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ABSTRACT. In this work, we construct a representation of the Virasoro algebra in the canonical Hilbert space
associated to Liouville conformal field theory. The study of the Virasoro operators is performed through the
introduction of a new family of Markovian dynamics associated to holomorphic vector fields defined in the
disk. As an output, we show that the Hamiltonian of Liouville conformal field theory can be diagonalized
through the action of the Virasoro algebra. This enables to show that the scattering matrix of the theory
is diagonal and that the family of the so-called primary fields (which are eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian)
admits an analytic extension to the whole complex plane, as conjectured in the physics literature.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Liouville conformal field theory (LCFT) is a family of conformal field theories which arises in a wide variety
of contexts ranging form random planar maps to 4d gauge theory. It was introduced by Polyakov in 1981 [Po81]
in his attempt to construct string theory; in this paper, LCFT appears under the form of a 2d version of a
Feynman path integral. Recently, in a series of works, a rigorous probabilistic construction of the path integral
was provided using the theory of the Gaussian Free Field and the theory of Gaussian multiplicative chaos: see
[DKRV16] for the sphere, [DRV16] for the torus and [GRV19] for higher genus surfaces. In this theory, the main
objects are the correlation functions of fields Vi, denoted (Vi, (21) ... Va,, (2m)) (x,9), associated to m marked
points zi,...,2, on a closed Riemannian surface (X,g). A general formalism, called conformal bootstrap
in physics by Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov [BPZ84], was developed in order to find explicit formulas for
these correlation functions in terms of the 3-point function on the sphere S? and the so-called conformal blocks,
which are holomorphic functions of the points z; and the moduli of the Riemann surface (2, g). The conformal
bootstrap method relies on the representation theory of an infinite dimensional Lie algebra of operators, called
the Virasoro algebra, encoding the conformal symmetries of the system. It is formally generated by elements
(L, )nez together with a central element denoted cr,, called the central charge, with commutation relations

(L L] = (0 = )L + S5 (0% = )00 s [Lsz] = 0.

In the context of the probabilistic construction of LCFT, the conformal bootstrap has recently been estab-
lished by the last 4 authors in the papers [KRV20, GKRV20, GKRV22]. To implement this programme, a
Hilbert space H = L?(H*(T), o) has been introduced where H~*(T) is the Sobolev space of order —s < 0
on the unit circle T = {z € C||z] = 1} and po is the distribution of the Gaussian Free Field on the extended
complex plane C restricted to T times the Lebesgue measure for the zero Fourier mode on T; the Hilbert space
‘H is therefore a space of fields ¢ on the circle.

The dilation s, + : z +— etz in C for ¢t > 0 is a conformal transformation that can be obtained as the
flow of the holomorphic vector field —z0,. By composing the Gaussian Free Field and Gaussian multiplicative
chaos on the unit disk D C C by s.-+, a Markovian dynamic has been constructed in [GKRV20] which
produces a contraction semi-group e~*H : H{ — H, for some operator H called the Hamiltonian of LCFT. The
diagonalisation in H of this Hamiltonian has then been performed in [GKRV20], providing a Plancherel type

formula which, when applied to correlation functions, leads to the explicit formulas involving the conformal
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blocks in [GKRV20, GKRV22]. The operator product expansion used in the physics literature can then be
interpreted in terms of the eigenbasis of H. The family of eigenfunctions is denoted (¥g;p..5)p,y,7 Where
P € R, and v,7 are Young diagrams: the spectrum of H is absolutely continuous and equal to [Q?/2, )
(with @ > 2). This family carries an important algebraic structure, namely that the Young diagrams encode
the action of the Virasoro generators on the highest weight vector ¥q;p := Vg1ip0,0:

Uoripvs=Loy ...L, L5, ... L 5 Vg p (1.1)

where v = (v1,...,v;) € N¥ with v; > vy for all j, v = (¥1,...,0k) € N¥ with v; > vy for all j, with
L,, I:m being two commuting representations in H of the Virasoro algebra with central charge c;, = 1 + 6Q?,
such that [L,,, im] = 0. This can be compared to the way the harmonic oscillator in R™ is diagonalised by
the action of the Heisenberg algebra on the constant function (the ground state), except that here one has a
continuous family of highest weight states indexed by the parameter P > 0 in addition.

Yet the construction in [GKRV20] of these descendant states Vo+ipw,y does not make the action of the
Virasoro algebra transparent. Indeed, in the Liouville CFT, the construction of the Virasoro generators
L,, im is technically subtle due to singularities coming from the potential (i.e. Gaussian multiplicative
chaos). Instead, [GKRV20] bypassed the construction of the Virasoro generators using scattering theory to
construct the descendant states Wqy;p, 7 and heavy algebraic computations (based on Ward identities) to
derive algebraic relations between those eigenstates needed to prove the conformal bootstrap. This leads to
a picture that is not completely satisfactory, not only from the conceptual angle but also from the technical
angle, because of certain restrictions on the analytic extension of ¥, , 5 from the line a € @ + iR to the
complex plane.

The physics literature links the Virasoro generators (Ly)nez (or (f‘n)nEZ) to the dynamics obtained as
flows of holomorphic vector fields of the form v(2)d,, generalizing this way the picture drawn in the case of
dilations (see for instance [Pol98, Ch. 9] or [Gal). Yet, as stressed in [Ga], a rigorous interpretation of these
operators from this angle is far from being straightforward due to the intricate structure of their domains.
In this work and inspired by these ideas, we give a probabilistic construction of the operators L, using a
family of Markovian dynamics generated by some flows of holomorphic vector fields, as suggested in the first
author’s doctoral dissertation [Ba21, Section 1.5.2]. The crux of the matter is that the Markovian nature leads
to perfectly well defined operators when seen as generators of contraction semigroups: this property is valid
under some conditions of the holomorphic vector field, in which case the vector field will be called Markovian,
and the case of non Markovian vector field is then treated via polarization type arguments. This leads to
an explicit construction of the whole Virasoro algebra as unbounded operators L,, acting on H, and we show
that the descendant states W ;p,,» constructed by scattering theory in [GKRV20] are related to the highest
weight state Ug4,p by the relation (1.1). This point of view is new and offers a different perspective from the
algebraic approach usually developed in physics. Let us stress that the results of this paper rely heavily on the
scattering theory part of [GKRV20] and therefore this paper does not simplify the arguments of [GKRV20]:
it may rather be seen as a conceptualization of [GKRV20]. Furthermore it develops new tools that will be
needed to the future study of conformal blocks. Let us now explain this construction and its applications.

1.1. Hilbert space of Liouville CFT. The Hilbert space H can be constructed explicitly as follows. Let
T denote the standard unit circle in the complex plane and Z* = Z \ {0} be the set of non zero integers.
We consider the space R x Qp where Qr is the set of real sequences (2,,)n >1 and (yn)n >1. We introduce
(pn)nez= (with ¢_,, = @,,) such that ¢, := ﬁ(mn +1y,). The Hilbert space H is then the space L*(R x Q)
equipped with the measure dc ® Py (and the standard Borel sigma algebra) where dc denotes the Lebesgue
measure and Pr is the Gaussian measure

1
Pr = ® —e_%(miﬂi)dxndyn. (1.2)
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The inner product on L?(R x 1) is denoted (-, )2 and the norm || - ||o. Expectation with respect to Pr will
be denoted E[-]. Under Py the random variable

p(0) =Y one™’ (1.3)

n#0

is the Gaussian Free Field (GFF) on the circle with covariance
Elp(0)p(¢)] = —Infe’” — | (1.4)

In fact, we will see p as a variable defined on a larger probability space 2 where the underlying probability
measure will be denoted P (and expectation E[-]): see subsection 2.2. Also we will often identify the sequence
(¢, (¢n)nez+) with the corresponding Fourier series ¢ + £0 ©ne™ which is almost surely an element of
H=5(T) :== {>ane™ | 3, (14 |n])~2|a,|* < oo} for s > 0. We denote by [l g7 (7) and (-, ) - () the norm
and inner-product defined by the sum in the definition of H~*(T). The space L*(R x Q7) is then equivalent
to L2(H*(T), uo) where po = p.(de @ Pr) (p. denotes pushforward).

1.2. Semi-groups of Liouville CFT and representations of Virasoro algebra. The Virasoro algebra
Vir(cp,) is by definition a central extension of the Witt algebra, whose elements are represented by vector fields
—2"119, for z € C\ {0} if n € Z. The central element, being denoted ¢, in our setting, will simply be a
constant ¢y, := 1 + 6Q? where Q € (2,00). To represent Vir(cr) into H, we first consider a certain family of
holomorphic vector fields v, called Markovian and defined in the closed unit disk D := {z € C||z| < 1}, of the
form v = v(2)0, where v(z) = —> 7 | v,,2""!, satisfying the property Re(zv(z)) < 0 for z € T. Each such
Markovian vector field generates a flow of holomorphic transformations f; : D — D solving 0 fi(z) = v(fi(2))
with initial condition fo(z) = z, with a unique fixed point in D and such that fi (D) C f,(D) if ¢’ > t: as
t — +o00, fi contracts D to the unique zero of v in D, which is the attractor of the flow f;. Up to composing
v with a M6bius transformation, we shall choose v so that v_1 = v(0) = 0 and vy = —v'(0) = w > 0.

We consider X = Py + Xp where Py is the harmonic extension of ¢ on D and X an independent Dirichlet
Gaussian Free Field. One can then define a semigroup P; on L?(R x Qr) as follows: for F' = F(c,¢) depending
only on finitely many variables (¢n)|n| < v and decaying faster than any exponentials when |¢| — oo (this set
of functions will be denoted Cexp, and is defined rigorously in Section 2.1), let

2 / e X (x) =
PF(c,p) := |ft/(0)|%Eap[F(c+(Xoft‘Fan%)‘T)e T o) ]

where for a function u, u|r denotes restriction of the function to the unit circle T , E,[-] denotes the conditional
expectation with respect to ¢, > 0,7 € (0,2) are some parameters and Q = 2/v + /2. Since the Gaussian

field X is not defined pointwise, the term fD\ (D) %dx is defined via a renormalisation procedure and

(1.5)

yields a non trivial quantity, i.e. non zero, for v € (0,2) (see (2.8))'; it is called the Gaussian multiplicative
chaos measure of D\ f;(D). One can check that P; indeed defines a Markovian semigroup.

In the simple case where v(z) = —z, the flow has expression f;(2) = e~tz, and the semigroup P; coincides
with the semigroup e *H, where H is the self-adjoint Hamiltonian defined and studied in [GKRV20], with
expression

1 2
H= —583 + - + P+ pue’Vi(p)

where P and V' are unbounded non-negative operators on L?(Q7) defined by

27
P:=2) (AjA,+ALA,), V(p) :/ e7¢0)dp
0

n>=1

IThe condition ~ € (0,2) in this paper comes from this non triviality result on Gaussian multiplicative chaos. It is a restriction
of the probabilistic approach; indeed LCF'T in the physics literature is studied for all v € C.
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and A, := 2/n(0,, — i0,,), A, = 1/n(8,, +i9,,). Here, P has discrete spectrum equal to N and the
operator V' has to be defined using Gaussian multiplicative chaos theory with a renormalisation procedure
(see (2.9)): it is a non-negative unbounded operator, which becomes a multiplication by an LP(Qr) function
for p < 2/9% when v < v/2. The operator H defines a quadratic form Q(F, F) := (HF, F), and we denote
D(Q) its domain, and D'(Q) its dual. We will also use the notation Ay = Ag := 10+ Q), A_, == A} and
A,n = 11;*1 if n > 0, where the adjoint is taken with respect to the scalar product on H.

Our first main theorem is:

Theorem 1.1. Let v = v(2)d. be a Markovian vector field with v(z) = — Y7 jv,2" ! and v'(0) = —w for
w > 0 such that v admits a holomorphic extension in a neighborhood of D. If w > 0 is large enough?, depending
on the sequence (vn)n >0, then the operator P, is a contraction semi-group on L*(R x Qt) whose generator

H, has the form
Hv:CUH+ Z 'UnLn+ Z mf‘nv

n>=1 n>=1

where Hy, Ly, Ly, are bounded as linear maps D(Q) — D' (Q) but unbounded on L2(R x Qr). Moreover, they
are given by the formula

27
Lo = —i(n+ QA + > : Ap_mAp : +%evc/ (il 10(0) 4
0

meZ
27
L, :=—in+1)QAn+ > Ay A, : +EeWC/ e~n0e72(0)qp
2 0
meZ
where the normal order product : A, A, : is defined as A, A, if m >0 or Ay A, if n > 0.

We recover this way the formulas announced by J. Teschner in [Te01, Section 10]. Also, we notice that if

v, = —2"T10, and vg = —20., then we can recover L,, by the expression
1 ) 1 _
L, = §(HwVO+vn - ZHwVUJrivn) - 5‘“(1 - Z)H
where w > 0 is chosen large enough so that wvgy + v, is Markovian. We define for n > 0
L_,:=L% L_,:=L*

where the adjoints are taken with respect to the Hermitian product on H while acting on a dense set of
regular functions: (L_,F, F')e = (F,L,F')s for all F, F’ € D(Q). We will explain below that (L,,),ez and
(Lp)nez are two commuting representations of Vir(cr) into H. A first look at these operators prevents us
from composing them, even when acting on very regular functions F', which makes it difficult to define the
commutators [Ly,L,,] on a dense set. The technical difficulty in dealing with these operators was already

stressed in [Ga]. We will however construct infinite dimensional vector spaces, called Verma modules, contained
in eNIelL2(R x Qr) for N > 0 which are preserved by all L,,.

1.3. Highest weight states, descendant states and scattering coefficients. In [GKRV20], we con-
structed a family of eigenfunctions of H for o« < @

U,(c,p) = ele @R, [exp ( — ,ue'yc/ |a:|770‘e'yx(x)dx)} € e Pe-D(Q) (1.7)
)
where 8 > |Re(o) — Q| and c— = min(c, 0), satisfying

(H—-2A,)0, =0, Pu(c,p) = ela=@e 1 O(e(@@+e) a5 ¢ — —o0,

20ne could in fact work with a general complex w with a large real part and still get the same results but we will stick to real
w for simplicity.



THE VIRASORO STRUCTURE AND THE SCATTERING MATRIX FOR LIOUVILLE CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY 5

where the conformal weight is given by
@ @
A, =—(Q — ). 1.8
Q-9 (18)
Moreover, we proved in [GKRV20] that
ar— P,

admits an analytic continuation to the region {Re(a) < Q}\ U; > 1{@ £iv/27}, it is continuous at the points
Q +iv/27 with possible square root singularities. We also constructed using scattering theory a whole family

\I/a,u,ﬁ
of eigenfunctions of H with eigenvalues a(Q — §) + [v| 4 || for each Young diagram v = (v1,...,vx), U =
(U1, o), with |v| = 32, v; and U] = 37, 7;, we showed that they are analytic in an open set W, C

{Re(o) < Q}\ Uj > 0{Q £ i1/25} containing (Q + iR) \ U; > o{Q £ i\/2j}, where £ = |v| + |V|. Moreover the
following Plancherel type formula holds: for u,u’ € H

1 e _ _ -~
(u,u)e = 5 > / (U, W yip5)2(Yoripw ot )oF oy p(v, V) Foyp (0, 7)dP (1.9)
v/ o er V0
lv|=1v],[7]=7"]
where 7 denotes the set of Young diagrams, and (Fé}_z p(W,V")veT, are positive definite matrices for each
n>0if T, = {v € T||v| = n} is the set of Young diagrams of size n. In our convention 7 contains {0} and
Voriro,0 = VYQiir-
In this paper, we prove that the ¥, , 7 can be obtained from ¥, by applying the direct sum of two copies
of the Virasoro algebra Vir(cr,).

Theorem 1.2. The following properties hold:

1) The function ¥, defined by (1.7) admits an analytic extension to a € C, with values in e~#°=D(Q) for any
B > |Re(a) — Q|, and for each n € Z, L,V is well-defined as an element in e=?*~D(Q) for B > |Re(a) — Q|,
it is analytic in o and equal to 0 when n > 0.

