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Abstract

In this note, we give a unified rigorous construction for the Liouville conformal field theory
on compact Riemann surface with boundaries for v € (0,2] and prove a certain type of Markov
property. This note will serve as a reference for a program leading to the conformal bootstrap for
Riemann surface with boundaries and several related projects.
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1 Introduction

Given a two dimensional connected compact Riemannian surface (¥, ¢g) with boundary 9%, we define
the Liouville functional on C* maps ¢ : ¥ — R by

1 1 ¥
Si(g:) = /E (lldel[§ + QRyp + dmpe™) dvg + o /az (Qkgyp + 2mpuge?) dA, (1.1)



where @ > 0,7 > 0, bulk cosmology constant u > 0 and boundary cosmology constant pg > 0, we
suppose [ + g > 0 otherwise the theory is not renormalizable. Here R, is the scalar curvature and &,
is the geodesic curvature, dv, is the volume form on ¥ and ), is the Riemannian measure of boundary
induced by metric g. We also denote the interior of 3 by 3°.

The quantization of the Liouville action is precisely LQFT: one wants to make sense of the following
measure on some appropriate functional space ¥’ made up of (generalized) functions ¢ : ¥ — R

Fis 1L, (g, F) = / F(p)e 5199 Dy (1.2)
where Dy stands for the “formal uniform measure” on ¥’'. Up to renormalizing this measure by its total
mass, this formalism describes the law of some random (generalized) function ¢ on X, which stands for
the (log-)conformal factor of a random metric of the form e7¥g on 3. In physics, LQFT is known to be
a CFT with central charge cr, := 1 + 6Q? continuously ranging in [25, c0) for the particular values

7

: (1.3)

v€(0,2], Q= g +
Y

Of course, this description is purely formal, and giving a mathematical description of this picture is
a longstanding problem, which goes back to the work of Polyakov [Po]. The rigorous construction of
such an object has been carried out recently in [DKRV] in genus 0, [DRV] in genus 1 and [GRV] for
all hyperbolic Riemann surfaces. When the Riemann surfaces have boundaries, [HRV] give a rigorous
construction of LCFT on the disk, and the annulus was treated in [Remy]. The main result of this
paper is to give a unified construction of LCFT for all Riemann surfaces with boundaries. Let us also
mention that in [DMS], they use the mating of trees strategy and conformal welding to develop a theory
of quantum wedges, quantum sphere and quantum cones. In the recent past, Morris Ang, Nina Holden,
and Xin Sun gives a construction of quantum disk [ATIS20], which is a finite-area and symmetric variant
of quantum wedge. They find that the mating of trees strategy can be combined with the integrability
of LCFT, reveal a series of deep results in SLE and LCFT, for example in [ARS21], they solve the bulk
1-point function in Liouville disk, which called FZZ formula; in [AS], which serves as one kind of basic
structure constants in the boundary Liouville theory. Their techniques live on the simply connected
topology, but the conformal welding theory should entwine with the Liouville theory in the higher
genus topology.
Outline of this paper we first notice that in every conformal class [¢g] := {e¥g;p € C(X2)}, there
is a unique special metric, which is called the type I uniform metric. In these metrics, we can easily
use the doubling strategy to glue two same bordered surfaces as a closed surface, then we can use some
estimation of Green function on a closed Riemann surface to construct our theory rigorous. For general
metric, we first prove the Weyl anomaly formula (5.5), then deduce the convergent property from the
type I uniform metric case. The diffeomorphism invariance of the correlation function is an immediate
consequence of our construction since our construction is coordinate-free (5.6). As an application of our
construction, we prove certain Markov property of GFF on Riemann surface with boundaries.
In the forthcoming works, the author will prove the convergence of the bosonic Liouville quantum
gravity Zrg¢ for hyperbolic type (2(1 — g(X)) — k < 0) Riemann surface with boundaries. For the
annulus case, the convergence of LQG was first shown in [Remy] and later [Wu] provided an explicit
formula based on FZZ formula. This convergent issue is a basic question when we consider the LCFT
couples with matter fields and ghost fields to get bosonic string theory. The construction of LCFT on
Riemann surfaces with boundaries will also be a cornerstone for our range of work on Segal’s axiom and
bootstrap for Liouville theory in the boundary setting. The asymptotic of LCFT correlation function
near the boundary of the moduli space is also directly related to the analyticity of conformal block on
spectrum parameter @ + ¢P under plumbing construction.
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Notations:

o We define Ay, dy as the Laplacian and gradient on Riemannian manifold with respect to metric
g, We define 0,,, is the interior pointing vector field which is normal to 9%;

e We define C§°(X) as the C*° function on ¥ with compact support. We define || - ||, as the ordinary
L? norm with respect to volume form dvg and || f|l1,g = [5 [f(2)]*dvy(z) + [§ |df (x)[Pdvg(x). We
denote the closure of C§°(X) (resp. C*(X)) under || - ||1,4 by H (X, g) (resp. H'(X, g)).

