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THE VIRASORO STRUCTURE AND THE SCATTERING MATRIX FOR LIOUVILLE

CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY

GUILLAUME BAVEREZ, COLIN GUILLARMOU, ANTTI KUPIAINEN, RÉMI RHODES, AND VINCENT VARGAS

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 Vα, denoted 〈Vα1 (z1) . . . Vαm(zm)〉(Σ,g), associated to m marked

points z1, . . . , zm on a closed Riemannian surface (Σ, 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 S2 and the so-called conformal blocks,

which are holomorphic functions of the points zj and the moduli of the Riemann surface (Σ, 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

(Ln)n∈Z together with a central element denoted cL, called the central charge, with commutation relations

[Ln,Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m, [Ln, cL] = 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 = L2(H−s(T), µ0) has been introduced where H−s(T) is the Sobolev space of order −s < 0

on the unit circle T = {z ∈ C | |z| = 1} and µ0 is the distribution of the Gaussian Free Field on the extended

complex plane Ĉ restricted to T times the Lebesgue measure for the zero Fourier mode on T; the Hilbert space

H is therefore a space of fields ϕ on the circle.

The dilation se−t : z 7→ e−tz in C for t > 0 is a conformal transformation that can be obtained as the

flow of the holomorphic vector field −z∂z. By composing the Gaussian Free Field and Gaussian multiplicative

chaos on the unit disk D ⊂ C by se−t , a Markovian dynamic has been constructed in [GKRV20] which

produces a contraction semi-group e−tH : 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
1
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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 (ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃)P,ν,ν̃ where

P ∈ R+ and ν, ν̃ are Young diagrams: the spectrum of H is absolutely continuous and equal to [Q2/2,∞)

(with Q > 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 ΨQ+iP := ΨQ+iP,0,0:

ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ = L−νk . . .L−ν1 L̃−ν̃k′ . . . L̃−ν̃1ΨQ+iP (1.1)

where ν = (ν1, . . . , νk) ∈ Nk with νj > νj+1 for all j, ν̃ = (ν̃1, . . . , ν̃k′) ∈ Nk
′

with ν̃j > ν̃j+1 for all j, with

Ln, L̃m being two commuting representations in H of the Virasoro algebra with central charge cL = 1+ 6Q2,

such that [Ln, L̃m] = 0. This can be compared to the way the harmonic oscillator in Rn 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 ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ does not make the action of the

Virasoro algebra transparent. Indeed, in the Liouville CFT, the construction of the Virasoro generators

Ln, L̃m 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 ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ 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 Ψα,ν,ν̃ from the line α ∈ Q + iR to the

complex plane.

The physics literature links the Virasoro generators (Ln)n∈Z (or (L̃n)n∈Z) to the dynamics obtained as

flows of holomorphic vector fields of the form v(z)∂z, generalizing this way the picture drawn in the case of

dilations (see for instance [Pol98, Ch. 9] or [Ga]). 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 Ln 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 Ln acting on H, and we show

that the descendant states ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ constructed by scattering theory in [GKRV20] are related to the highest

weight state ΨQ+iP 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 × ΩT where ΩT is the set of real sequences (xn)n > 1 and (yn)n > 1. We introduce

(ϕn)n∈Z∗ (with ϕ−n = ϕn) such that ϕn := 1
2
√
n
(xn+ iyn). The Hilbert space H is then the space L2(R×ΩT)

equipped with the measure dc ⊗ PT (and the standard Borel sigma algebra) where dc denotes the Lebesgue

measure and PT is the Gaussian measure

PT :=
⊗

n > 1

1

2π
e−

1
2 (x

2
n+y

2
n)dxndyn. (1.2)



THE VIRASORO STRUCTURE AND THE SCATTERING MATRIX FOR LIOUVILLE CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY 3

The inner product on L2(R × ΩT) is denoted 〈·, ·〉2 and the norm ‖ · ‖2. Expectation with respect to PT will

be denoted E[·]. Under PT the random variable

ϕ(θ) =
∑

n6=0

ϕne
inθ (1.3)

is the Gaussian Free Field (GFF) on the circle with covariance

E[ϕ(θ)ϕ(θ′)] = − ln |eiθ − eiθ
′ |. (1.4)

In fact, we will see ϕ as a variable defined on a larger probability space Ω where the underlying probability

measure will be denoted P (and expectation E[·]): see subsection 2.2. Also we will often identify the sequence

(c, (ϕn)n∈Z⋆) with the corresponding Fourier series c +
∑

n6=0 ϕne
inθ, which is almost surely an element of

H−s(T) := {∑ ane
inθ | ∑n(1+ |n|)−2s|an|2 <∞} for s > 0. We denote by ‖·‖H−s(T) and 〈·, ·〉H−s(T) the norm

and inner-product defined by the sum in the definition of H−s(T). The space L2(R × ΩT) is then equivalent

to L2(H−s(T), µ0) where µ0 = ϕ∗(dc⊗ PT) (ϕ∗ denotes pushforward).

1.2. Semi-groups of Liouville CFT and representations of Virasoro algebra. The Virasoro algebra

Vir(cL) is by definition a central extension of the Witt algebra, whose elements are represented by vector fields

−zn+1∂z for z ∈ C \ {0} if n ∈ Z. The central element, being denoted cL in our setting, will simply be a

constant cL := 1 + 6Q2 where Q ∈ (2,∞). To represent Vir(cL) 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| 6 1}, of the
form v = v(z)∂z where v(z) = −∑∞

n=−1 vnz
n+1, satisfying the property Re(z̄v(z)) < 0 for z ∈ T. Each such

Markovian vector field generates a flow of holomorphic transformations ft : D → D solving ∂tft(z) = v(ft(z))

with initial condition f0(z) = z, with a unique fixed point in D and such that ft′(D) ⊂ ft(D) if t′ > t: as

t → +∞, ft contracts D to the unique zero of v in D, which is the attractor of the flow ft. Up to composing

v with a Möbius transformation, we shall choose v so that v−1 = v(0) = 0 and v0 = −v′(0) = ω > 0.

We consider X = Pϕ+XD where Pϕ is the harmonic extension of ϕ on D and XD an independent Dirichlet

Gaussian Free Field. One can then define a semigroup Pt on L
2(R×ΩT) as follows: for F = F (c, ϕ) depending

only on finitely many variables (ϕn)|n| 6 N and decaying faster than any exponentials when |c| → ∞ (this set

of functions will be denoted Cexp and is defined rigorously in Section 2.1), let

PtF (c, ϕ) := |f ′
t(0)|

Q2

2 Eϕ

[
F
(
c+

(
X ◦ ft +Q ln

|f ′
t |

|ft|
)∣∣∣

T

)
e
−µeγc

∫
D\ft(D)

eγX(x)

|x|γQ dx
]

(1.5)

where for a function u, u|T denotes restriction of the function to the unit circle T , Eϕ[·] denotes the conditional
expectation with respect to ϕ, µ > 0, γ ∈ (0, 2) are some parameters and Q = 2/γ + γ/2. Since the Gaussian

field X is not defined pointwise, the term
∫
D\ft(D)

eγX(x)

|x|γQ dx is defined via a renormalisation procedure and

yields a non trivial quantity, i.e. non zero, for γ ∈ (0, 2) (see (2.8))1; it is called the Gaussian multiplicative

chaos measure of D \ ft(D). One can check that Pt indeed defines a Markovian semigroup.

In the simple case where v(z) = −z, the flow has expression ft(z) = e−tz, and the semigroup Pt coincides

with the semigroup e−tH, where H is the self-adjoint Hamiltonian defined and studied in [GKRV20], with

expression

H = −1

2
∂2c +

Q2

2
+P+ µeγcV (ϕ)

where P and V are unbounded non-negative operators on L2(ΩT) defined by

P := 2
∑

n > 1

(A∗
nAn + Ã∗

nÃn), V (ϕ) =

∫ 2π

0

eγϕ(θ)dθ

1The condition γ ∈ (0, 2) in this paper comes from this non triviality result on Gaussian multiplicative chaos. It is a restriction

of the probabilistic approach; indeed LCFT in the physics literature is studied for all γ ∈ C.
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and An := i
2

√
n(∂xn − i∂yn), Ãn := i

2

√
n(∂xn + i∂yn). 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(ΩT) function

for p < 2/γ2 when γ <
√
2. The operator H defines a quadratic form Q(F, F ) := 〈HF, F 〉2 and we denote

D(Q) its domain, and D′(Q) its dual. We will also use the notation A0 = Ã0 := i
2 (∂c +Q), A−n := A∗

n and

Ã−n := Ã∗
n 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(z)∂z be a Markovian vector field with v(z) = −∑∞
n=0 vnz

n+1 and v′(0) = −ω for

ω > 0 such that v admits a holomorphic extension in a neighborhood of D. If ω > 0 is large enough2, depending

on the sequence (vn)n > 0, then the operator Pt is a contraction semi-group on L2(R × ΩT) whose generator

Hv has the form

Hv = ωH+
∑

n > 1

vn Ln +
∑

n > 1

vn L̃n,

where Hv,Ln, L̃n are bounded as linear maps D(Q) → D′(Q) but unbounded on L2(R× ΩT). Moreover, they

are given by the formula

Ln := −i(n+ 1)QAn +
∑

m∈Z

: An−mAm : +
µ

2
eγc
∫ 2π

0

einθeγϕ(θ)dθ,

L̃n := −i(n+ 1)QÃn +
∑

m∈Z

: Ãn−mÃm : +
µ

2
eγc
∫ 2π

0

e−inθeγϕ(θ)dθ

(1.6)

where the normal order product : AnAm : is defined as AnAm if m > 0 or AmAn if n > 0.

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

vn = −zn+1∂z and v0 = −z∂z, then we can recover Ln by the expression

Ln =
1

2
(Hωv0+vn − iHωv0+ivn)−

1

2
ω(1− i)H

where ω > 0 is chosen large enough so that ωv0 + vn is Markovian. We define for n > 0

L−n := L∗
n, L̃−n := L̃∗

n

where the adjoints are taken with respect to the Hermitian product on H while acting on a dense set of

regular functions: 〈L−nF, F ′〉2 = 〈F,LnF ′〉2 for all F, F ′ ∈ D(Q). We will explain below that (Ln)n∈Z and

(L̃n)n∈Z are two commuting representations of Vir(cL) 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 [Ln,Lm] 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 eN |c|L2(R× ΩT) for N > 0 which are preserved by all Ln.

1.3. Highest weight states, descendant states and scattering coefficients. In [GKRV20], we con-

structed a family of eigenfunctions of H for α < Q

Ψα(c, ϕ) := e(α−Q)c
Eϕ

[
exp

(
− µeγc

∫

D

|x|−γαeγX(x)dx
)]

∈ e−βc−D(Q) (1.7)

where β > |Re(α) −Q| and c− = min(c, 0), satisfying
(
H− 2∆α

)
Ψα = 0, Ψα(c, ϕ) = e(α−Q)c +O(e(α−Q+ǫ)c) as c→ −∞,

2One could in fact work with a general complex ω with a large real part and still get the same results but we will stick to real

ω for simplicity.
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where the conformal weight is given by

∆α =
α

2
(Q − α

2
). (1.8)

Moreover, we proved in [GKRV20] that

α 7→ Ψα

admits an analytic continuation to the region {Re(α) 6 Q} \ ∪j > 1{Q± i
√
2j}, it is continuous at the points

Q± i
√
2j with possible square root singularities. We also constructed using scattering theory a whole family

Ψα,ν,ν̃

of eigenfunctions of H with eigenvalues α(Q − α
2 ) + |ν| + |ν̃| for each Young diagram ν = (ν1, . . . , νk), ν̃ =

(ν̃1, . . . , ν̃k′), with |ν| =
∑
j νj and |ν̃| =

∑
j ν̃j , we showed that they are analytic in an open set Wℓ ⊂

{Re(α) 6 Q} \ ∪j > 0{Q ± i
√
2j} containing (Q + iR) \ ∪j > 0{Q± i

√
2j}, where ℓ = |ν| + |ν̃|. Moreover the

following Plancherel type formula holds: for u, u′ ∈ H

〈u, u′〉2 =
1

2π

∑

ν,ν′,ν̃,ν̃′∈T
|ν|=|ν′|,|ν̃|=|ν̃′|

∫ ∞

0

〈u,ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃〉2〈ΨQ+iP,ν′,ν̃′ , u′〉2F−1
Q+iP (ν, ν

′)F−1
Q+iP (ν̃, ν̃

′)dP (1.9)

where T denotes the set of Young diagrams, and (F−1
Q+iP (ν, ν

′))ν,ν′∈Tn are positive definite matrices for each

n > 0 if Tn = {ν ∈ T | |ν| = n} is the set of Young diagrams of size n. In our convention T contains {0} and

ΨQ+iP,0,0 = ΨQ+iP .

In this paper, we prove that the Ψα,ν,ν̃ can be obtained from Ψα by applying the direct sum of two copies

of the Virasoro algebra Vir(cL).

Theorem 1.2. The following properties hold:

1) The function Ψα defined by (1.7) admits an analytic extension to α ∈ C, with values in e−βc−D(Q) for any

β > |Re(α)−Q|, and for each n ∈ Z, LnΨα is well-defined as an element in e−βc−D(Q) for β > |Re(α)−Q|,
it is analytic in α and equal to 0 when n > 0.

2) The functions Ψα,ν,ν̃ appearing in (1.9) admit an analytic extension to α ∈ C as elements of e−βc−D(Q) for

β > |Re(α)−Q|, and for each n ∈ Z, LnΨα,ν,ν̃ is well-defined as an element in e−βc−D(Q) for β > |Re(α)−Q|,
analytic in α, and is equal to 0 when n > |ν|+ |ν̃|.
3) These functions are related by the formula

Ψα,ν,ν̃ = L−νk . . .L−ν1 L̃−ν̃k′ . . . L̃−ν̃1Ψα

and for each n ∈ Z, and α ∈ C \ (Q± ( 2γN0 +
γ
2N0))

LnΨα,ν,ν̃ ∈ span{Ψα,ν′,ν̃ | ν′ ∈ T , |ν| − n = |ν′|}.