2) The functions V., , 5 appearing in (1.9) admit an analytic extension to a € C as elements of e=7*=D(Q) for
B > [Re(a)—Q|, and for eachn € Z, L,V , 5 is well-defined as an element in e ?°~D(Q) for f > |[Re(a)—Q)|,
analytic in o, and is equal to 0 when n > |v| + |7

3) These functions are related by the formula

Uoos=L_y ...L L5, ...L;0,
and for each n € Z, and a € C\ (Q £ (%No + INo))
L,V,,5€span{¥, 5|V €T, |v|—n=|/]}.
4) They satisfy the functional equation for all o € C\ (Q + (%No +3No)) and all v,v € T
Vog—awp = R(2Q —a)¥a 5

where R(«) is the scattering coefficient given by

1"(7—2) 2(0-2) F(_’Y(Q*O‘))F(_ 2(Q;0t))
Rla) = _(ﬂ-up(l _47742)) F(V(Qz—a))l-\(%Q—a))

5) For P >0, Yoi,p,» satisfy the asymptotic expansion as ¢ — —oo
Voripus(e, ) = €7°Qorirus(p) + R(Q +iP)e™ Qg ipyi(p) + Gorir(c, o)

where Ggyip(c,¢) € D(Q) C L? and Qq1ipyv € L*(Qr) are particular eigenfunctions of P with eigenvalues
[v] + 7| (see Section 3.2.3 for their definition).
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Remark 1. The same statement as 1), 2), 3) holds with L, in place of L, except that in 3) one has

LU, €span{¥, 5|7 €T, 7| —n=|F]}

We notice that Statement 5) means that the scattering matrix is essentially (up to identifying Qo1ip,.»
with Qg_ip,») a constant R(Q + iP) times the identity map, a feature that is important in physics and that
is related to the integrability of LCFT (see [Te01] for instance). Indeed, the diagonal form of the scattering
matrix is reminiscent of similar results in integrable field theories such as the Sine-Gordon model (see [FSK79]).
The construction of the scattering matrix for the Liouville CFT was done in [GKRV20] using scattering theory:
for fixed frequency p > 0 corresponding to the equation (H — 2Aq.;p), this is a linear operator acting on a
finite dimensional subspace L?(Qr) encoding the coefficients in the asymptotics at ¢ — —oco of the generalized
eigenstates

{\I]QJFZ'PJ,J‘/' | P>0,v,veT, 2A04ip + |I/| + |D| = 2AQ+ip}'
To prove that this operator is diagonal in the basis associated to Wg;p,. 7, the role of the Virasoro algebras
(L )ns (L) is essential: the idea is that this algebra generates all the generalized eigenfunctions V5 from
the primary field ¥, implying some relations on the scattering matrix, namely it says that the asymptotics
at ¢ = —oo of W4 ;p, 7 are purely characterized by those of the primary field W4 ;p.

This result allows us in particular to define the vector space W, := span{¥, ,|v,v € T} and to show
that the operators L,,, L,,, preserve W, with the commutation relations

L, L] = (0 = m) L gm + %(nB =)0y [Ty L] = (0 — )Ly + %(7# — )6 —m
and [Ly, im] = 0. The space W, is a Verma module for a highest weight representation of the direct sum

Vir(ey) @ Vir(cr) of two Virasoro algebras with central charge c;, = 1 + 6Q?, it can be splitted as a tensor
product of two Verma modules W, = V, ® V., cach one associated to the representations L, and L, of
Vir(cr). We refer to Section 4.4 for more details on these aspects related to representation theory.

1.4. Future applications. This approach will be instrumental in several subsequent works in the context of
the conformal bootstrap for LCFT. First it will serve as a key tool in a program aiming at establishing the
conformal bootstrap for open surfaces: the analyticity of the eigenstates over the full complex plane as well
as their asymptotics is needed to analyze the contribution of the one point bulk correlator, the FZZ structure
constant introduced in [ARS21]. This issue already appears in [Wu22] in the case of the annulus and will be
further developed in a forthcoming work treating the case of general open surfaces.

Moreover, the conformal blocks appearing in the conformal bootstrap formulae depend on a choice of pant
decomposition of the underlying Riemann surface. As stated in [GKRV22], the conformal blocks depend on
the splitting curves used to obtain the pant decomposition. Therefore they are not yet fully understood as
analytic functions on Teichmiiller space as they depend on the choice of local coordinates (the splitting curves).
In a forthcoming work, we will use the Markovian dynamics introduced in this manuscript to show that the
conformal blocks only depend in a quite simple way on local deformations of the splitting curves. This will
show that conformal blocks, if viewed as sections of some line bundle, only depend on the homotopy classes
of the splitting curves, and therefore are well-defined on Teichmiiller space. As an intermediate step, we will
identify the annulus amplitudes with the kernels of the semigroups introduced in the present work. This is in
agreement with Segal’s axioms [Ga] and generalizes [GKRV22, Section 6].

On the other hand, conformal blocks are not expected to be single-valued on moduli space (contrarily to
correlation functions), but it is conjectured that there exists a representation of the mapping class group
describing the variation of the blocks under a change of pants decomposition. This is related to a conjecture
of Verlinde identifying the space of conformal blocks of Liouville theory with the Hilbert space of quantum
Teichmiiller theory as isomorphic representations of the mapping class group (see [Te04] for an overview).
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In geometric terms, the Virasoro generators introduced in this article should allow to define a (projectively)
flat connection on the bundle of conformal blocks, whose monodromy is described by the above-mentioned
representation; this is work in progress. Our interpretation of the Virasoro operators as generators of diffusion
processes is reminiscent to a type of connection on the moduli space introduced by Hitchin [Hi90], for which
parallel transport is given by the heat kernel. Finally, the full analycity of the descendants ¥, ,, 7 will be used
to bridge the gap between the probabilistic construction of LCFT and the Vertex Operator Algebra approach.

1.4.1. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the main
notations and the framework of the paper; in this section, we also construct the semigroup associated to
the free field case = 0 and we study its stationary measure pp. In section 3, we construct the semigroup
associated to the general case, i.e. with the Liouville potential, via a Feynman-Kac type formula. Also, we
use the dynamics to show that the basis ¥, , 7 can be constructed via the action of the Virasoro algebra: this
is the content of Proposition 3.6. In section 4, we use these results to study the scattering coefficients and
show the analytic extension and functional equations for the eigenstates ¥, , 5.

Acknowledgements: We thank the referees for their careful reading and comments in order to improve
the paper. Colin Guillarmou acknowledges the support of European Research Council (ERC) Consolidator
grant 725967 and Antti Kupiainen the support of the ERC Advanced Grant 741487. Rémi Rhodes is partially
supported by the Institut Universitaire de France (IUF). Rémi Rhodes and Vincent Vargas acknowledge the
support of the French National Research Agency (ANR) ANR-21-CE40-003.

2. SEGAL-SUGAWARA REPRESENTATION AND THE GAUSSIAN FREE FIELD

In this Section, we introduce the notion of Markovian holomorphic vector fields on the unit disk and show
that they generate Markovian processes and semi-groups on a Hilbert space by composing the Gaussian Free
Field by the flow of these vector fields. The generators of these semi-groups induce a unitary representation of
the Virasoro algebra with central charge 1 +6Q? in a Hilbert space H. This approach provides a probabilistic
construction of the so-called Segal-Sugawara representation of Virasoro algebra.

2.1. Free Hamiltonian and Virasoro generators for the free field. Let us introduce some material
taken from [GKRV20, Section 4]. As mentionned in the Introduction, we consider the space Qp = (R?)N with
the Gaussian probability measure

Pr = —eiﬁ(ziﬂi)dxndyn.

The space H is then defined to be the space L*(R x Q) equipped with the measure ug := de x Pr (and
the standard Borel sigma algebra) where de denotes the Lebesgue measure. Consider the real valued random
variable on T

, Ty + 1Yn
9) = in6 _n
©(0) n%éocpne N

Recall that we will see ¢ as a variable defined on a larger probability space 2 where the underlying probability
measure will be denoted P (and expectation E[-]): see subsection 2.2. Note that ¢ € H*(T) for all s > 0

almost surely. The space H*(T) can be equipped with the pushforward measure pgo (still denoted pg for
simplicity) by the map (¢, (¢n)n) € R x Qp + ¢+ ¢ € H=*(T) so that H ~ L2(H~*(T), uo)-

We set O0p, := 0,, = /n(0x, —10y,) (and 0_p, = J,_, = /n(0s, + i0,,)) and introduce S the set of
smooth functions of the form F(z1,y1,---,zn,yn) for some N > 1 where F' € C°°((R?)V) with at most

polynomial growth at infinity for F' and its derivatives. We consider the vector space Ceyp, of smooth functions

for n > 0.



8 GUILLAUME BAVEREZ, COLIN GUILLARMOU, ANTTI KUPIAINEN, REMI RHODES, AND VINCENT VARGAS

F : R x Qrp — C so that there is N > 0 such that F(c¢,¢) = F(c,z1,41, -+ ,2n,yn) for all ¢ € R, and (with
Ny :=NU{0})

Vk € No,Va, B € NYY,3L > 0,YM > 0,3C >0, 089200 F(c, )| < Ce Ml o)k

if o =071 ...055 and (p)v = (1+ 22, < lon|?)!/? is the Japanese bracket.

The space Cexp is a dense vector subspace of H and the free Hamiltonian is the Friedrichs extension of the
operator defined on Ceyp by the expression

H’ = %(—83 +Q*+2P), withP= Z n(0; Ox, + 0y 9y,), (2.1)
n=1

where 0; = —0,, + x, denotes the adjoint of 0., with respect to uo. Recall that the construction of the
Friedrichs extension relies on the quadratic form denoted Qq(F, F') := (HF, F)3 for F € Cexp. By [GKRV20,
Proposition 4.3], the quadratic form is closable with closure still denoted Qg and domain denoted D(Qy),
which becomes a Hilbert space when equipped with the norm ||F|g, := 1/Qo(F, F). This quadratic form
produces a self-adjoint extension (Friedrichs extension) for H? on a domain D(H°) € D(Qp). Moreover H’
extends to a bounded operator H? : D(Qg) — D'(Qq) where D’(Qy) is the dual to D(Qy).

Next we recall the construction of the representation of two copies of the Virasoro algebra as operators on
the space Cexp. Consider first the operators for n > 1

An = Z\éﬁ(azn - ’Layn)v A*n = A:;v -:&n = Z\éﬁ(azn + iayn)7 ;&7” = ;&:7" (22)

where the adjoint here is formal and has to be understood in the sense of pairing on Cex, with respect to the
measure (o, and let

Ag=Ag= L0+ Q).

In fact, considering the notation 9, := % (where 9y := 9.), we see that, for n # 0,

A, = %(an + 2”‘)0—n1n<0)7 -:&n = %(a—n + 2n@n1n<0)' (23)
Recall the following commutation relations for n,m
[AnaAm] = gisn,fmv [;&nvz&m] = gan,fmv [Ana;&m] =0. (24)

Then for n € Z define the operators acting on Ceyp

LY = —i(n+1)QA,, + Z AL A, I:% = —i(n + 1)Q;&n + Z :;&n_m;&m:
meZ meZ
and where the normal ordering is defined by : A, A,,: = A, A,, if m > 0 and A,,A,, if n > 0 (i.e. annihilation
operators are on the right). In particular, for n # 0 the only ¢ derivative in LY is the term involving Ag, which
is given by A,,Ag + AgA,, = 2A,,Ay. Notice that (L2)* = L%, in the weak sense, i.e. for each Fi, 5 € Coxp
the following relation holds
(Lo F1, Fo)o = (Fi, LY Fy)o.
A direct computation allows us to express the Hamiltonian in terms of the n = 0 Virasoro elements

~ 1 > -~
H° =LY+ LY = 5(—ag‘ +Q%) +2) (ALA, +AGA,)

n=1
and one can derive the following commutation relations by using (2.4) (for ¢, = 1 + 6Q?) (see [KaRa, Prop
2.3])

(1% =)0 —m, L0, L0] = (n—m)LL, . + “Z(n3 - n)dn—m.

0 707 _ 0 L

n+m+ﬁ
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Finally, using expression (2.3) and little bit of algebra yields for n > 0 (for n < — 1, one has to integrate by
parts the relation below)

L= L1+ L0, — 23 00O+ Y MPnimOnim (2.5)

mez m>1
and a similar relation for i% Notice that Qg can be written in terms of the A,’s as

1 >0 ~ o0 B
Qu(F, F) = g(llacFHS +Q°IFI3) +2> (IAnFII3 + [|ALFII3) = 2| AoF[I3 +2 Y _(IALFI3 + | AnF|3).

n=1 n=1

We first show the following:
Lemma 2.1. There exist some constant C > 0 such that for alln > 1 and all F,G € Cexp we have
(LOF, G)a| < C(1+n)*?||Fllg, Gl oy (2.6)

and the operator LY extends as a bounded operator L : D(Qg) — D'(Qo). The same statement holds for I:?L

Proof. First we note that the extension of LY follows directly from the estimate (2.6). Using Cauchy-Schwarz,
we have for F, G € Cexp

n—1
L2 F,G)q| = ‘ —i(n+ 1)Q(ALF, G2 + 2(A0F,A_,Ga+ Y (A kP A kGla+2 > (ApimF, ApG)a
k=1 m>1
n—1 1
< (0 + DQRIAFIZ+ 21 AFIE + > IAFIE+2 > [AwsmFI3)’
k=1 m>1
n—1 1
% ((n+ DQIGIZ+2A -Gl + Y IA4GIE+2 > [AnGI3)
k=1 m>1

and using the commutation relation [Aj, A_;] = £ which implies [|A_;G||? = | AyG|*> + £(|G||*> we obtain

n—1

(LSF,Glal < ((n+ DQIALFI? + 2| AoFI3 + " |AFIZ+2 > A F)
k=1 m>1
n(n —1) — 3
x (0 + 1@+ W= 4 ) |GI3 + 20 AnGI3 + Y IAGIZ+2 D AnGI3)
k=1 m =1

The first term is bounded by C(1 + n)Y?|/F||g, and the second by C(1 + n)||G| g, for some uniform C' > 0,
which concludes the proof. 0

2.2. Gaussian Free Field and Gaussian multiplicative chaos. On the Riemann sphere ((Aj, we put the
Riemannian metric go = |dz[?/|z|% (with |z|4 := max(1, |z|)) which is invariant by the inversion z — 1/z. We
shall use freely the complex variable z in C or z € R? when we think of it as a real variable. The Gaussian
Free Field X (GFF in short) in the metric go is a random variable in the Sobolev space H*(C) for s < 0 with
mean 0 on T and covariance kernel
2]+ 12|+

If ¢ is the random variable (1.3) on the unit circle T := {z € C|z = 1}, it is easily checked (see [GKRV20])
that

X = Po+ Xp + Xp- (2.7)
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where Py is the harmonic extension of ¢ and Xp, Xp- are two independent GFFs on D := {z € C||z| < 1}
and D* := {z € C||z| > 1} with Dirichlet boundary conditions defined respectively on the probability spaces
(Op, Xp,Pp) and (Qp-, ED*,]P’D*)?’. The covariance of Xp is the Dirichlet Green’s function on D, given by

1 _ o~
E[Xp(2)Xp(2')] = Gp(z,2') =In %
z—z
The random variable X is defined on a probability space (2, %, P) (with expectation E[.]) where Q = Qp x
Op x Qp-, ¥ = 31 ® Xp ® Ep+~ and P is a product measure P = Pr ® Pp ® Pp-. We will write E,[-] for
conditional expectation with respect to the GFF on the circle ¢.

We introduce the Gaussian multiplicative chaos measure (GMC in short), defined by Kahane [Ka85],

X @ dg .= lim eWXE(I)_gE[XE(””ﬁdx (2.8)
e—0

where dz denotes the Lebesgue measure of C and X, = X * 6, is the mollification of X with an approximation
(f¢)e>o of the Dirac mass dp; indeed, one can show that the limit (2.8) exists in probability in the space of
Radon measures on C and that the limit does not depend on the mollifier §: see [RoValO, RhVal4, Bel7].
The condition v € (0,2) stems from the fact that the random measure e?X®)dz is different from zero if and
only if v € (0,2). We will also consider the GMC measure on the circle T associated to ¢ defined via
e'ycp(é)de .= lim eV%e(e)—éE[Sae(G)ﬂd@ (29)

e—0

where ¢, is a mollification at scale € of . The measure ¢7#(?)dd is different from zero if and only if v € (0, v/2)
and therefore for v € [v/2,2), the Fourier coefficients in (1.6) will not act as multiplication by a variable and
will rather be defined via the Girsanov transform in the context of Dirichlet forms.