2 Uniformisation for Riemann surface with boundaries

The determinant of Laplacian A on a compact Riemann surface (X, g) was first introduced by Ray and
Singer [RS1], [RS2] and has become one of the central objects in geometric analysis, algebraic geometry,
and string theory. It is defined by using the analytic continuation of the spectral zeta function

(s)= > A

0<AESpec(A)

here Spec(A) is the set of eigenvalues (when the spectrum is discrete otherwise we need some scattering
theory. But in this paper, we only need to deal with the discrete spectrum case), where ((s) is apriori
defined for Re(s) >> 0 but has a meromorphic extension to C with no pole at s = 0. So we can define
the height function h(X, g) as

h(%,g) = —logdet A = ¢’(0)

Osgood, Phillips, and Sarnak first analyzed the extremal properties of the height function A in each
conformal class of a surface and showed the uniformization theorem [OPS]. Namely, in each conformal
class of Riemannian metrics on a compact surface, if there is no boundary, there is a unique metric of
constant curvature. If the Riemann surface (X, g) has boundaries 9%, they also proved that in every
conformal class [g] := {e¥g; € C*>°(X)} of metric g, there is a unique type I metric, such that the
Gaussian curvature is constant, and the geodesic curvature is 0; there is also a unique type II metric,
such that the Gaussian curvature is 0 and the geodesic curvature is constant.

The analyticity of spectral zeta function is well-known for closed Riemann surface based on heat ker-
nel estimation. When a compact surface has regular boundaries with Dirichlet condition or Neumann
condition, this is also known, see [Alva] for details.

3 The Gaussian Free Fields with type I uniform metric g

In the beginning of this section, we give some basic review about spectrum theory of Laplacian operator
on the Riemannnian manifold with boundary (possibly empty).
The main ingredient for discreteness of the spectrum is the following proposition:

Proposition 3.1 (Rellich Theorem). Let (X, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold with bound-



ary (possibly empty) (Riemann surfaces are indeed in this case). The inclusion maps

(1) (Hy (,9). 11 ll1.g) = (L2 (Z,vg) [+ [ly) » and
(2) (H'(2,9). 11 ll1.g) = (L2 (Z,v) [ - Ilg)

are compact: the image in L? of a bounded set in H' or Hi is relatively compact.

Remark 3.2. The above proposition remains true under weaker assumptions on the reqularity of 0%,
however the second assertion might be false if 0% is too irreqular.

In this paper, we will study the following eigenvalue problems when ¥ is compact:
- Closed Problem:
Af=XfinY; 0x=0
- Dirichlet Problem
Af=AfinY; f=0ond%

- Neumann Problem:

Af=Afin3; 9,f=0o0n0d%
When view A as an unbounded operator in L?(%), then each of the three operator with its domain is
symmetric and positive and has a unique self-adjoint extension, we note their extensions as A, A” and
AN respectively. Then the spectrum theory says [Be, Theorem 18]:

Proposition 3.3. Let ¥ be a smooth compact manifold with boundary 0¥ (which may be empty), and
consider one of the above mentioned eigenvalue problems. Then:

(1). The set of eigenvalue consists of an infinite sequence 0 < Ay < A2 < A3 < ... — oo, where 0 is not
an eigenvalue in the Dirichlet problem;

(2). Each eigenvalue has finite multiplicity and the eigenspaces corresponding to distinct eigenvalues are
L?(X)-orthogonal;

(3). The direct sum of the eigenspaces E ()\;) is dense in L*(X) for the L? norm. Furthermore, each
eigenfunction is C°-smooth.

For any Riemannian metric g on ¥, we can choose a type I uniform metric gy which is conformal to
g. For consistency in writing, we first suppose the surface is hyperbolic type, i.e. 2(1 — g(X)) —k < 0
where k is the number of connected components of boundaries. (the excluded case will be discussed in
section (8)). Now we consider the following Neumann problem for Green function G (-, -):

2 s _ P (z—y) 1
AG G (T y) = — v — Vol (5) for ze€X

85_% G (x,y) =0 for x€0% (3.1)
fE G?o ({E, y)dvgo (y) =0

here ‘;—j has total mass 1 with respect to volume gg on .

Now we perform the doubling trick to solve this problem, since the boundaries of (X, gg) are all
geodesic curves. We may glue ¥ with its isometric involution ¢(X) along the boundary 9%, we define
the metric on (%) as 0(go)(-) := go(o(+)). Here ¢ is the involution, i.e. 0% = Id, olss = Id, and we
call the resulting compact surface without boundary d¥. Locally, the near boundary part of (¥, go)
is mapped to the left side of half upper plane (H N {Re(z) < 0},gm) and the corresponding part of
(0(X),0(g0)) to the right side of half upper plane (H N {Re(z) > 0}, gu). Since H N {Re(z) = 0} is a
geodesic in the Poincare metric gy, so the metric extends smoothly to dX and gives a smooth hyperbolic
metric gy on d¥. We first solve the Green function for compact Riemann surface d>:

g0

3.2
Js G%(xay)dvﬁ) (y)=0 (3.2)

9% (z—
{ A%G%(x,y) =& Gy Volg?}(dE) for zed¥



Proposition 3.4. For every z,y € ¥, we have ngo (z,y) = G;‘%(m, y) + G%(x, a(y))

Proof. First we notice that G%(m,y) = G%(U(m),a(y)) for every x,y € dX, since (Ag f)oo =
Ag(go)(foo) and a(go)(z) = go(o(2)), then we have

R G 1 6% (x —o(y)) 1

Ago (G%(‘Ta y) + G%(Ia o’(y)) - % - VOI!? (dE) + g\'O - VOlg* (dZ) (33)
8 (z —y) 1

T Vel () 34

Onyy (GE(@,9) + GE(@,0(9))) = Oy, (CE(2.y) + G (0(2),9)) =0 (3.5)