4) They satisfy the functional equation for all α ∈ C \ (Q± ( 2γN0 +
γ
2N0)) and all ν, ν̃ ∈ T

Ψ2Q−α,ν,ν̃ = R(2Q− α)Ψα,ν,ν̃

where R(α) is the scattering coefficient given by

R(α) = −
(
πµ

Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2 (Q−α)
γ Γ(− γ(Q−α)

2 )Γ(− 2(Q−α)
γ )

Γ(γ(Q−α)
2 )Γ(2(Q−α)

γ )
.

5) For P > 0, ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ satisfy the asymptotic expansion as c→ −∞

ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃(c, ϕ) = eiPcQQ+iP,ν,ν̃(ϕ) +R(Q+ iP )e−iPcQQ−iP,ν,ν̃(ϕ) +GQ+iP (c, ϕ)

where GQ+iP (c, ϕ) ∈ D(Q) ⊂ L2 and QQ±iP,ν,ν̃ ∈ L2(ΩT) are particular eigenfunctions of P with eigenvalues

|ν|+ |ν̃| (see Section 3.2.3 for their definition).
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Remark 1. The same statement as 1), 2), 3) holds with L̃n in place of Ln except that in 3) one has

L̃nΨα,ν,ν̃ ∈ span{Ψα,ν,ν̃′ | ν̃′ ∈ T , |ν̃| − n = |ν̃′|}.

We notice that Statement 5) means that the scattering matrix is essentially (up to identifying QQ+iP,ν,ν̃

with QQ−iP,ν,ν̃) 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 − 2∆Q+ip), this is a linear operator acting on a

finite dimensional subspace L2(ΩT) encoding the coefficients in the asymptotics at c→ −∞ of the generalized

eigenstates

{ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ |P > 0, ν, ν̃ ∈ T , 2∆Q+iP + |ν|+ |ν̃| = 2∆Q+ip}.
To prove that this operator is diagonal in the basis associated to ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ , the role of the Virasoro algebras

(Ln)n, (L̃n) is essential: the idea is that this algebra generates all the generalized eigenfunctions Ψα,ν,ν̃ from

the primary field Ψα, implying some relations on the scattering matrix, namely it says that the asymptotics

at c→ −∞ of ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ are purely characterized by those of the primary field ΨQ+iP .

This result allows us in particular to define the vector space Wα := span{Ψα,ν,ν̃ | ν, ν̃ ∈ T } and to show

that the operators Ln, L̃m preserve Wα, with the commutation relations

[Ln,Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m, [L̃n, L̃m] = (n−m)L̃n+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m

and [Ln, L̃m] = 0. The space Wα is a Verma module for a highest weight representation of the direct sum

Vir(cL) ⊕ Vir(cL) of two Virasoro algebras with central charge cL = 1 + 6Q2, it can be splitted as a tensor

product of two Verma modules Wα = Vα ⊗ Vα, each one associated to the representations Ln and L̃n of

Vir(cL). 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 Teichmüller 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 Teichmüller 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

Teichmüller 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 Ψα,ν,ν̃ 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 µ = 0 and we study its stationary measure µh. 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 Ψα,ν,ν̃ 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 Ψα,ν,ν̃ .
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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+ 6Q2 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 ΩT = (R2)N with

the Gaussian probability measure

PT :=
⊗

n > 1

1

2π
e−

1
2 (x

2
n+y

2
n)dxndyn.

The space H is then defined to be the space L2(R × ΩT) equipped with the measure µ0 := dc × PT (and

the standard Borel sigma algebra) where dc denotes the Lebesgue measure. Consider the real valued random

variable on T

ϕ(θ) =
∑

n6=0

ϕne
inθ, ϕn =

xn + iyn
2
√
n

for n > 0.

Recall that we will see ϕ as a variable defined on a larger probability space Ω where the underlying probability

measure will be denoted P (and expectation E[·]): see subsection 2.2. Note that ϕ ∈ H−s(T) for all s > 0

almost surely. The space H−s(T) can be equipped with the pushforward measure µ0 (still denoted µ0 for

simplicity) by the map (c, (ϕn)n) ∈ R× ΩT 7→ c+ ϕ ∈ H−s(T) so that H ≃ L2(H−s(T), µ0).

We set ∂n := ∂ϕn =
√
n(∂xn − i∂yn) (and ∂−n := ∂ϕ−n =

√
n(∂xn + i∂yn)) and introduce S the set of

smooth functions of the form F (x1, y1, · · · , xN , yN ) for some N > 1 where F ∈ C∞((R2)N ) with at most

polynomial growth at infinity for F and its derivatives. We consider the vector space Cexp of smooth functions
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F : R× ΩT → C so that there is N > 0 such that F (c, ϕ) = F (c, x1, y1, · · · , xN , yN ) for all c ∈ R, and (with

N0 := N ∪ {0})

∀k ∈ N0, ∀α, β ∈ N
N
0 , ∃L > 0, ∀M > 0, ∃C > 0, |∂kc ∂αx ∂βy F (c, ϕ)| 6 Ce−M|c|〈ϕ〉LN

if ∂αx = ∂α1
x1
. . . ∂αN

xN
and 〈ϕ〉N = (1 +

∑
|n| 6 N |ϕn|2)1/2 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 Cexp by the expression

H0 =
1

2
(−∂2c +Q2 + 2P), with P =

∞∑

n=1

n(∂∗xn
∂xn + ∂∗yn∂yn), (2.1)

where ∂∗xn
= −∂xn + xn denotes the adjoint of ∂xn with respect to µ0. Recall that the construction of the

Friedrichs extension relies on the quadratic form denoted Q0(F, F ) := 〈H0F, F 〉2 for F ∈ Cexp. By [GKRV20,

Proposition 4.3], the quadratic form is closable with closure still denoted Q0 and domain denoted D(Q0),

which becomes a Hilbert space when equipped with the norm ‖F‖Q0 :=
√
Q0(F, F ). This quadratic form

produces a self-adjoint extension (Friedrichs extension) for H0 on a domain D(H0) ⊂ D(Q0). Moreover H0

extends to a bounded operator H0 : D(Q0) → D′(Q0) where D′(Q0) is the dual to D(Q0).

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 = i
√
n

2 (∂xn − i∂yn), A−n = A∗
n, Ãn = i

√
n

2 (∂xn + i∂yn), Ã−n = Ã∗
n, (2.2)

where the adjoint here is formal and has to be understood in the sense of pairing on Cexp with respect to the

measure µ0, and let

A0 = Ã0 = i
2 (∂c +Q).

In fact, considering the notation ∂n := ∂
∂ϕn

(where ∂0 := ∂c), we see that, for n 6= 0,

An = i
2 (∂n + 2nϕ−n1n<0), Ãn = i

2 (∂−n + 2nϕn1n<0). (2.3)

Recall the following commutation relations for n,m

[An,Am] =
n

2
δn,−m, [Ãn, Ãm] =

n

2
δn,−m, [An, Ãm] = 0. (2.4)

Then for n ∈ Z define the operators acting on Cexp

L0
n = −i(n+ 1)QAn +

∑

m∈Z

:An−mAm :, L̃0
n := −i(n+ 1)QÃn +

∑

m∈Z

:Ãn−mÃm :

and where the normal ordering is defined by :AnAm: = AnAm if m > 0 and AmAn if n > 0 (i.e. annihilation

operators are on the right). In particular, for n 6= 0 the only c derivative in L0
n is the term involving A0, which

is given by AnA0 +A0An = 2AnA0. Notice that (L0
n)

∗ = L0
−n in the weak sense, i.e. for each F1, F2 ∈ Cexp

the following relation holds

〈L0
nF1, F2〉2 = 〈F1,L

0
−nF2〉2.

A direct computation allows us to express the Hamiltonian in terms of the n = 0 Virasoro elements

H0 = L0
0 + L̃0

0 =
1

2
(−∂2c +Q2) + 2

∞∑

n=1

(A∗
nAn + Ã∗

nÃn)

and one can derive the following commutation relations by using (2.4) (for cL = 1 + 6Q2) (see [KaRa, Prop

2.3] )

[L0
n,L

0
m] = (n−m)L0

n+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m, [L̃0
n, L̃

0
m] = (n−m)L̃0

n+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m.
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Finally, using expression (2.3) and little bit of algebra yields for n > 0 (for n 6 − 1, one has to integrate by

parts the relation below)

L0
n = Q2

4 1n=0 +
Qn
2 ∂n − 1

4

∑

m∈Z

∂n−m∂m +
∑

m > 1

mϕn+m∂n+m (2.5)

and a similar relation for L̃0
n. Notice that Q0 can be written in terms of the An’s as

Q0(F, F ) =
1

2
(‖∂cF‖22 +Q2‖F‖22) + 2

∞∑

n=1

(‖AnF‖22 + ‖ÃnF‖22) = 2‖A0F‖22 + 2
∞∑

n=1

(‖AnF‖22 + ‖ÃnF‖22).

We first show the following:

Lemma 2.1. There exist some constant C > 0 such that for all n > 1 and all F,G ∈ Cexp we have

|〈L0
nF,G〉2| 6 C(1 + n)3/2‖F‖Q0‖G‖Q0 (2.6)

and the operator L0
n extends as a bounded operator L0

n : D(Q0) → D′(Q0). The same statement holds for L̃0
n.

Proof. First we note that the extension of L0
n follows directly from the estimate (2.6). Using Cauchy-Schwarz,

we have for F,G ∈ Cexp

|〈L0
nF,G〉2| =

∣∣∣− i(n+ 1)Q〈AnF,G〉2 + 2〈A0F,A−nG〉2 +
n−1∑

k=1

〈An−kF,A−kG〉2 + 2
∑

m > 1

〈An+mF,AmG〉2
∣∣∣

6

(
(n+ 1)Q‖AnF‖22 + 2‖A0F‖22 +

n−1∑

k=1

‖AkF‖22 + 2
∑

m > 1

‖An+mF‖22
) 1

2

×
(
(n+ 1)Q‖G‖22 + 2‖A−nG‖22 +

n−1∑

k=1

‖A−kG‖22 + 2
∑

m > 1

‖AmG‖22
) 1

2

and using the commutation relation [Ak,A−k] =
k
2 which implies ‖A−kG‖2 = ‖AkG‖2 + k

2‖G‖2 we obtain

|〈L0
nF,G〉2| 6

(
(n+ 1)Q‖AnF‖2 + 2‖A0F‖22 +

n−1∑

k=1

‖AkF‖22 + 2
∑

m > 1

‖An+mF‖22
) 1

2

×
(
((n+ 1)Q+

n(n− 1)

4
+ n)‖G‖22 + 2‖AnG‖22 +

n−1∑

k=1

‖AkG‖22 + 2
∑

m > 1

‖AmG‖22
) 1

2

The first term is bounded by C(1 + n)1/2‖F‖Q0 and the second by C(1 + n)‖G‖Q0 for some uniform C > 0,

which concludes the proof. �

2.2. Gaussian Free Field and Gaussian multiplicative chaos. On the Riemann sphere Ĉ, we put the

Riemannian metric g0 = |dz|2/|z|4+ (with |z|+ := max(1, |z|)) which is invariant by the inversion z 7→ 1/z. We

shall use freely the complex variable z in C or x ∈ R2 when we think of it as a real variable. The Gaussian

Free Field X (GFF in short) in the metric g0 is a random variable in the Sobolev space Hs(C) for s < 0 with

mean 0 on T and covariance kernel

E[X(z)X(z′)] = ln
|z|+|z′|+
|z − z′| .

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

that

X = Pϕ+XD +XD∗ (2.7)
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where Pϕ is the harmonic extension of ϕ and XD, XD∗ are two independent GFFs on D := {z ∈ C | |z| 6 1}
and D∗ := {z ∈ Ĉ | |z| > 1} with Dirichlet boundary conditions defined respectively on the probability spaces

(ΩD,ΣD,PD) and (ΩD∗ ,ΣD∗ ,PD∗)3. The covariance of XD is the Dirichlet Green’s function on D, given by

E[XD(z)XD(z
′)] = GD(z, z

′) = ln
|1− zz̄′|
|z − z′| .

The random variable X is defined on a probability space (Ω,Σ,P) (with expectation E[.]) where Ω = ΩT ×
ΩD × ΩD∗ , Σ = ΣT ⊗ ΣD ⊗ ΣD∗ and P is a product measure P = PT ⊗ PD ⊗ PD∗ . We will write Eϕ[·] for
conditional expectation with respect to the GFF on the circle ϕ.

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

eγX(x)dx := lim
ǫ→0

eγXǫ(x)−γ2

2 E[Xǫ(x)
2]dx (2.8)

where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure of C and Xǫ = X ∗ θǫ is the mollification of X with an approximation

(θǫ)ǫ>0 of the Dirac mass δ0; indeed, one can show that the limit (2.8) exists in probability in the space of

Radon measures on Ĉ and that the limit does not depend on the mollifier θǫ: see [RoVa10, RhVa14, Be17].

The condition γ ∈ (0, 2) stems from the fact that the random measure eγX(x)dx is different from zero if and

only if γ ∈ (0, 2). We will also consider the GMC measure on the circle T associated to ϕ defined via

eγϕ(θ)dθ := lim
ǫ→0

eγϕǫ(θ)−γ2

2 E[ϕǫ(θ)
2]dθ (2.9)

where ϕǫ is a mollification at scale ǫ of ϕ. The measure eγϕ(θ)dθ is different from zero if and only if γ ∈ (0,
√
2)

and therefore for γ ∈ [
√
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 = H0 + µeγcV (2.10)

where V is a non-negative unbounded operator on L2(ΩT,PT) associated to a symmetric quadratic form QV ;

when γ <
√
2, V is a multiplication operator by the potential

V (ϕ) =

∫ 2π

0

eγϕ(θ)dθ ∈ L
2
γ2 −ǫ

(ΩT), ∀ǫ > 0

with eγϕ(θ)dθ 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 ) := Q0(F, F ) + µ

∫

R

eγcQV (F, F )dc > Q0(F, F ). (2.11)

This quadratic form admits a closure on a domain D(Q) ⊂ D(Q0) and one can viewH as a self-adjoint operator

using the Friedrichs extension [GKRV20, Proposition 5.5]. The operator H has a domain D(H) ⊂ 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−tH for t > 0 is a contraction semi-group that

has the Markov property [GKRV20, Proposition 5.2], it will appear also below as a special case of Markovian

dynamic that one can construct using Markovian vector fields.