2.3. Liouville Hamiltonian and its quadratic form. In [GKRV20, Section 5|, an Hamiltonian H associ-
ated to Liouville CFT is defined as an unbounded operator acting on the Hilbert space H, it is formally given
by the expression on Cexp

H=H"+ e’V (2.10)
where V is a non-negative unbounded operator on L?(Qr,Pr) associated to a symmetric quadratic form Qy;
when v < v/2, V is a multiplication operator by the potential

2
V(p) = /0 ?Odo € L7 (Qr), Ve >0

with e7%(?)df being the GMC measure on the circle defined in (2.9). The rigorous construction of H uses
again the notion of Friedrichs extension. Consider the symmetric quadratic form

Q(F, F) 1= Qo(F, F) —|—u/ReV°QV(F, F)de > Qo(F, F). (2.11)

This quadratic form admits a closure on a domain D(Q) C D(Qy) and one can view H as a self-adjoint operator
using the Friedrichs extension [GKRV20, Proposition 5.5]. The operator H has a domain D(H) C D(Q) but
it is also bounded as a map

H:D(Q) - D'(Q)
where D'(Q) is the dual space to D(Q). The propagator e ' for ¢+ > 0 is a contraction semi-group that

has the Markov property [GIKKRV20, Proposition 5.2], it will appear also below as a special case of Markovian
dynamic that one can construct using Markovian vector fields.

SWith a slight abuse of notations, we will assume that these spaces are canonically embedded in the product space (£2,%) and
we will identify them with the respective images of the respective embeddings.
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2.4. Markovian holomorphic vector fields. For € > 0 small, let BiHol (D) be the space of biholomorphic
maps [ : (14 ¢)D° — f((1+4 ¢)D°) C C extending smoothly to (1 + €)T. Infinitesimal variations around
the identity in BiHol.(ID) give rise to the space Vect.(ID) of holomorphic vector fields on (1 + €)D° extending
smoothly to (1 4 €)T. These vector fields can be written as v = vd, for some holomorphic function v, with
power series expansion at z = 0

v(z) = — i v 2" L (2.12)

n=-—1
These vector fields encode the infinitesimal motion fi(z) = z 4 tv(z) + o(t) on BiHol. (D).
The basis elements
v, = —z""19, € Vect.(D), n> —1

span a Lie subalgebra of the complex Witt algebra. Recall that the complex Witt algebra is the complex Lie
algebra of polynomial vector fields on T, i.e.vector fields of the form Z‘k‘ <N ape*?9y for aj, € C and some
N < oo. This is a subalgebra of the Lie algebra C(z)d, of meromorphic vector fields in the Riemann sphere
C. There is an antilinear involution on C(2)9, given by v — v* := 2%29(1/2)d,. On the canonical generators,
we have v =v_,, and (iv,,)* = —iv_,. The vector fields with negative powers encode the deformations near
the identity of the space of conformal transformations of the outer disc. The involution * relates the two types
of deformations (i.e inner and outer discs).

Let us introduce the following subspace of Vect,(D):
Vect! (D) := {v € Vect.(D)|Vz € T,Re (2v(z)) <0} . (2.13)

We will refer to such vector fields as Markovian. Notice that for each v € Vect (D) with v(0) = 0, one
can find w > 0 large enough such that wvg + v is Markovian, if vo = —20,. A solution f;(z) of the ODE
O¢ft(2) = v(f:(z)) in some open subset of (1+ ¢)D° with initial condition fy(z) = z must satisfy that the curve
t = (Re(f:(2)),Im(f:(2)) € R? is the integral curve of the real vector field V = Re(v)d, + Im(v)d, = 2Re(v),
and the assumption Re (Zv(z)) < 0 means that V' is pointing strictly inside D at T = 0D. In particular this
implies that the flow f;(z) of v is defined for all ¢ > 0 in D. By continuity, the vector field V" also points inside
the disk (1+¢')D if € > 0 is small enough, and therefore f¢(z2) is also well-defined for all ¢ > 0 inside (1 +¢€")D.

Lemma 2.2. Forv = v(2)d, € Vect? (D), let fi(z) be the solution of the complex ordinary differential equation
O fi(z) = v(fi(2)) with fo(z) = z, defined for all t > 0 in (1 + €)D for some 0 < € < e. The family (fi)t>o
is a family of holomorphic maps in BiHol. (D) satisfying fi(D) C fo(D) for all t > s and fi(D) converges
exponentially fast to a € D°, the unique zero of v(z) in D.

Proof. The functions (f;): > o are biholomorphisms in (1 + €¢')D as a well-defined flow of a holomorphic vector
field. We first show that there exists an a € D° such that v(a) = 0. If this is not the case then 1/v(z) is
holomorphic in D and hence by Cauchy’s theorem

27 0. (i) 2T i0
/ ¢ v ) “(f Q)dez/ —R
o |v(e?) o v(e?)

which is in contradiction with the fact that Re(e?v(e??)) < 0 for all § € [0,2]. Uniqueness of a will then be
a consequence of the fact that f;(ID) converges exponentially fast to a (indeed f;(ID) can only have one limit).

We first consider a vector field v € Vect! (D) which satisfies v(0) = 0. By the maximum principle for

harmonic functions applied to Re (M), there exists ¢ > 0 such that

z

wp Re (M) < (2.14)

|2l <1 <
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The flow satisfies Oy f+(2) = v(f:(2)) and fo(z) = z. Thanks to (2.14), one has the following

3tft(z)) 2 v(fe(2)) 2 2

2)|° = 2Re( ) 2)|° < — 2| fi(z

)i i) A=)

and therefore |fi(2)| < e™¢*|z|. Next we consider the case where there exists some a € D° such that v(a) = 0.
We then introduce the Mobius map ¢(z) = $== preserving D and such that ¢/(a) = 0 and consider the vector

field vy, = (¢ 0 p ™ )v o p~! which satisfies vy, (0) = 0 and

Aulfu(2)? :2Re(

S 1 —l|al?
sup Re (Zvy(2)) = sup Re (zﬂ(z)z//(z)v(z)) = sup Re (Zv(2)) i_b <0
|2]=1 2|=1 2|=1 |1 —az|
by noticing that ¢ (2)y’'(z) = 2% when |z| = 1. The vector field vy, has ¢o f01)~! as flow. This concludes
the proof. O

Lemma 2.3. Assume that v = v(2)0, € Vect! (D), that v(0) = 0, v'(0) = —w for w > 0. Let fi(z) be
the solution of the complex ordinary differential equation Oy fi(z) = v(fi(2)) with initial condition fo(z) = z
defined for all t > 0 in |z| < 1+ € for some 0 < ¢ < e. For each k, the function e“!f, converges in C*(D)
norm (i.e. all the partial derivatives of order j < k converge uniformly on D) as t — oo towards a function
h € BiHol. (D) for some € > 0. Finally, f/(0) = e " and 1'(0) = 1.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2, we know that v has no other zeros than z = 0 in (1 + ¢’)D for some ¢’ < e and that
|f:(2)| converges exponentially fast to 0. Since v(z) = —wz + O(]z|?) near z = 0, for all § > 0 small there
is 7 > 0 small such that for |z| < 7 we have Re(v(z)/z) < —w + . By the argument below (2.14), we
deduce that |fi(2)| < e~ @=9y| for |z| < n and thus there is C' > 0 such that for all |2| < 1+ €, we have
|fi(2)] < Ce (@9t Therefore, the function g;(z) := e“! f;(2) satisfies, uniformly in |z| <14 ¢,

uge(2) = " (wful2) + 0(fe(2))) = O |fu(2)|?) = O(e™ @201,

where we have used v(z) = —wz + O(]z]?) for the second equality. Thus, choosing § < w/2, we deduce that
there is some function & : (1 + ¢’)DD — C so that, uniformly on (1 + ¢)D, the following converge holds

e fi(2) = gi(2) = 2 —l—/o 059s(2)ds =00 h(2).

The function h is then holomorphic in (1 4 €¢)D° as uniform limit of holomorphic functions, moreover g; — h
in all C*((1 + €¢')D) norms (using Cauchy formula, the derivatives are dealt with using the C° convergence).
The fact that h is injective on (1 + €)D° follows from Carathéodory’s kernel theorem, since g; is injective on
(1+¢)D and converges uniformly on (1+¢)D. Expanding fi(z) = >_, 5 | an(t)z" at 2 = 0, we see that a,(t)
must solve the ODE 9;a1(t) = —waq (t) with a1(0) = 1, thus a1(t) = e~“* and this implies that A'(0) = 1. O

We conclude the basic properties of the low with the following lemma, which will be useful in the sequel:

Lemma 2.4. Assume that v = v(2)0, € Vect! (D), that v(0) = 0, v'(0) = —w. Then for all t > 0, the
flow fi(z) of v solves v(fi(z)) = f/(2)v(z) and the function h of Lemma 2.3 solves the differential equation
wh(z) = =h'(z)v(z).

Proof. Since fi(z) is one-to-one, f{(z) never vanishes in . We then have

v(fe(2)) _ O0ufe()V(fi(2))  (Of)' (2)v(fi(z)) _ v(fe(2)V'(fi(2)  [i(2)V'(fi(2))v(fe(2))

o fi(2) fi(z) (fi(2))? fi(z) (fi(2))? -
This shows that v(f:(z)) = f{(z)v(z) and thus as t — +00
e fi(2)v(2) = e fi(2)) = —we*" fo(2) + O(e™") (2.15)

and by letting t — +oo, we get h/(2)v(z) = —wh(z). O
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2.5. The probabilistic formula for the vector field dynamics. Let v = v(2)d, be a Markovian vector
field, and we assume that v(0) = 0 and ¢'(0) = —w for w > 0. This vector field induces a family of small
conformal transformations f¢(z) = z +tv(z) + o(t) on D such that f;(T) C D for all ¢ and f/(0) = e~ “*. Given
an initial condition ¢ + ¢ € H*(T) with s > 0, we define a stochastic process (¢ + By, o) € H*(T) via the
following formula

(c+ By, pt) = <c+(P<p+X]D)) fi+QIn ||§t:> ‘ (2.16)
where |7 denotes restriction to the unit circle and (¢ + By, ¢¢) is the standard decomposition into the average
and the average zero part. That is, we look at the trace of the Gaussian Free Field X = Py + Xp + Xp+ on
the deformed circle f;(T) and pull this field back to T using f; (notice that the last term Xp-|y, (r) = 0) . The

extra term @ In I‘ﬁ—ﬂ is here to conform with the transformation properties of the Liouville field. Notice that

Xpo fi =3, Xu(t)e™? where

1 27 i
Xo(t)=— [  Xp(fi(e")e db (2.17)
2r  p2m i0\F (0107
7177,0 1m0’ |1 — ft(e )ft' (6 )| /
E[X,,(t) X ( =1 / / |ft(ei9) (] dede’. (2.18)
We can now register a few formulas: for all z € D\ f,(D)
Lo Ny g 1, L= fO)T) 1
% G]D)(I,ft(e ))d9 —lnm =In m

This formula is just the average principle applied to the harmonic function z — Gp(z, fi(2)) for z € D. Taking
x — f;(e?) yields by continuity for all 6
I , ” 1

Gy o GD(ft(eze)aft(ew ))de’ :mm-
[fe

Now using the mean value property applied to the harmonic function z — In |(Z)| for z € D, we get

L)
2w 0 le®®|

df = —In|f;(0)].

27 27
o / Gp(fi(e ,ft(e“’))dt?dy =
7 om

Similar considerations yleld for s <t

27 2w 1 27 fs ei@ ,
27T 27‘(/ / G]D) ft fs( ))dady:_ﬂ 0 ln| |219|)|d9__1n|fs(0)|

In particular this shows that E[X((s)Xo(t)] = wmin(s,t) and hence Xo(t) = B; is a Brownian motion with
diffusivity w.

Proposition 2.5. Let v = v(2)d. € Vect! (D) with v(0) = 0 and v'(0) = —w < 0, and let f; be the associated
flow. Then the field (By, @) is a continuous process with values in H=*(T) for s > 0 and the operator P
associated to this process, defined for all bounded and continuous F by

PPF(c, ) = | F1(0)| S By [Flc+ B+ 1)) (2.19)

is a Markov semi-group.

Proof. First, the field (c +Ppofi+Qln Kﬁ‘) |1 is clearly continuous in H ~*(T). The property of the second

part of the process is a consequence of the following lemma
Lemma 2.6. Let s > 0. There exist a > 0 and C > 0 such that for all t,t' >0
Elll(Xp 0 fo)lz — (Xo o filell3. i) < Clt — ¢/
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Proof. Writing (n) = (1 + |n|), we have

E { Z<n>—2s

nez

=2ﬁﬂf/ (Gofele®), file™)) + Golfur(e), fule)) = 2Gn(fule”), fu(e®))) @) b
ne? 2w [0,27]2

/O%(XD o fi) (e Mdh — /(J%(XD o ft«)(ew)e_i"ecw’?}

= /02 (G]D)(ft( - ) fi(e* . l)) +GD(ft/(6w),ft/(6wl)) - QGD(ft(eie),ft/(ew,))) (Z <n>—sem(99,)> dodo’

2
nez

27 27
< [ [T IGo U A ) + Golfue). Jule) = 2o (e, ful e =g 08

27 27
%j’/|%ﬁl n(»—%@@%nwwwj%@ww

2 2w 0 0 0 o 1
+2C/O /0 |Gp(fi(e”), fi(e™)) — Gp(fi(e"), fr (€' ))lmd%@’,

where we used the bound ) ., (n)~ 25in(0-0") < 10 — 0| 7125, We only deal with the first term since and
the second is similar. Now we have

2w p2m
| [estnte ﬁ(D—%%()ﬁw/WjWTWW

/tt' < 19—-0/2
+/
[t—t/|>]0—6"|2

But, using the explicit formula Gp(z, z’) = In |‘17,‘,

Go(fu (€), fu(€?)) — Gn(fi(e®), fu(e d9de’

"M==

GD(ft’(ew)uft’(ew/))_G]D(ft( ), fu(e 19/ ‘md&l@’.

the bounds

fe(e?) = fu(@) = CTH |t = | +10 =0, [1= file®) fu(e?)] = e(|t — '] + 10— 0'))

for some ¢ > 0 locally uniform in ¢/, ¢, there is C > 0 locally uniform in ¢,#' so that

/979 2 t—t
‘ | <| ,|
1

Golfo (). fue") = GolFle”). fule"” )| fg—rrgs 1040
[0—0|2<|t—t'| |9_9 | s

/ In
[t—t'| < |0—6"]2

Similarly, one gets

’1 — fu (") fi(e?)

/
e g

(e 19

:/ 111‘1-'—( (6 ) ft( ))fte H o dede/

=t/ < |0—0]2 1— fi(e®) fo(ei®) 16— 9 |12
< / (fi(e™®) = fu () fi(e™®) ’ d0d0’

v <io—or2 | 1= fi(e?)fi(e®) 10— 9'|1 2

1
<C [t —t'| ———=dfdd’ < CJt —t']°.
[t—t| < |6—07]2 |0 — @225
The term in In| %| can be dealt with similarly. O

619) fi(e 07
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On Gaussian spaces, the L? norms are all equivalent on polynomials of fixed bounded degree (see [Jan,
Theorem 3.50]) and therefore for all p > 1 there exists some C' > 0 such that for ¢,¢' > 0

E[ll(Xp o fo)lr = (Xp o f)lrllfy—.(p) < Clt = t'|P2
hence by choosing pa > 2 the Kolmogorov continuity theorem ensures that the process (¢:): >0 admits a
continuous version in H*(T) for s > 0.

We now turn to the Markov property. Let s,t > 0; since fis = fro fs we have the following decomposition

| fits! |fi o fsllfs| fsllfsl |/l
|ft+8| |ft | |f8|

By conformal invariance of Xp and using the Markov property for the Dirichlet GFF, we get that
Xpo fiofs=(P(Xpo fi)lr) o fy + Xpo f,

where P(Xpo f;)|r is the Harmonic extension of (Xpo f;)|r and )Z]D) is an independent Dirichlet GFF. Obviously
for all |z] <1

(Pp+ Xp)o firs +QIn =Pypo fiofs+ Xpo fiofs+Qln + QIn

(Ppo fi)(z) = P((Peo fi)lr)(z)

since both sides are harmonic with same value at |z| = 1 and therefore we can compose with f, to get

Pyo fiofs=P((Pyo fi)lr)o f
Finally, we have for all |z| < 1

7 o
Plin g m =) =200

since both sides are harmonic with same value at |z| = 1 and therefore we can compose with f; to get

7 o LI
Plnypiin e flz) =t =g

We can combine the previous identities to get the claimed Markov property. 0

2 .
In order to describe the invariant measure of the operator | f; (0)|_QTPtO, we identify the kernel — In |h(e'?)—
h(e?®")| (recall that h appears in Lemma 2.3) with the resolvent of a jump operator across the curve h(T) and
deduce the existence of a Gaussian field with this covariance.

