V — H as well as the extension H — V. For
each f € C°°(S') and v € V the map H — C given by & — (p(f)&,v) is continuous
by assumption. Restricting to & € V we have v € Dom(p(f)*) for every f. Define
@f  C®(S') x V — H by the formula ©f(f)v = ¢(f)*v. By construction we have

& e"(Pvyu = (2())E v)pp,

for £,v € V, and by continuity this extends to all £ € H. By assumption the right-hand
expression is continuous in f. Thus f — ¢f(f)v is continuous as a map into H equipped
with the weak topology. This then implies that this map is continuous into H with the
norm topology by the closed graph theorem (see e.g. [Rud91, Theorem 5.1]), and thus ¢
is an operator-valued distribution. O

As a consequence of Lemma 3.1, when ¢ is an adjointable field with domain V we will
implicitly extend ¢(f) to a continuous map ¢(f) : H — V. We will generally consider

o~

compound expressions which define vectors in V or some subspace. For example, if ¢ and
¢ are adjointable fields and u € V, then we have ¢(f)(g)u € V.

As described in Section 2, Wightman fields arising from vertex operators are not
only adjointable; they also satisfy a certain uniformity condition on the orders of the
distributions. We describe this condition below in the context of a single operator-valued
distribution with domain V. This is an analog of the condition (W7) of uniformly bounded
order for a Wightman field theory, which is phrased for a collection of Wightman fields
acting on an invariant domain. This condition will eventually play a crucial role in
comparing locality of fields in the Wightman sense with locality in the sense of vertex
operators.

Definition 3.2. An adjointable operator-valued distribution ¢ with domain V is said to
have uniformly bounded order if there is a positive number N such that the assignment
f — ¢(f)v extends to a continuous map HY(S') — H for every v € V.

Note that for each v we are guaranteed that the map f +— ¢(f)v extends continuously
to HN(S1) for some N by the definition of the topology on C°°(S1), but in Definition 3.2
we insist on choosing N independent of u.

We have the following analog of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ be an adjointable field with domain V. Then the following are equiv-
alent:

1. ¢' has uniformly bounded order.

2. For some N > 0 the map ¢ : C°(S") x H — V extends to a continuous map
HN(SY x H — V.

Proof. This can be proved in a parallel way as in Lemma 3.1, replacing the Fréchet space
C>=(S') by the Hilbert space H™(S'). O
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3.2 Mobius covariance for adjointable fields

As above, let H be a Hilbert space carrying a positive-energy representation U : Mob —
U(H), and let V be the subspace of finite-energy vectors, with finite-dimensional weight
spaces V(n) = ker(Ly —n) and dimV(0) = 1. As described in Section 2.1, U is the
exponentiation of a positive-energy representation of Lie(M&b). Given a complexified
vector field g4 € Lie(Mob)c, we write m(g-%) € spanc{L_1, Lo, L } for the Correspondmg

operator, which we may regard as a map of VV into V or as a map of Vinto V. Thus, if ¢ is
an adjointable field, we may consider expressions m(g-%)e(f)u € VY and o(f)r (gde)u €H.
This allows us to state transformation rules for ¢ under the action of Lie(Mob) in terms
of familiar commutation relations.

Remark 3.4. If g-& € Lie(Méb), then ir(g-%) is a linear combination of Ly, Lo and L_1,
and so it is essentially skew-adjoint on V by the commutator theorem [RS75, Theorem
X.37] and the explicit estimates in [Lon08, Section 1.5]. Hence the domain of its closure
on V coincides with the domain of (m(g-%)}y)*. From this point of view, the operator

m(gL) can be seen as a map from H to VY and the domain of the closure of m(9L) |v
consists of the vectors £ € H such that W(gd%)é cH.

An adjointable field ¢ on V is called M6bius-covariant (or quasi-primary) with
degree d, in the Wightman sense if, for every f € C°°(S'), u € V, and v € Mob, we
have® o(f)U(y)*u € H, and moreover ¢ satisfies the covariance condition

U)oU) u = o(Ba(v) f)u,

where [, is defined in (2.1). Similarly, an adjointable field ¢ on V is called M&bius-
covariant (or quasi-primary) with degree d in the vertex algebra sense if it
satisfies the infinitesimal covariance condition with degree d:

[(g), o(lu=o((d—1)%f — gLyu (3.1)

for all g4 € Lie(Mob)c, u € V, and f € C*(S"). For a quasi-primary field ¢ with
degree d, we have a formal series expansion ¢(z) = > ¢(e,)z7""¢, where e, (") = ™.
By taking g(e?) = —ie™® we see that Mobius covariance in the vertex algebra sense is
equivalent to the familiar condition

[Li, §(2)] = ("L 4 (k + 1)2Fd) (=), k=-1,0,1. (3.2)

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ be an adjointable operator-valued distribution with domain V and let
d be a non-negative integer. Then ¢ is Mobius-covariant with degree d in the Wightman
sense if and only if it is so in the vertex algebra sense.

Proof. First assume that ¢ satisfies the infinitesimal covariance condition (3.1). Let
g% € Lie(Mob) be a real vector field, and let v, = exp(tg-5) € Mob be the corresponding
one-parameter group. Note that the exponential map from Lie(M&b) to Méb is surjective,
so it suffices to prove covariance for transformations of the form v,. The operator m(g-%)

3While a priori o(f)U(v)*u € V we require that it is, in fact, in
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is skew-adjoint (we work with the closure of the operator defined on finite-energy vectors)
and we have U(y,) = e"¢9d) (see [Lon08, Section 1.5]). Fix u € V, and let

ur(t) = e()U(v=)u, and  us(t) = U(v—t)p(Ba(ve) fu

Note that u; naturally takes values in VY and us naturally takes values in H. We would
now like to show that u; = us. As both w;(t) and uy(t) are continuous in f (as maps into
9), we may assume without loss of generality that f is a Laurent polynomial.

We first argue that both u; and uy extend to holomorphic functions on a neighborhood
of R. Indeed, by [Wei05, Proposition A.2.9], the function U(y_)u = U(y—t,)U (V= (t—t0))u
extends to a holomorphic function into H defined on a neighborhood of an arbitrary
to € R. Composing with the continuous linear map ¢(f) : H — V yields a V-valued
holomorphic extension of u; (see [Rud91, Definition 3.30]).