3With a slight abuse of notations, we will assume that these spaces are canonically embedded in the product space (Ω,Σ) and

we will identify them with the respective images of the respective embeddings.
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2.4. Markovian holomorphic vector fields. For ǫ > 0 small, let BiHolǫ(D) be the space of biholomorphic

maps f : (1 + ǫ)D◦ → f((1 + ǫ)D◦) ⊂ C extending smoothly to (1 + ǫ)T. Infinitesimal variations around

the identity in BiHolǫ(D) give rise to the space Vectǫ(D) of holomorphic vector fields on (1 + ǫ)D◦ extending

smoothly to (1 + ǫ)T. These vector fields can be written as v = v∂z for some holomorphic function v, with

power series expansion at z = 0

v(z) = −
∞∑

n=−1

vnz
n+1. (2.12)

These vector fields encode the infinitesimal motion ft(z) = z + tv(z) + o(t) on BiHolǫ(D).

The basis elements

vn = −zn+1∂z ∈ Vectǫ(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
∑

|k| 6 N ake
ikθ∂θ for ak ∈ C and some

N < ∞. This is a subalgebra of the Lie algebra C(z)∂z of meromorphic vector fields in the Riemann sphere

Ĉ. There is an antilinear involution on C(z)∂z given by v 7→ v∗ := z2v̄(1/z̄)∂z . On the canonical generators,

we have v∗
n = v−n and (ivn)

∗ = −iv−n. 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 Vectǫ(D):

Vect+ǫ (D) := {v ∈ Vectǫ(D)| ∀z ∈ T,Re (z̄v(z)) < 0 } . (2.13)

We will refer to such vector fields as Markovian. Notice that for each v ∈ Vectǫ(D) with v(0) = 0, one

can find ω > 0 large enough such that ωv0 + v is Markovian, if v0 = −z∂z. A solution ft(z) of the ODE

∂tft(z) = v(ft(z)) in some open subset of (1+ ǫ)D◦ with initial condition f0(z) = z must satisfy that the curve

t 7→ (Re(ft(z)), Im(ft(z)) ∈ R2 is the integral curve of the real vector field V = Re(v)∂x + Im(v)∂y = 2Re(v),

and the assumption Re (z̄v(z)) < 0 means that V is pointing strictly inside D at T = ∂D. In particular this

implies that the flow ft(z) of v is defined for all t > 0 in D. By continuity, the vector field V also points inside

the disk (1+ ǫ′)D if ǫ′ > 0 is small enough, and therefore ft(z) is also well-defined for all t > 0 inside (1+ ǫ′)D.

Lemma 2.2. For v = v(z)∂z ∈ Vect+ǫ (D), let ft(z) be the solution of the complex ordinary differential equation

∂tft(z) = v(ft(z)) with f0(z) = z, defined for all t > 0 in (1 + ǫ′)D for some 0 < ǫ′ < ǫ. The family (ft)t > 0

is a family of holomorphic maps in BiHolǫ′(D) satisfying ft(D) ⊂ fs(D) for all t > s and ft(D) converges

exponentially fast to a ∈ D◦, the unique zero of v(z) in D.

Proof. The functions (ft)t > 0 are biholomorphisms in (1 + ǫ′)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

∫ 2π

0

eiθv(eiθ)

|v(eiθ)|2 dθ =
∫ 2π

0

eiθ

v(eiθ)
dθ = 0

which is in contradiction with the fact that Re(eiθv(eiθ)) < 0 for all θ ∈ [0, 2π]. Uniqueness of a will then be

a consequence of the fact that ft(D) converges exponentially fast to a (indeed ft(D) can only have one limit).

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

harmonic functions applied to Re
(
v(z)
z

)
, there exists c > 0 such that

sup
|z| 6 1

Re

(
v(z)

z

)
6 − c. (2.14)



12 GUILLAUME BAVEREZ, COLIN GUILLARMOU, ANTTI KUPIAINEN, RÉMI RHODES, AND VINCENT VARGAS

The flow satisfies ∂tft(z) = v(ft(z)) and f0(z) = z. Thanks to (2.14), one has the following

∂t|ft(z)|2 = 2Re
(∂tft(z)
ft(z)

)
|ft(z)|2 = 2Re

(v(ft(z))
ft(z)

)
|ft(z)|2 6 − 2c|ft(z)|2

and therefore |ft(z)| 6 e−ct|z|. Next we consider the case where there exists some a ∈ D◦ such that v(a) = 0.

We then introduce the Möbius map ψ(z) = z−a
1−āz preserving D and such that ψ(a) = 0 and consider the vector

field vψ = (ψ′ ◦ ψ−1)v ◦ ψ−1 which satisfies vψ(0) = 0 and

sup
|z|=1

Re (z̄vψ(z)) = sup
|z|=1

Re
(
ψ(z)ψ′(z)v(z)

)
= sup

|z|=1

Re (z̄v(z))
1− |a|2
|1− az̄|2 < 0

by noticing that ψ(z)ψ′(z) = z̄ 1−|a|2
|1−z̄a|2 when |z| = 1. The vector field vψ has ψ◦ft◦ψ−1 as flow. This concludes

the proof. �

Lemma 2.3. Assume that v = v(z)∂z ∈ Vect+ǫ (D), that v(0) = 0, v′(0) = −ω for ω > 0. Let ft(z) be

the solution of the complex ordinary differential equation ∂tft(z) = v(ft(z)) with initial condition f0(z) = z

defined for all t > 0 in |z| < 1 + ǫ′ for some 0 < ǫ′ < ǫ. For each k, the function eωtft converges in Ck(D)

norm (i.e. all the partial derivatives of order j 6 k converge uniformly on D) as t → ∞ towards a function

h ∈ BiHolǫ′(D) for some ǫ′ > 0. Finally, f ′
t(0) = e−ωt and h′(0) = 1.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2, we know that v has no other zeros than z = 0 in (1 + ǫ′)D for some ǫ′ < ǫ and that

|ft(z)| converges exponentially fast to 0. Since v(z) = −ωz + O(|z|2) near z = 0, for all δ > 0 small there

is η > 0 small such that for |z| 6 η we have Re(v(z)/z) < −ω + δ. By the argument below (2.14), we

deduce that |ft(z)| 6 e−(ω−δ)t|η| for |z| 6 η and thus there is C > 0 such that for all |z| 6 1 + ǫ′, we have

|ft(z)| 6 Ce−(ω−δ)t. Therefore, the function gt(z) := eωtft(z) satisfies, uniformly in |z| 6 1 + ǫ′,

∂tgt(z) = eωt(ωft(z) + v(ft(z))) = O(eωt|ft(z)|2) = O(e−(ω−2δ)t),

where we have used v(z) = −ωz + O(|z|2) for the second equality. Thus, choosing δ < ω/2, we deduce that

there is some function h : (1 + ǫ′)D → C so that, uniformly on (1 + ǫ′)D, the following converge holds

eωtft(z) = gt(z) = z +

∫ t

0

∂sgs(z)ds→t→∞ h(z).

The function h is then holomorphic in (1 + ǫ′)D◦ as uniform limit of holomorphic functions, moreover gt → h

in all Ck((1 + ǫ′)D) norms (using Cauchy formula, the derivatives are dealt with using the C0 convergence).

The fact that h is injective on (1 + ǫ)D◦ follows from Carathéodory’s kernel theorem, since gt is injective on

(1+ ǫ′)D and converges uniformly on (1+ ǫ′)D. Expanding ft(z) =
∑

n > 1 an(t)z
n at z = 0, we see that an(t)

must solve the ODE ∂ta1(t) = −ωa1(t) with a1(0) = 1, thus a1(t) = e−ωt and this implies that h′(0) = 1. �

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(z)∂z ∈ Vect+ǫ (D), that v(0) = 0, v′(0) = −ω. Then for all t > 0, the

flow ft(z) of v solves v(ft(z)) = f ′
t(z)v(z) and the function h of Lemma 2.3 solves the differential equation

ωh(z) = −h′(z)v(z).

Proof. Since ft(z) is one-to-one, f
′
t(z) never vanishes in D. We then have

∂t
v(ft(z))

f ′
t(z)

=
∂tft(z)v

′(ft(z))

f ′
t(z)

− (∂tft)
′(z)v(ft(z))

(f ′
t(z))

2
=
v(ft(z))v

′(ft(z))

f ′
t(z)

− f ′
t(z)v

′(ft(z))v(ft(z))

(f ′
t(z))

2
= 0.

This shows that v(ft(z)) = f ′
t(z)v(z) and thus as t→ +∞
eωtf ′

t(z)v(z) = eωtv(ft(z)) = −ωeωtft(z) +O(e−ωt) (2.15)

and by letting t→ +∞, we get h′(z)v(z) = −ωh(z). �
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2.5. The probabilistic formula for the vector field dynamics. Let v = v(z)∂z be a Markovian vector

field, and we assume that v(0) = 0 and v′(0) = −ω for ω > 0. This vector field induces a family of small

conformal transformations ft(z) = z+ tv(z)+ o(t) on D such that ft(T) ⊂ D for all t and f ′
t(0) = e−ωt. Given

an initial condition c+ ϕ ∈ H−s(T) with s > 0, we define a stochastic process (c+ Bt, ϕt) ∈ H−s(T) via the

following formula

(c+Bt, ϕt) :=

(
c+ (Pϕ+XD) ◦ ft +Q ln

|f ′
t |

|ft|

) ∣∣∣
T

(2.16)

where |T denotes restriction to the unit circle and (c+Bt, ϕt) 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 = Pϕ +XD +XD∗ on

the deformed circle ft(T) and pull this field back to T using ft (notice that the last term XD∗ |ft(T) = 0) . The

extra term Q ln
|f ′

t|
|ft| is here to conform with the transformation properties of the Liouville field. Notice that

XD ◦ ft =
∑

nXn(t)e
inθ where

Xn(t) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

XD(ft(e
iθ))e−inθdθ (2.17)

E[Xn(t)Xm(t′)] =
1

4π2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

e−inθ−imθ
′

ln
|1− ft(e

iθ)ft′(eiθ
′)|

|ft(eiθ)− ft′(eiθ
′)| dθdθ

′. (2.18)

We can now register a few formulas: for all x ∈ D \ ft(D)
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

GD(x, ft(e
iθ′))dθ′ = ln

|1− ft(0)x)|
|ft(0)− x| = ln

1

|x| .

This formula is just the average principle applied to the harmonic function z 7→ GD(x, ft(z)) for z ∈ D. Taking

x→ ft(e
iθ) yields by continuity for all θ

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

GD(ft(e
iθ), ft(e

iθ′))dθ′ = ln
1

|ft(eiθ)|
.

Now using the mean value property applied to the harmonic function z 7→ ln |ft(z)|
|z| for z ∈ D, we get

1

2π

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

GD(ft(e
iθ), ft(e

iν))dθdν = − 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

ln
|ft(eiθ)|
|eiθ| dθ = − ln |f ′

t(0)|.

Similar considerations yield for s 6 t

1

2π

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

GD(ft(e
iθ), fs(e

iν))dθdν = − 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

ln
|fs(eiθ)|
|eiθ| dθ = − ln |f ′

s(0)|.

In particular this shows that E[X0(s)X0(t)] = ωmin(s, t) and hence X0(t) = Bt is a Brownian motion with

diffusivity ω.

Proposition 2.5. Let v = v(z)∂z ∈ Vect+ǫ (D) with v(0) = 0 and v′(0) = −ω < 0, and let ft be the associated

flow. Then the field (Bt, ϕt) is a continuous process with values in H−s(T) for s > 0 and the operator P 0
t

associated to this process, defined for all bounded and continuous F by

P 0
t F (c, ϕ) := |f ′

t(0)|
Q2

2 Eϕ[F (c+Bt + ϕt)] (2.19)

is a Markov semi-group.

Proof. First, the field
(
c+ Pϕ ◦ ft +Q ln

|f ′
t|

|ft|

)
|T is clearly continuous in H−s(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 α > 0 and C > 0 such that for all t, t′ > 0

E[‖(XD ◦ ft)|T − (XD ◦ ft′)|T‖2H−s(T)] 6 C|t− t′|α
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Proof. Writing 〈n〉 = (1 + |n|), we have

E

[∑

n∈Z

〈n〉−2s
∣∣∣
∫ 2π

0

(XD ◦ ft)(eiθ)e−inθdθ −
∫ 2π

0

(XD ◦ ft′)(eiθ)e−inθdθ
∣∣∣
2]

=
∑

n∈Z

〈n〉−2s

2π

∫

[0,2π]2

(
GD(ft(e

iθ), ft(e
iθ′)) +GD(ft′(e

iθ), ft′(e
iθ′))− 2GD(ft(e

iθ), ft′(e
iθ′))

)
ein(θ−θ

′)dθdθ′

=

∫

[0,2π]2

(
GD(ft(e

iθ), ft(e
iθ′)) +GD(ft′(e

iθ), ft′(e
iθ′))− 2GD(ft(e

iθ), ft′(e
iθ′))

)(∑

n∈Z

〈n〉−2s

2π
ein(θ−θ

′)

)
dθdθ′

6 C

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

|GD(ft(e
iθ), ft(e

iθ′)) +GD(ft′(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))− 2GD(ft(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))| 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

6 2C

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

|GD(ft′(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))−GD(ft(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))| 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

+ 2C

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

|GD(ft(e
iθ), ft(e

iθ′))−GD(ft(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))| 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′,

where we used the bound
∑
n∈Z

〈n〉−2sein(θ−θ
′) 6 C|θ − θ′|−1+2s. We only deal with the first term since and

the second is similar. Now we have
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣GD(ft′(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))−GD(ft(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))
∣∣∣ 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

=

∫

|t−t′| 6 |θ−θ′|2

∣∣∣GD(ft′(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))−GD(ft(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))
∣∣∣ 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

+

∫

|t−t′|>|θ−θ′|2

∣∣∣GD(ft′(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))−GD(ft(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))
∣∣∣ 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′.