Lemma 2.7. There exists a Gaussian random variable X, € H—*(T), with vanishing mean and covariance

1

]E[Xh(eie)Xh(eiel)] =In W

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for all real non zero f € L?(T) with fo% f(e®)do =0,

27 2
/ / |h 610 (610/)| f( w)f(ewl)dode/ >0 (2.20)

namely that the kernel is positive definite (see [Jan]). Let K be the single layer operator K : C*°(T) — C°(R?)

/th ) f(e)de

with G(x,2') = (2r)"!ln =7 the Green’s function on R2. We have AKf = 0 in R? \ A(T) and ((0;} —

O)K f)(h(e?)) = % where (?j is the outward unit normal derivative in h(ID) and 0, the outward unit

normal derivative in R? \ h(D). Thus K f solves a Neumann problem

foh_1

AKf=0inR*\ W(T), (8 —9,)K flner
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moreover we see that
27

K f(x) = —(2m) " In(|a]) ; F(e)d0 + O(1/]z]) as |z] — oo

so Kf(z) — 0 as |z| = oo if f027r f(e?)df = 0. Tt is also direct to check that |[VK f(z)| = O(1/|z|?) for large
|z| so that we can write using Green’s formula and (2.21)

t/|VK7@m%u:1/ |VKf@n%M+1/ VEf@)Pde= [ F(e®)E)(h())d
R2 R2\h(D) h(D)

0
which is nothing more than the left hand side of (2.20). O

Let P, be the probability measure induced by X, + @ In ﬁ on H*(T) for s > 0 (recall that w and v appear
in Proposition 2.5) and denote

p=de® Py (2.22)
the product measure on H*(T).
If v =0(2)0, with v(z) = —wz — Y oo | v,2" T, we define the operator HY via the following formula:
VEF € Coxp, HYF = wHF + > Re(v,) (L) +LY)F +4 Y Im(v,)(L) — LY)F, (2.23)
n=1 n=1

One should notice that in the two sums Y., only a finite number of terms are not equal to 0 because
F € Cexp and therefore the above quantity is well defined. In particular, H? := HY  (recall vo = —29.) is the
free field Hamiltonian whose expression is (2.1).

The main result of this section is the following theorem which establishes the link between H{ and P_:

Theorem 2.8. Let v = v(2)0, be a Markovian vector field such that v(0) = 0, v'(0) = —w and v admits
a holomorphic extension in a neighborhood of . There exists an absolute constant K > 0 such that if
w> Ky 5 |van® then the operator HY defined in (2.23) admits a closed extension such that e HY s g

2
continuous contraction semigroup on H = L*(R x Q). The semigroup |fg(0)|7QTPtO admits pp of (2.22) as

) , . , ) , o o _+HO
invariant measure, this measure is absolutely continuous with respect to g and PP coincides with e~ v on

L2 (R X Q’]r)
We will first prove the following intermediate lemma:

2
Lemma 2.9. The semigroup |f,5’(0)|_QTPtO with PP defined by (2.19) admits py, as an invariant measure and
the measure pup, is absolutely continuous with respect to .

Proof. We first want to apply Example 3.8.15 in [Bo91] to show convergence in law of ¢; towards X, + @ In ﬁ
as t tends to infinity. Let s > 0. For all g(0) = 3", 5. 2xe™ € H5(T) and ¢'(0) = >, 5. 216 € H*(T),
we have

27 2 _ 0 619/
E[(9. (X0 0 i)oo' (Ko 0 k-] = s [ 0007 @y L= M gy

where §(0) = >, .z (14 |k[) 2% 2™ and §'(0") = Ekez*(l + k)72 2e " . Since g, ¢’ have average 0,

27 2w i60 0’

/ _ ~/ |1_ft(e )ft(e )l /

EBQ, (Xpo fi)lr) g+ (9, (Xp o ft)l']l‘>H*S('J1‘ = @2 / / |ewtft(ei9) o f ()] dfdo".
We have the following convergence (recall f(z) — 0 and e*! f;(z) — h(z) as t — oo uniformly in z)

27 2w 0 /
11— fi(e) fu(e®)] 1 2 0an
-1 . , dede . 2.24
bk I e ey | o 2 .
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Now, since HgHL2 (1) S < |lgll3,- 22 (T) Hg||H «(1y> We get from the convergence (2. 24) that

sup  [E[{g, (Xp o fo)lr) s ()] — BI{g, Xn) Fr—s ()]

lgllzsm <1
27 2 iON T 7 07\
11— fi(e®) fe(e™)] 1 /
In - —— —In - —— )dfdf’| — 0.
||qH22( <1 l@m)? / / lewt fi(e?) — et fi(e®®")] |h(e?) — D(e' )|) t—roo
This establishes (ii) of Example 3.8.15 in [Bo91]. We also have that
1 27 27 ) . <7’L>_2S ] ,
2 6 ein 0—6 /
BlI(Xo o Sl = oz || Golhe)ite >>(Z =) dgag
o i (n)—** (60"
_ ° 6’ n (60— /
s / / |1 — fi(c®)ile )|(7% L )doan
1 2w p2w 1 <7’L>_2S . ’
+— In . — =) )doag’.
w7 ), |, e e (Z o )

The first term has norm bounded by Ce~2** f% - (ZnEZ m;;% em((’*(’,)) dfdé’ hence converges to 0 as t

goes to infinity and the second term converges to (Qﬂ)Q 27T 027T In m (ZnEZ W%;% ein(0—0/)> dode’.

This establishes (iii) of Example 3.8.15 in [Bo91].

Finally, using (2.15) and the fact that Pp(0) = 0, the sequence (Pyo f; + QIn ;;t‘ )T converges in H—*(T)
towards ) ln “ ol A8 t goes to infinity; this establishes (i) of Example 3.8.15 in [Bo91]. Hence we have established

convergence of ¢ towards X, + Q In IvHT

Now we turn to the convergence of the couple (B; = Xo(t), ¢:). We denote by ¢, the Fourier modes of
o and X, (t) the random part defined in (2.17).

Consider a continuous function (u,y) — F(u,¢) (u stands for the constant part) such that there exists
a function G(u) such that G(u) = O((1 + |u[?)™") for all N > 0 and such that |F(u,¢)| < G(u). Let us
decompose

Ont = Pnit+ cntBy, with
E B X 2 27 1 _ 0 10/ .
ot o 2 / / LTI —imoggag = o)
)

wt |€wtft 610) ewtf (619’)|

and @, is independent of By. Let ¢; = Y., .y cnie™ and ¢ = 3 ;. @n ™. We have by conditioning
on Bt

(u—c)? ~
|E[\/27thF(c+Bt,gat)—/F(u e+ @y )dul| < / le™ 2= —1||F(u,ct(u—c)+<pt)|du}
R

)2
< /|ei e - 1|G(u)du — 0.
R t—o0

Now, one can show that ¢, converges in law towards X + @ In ﬁ (since ¢y — @; converges in probability
towards 0) and ¢; converges as ¢ goes to infinity towards 0 in H*(T). We have

E[/R F(u,ci(u—c¢)+ @p)du] = /RE[F(U ca(u—c)+@)ldu — E[F(u, X) — Qln |UO|J|T )]du

t—o00 R

where we have used the weak convergence at u fixed and the dominated convergence theorem.
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If we fix to > 0 the continuous function (u, ) — P, F(u, ) satisfies also that its norm is dominated by a
positive function G(u) = O((1 + |u[?)~N) for all N > 0, hence we get that

V2rwtPy(Py, F)(c, ), E[(PtOF)(UaXh_QIH%)]dU

=0 JR
By using the semigroup property, we deduce the following identity

/ E[(Pyy F)(u, Xp,)]du = / E[F(u, Xp)]du. (2.25)
R

R

To summarize, we have proved that (2.25) holds for all continuous function (u, ) — F(u, ) such that there
exists a function G(u) = O((1 + |u|?)~%) for all N > 0 and for which |F(u, )| < G(u). We can extend the
above identity to all bounded Borelian functions by a density argument.

Finally, we have to show that the measure p;, is absolutely continuous with respect to po. In order to do
so, we have to show that Py is absolutely continuous with respect to Py. We have the following lemma:

Lemma 2.10. There exists a constant C > 0 and p € (0,1) such that for all n,p € Z*

‘/ ) / ) Ablad e~ e 49
610 h(ezﬁ’)|

Proof. The function h can be extended to a univalent function on (1 + §)D for some ¢ > 0. Therefore,

h(z)—=h(w) . ‘
% is equal to exp(D_, 4 > 0 @ik wh) where |a;j x| < CW.

Relation (2.26) can then be seen by writing In % =Re (ij >0 ajﬁkeijeeikel). O

< Cplnitivl, (2.26)

the holomorphic function (z,w) —

Let Giq be the operator on L2(T) whose integral kernel is given by the covariance —In|e®® — ¢'| of
X1q4: a direct computation shows that it is equal to the Fourier multiplier Giq = 7T|D|_1 where we set
|D|=%ei"? := |n|=%*e and |D|=*1 := 0 for s € R. Let G}, be the operator on L?(T) whose integral kernel is
given by the covariance of Xj. By Lemma 2.10, we have

Gp=Gu+W

where W is a smoothing operator, bounded as operators H N (T) — H™(T) for all N > 0. We can then write
G = G1/2(Id+ W)G % for some W satisfying the same properties as W, and Id + Wisa positive self-adjoint
Fredholm operator on Hy '~2*(T) = {f € H~'~2%(T) | (f,1) = 0} for s > 0 thus there is C > 0 such that for
all f € Hy*(T)

“HGwf. fre <(Guf. f)re < C(Guaf, f)re

Since E[{g, Xn|r)%—.(r)] = (G| D|7*°9, ID|7**g) 12 = (Gnf. f)r2 with f:=[D|7**g € Hy*(T), we get

C™'E[(g, X1alr) 5+ ()] < El{g, Xnl1) - ()] < CE[(g, Xtalm)F-+ ()]

and so X, and Xiq have the same Cameron-Martin space. Therefore we can conclude that both fields yield
equivalent probability measures by using the discussion at the bottom of p.294 in [Bo91]. 0

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Consider the Hilbert space (D(Qp), Qo) and the quadratic form QY (F, F) := (HYF, F),

on Cexp-
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Using Lemma 2.1, there is C > 0 such that for for all F' € Cexp
Re(QY (F, F)) = w(H°F, F)5 + Re( ) _ Re(vy){(LS + LY)F, F)y +i > Im(v,){(LS — L) F, F),)

n =1 n>1

> wQo(F,F) — > [Re(v,)[[(LY + LY)F, F)o| — > [Im(v,)[[(LY — L)) F, F)y

n>1 n>1

> wQo(F, F) —2C( > n*([Re(va)| + |Imvn|))Qo(F, F)

n>1
> (w —2C Z n2|vn|) Qo(F, F).
n>1
On the other hand one also has by the same argument

QY (FF) < (w20 3 nlonl ) Qo(F, F).

n>1
Choosing w > 2C (Zn >1 n2|vn|) + 1, we see that there is Cy > 1 such that

Cy ' Qu(F, F) <|QY(F, F)| < CoQo(F, F)

which implies that QY is a closed quadratic form, that extends to D(Qyp), and also that there is 6 € (0,7/2)
so that |arg(QY(F, F)| < 0 for all ' € D(Qp). This means that QY is strictly m-accretive [ReSil, Chapter
VIIL.6]. By Theorem VIII.16 and the following Lemma in [ReSil], there is a unique closed operator extending
HY defined in a dense domain D(HY) C D(Qp), with (HY — A\)~! invertible if Re(\) < 0, and resolvent
bound ||(HY — )~} ||H_,H (—Re()\))~!. By the Hille-Yosida theorem, H? is the generator of a contraction
semi-group denoted e —tHy Next, we notice that if Hg is the real Hilbert space consisting of the real valued
elements F' € H, we can restrict QY to Dr(Qop) := D(Qp) N Hg, then it is easily seen that QY (F, F) > 0. In
view of the discussion above, it is then a coercive closed form in the sense of [MaRo, Definition 2.4].

Now we show that e~*Hv and Pt0 coincide on Cexp. We first consider a function F' in Cexp, of the form

f(e, (¢n)nej—n,n7)- In this case, we get that for all ¢, with B; the Brownian motion,
PtOF(c, ©) =Ey[f(c+ Bi,o-nNyts-- - 9N,1)]

where ¢, ; denotes the Fourier modes of ¢;. From the previous discussions on f;, we have the series represen-

tation
ft( 19 —wt 19 + Z 1]0
j=2

for some «a;(t) = O(e**) and therefore for n > 1

2 n—1

1 : : 1 : : _
oni =gz [ PR a0+ o [ Xo(le e D = o, S dn(Bpn + Xalt) (227
T Jo 2m Jo k=1

where

G = Y o (0)-a ().

Jiyedie 21
Jittik=n

A similar relation holds for negative n (with ¢_,, in place of ¢,,). We deduce that for fixed ¢ the function PYF
depends only on (¢, (¢n)n| < n). From (2.27) and using that B; is a Brownian motion, for all &, 3, M, there
is C' > 0 (depending locally uniformly on ¢ and whose value changes from line to line) so that

10507, PP (e, )] < O{(,)) "Egle™ MM PN (X_n (8), ..., Xn (D))
< Ce Ml (@, y) PE [MPH(X_n (8), .., Xn(1))"]
Ce Ml (@, )

\Y)

/

N
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thus PPF € Coxp, i-€. P Coxp = Coxp-
In this case, we can apply Propositions 2.11 and 2.12 (recall the expression (2.5)) to show that the following
holds in L2(R x Qr, o)
OP'F = 0,|s=oP)(P)F) = —HP)F, P F|i—o=F (2.28)

This is because for fixed ¢ the function PYF belongs to Cexp. By using uniqueness of the solution in equation
2.28), we see that for all ¢ > 0 the identit e~tHyF = POF holds everywhere. This identity can be extended
y t
to L2(R x Q) by a density argument.

Now, we prove the key relation (2.28). This is the purpose of the following two Propositions:

Proposition 2.11. For all v € Vect! (D), let us define the operator V on Cexp by

Vo EF(p) := —%|t:0F(( ofi+Qln ||?|| )|T).

The above quantity exists in the classical sense for all ¢ € H*(T) and the limit which defines the derivative
converges in L? if F € Coxp- We have V, = Zn >0 vV where

V., = Re (Qn@n + 2 Z mgam[)ner) .

m=1

The C-linear and C-antilinear parts of V,, are

1 = 1 =
VO = EQnan + Z MPmOntm, Vol = §Qn6_n + Z MP—mO—p—m-

m=1 m=1

Proof. Let ¢ € C>°(T) (we can suppose that ¢ € C*°(T) because F' depends on a finite number of variables),
which we write in Fourier expansion
(0) = Z Sﬁneme

nez
where ¢_,, = @, for all n € Z.

Let v = vd, € Vect] (D) generating the infinitesimal deformation f;(z) = z + tv(z) + o(t). We have

5] o(z)
)] ~) ol

v(z)

z

Pyo fi(z) + Qln

= Py(z + tv(2)) + QReln(1 + tv'(2)) — QIn|z| — QReln (

= Pp(z) + 2tRe(v(2)0, Pp(z)) + tQRe(v'(2)) — QIn|z| — tQRe(

@)) + o(t).

) +o(t)
= Py(2) — QInz| + tRe(20()0.0(2) + QV/() = Q

We can consider the case v, = —z"119, since the general case is just a linear combination of this case.
Specialising to v,, = —2"*10,, we obtain for all k € Z

27 i0
—/ (P<P o fi(e”) +Qn ||?E€ §||> e=™0d0 =gy, — t(k —n)pk—nlk > ny1 — tn%%\—n

+t(k +n)Pkinli < —n—1 + 0(t)

For F' € Cexp, we then deduce the following limit in L?

|ft|)‘ ) nQ (a F+0- F) Z (m(pman-i-m +m90—ma—m—n)F- ]

d
-—  F{(P 1
dt j1=o (( (poft+Qn|f| m>1
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Proposition 2.12. For all v € Vect (D), let us define the operator Ay on Cexp by

d

AvF(p) = _a“:O

E, [F (¢ + (Xp o fi)lr)] -

The above quantity exists in the classical sense for all ¢ € H*(T) and the limit which defines the derivative
converges in L? if F € Cexp. This definition extends uniquely to all v € Vect(D), where A,, := Ay, is given
for alln >0 by

1
A, =—5Re (Z anmam> .

meZ
The C-linear and C-antilinear parts of A, are

Al = % > OnmOm: A, = % > 0 mOm.

mezZ mEeZ

The proof of this proposition relies on the following simple lemma about finite dimensional Gaussian random
variables.