/ GZ (2, y)dvgy () = / (G (2, y) + Gz, 0 ())dvs () = / Gz, y)dvg () =0 (36)
> > M

We also know that G?O (z,y) is symmetric since G% (z,y) is symmetric. O

For a general metric g in the conformal class of gg, i.e. ¢ = e¥gp, we define the green function by
the following relation

G?(l‘, y) = ngo (x’ y) - mg(GgEO (.Z‘, )) - mg<Gg20('7 y)) + mg<Gg20('7 )) (37)

Here my(f) means the average of f on ¥ with respect to volume form dvg, and my(f(-,-)) means
double average in both coordinates. One may check easily that

8> (z —y) 1
> _ b X _
AQGQ (l‘, y) - AQ(GQO (:E? y) - mg(Ggo (1‘7 ))) - g - VOIQ(E)
So it solves the following Neumann problem:
5% (z—
AgGZ(z,y) = (g v _ Voli(E) for zeX
On, G5 (z,y) =0 for ze€0X (3.8)

fE ng(z, y)dvg(y) =0

Now we can define the Gaussian free field for the Neumann condition (for a rigorous construction, see
subsection (3.1)) on (X, go) as E[X} () X}: (y)] = 27G}; (x,y) and Gaussian free field on (dX, go) as

a= x Elvz olx
E[X%Z(x)X!‘%(y)} = 27TG%((E,:I/). From (3), we know that X’ (x) faw W in distribution.

The Gaussian free field XgE for a general metric g which is in the conformal class of gy can be defined
as B[X2 (2) X} (y)] = 2nG} (x,y), then we have X low X2 —mg(X2) in distribution. From now on
we always write the metric gg on d¥ as gq if there is no ambiguity.

3.1 Construction of the GFF on X

As the GFF is an infinite dimensional Gaussian, it is natural to expect a construction through its pro-
jections onto finite dimensional subspaces. Recall that the Neumann Laplacian Aév has an orthonormal



basis of real valued eigenfunctions (p,);en, in L*(%, g) with associated eigenvalues \; > 0; we set \g = 0
and ¢y = (Vol,(X2))~!/2. The Laplacian can thus be seen as a symmetric operator on an infinite dimen-
sional space. Denote H,, the finite dimensional space spanned by the first n eigenfunctions (¢;);=1,..n
of the Laplacian. Notice that for ¢ = 2?21 ajp; we have ||dol|2, = (Ap, )y = 27:1 az);, here we
use the Neumann boundary condition and Green formula. Therefore the projection to H, of the
formal measure e~ = 14#ll72 Dy is naturally understood as

/ F(p)e~a=lldelliz Doy = / F(Z@j%) H (e—ﬁ(&j)m‘daj)
Hn T =1 j=1
n 02

= (2m)"/? ( li Aj)71/2 / F(\/ﬂé a; j;\?) H (e_%daj)

Jj=1

for appropriate bounded measurable functionals F'. The mass of this Gaussian measure is (27)" ( H?Zl Aj
Renormalized by its mass, this measure becomes a probability measure describing the law of the random

function

Xp =21y oL (3.9)

where (o), are independent Gaussian random variables with law N(0,1).

To obtain the description of the GFF, one has to take the limit n — oo.

Proposition 3.5. The sum (3.9) converges almost surely in the Sobolev space H*(X) for each s > 0

Proof. This is a consequence of standard Weyl’s asymptotic for the Neumann eigenvalues on a smooth
and bounded domain. If we order A, increasingly, then A, ~ n, see [Be, chapter 3 page 70]. O

—1/2
The mass (2m)™ ( H?Zl )\j) diverges as n — oo but this infinite product can be analytic contin-

ued as (det’(s2A,)) /2 = ¢’(0) by spectrum Zeta function ((s) = 1A AT
27 —9 0<\€ESpec(5=A)

Remark 3.6. If we hope to get a Gaussian free field with the Dirichlet 0 boundary condition on 0%,
the Green function of this boundary problem satisfies:

For every xz,y € ¥, we have G3P (z,y) = Ggoz(x,y) - Ggoz(x, a(y)).

And then we can define X30P (z) as B[X20P (2) X 2P (y)] = 2nG2P (2, y). What’s more, the GFF with

Dirichlet 0 boundary condition has the same law in the same conformal class, i.e. Xe%;fo (x) faw XooP ().

4 Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos

Since X gz lives almost surely in the space of distribution H ~*(M) and when we hope to define its expo-
nential, i.e. the Gaussian multiplicative chaos, we need to introduce the regularization procedure. We
define X’ (z) as the average of X’ on the intersection of geodesic circle (C¢(z), g) with (X, g) . First we

2 >t
focus on the type I uniform metric go. We define the bulk measure as M, (dz) = €= e“’XQOvﬁ(m)dng (x)

and boundary measure as M? = (dx) = eﬁegxf!zo’f(w)d)\go (). To deal with the convergence issue of
this measure, we first prove it’s true for uniform type I metric, and other metrics follows from the con-
formal change (4.5). To do this, we recall the following estimate of Green function for Riemann surfaces
without boundary from [GRV].

—1/2



Lemma 4.1. For X9

go,€’

we always have as € — 0, E[(X > )?] = —log(e) + Wy, (x) +0(1), where W, (x)
is a smooth function on d¥X. And near each point xo € X, there are coordinates z € B(0,1 —§) C C so
that gp = 4]dz*/(1 — |2]*)? and near zo, GI(2,2') = filog |z — 2| + F(z,2") with F smooth.