But, using the explicit formula GD(z, z
′) = ln |z−z′|

|1−z̄z′| , the bounds

|ft(eiθ)− ft′(e
iθ′)| > C−1(|t− t′|+ |θ − θ′|), |1− ft(eiθ)ft′(e

iθ′)| > c(|t− t′|+ |θ − θ′|)

for some c > 0 locally uniform in t′, t, there is C > 0 locally uniform in t, t′ so that
∫

|θ−θ′|2<|t−t′|

∣∣∣GD(ft′(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))−GD(ft(e
iθ), ft′(e

iθ′))
∣∣∣ 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

6 C

∫

|θ−θ′|2<|t−t′|
| ln(|θ − θ′|)| 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′ 6 C|t− t′|s.

Similarly, one gets

∫

|t−t′| 6 |θ−θ′|2

∣∣∣ ln
∣∣∣1− ft′(e

iθ)ft(eiθ
′)

1 − ft(eiθ)ft(eiθ
′)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

=

∫

|t−t′| 6 |θ−θ′|2

∣∣∣ ln
∣∣∣1 + (ft(e

iθ)− ft′(e
iθ))ft(eiθ

′)

1− ft(eiθ)ft(eiθ
′)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

6

∫

|t−t′| 6 |θ−θ′|2

∣∣∣ (ft(e
iθ)− ft′(e

iθ))ft(eiθ
′)

1− ft(eiθ)ft(eiθ
′)

∣∣∣ 1

|θ − θ′|1−2s
dθdθ′

6 C

∫

|t−t′| 6 |θ−θ′|2
|t− t′| 1

|θ − θ′|2−2s
dθdθ′ 6 C|t− t′|s.

The term in ln | ft(e
iθ)−ft′ (eiθ

′
)

ft(eiθ)−ft(eiθ′ )
| can be dealt with similarly. �
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On Gaussian spaces, the Lp 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 t, t′ > 0

E[‖(XD ◦ ft)|T − (XD ◦ ft′)|T‖pH−s(T)] 6 C|t− t′|pα
2

hence by choosing pα > 2 the Kolmogorov continuity theorem ensures that the process (ϕt)t > 0 admits a

continuous version in H−s(T) for s > 0.

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

(Pϕ+XD) ◦ ft+s +Q ln
|f ′
t+s|

|ft+s|
= Pϕ ◦ ft ◦ fs +XD ◦ ft ◦ fs +Q ln

|f ′
t ◦ fs||fs|
|ft ◦ fs|

+Q ln
|f ′
s|

|fs|
By conformal invariance of XD and using the Markov property for the Dirichlet GFF, we get that

XD ◦ ft ◦ fs = (P (XD ◦ ft)|T) ◦ fs + X̃D ◦ fs
where P (XD◦ft)|T is the Harmonic extension of (XD◦ft)|T and X̃D is an independent Dirichlet GFF. Obviously

for all |z| 6 1

(Pϕ ◦ ft)(z) = P ((Pϕ ◦ ft)|T)(z)
since both sides are harmonic with same value at |z| = 1 and therefore we can compose with fs to get

Pϕ ◦ ft ◦ fs = P ((Pϕ ◦ ft)|T) ◦ fs.
Finally, we have for all |z| 6 1

P (ln
|f ′
t |

|ft|
|T)(z) = ln

|f ′
t(z)||z|
|ft(z)|

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

P (ln
|f ′
t |

|ft|
|T) ◦ fs(z) = ln

|f ′
t ◦ fs||fs(z)|
|ft ◦ fs|

.

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

In order to describe the invariant measure of the operator |f ′
t(0)|−

Q2

2 P 0
t , we identify the kernel − ln |h(eiθ)−

h(eiθ
′

)| (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 Xh ∈ H−s(T), with vanishing mean and covariance

E[Xh(e
iθ)Xh(e

iθ′)] = ln
1

|h(eiθ)− h(eiθ′)| .

Proof. It suffices to show that for all real non zero f ∈ L2(T) with
∫ 2π

0
f(eiθ)dθ = 0,

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ln
1

|h(eiθ)− h(eiθ′)|f(e
iθ)f(eiθ

′

)dθdθ′ > 0 (2.20)

namely that the kernel is positive definite (see [Jan]). Let K be the single layer operatorK : C∞(T) → C0(R2)

Kf(x) =

∫

T

G(x, h(eiθ))f(eiθ)dθ

with G(x, x′) := (2π)−1 ln 1
|x−x′| the Green’s function on R2. We have ∆Kf = 0 in R2 \ h(T) and ((∂+ν −

∂−ν )Kf)(h(e
iθ)) = f(eiθ)

|h′(eiθ)| where ∂
+
ν is the outward unit normal derivative in h(D) and ∂−ν the outward unit

normal derivative in R2 \ h(D). Thus Kf solves a Neumann problem

∆Kf = 0 in R
2 \ h(T), (∂+ν − ∂−ν )Kf |h(T) =

f ◦ h−1

|h′| ◦ h−1
, (2.21)
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moreover we see that

Kf(x) = −(2π)−1 ln(|x|)
∫ 2π

0

f(eiθ)dθ +O(1/|x|) as |x| → ∞

so Kf(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞ if
∫ 2π

0
f(eiθ)dθ = 0. It is also direct to check that |∇Kf(z)| = O(1/|z|2) for large

|z| so that we can write using Green’s formula and (2.21)
∫

R2

|∇Kf(x)|2dx =

∫

R2\h(D)
|∇Kf(x)|2dx+

∫

h(D)

|∇Kf(x)|2dx =

∫ 2π

0

f(eiθ)(Kf)(h(eiθ))dθ

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

Let Ph be the probability measure induced by Xh+Q ln ω
|v| on H

−s(T) for s > 0 (recall that ω and v appear

in Proposition 2.5) and denote

µh := dc⊗ Ph (2.22)

the product measure on H−s(T).

If v = v(z)∂z with v(z) = −ωz −∑∞
n=1 vnz

n+1, we define the operator H0
v via the following formula:

∀F ∈ Cexp, H0
v
F = ωH0F +

∞∑

n=1

Re(vn)(L
0
n + L̃0

n)F + i
∞∑

n=1

Im(vn)(L
0
n − L̃0

n)F. (2.23)

One should notice that in the two sums
∑∞

n=1 only a finite number of terms are not equal to 0 because

F ∈ Cexp and therefore the above quantity is well defined. In particular, H0 := H0
v0

(recall v0 = −z∂z) 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 H0
v and P 0

t :

Theorem 2.8. Let v = v(z)∂z be a Markovian vector field such that v(0) = 0, v′(0) = −ω and v admits

a holomorphic extension in a neighborhood of D. There exists an absolute constant K > 0 such that if

ω > K
∑
n > 1 |vn|n2 then the operator H0

v
defined in (2.23) admits a closed extension such that e−tH

0
v is a

continuous contraction semigroup on H = L2(R × ΩT). The semigroup |f ′
t(0)|−

Q2

2 P 0
t admits µh of (2.22) as

invariant measure, this measure is absolutely continuous with respect to µ0 and P 0
t coincides with e−tH

0
v on

L2(R× ΩT).

We will first prove the following intermediate lemma:

Lemma 2.9. The semigroup |f ′
t(0)|−

Q2

2 P 0
t with P 0

t defined by (2.19) admits µh as an invariant measure and

the measure µh is absolutely continuous with respect to µ0.

Proof. We first want to apply Example 3.8.15 in [Bo91] to show convergence in law of ϕt towards Xh+Q ln ω
|v|

as t tends to infinity. Let s > 0. For all g(θ) =
∑
k∈Z∗ zke

ikθ ∈ H−s(T) and g′(θ) =
∑

k∈Z∗ z′ke
ikθ ∈ H−s(T),

we have

E

[
〈g, (XD ◦ ft)|T〉H−s(T)〈g′, (XD ◦ ft)|T〉H−s(T)

]
=

1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

g̃(θ)g̃′(θ′) ln
|1− ft(e

iθ)ft(eiθ
′)|

|ft(eiθ)− ft(eiθ
′)| dθdθ

′

where g̃(θ) =
∑

k∈Z∗(1 + |k|)−2szke
ikθ and g̃′(θ′) =

∑
k∈Z∗(1 + |k|)−2sz′ke

ikθ′ . Since g, g′ have average 0,

E

[
〈g, (XD ◦ ft)|T〉H−s(T)〈g′, (XD ◦ ft)|T〉H−s(T)

]
=

1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

g̃(θ)g̃′(θ′) ln
|1− ft(e

iθ)ft(eiθ
′)|

|eωtft(eiθ)− eωtft(eiθ
′)|dθdθ

′.

We have the following convergence (recall ft(z) → 0 and eωtft(z) → h(z) as t→ ∞ uniformly in z)
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣ ln |1− ft(e
iθ)ft(eiθ

′)|
|eωtft(eiθ)− eωtft(eiθ

′)| − ln
1

|h(eiθ)− h(eiθ′)|
∣∣∣
2

dθdθ′ →
t→∞

0. (2.24)
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Now, since ‖g̃‖2L2(T) 6 ‖g‖2H−2s(T) 6 ‖g‖2H−s(T), we get from the convergence (2.24) that

sup
‖g‖Hs(T) 6 1

∣∣E[〈g, (XD ◦ ft)|T〉2H−s(T)]− E[〈g,Xh〉2H−s(T)]
∣∣

6 sup
‖g̃‖2

L2(T)
6 1

∣∣∣ 1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

g̃(θ)g̃(θ′)
(
ln

|1− ft(e
iθ)ft(eiθ

′)|
|eωtft(eiθ)− eωtft(eiθ

′)| − ln
1

|h(eiθ)− h(eiθ′)|
)
dθdθ′

∣∣∣ →
t→∞

0.

This establishes (ii) of Example 3.8.15 in [Bo91]. We also have that

E[‖(XD ◦ ft)|T‖2H−s(T)] =
1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

GD(ft(e
iθ), ft(e

iθ′))
(∑

n∈Z

〈n〉−2s

2π
ein(θ−θ

′)
)
dθdθ′

=
1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ln |1− ft(e
iθ)ft(eiθ

′)|
(∑

n∈Z

〈n〉−2s

2π
ein(θ−θ

′)
)
dθdθ′

+
1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ln
1

|eωtft(eiθ)− eωtft(eiθ
′)|
(∑

n∈Z

〈n〉−2s

2π
ein(θ−θ

′)
)
dθdθ′.

The first term has norm bounded by Ce−2ωt
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

(∑
n∈Z

〈n〉−2s

2π ein(θ−θ
′)
)
dθdθ′ hence converges to 0 as t

goes to infinity and the second term converges to 1
(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0
ln 1

|h(eiθ)−h(eiθ′ )|

(∑
n∈Z

〈n〉−2s

2π ein(θ−θ
′)
)
dθdθ′.

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

Finally, using (2.15) and the fact that Pϕ(0) = 0, the sequence (Pϕ ◦ ft +Q ln
|f ′

t|
|ft| )|T converges in H−s(T)

towardsQ ln ω
|v|T

as t goes to infinity; this establishes (i) of Example 3.8.15 in [Bo91]. Hence we have established

convergence of ϕt towards Xh +Q ln ω
|v||T .

Now we turn to the convergence of the couple (Bt = X0(t), ϕt). We denote by ϕn,t the Fourier modes of

ϕt and Xn(t) the random part defined in (2.17).

Consider a continuous function (u, ϕ) → F (u, ϕ) (u stands for the constant part) such that there exists

a function G(u) such that G(u) = O((1 + |u|2)−N ) for all N > 0 and such that |F (u, ϕ)| 6 G(u). Let us

decompose

ϕn,t = ϕ̃n,t + cn,tBt, with

cn,t :=
E[BtXn(t)]

ωt
=

1

ωt(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ln
|1− ft(e

iθ)ft(eiθ
′)|

|eωtft(eiθ)− eωtft(eiθ
′)|e

−inθdθdθ′ = O(t−1)

and ϕ̃n,t is independent of Bt. Let ct =
∑

n∈Z∗ cn,te
inθ and ϕ̃t =

∑
n∈Z∗ ϕ̃n,te

inθ. We have by conditioning

on Bt

|E[
√
2πωtF (c+Bt, ϕt)−

∫

R

F (u, ctu+ ϕ̃t)du]| 6 E

[ ∫

R

|e− (u−c)2

2ωt − 1||F (u, ct(u− c) + ϕ̃t)|du
]

6

∫

R

|e− (u−c)2

2ωt − 1|G(u)du →
t→∞

0.

Now, one can show that ϕ̃t converges in law towards Xh + Q ln ω
|v| (since ϕt − ϕ̃t converges in probability

towards 0) and ct converges as t goes to infinity towards 0 in Hs(T). We have

E[

∫

R

F (u, ct(u − c) + ϕ̃t)du] =

∫

R

E[F (u, ct(u− c) + ϕ̃t)]du →
t→∞

∫

R

E[F (u,Xh −Q ln
|v||T
ω

)]du

where we have used the weak convergence at u fixed and the dominated convergence theorem.
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If we fix t0 > 0 the continuous function (u, ϕ) → Pt0F (u, ϕ) satisfies also that its norm is dominated by a

positive function G̃(u) = O((1 + |u|2)−N ) for all N > 0, hence we get that

√
2πωtPt(Pt0F )(c, ϕ) →

t→∞

∫

R

E[(Pt0F )(u,Xh −Q ln
|v||T
ω

)]du.

By using the semigroup property, we deduce the following identity

∫

R

E[(Pt0F )(u,Xh)]du =

∫

R

E[F (u,Xh)]du. (2.25)

To summarize, we have proved that (2.25) holds for all continuous function (u, ϕ) → F (u, ϕ) such that there

exists a function G(u) = O((1 + |u|2)−N ) for all N > 0 and for which |F (u, ϕ)| 6 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 µh is absolutely continuous with respect to µ0. In order to do

so, we have to show that Ph is absolutely continuous with respect to PT. We have the following lemma:

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

∣∣∣
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ln
|eiθ − eiθ

′ |
|h(eiθ)− h(eiθ′)|e

−inθe−ipθ
′

dθdθ′
∣∣∣ 6 Cρ|n|+|p|. (2.26)

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

the holomorphic function (z, w) 7→ h(z)−h(w)
z−w is equal to exp(

∑
j,k > 0 aj,kz

jwk) where |aj,k| 6 C 1
(1+δ/2)j+k .