We now consider u,. As each v; maps S* onto itself, the map ¢ — 7; has a holomorphic
extension to a neighborhood of R, taking values in Mobius transformations that map S*
into C*. Since f is a Laurent polynomial, the map (t, z) — (84(7:)f)(2) has an extension
to a neighborhood of R x S* which is (separately, and therefore jointly) holomorphic.
Thus the function ¢ — F4(y;)f extends to a holomorphic function from a neighborhood
of R into C*°(S'), since the z-derivatives of (84(7:)f)(z) are uniformly continuous in a
compact neighborhood of S!. Composing with the continuous linear map ¢ shows that
t — ©(Ba() f)u has a holomorphic extension as a map into H. Hence,

(ug(t),v) = (@(Ba(ye) fu, U(y—t)"v)

has a holomorphic extension for every v € V. We conclude that uy extends to a holomor-
phic map from a neighborhood of R into V.

As both u; and us are analytic, it suffices to show that their Taylor series centered at
t = 0 coincide. For uy, it is straightforward to compute the derivatives

(), ) = (UG-, o (TW) = (U )m(—g b, v)

Repeatedly differentiating (while noting that m(—g-5) maps V into itself) we obtain

u{(0) = (f)m(—gL)"u. (3.3)

We now turn our attention to uy. Recall from Remark 2.4 that S4(v)f is given by

the pushforward
®d—1 ®d—1
Ve ( dig ) = Bd(%) dig )

where in the case d = 0 we formally set d%®71 := dfl. We thus have

%Bd(%)fd%m_l = %%* ( %@)d_l) =— % T (m ( d%m_l)) (3.4)
=L 4 (ﬁd(%) d%®d_1>
do

®d—1

= ((d=1)LBs(v)f — 9L [Ba(v) f]) L7,
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where £ is the Lie derivative of tensor fields (see [Leel3, Chapter 12]). As f +— o(f)u is
continuous, we can plug in the formula for % Ba(ve) f from (3.4) and compute

%<u2(t),v> ;i( (Ba(ye) f)u, et”(gd%>v>

= (o((d — 1)L Ba(v) f — 95[Ba(v) f] ) u, €96 v)
+ <<P(ﬁd(%)f)u,7(9@)6”(%)@-

By the infinitesimal commutation relation (3.1), m(g-%)o(B4(v:)f) is a linear combi-
nation of vectors in H, and thus lies in H as well. By Remark 3.4, ¢(B4(v:) f)u lies in the
domain of the skew-adjoint unbounded operator W(gd%). We can now continue the above
calculation:

d " .
o {ua(t),v) = ([7(9%), o(Ba(ve) ), €940 v) — (m(g2)p(Bale) fu, € 9a0v)
— (Bl ) (g u, e v)
— (W) (B )~ g, ).
We now repeatedly apply this computation to conclude that

9" ws(t) ) = (D (Bl (g 5w v).

Combining this with (3.3), we obtain

for all n > 0. As u; and uy are analytic, we conclude that u; = uy. The map uy takes
values in H, so it follows that u; does as well. Hence o(f)U(y—¢)u € H, and multiplying
uy and ug by U(7y:) we get

U)e(HU(v-+)u = e(Bal(ye) f)u,

completing one direction of the proof.

Now assume conversely that ¢ satisfies the Wightman version of Mébius covariance.
Without loss of generality we take f to be a Laurent polynomial as above, as the infinites-
imal covariance condition is continuous in f. It suffices to consider gd% € Lie(Méb), and
we take 7; as above. The functions u; and us, defined as above, are analytic, and this
time by assumption we have u; = up. Evaluating the derivatives as before, we have

uy(0) = —o(f)m(g5)u

and

uy(0) = —7(g5)(flu+o((d = 1) 3 f — g5)u.
The infinitesimal covariance condition follows immediately from the equality of these two
quantities. 0
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3.3 Locality for adjointable fields

We continue with our Hilbert space H carrying a positive-energy representation U of Mob.
We have finite-energy vectors V = @, V(n), with each V(n) finite-dimensional and
dim V(0) = 1. We now turn to discussing the notion of locality for a pair of adjointable
fields ¢ and ¢ with domain V. Using the extension of adjointable fields to maps H — %
from Lemma 3.1, we may consider products like ¢(f)1(g) as maps V — V, and we can
define locality in terms of these products.

Our goal is to relate adjointable fields to point-like formal distributions as studied in
the context of vertex algebras. Let ¢ be an adjointable field with domain V' that is M&bius-
covariant with degree d. Let ¢, = ¢(e,,), where e,(z) = 2", and observe that ¢,, € End(V)
by rotation covariance. The associated formal distribution ¢(z) € End(V)[[z*!]] is given

by

p(2) = pnz " (3.5)

neZ

Now let ¢ and v be a pair of Mobius-covariant adjointable fields with domain V', and
let ¢ and zﬂ be the associated formal distributions. We say that ¢ and ¢ are relatively
local in the vertex algebra sense if for N sufficiently large we have an equality of
formal series (z —w)N[3(2), (w)] = 0. On the other hand, ¢ and 1 are called relatively
local in the Wightman sense if whenever f,g € C*(S!) have disjoint support we
have o(f)1(g) = ¥(g)p(f) as maps ¥ = V.

The equivalence of Wightman and vertex algebra locality was established in [CKLW18,
Appendix A] under the hypothesis of polynomial energy bounds. It is not known whether
every unitary VOA satisfies this property. Below, we observe that the argument from
[CKLW18]| goes through under the weaker hypothesis of uniformly bounded order (Def-
inition 3.2), which we have shown holds in every unitary Mobius vertex algebra (see
Proposition 2.9).

First, we need a technical result. Recall that a distribution on S' x S' with order N
is a distribution that can be written as ) 0°f., where f, are continuous functions on
St x S! and a are multi-indices with || < N.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose A is a distribution on S* x S* supported on the diagonal z = w
which has order N. Then there are distributions c; on S, for j = 0,..., N, such that
Az, w) = Z;V:o 69 (2 — w)ej(w). In particular, A(z,w)(z — w)N+T1 = 0.

Proof. For a distribution A on R supported on a point p with order N there are constants
co such that A = 37\ caD?d, (see [Rud9l, Theorem 6.25]). The same holds for a
distribution A on S*, because this property is determined in a neighbourhood of p.

Let f,g be any smooth function on S*, and let Fy,(z,w) = f(z — w)g(w). Then the
map f — A(F},) is a distribution on S* of order N. As this is supported at 0, it follows
that A(Fry) = >0 ;09 (f), where § = d; is the delta-distribution supported at 0,
with coefficients ¢; , that depend on g.