Lemma 2.13. Let n € N and C; = t(C + K;) be covariance matrices on R™ such that Ky — 0 as t — 0.
Let & ~ N(0,C + K;). Then, for all F € C*(R™) such that F and its derivatives have at most exponential
growth, for all v € R™, we have

- EIF( £ Vig)] - Fla)
t—0 t
where Hess F;, denotes the Hessian of F' at x.

= %E[Hess Fy(&0,%0)]

Proof. Let € € (0, ). We have

T
[E[F( + Vi&)] ~ F(x) - 2 ElHess Fy (6,6
= [E[F(x + Vi&) ~ F(a) ~ VIVF. (&) ~ gHess Fu(6, &)

< E|F(z +Vig) — F(z) — VIVE, (&) — %Hess Fu(n, &)

67%<(C+Kt)u,u>

t
_ /n |F(x + Vtu) — F(z) — VIVF,(u) — 5Hess Fp(u,u) (27)7/2 det(C + Kt)du
/ e—%((C’—i—Kt)u,u)
_ /u| . VP Vi) = F(@) = VIV Es(w) = FHess Fo(u,u) r) 7 den @+ Ko
; e— 3 ((C+ K )u,u)
+ /|u>te IF @+ Viu) = (@) = VIVEa(u) = gHess Fo(u, )| oo du

< Mt*E=97m¢ 4 Mye =@ = O(#2 7<) = o(1),

for some constants Mi, My, a > 0. For the first bound, we used that F is C? around z, so the integrand is
uniformly O(t3(2=9) in the region |u| < t~¢. For the second bound, we used the exponential bound on the
growth of F' and some elementary bounds on the Gaussian density in the region |u| > t~¢.

Finally, we have [E[Hess F (¢, &) — Hess Fy (€0, &)l = O(1IK:]) = o(1). O

Proof of Proposition 2.12. Since F' € Cexp, we will apply the previous lemma where the covariance matrices
are those of the finite-dimensional distributions of (Xp o fi)|r. By the lemma, it suffices to compute the
derivative at ¢t = 0 of this covariance matrix.
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We write
(X]D) o ft Z X mG
ne
where X, (t) is given by (2.17) with covariance (2.18). First, we show that the covariance is differentiable with
respect to ¢ and that the differential exists at ¢ = 0. First, we have for z # 2/ € D,

R D) O o () ~ o)
fi(z) = fu) filz) = fulz)
This term has the finite limit Re(f/(z)v'(f:(2))) as 2’ — z, and 0y In | fi(z) — fi(2")] is uniformly bounded with

—2
respect to ¢ (in compact sets) on D", Applying the dominated convergence theorem, we have

o i0 i0’ 71919’d9d9/ e ))—U(ft( )) ﬂ'eie’dedol
o [ [ miste) = e e GG = [T [ e (EER ST ) o S8

2 27 10 6’
Re ( ) e—ipeeiqel dode’ .
50 619 e’ 472

Now we treat the term In |1 — f(2)fi(2")|, which is the real part of a holomorphic (resp. antiholomorphic)

function in z (resp. 2’) converging in the disc. The values [ [In(1 — ft(ew)ft(ew'))e’ipeeiqe,%df/ are the

drIn|fi(z) — fi(2)] = OReln(fi(z) — fu(2)) =

coefficients of the power series expansion of this function at 0. The derivatives with respect to t of these
coefficients are the coefficients of the function 9y In(1 — fy(2)fi(2/)) = —WeEDLEVHOUED) - Ag ¢ -

1—fe(2)fe(2))
0, this function converges uniformly on compact sets of D? to —%, which is holomorphic (resp.

antiholomorphic) in z (resp. z’). Therefore, the coefficients of the expansion converge individually. Moreover,

—2
the limiting function has a continuation to D~ with simple poles at z = 2’ € T. Thus,

e dOde i0)o—i0" 4 iy (i’ , dOde’
6t|t:o/ In|1— fi(e”) fi(e®®")]e” P10 — = —/ Re (v(e )e ,+e v(e )> e~ piaf
(0,272 [0,27]

472 1 — ei(6-6") 4r2

where the integral is understood in the principal value sense (the formula computes the coefficients of the
power series expansion of the integrand).

Putting the two contributions together, we get

hp,q = Otlt=0E [X,(t )X—q(f)]

21 27r 19 6’ I WIRTIAN —i6’ 6
—v(e ; ) N e U(e ){ N e p(e ,) o P giat! d9d9" (2.29)
610 — et 1 — i(6—0") 1 — i(6—0") A2
To get explicit formulas for these operators, we need to compute hy, 4 for v(z) = —z — 2"+ n > 0. Since
the derivative of the covariance this is linear in v, it suffices to compute each term in (2.29) separately for
v(z) = —z and v(z) = —2""L. We thus do it for v(z) = —2z"T! for n > 0. The first term is given by
2 p2m z(nJrl) _ez(nJrl) . ipd lqeldedel 2m  p2m i pe e k+q)9’d9d0/
o0 _ oib’
(2.30)
11f0 <nandg=p-—n
0 otherwise.

and the conjugate term by

(2.31)

e—1it’ 42

2m 21 —i(n41)0 _ e—i(n-l—l)@ " 4646’ lif —n<p<O0andg=p+n
/ / — | 0 otherwise.
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To compute the other terms, we look at the power series expansion of the integrand and extract the relevant
coefficient. For instance, we have

2m 2w i g —i(n+1)0 v it dede’ °n 2ﬂ—ie—i(p—l—k)éei(q—n—l—k)G' dede’
1 i) © 42 o o pors 472

lifp>0andg=p+n
] 0 otherwise.

We proceed similarly for the other terms and we collect all the results below:

/277 /271' o0l (n+1)6 ipd 1q9’ dode’ _ {1 lfp < 0 and q=p—n

1T_ei6-0)° 472 0 otherwise.
/27r /271' e—i0’ gi(n+1)8 it it d6‘d9' lifp>nandg=p—n (2.32)
e e .
1 —ei0-0) 4r? 0 otherwise.
2w 2w Lif' —i(n+1)0 J—— d6de’ lifp<—nandg=p+n
/ / T_ew0-07°  ° T4x2 T )0 otherwise.

For Markovian v, the operator Ay is the generator of a (complex) Brownian motion with covariance matrix

(hp,g)p.gez, i-e. )
=5 > hpg0p0—g.
P,qEZL

For F' € Cexp, this reduces to a finite sum, and we deduce the claim about the convergence to Ay F' in L2,

Now, summing up all six terms appearing in (2.30), (2.31) and (2.32), we obtain for v = v,

1
hp.q = 5(5%1),” + Og.ptn) (2.33)
so that
1 1
Ap = 4 Z (8g,p+n + Ogp—n)0p0—q = 1 Z On—mOm + O—n—mOm
P,qEZL meZ
1
= SRe <Z an_mam> :
meZ

Notice that (2.29) is the real part of a complex linear map in v; this gives the decomposition Ay, = AT +A7.
Retaining only the complex linear (resp. antilinear) terms in v, we have

1 1
+ _ . - _
hp,q 2611710—"7 hp,q - 56117;04'717
so that ) )
+ _ . - _
AL =1 > OnmOm; A, = 1 > 0 mOm. O
meEZ meZ

3. LIOUVILLE OPERATORS

In this Section, we construct a representation of the Virasoro algebra for the Liouville theory by adding a
potential term in the Markovian process introduced above for the Gaussian Free Field, producing a Feynman-
Kac for the Liouville semi-groups. The potential is the mass of D\ f;(D) for the Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos
measure if f; is the flow of the considered Markovian vector field. We show that the generators of the Liouville
semi-groups induce a representation of the Virasoro algebra, and we compare the construction of the Liouville
descendant states from [GKRV20] (constructed using the stress-energy tensor and an intertwining procedure
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between the free field theory and the Liouville theory) with the iterated applications of our Virasoro operators
to the primary fields.

3.1. Definition and Feynman-Kac formula. In this section we define the Liouville operators. These will
be densely defined, unbounded operators on the Liouville Hilbert space L?(de @ P). The operators associated
with Markovian vector fields are closable operators. They form the natural generalisation of the Liouville
Hamiltonian of [GKRV20, Section 5], and they are the basis for the definition of operators associated with
non-Markovian vector fields.

Let v = v(2)0, € Vect! (D) with v(z) = — 3> | v,2"*! such that v(0) = 0, v/(0) = —w and satisfying
the conditions of Theorem 2.8. Recall that w > K>~ |vn|n? where K > 0 is the constant which appears
in Theorem 2.8. We consider the positive measure doy () = —Re(e~?v(e??))df. One can then define the
Dirichlet form on Ceyp via the formula

21
Qu(F,G) i= Q°(F, G) + p(e"Vu F,G)a,  with Vi = / 1Oy (6). (3.1)
0

When v < +/2, this potential is an LP(Qg) function if 1 < p < 2/4%, while when v € [V/2,2), we de-
fine the potential term in (3.1) by using the Girsanov formula to shift the variables similarly to [GKRV20,
Section 5]. More specifically for F,G € Cexp of the form F(c,¢) = F(c,z1,y1,-- ,zn,yn) and G(c, ) =
G(e, 21,91, ,xN,YN) , we set the following definition

(e"VYGF, F)g :=

/R/o ! eE[(F(c,z1 4+ ycos(d),y1 — ysin(f),- - ,on + \/LN cos(NO),yn — \/LN sin(NH))2]dgv(6‘)dc.

The general case (€7°V, F,G)2. with F,G € Cexp can be obtained by polarization. Since dg, has a positive
smooth density with respect to df, there is a constant C' > 1 such that C~'V < Vi, < CV as bounded
operators D(Q) — D’(Q) and therefore we have for all F' € Cey,p

C™'Q(F,F) < Q,(F,F) < CQ(F,F). (3.2)

The form Q, is a positive definite bilinear form satisfying the strong sector condition, namely there exists
K > 0 such that for all F,G € D(Q), the (modified) Cauchy-Schwarz inequality holds

O (F,G) < KQ,(F, F)?*Q,(G,G)'/2.

By inequality (3.2) and using the fact that Q is closable, we know that Q. is closable and the domain of
Q. coincides with the domain of Q. Hence Q. is a coercive closed form: there exists a unique continuous
contraction semigroup associated to Qy, denoted e~ v and its generator

H, : D(Q) — D'(Q)
is the operator

H, =HS + 5"V, = wH" + Y Re(v,)(L) + L) +i Y Im(v,)(LY — LY) + pe™ Vs,

n>1 n>1

~ (3.3)
=wH + Z vp Ly, + Z , L,
n>1 n>1
where
L 27 ] - _ U 2w )
L, =LY + 2¢"° / e7?@emfqp L, =L° + 7¢° / Ve e=ind g, (3.4)
0 0
Notice that L,, can be recovered as a sum of operators Hy, with v Markovian by the formula
1 ) 1 .
L, = §(HWVO+VH — iHyvgtiv, ) — gw(l —i)H. (3.5)
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The adjoint HE : D(Q) — D’'(Q) of Hy is defined by the identity: for all F, G € D(Q)
(H{F,G)2 = (F HyG)2,
and we set for n > 1
L_,:=L*:D(Q) - D'(Q), L_,:=L*:D(Q)— D'(Q).

Now, we consider the following operator Py, for ¢ > 0, defined for F' bounded on H*(T) (with s > 0) by the
formula:

PF(e ) = O] T [F((e+ X o fi+ Qual AL ple)e 7 e ] (36)

where D¢ := D\ f;(D), X = Py + Xp is the Gaussian Free Field from (2.7) (we use that Xp- o fi|r = 0 and
Xp+|pe = 0). We prove the following important property of P;:

Theorem 3.1. The operator P; is a semigroup, which coincides with e=™ v on L?*(R x Q).

Proof. The map (5,0) — fo(e?) is a diffeomorphism from (0,¢) x T to Df, and its Jacobian is given by
—Re(e ®u(fs(e?)) (ew)). Therefore, for € > 0 we get that

R 2m
/ E%evxe@)' L // 5| (¢)| QX! "Re (e u(f(e)) Fi(7) ) dbds
c x

where the cutoff X, is defined via circle averages X (z) = 5= f027TX($ + ee?)df. Now we have up to a
neglectable term X (fs(e™)) = (X o fs)e, ,(e"?) where €59 = ‘f/(z 77 This leads to (up to a neglectable term)
i FAG
/ € > e'yX () - Q / / 7((X°fs)es o(e “)+Q1In Ifs (619)‘)Re( —igV (fS( ))>d9d8
¢ |z |7 fie®)

AR
Since In % is regular, we get by a change of variables on the cutoff that

t 27 2 )
X (@) dz = —lim e%ev“’s’é(e)Re(eﬂeM)des (3.7)
¢ |$|VQ =0.Jo Jo 2(ei?)

where we recall that o (0) = (X o f;)(e?®)+Q1In]| ;fgzw) | and ¢ () is its regularization at scale e. Recall from

Lemma 2.4 that %5:))) does not depend on s and therefore

1 t 27 ) ]
/ e'VX(z)| R dz = —lim/ / 672/267“"5’5(H)Re(eﬂev(ew))d@ds. (3.8)
3 r 0

e—0 0

The above formula shows that P; is a semigroup since it is obtained from P? via a Feynman-Kac type formula.
Thanks to the free case, we know that for F' € Cexp, || PeF||2 < ||P2F||2 < ||F||2 and hence P; can be extended
on L? into a contraction semigroup T,. By adapting the arguments of [GKRV20, Section 5] one can show that
for all F,G € Cexp One has

< L= Tt)F’ G>2

t <(I—Pt)F

. ,G>2 o (HUF,G)s.

The above convergence is based on the the weak convergence of measures %ﬁcdx — oy on D, and the rest of

the proof follows [GKRV20, Section 5] since we know that w converges in L? to H)F as t goes to 0.

Let P/ be the semigroup of the form (3.6) where one works with the first N harmonics of ¢ and similarly
for HY, QY. One can adapt the arguments of [GKRV20, Section 5] to show that PN = e~tHY (see Proposition
5.3 in [GKRV20]). In the sequel, we will consider the semigroups and the quadratic forms on the space of real
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functions (this no restriction by a linearity argument). Let A > 0 and F' € Cexp be real valued. We have for
all real valued G € Cexp

MRYF,G)2 + QY (RY F,G) = (F,G)2
where Rﬁ\v is the resolvent associated to P. Since Rﬁ\v F and G depends on the first N harmonics for N large,
the following holds by definition of Q. if G depends on the first N harmonics

MRYF,G)y + Qy(RYF,G) = (F,G),. (3.9)

The above identity for G = RY F shows that supy >19v (RYF, RY F) < 0o. Moreover, by adapting [GKRV20,
Section 5] (see proof of Proposition 5.5), we know that RY F converges in L?(R x Qr) to RyF where R is the
resolvent associated to P;. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 2.12 in [MaRo] which yields that RyF € D(Qy)
and one can find a subsequence (Rf\v *F)k > 1 which converges in Cesaro mean to RyF with respect to Q.
Hence, we can take the limit in (3.9) which yields for all G € Cexp

MRAF, G)2 + Qu(RAF,G) = (F,G)s. (3.10)

Since Cexp is dense in the domain of Q,, this shows that R is equal to the resolvent associated to Qv on Cexp.
Since Cexp is dense in L*(R x Qr), this implies that R, is the resolvent associated to Q. By uniqueness of
the resolvent, we have proved the desired result. 0

3.2. Liouville descendant states. In this section we recall the definition and properties of the Poisson
operator introduced in [GKRV20, Section 6]. This will be used to describe the diagonalization of the Liouville
Hamiltonian and obtain a representation of the Virasoro algebra.