Relation (2.26) can then be seen by writing ln |h(eiθ)−h(eiθ′ )|
|eiθ−eiθ′ | = Re

(∑
j,k > 0 aj,ke

ijθeikθ
′
)
. �

Let GId be the operator on L2(T) whose integral kernel is given by the covariance − ln |eiθ − eiθ
′ | of

XId: a direct computation shows that it is equal to the Fourier multiplier GId = π|D|−1 where we set

|D|−seinθ := |n|−seinθ and |D|−s1 := 0 for s ∈ R. Let Gh be the operator on L2(T) whose integral kernel is

given by the covariance of Xh. By Lemma 2.10, we have

Gh = GId +W

where W is a smoothing operator, bounded as operators H−N (T) → HN(T) for all N > 0. We can then write

Gh = G
1/2
Id (Id+W̃ )G

1/2
Id for some W̃ satisfying the same properties asW , and Id+W̃ is a positive self-adjoint

Fredholm operator on H−1−2s
0 (T) = {f ∈ H−1−2s(T) | 〈f, 1〉 = 0} for s > 0 thus there is C > 0 such that for

all f ∈ H−2s
0 (T)

C−1〈GIdf, f〉L2 6 〈Ghf, f〉L2 6 C〈GIdf, f〉L2.

Since E[〈g,Xh|T〉2H−s(T)] = 〈Gh|D|−2sg, |D|−2sg〉L2 = 〈Ghf, f〉L2 with f := |D|−2sg ∈ H−2s
0 (T), we get

C−1
E[〈g,XId|T〉2H−s(T)] 6 E[〈g,Xh|T〉2H−s(T)] 6 CE[〈g,XId|T〉2H−s(T)]

and so Xh and XId 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]. �

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Consider the Hilbert space (D(Q0),Q0) and the quadratic form Qv
0 (F, F ) := 〈H0

vF, F 〉2
on Cexp.
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Using Lemma 2.1, there is C > 0 such that for for all F ∈ Cexp
Re(Qv

0 (F, F )) = ω〈H0F, F 〉2 +Re(
∑

n > 1

Re(vn)〈(L0
n + L̃0

n)F, F 〉2 + i
∑

n > 1

Im(vn)〈(L0
n − L̃0

n)F, F 〉2)

> ωQ0(F, F )−
∑

n > 1

|Re(vn)||〈(L0
n + L̃0

n)F, F 〉2| −
∑

n > 1

|Im(vn)||〈(L0
n − L̃0

n)F, F 〉2

> ωQ0(F, F )− 2C
( ∑

n > 1

n2(|Re(vn)|+ |Imvn|)
)
Q0(F, F )

>

(
ω − 2C

∑

n > 1

n2|vn|
)
Q0(F, F ).

On the other hand one also has by the same argument

|Qv

0 (F, F )| 6
(
ω + 2C

∑

n > 1

n2|vn|
)
Q0(F, F ).

Choosing ω > 2C
(∑

n > 1 n
2|vn|

)
+ 1, we see that there is C0 > 1 such that

C−1
0 Q0(F, F ) 6 |Qv

0 (F, F )| 6 C0Q0(F, F )

which implies that Qv

0 is a closed quadratic form, that extends to D(Q0), and also that there is θ ∈ (0, π/2)

so that |arg(Qv

0 (F, F )| 6 θ for all F ∈ D(Q0). This means that Qv

0 is strictly m-accretive [ReSi1, Chapter

VIII.6]. By Theorem VIII.16 and the following Lemma in [ReSi1], there is a unique closed operator extending

H0
v
defined in a dense domain D(H0

v
) ⊂ D(Q0), with (H0

v
− λ)−1 invertible if Re(λ) < 0, and resolvent

bound ‖(H0
v − λ)−1‖H→H 6 (−Re(λ))−1. By the Hille-Yosida theorem, H0

v is the generator of a contraction

semi-group denoted e−tH
0
v . Next, we notice that if HR is the real Hilbert space consisting of the real valued

elements F ∈ H, we can restrict Qv

0 to DR(Q0) := D(Q0) ∩ HR, then it is easily seen that Qv

0 (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−tH
0
v and P 0

t coincide on Cexp. We first consider a function F in Cexp of the form

f(c, (ϕn)n∈[−N,N ]). In this case, we get that for all t, with Bt the Brownian motion,

P 0
t F (c, ϕ) = Eϕ[f(c+Bt, ϕ−N,t, . . . , ϕN,t)]

where ϕn,t denotes the Fourier modes of ϕt. From the previous discussions on ft, we have the series represen-

tation

ft(e
iθ) = e−ωteiθ +

∑

j > 2

αj(t)e
ijθ

for some αj(t) = O(e−ωt) and therefore for n > 1

ϕn,t =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

Pϕ(ft(e
iθ))e−inθdθ +

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

XD(ft(e
iθ))e−inθdθ = e−ωntϕn +

n−1∑

k=1

α̃k(t)ϕk +Xn(t) (2.27)

where

α̃k(t) =
∑

j1,...,jk > 1
j1+···+jk=n

αj1 (t) · · ·αjk(t).

A similar relation holds for negative n (with ϕ−n in place of ϕn). We deduce that for fixed t the function P 0
t F

depends only on (c, (ϕn)|n| 6 N ). From (2.27) and using that Bt is a Brownian motion, for all k, β,M , there

is C > 0 (depending locally uniformly on t and whose value changes from line to line) so that

|∂kc ∂β(x,y)P 0
t F (c, ϕ)| 6 C〈(x, y)〉LEϕ[e−M|c+Bt|〈(X−N (t), . . . , XN (t))〉L]

6 Ce−M|c|〈(x, y)〉LEϕ[eM|Bt|〈(X−N (t), . . . , XN(t))〉L]
6 Ce−M|c|〈(x, y)〉L
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thus P 0
t F ∈ Cexp, i.e. P 0

t : Cexp → Cexp.
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× ΩT, µ0)

∂tP
0
t F = ∂s|s=0P

0
s (P

0
t F ) = −H0

v
P 0
t F, P 0

t F |t=0 = F (2.28)

This is because for fixed t the function P 0
t F belongs to Cexp. By using uniqueness of the solution in equation

(2.28), we see that for all t > 0 the identity e−tH
0
vF = P 0

t F holds everywhere. This identity can be extended

to L2(R× ΩT) 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+ǫ (D), let us define the operator ∇v on Cexp by

∇vF (ϕ) := − d

dt |t=0
F
(
(Pϕ ◦ ft +Q ln

|f ′
t |

|ft|
)|T
)
.

The above quantity exists in the classical sense for all ϕ ∈ Hs(T) and the limit which defines the derivative

converges in L2 if F ∈ Cexp. We have ∇v =
∑
n > 0 vn∇n where

∇n = Re

(
Qn∂n + 2

∞∑

m=1

mϕm∂n+m

)
.

The C-linear and C-antilinear parts of ∇n are

∇1,0
n =

1

2
Qn∂n +

∞∑

m=1

mϕm∂n+m, ∇0,1
n =

1

2
Qn∂−n +

∞∑

m=1

mϕ−m∂−n−m.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ C∞(T) (we can suppose that ϕ ∈ C∞(T) because F depends on a finite number of variables),

which we write in Fourier expansion

ϕ(θ) =
∑

n∈Z

ϕne
inθ,

where ϕ−n = ϕ̄n for all n ∈ Z.

Let v = v∂z ∈ Vect+ǫ (D) generating the infinitesimal deformation ft(z) = z + tv(z) + o(t). We have

Pϕ ◦ ft(z) +Q ln
|f ′
t(z)|

|ft(z)|
= Pϕ(z + tv(z)) +QRe ln(1 + tv′(z))−Q ln |z| −QRe ln

(
1 + t

v(z)

z

)
+ o(t)

= Pϕ(z) + 2tRe(v(z)∂zPϕ(z)) + tQRe(v′(z))−Q ln |z| − tQRe(
v(z)

z
) + o(t)

= Pϕ(z)−Q ln |z|+ tRe
(
2v(z)∂zϕ(z) +Qv′(z)−Q

v(z)

z
)
)
+ o(t).

We can consider the case vn = −zn+1∂z since the general case is just a linear combination of this case.

Specialising to vn = −zn+1∂z, we obtain for all k ∈ Z

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(
Pϕ ◦ ft(eiθ) +Q ln

|f ′
t(e

iθ)|
|ft(eiθ)|

)
e−ikθdθ =ϕk − t(k − n)ϕk−n1k > n+1 − tn

Q

2
δ|k|−n

+ t(k + n)ϕk+n1k 6 −n−1 + o(t)

For F ∈ Cexp, we then deduce the following limit in L2

− d

dt |t=0
F
((
Pϕ ◦ ft +Q ln

|f ′
t |

|ft|
)∣∣∣

T

)
=
nQ

2
(∂nF + ∂−nF ) +

∑

m > 1

(mϕm∂n+m +mϕ−m∂−m−n)F. �
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Proposition 2.12. For all v ∈ Vect+(D), let us define the operator ∆v on Cexp by

∆vF (ϕ) = − d

dt |t=0
Eϕ [F (ϕ+ (XD ◦ ft)|T)] .

The above quantity exists in the classical sense for all ϕ ∈ Hs(T) and the limit which defines the derivative

converges in L2 if F ∈ Cexp. This definition extends uniquely to all v ∈ Vect(D), where ∆n := ∆vn is given

for all n > 0 by

∆n = −1

2
Re

(
∑

m∈Z

∂n−m∂m

)
.

The C-linear and C-antilinear parts of ∆n are

∆+
n =

1

4

∑

m∈Z

∂n−m∂m; ∆−
n =

1

4

∑

m∈Z

∂−n−m∂m.

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

variables.

Lemma 2.13. Let n ∈ N and Ct = t(Ċ + Kt) be covariance matrices on Rn such that Kt → 0 as t → 0.

Let ξt ∼ N (0, Ċ +Kt). Then, for all F ∈ C∞(Rn) such that F and its derivatives have at most exponential

growth, for all x ∈ Rn, we have

lim
t→0

E[F (x+
√
tξt)]− F (x)

t
=

1

2
E[HessFx(ξ0, ξ0)]

where HessFx denotes the Hessian of F at x.

Proof. Let ǫ ∈ (0, 1
2(n+3) ). We have

|E[F (x+
√
tξt)]− F (x)− t

2
E[HessFx(ξt, ξt)]|

= |E[F (x+
√
tξt)− F (x)−

√
t∇Fx(ξt)−

t

2
HessFx(ξt, ξt)]|

6 E|F (x+
√
tξt)− F (x)−

√
t∇Fx(ξt)−

t

2
HessFx(ξt, ξt)|

=

∫

Rn

|F (x +
√
tu)− F (x)−

√
t∇Fx(u)−

t

2
HessFx(u, u)|

e−
1
2 〈(Ċ+Kt)u,u〉

(2π)n/2 det(Ċ +Kt)
du

=

∫

|u| 6 t−ǫ

|F (x+
√
tu)− F (x) −

√
t∇Fx(u)−

t

2
HessFx(u, u)|

e−
1
2 〈(Ċ+Kt)u,u〉

(2π)n/2 det(Ċ +Kt)
du

+

∫

|u|>t−ǫ

|F (x+
√
tu)− F (x) −

√
t∇Fx(u)−

t

2
HessFx(u, u)|

e−
1
2 〈(Ċ+Kt)u,u〉

(2π)n/2 det(Ċ +Kt)
du

6M1t
3( 1

2−ǫ)−nǫ +M2e
−at−2ǫ

= O(t
3
2−ǫ(n+3)) = o(t),

for some constants M1,M2, a > 0. For the first bound, we used that F is C3 around x, so the integrand is

uniformly O(t3(
1
2−ǫ)) in the region |u| 6 t−ǫ. 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−ǫ.

Finally, we have |E[HessFx(ξt, ξt)−HessFx(ξ0, ξ0)]| = O(‖Kt‖) = o(1). �

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 (XD ◦ ft)|T. By the lemma, it suffices to compute the

derivative at t = 0 of this covariance matrix.
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We write

(XD ◦ ft)(eiθ) =
∑

n∈Z

Xn(t)e
inθ ,

where Xn(t) is given by (2.17) with covariance (2.18). First, we show that the covariance is differentiable with

respect to t and that the differential exists at t = 0. First, we have for z 6= z′ ∈ D,

∂t ln |ft(z)− ft(z
′)| = ∂tRe ln(ft(z)− ft(z

′)) = Re
∂tft(z)− ∂tft(z

′)

ft(z)− ft(z′)
= Re

v(ft(z))− v(ft(z
′))

ft(z)− ft(z′)
.

This term has the finite limit Re(f ′
t(z)v

′(ft(z))) as z′ → z, and ∂t ln |ft(z)− ft(z
′)| is uniformly bounded with

respect to t (in compact sets) on D
2
. Applying the dominated convergence theorem, we have

∂t

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ln |ft(eiθ)− ft(e
iθ′)|e−ipθeiqθ′ dθdθ

′

4π2
=

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

Re

(
v(ft(e

iθ))− v(ft(e
iθ′))

ft(eiθ)− ft(eiθ
′)

)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2

→
t→0

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

Re

(
v(eiθ)− v(eiθ

′

)

eiθ − eiθ′

)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
.

Now we treat the term ln |1− ft(z)ft(z′)|, which is the real part of a holomorphic (resp. antiholomorphic)

function in z (resp. z′) converging in the disc. The values
∫ ∫

ln(1 − ft(e
iθ)ft(eiθ

′))e−ipθeiqθ
′ dθdθ′

4π2 are the

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 ∂t ln(1 − ft(z)ft(z′)) = − v(ft(z))ft(z′)+ft(z)v(ft(z′))

1−ft(z)ft(z′)
. As t →

0, this function converges uniformly on compact sets of D2 to − v(z)z̄′+zv̄(z′)
1−zz̄′ , which is holomorphic (resp.

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

the limiting function has a continuation to D
2
with simple poles at z = z′ ∈ T. Thus,

∂t|t=0

∫

[0,2π]2
ln |1− ft(e

iθ)ft(eiθ
′)|e−ipθ+iqθ′ dθdθ

′

4π2
= −

∫

[0,2π]2
Re

(
v(eiθ)e−iθ

′

+ eiθv(eiθ′)

1− ei(θ−θ′)

)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
,

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 := ∂t|t=0E [Xp(t)X−q(t)]

= −
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

Re

(
v(eiθ)− v(eiθ

′

)

eiθ − eiθ′
+

eiθv(eiθ′)

1− ei(θ−θ′)
+
e−iθ

′

v(eiθ)

1− ei(θ−θ′)

)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
.