We claim that the map g — ¢;, is a distribution on S'. Indeed, if we choose a

test function f such that only the j-th derivative does not vanish at 0 (among 0-th to
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N-th derivatives), the map g — A(Fy,) =37, ;09 (f) = ¢j o f(0) is a distribution.
That is, we found distributions ¢;(g) = ¢; -

For any pair of test functions f and g we have A(Fy,) = Z;V:o cj(9)f9)(0), which is
to say that A coincides with 3" ¢;(w)d)(z — w) on such pairs. As A is a distribution,
this equality extends to any two-dimensional test function [Tre67, Theorem 39.2]. O

We can now establish the equivalence of Wightman and vertex algebra locality under
the hypothesis of uniformly bounded order.

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢ and ¢ be adjointable fields with domain V. Suppose that @, v, o',
and " have uniformly bounded order. Then ¢ and ) are local in the Wightman sense if
and only if they are local in the vertex algebra sense.

Proof. Since the fields have uniformly bounded order, we may invoke Lemma 3.3 to
see that the assignments (f,g) — ¢(f)¥(g)u and (f,g) — ¥(g9)e(f)u give continuous
bilinear maps HY (5%) x HN(S') — V for some number N which does not depend on w.
By Lemma B.1, for any u, v € V we have a continuous functional X, , : HM(S'x S1) — C
determined by

Xuo(f(2)g(w)) = ([p(f), ¥(g)]u, v)

with M = 2N + 2. This is a distribution of order M + 2 as we noted in Appendix B.
Furthermore, M is independent of u and v. From here, we proceed as in [CKLW18,
Proposition A.1].

First assume that ¢ and i are local in the Wightman sense. Then the distribution
X is supported on z = w, and by Lemma 3.6 we infer that (z — w)M*3X,, = 0.
Specializing f and g to functions of the form z* and w’, we get the same identity at the
level of formal distributions:

(z = )" {[p(2), P(w)]u, v) = 0.

As u and v were arbitrary and M did not depend on these vectors, we obtain the vertex
algebra locality condition (z — w)M*+3[3(z2), ¥(w)] = 0.

Conversely, suppose that ¢ and 1& are local in the sense of vertex algebras. By [Kac98,
Corollary 2.2], we have that X, , is supported on the diagonal and thus [p(f), ¥ (g)]u =0
when f and ¢ have disjoint support. O

We note that the property of uniformly bounded order was essential in going from
Wightman locality to vertex locality in the proof of Lemma 3.7, allowing us to conclude
that M was independent of wu.

3.4 From vertex algebras to Wightman fields and back

Let us prove the first of our main results, namely that Wightman fields can be constructed
from unitary Mobius vertex algebras V. Recall from Section 2.4 that we define closed
unbounded operators Y (u, f) on the Hilbert space completion H of V', and Proposition 2.9
says that the domain of Y (u, f) contains expressions of the form Y (v, fi.) - Y (vt, f1)Q.

20



Let D = span{Y (v*, fi)--- Y (o', f1)Q : v; € V, f; € C>=(S")}. By Corollary 2.11, we
have adjointable distributions ¢, : C°*°(S') x D — H given by

pulf) =Y (u, f) |p, (3.6)

and if u is quasi-primary then ¢! = (—1)%pg,.

Theorem 3.8. Let V be a unitary Mdébius vertex algebra with dimV(0) = 1, and let H
be the Hilbert space completion of V. Let S C V be a generating set for V consisting of
quasi-primary vectors, and assume that S = (—1)70S8. Let F = {¢, : u € S}, for ¢.
as in (3.6). Then F is a Mébius-covariant Wightman field theory on H with uniformly
bounded order.

Proof. We verify that F satisfies the axioms (W1)-(W7) of a Wightman field theory,
leaving the nontrivial arguments for (W1) and (W3) for the end.

By Corollary 2.11, the ¢, are adjointable distributions and if ¢, € F, then ¢! =
P1yroey € F as well. Hence, F satisfies the adjoint axiom (W2). As described in Sec-
tion 2.1, we may exponentiate the positive-energy representation of Lie(Mob)c spanned
by {L_1, Lo, L1} to a positive-energy representation of Mob. As (the closure of) Ly is the
generator of rotations, the spectrum condition axiom (W4) is satisfied by the definition
of a unitary Mdébius vertex algebra. The vacuum axiom (W5) is satisfied by construc-
tion, and we note that D contains V since S is a generating set, and thus D is dense.
Finite-dimensionality of the Lo-eigenspaces (W6) is part of the definition of M&bius ver-
tex algebra. The fields ¢, € F satisfy the uniformly bounded order axiom (W7) by
Proposition 2.9. It remains to check Mdbius covariance (W1) and locality (W3).

We first consider Mobius covariance. From the definition of a Mobius vertex algebra, if
u is quasi-primary we have [Ly, Y (u, 2)] = (2L + (k 4+ 1)2%d,) Y (u, 2) for k = —1,0, 1,
which implies that ¢, is Mobius-covariant in the vertex algebra sense. By Lemma 3.5, it
follows that if v € V and v € Mob, we have

U)eu(f)v = @u(Ba(v) U (7)v.

Applying this relation repeatedly, we see that when fy,..., f,, are Laurent polynomials
and uq,...,u, €S we have

U(V)@Ul(fl) s @um(fm)Q = Spm(ﬁdl (/V)fl)  Pu, (ﬂdmh/)fm)g

Since both sides are continuous in the f; by Proposition 2.9, the relation extends to all
f; € C°°(S"), and we see that U(7)eu(f)U(7)* = pu(Ba(7)f) as operators on D, which
verifies the Mobius covariance axiom.

We give a similar proof of the locality axiom. Suppose that f; and f; are supported
in disjoint intervals. By Lemma 3.7, @, (f1)pu,(f2) and @u, (f2)@u, (f1) agree as maps
V=V In fact, since V lies inside the domain D, the two agree as maps into the Hilbert
space. Thus if ¢1,..., g, are Laurent polynomials and vy,...,v,, € S we have

Gur (1) us (f2) [01 (91) -+ Pu (9m) Q] = Cuy (f2) Py (f1) [001 (91) -+ P (9m) €]

Since such expressions are continuous in the g;, by the vacuum axiom we see that
Ouy (f1) 0wy (f2) = pu, (f2)eu, (f1) as operators on D, completing the proof. O
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For the other direction, it is convenient to first introduce a weaker notion of Wightman
fields, which will be sufficient to construct unitary vertex algebras.