~

Proposition 4.2. As e — 0, the limit of the bulk measure M., 4 (dz) = T(f*x!)?of(”)dvg0 (x) and the

2
boundary measure Mfgo (dx) = e e3Xop @ )d)\ o (&) converge in probability and weakly in the space of

Radon measures towards a random measure My 4, and M? go Tespectively. And the resulting measures

don’t depend on the regularization procedure.
Proof. Since when s € 0%, X goe(8) = V2 X;loze( ), so the boundary measure can be expressed as

o3XZ ()-KEIXE (1 E Wao (g, (s).

2
We may write e T Voo (5)d)\, (s) as a bounded measure dp(s), it’s easy to see when 7 € (0,/2), we can
show the L? convergence. We then need to focus on the bulk measure. By previous lemma, it’s suffice
to study the convergence of the measures

X0, ) =BG, (7] % (Wag (2)+ Wy (7(2) Ha G2 0D gy ().

Note that the volume form dvg, in bounded in ¥, since go can be extended smoothly to the whole dM.

So we can write o (Wao ()4 Wy @@))dv, (r) as some bounded measure do(z).

The map from Poincare half upper plane to Poincare disk sends (z,0(x)) to (z,Zz) ( recall  and o(z)
are symmetric with respect to the imaginary axis). Now we choose the Poincare metric on disk D, i.e.
gp = 4|dz|*/(1 — |2]*)?, we have 477Gd2(z z) = —2log|Im(z)| + F(z) with F(z) smooth. Then we can
prove the L? convergence of M%gme(A) and M, 4, (A) is a Cauchy sequence for A € M° when v? < 2.
When v € [V/2,2), the estimate becomes more complicated and we refer to [Be] for a simple proof. [

For v = 2, both bulk measure and boundary measure are 0, so we need extra 4 /ln( ) to renormalize
them, in this case. the limiting measures are exist and nontrivial, the proof strategy is similar with
[HRV, section 4] .

Proposition 4.3. When~y = 2, ase — 0, the limit of the bulk measure Ms 4, (dx) = 1n(%)62€2X§0‘6($)dV90 (x)

and the boundary measure Mggms(dz) =/In(4 )elexqo (@ )d)\go (z) converge in probability and weakly in

the space of Radon measures towards a random measure Mo 4, and Mggo respectively. And the resulting
measures don’t depend on the regularization procedure.

Due to the estimate of Green function Ggoz(z, z'), as the strategy in [IRV], one can also show that:

Proposition 4.4. M, , (X) and Mi? 450 (0%) are almost surely finite.

Proof. We only prove this when vy < 2, the critical v = 2 case can be treated similarly as in [HRV].
First we notice that, for the boundary measure,

2 -
(dz) = 3 Xop.e(x )d)\ L (z) = 03 K50, ()= LEXD . (2) ]G%Wgo(w)d)\go (z).

’)’906

So E[M 'y 0 @OD)] = [oe T Wao (@) ), ( ) < co. When we focus the bulk measure, we can also show
easily that E[M,, 4, (X)] is finite When 2 < 2.



(03
When 2 > 2, we prove that IE[(M.MO (E)) } is finite for some positive a. As the local argument in

previous proposition, we only need to show that

VXE ()-LEXE (27,1 \F o
E[</]I;Iﬁ]D)e 90 0> (\Im(z)|> d(Z)) ]<OO

This is true when v > 1 and a < %7 see section 3.1 in [HRV]. O

M

Proposition 4.5. For a metric g = e¥gg, we have the metric change formula for GMC:
M, 4(dz) fa 67(%wimg(x'§°))Mmgo (dz)

and 0 §
M2, (dz) "2 ez (Gemma oI Ag2 | (da)

Proof. Define )/(;E;(z) as the average of X/ on the intersection of geodesic circle (Ce(z), g) with (3, g).

. . . w(@) w(@)
We need to understand the metric change in the Green function GgEO (r+e2 e x+e > ) For

w(x -/ .
x € 3° we simply notice that |[(x + e 5 “9) —o(x + =5 el )| won’t contribute w term, then we can

use the strategy of proposition 3.4 in [GRV] show that

g 1

EIX3 (2)* ~EIX, (o) = Se(e) + o(1).

Then we use X2 (z) = X gEO () —my(X7) to conclude the measure change formula. For the case

o _ do
seaE,weuseXgo—\fXgO. O

We may also define M'y g0 (dz) as the bulk GMC measure corresponds to X3 E( ), then we have
/:;(dac) =e’3 V’(”)MA, g0 (dz), and similar thing holds for the boundary GMC measure.

5 The Partition function of the LCFT.
We define the free field partition function correspond to Neumann boundary condition

B 1
Z8pp(S,g) = (det'(A))/Voly (%)) 1/2 eXp(—87T/az kgdAy)

Here we contain an extra term of integration of geodesic curvature along boundaries 0% to produce
the right conformal anomaly formula, this definition is different from the free field partition function
in [HRV] and [Remy]. Now we have a Polyakov formula for Riemann surface with Neumann boundary.
The proof is based on estimating the heat kernel of the Laplacian operator, for details, see [Alval

Proposition 5.1. Suppose g = e¥gq, then

det’(A)Y)/Voly(2) exp(— 4= [5 kgdAg) 1
ul = do||?> + 2R, ©)d 4/ ko od\
%W%W%ﬁWWm&%MM)%ALm%ﬁ W 4 o)

Proof. We have the short time (¢ small) behavior of heat trace

Tefp exp(—tAY) L/w%ﬁ Q:wa g [ onedr()
[/ kgpdA, (s / Rypdv (2 )]+0(\/i) (5.1)



d d
o . Tr (eftA‘fE“’go) = -2t -Tr (@Aé\;em%) = Tr ((pefmé\g) . (5.2)
Then by similar method in [Chang, Theorem 3.1] we get the result. O

so as a corollary, we have the conformal anomaly formula for ZX. (%, g),

Corollary 5.2.