3.2.1. The spectral Riemann surface. Let Dy := {4, := Q £14y/2j|j € N} and consider the non-compact
Riemann surface ¥ so that r;(a) := /—(a — Q)? — 25 are holomorphic functions for all 2j > 0 and so that
for each a € &, Im(y/— (v — Q)% — 27) > 0 for j € N large enough. Here we use the convention that for j = 0,
ro(a) = —i(a — Q). The surface ¥ is as a ramified covering 7 : ¥ — C with ramifications of order 2 at Dj.
We identify the half-space {a € C|Re(a) < @} with a subset of ¥ using a complex embedding by the section
s so that Im(y/—(s(a) — Q)% —24) > 0 for all j € Ny if Re(a) < Q. The group G of automorphisms of the
covering is abelian and generated by elements (y+;);, of order 2, corresponding to simple loops around a;
and we have 7;(v;(a)) = —r; ().

3.2.2. Poisson operator. Let us define the family of Poisson operators Pe(«) as in [GKRV20, Section 6]. First,
we use the finite dimensional space for ¢ € Ny

l
Ey = P ker(P — j) € L*(Qr, Pr). (3.11)
§=0

and let IIg, and Iy p—j;) be the orthogonal projections on respectively Ey and ker(P — j).

We next choose a function p € C°°(R) satisfying p(c) = ¢ for ¢ < — 1 and p(¢) = 0 for ¢ > 0. We consider
the space e~ #7D(Q) as the space of functions F' such that e¢’?F € D(Q) and it is equipped with the norm
| F'llesep(0) = |e°PF||p(g) - Below, we use the determination of the logarithm with a cut at R*: we set

VRe® = /Re®/? for € [0,27) and R > 0.

Proposition 3.2 (Proposition 6.19 in [GKRV20]). Let 0 < 8 < v/2 and ¢ € N. Then there is an analytic
family of operators Py(c)

Py(a) : By — e PPD(Q)
in the region

{a:Q+ip€C Re(a)<Q,Im\/p2—2€<ﬂ}U{Q—l—z'pEQ—l—iR‘|p|E U(\/2_j,\/2(j+1))}, (3.12)

jztl
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continuous at each Q +1i\/2j for j = ¢, satisfying (H — ngpz YPe(a)F = 0 and in the region {c < 0}

'Pg(a)F _ Z (Fj—eics/p2,2j _’_Fjﬂ-(a)efics/m,ﬂ) —I—Gg(a,F) (3'13)

Jjst
with F;” = yerp—j) I, Ff(oz) € ker(P — j), and Go(o, F) € D(Q) can be decomposed into

Gola, F) = Gia, F) + G2(a, F), Gl(a,F) € e*?L*(R x Qr), T, (G2(a, F)) = 0.

For F € Ey, u=Py(a)F is the unique solution in e=PPD(Q) to the equation (H — Q2;rp2 Ju = 0 satisfying that
for x € C®(R)equal to 1 in ¢ < — 1 and with support in (—o0,0), there are Fj‘(oz) € ker(P — j) such that

() (1= Y (M) ) V72 4 Ff () ™V ) ) € D(Q).
Jst

Finally, Fj‘(a) depends analytically on « in the region (3.12) and the operator Py(«) admits a meromorphic
extension to the region

{a=Q+ipes|vj<tmyi?—2j € (8/2-7,6/2)} (3.14)

and Pe(a)F satisfies (3.13) in that region.

We notice that, by uniqueness of the expansion (3.13), for j < ¢ and |p| > v/2¢, we have

PZ(Q + ip)'kcr(Pfj) = Pj (Q + ip)'kcr(Pfj)- (315)

3.2.3. Verma modules and highest weight vectors for the free field. We shall use a particular eigenbasis of P
that is parametrized by the Young diagrams and that is adapted to the Virasoro algebra. Recall that a Young
diagram v is a non-increasing finite sequence of integers 4 > ... > v, > 0. We denote by 7 the union of {0}
and the set of Young diagrams and we denote by [v| = >_, v; its length. We shall write 7,, := {v € T | |[v| = n}.
Notice that 7 can be viewed as a subset of N, where A is the set of sequences (k) >0 € NISI“ so that there
is ng with k,, = 0 for all n > ng. Given two elements v = (v;);c(1,5) € N and U = (¥;);c(1,;) € N we define the
operators on Cexp

L', =12, ---L%, , L0 =10 - L%,
L0 .— 1.0 L0 io o io io (3'16)
v Myt My v Hp T My
and define the functions
w0 ;=L L, 90, (3.17)

with the convention that \112)070 = W0 = e(@=@ec  The following 3 properties are proved in [GKRV20,
Proposition 4.9]: first,

HOU? | == (2A, + |[v| + |7]) W2 where recall that A, = g(Q — %)

then, for each v, € T, there is a polynomial Q,, , 5 in the variables (2, yn)n so that
\I/g,u,ﬁ = Qa,v,ﬁqjgv PQuvy= (Jvl + |;|)Qa,u,l7- (3.18)
and finally span{Q, .7 |v,v € T, [v| + V| = £} =ker(P — () if a ¢ Q — 3N — %N. More generally, a relation
of the form (3.18) holds if v,v € N with Q, .5 € ker(P — [v| — [P]) where |[v| = 3", v; and [v] = 32, 7;. In
fact if ny,...,nx € Nand nq,...,np € N, then
k/

k
L, ..., L0, .. .L°, u)¢ span{\ygw e T vl =3 ny, 7] = Zaj}
j=0 Jj=0
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ifaog@—3N— %N. In particular, for n € Z, if v, € T, there are coefficients ¢2(v,v') € C, that are 0 when
lv] —n # V'], so that

L?zlllgzvﬁ_ ZEQV}/ au’w L?L\I]gvﬁ_ZEQNNI a,v, v’ (319)
v'eT
Moreover, when 0 < n < vy, and v = (vi,..., 1), then £2, (v,V") = 0,/ (1), While when n > |v], £ (v,-) = 0.

The functions ¢2 can be computed by commuting recursively LY with the Lo_l,j for those v; < n when writing
WY under the form (3.17). In the proof of [GKRV20, Proposition 4.9], it is shown that

a,v,U

LO \IJO = e(aiQ)cL%aQa7u,;7 LO \IJO = e(a*Q)Ci%O‘QQ)m;

n al/U n OtUV

where L% (and similarly for L%) is an unbounded operator acting on L2(Qr) (i.e only in the (Zn,¥n)n
variables but not on ¢) and well defined on § C L?(Q7) (S is defined in Section 2.1); it also satisfies (L9%)* =
L2297 on L2(Qr). By (3.19)

Z 6?{(V7 V/)Qa,u’,ﬁ - L%QQQ,U,'I;; Z ga v N/ Qa v, v/ — LO aQa v,U- (320)
v'eT veT
Following [GKRV20, Section 6.4], we define the Hilbert space

oo

Hr = @Cd" T = Z<Um ’U;7,>dn

n=0
where d,, = #7,, and (-,-)g, is the standard Hermitian product on C. If (e,),ec7 denotes the canonical
Hilbert basis of Hy, we see that for a ¢ Q@ — 3Ng — %NO
Lo - Hr QHT — L2(QT)7 e, ® ey — Qa,u,ﬁ

is an isomorphism, but it is not a unitary map since (Qq,,.5)v,5 is not orthonormal. By [GKRV20, Proposition
4.9] we have for P > 0
<QQ+iP,U,;7 QQ+7;P,U’,I7’>L2(QT) = FQ+iP(V7 V/)FQ+iP (;, ;/)

where (Fgiip(v,v'))u. e are the so-called Shapovalov matrices, which satisfy Foiip(v,v') = 0 if |v] # |V/|
and so that (Fo1.p(v,v"))|veT, are invertible for all n € N; the inverse of Fiy;p is denoted F, Q+zP Therefore,
if we equip H7 with the following scalar product

/ / — / /
(u, u)gtip = g Fotir(v, vV )u,t,s, foru= g Uyey,, u = g u,ey,
v v

v €T
the map Zgyip : (HT@H71, (-, )@1ip @ (-, )otip) — L*(Qr) becomes a unitary isomorphism of Hilbert spaces.
Let us consider the linear maps for a ¢ @ — N — %N
0 Hr = Hy, L(en) = Y (w,V )ew (3.21)
v'eT

and we also call £ (resp. KO‘) the action of £& on Hr & Hy on the left variable (resp. on Hy ® Hs on the
right variable). Notice from (3.20) that Z,¢® = L%°Z,, and Z,¢* = L9*Z,. From (3.20) and the fact that
(LO-Q+iPyx — 09T f5r P> 0, we conclude that (égﬂp) = Kg:flp on (Hr, (-, -)g+ip) and

(3P =020, (@) =157 on (Mr @ Uy, (-, )g4ip) © (- )qrip). (322)
Let us now define the vector spaces V0, V.. by
VO :=span{¥) , |veT}C elRe(@)=QlH+alp@I L2(R x Qr),
V7 = span{ ¥’ o5 |v e T} ellRe@=QIFale@IL2(R x Q)
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In the langage of representation theory (see [Sch, Chapter 6]), if o ¢ Q@ — 3No — %NO the state U0 is a highest
weight vector associated to the highest weight representation of Virasoro algebra Vir(cy,) with central charge
cr = 1+ 6Q? generated by the operators LY for n € Z and cz,, and V? is an associated Verma module (and
similarly for Vg):
{ LoW0 =0, ¥n >0, g%lllg =0, Vn >0,
LOUO = A, 00 LOw0 — A, w0

For a = @Q 4¢P with P > 0, we equip Vg)-i—iP and V%_HP with the scalar product

(F.F v, = (e7"PF, e F ) 12 (qy). (3.23)
Here, we recall from (3.18) that e~ W40 = Qotipr.0 can be viewed as an element in L?(Qr) since it
is independent of ¢ (thus the same holds for any F' € Vg +ip), and the discussion above shows that (3.23) is
non-degenerate if P > 0 since it is given in terms of the Schapovalov matrices, and the two representations LY
in V(O;)JriP and LY in V%HP are then unitary. The direct sum Vir(er) @ Vir(eg) also has a representation into

WY = span{¥)  ;|v,v € T}

U ~; notice that the representation of (L2),

a,v,v?

given by the action of (L), and (L%), on the basis elements ¥
on W2 produces canonically the representation of (LY ),, on V2 by using the inclusion V2 € W2. We use again
the expression (3.23) for the scalar product on Wg ,;p. We see that

{ (M7, (5 )orir) — (Vg-i-in ( '>V2Hip) { (M7, (5 doeir) — (V%Jrin {0y )

0
Q+iP

6;’—>‘I’O

0
ev = Yoiipuo Q+iP,0,5

are unitary isomorphisms, which conjugate respectively L2 and i?l with ¢9TP. One also has a unitary

isomorphism

)

0
Q+iP

e, ey +— WO

{ (HT ®@Hr, <'7 '>Q+iP & <'7 '>Q+iP) - (W%JriP’ <'7 '>V
Q+iPw,v

which allows us to identify
0 350 0
Vaorip @ Vorir W yip-
Since for a ¢ Q — INg — %NO, £ maps a finite sum Zu,ﬁeTN ay,ye, @ ey to a finite sum of the same form
with NV replaced by N —n, we can compose ¢5/2, on such finite sums, and their commutators are given by
the Virasoro commutation laws

~ &

(03, 650] = (0 =)+ T (0 = 1)y (0, E] = (0 =)+ T (0 = 1)

For each P > 0, the (¢9*+'F), thus forms a unitary representations of the Virasoro algebra into Hy, and
((QFiP g Q+iP) - is a representation of Vir(er,) & Vir(cr) into (H7 @ Hr, (-, Yo+ip @ (-, )g+ip), with each
copy being unitary.

3.2.4. Liouville descendants. The Liouville descendant states ¥, , 7 are defined using the Poisson operator of
Proposition 3.2 (unlike in Section 3.2.2, the square root below is now defined so that v Re® = /Re?/? for
R>0and € (—mm)):

Proposition 3.3 (Proposition 6.26 and Proposition 6.9 of [GKRV20]). For v,v € T, let £ := |v| + |V/|, and
W = {a —Q+iPeC\Dy|Re(a) <Q, Im(v/P2 +20) > Im(P) — 7/2} (3.24)
where Do = U; 5 o({Q £ iv27}. Then for a = Q +iP with o € Wy

\Ija,u,'ﬁ = PZ(Q +1 \% p? + 26) Qa,u,ﬁv
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is well defined, analytic in o, as an element in e=PPD(Q) for all B > Q —Re(a) and it is continuous in o with
at most square root singularities at Dy. Moreover ¥, , 5 is an eigenfunction of H with eigenvalue # +/
if o =Q+1iP. The set Wy is a connected subset of the half-plane {Re(a) < Q}, containing (Q + iR) \ Dy and
the real half-line (—oo, Q — 272 — ). Moreover, there is C|, 451 < Q such that for real valued o < Cy145),
Vo5 1S given by

\Ilau,i?: lim 6t<2Aa+|V‘+|g|)€7tH\IJO > (325)

1%
’ t—+oo Rldld

where the limit holds in a weighted space e PPL? for B > 0 large enough.

Notice that, since HOWY, | > = (2Aqip + V| + [V/[) ¥, 5, the term in (3.25) corresponds (at least formally)
to looking at the large time limit of e=*HeHow0 = Since U, , ;7 = e@=@°Q, , 5 by (3.18), the identity

(3.25) shows that the Poisson operator can be viewed as a correspondence between the eigenstates W9 _ of

o,V,U

the free field Hamiltonian HY and the eigenstates ¥, , 5 of the Liouville Hamiltonian. We first upgrade the
statement (3.25) to a limit in e=#?D(Q) for a real valued and negative enough and 8 > Q — a:

. An+|v vl) — .
tli{gOH‘I’a,u,ﬁ—et( e HG) | Clle-s0p(0) = 0 (3.26)

To prove this, we note that for some small € > 0, there is Cc > 0 independent of ¢ such that
Va5 — et(AaHUHIgI)e_tH\IJg,u,EHe*ﬁpD(Q)

7€H65(Aa+|u\+|z7\)(\I/OZ)W7 — o= (Aart|v|+[7]) ,—(t—e)H ;0

= |le awi)lle=seD(0Q)

< CEH\IJQ,V,J - e(tie)(AQJF‘VHW')ei(tiE)H‘I’g,V,D)||e*5PL2

where we used [GKRV20, Lemma 6.5] which states that for all ¢ > 0 and all 5 € R
e e PPL2R x Qp) = e PPD(Q), e M e PPD/(Q) - e PPLE(R x Q)

are bounded. Note that, writing e~ = e_%He_%H, this also implies boundedness of the operator

e ™. =D (Q) = e PPD(Q). (3.27)

Corollary 3.4. Let v be a Markovian vector field which satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2.8. If a < —1
real valued and > @Q — « then the following limit holds

. __ t(2Aa+|v|+P)) —tH0 _
tlginoo HHV\I]QMV € Hye \I]a,V,UHG*BPD’(Q) =0.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of (3.26) and the continuity of
H, : e ?"D(Q) — ¢ PPD'(Q). (3.28)
This last fact can be checked by considering the expression (3.3): one has Loe™ %7 = ¢=#2(LY —iBp'A,,) (and

similarly for LOe=#?) and L2, A,, are bounded as maps D(Q) — D'(Q), while e/?He 57 = H — %2(/)’(6))2 +
%p”(c) + Bp’'(¢)0. and all terms in the RHS are bounded from D(Q) to D'(Q). O

Next, we show that the action of Hy on Liouville descendants can be written in terms of the action of HY,
on descendants of the free field using the limit (3.25): in other words, the Poisson operator intertwines these
actions.

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumptions of Corollary 3./, we have the following limit in e=PPD’'(Q)

. H t(2Aq+|v|+|7]) ,—tH 10 0
H, U, = lim o2t gy o) 5

where vy = etv(e™t2)0,. Similarly, if v is a polynomial then

* IO T t2A L +|v|+|7])  —tH 0 7,0
HV\IIOL,V,U _tli)rgoe( S I)e (Hv,t) \I]a,v,ﬁ'
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In particular, for all n € Z,

L, Vo5 = lim e RetlvIFIVImn) o~ tHT 0 g0 (3.29)
t—o0

LoV, 5 = lim e/GAativlHl=n)—tHT0 g0 (3.30)
t—00 n auu

Proof. We begin with the case of a Markovian vector field v and we introduce the notation v;(z) = efv(e~*2).