Definition 3.9. Let H be a Hilbert space carrying a SOT-continuous unitary representa-
tion U of Mob. Let V = @ V(n) be the finite-energy vectors, where V(n) = ker(Lg — n),
and assume that each V(n) is finite-dimensional. A quasi-Wightman field theory on
Y is given by a family F of adjointable operator-valued distributions on S! with domain
V), along with the representation U and a vector {2 € V, such that the following hold:

(QW1) Mobius covariance: Each ¢ € F is Mobius-covariant in the Wightman sense.
(QW2) Adjoint: F is closed under ¢ s .

(QW3) Locality: If f, g have disjoint supports, then then o1(f)wa(g) = w2(9)e1(f) as
maps V — V.

(QW4) Spectrum condition: The generator Ly of rotations U(Ry) = L0 is positive.

(QW5) Vacuum: The vector 2 is the unique (up to scalar) vector in V that is invariant
under U, and V is spanned by expressions of the form* (;(2™) - - - ¢ (2™)Q where
p; € F and n; € Z.

Note that a family of fields satisfying all of the conditions of Definition 3.9 except
for the cyclicity of the vacuum yields a quasi-Wightman field theory on an appropriate
subspace of H.

The difference between quasi-Wightman field theories and Wightman field theories is
that in quasi-Wightman field theories we do not assume that the operators ¢( f) preserve
the domain in general. However one of our main results (Theorem 3.12) implies that this
property is automatic under the additional condition of uniformly bounded order.

We say that a quasi-Wightman field theory F has uniformly bounded order if
every ¢ € F has uniformly bounded order (Definition 3.2). The following is almost
immediate.

Proposition 3.10. Let H be a Hilbert space carrying a positive-enerqy representation
of Mob, let V be the finite-energy vectors, and suppose that each weight space V(n) is
finite-dimensional. Let F be a Wightman field theory on H. Then F = {olvy : o€ F} is
a quasi- Wightman field theory on V. If F has uniformly bounded order then so does F.

Proof. Observe that V C D since dim V(n) < oo, as described in Section 2.3. An ad-
jointable field remains adjointable when restricted to a dense subspace of the domain, so
in particular each ¢|y is adjointable. Each condition of the definition of quasi-Wightman
field theory follows directly from the corresponding property of a Wightman field the-
ory. O

We now give a converse to Theorem 3.8 by constructing a unitary Mobius vertex
algebra from a (quasi-) Wightman field theory.

“Note that ¢;(z") € End(V) by Mébius covariance.
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Theorem 3.11. Let H be a Hilbert space carrying a positive-energy representation of
MGob, with finite-energy vectors V. Assume that the weight spaces V(n) = ker(Lg—n) are
finite-dimensional and that dim V' (0) = 1. Let F be a quasi-Wightman field theory on
V with uniformly bounded order. Then there is a unique structure of a unitary Mdbius
vertex algebra on V such that for every ¢ € F there is a quasi-primary v € V such that

e(f) =Y (v, flv.

Proof. We note that the uniqueness of such a vertex algebra structure is guaranteed by
the fact that the condition ¢(f) = Y (v, f)|y determines the modes of the generating
fields.

Recall from (3.5) that for a field ¢ € F which is Mdbius-covariant of degree d, the
associated point-like field is ¢(z) = Y, ., pnz "%, where ¢, = ¢(2"). Let

F={p(z): p € F}

be the family of point-like fields associated to F.

First, we construct an N-graded Mobius vertex algebra structure on ¥V by showing
that F satisfies the six hypotheses of Theorem A.1. The first two hypotheses of Theorem
A.1 hold by assumption. By Lemma 3.5, each field of F is M&bius-covariant in the vertex
algebra sense, and thus the fourth hypothesis holds for F. By assumption, any pair of
fields in F is relatively local in the sense of Wightman fields. It follows that the point-like
fields in F are relatively local in the sense of vertex operators by Lemma 3.7 and the
uniformly bounded orders of the fields. This shows that the fifth condition of Theorem
A.1 is satisfied. The sixth condition, that V is generated by modes of fields from F,is
immediate from the definition of quasi-Wightman field theory.

It thus remains to show the third condition, namely that ¢(2)f2 has a removable
singularity at z = 0. That is, we must show that ¢_,,2 =0 forn < d—1. When n < 0 the
positivity of Ly implies that ¢_,{2 = 0. It remains to consider the casesn = 0,1,...,d—1.
For such n, the Mobius covariance of ¢ (3.2) and the Mobius invariance of €2 yield that

SO—nQ = ﬁ[L—la QO—(n—l)]Q - ﬁL—lgp—(n—l)Q-
Iteratively applying this identity, starting with n = 0, yields
0=pl=¢p 1 Q="-=p_ 1),

as required.

By Theorem A.1, we conclude that there exists a N-graded Mobius vertex algebra
structure on V such that for all ¢ € F we have ¢(z) = Y (v, 2), where v, = lim,_,o $(2)€2.
It follows that ¢o(f)u = Y (v,, f)u for f a Laurent polynomial, and indeed for all f €
C>(Sh) if both sides are regarded as elements of V. The vector v, is quasi-primary as

Lyvy = lim LY (vg, 2)Q = im[Ly, Y (v, 2)]Q = lim (2% 3 + 22d,,)Y (v,, 2)2 = 0.

It remains to show that V is unitary. The assumption that F is invariant under {
shows that (¢ + ¢f) and o (¢ — 1) are fields of the vertex algebra which are Hermitian.
Such fields generate ), and thus V is unitary by Proposition 2.3. O

23



In summary, we have given constructions which relate the notions of unitary Mobius
vertex algebra and Mobius-covariant (quasi-)Wightman field theories with uniformly
bounded order. All of these constructions start with a Hilbert space H carrying a
positive-energy representation of Mob. In all of the constructions, we require that the
weight spaces V(n) = ker(Ly —n) are finite-dimensional and that dim V(0) = 1. We write
V =@, ,V(n) for the space of finite-energy vectors. The constructions are then given
by the following steps:

1. Starting with a unitary Mébius vertex algebra V and a (—1)%0©-invariant generating
set of quasi-primary vectors S, Theorem 3.8 says that F = {¢, : v € S} is a
Mébius-covariant Wightman field theory. Here ¢,(f) is the restriction of Y (v, f)
to the invariant domain D generated from the vacuum by all of the smeared fields.
The resulting Wightman field theory has uniformly bounded order.