ZgFF(Evg)

1
= explar dp| |, + 2Rgy0)dvg, +4 [ kgypdA 5.3
ZéVFF(ZaQO) eXp<48ﬂ_ (L(H L)0||go + 2Ry, p)dvy, + /82 g0P go>) (5.3)

Similarly, if we define the Dirichlet boundary free field partition function
1
Z8pp(3,g) = det(A)) /2 eXp(+f/ kgdg)
8T >

we have

Corollary 5.3.

ZgFF(Z7g)

1
= exp( o dep|[3, + 2Ry, 0)d 4/ koo pdhg, ))- 5.4
ZgFF(Eng) exp(48ﬂ_ </Z(|| (pHgo + 2Rg,p)dvg, + s g0 go)) (5.4)

Now we start to define the partition function for LCFT. Let g € Met(X) be a fixed metric on X.
The mathematical definition of the LQFT measure is the following. Fix v € (0,2]. For F: H*(¥) — R
(with s > 0) a bounded continuous functional, set

H%u(gv F) = ZgFF(Emg) (55)

X /]E[F(chXg)exp ( - g/ Ry(c+ X,)dv, — g/ kg (c+ X,)dAg — pe?* M., 4(S) — uae%CMﬁg(aZ))} de.
R T J% T Jox

This quantity, if it is finite, gives a mathematical sense to the formal integral

/F(@)e*SL(g’WDgo

where St (g, ) is the Liouville action (1.1). The partition function is the total mass of this measure, i.e
1Ly (g, 1)

Proposition 5.4. For g € Met(X) and v € (0,2], we have 0 <11, ,(g,1) < 400 and the mapping
FeC(H2),R)— H%M(g,F)

defines a positive finite measure.

Proof. First, we start from the sub-critical case v < 2. Since F' is bounded on M, so we only need to
deal with when x(X) < 0, let gg be a uniform type I metric in the conformal class of g.

/ e‘QCX(Z)E[exp ( — e M, g0 () — uae%cMﬁgo (82))} dc (5.6)

R

< min {/R e‘QCX(E)E{eXp ( — ueV°M, 4 (E))] de, /R e_QCX(E)E[eXp ( — uae%CMigo (82))} dc}
(5.7)

— min {E[M%go(z)mf(z’} E {Mﬁgo(aE)M] } (5.8)



Which is finite since both GMC have negative moments, see for example this property, [RoVa, Propo-
sition 3.6] . For the critical case v = 2, both GMC have negative moments which is guaranteed by
[DRSV2, Corollary 14].

To prove the convergence of partition function in a general metric ¢ € [go], we can simply use the
conformal anomaly for the LCFT as the following.

O
Proposition 5.5. (Conformal anomaly) Let Q = 3 + % with v € (0,2] and go be a type I uniform

metric on 3. The partition function satisfies the following conformal anomaly: if g = e€%gy for some
p € C®(X), we have

1+6Q? )
(oo ([ iael, + 2R, +4 [ i),

Proof. We first shift X, to X, in the expression defining II, ,(g, F)) and by using (4.5), are thus left
with considering the following quantity, note as A for simplify.

H’Y,u(gaF) = H’Y,;L(g(hF(' - %90)) €x

Q Q ¢ ~Q 1. 2Q
/RE[F(C‘FXgo) €xp <_E /E Rg(c+Xg,) dvg_ﬂ s kg (c+X gy )dAg—pe €Y TE M, 4 (X)—pge? e 3 ‘pMigO (82))} de.
Define the Gaussian random variable
Q Q
Y = ~in . Ry Xg, dvy — o - kg XgodAg
Since for every smooth function f on X,
; G (2,2) A gy f(2')dv g, (2) — /a § G5 (2,2")0n,, f(2)dAgy (2) = —(f(2) — mg, (f)). (5.9)

Then we have

1 2 Q? 2 Q

§]E[Y | = 16n . |d90|ngg> E[YXgo] = —5(80 - mgo(%’))- (5.10)

Therefore by applying Girsanov transform to the random variable Y, we see that A equals
2 Q ver @
/ el%f lldell5, —Qx(E)p [F(C—i—Xgo —%904'%77190 (¢)) exp (_Me’v(c+ 3 Mg ((’D))M»y,go (E)—uaef(c"_ 5 Mg (w))M’?,go (82))} de.
R

It remains to make the change of variable ¢ — ¢ — %mgo (¢) and we deduce that

2 1 5 ,
/]R e 16 146115, ~Qex () + 3 @*x(R)ma (2) g [F(c + X, — %w) exp ( — 1€ My 4 (2) — poe? M (82>)} de.