(2.29)

To get explicit formulas for these operators, we need to compute hp,q for v(z) = −z − zn+1, 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) = −zn+1. We thus do it for v(z) = −zn+1 for n > 0. The first term is given by

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ei(n+1)θ − ei(n+1)θ′

eiθ − eiθ′
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
=

n∑

k=0

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

ei(k−p)θei(n−k+q)θ
′ dθdθ′

4π2

=

{
1 if 0 6 p 6 n and q = p− n

0 otherwise.

(2.30)

and the conjugate term by

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

e−i(n+1)θ − e−i(n+1)θ′

e−iθ − e−iθ′
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
=

{
1 if − n 6 p 6 0 and q = p+ n

0 otherwise.
(2.31)
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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
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

eiθe−i(n+1)θ′

1− ei(θ−θ′)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
=

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

∞∑

k=0

e−i(p−1−k)θei(q−n−1−k)θ′ dθdθ
′

4π2

=

{
1 if p > 0 and q = p+ n

0 otherwise.

We proceed similarly for the other terms and we collect all the results below:
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

e−iθei(n+1)θ′

1− e−i(θ−θ′)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
=

{
1 if p < 0 and q = p− n

0 otherwise.

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

e−iθ
′

ei(n+1)θ

1− ei(θ−θ′)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
=

{
1 if p > n and q = p− n

0 otherwise.

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

eiθ
′

e−i(n+1)θ

1− e−i(θ−θ′)
e−ipθeiqθ

′ dθdθ′

4π2
=

{
1 if p < −n and q = p+ n

0 otherwise.

(2.32)

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

(hp,q)p,q∈Z, i.e.

∆v =
1

2

∑

p,q∈Z

hp,q∂p∂−q.

For F ∈ Cexp, this reduces to a finite sum, and we deduce the claim about the convergence to ∆vF in L2.

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

hp,q =
1

2
(δq,p−n + δq,p+n) (2.33)

so that

∆n =
1

4

∑

p,q∈Z

(δq,p+n + δq,p−n)∂p∂−q =
1

4

∑

m∈Z

∂n−m∂m + ∂−n−m∂m

=
1

2
Re

(
∑

m∈Z

∂n−m∂m

)
.

Notice that (2.29) is the real part of a complex linear map in v; this gives the decomposition ∆v = ∆+
v
+∆−

v
.

Retaining only the complex linear (resp. antilinear) terms in v, we have

h+p,q =
1

2
δq,p−n; h−p,q =

1

2
δq,p+n,

so that

∆+
n =

1

4

∑

m∈Z

∂n−m∂m; ∆−
n =

1

4

∑

m∈Z

∂−n−m∂m. �

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\ft(D) for the Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos

measure if ft 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 L2(dc⊗ 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(z)∂z ∈ Vect+ǫ (D) with v(z) = −∑∞
n=−1 vnz

n+1 such that v(0) = 0, v′(0) = −ω and satisfying

the conditions of Theorem 2.8. Recall that ω > K
∑
n > 1 |vn|n2 where K > 0 is the constant which appears

in Theorem 2.8. We consider the positive measure d̺v(θ) = −Re(e−iθv(eiθ))dθ. One can then define the

Dirichlet form on Cexp via the formula

Qv(F,G) := Q0
v
(F,G) + µ〈eγcVvF,G〉2, with Vv :=

∫ 2π

0

eγϕ(θ)d̺v(θ). (3.1)

When γ <
√
2, this potential is an Lp(ΩT) function if 1 6 p < 2/γ2, while when γ ∈ [

√
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, ϕ) = F (c, x1, y1, · · · , xN , yN) and G(c, ϕ) =

G(c, x1, y1, · · · , xN , yN) , we set the following definition

〈eγcVvF, F 〉2 :=
∫

R

∫ 2π

0

eγcE
[(
F (c, x1 + γ cos(θ), y1 − γ sin(θ), · · · , xN +

γ√
N

cos(Nθ), yN − γ√
N

sin(Nθ)
)2]

d̺v(θ)dc.

The general case 〈eγcVvF,G〉2. with F,G ∈ Cexp can be obtained by polarization. Since d̺v has a positive

smooth density with respect to dθ, there is a constant C > 1 such that C−1V 6 Vv 6 CV as bounded

operators D(Q) → D′(Q) and therefore we have for all F ∈ Cexp
C−1Q(F, F ) 6 Qv(F, F ) 6 CQ(F, F ). (3.2)

The form Qv 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

Qv(F,G) 6 KQv(F, F )
1/2Qv(G,G)

1/2.

By inequality (3.2) and using the fact that Q is closable, we know that Qv is closable and the domain of

Qv coincides with the domain of Q. Hence Qv is a coercive closed form: there exists a unique continuous

contraction semigroup associated to Qv, denoted e
−tHv and its generator

Hv : D(Q) → D′(Q)

is the operator

Hv =H0
v
+ µeγcVv = ωH0 +

∑

n > 1

Re(vn)(L
0
n + L̃0

n) + i
∑

n > 1

Im(vn)(L
0
n − L̃0

n) + µeγcVv

=ωH+
∑

n > 1

vn Ln +
∑

n > 1

vn L̃n
(3.3)

where

Ln = L0
n +

µ

2
eγc
∫ 2π

0

eγϕ(θ)einθdθ, L̃n = L̃0
n +

µ

2
eγc
∫ 2π

0

eγϕ(θ)e−inθdθ. (3.4)

Notice that Ln can be recovered as a sum of operators Hv with v Markovian by the formula

Ln =
1

2
(Hωv0+vn − iHωv0+ivn)−

1

2
ω(1− i)H. (3.5)
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The adjoint H∗
v
: D(Q) → D′(Q) of Hv is defined by the identity: for all F,G ∈ D(Q)

〈H∗
vF,G〉2 = 〈F,HvG〉2,

and we set for n > 1

L−n := L∗
n : D(Q) → D′(Q), L̃−n := L̃∗

n : D(Q) → D′(Q).

Now, we consider the following operator Pt, for t > 0, defined for F bounded on H−s(T) (with s > 0) by the

formula:

PtF (c, ϕ) := |f ′
t(0)|

Q2

2 Eϕ

[
F
(
(c+X ◦ ft +Q ln |f

′
t

ft
|)|T
)
e
−µeγc

∫
Dct
eγX(x) 1

|x|γQ dx
]

(3.6)

where Dct := D \ ft(D), X = Pϕ+XD is the Gaussian Free Field from (2.7) (we use that XD∗ ◦ ft|T = 0 and

XD∗ |Dc
t
= 0). We prove the following important property of Pt:

Theorem 3.1. The operator Pt is a semigroup, which coincides with e−tHv on L2(R× ΩT).

Proof. The map (s, θ) 7→ fs(e
iθ) is a diffeomorphism from (0, t) × T to D

c
t , and its Jacobian is given by

−Re(e−iθv(fs(eiθ))f ′
s(e

iθ)). Therefore, for ǫ > 0 we get that
∫

Dc
t

ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(x) 1

|x|γQdx = −
∫ t

0

∫ 2π

0

ǫ
γ2

2 |fs(eiθ)|−γQeγXǫ(fs(e
iθ))Re

(
e−iθv(fs(e

iθ))f ′
s(e

iθ)
)
dθds

where the cutoff Xǫ is defined via circle averages Xǫ(x) = 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
X(x + ǫeiθ)dθ. Now we have up to a

neglectable term Xǫ(fs(e
iθ)) = (X ◦ fs)ǫs,θ (eiθ) where ǫs,θ = ǫ

|f ′
s(e

iθ)| . This leads to (up to a neglectable term)

∫

Dc
t

ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(x) 1

|x|γQ dx = −
∫ t

0

∫ 2π

0

ǫ
γ2

2

s,θe
γ((X◦fs)ǫs,θ (e

iθ)+Q ln
|f′

s(eiθ |

|fs(eiθ )|
)
Re
(
e−iθ

v(fs(e
iθ))

f ′
s(e

iθ)

)
dθds.

Since ln
|f ′

s(e
iθ|

|fs(eiθ)| is regular, we get by a change of variables on the cutoff that

∫

Dc
t

eγX(x) 1

|x|γQdx = −lim
ǫ→0

∫ t

0

∫ 2π

0

ǫ
γ2

2 eγϕs,ǫ(θ)Re
(
e−iθ

v(fs(e
iθ))

f ′
s(e

iθ)

)
dθds (3.7)

where we recall that ϕt(θ) = (X ◦ft)(eiθ)+Q ln | f
′
t(e

iθ)
ft(eiθ)

| and ϕt,ǫ(θ) is its regularization at scale ǫ. Recall from

Lemma 2.4 that v(fs(e
iθ))

f ′
s(e

iθ)
does not depend on s and therefore

∫

Dc
t

eγX(x) 1

|x|γQdx = −lim
ǫ→0

∫ t

0

∫ 2π

0

ǫγ
2/2eγϕs,ǫ(θ)Re(e−iθv(eiθ))dθds. (3.8)

The above formula shows that Pt is a semigroup since it is obtained from P 0
t via a Feynman-Kac type formula.

Thanks to the free case, we know that for F ∈ Cexp, ‖PtF‖2 6 ‖P 0
t F‖2 6 ‖F‖2 and hence Pt can be extended

on L2 into a contraction semigroup T̃t. By adapting the arguments of [GKRV20, Section 5] one can show that

for all F,G ∈ Cexp one has

〈 (I − T̃t)F

t
,G
〉
2
=
〈(I − Pt)F

t
,G
〉
2
→
t→0

〈HvF,G〉2.

The above convergence is based on the the weak convergence of measures
1Dct

t dx → ̺v on D̄, and the rest of

the proof follows [GKRV20, Section 5] since we know that
(I−P 0

t )F
t converges in L2 to H0

v
F as t goes to 0.

Let PNt be the semigroup of the form (3.6) where one works with the first N harmonics of ϕ and similarly

for HN
v ,QN

v . One can adapt the arguments of [GKRV20, Section 5] to show that PNt = e−tH
N
v (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 λ > 0 and F ∈ Cexp be real valued. We have for

all real valued G ∈ Cexp
λ〈RNλ F,G〉2 +QN

v (RNλ F,G) = 〈F,G〉2
where RNλ is the resolvent associated to PNt . Since RNλ F and G depends on the first N harmonics for N large,

the following holds by definition of Qv if G depends on the first N harmonics

λ〈RNλ F,G〉2 +Qv(R
N
λ F,G) = 〈F,G〉2. (3.9)

The above identity forG = RNλ F shows that supN > 1 Qv(R
N
λ F,R

N
λ F ) <∞. Moreover, by adapting [GKRV20,

Section 5] (see proof of Proposition 5.5), we know that RNλ F converges in L2(R×ΩT) to RλF where Rλ is the

resolvent associated to Pt. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 2.12 in [MaRo] which yields that RλF ∈ D(Qv)

and one can find a subsequence (RNk

λ F )k > 1 which converges in Cesaro mean to RλF with respect to Qv.

Hence, we can take the limit in (3.9) which yields for all G ∈ Cexp
λ〈RλF,G〉2 +Qv(RλF,G) = 〈F,G〉2. (3.10)

Since Cexp is dense in the domain of Qv, this shows that Rλ is equal to the resolvent associated to Qv on Cexp.
Since Cexp is dense in L2(R × ΩT), this implies that Rλ is the resolvent associated to Qv. By uniqueness of

the resolvent, we have proved the desired result. �

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 D0 := {α±j := Q ± i
√
2j | j ∈ N} and consider the non-compact

Riemann surface Σ so that rj(α) :=
√
−(α−Q)2 − 2j are holomorphic functions for all 2j > 0 and so that

for each α ∈ Σ, Im(
√
−(α−Q)2 − 2j) > 0 for j ∈ N large enough. Here we use the convention that for j = 0,

r0(α) = −i(α − Q). The surface Σ is as a ramified covering π : Σ → C with ramifications of order 2 at D0.

We identify the half-space {α ∈ C |Re(α) < Q} with a subset of Σ using a complex embedding by the section

s so that Im(
√
−(s(α)−Q)2 − 2j) > 0 for all j ∈ N0 if Re(α) < Q. The group G of automorphisms of the

covering is abelian and generated by elements (γ±j)j , of order 2, corresponding to simple loops around α±j
and we have rj(γj(α)) = −rj(α).

3.2.2. Poisson operator. Let us define the family of Poisson operators Pℓ(α) as in [GKRV20, Section 6]. First,

we use the finite dimensional space for ℓ ∈ N0

Eℓ :=

ℓ⊕

j=0

ker(P− j) ⊂ L2(ΩT,PT). (3.11)

and let ΠEℓ
and Πker(P−j) be the orthogonal projections on respectively Eℓ and ker(P− j).

We next choose a function ρ ∈ C∞(R) satisfying ρ(c) = c for c 6 − 1 and ρ(c) = 0 for c > 0. We consider

the space e−βρD(Q) as the space of functions F such that eβρF ∈ D(Q) and it is equipped with the norm

‖F‖eβρD(Q) := ‖eβρF‖D(Q) . Below, we use the determination of the logarithm with a cut at R+: we set√
Reiθ =

√
Reiθ/2 for θ ∈ [0, 2π) and R > 0.

Proposition 3.2 (Proposition 6.19 in [GKRV20]). Let 0 < β < γ/2 and ℓ ∈ N. Then there is an analytic

family of operators Pℓ(α)
Pℓ(α) : Eℓ → e−βρD(Q)

in the region
{
α = Q+ ip ∈ C

∣∣∣Re(α) < Q, Im
√
p2 − 2ℓ < β

}
∪
{
Q+ ip ∈ Q+ iR

∣∣∣ |p| ∈
⋃

j > ℓ

(
√
2j,
√
2(j + 1))

}
, (3.12)
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continuous at each Q± i
√
2j for j > ℓ, satisfying (H− Q2+p2

2 )Pℓ(α)F = 0 and in the region {c 6 0}

Pℓ(α)F =
∑

j 6 ℓ

(
F−
j e

ic
√
p2−2j + F+

j (α)e−ic
√
p2−2j

)
+Gℓ(α, F ) (3.13)

with F−
j = Πker(P−j)F , F

+
j (α) ∈ ker(P− j), and Gℓ(α, F ) ∈ D(Q) can be decomposed into

Gℓ(α, F ) = G1
ℓ (α, F ) +G2

ℓ(α, F ), G1
ℓ (α, F ) ∈ e

β
2 ρL2(R× ΩT), Πℓ(G

2
ℓ (α, F )) = 0.