2. Given a Mobius-covariant Wightman field theory on a domain D, one may restrict
all of the distributions to the smaller domain V of finite-energy vectors, and the
result is a quasi-Wightman field theory by Proposition 3.10.

3. From a Mobius-covariant quasi-Wightman field theory F with uniformly bounded
order, Theorem 3.11 asserts the existence of a unique unitary Mobius vertex algebra
structure on V such that for every ¢ € F there is a v, € V such that ¢(f) =
Y (v,, f)|v. There is a canonical (—1)“O-invariant generating set S = {v, : ¢ €

F}.

One may begin with a vertex algebra or (quasi-)Wightman field theory and cycle
through the above steps, returning to the original object. We have therefore proven the
following.

Theorem 3.12. Let H be a Hilbert space carrying a positive-enerqy representation of
MGéb, and let V = @, ,V(n) be the finite-energy vectors. Assume that V(n) is finite-
dimensional and dimV(0) = 1. Then the constructions of Theorem 3.8, Proposition 3.10,
and Theorem 3.11 provide bijections between the following notions:

1. Unitary Mébius vertex algebra structures on V), equipped with a (—1)*0-invariant
set of quasi-primary vectors that generate V.

2. Wightman field theories on H with uniformly bounded order.
3. Quasi-Wightman field theories on V with uniformly bounded order.

We do not have an example of a (quasi)-Wightman field theory that does not have
uniformly bounded order, and it is possible that this property is automatic. The smeared
fields arising from vertex algebras have uniformly bounded order, so one approach to
demonstrating that this property is automatic for Wightman field theories would be to
give a proof of Theorem 3.11 which does not use the uniformly bounded order hypothesis.
In particular, the only place where this hypothesis is invoked is in the proof of Lemma 3.7
regarding locality, so it would suffice to show that the fields of a Wightman field theory
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were automatically local in the vertex algebra sense. There is a sketch of an argument
demonstrating this in [Kac98, §1.2], but it does not seem complete’.

4 The VOA associated to a conformal net

In this section, we introduce an operator-algebraic formulation of Mobius-covariant field
theory. A Mobius-covariant (Haag-Kastler) net on S! is a triple (A, U, Q2), where A
associates to each open nondense nonempty connected interval I of S' a von Neumann
algebra A(I) on H, U is a SOT-continuous unitary representation of Mob on H, and
) € ‘H such that the following hold:

(HK1) Isotony: If I} C I, then A([;) C A(I5).
(HK2) Locality: If I; N I, = ), then A(l;) and A(I) commute.

(HK3) Mobius covariance: For v € Mob, U(7)2 = Q and U(y)A()U(y)* = A(yI)
for each interval /.

(HK4) Spectrum condition: The generator L of rotations U(Ry) = L0 is positive.

(HK5) Vacuum: ) is the unique (up to a scalar) vector in ‘H that is invariant under U,
and it is cyclic for \/; g1 A(I).

While we will primarily be concerned with Mobius-covariant nets, we will also briefly
discuss diffeomorphism covariant conformal nets, which have the additional property
that U extends to a projective unitary representation of orientation-preserving diffeomor-
phisms Diff(S!). This representation is required to satisfy U(v)A(I)U(y)* = A(yI) and
moreover U(vy) € A(I) when ~ is supported in I.

Definition 4.1. Let A be a Mobius-covariant net with vacuum Hilbert space H, and
let V = @ V(n) be the space of finite-energy vectors. An adjointable distribution ¢
with domain V is affiliated with A if whenever supp(f) C I there is an intermediate
extension p(f) C *¥(f) C pf(f)* such that p*(f) is affiliated with A(T).

For a discussion on unbounded operators affiliated with a von Neumann algebra, see
[Ped89, §5.2]. We note that the requirement that ¢f(f)* is an extension of p*(f) is the
same as requiring that the domain of *¥(f)* contains V.

We will show that the Mobius-covariant fields affiliated with A satisfy all of the axioms
of a quasi-Wightman field theory except perhaps cyclicity of the vacuum (which in turn
produces a quasi-Wightman field theory on a subspace of the finite-energy vectors). The
main step is to check the locality axiom, for which we will use the following basic lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a densely defined closed operator on a Hilbert space H, and suppose
that X is affiliated with a von Neumann algebra M C B(H). Then there exists a sequence
T, € M such that x,& — XE for all £ € Dom(X) and z5¢ — X*E for all £ € Dom(X™).

°0On page 11 the operator produgt expansion of two fields [®4(t), Pu(t')] = 3,50 St —tHWI(H) is
stated and it is claimed that for W’/ the Wightman axioms still hold, without proof. We are unable to
justify this. Cf. [Bos05] which proves a form of OPE under additional assumptions.
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Proof. Let f,, : [0,00) — [0, 00) be the bounded function f,(t) = min(n,t). Let X = v |X]|
be the polar decomposition, with v supported on Ran(|X]|), and set x,, = v f,, (| X]) € M.
For any ¢ € Dom(X) = Dom(|X|) we have f,(|X|)¢ — |X|¢, and thus z,6 — X¢.
We have X* = (v|X]|)* = |X|v* since v is bounded, and thus v* maps Dom(X*) into
Dom(|X|). Thus if £ € Dom(X™*) we have

58 = [u(|X])0"E = [ X0 = X7¢
as desired. O

Theorem 4.3. Let (A, U, Q) be a Mdébius-covariant net and let F be the family of Mébius-
covariant adjointable distributions with domain V' that are affiliated with A. Then F
satisfies all of the axioms of a quasi- Wightman field theory except perhaps for the cyclicity
of the vacuum.

Proof. We must check that F satisfies Definition 3.9. All of the conditions are immediate
except closure under { and the locality axiom.