Since Ry, = —2, kg, = 0 and Vol,(X) = —2mx(X) we have
—Q/R (c+ X, ) dv —Q/ kg (¢4 Xgo)dAy, = —Qex(X2)
4 - go 9o g0 ot o5 9o go g0
(p)x(2) ! /R dvg, + ! / kg, 0dA
= — AvA —
Mgo\P)X i )y 90 WVgo T 50 s g0 PAAgo

ﬁ( do|? +2R, @)dvy +4 [+ k dA)
which shows that A =11, ,(go, F'(- —%g@))ZGFF(E,g)e957r J5(1elg g0 #)8Va0 4 Jo Koo #4200 .

Finally, we use (5.1) to get the factor 1+ 6Q?. O
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The constant ¢y, := 1 4+ 6Q? describing the conformal anomaly is called the central charge of the
Liouville Theory. Since all the objects in the construction of the Gaussian Free Field and the Gaussian
multiplicative chaos are geometric (defined in a natural way from the metric), it is direct to get the
following diffeomorphism invariance:

Proposition 5.6. (Diffeomorphism invariance) Let g € Met(X) be a metric on ¥ and let ) : X — %
be an orientation preserving diffeomorphism which sends boundary to boundary. Then we have for each

bounded measurable F : H=*(X) = R with s >0
H’Y;M(,(/)*ga F) = H’Y,/J«(g7 F( © 1/)))

Proof. This follows directly from the fact that Laplacian dose not depend on the choice of coordinates,
ie. (Agf) o) = Ay-g(f o1P) more precisely, it follows from the identities

G y(2,y) = GE(W(@),0(y)),  Ryg(x) = Ry(v(x)),  kyrg(z) = ky(9(2)), X3, "2 XZ o,
which are standard. O

Remark 5.7. We remark here that the LCEFT with boundary is easier to be convergent since there are
two negative exponential potentials, but it’s hard to directly get the exact formulae by the BPZ equation
and analytic strategy.

6 Correlation function

The correlation functions of LCFT can be thought of as the exponential moments e*#(*) of the random
function ¢, the law of which is ruled by the path integral (1.2). Yet, the field ¢ is not a well-defined
function as it belongs to H *(M) for s > 0, so the construction requires some care. As before let
g € Met(X). We fix n points z1,..., 2, on X° with respective associated weights a1,...,a, € R. We
denote x = (z1,...,2,) and & = (aq,...,ay). We also fix m points sq,..., S, on 0% with respective
associated weights f1,...,0, € R. We denote s = (s1,...,8,) and B8 = (51,...,8m). The rigorous
definition of the primary fields will require a regularization scheme. We introduce the following e-
regularized functional

Bj
5o Foe) =2 (%) [ B[P+ X)(T]Vieo TV (530) % (61)
@ J

exp ( - g/ Ry(c+ Xy)dvy — QQ/ ky(c+ Xg)d\, — pe’* M, 4(2) — Maechﬁg(@Z))} de.
T Js ™ Jox
where we have set,
Vi(2) = £ /2p0(c4+ X, (2))  gnd Vg%(s) — B/4,5 (c+ X (5)

Here the regularization is the same as the definition of GMC measure. Such quantities are called vertex
operators. Before stating the following proposition, we first recall the Seiberg bound,

Z i+ Z % > Qx(%), (6.2)

Vi, o <Q (6.3)
vja ﬁj < Q

11



Proposition 6.1. For all bounded continuous functionals F : h € H=*(3) — F(h) € R with s > 0, the
limit
z,a,s,3

1500 (9, F) = hm H:ﬁif(Q’F’ €),

exists and is finite with H;‘;fb"s’ﬁ(g, 1) > 0, if and only if:

when p >0 and py > 0,(6.2) 4 (6.3) 4 (6.4) hold ;
when > 0 and po =0, (6.2) + (6.3) hold ;
when =0 and py > 0,(6.2) + (6.4) hold .

Proof. Tt’s suffice to show F' = 1 and pps > 0 case. We fix gg is a uniform type I metric and we will also
consider the case of g = e¥gg for ¢ € C*°(X) to understand the behaviour of the correlation functions
under conformal change. We shift X, to X,,, then Vi (z;) becomes Vggic(2;) := g7 /2ai(e+Xg0.c(2:)) o
— F )+ v o (2:)) 44w GO (2 o (2 — w2
‘/EJO/OZE(ZZ) _ eom,c"" 4 ‘P(Zq,)‘i‘ 1 (Wgo(zz)"rwgo( (27,))"1‘4 GQD (Zu (21))> eango,e(z'i)_TiE[Xgo,e(zi)Q](1 + 0(1))
"y P
Vgo (SJ) = 6 2 Lot 8 ‘P(SJ)+ 1 Wyo(sj)e 5 X0, 6(53)—*]E[Xgo (s5)? ](]_ _|_0(]_))
as ¢ — 0, with the remainder being deterministic. Then first apply the Girsanov transform on

n

——

m
T 5 .
Hexgou [Xgg.c(2i)2 HGTJXOASJ)* E[Xgo,xsj-)z]
j=1

i=1

we get
B, N .
eCe(@9) / e @ity TJ7QX(2)>IE{eXp ( - Q/ Xgo Rydvg — Q/ Xgokgdg — pe?°Ze — pge® ?)} de(1+o(1))
R 47T » 2 oy

where

2 —_—
= = / e’Y(X os+Hgo E)dvg Za L e%(Xgo,EJFHgo,E)d)\g
)3

907 E :27‘['0(1 go,€ ZZ? +§ :ﬂ-ﬁj go,E S],l‘),

And C.(z,s) gather all other factor, it’s easy to see lim._,q CE (z,s) exists. By applying Girsanov trans-
form again just like in the proof of Proposition 5.5, we can get rid of the curvature dependence terms

and this shifts the field )/(_go: in Z. by S(z) = —%(g@(m) —mg, (¢)):