First, we remark that both Hye ™M and e‘tHHgt are well-defined as continuous operators e ?*D(Q) —
e~ PrD'(Q) for all B € R by (3.27) and (3.28) since for all ¢ > 0 the vector field v; = v;0, satisfies the

conditions of Theorem 2.8. By definition, we have Hye *H = —%Iezoe*EH"e’tH. By the Markov property of
the GFF, we have for g; () = eVeV(z) and F € Cexp
—eHy —tH — g - |gt€| —He" forg, @) %dw
e e (Cv (P) - |gt,e(0)| 2 ESD F C+P(pogt €+X]D)ogt €+Q1 |gt | € “ . (331)

Now, we want to commute e with e'Vo. Since for each t > 0,z € D, both eVe!Vo(z) = V(e 'z) and
—t,

eVoeVt(z) = e eVt (z) solve the ODE Ocue () = v(uet(2)) with initial condition ug+(2) = ez, we deduce
that e“Ve®Vo = e?Voevt, This relation can easily be promoted to propagators
e HvemtH — o—tH—cHy, (3.32)

following the proof of the Markov property in the proof of Proposition 2.5. By differentiating at ¢ = 0, we get
that

H,e ™ = ¢ HH,, (3.33)

as continuous operators e ##D(Q) — e~ #7D'(Q) for all 3 € R. Therefore, by Corollary 3.4, we have the
following limit in e=#7D’(Q) as t — oo:

H, U, 5= hm etCRat I+ —tHw37U,V _ hm et 2Batv|+7) o—tHE \I,o

t—00 t—00 LV, v
Now, we write Hy, = Hy, 4 7V, and we need to show that

t(2Aa+|u\+|17\) —tH eV, \I]O

lim e awiy =0

t—o0
in eiﬁp’D’(Q). We can use the probabilistic representation of the semigroup (3.6). Writing X = Xp + Py,

oi(e?) = X (e — By and ¢; = ¢ + By, using that |v;| < C for some uniform C' > 0, we have for all c € R
and t > 0

|E<P [ tH(e’YCV \Ijg v 1/)] ‘

Q2 2 —t4i0 — e . DX
< CeFelrsm g, [-@BQ, ol [ X g o T
0

2 (X (@)+e)
“H o e ? O de

— - e—t|%e%((wa—czf—cf)e(wa—cz)c/

—t+1i6
TP g DQQW(% +es)le
0

< Cettle—Q)+% 2 9. ) p(THa—Q)e v supy Po(e” +i9)SUpE¢[|Qay;(s0t+ct9)|]
! v, ,

where we used the Girsanov transform in the third line to remove the terms e(*~@5: and e'YXD((Hw), and

. ’
no_ ‘17872t81(976 )‘
co(0) = In [T—ei6—07]

expanding in ¢; o we get that

+ t. Each Fourier coefficient of ¢; ¢ is uniformly bounded in ¢,6 and therefore by

SUp B [|Qa i (0r + cr0)l] < Be[Gl1)]

where G is a finite sum of the form ), ;| P;| where P; are polynomials in the Fourier coefficients. Since Pr
is stationary for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, we have E[G(¢;)*] = E[G()*] < oo uniformly in t. Hence
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for t > 1 and by using Jensen on the conditional expectation E,|[]

—t+i9) 7t+1'9)

E[|eY5uPe Pop(e

E,[G(@0)]I”] < EfJet7uP0 Pete 0 V2RI, [G(p0)] )2

1[G ()"

E[|e4v supy Pp(et10)

<
<C.

Moreover, we have fR e2(yta=Q)ee2Br(c)de < oo since f > Q —a and v — Q + < 0 so there is C' > 0 such that

et AHIHID | o~ 70y, O Y| sp 2

< CeV(a=Q+v|+ PNt

which converges to 0 for a < @ — M This proves that the limit

t(2Aa—HV|—HD\)e—tHHO \IJO
Vi

a,v,U

H,V,,;=lime
v t—r00

holds in e=#D’(Q).

In fact, the identity (3.33) holds for all vector field v (not just Markovian) which admits a holomorphic
extension in a neighorhood of D. Indeed, for such vector field v, we know that wvy + v is Markovian for some
w > 0 large enough: then (3.33) applied with wvg + v gives (by real linearity of v — Hy)

(wH + Hy)e ™M = e ™ (H,, + wH)

which shows (3.33) for v. We use (3.33) and the fact that e *H : D'(Q) — D(Q) is continuous to obtain for
all F,G € D(Q)

(H; e "MF,G)y = (e"™MF H,,G)y = (F,e” M H,,G)s = (F,Hye ™MG)y = (HLF, e ™MG)y = (e MHLF, G)o,
which implies the equality of bounded operators D(Q) — D'(Q)
H; e "M = ¢ "™MH. (3.34)

If v is a polynomial then we can apply identity (3.34) with v_; in place of v and using similar arguments

as in the previous case we deduce that H{V,, , 7 = tli)rgo et(2Aa+|”‘+|’7|)e_tH(H‘0,7t)*\I/gt%; provided that o <

Q- w where N is the degree of the polynomial (this is due to the fact that |e tv(efz)| < eV —1F).

To prove (3.29) and (3.30), we use (3.33) with v = —2"%19,: since v, =we obtain L,e H = e e ~tHL,,
for all n > 0, and similarly for L,,. Taking adjoints, we get L_,e " = e¢™e "HL_ = Repeating the above
argument shows that the potential part of L_, converges to 0 in the ¢ — oo limit, so we obtain

H2Aa+H Y|+ +n) ,—tHT, H2Aa+|v|+17+7) ,—tHT0
—n —-n

L_,U,,7= tlirn e

vy = lim e
—00 t

a,v,U
—00

and the same holds for (3.30). O

Proposition 3.6. Let ¢/ € N, and v,v € T such that |v| + |P| = €. For n € Z, and « in the set W, N Wy_,,
defined by (3.24) and o ¢ Q — 3N — %N, for B> Q — Re(a), we have the following identities in e~ PPD(Q)

LoVess= Y L@ Wars  LnVaus=> 0@ 7)V0,0 (3.35)
v'eT veT

where Lo o (v, V') is defined by (3.19). In particular, if n >0, v = (v1,...,v;) €T and v = (V1,..., V),
Vn < vg, L—nwa,u,ﬁ = \I]a,(v,n),ﬁu Vn < gk’u E—nq]a,v,ﬁ = \I]a,v,(ﬁ,n)' (336)

Proof. Consider the vector field v = wvy + v, = (—wz + 2"1)9, =: v(2)d, for n > 1 and w > 0 large enough
so that v is Markovian. The vector field v; = etv(e*)d, can be written

v, = —wvg + e "y,
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By (3.3) (applied to the free-field case), one has H‘O,t = wH" + ¢ LY. By Lemma 3.5, we then get

T t(2Aq+|v|+|7]) ,—tHg10 1,0
HV\I](LVJ’ _t]ig.loe € Hvtq]a,v,ﬁ

=D+ 1]+ [P1) W+ Jim e CAHATT S g0, )00
v'eT
=w(Ba + W]+ [P)Wani+ Y 001 ) Ve s
v'eT
Since (3.3) tells us that Hy = wH+ L,,, we see that (3.35) holds for n < — 1 when « is real valued. Using the
holomorphic extension of ¥, , 7 with respect to a in Proposition 3.3, one obtains the result in W, N Wy,,.

To deal with the L_,, case with n > 0, we apply the same type of argument: one has (H?,it)* = wH" +
e™LY  and

* 1 t(2A0+|v|+|7]) ,—tH (330 #4,0
quja,u,u _tli{goe € (Hv,t) \Ija,u,'ﬁ

_ ~ ~ : t(2A o+ |v|+|7]+n) ,—tH o N0
w(Aa+|y|+|y|)\I]a1V7V+tli>I(r>loe € Z gn(”’”)qja,uu

v'eT
=w(Da + [V + ) Vars + Y 20,100 5.
v'eT
Since H, = wH + L_,,, we obtain the desired result, since the same argument works exactly the same for
Ln\ya,v,u’ . O

4. SCATTERING COEFFICIENT, ANALYTICITY OF THE EIGENSTATES AND VERMA MODULES OF LIOUVILLE

In this Section, we compute explicitly the scattering matrix for the Liouville conformal field theory by
combining the scattering theory developed in [GKRV20] with the properties and formula of the Virasoro
operators for Liouville. This implies analytic extension of the primary and descendant states ¥, , 7 to the
complex plane « € C and completes the analysis performed in [GKRV20].

We can define the scattering matrices as in [GKRV20, Definition 6.23]:

Definition 4.1. For each ¢ € Ny = N U {0}, the scattering matrix S¢(Q + ip) : E; — E,, defined for
p € R\ [-V/2£,1/2(] is the linear map such that: VF; € ker(P — j) with j < /¢

Y4 Y4
S((Q+ip) > Fj =Y Fi(Q+ip) (4.1)

j=0 j=0
where F j+ (Q +ip) € ker(P — j) are the functions appearing in the asymptotic expansion (3.13) of Py(Q +

ip) Eﬁ:o F;. By [GKRV20, Corollary 6.24] the matrices So(«) admits an meromorphic extension from (Q +
iR) \ Dy to a neighborhood in ¥ of the set {a|Re(a) € (Q — ¢, Q],a ¢ Do} for some € > 0.

From (3.15), we also see that for j < ¢
Se(Q + i) lker(p—j) = Sj(Q + iP) |ker(P—j)-
It is convenient to use a change of complex parameter p = v/P2 + 2/ and define
Si(Q +iP) :=Sy(Q + i\/P? +20).
By [GKRV?20, Corollary 6.24], S¢(Q + iP) is meromorphic in
(P ClIm(P) € [0,7/4), Imv/P? + 20> 03\ | {+v/2j}.

Jj=0

4The interested reader can check from the proof of Corollary 6.4 in [GKRV20] that in fact So(c) is holomorphic in Re(a) €
(Q@—¢Ql
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In particular we see from (3.13) that for P € R\ {0}, ¥¢ip.» have asymptotic expansion for £ := |v| +|V|

¢
Voyipws(c ) = e Qqiipyi(e) + Z Hyerp—5) (Se(Q +iP)Qqyipw,5)(p)e Vv Pr42(t=9) 4 Gotirvi(c, )

j=0
(4.2)
where Gg4ip,,5 € D(Q), and they are the unique solution of (H — % + ¢)u = 0 with such an asymptotic
expansion where the coefficient of ' is given by Qg yip..5(¢).

4.1. Computation of the reflection coefficient for primary fields. In this section we compute the
scattering matrix So(«), also called reflection coefficient.

The primary fields are ¥, := ¥, 90 = Po(a)l, by Proposition 3.2 they are analytic in {Re(a) < @} \ Do
and satisfy in Re(a) € (Q —v/4,Q] and ¢ <0

W, =@ 4 (@78 (0)1 + G(a), (4.3)
with G(«) € D(Q) satisfying for all 0 < 5 < /2
G(a) = GMa) + G*(a),  with G'(a) € eFPL*(R x Qr), and Io(G?(a)) = E[G?(a)] = 0.

Notice that e(@=%)¢ is much larger than G'(a) as ¢ — —o0 if @ € (Q — 7/4,Q), and since E[G?(a)] = 0 the
term e(Q_O‘)CSo(a)l can be recovered by considering the asymptotic at ¢ — —oo of

E[U,] = el@=Q)¢ 4 £(@=9eg (a)1 + E[G ()]

Proposition 4.1. For Re(a) € (Q —7/2,Q], the scattering coefficient R(«) := So(«)1 is given by the explicit
eTpression

0(2) 2l 1"(_’7(@2—0¢))1—\(_ Q(Q’Y_a))
R(a) = _(Wr(1 _4%2)) F(’Y(Q;a))F(Q(Q’;a)) . (4.4)

Proof. First we prove the result for o € (Q — /2, Q) and then we use the fact that both So(c)1 and the RHS
of (4.4) extend analytically in {Re(a) € (Q — ¢, Q]} \ Do for some € > 0 small. In Section 7.1 of [GKRV20], it
is proved that for o < @ the primary field ¥,, can be expressed by the probabilistic expression

T, (c,p) = e @R, {exp ( - uew/D |a:|_w‘67x(:”)d:17)} ; (4.5)

this expression is a direct consequence of the Feynman-Kac representation (3.6) of e " with fi(2) = e~z
and of the representation (3.25) of ¥,. Let a € (%, Q). To compute the ¢ — —oo asymptotic expansion we

first note that
2
[ lal X @ = [ o]~ 10, (da)
D D
where in this proof M, p is the GMC measure with respect to the Dirichlet GFF Xp, i.e. the measure defined
by

2
M, p(dz) := lim VX0, (@)= FEXD ()% 4 (4.6)

e—0

where Xp . = Xp * 0 is the mollification of Xp with an approximation (6.)e>o of the Dirac mass dy. First let
us show that the contribution of the integral outside of any disk D, = {|x| < r} does not not play a part in
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the asymptotics. Using the inequality 1 — e ™#* < px in the second line below, we get
o e X (2 - , _ - (@)
—pe” x| 7YX @ Qg —peC [ |zl X (@) qg - e’ [ |z| =Y e X (@) qg
[Egle folal | —Egle or II<Eg[l—e PAge J

72
< pe’rm M E, [/ (1 - |x|2)7Mv7D(d$)]
D

,Y2
< pe¥er= / e?Pe@) (1 — |2]?) 7 da. (4.7)
D

For fixed r, this quantity is €7°O(1), where O(1) means bounded in L?(Qr) as ¢ — —oo. Therefore we
can focus on evaluating what happens inside I,,. We want to make use of Kahane’s convexity inequalities
(see [RhVald]) to estimate the contribution coming from D,. Let us set m, := —inf, yep, In|1 — 27'|. For
z,r' €D,

1 1

lnm — My < G]D)(ZE,(EI) < In

—— 4.8
| — 2] (4.8)
Let us consider a centered Gaussian field X with covariance E[X (z)X (/)] = In W inside D,., a standard
Gaussian random variable Z and the GFF on the circle ¢, all of them 1ndependent of each other under P

(with expectation E). Let Mv 5 be the GMC measure of X and set E, := = v/t 2 =
inequalities, we get

2", Using Kahane’s

’Y2

Di(c, @) i= E[1 — e <" o, [al77 70 Afa) 2 M, 5 ()

2 (4.9)
> By [1 = et o ol 0a ) b (0]
and
2
Next we show that, in L?(R x Qr),
lim limsup e2@~2°D, (¢, ) < —,u2(Qv = 2(Q )R( (= M) (4.10)
r—0t c—5—00 v
. P 2(a—Q)c 2Q=a) 2(Q—a) 2(Q—a)
g B D, () >~ A (- 2452 a

with R(c) the unit volume reflection coefficient (see [KRV20, Equations (3.10) & (3.12)]). We will also show
that

2 2
ol il
c Po(z) 1—|=]?) 2 c —a Po(z) (1—|x?) 2

B o 7 00 _ e 0 a0 |

limlim sup (@~ @)¢
r=0cs 0o

(4.12)

With the previous considerations (namely (4.7)), this yields the desired result. As the proof of (4.10) and
(4.11) are quite similar, we will only focus on the first one.

It was proven in [KRV20, Lemma 3.1] that

|]P / o771 = e )%Mm(dw) >u) —u” QI R(@)| < Cum 3@
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for some constants C;. > 0 and 1 > 0. Therefore, setting S, := sup,p_ e7P#(®) and using for the random
variable Y > 0 the relation E[1 — e=Y] = [[* aP(Y > y)e~ ¥ dy, we get

2
E,[1-exp (— pe* / 2]~ PRE (1 [2f?) % M, (da)]
2

<E.[1-exp (= S, [ el (1 [of?) 7 M, g(de))

- 0o ) C
:]Egp _/0 P(/ |$|70¢7(1 - |I|2)’YTM’)’,)?(dI) > u)‘ue’)’CS’r‘efu'u‘e'y S du}

.