Let ¢ € F. We must show that ¢! is affiliated with A and that it is Mobius-covariant.
Fix a function f € C>(S') that is supported in I. Since ¢ is affiliated with A we have
extensions

w(f) S () C ¢ (f)
with ™ (f) affiliated with A(I). Taking adjoints (and forgetting the closure of of(f))
we have _ _
P (f) S o™ ()" S w(f)"
Since the adjoint *¥(f)* is an extension of ¢(f) and is affiliated with A(I), we have
shown that ¢! is again affiliated with A (see Definition 4.1).
We now check Mobius covariance of . By Lemma 3.5 we may check that ¢f is

Mobius-covariant in the vertex algebra sense, namely that for all gd% € Lie(Mob)c we
have

7). " (Nlu= @' ((d = 1) G F — g3,
where 7 is the representation of Lie(M&b)c that integrates to U. Both sides of this
condition depend continuously on f (in the topology of V) and thus it suffices to consider

when f is a Laurent polynomial. By MGébius covariance for ¢ (applied to f and g) we
have

(@) o (Dlu=o((d = DS — gf)u.
Taking adjoints as endomorphisms of V, and applying the fact that w(gd%)* = —W(gd%),
we obtain the Mobius covariance condition for ¢f, which completes the proof that F is
f-invariant.
We now show that F satisfies locality. Let ¢, € F, let I} and I; be disjoint intervals,
and suppose that f is supported in [; and g is supported in I,. Choose intermediate
extensions

o(f) ™) SO, w(g) SvMi(g) C¥i()

with *¥(f) and ¢*¥(g) affiliated with A(I) and A(J), respectively. Applying Lemma
4.2, we may choose a sequence z,, € A([) such that for every u € V we have x,,u — ¢(f)u
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and and z¥u — o(f)*u = ¢ (f)u. We also choose y,, € A(J) that approximate ¥(g) in
the same manner, and observe that the z,, and ¥y, commute by the locality axiom for A.
Then for u,v € V we have

(e(N)e(g)u, v) = (Y(g)u, ¢ (f)v) = lim (you, }v) =
= lim (zu,y,0) = (2()u, 0" @) = W(9)e(u,v)

n

which establishes locality, and completes the proof. O

Note that any f-invariant subset of a quasi-Wightman field theory (perhaps missing
cyclicity of the vacuum) is again a quasi-Wightman field theory (perhaps missing cyclicity
of the vacuum). In order to apply Theorem 3.11, we are particularly interested in the
sub-theory of uniformly bounded distributions.

Definition 4.4. Let A be a Mobius-covariant net on a Hilbert space H, and let ¥V C H
be the space of finite-energy vectors. We denote by F 4 the collection of all adjointable
Mobius-covariant distributions ¢ with domain V that are affiliated with A and have the
property that both ¢ and ¢! have uniformly bounded order.

By Theorem 4.3, F 4 satisfies all of the axioms of a quasi-Wightman field theory except
perhaps cyclicity of the vacuum, and thus yields a quasi-Wightman field theory on

Vi =span{p(2™) - op(2"™)Q] p; € Fa,n; € Z} CV,

provided that the Lg-eigenspaces are finite-dimensional. This quasi-Wightman field the-
ory has uniformly bounded order by construction, and so by Theorem 3.12 there is a
unitary Mobius vertex algebra structure on V4. In general, we cannot guarantee that V4
is not the trivial vertex algebra {Q}. However, if A is a conformal net (i.e. if A is dif-
feomorphism covariant), then the associated stress-energy tensor T'(z) = Y. _, L,z "2
induces a quasi-Wightman field affiliated with A [Car04, Appendix].

nez

Corollary 4.5. Let A be a diffeomorphism covariant conformal net, and let T'(z) =
Y nez L,z"""2 be the associated stress-energy tensor. Suppose that the eigenspaces of

Lo are finite-dimensional. Then V4 is a unitary vertex operator algebra with conformal
vector v =L_9Q and Y (v, z) = T(z).

The following proposition shows that if the net A “comes from” a Mobius vertex alge-
bra (in a relatively weak sense), then that vertex algebra is the one we have constructed.

Proposition 4.6. Let A be a Mobius-covariant net defined on a Hilbert space H with
finite-energy vectors V. Suppose that there is a structure of a unitary Mobius vertex
algebra YV on V), with the same vacuum vector and representation of Méb as A. Suppose
that there is a generating family of quasi-primary vectors u for which the operator-valued
distributions f — YV (u, f)|y are affiliated with A in the sense of Definition J.1. Then
V = V4 as unitary Mobius vertex algebras.
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Proof. As in Theorem 4.3, we write F for the collection of Mébius-covariant, adjointable
distributions with domain V that are affiliated with A, which form a quasi-Wightman field
theory except perhaps for cyclicity of the vacuum. The vertex algebra V4 corresponds to
the subcollection F4 C JF consisting of distributions ¢ such that ¢ and ¢ have uniformly
bounded order.

Let S C V be a generating set of quasi-primary vectors for the vertex algebra ) such
that the associated operator-valued distributions are affiliated with A. For u € S, let
ou(f) =YY (u, f)|y be the associated operator-valued distribution. By Theorem 3.8, the
distributions ¢, are adjointable and Mobius-covariant, and by assumption the ¢, are
affiliated with A. Hence ¢, € F. Moreover, by Proposition 2.9 the fields ¢, and ¢! have
uniformly bounded order, so ¢, € F4. It follows that S C V4 and YV (u, 2)|y, = Y4(u, 2)
for u € S, where Y4 denotes the vertex algebra structure on V4 arising from our con-
struction. Since S generates V, we have V4 =V as vertex algebras. The representations
of Lie(M&b) and the inner products of V4 and V coincide by construction. O

Finally, as a result of our analysis of the domains of smeared vertex operators, we are
able to give a construction of conformal nets from vertex algebras under looser assump-
tions than [CKLW18]. The key hypothesis will be the following.

Definition 4.7. A unitary Mobius vertex algebra V is called AQFT-local if for any
u,v € V the closed operators Y (u, f) and Y (v, g) commute strongly® whenever f and g
have disjoint support.

Here Y (u, f) is the closure of Y°(u, f), where the domain of Y°(u, f) is V. We have
the following analog of [CKLW18, Theorem 6.8].

Proposition 4.8. Let V be a unitary Mobius vertex algebra that is AQFT-local. Then

Ap(I) = vN{Y (v, f) = supp(f) € I})

defines a Mobius-covariant net, with Mobius symmetry given by the representation of
Mob obtained by integrating the representation of Lie(Mob) on V. If V is a unitary
vertex operator algebra” with conformal vector v, then Ay is diffeomorphism covariant
with respect to the representation of Diff(S') obtained by integrating the coefficients of
Y(v,z).

Proof. In the Mdbius case, the only point to address is Mdbius covariance. Let U :
M&b — U(H) be the representation obtained by integrating the Ly of V. By the relation
Y(L_yv, f) =Y (v,if —d,f), we see that Ay (I) is generated by smeared fields Y (v, f)
with v quasi-primary. Let § C V be the set of quasi-primary vectors. Then the domain

6Recall that two closed operators X and Y commute strongly when the von Neumann algebras vN(X)
and vN(Y) commute. Here, vN(X) is the smallest von Neumann algebra to which X is affiliated; it is
generated by the polar partial isometry of X along with the spectral projections of |X|. We avoid the
terminology “strongly local” because in [CKLW18] “strongly local’ vertex algebras are assumed to satisfy
polynomial energy bounds.