2 B ~ v~
Ap =Gtttz lldell, /Rec(Zi it TLQ"(Z))I*E[exlo ( — ez, — Haeichaﬂ de (14 0(1))

~ 2 —_— ~ 2 —

where Z. = 7 [, e/ Xoo.ctHao, 5+S)dvg and 722 = 7 Jos: e3 Xao.etHag 9 )\ ,; By Lemma 4.1,

[Hggel[L < o0 t, we get that E[Z.] < oo and E[Zf} < 00. Therefore we can find A > 0 such that
P(Z. < A, Z2 < A) > 0. We therefore get

0 B . v, ~ ~
H?’Zt:zf(g’ 1) > Be,z,s/ eC(; it 5 —Qx(2))—pe" A—ppe? A]P)(ZE < A,Z? < A)de
—00
for some ¢ 5,5 > 0, and this is infinite if }°; a; + >, % - Qx(X) <0

The next thing we need to check is that the following integrals are finite a.s. (otherwise, the partition
function will be worth 0 ):

/ZeyHgo(w)M%go(dx) and -/E)Eez yo(w)M,?go (dx).
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For a general metric g, we can use (4.5). Proposition (4.4) tells us that the integrals without H are
finite a.s. This means we can restrict ourselves to looking at what happens around the insertions, For a

bulk insertion (z;, a;), e Ha0(2) hehaves like around z;, we then uniformize to the Poincare

_ 1
dg() (z,zi)ai"f

disk as in (4.1). For B (z;,r) a small ball around z; of geodesic radius r > 0, we have:

1
— (dz) < 400 as. <= a; < Q.
/B(zz,r) dgo (2, 2;)®7 My g0

In the same way we can look at a boundary insertion (s;, 5;) and we have following [HRV]

1 1
———— M, 4,(dz) < +00 and ———M7  (dz) < +oo as. <= (3; < Q.
/B(sj,r)ﬂE dgo (2, 85)Piv 19 B(s;.)008 dy, (;c,sj)ﬁf a0 !
Therefore we have all the conditions of proposition (6.1). O

The proof of the previous proposition (adding a functional F' does not change anything) also shows
the

Proposition 6.2. (Conformal anomaly and diffeomorphism invariance) Let gy and g in the
same conformal class, i.e. g = e®gqy for some ¢ € C*°(X). Then we have

%%s6(g, F) _ 1+6Q?
15050 (90, F(- — $¢)) 967

1
IOg </(||d(p|‘§o+2Rgo@)dvgo+4/ k‘lgo(pd)‘go)_Aaigp(zi)_iAﬁj(p(Sj)
b)) ()3

(6.5)

Let i : ¥ — X be an orientation preserving diffeomorphism. Then

2By g F) = L cv®)8(g F(.o4p)).

Yok B

6.1 the scaling relation in the boundary case

In this section, we restrict ourselves to (X°,90%) = (H, 0H). For (z, &) and (s, §) in the Seiberg bound, we

define G.(z,s) = I12%$P(g, 1, ¢) and more generally for x =21, ,x, € Hand y = y1,--- , ym € OH
¥ s Ho

Ge(X;Z;S) = H:/l;:zg;@ gvHV’Y(xi)75)
i

and

G2(yiz;s) =128 (g, TV (w:).2)

here we abuse the notation since V,, are not bounded, but it still make sense, since inserting more
vertex operators doesn’t break the Seiberg bounds. The following scaling formula help us get rid of
metric dependence when we perform Gaussian integration by parts, we suppose g is uniform type I
metric to remove the curvature dependence

Proposition 6.3 (Scaling relation). For all ¢ > 0

/wGe(x;Z;S)dvg(x) +/ 1o Ga(y,z s)dAg( Zak +Z bi Ge(z;s)
H OH
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Proof. We only deal with the uniform type I metric g, we simply change ¢ to ¢ =y~ !lnu + c that

YT 22

IIx,c\c,s,,ﬂ(g7 1,6) — / —x (H) Qe H Vock . Zk H V[_} S]) e —p iy Vs, F(r)dvq(m) —1o [op V%,e(y)d)\g(y) de
R

Bj : N M
SR ot H —xe _1
— ‘LL7 k=1 Tk Jnrl 2 X e_X(H)QC/E | | Zk: | I e f]H ’Yé(z)dvg(z) —Hop 2 fam V%=€(y)d>\g(y) dcl
R k€ 7]76
k=1 j=1

The identity follows by differentiating in p, more precisely, we remove ;f% from ;f% by change ¢ to ¢
backward.

0u115:55 (9,1, €)

Vil o

M B 8y _
= Zk 1okt m 5 — x(H)@Q 1H27a7s7ﬁ(97175)+u_zg:1%+zf=l% X(H)Q/e—x(H)Qc’
ot o R
_1
x E HVW “k HVH uau > / Vi o(y)dAg(y)e i Ve @ g @) gmhon 2 Jou Vi D)

Zk 1ak+2§‘415]—xH)Q 1o
— z,0,8,3 z,a,8,0
- VI H'y(/,):za (97175) +_/8H 2 H'yf:/ia (97 V%(y),ﬁ)dAg(y)

O

By the Fusion estimate [KKRV, prop 3.1], we know sup, G.(z;z;s) € L'(H) and sup, G?(y; z;s) €
LY(R) so we can send £ — 0 by the dominate convergence.