For F ∈ Eℓ, u = Pℓ(α)F is the unique solution in e−βρD(Q) to the equation (H− Q2+p2

2 )u = 0 satisfying that

for χ ∈ C∞(R)equal to 1 in c 6 − 1 and with support in (−∞, 0), there are F+
j (α) ∈ ker(P− j) such that

χ(c)
(
u−

∑

j 6 ℓ

(
(Πker(P−j)F )e

ic
√
p2−2j + F+

j (α)e−ic
√
p2−2j

))
∈ D(Q).

Finally, F+
j (α) depends analytically on α in the region (3.12) and the operator Pℓ(α) admits a meromorphic

extension to the region
{
α = Q+ ip ∈ Σ | ∀j 6 ℓ, Im

√
p2 − 2j ∈ (β/2− γ, β/2)

}
(3.14)

and Pℓ(α)F satisfies (3.13) in that region.

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

Pℓ(Q+ ip)|ker(P−j) = Pj(Q+ ip)|ker(P−j). (3.15)

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 ν is a non-increasing finite sequence of integers ν1 > . . . > νk > 0. We denote by T the union of {0}
and the set of Young diagrams and we denote by |ν| =∑j νj its length. We shall write Tn := {ν ∈ T | |ν| = n}.
Notice that T can be viewed as a subset of N , where N is the set of sequences (kn)n > 0 ∈ N

N0
0 so that there

is n0 with kn = 0 for all n > n0. Given two elements ν = (νi)i∈[1,k] ∈ N and ν̃ = (ν̃i)i∈[1,j] ∈ N we define the

operators on Cexp
L0
−ν := L0

−νk · · · L0
−ν1 , L̃0

−ν̃ := L̃0
−ν̃j · · · L̃0

−ν̃1

L0
ν := L0

νk · · · L0
ν1 , L̃0

ν̃ := L̃0
ν̃j · · · L̃0

ν̃1

(3.16)

and define the functions

Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ := L0

−νL̃
0
−ν̃ Ψ

0
α, (3.17)

with the convention that Ψ0
α,0,0 := Ψ0

α = e(α−Q)c. The following 3 properties are proved in [GKRV20,

Proposition 4.9]: first,

H0Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ = (2∆α + |ν|+ |ν̃|)Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃ where recall that ∆α =
α

2
(Q− α

2
).

then, for each ν, ν̃ ∈ T , there is a polynomial Qα,ν,ν̃ in the variables (xn, yn)n so that

Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ = Qα,ν,ν̃Ψ

0
α, PQα,ν,ν̃ = (|ν| + |ν̃|)Qα,ν,ν̃ . (3.18)

and finally span{Qα,ν,ν̃ | ν, ν̃ ∈ T , |ν|+ |ν̃| = ℓ} = ker(P− ℓ) if α /∈ Q− γ
2N− 2

γN. More generally, a relation

of the form (3.18) holds if ν, ν̃ ∈ N with Qα,ν,ν̃ ∈ ker(P − |ν| − |ν̃|) where |ν| = ∑
j νj and |ν̃| = ∑

j ν̃j . In

fact if n1, . . . , nk ∈ N and ñ1, . . . , ñk′ ∈ N, then

L0
−nk

. . .L0
−n1

L̃0
−ñk′

. . . L̃0
−ñ1

Ψ0
α ∈ span

{
Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ | ν, ν̃ ∈ T , |ν| =

k∑

j=0

nj , |ν̃| =
k′∑

j=0

ñj

}
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if α /∈ Q− γ
2N− 2

γN. In particular, for n ∈ Z, if ν, ν̃ ∈ T , there are coefficients ℓαn(ν, ν
′) ∈ C, that are 0 when

|ν| − n 6= |ν′|, so that

L0
nΨ

0
α,ν,ν̃ =

∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)Ψ0
α,ν′,ν̃ , L̃0

nΨ
0
α,ν,ν̃ =

∑

ν̃′∈T
ℓαn(ν̃, ν̃

′)Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃′ . (3.19)

Moreover, when 0 < n 6 νk and ν = (ν1, . . . , νk), then ℓ
α
−n(ν, ν

′) = δν′,(ν,n), while when n > |ν|, ℓαn(ν, ·) = 0.

The functions ℓαn can be computed by commuting recursively L0
n with the L0

−νj for those νj 6 n when writing

Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ under the form (3.17). In the proof of [GKRV20, Proposition 4.9], it is shown that

L0
nΨ

0
α,ν,ν̃ = e(α−Q)cL0,α

n Qα,ν,ν̃ , L̃0
nΨ

0
α,ν,ν̃ = e(α−Q)cL̃0,α

n Qα,ν,ν̃

where L0,α
n (and similarly for L̃0,α

n ) is an unbounded operator acting on L2(ΩT) (i.e only in the (xn, yn)n
variables but not on c) and well defined on S ⊂ L2(ΩT) (S is defined in Section 2.1); it also satisfies (L0,α

n )∗ =

L
0,2Q−ᾱ
−n on L2(ΩT). By (3.19)

∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)Qα,ν′,ν̃ = L0,α
n Qα,ν,ν̃ ,

∑

ν̃′∈T
ℓαn(ν̃, ν̃

′)Qα,ν,ν̃′ = L̃0,α
n Qα,ν,ν̃ . (3.20)

Following [GKRV20, Section 6.4], we define the Hilbert space

HT =
∞⊕

n=0

C
dn , 〈v, v′〉T =

∞∑

n=0

〈vn, v′n〉dn

where dn = ♯Tn, and 〈·, ·〉dn is the standard Hermitian product on Cdn . If (eν)ν∈T denotes the canonical

Hilbert basis of HT , we see that for α /∈ Q− γ
2N0 − 2

γN0

Iα : HT ⊗HT → L2(ΩT), eν ⊗ eν̃ 7→ Qα,ν,ν̃

is an isomorphism, but it is not a unitary map since (Qα,ν,ν̃)ν,ν̃ is not orthonormal. By [GKRV20, Proposition

4.9] we have for P > 0

〈QQ+iP,ν,ν̃ ,QQ+iP,ν′,ν̃′〉L2(ΩT) = FQ+iP (ν, ν
′)FQ+iP (ν̃, ν̃

′)

where (FQ+iP (ν, ν
′))ν,ν′∈T are the so-called Shapovalov matrices, which satisfy FQ+iP (ν, ν

′) = 0 if |ν| 6= |ν′|
and so that (FQ+iP (ν, ν

′))|ν,ν′∈Tn are invertible for all n ∈ N; the inverse of FQ+iP is denoted F−1
Q+iP . Therefore,

if we equip HT with the following scalar product

〈u, u′〉Q+iP :=
∑

ν,ν′∈T
FQ+iP (ν, ν

′)uν ūν′ , for u =
∑

ν

uνeν , u
′ =

∑

ν

u′νeν ,

the map IQ+iP : (HT ⊗HT , 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ⊗〈·, ·〉Q+iP ) → L2(ΩT) becomes a unitary isomorphism of Hilbert spaces.

Let us consider the linear maps for α /∈ Q− γ
2N− 2

γN

ℓαn : HT → HT , ℓαn(eν) =
∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)eν′ (3.21)

and we also call ℓαn (resp. ℓ̃αn) the action of ℓαn on HT ⊗ HT on the left variable (resp. on HT ⊗ HT on the

right variable). Notice from (3.20) that Iαℓαn = L0,α
n Iα and Iαℓ̃αn = L̃0,α

n Iα. From (3.20) and the fact that

(L0,Q+iP
n )∗ = L

0,Q+iP
−n for P > 0, we conclude that (ℓQ+iP

n )∗ = ℓQ+iP
−n on (HT , 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ) and

(ℓQ+iP
n )∗ = ℓQ+iP

−n , (ℓ̃Q+iP
n )∗ = ℓ̃Q+iP

−n on (HT ⊗HT , 〈·, ·〉Q+iP )⊗ 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ). (3.22)

Let us now define the vector spaces V0
α,V

0

α by

V0
α := span{Ψ0

α,ν,0 | ν ∈ T } ⊂ e(|Re(α)−Q|+ǫ)|ρ(c)|L2(R× ΩT),

V0

α := span{Ψ0
α,0,ν̃ | ν ∈ T } ⊂ e(|Re(α)−Q|+ǫ)|ρ(c)|L2(R× ΩT)
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In the langage of representation theory (see [Sch, Chapter 6]), if α /∈ Q− γ
2N0 − 2

γN0 the state Ψ0
α is a highest

weight vector associated to the highest weight representation of Virasoro algebra Vir(cL) with central charge

cL = 1 + 6Q2 generated by the operators L0
n for n ∈ Z and cL, and V0

α is an associated Verma module (and

similarly for V0

α): {
L0
nΨ

0
α = 0, ∀n > 0,

L0
0Ψ

0
α = ∆αΨ

0
α

,

{
L̃0
nΨ

0
α = 0, ∀n > 0,

L̃0
0Ψ

0
α = ∆αΨ

0
α

.

For α = Q+ iP with P > 0, we equip V0
Q+iP and V0

Q+iP with the scalar product

〈F, F ′〉V0
Q+iP

:= 〈e−iPcF, e−iPcF ′〉L2(ΩT). (3.23)

Here, we recall from (3.18) that e−iPcΨQ+ip,ν,0 = QQ+ip,ν,0 can be viewed as an element in L2(ΩT) since it

is independent of c (thus the same holds for any F ∈ V0
Q+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 L0
n

in V0
Q+iP and L̃0

n in V0

Q+iP are then unitary. The direct sum Vir(cL)⊕Vir(cL) also has a representation into

W0
α := span{Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃ | ν, ν̃ ∈ T }

given by the action of (L0
n)n and (L̃0

n)n on the basis elements Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ ; notice that the representation of (L0

n)n
on W0

α produces canonically the representation of (L0
n)n on V0

α by using the inclusion V0
α ⊂ W0

α. We use again

the expression (3.23) for the scalar product on W0
Q+iP . We see that

{
(HT , 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ) → (V0

Q+iP , 〈·, ·〉V0
Q+iP

)

eν 7→ Ψ0
Q+iP,ν,0

,

{
(HT , 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ) → (V0

Q+iP , 〈·, ·〉V0
Q+iP

)

eν̃ 7→ Ψ0
Q+iP,0,ν̃

are unitary isomorphisms, which conjugate respectively L0
n and L̃0

n with ℓQ+iP
n . One also has a unitary

isomorphism {
(HT ⊗HT , 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ⊗ 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ) → (W0

Q+iP , 〈·, ·〉V0
Q+iP

)

eν ⊗ eν̃ 7→ Ψ0
Q+iP,ν,ν̃

which allows us to identify

V0
Q+iP ⊗ V0

Q+iP ≃ W0
Q+iP .

Since for α /∈ Q− γ
2N0 − 2

γN0, ℓ
α
n maps a finite sum

∑
ν,ν̃∈TN

aν,ν̃eν ⊗ eν̃ to a finite sum of the same form

with N replaced by N − n, we can compose ℓαnℓ
α
m on such finite sums, and their commutators are given by

the Virasoro commutation laws

[ℓαn, ℓ
α
m] = (n−m)ℓαn+m +

cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m, [ℓ̃αn, ℓ̃
α
m] = (n−m)ℓ̃αn+m +

cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m.

For each P > 0, the (ℓQ+iP
n )n thus forms a unitary representations of the Virasoro algebra into HT , and

(ℓQ+iP
n , ℓ̃Q+iP

m )n,m is a representation of Vir(cL)⊕ Vir(cL) into (HT ⊗HT , 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ⊗ 〈·, ·〉Q+iP ), with each

copy being unitary.

3.2.4. Liouville descendants. The Liouville descendant states Ψα,ν,ν̃ 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
√
Reiθ =

√
Reiθ/2 for

R > 0 and θ ∈ (−π, π)):

Proposition 3.3 (Proposition 6.26 and Proposition 6.9 of [GKRV20]). For ν, ν̃ ∈ T , let ℓ := |ν|+ |ν′|, and

Wℓ :=
{
α = Q+ iP ∈ C \ D0 |Re(α) 6 Q, Im(

√
P 2 + 2ℓ) > Im(P )− γ/2

}
(3.24)

where D0 =
⋃
j > 0{Q± i

√
2j}. Then for α = Q+ iP with α ∈Wℓ

Ψα,ν,ν̃ := Pℓ(Q+ i
√
P 2 + 2ℓ)Qα,ν,ν̃ ,
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is well defined, analytic in α, as an element in e−βρD(Q) for all β > Q−Re(α) and it is continuous in α with

at most square root singularities at D0. Moreover Ψα,ν,ν̃ is an eigenfunction of H with eigenvalue Q2+P 2

2 + ℓ

if α = Q+ iP . The set Wℓ is a connected subset of the half-plane {Re(α) 6 Q}, containing (Q+ iR) \D0 and

the real half-line (−∞, Q − 2ℓ
γ − γ

4 ). Moreover, there is C|ν|+|ν̃| < Q such that for real valued α < C|ν|+|ν̃|,

Ψα,ν,ν̃ is given by

Ψα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→+∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHΨ0
α,ν,ν̃ (3.25)

where the limit holds in a weighted space e−βρL2 for β > 0 large enough.