"For definitions and details of unitary vertex operator algebras, as opposed to unitary Mobius vertex
algebras, see [CKLW18, §4,85]
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D={Y (" fr) - Y(', 1) : v/ €8, f; € C>(S")} contains V, and is contained in the
domain of any Y (v, f) by Proposition 2.9. Hence D is a core for Y (v, f). By Theorem 3.8,
we have U(v)D = D for any v € Mob, and U(7)Y (v, f)|pU(7)* = Y (v, Ba(7) f)|p when v
is quasi-primary with conformal dimension d. Taking closures yields U (7)Y (v, f)U(7)* =
Y (v, Ba(7y)f), and Mobius covariance follows. If V is a VOA, then (as in [CKLW18,
Theorem 6.8]) we observe that Ay is an extension of a Virasoro net and its conformal
covariance follows from [Car04, Proposition 3.7]. O

Corollary 4.9. Let V be an AQF T-local unitary Mobius vertex algebra, and let Ay, be the
corresponding Mobius-covariant net. Then the unitary Mobius vertex algebra associated
to Ay, via Corollary /.5 recovers V.

Proof. For every quasi-primary u € V the operator Y (u, f) is affiliated with Ay(I) when
supp f C I. Thus the claimed result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.6. [J

There is another construction of conformal nets Ay, from unitary vertex operator
algebras V which have a property called “bounded localized vertex operators” [Ten19b,
Tenl19¢, Tenl9a]. A straightforward argument shows that if V has this property then
applying Corollary 4.5 to Ay, recovers V, but we will omit a discussion of bounded localized
vertex operators here.

Work in progress of André Henriques and JT will show that every (diffeomorphism
covariant) conformal net is of the form Ay, for both the AQFT-locality construction
and the bounded localized vertex operator construction. It would then follow that the
unitary VOA V4 from Corollary 4.5 is always defined on all of V, and moreover that V4
is AQFT-local with corresponding conformal net A.

It would be interesting to know whether the dual nets of the Virasoro net with ¢ > 1
[BSM90] or the Ws-net with ¢ > 2 [CTW21] come from vertex algebras. It is unknown
whether these dual nets are diffeomorphism covariant.

A Generating unitary Mobius vertex algebras

The following theorem gives standard criteria for a collection of fields to generate a Mobius
vertex algebra. However, standard references (e.g. [Kac98, Theorem 4.5]) provide a proof
under additional hypotheses and do not treat Li-covariance. We summarize the necessary
adjustments here:

Theorem A.1. Let V be a vector space equipped with a representation {L_1, Lo, L1} of
Lie(Mob)c, a collection F C End(V)[[zFY]] of formal distributions, and a choice of vector
Q €V such that the following hold:

1.V =@, V(n) where V(n) = ker(Ly — n) and each V(n) is finite-dimensional,
with dim V(0) = 1.

2. Q is Lie(M6b)-invariant.

3. For every A(z) € F, A(2)§2 has a removable singularity at z = 0.
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4. For every A(z) € F, there exists a number da € Z>q such that
[Li, A(2)] = ("L 4+ (k+1)2"da)A(z)  k=-1,0,1.

5. For every A(z), B(w) € F, (2 — w)N[A(2), B(w)] = 0 for N sufficiently large.

6.V = span{A%nl) o -A’(“nk)Q : Al e F,n; € L, k € Lso}, where Ay, denotes the

nth mode of the formal series A(z).

Then there exists a unique structure of an N-graded Mébius vertex algebra on V such
that A(z) = Y(A(2)Q| =0, 2) for every A € F.

Proof. Note that the uniqueness part of the conclusion is clear by the generating property
6 along with the Borcherds product formula [Kac98, Eq. (4.6.10)]. Let G be the collection
of formal distributions obtained by closing F U {Id} under derivatives, Borcherds (n)-
products
AmB(2) = Res; {(z —w)"A(2) B(w) — (—w + 2)"B(w)A(2)}

for n € Z, and linear combinations. Here (z — w)" is shorthand for the series expansion
of that function in the domain |z| > |w|, and similarly (—w + z)" is expanded in the
domain |w| > |z|. As in the proof of [Kac98, Theorem 4.5], G again satisfies properties 3
and 5 of the hypothesis, as well as the L_;-commutation relations of 4. We note that Kac
only considers (n)-products with n > 0, but that does not affect this step (most notably
Dong’s Lemma [Kac98, Lemma 3.2] has no restriction on n). By hypothesis 6, the map
G — V given by A(2) — A(2)82|,=¢ is surjective. The argument of the uniqueness theorem
[Kac98, Theorem 4.4][God89], shows that this map is injective. By inverting, we obtain
the state-field correspondence Y of a vertex algebra such that Y (A(2)Q|.—0,2) = A(2)
for every A € F.

It remains to check that the fields of this vertex algebra have the correct commutation
relations with Lo and L;. From the Ljy-commutation relation for F and the definition of
the (n)-product, it is immediate to check the Lg-commutation relation for G, and that
A(2)Q].—0 € V(da). To address the Li-commutation relation, observe that if A(z) € F,
then

LiA(2)Q 0 = [L1, A(2)]Q |.zo= (22 £ 4+ 2d42) A(2)Q |.—o= 0.
Thus, the states A(2)$2|.—o are quasi-primary, and so the fields Y (A(z)Q|.—o, 2) satisfy
the Lj-commutation relation when A(z) € F. The final step is to show that the L;-
commutation relation extends from the generating set to the entire vertex algebra, which
is the content of Lemma A.2 below. O

Lemma A.2. Suppose that V satisfies all of the axioms of a Mdbius vertex algebra, except
perhaps the commutation relation with Ly. Then the set of homogeneous vectors v € V
such that the Li-commutation relation

[L1,Y (v,2)] = (2°0, + 2d,2)Y (v, 2) + Y (Lyv, 2) (A.1)

holds is closed under Borcherds (n)-products ugyv. That is, if Y (u, z) and Y (v, z) satisfy
the Li-commutation relation, then