<1Ew:/ooo( 3O R(a) + Cu @) pereG, oS )

:R(Q)F(l — E(Q — Q))ﬂ%(Q_a)e2(Q70‘)CS§ (Q—a) + Orlu%(Q—a)+7762(Q7a)c+'yncS§ (Qfa)+77.
Y

As lim,_,o S’f = 1in L?*(Qr) for any fixed 8 > 0, we deduce that

72
limsup e2(“~9°E,, [1 —exp(— uew/ﬂ) x|~ erPe@) (1 — |3:|2)7M,Y’)~((d:17))}

c——00 o

< R@P(1 = 2(Q = a))u?@,

To conclude, we need to show (4.12). Along the same lines as previously and using the relation E[1 — e~ Y] =
JoS aP(Y > y)e~¥ dy for a variable Y >0
limlim sup |E [ —pe T Er [y, o]~ €7 P P (1 [af) 5 M, p(de) _ e 1 o, |m|*“e”“’<”><1f|m|2>§MW,Mdz)] } -0
r—=0 s og) ’

Q-a)

Indeed, the previous asymptotic expansions give bounds in terms of u%( so the asymptotic expansions of

the two terms in (4.12) are the same as r goes to 0 since E, converges to 1. O

4.2. Reflection coefficients for descendants. Recall from (3.25) and from [GKRV20, Proposition 7.2] the
link between V¥, , 7 and ¥°

aVIJ

JUNEEE B t(2Aq+|v|+|7]) ,—tH 3,0
\Ila,l/,v - t—lg-nooe « e \Ija,u,ﬁ

for all & < min(Q — F — M,Q — ), with Ay = §(Q — %) if [v| + |[7] > 0, while this holds for all o < @
itv=v=0.

Let us define for P € R the involution (preserving each ker(P — ¢) for ¢ > 0)
Lp: L*(Q) — L*(Q), Lp(Qo+irwyy) = Qo-iPwvy, W,V ET,

recall that Q, , 7 are polynomials in x,,y, variables, defined in (3.18), and the set (Qu.,5)veT veT With
|v| 4 [7| = £ forming a basis of ker(P — /) if o ¢ Q — 3Ng — %NO.

Theorem 4.2. The scattering matriz for the Liouville conformal field theory is of the form
V0 e Ny, Si(Q+iP)=R(Q+iP)Lp
where R(«) is the reflection coefficient (4.1).

Proof. We shall proceed by induction. For £ € Ny, we call Z({) the following property: for all v,v € T with
[+ V| <l and P € Ry \ U2{25},

\IJQ-HP,V,U(Cv @)= eZPCQQ+iP,V,I7(<p) + R(Q + Z'P)efipc QQ—iP,V,D(%’) + GQ-‘riP,V,D(Cv ©) (4.13)
for some Ggtipup € D(Q).



THE VIRASORO STRUCTURE AND THE SCATTERING MATRIX FOR LIOUVILLE CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY 37

First, Z(0) is satisfied by Proposition 4.1.

Next, we assume Z,_; for some £ > 1 and we want to show Z,. For v,v € T with |v| + || =4, Yoip.5 is

of the form , ,
Vorirws = VYoyip,(vim)e, With [V +n=|v], v €T, or

Vorirws = YoriPu, 7 m), With [V +n =17, 7' €T
Since the proof is the same in both cases, let us assume we are in the first situation. By Proposition 3.6, we
have for all ' € Cexp

(Voyirv 5y LnF)2 = (Yoyip (v n)5 F)2- (4.14)
Let us take P > 0 fixed. Then by (4.13) and (3.4), we have if F' is supported in {¢ < 0}
(Vtipw o LnF)2 =€ Qqiirw v+ R(Q+iP)e” Qg ipy 5, LgF)2
+(GQtipv 7 Ln k)2 (4.15)

+ g<€iPCQQ+i1),V’,'ﬁ + R(Q + Z.P)eiipc QQ—iP,V’,Uv e’Yc‘/nF‘>2

where V,, is the potential term in (3.4). We consider some particular choice of F' depending on a parameter
T > 0, namely

Fr(c,p) = XT(c)eiP/ch(cp), with h € By, xr(c) =x(c+T)
for P' € R, and x € C§°(R;[0,1]) satisfying x = 1 near 0. We also choose X with the same property but with
Xx = x and we let X7 (c) = X(c + T). Note that L2 (e ¢h(p)) = eiP'“h/(¢) for some h' € Ey_,,.

We will show that, as T' — oo, the first line in the RHS of (4.15) has an explicit asymptotic behaviour while
the second and third line goes to 0. This will allow us to isolate the scattering coefficient in the expression

(V4P 7 L (X7 °h))a.

We start with the term (Gqip o 5, LinFr) L2(r- x0p) and decompose L, = LY + £e7°V,. First, we will show
that (Gotipy 5, €7V, Fr) — 0. Since HxTeiP/chHD(Q) < C for some C > 0 uniform with respect to T' > 1,
then XTeVCVneiPICh € D'(Q) with uniform norm with respect to T > 1. Using that ¥Gg4.p,. 5 € D(Q) for
any ¢ € C*(R;[0,1]) with support in R_ and bounded derivative, there is C' > 0 such that as T — oo

(Gorirw o: € X2 Vae™ *h)s| < ClR2Goripa 5llpio)Ixre’™ ko) (4.16)
where we used the boundedness €7°V,, : D(Q) — D'(Q). One has
1

Ixre'™ hlBo) < 3 /R(I — iP"xr + X7 * + (Q% + 20)x7) 1|72 (o) + X1(6)* Qenev (R)de

which is uniformly bounded as T" — oo and
~ 1 - ~
IXrGayipw 5llDig) < 3 /R(|XIT|2 + Q) Goripw ol? + X710:Gqrir. 5l*de

~ 1 ~
+ / X1 IP2Goripw 51* + X7 Qerev (Ggip, 5)de
R

converges to 0 as T'— oo since Gg4ip, 5 € D(Q) and supp xr C [-T —1, T +1]. Consequently (4.16) goes
to 0 as T'— oo.

Next we show that (Goiip. 5, L) Fr)s — 0. First, we compute
(Lo, x7] = [Lay, x7) = ix7 A, (4.17)
L0 (xrett°h) = ie’t o x/p Aph + x7 L2 (e'F'°h). (4.18)

Notice that A,h € E;,_, since n > 0, and that e’iPchg(eiP/Ch) € Fy_,. In particular one can bound
HLrol(xTeip/ch)HLz(RXQT) < C for some C > 0 uniform in 7. We then have

(Gotirw i Ly Pr)e| < IXrGotirw olli2 LY Frile < ClIXrGoyirw 5l — 0
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as T — 0, thus the second line of (4.15) goes to 0 as T' — oco.
The third line of (4.15) also goes to 0 as T — oo:

) T+1
|<6ilPCQQiip7,/7,7, V FT O‘ / e'ycdc X |<V h QQizP v ~>L2(QT)| — 0 (419)

where (V,h, Qo 1ipu,5) 12 (0,) Mmakes sense since Qq1ip/7,h € S.
Finally, we deal with the first line of (4.15). Since (L9)* = L%,

(€"°Qqrirw i+ R(Q+iP)e " Qq_ipy v Ly Fr)s =
(xr (LY, (e7°Qq yip 5 + R(Q + iP)e Qg _ip v ), €T Ch)s.
We compute for all P € R
L, (¥ P°Qptip, 7)) = eFF° QQ+iP,(v/,n),7

so that
(e Qotip. 7, LO (xre'F °h))s z/x(c + T)eic(iP_Pl)dC<QQ:tiP,(u’,n),§u h) 12(on)

ZeiT(PljFP))?(P/ F P)(Qo+ir, (v n),5 M) L2 ()

where Y denotes the Fourier transform. We therefore have, choosing P’ = —P and x so that [ x = 1, that as
T — +oc0

<\IJQ+1P v/, 7y Lin FT> 2ZTPA( 2P)<QQ+1P v! n),uvh’>L2(QT)

(4.20)
+ R(Q +ip)(Qo—ip, (v ,n), 5> M) L2 () + 0(1).

Next, we use (4.2) and the same arguments as above to obtain, as T' — oo,
(Yorip,wm)o FT)2 =
e 2 TPR(=2P)(Qq1ip v n),55 ) 12(0p) + (Ter(P—e) (Se(Q + iP) Qi) ) 12 ()

+ 3 T POR(P — Pio)(Uier(p—5) (Se(Q + iP)Qoipws), h) 12(0n) + 0(1)
i<t

with Pjp := /P? 4+ 2({ — j). Combining this asympotic expansion with (4.20) and the fact that we can choose
h arbitrary in F;, we deduce that

Mer(p—0)(S6(Q + iP)Qo+irws) = R(Q +iP)Qq-irws
Applying the same arguments but choosing P’ = —Pj, for j < ¢, we also get
Mier(p—j) (Se(Q +iP)Qq+ipws) = 0.
We have thus proved (4.13) and therefore Z(¢) holds. This ends the proof. O
4.3. Analyticity and functional equation for the Liouville eigenstates V¥, , ;. First, let us prove the
following:

Lemma 4.3. The function U, extends analytically from {Re(a) < Q} to a neighborhood of {Re(a) < Q} in
C and it satisfies the functional equation on Re(a) = Q

Vo ir = R(Q —iP)Vqyip

where R(«a) is the reflection coefficient (4.4).
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Proof. We know from Proposition 3.2 that ¥, admits a meromorphic extension from {Re(\) < Q} C X
to a open neighborhood U C ¥ of {Re(\) < @}, where we recall that ¥ is the Riemann surface that is a
ramified covering of C of order 2 associated to the functions r;(a) = /—(a — Q)% — 2j. We will prove that
this extension descends to w(U) if 7 : ¥ — C as a meromorphic function. We need to check that if v; € G is
an automorphism of the covering (for j > 0), then ViVa = Vq. Since yirg = —ry for k > j and virg = 7y if
k < j, we see from (4.3) that for P > 0 and o = Q + iP

i Wale,p) = €7 + e PR(a) +7]G(a)

but then
(lelfa —V,) e D(Q).

Since H does not have L?-eigenvalues by [GKRV20, Lemma 6.2], we deduce that 7; Vo = ¥, and, by analytic
continuation, this shows that the meromorphic extension of ¥,, in U descends to w(U). The functional equation

also comes from the uniqueness of W ;p having prescribed asymptotic term e and analyticity come from

the fact that R(«) has only poles in Re(a) < @ by (4.4). O

This result implies the following statement on all descendants:

Theorem 4.4. For each v,v € T, the functions ¥V, , 5 have an analytic extension to C as elements in
e~ PPD(Q) for B > |Re(a) — Q|. They satisfy the functional equation

\I]2Q7a,u,§ = R(2Q - O‘)\Ijﬂhl’q;

where R(a) is the reflection coefficient (4.4). The zeros of a+— W4 5 are located exactly at (Q+ 3No) U (Q +
%NO) and for Re(a) < Q we have

(\I/a s — \I/g , 17)|{c <0} c emin(Rc(a)7Q+7/2,Q7Rc(a))CfD(Q).
Proof. First, for ¥,, the analytic extension is given by the functional equation ¥, = R(a)¥2g_o and the
fact that U, is analytic in {Re(a) < Q}. Moreover we see that U, # 0 if {Re(a) < Q} \ {@Q} by considering

its ¢ — —oo first asymptotic term which follows from the proof of [GKRV20, Proposition 6.21]: if m, :=
min(Re(Q) - Q + 7/27 Q - Re(oz)),

(e, ) —el@=Q)e ¢ emacD(Q).

The functional equation implies that the only a’s where ¥, = 0 are at (Q + FN) U (Q + %N) To deal with
the descendants, we proceed by induction. Consider a descendant V¥, , 5 and assume that the result has
been proved for all the descendants ¥, . 7 with [/| < |v] and 7/ < |P|. We can write ¥, 5 =L_, U, v 5
if v = (v/,n). For all B > 0, this provides an analytic continuation of ¥, , 5 as an element in e=#*D’(Q)
in the region |Re(a) — Q| < B using the induction assumption, and they belong to e #?D(Q) in the set
Win 415 U (Q — Wiy 4j5) U (Q + iR) where W), 45 is the set defined by (3.24). Now, by (3.27), we can define
e "W, 5 for t > 0 and this belongs to e ##D(Q) for t > 0, but this also equal to e @A+ VIFPDE = (for
example by differentiating in ¢). This shows that ¥, , 5 € e #*D(Q) for |[Re(a) — Q| < 3. Moreover by the
induction assumption,

\IJQQfa,V,ﬁ = L—n\I]2Q7a,u’,§ = R(2Q - O‘)L—nqla,u’,ﬁ = R(2Q - O‘)\Ila,u,ﬁ-

Finally, to show that ¥, , 7 # 0 when a ¢ (Q + IN) U (Q + %N), we can do this again by induction: it suffices
to consider the half-plane Re(a) < @ and to prove that

(\I/a,u,ﬁ(ca 90) - e(aiQ)cQa,uﬁ”{c < 0} € emaCD(Q)'
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We prove this by induction. The first step has been proved already. Assume this is true for ¥, ,+ 5. We have,
by (3.4)
\IjouV,'l;(ca 90) :L*nqjou’/’,'l;(ca 90) = Lgne(aiQ)CQaﬂ/ﬁ + e(a+77Q)CF0¢(@) + GOt (Ca 90)
=e7VQ, 15 + e T VE () + Gale, p)

where e(@t7=QcF ¢ Re()+7=Q=)rD/(Q) and G,, € =D’ (Q), using as in (3.28) that L_,, : e#*D(Q) —
e?PD'(Q) for 3 € R. We finally can apply the propagator e *H to this equation for ¢ > 0 and by (3.27)

\I]a,v,ﬁ(ca (P) - et(2Aa+‘V|+‘m)e_tH\I]g¢,v,l7 € emaP'D(Q)'

In the proof of [GKRV20, Proposition 6.9], it is shown that

(eftH‘I’g,u,; - 67t(2Aa+‘y|+‘§‘)‘I’g,u,;)|{c <o} €emD(Q)
and this concludes the argument. The same applies in the case ¥, , 5 = f;,nllla),,ﬂ;/ with 7 = (¥, n). O

As a consequence of this result, we can extend the validity of Proposition 3.6 to all & € C\ Q+ (3No+ %No).

4.4. Verma modules for the Liouville CFT and representation of Virasoro algebra. Define for
adQ+ (%NO + 3Np) the vector space (for € > 0)

Vo = span{¥, 0| v, € T} C e(Bel@=QIHlp(I [2(R © Or),
Vo :=span{¥, 05|V € T} C elRe(@=QI+rIL2(R @ Q)

where, for now, elements are simply finite linear combinations of elements ¥, , 7. We emphasize that Theorem
4.4 and (4.13) imply that the ¥, , 7 are linearly independent if a ¢ Q — 2Ny — %NO, since the \Ilg%;/ are.
We also define
We i=span{¥, 5|, 0 € T} =V, @V,

where the right identification is done by the map Wy 0 ® Wy 05 — Yo, 5. Proposition 3.6 then implies that
L,, preserve V,, in preserves V, and both preserve W,. This space W,, can be identified with H ® Hr
by the linear isomorphism e, ® ey — V¥, , 5 and the maps L, and I:n are then conjugated to (5 and Zj’{,
which implies that the commutations relations of the L, im are the same as those of the free field Virasoro
operators LY :E?n:

(L, L] = (0 — m) L + %(n?’ — )0 —ms  [Ln, L] = (0 — M) L + %(ﬁ — )0

on respectively V, and V,, and both also hold on W, where in addition [L,,, im] =0.
When a = @ + iP with P > 0, we define the scalar product on Wg;p

(Y otiPw,o, YQrirw i) Qvip = Forir(v, V) Forip(V, 7).
By combining Proposition 3.6, Theorem 4.4 and [GKRV22, Corollary 6.5], we obtain the

Theorem 4.5. For a ¢ Q + (%No + 2No), the operators (L, )nez acting on the vector space Vo give a
representation of the Virasoro algebra Vir(cr) with central charge c = 1 + 6Q%, V, is a Verma module
associated to the highest weight state U, and this representation is equivalent to the representation of (£),
on Hr given in Section 3.2.3. The same holds for (f‘n)nEZ acting on Vy. Moreover, for o = Q + iP with
P > 0, these representations are unitary representations of the Virasoro algebra and are unitarily equivalent
to the representation of ((3+F), and (?g*ip)n on Hr. The family (Lnaim)n,mez gives a representation
of Vir(er) @ Vir(er) into Wa, whose restriction to both Vir(cr) @ {0} and {0} @ Vir(er) is unitary when
a=Q+ 1P for P> 0. Finally, one has the direct integral decomposition

1
L*(R x Q) = %/
0

oo

_ 1 o0
Vo+ip @ VoyipdP = o / Wq+ip dP
T Jo
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in the sense that for all u,u’ € L?(R x Q)

1

<U7u/>2:% > /<u’\I/Q+iP7Vﬁ>2<‘IJQ+iP,V’ﬁ”u/>2Fc;-il-iP(V7V/)ch-il-iP(g’;/)dP-
0

v/ U0 ET
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