Remark 6.4. This relation holds for any Riemann surfaces with boundaries since the Fusion estimate
is only a local behavior and also holds if we replace the positive constant py by a function pg : 0¥ — R
which is piecewise constant.

7 Markov property of X>.

In this section, we also need a version of Gaussian free field with mixed boundary condition. Decompose
the boundary 9% as a disjoint union 913 U 023, the mixed condition problem is

Af=AfinY; 0,f=00n0%, 0,f=0ond% (7.1)

We can check this operator with its domain is symmetric and positive, and admit a self-adjoint extension,
note as A™®. Then the theorem (3.3) is still true, so we can define the Gaussian free field by it’s
covariance given by the Green function in (7.1).

First, we show a decomposition in Law of Neumann GFF X gzo under the uniform type I metric gg.
Proposition 7.1. Suppose % is a compact Riemann surface with boundaries. For the Neumann GFF
ng0 on X, we have the following decomposition in law,

XE law le _|_X22 +ngg E

go

where cp?o is the restriction of Xng] on the circles C of 3, which separates ¥ into two parts X1 and Yo, and
XgE0 1s the mized boundary condition GFF on Y;, i.e. Xﬁ"’ =0o0nC and Oy, XgE0 = 0 on those boundary
0% ofX) which are original boundary of 3. P(p?o is the harmonic extension with Oy, P<p§0 =0 on 0%;
and ¢, =m2 (X2 + X322 + Pyy ), here X1, X2 and Pl are all independent.
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oL,

2L,

Figure 1: Markov property of circle cutting.

Proof. First we use the double trick to get dX, then we cut dX along both C and o(C) into two pieces
d¥y and d¥5. By Poisson kernel method [GKRV, appendix D], we can show that

dy law -dy, d¥s dx 4%
Xgo - Xgo +X90 +ngo g0

where X ;1021- is the Dirichlet GFF on d%;, Pgogoz is the harmonic extension of restriction Xgoz on CUc(C),
and cgoz = mgoz (X ;1021 + Xgoz2 + Pcpgoz), and X 51021, Xg?z, and Pgogf are all independent. Now we define

dx; ds; PLdTs PLdT
X;i (x) := Ko (w)+\290 (@) and Pgogzo (z) 1= —Zuo (w)t/;go (=), By noticing that cgzo = \/50?02, we
can show the required property easily. O

Now we extend the Markov property to a general metric g which is in the conformal class gq.

Proposition 7.2. For the Neumann GFF ng, we have the following decomposition in law,
1
Xy E X+ X2+ Poy — ¢ (7.2)

where <p§ is the restriction of XgE on the circles C of ¥, which separate X into two parts X1 and o,
and XgEi is the mized boundary GFF on X%, i.e. ngi =0onC and 8nngEi = 0 on those boundary 0%;
of ¥; which are original boundary of X. Pgo? is the harmonic extension with Op, Pgo? =0 on 0%; and

c? = ng(ng1 + Xg22 + Pgagz), here ngl, Xg22, and P(ng are all independent.

Proof. First, we know
law
X7 E X+ X2+ Poy —my (X0 + X2 + Py ) (7.3)

The main difficulty of the Markov property comes from that we renormalize XE has 0 average on X.

If we only consider the up to constant level, we have X_gE faw X?l + ng2 + P(p?, for example, see
[DMS, section 4.1.5]. So we only need to check the right side of (7.2) and right hand of (7.3) has the
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same distribution. The key ingredient is that this kind of mixed condition GFF are same in the same
conformal class. And what left to check is

E[(Pe3 —me(Pe3)) (@) (Pl = my(Pel) ) )] = B[ (Pl = my(Pe}) ) (@) (Pl = my(PeT) ) (1)
Which is obviously true since we have Pp> — mgy (P> ) tw P2 —mgy(Pyy). O

We may think about another kind of cutting, instead of cutting a hole circle in the interior of the
surface, we cut a half-circle near the boundary, i.e. two ends are both on the boundaries. Then perform
again the strategy above, we get.

Corollary 7.3. The same thing still holds if we cut a half-circle which two ends are on the boundaries.

3z,
Figure 2: Markov property of half circle cutting.

8 Link with previous works on disk and annulus

In the previous work, the disk topology in [HRV] and the annulus topology in [Remy], they actually
choose the type II uniform metric, i.e. the Gaussian curvature is 0 (flat) and the geodesic curvature is
constant. But we can still unify these topology in our work, although their x(X) =2(1 —g) — k > 0.

In the case of a disk, we start by choosing the round metric g = WWZP on the sphere, which
has Gaussian curvature 2. Then we cut the sphere into two hemispheres along the equator. The equator
is a geodesic curve, so we get a type I uniform metric on the hemisphere, which is topological equivalent
to a disk.

2
In the case of an annulus, we start from a torus with a flat metric gy = |‘dzz‘|2 . Then we cut along two

geodesic circles which separate the torus into two flat cylinders. So the cylinder has both 0 Gaussian
curvature and 0 geodesic curvature, which means we get a type I uniform metric on the cylinder.

So after inserting enough vertex operators to make sure the correlation function is convergent, we
can perform again what we did in the previous sections to construct the Liouville conformal field theory
on disk and annulus by choosing a uniform type I metric.
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