(L1, Y (umyv, 2)] = 220, (um)v, 2) + 2, 02Y (umyv, 2) + Y (Liugmv, 2), (A.2)
where duwv =d,+d,—n—1.
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Proof. We make use of the formula (see [Kac98, Eq (3.1.12) and (4.6.10)])
Y (umyv, w) = Res, {(z —w)"Y (u, 2)Y (v,w) — (—w + 2)"Y (v,w)Y (u, 2)}, (A.3)

where as before (z — w)™ is shorthand for the series expansion of that function in the
domain |z| > |wl|, and similarly (—w + 2)" is expanded in the domain |w| > |z|. Taking
the commutator with L,, we have
[L1,Y (u@myv, w)] = Res, {(z — w)"(2°0. + 0?0y, + 2d,z + 2d,w)Y (u, 2)Y (v, w)
— (—w + 2)"(220, + w?0yp + 2dyz + 2d,w)Y (v, w)Y (u, 2)
+ (z —w)"(Y(Liu, 2)Y (v,w) + Y (u, 2)Y (L1v, w))
— (—w+ 2)"(Y(Lyv,w)Y (u, 2) + Y (v,w)Y (Lyu, 2))} .
(A4)
The terms in the final two lines yield Y ((Liu)myv,w) and Y (uem)(Liv),w). Applying
commutation relations, we have that Liug) = (2d, — n — 2)ug1y + (L1w) @) + wmy L,
and hence

Y (Liumyv,w) = (2dy — n = 2)Y (v, w) + Y ((Li1w) myv, w) + Y (um)(Liv), w).

Applying this equality, we can expand terms which appear on the righthand side of (A.2)
using (A.3) as follows:

W0y, Y (U(nyv, w)
= Res, {—w’n(z —w)" 'Y (u, 2)Y (v,0) — (—Dw*n(—w + 2)" 'Y (v,0)Y (u, 2)
+(z — w)"w?Y (u, 2)0,Y (v,w) — (—w + 2)"w*d,Y (v,w)Y (u,z) },

and similarly,

2(dy +dy, —n — DwY (upyv, w) + (2dy, —n — 2)Y (upqnyv, w)
= Res, {(2d,z + 2d,w — nz — nw — 2z)(z — w)"Y (u, 2)Y (v, w)
— (2dyz + 2dyw —nz — nw — 22)(—w + 2)"Y (v,w)Y (u, 2) } .

Using the identity
2 n—1 n __ 2 n—1
wn(z—w)" " +n(z+w)(z—w)" =z2n(z —w)" ",
and applying integration-by-parts to the expression

—Res. {(22(z — w)" + 2°n(z — w)" )Y (u, 2)Y (v, w)

— (2z(—w+2)" + 2" n(—w + 2)" ) (—w + 2)"Y (v, w)Y (u, 2) |
= Res, {—0.(z*(z — w)")Y (v, 2)Y (v, w) + 0.(z*(—w + 2)")Y (v, w)Y (u, 2) }
= Res, {(z — w)"2%0.Y (u, 2)Y (v,w) — (—w + 2)"2°Y (v, w)d.Y (u,2)},

we have that (A.4) is equal to the right-hand side of (A.2). O
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B Remarks on Sobolev spaces

Recall that HY(S') can be defined as
HY(sY) = {f e LAY : Yo (1 +nt)V|f(m) < oo}
neZ

The norm || f||x = (1 +n2)Y|f(n)|? is equivalent to the following norm

1fllwy =D (1407 + -+ 0| f(n) P,
nez
and accordingly the Sobolev space can be written as follows:

HY(SY) = {f € L") : Y (14 0% + -+ 0™)| f(n)P < oo}.

ne’

Using this norm, the map U such that (T]?)(n) = V1+n2+ - +n2Vf(n) is a unitary
from HM(S') to L?(S*) (with HY(S') equipped with the corresponding inner product).
Any bounded operator x on L*(S') can be written as ;}(m) = S Zpaf(n). As it
is bounded, there is a constant C' > 0 such that |z,,,| < C. Correspondingly, any
bounded operator x on H"(S') can be represented by components z,,, and they satisfy
(14024 -4+ 022 (1 +m? 4 -+ m?N) 2] < C for some C' > 0.

Similarly, H*¥*2(S! x S') is a subspace of L?(S! x S1) with the norm

Hh”2N+2+ 51x51) Z Z Zm (k=0 2e|h (m,n)[?

m,n k<2N+2 (=0

and the map U such that (U f)(m,n) = \/Zk§2N+2 S m2k=0n2f(m n) is a unitary

from H?N+2(S1 x S1) to L2(S! x S'). Any continuous linear functional 5 on H*N*+2(St x
1

S1) has the form &(f) = 3 &pnf(m,n), where &, <2k<2N+1 Sy mE0 %) *isin
(*(Z x 7).

Any continuous linear functional & on H*NT2(S! x S') can be written as a linear
combination of derivatives of f € L*(S' x S') of order no greater than 2N + 2 [Leol7,
Theorem 11.62]. Hence, ¢ itself has order no greater than 2N + 4 as a distribution on
St x St

Lemma B.1. Let B(-,-) be a jointly continuous bilinear form on HY(S"). Then there is
a continuous linear functional B on H*N+2(S' x S such that B(f ® g) = B(f, g), where

(f @ g)(w,2) = f(w)g(2).

Proof. As B is jointly continuous, by the Riesz representation theorem there is a bounded
operator x such that V(f,g) = (Jf,xg), where Jf(n) = f(n) is a unitary conjugation
and z can be represented by matrix components as above, satisfying

Zn(L 024 4022 (14 m? 4 4 m?N) 2 < C
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for some C > 0.
We claim that

(SIS

L _
(1+n2—|—---+n2N)5(1—|—m2+---—|—m2N)§( Z Zm2(k—6)n2e>

kE<2N+2 (=0

is in £2(Z x Z). Indeed, we only have to show that

k -1
(1+n2—|—~--—|—n2N)(1+m2_|_...+m2N)( Z Zm2(kz)nzz>

k<2N+2 ¢=0

is in (*(Z x Z), and note that

k
Z ZmQ(k—é)n% S (14n2 44 n2VHDY (L L2 e 2OV,
k<2N+2 (=0

while
(1+n2+-+n2) (1 +m2+ - +m2) 1

<
(1+n2++n2(N+1))(1+m2+_|_m2(N+1)> n2m?2

is in (M(Z x 7).
Therefore, we have that

i _
T ( Z Zm2(ke)n2e> c (*(Z x 7)

k<2N+2 ¢=0

N[

and x,, ,, defines a continuous linear functional B on H2N*2(S' x S) such that B(f, g) =

> i T f(m)g(n), which is an extension of the desired form. O
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