Notice that, since H0Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ = (2∆Q+ip+ |ν|+ |ν′|)Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃ , the term in (3.25) corresponds (at least formally)

to looking at the large time limit of e−tHetH0Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ . Since Ψα,ν,ν̃ = e(α−Q)cQα,ν,ν̃ by (3.18), the identity

(3.25) shows that the Poisson operator can be viewed as a correspondence between the eigenstates Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ of

the free field Hamiltonian H0 and the eigenstates Ψα,ν,ν̃ of the Liouville Hamiltonian. We first upgrade the

statement (3.25) to a limit in e−βρD(Q) for α real valued and negative enough and β > Q− α:

lim
t→∞

‖Ψα,ν,ν̃ − et(∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHΨ0
α,ν,ν̃‖e−βρD(Q) = 0 (3.26)

To prove this, we note that for some small ǫ > 0, there is Cǫ > 0 independent of t such that

‖Ψα,ν,ν̃ − et(∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHΨ0
α,ν,ν̃‖e−βρD(Q)

= ‖e−ǫHeǫ(∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)(Ψα,ν,ν̃ − e(t−ǫ)(∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−(t−ǫ)HΨ0
α,ν,ν̃)‖e−βρD(Q)

6 Cǫ‖Ψα,ν,ν̃ − e(t−ǫ)(∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−(t−ǫ)HΨ0
α,ν,ν̃)‖e−βρL2

where we used [GKRV20, Lemma 6.5] which states that for all t > 0 and all β ∈ R

e−tH : e−βρL2(R× ΩT) → e−βρD(Q), e−tH : e−βρD′(Q) → e−βρL2(R× ΩT)

are bounded. Note that, writing e−tH = e−
t
2He−

t
2H, this also implies boundedness of the operator

e−tH : e−βρD′(Q) → e−βρD(Q). (3.27)

Corollary 3.4. Let v be a Markovian vector field which satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2.8. If α ≪ −1

real valued and β > Q− α then the following limit holds

lim
t→+∞

‖HvΨα,ν,ν̃ − et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)Hve
−tHΨ0

α,ν,ν̃‖e−βρD′(Q) = 0.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of (3.26) and the continuity of

Hv : e−βρD(Q) → e−βρD′(Q). (3.28)

This last fact can be checked by considering the expression (3.3): one has L0
ne

−βρ = e−βρ(L0
n − iβρ′An) (and

similarly for L̃0
ne

−βρ) and L0
n,An are bounded as maps D(Q) → D′(Q), while eβρHe−βρ = H− β2

2 (ρ′(c))2 +
β
2 ρ

′′(c) + βρ′(c)∂c and all terms in the RHS are bounded from D(Q) to D′(Q). �

Next, we show that the action of Hv on Liouville descendants can be written in terms of the action of H0
v

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 3.4, we have the following limit in e−βρD′(Q)

HvΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHH0
vt
Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ .

where vt = etv(e−tz)∂z. Similarly, if v is a polynomial then

H∗
v
Ψα,ν,ν̃ = lim

t→∞
et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tH(H0

v−t
)∗Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃ .



THE VIRASORO STRUCTURE AND THE SCATTERING MATRIX FOR LIOUVILLE CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY 31

In particular, for all n ∈ Z,

LnΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|−n)e−tHL0
nΨ

0
α,ν,ν̃ (3.29)

L̃nΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|−n)e−tHL̃0
nΨ

0
α,ν,ν̃ . (3.30)

Proof. We begin with the case of a Markovian vector field v and we introduce the notation vt(z) = etv(e−tz).

First, we remark that both Hve
−tH and e−tHH0

vt
are well-defined as continuous operators e−βρD(Q) →

e−βρD′(Q) for all β ∈ R by (3.27) and (3.28) since for all t > 0 the vector field vt = vt∂z satisfies the

conditions of Theorem 2.8. By definition, we have Hve
−tH = − d

dǫ |ǫ=0
e−ǫHve−tH. By the Markov property of

the GFF, we have for gt,ǫ(z) = eǫvetv0(z) and F ∈ Cexp

e−ǫHve−tHF (c, ϕ) = |g′t,ǫ(0)|−
Q2

2 Eϕ

[
F
((
c+Pϕ◦gt,ǫ+XD◦gt,ǫ+Q ln

|g′t,ǫ|
|gt,ǫ|

)∣∣∣
T

)
e
−µeγc

∫
D\gt,ǫ(D)

eγX(x)

|x|γQ dx
]
. (3.31)

Now, we want to commute eǫv with etv0 . Since for each t > 0, z ∈ D, both eǫvetv0(z) = eǫv(e−tz) and

etv0eǫvt(z) = e−teǫvt(z) solve the ODE ∂ǫuǫ,t(z) = v(uǫ,t(z)) with initial condition u0,t(z) = e−tz, we deduce

that eǫvetv0 = etv0eǫvt. This relation can easily be promoted to propagators

e−ǫHve−tH = e−tHe−ǫHvt (3.32)

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

that

Hve
−tH = e−tHHvt (3.33)

as continuous operators e−βρD(Q) → e−βρD′(Q) for all β ∈ R. Therefore, by Corollary 3.4, we have the

following limit in e−βρD′(Q) as t→ ∞:

HvΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)Hve
−tHΨ0

α,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHHvtΨ
0
α,ν,ν̃ .

Now, we write Hvt = H0
vt

+ µeγcVvt and we need to show that

lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHeγcVvtΨ
0
α,ν,ν̃ = 0

in e−βρD′(Q). We can use the probabilistic representation of the semigroup (3.6). Writing X = XD + Pϕ,

ϕt(e
iθ) = X(e−t+iθ)−Bt and ct = c+ Bt, using that |vt| 6 C for some uniform C > 0, we have for all c ∈ R

and t > 0
∣∣Eϕ

[
e−tH(eγcVvtΨ

0
α,ν,ν̃)

]∣∣

6 Ce−
Q2

2 te(γ+α−Q)c
Eϕ

[
e(α−Q)Bt |Qα,ν,ν̃(ϕt)|

∫ 2π

0

eγX(e−t+iθ)dθe
−µeγc

∫
Dct

eγX(x)

|x|γQ dx
]

= C|1− e−t| γ
2

2 e
t
2 ((γ+α−Q)2−Q2)e(γ+α−Q)c

∫ 2π

0

eγPϕ(e
−t+iθ)

Eϕ

[
|Qα,ν,ν̃(ϕt + ct,θ)|e

−µ
∫
Dct

eγ(X(x)+c)

|x|γα|x−e−t+iθ |γ
2 dx
]
dθ

6 Cet(γ(α−Q)+γ2

2 −2∆α)e(γ+α−Q)ceγ supθ Pϕ(e
−t+iθ) sup

θ
Eϕ[|Qα,ν,ν̃(ϕt + ct,θ)|]

where we used the Girsanov transform in the third line to remove the terms e(α−Q)Bt and eγXD(e
−t+iθ), and

ct,θ(θ
′) = ln |1−e−2tei(θ−θ′)|

|1−ei(θ−θ′)| + t. Each Fourier coefficient of ct,θ is uniformly bounded in t, θ and therefore by

expanding in ct,θ we get that

sup
θ

Eϕ[|Qα,ν,ν̃(ϕt + ct,θ)|] 6 Eϕ[G(ϕt)]

where G is a finite sum of the form
∑

i αi|Pi| where Pi are polynomials in the Fourier coefficients. Since PT

is stationary for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, we have E[G(ϕt)
4] = E[G(ϕ)4] < ∞ uniformly in t. Hence
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for t > 1 and by using Jensen on the conditional expectation Eϕ[·]

E[|eγ supθ Pϕ(e
−t+iθ)

Eϕ[G(ϕt)]|2] 6 E[|e4γ supθ Pϕ(e
−t+iθ)|]1/2E[Eϕ[G(ϕt)]4]]1/2

6 E[|e4γ supθ Pϕ(e
−t+iθ)|]1/2E[G(ϕt)4]1/2

6 C.

Moreover, we have
∫
R
e2(γ+α−Q)ce2βρ(c)dc <∞ since β > Q−α and α−Q+γ < 0 so there is C > 0 such that

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)‖e−tH(eγcVvtΨ
0
α,ν,ν̃)‖e−βρL2 6 Ce(γ(α−Q)+|ν|+|ν̃|)t

which converges to 0 for α < Q− |ν|+|ν̃|
γ . This proves that the limit

HvΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHH0
vt
Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃

holds in e−βρD′(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 ωv0 +v is Markovian for some

ω > 0 large enough: then (3.33) applied with ωv0 + v gives (by real linearity of v 7→ Hv)

(ωH+Hv)e
−tH = e−tH(Hvt + ωH)

which shows (3.33) for v. We use (3.33) and the fact that e−tH : D′(Q) → D(Q) is continuous to obtain for

all F,G ∈ D(Q)

〈H∗
vt
e−tHF,G〉2 = 〈e−tHF,HvtG〉2 = 〈F, e−tHHvtG〉2 = 〈F,Hve

−tHG〉2 = 〈H∗
vF, e

−tHG〉2 = 〈e−tHH∗
vF,G〉2,

which implies the equality of bounded operators D(Q) → D′(Q)

H∗
vt
e−tH = e−tHH∗

v. (3.34)

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

as in the previous case we deduce that H∗
v
Ψα,ν,ν̃ = lim

t→∞
et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tH(H0

v−t
)∗Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃ provided that α <

Q− N−1+|ν|+|ν̃|
γ where N is the degree of the polynomial (this is due to the fact that |e−tv(etz)| 6 e(N−1)t).

To prove (3.29) and (3.30), we use (3.33) with v = −zn+1∂z : since vt =we obtain Lne
−tH = e−nte−tHLn

for all n > 0, and similarly for L̃n. Taking adjoints, we get L−ne−tH = ente−tHL−n. Repeating the above

argument shows that the potential part of L−n converges to 0 in the t→ ∞ limit, so we obtain

L−nΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|+n)e−tHL−nΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|+n)e−tHL0
−nΨα,ν,ν̃

and the same holds for (3.30). �

Proposition 3.6. Let ℓ ∈ N, and ν, ν̃ ∈ T such that |ν| + |ν̃| = ℓ. For n ∈ Z, and α in the set Wℓ ∩Wℓ−n
defined by (3.24) and α /∈ Q− γ

2N− 2
γN, for β > Q− Re(α), we have the following identities in e−βρD(Q)

LnΨα,ν,ν̃ =
∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)Ψα,ν′,ν̃ , L̃nΨα,ν,ν̃ =
∑

ν̃∈T
ℓ̃αn(ν̃, ν̃

′)Ψα,ν,ν̃′ (3.35)

where ℓα,n(ν, ν
′) is defined by (3.19). In particular, if n > 0, ν = (ν1, . . . , νk) ∈ T and ν̃ = (ν̃1, . . . , ν̃k′),

∀n 6 νk, L−nΨα,ν,ν̃ = Ψα,(ν,n),ν̃ , ∀n 6 ν̃k′ , L̃−nΨα,ν,ν̃ = Ψα,ν,(ν̃,n). (3.36)

Proof. Consider the vector field v = ωv0 + vn = (−ωz + zn+1)∂z =: v(z)∂z for n > 1 and ω > 0 large enough

so that v is Markovian. The vector field vt = etv(e−t)∂z can be written

vt = −ωv0 + e−ntvn.
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By (3.3) (applied to the free-field case), one has H0
vt

= ωH0 + e−ntL0
n. By Lemma 3.5, we then get

HvΨα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHH0
vt
Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃

=ω(∆α + |ν|+ |ν̃|)Ψα,ν,ν̃ + lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|−n)
∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)Ψ0
α,ν′,ν̃

=ω(∆α + |ν|+ |ν̃|)Ψα,ν,ν̃ +
∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)Ψα,ν′,ν̃ .

Since (3.3) tells us that Hv = ωH+Ln, we see that (3.35) holds for n 6 − 1 when α is real valued. Using the

holomorphic extension of Ψα,ν,ν̃ with respect to α in Proposition 3.3, one obtains the result in Wℓ ∩Wℓ+n.

To deal with the L−n case with n > 0, we apply the same type of argument: one has (H0
v−t

)∗ = ωH0 +

entL0
−n and

H∗
v
Ψα,ν,ν̃ = lim

t→∞
et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tH(H0

v−t
)∗Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃

=ω(∆α + |ν|+ |ν̃|)Ψα,ν,ν̃ + lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|+n)e−tH
∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)Ψ0
α,ν′ν̃

=ω(∆α + |ν|+ |ν̃|)Ψα,ν,ν̃ +
∑

ν′∈T
ℓαn(ν, ν

′)Ψα,ν′,ν̃ .

Since H∗
v
= ωH + L−n, we obtain the desired result, since the same argument works exactly the same for

L̃nΨα,ν,ν′ . �

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 Ψα,ν,ν̃ to the

complex plane α ∈ 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 ℓ ∈ N0 = N ∪ {0}, the scattering matrix Sℓ(Q + ip) : Eℓ → Eℓ, defined for

p ∈ R \ [−
√
2ℓ,

√
2ℓ] is the linear map such that: ∀Fj ∈ ker(P− j) with j 6 ℓ

Sℓ(Q+ ip)

ℓ∑

j=0

Fj :=

ℓ∑

j=0

F+
j (Q + ip) (4.1)

where F+
j (Q + ip) ∈ ker(P − j) are the functions appearing in the asymptotic expansion (3.13) of Pℓ(Q +

ip)
∑ℓ
j=0 Fj . By [GKRV20, Corollary 6.24] the matrices S0(α) admits an meromorphic extension from (Q +

iR) \ D0 to a neighborhood in Σ of the set {α |Re(α) ∈ (Q− ǫ,Q], α /∈ D0} for some ǫ > 04.

From (3.15), we also see that for j < ℓ

Sℓ(Q+ ip)|ker(P−j) = Sj(Q + ip)|ker(P−j).

It is convenient to use a change of complex parameter p =
√
P 2 + 2ℓ and define

S̃ℓ(Q+ iP ) := Sℓ(Q + i
√
P 2 + 2ℓ).

By [GKRV20, Corollary 6.24], S̃ℓ(Q+ iP ) is meromorphic in

{P ∈ C | Im(P ) ∈ [0, γ/4), Im
√
P 2 + 2ℓ > 0} \

⋃

j > 0

{±
√
2j}.

4The interested reader can check from the proof of Corollary 6.4 in [GKRV20] that in fact S0(α) is holomorphic in Re(α) ∈

(Q − ǫ,Q].
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In particular we see from (3.13) that for P ∈ R\ {0}, ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ have asymptotic expansion for ℓ := |ν|+ |ν̃|

ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃(c, ϕ) = eiPcQQ+iP,ν,ν̃(ϕ) +

ℓ∑

j=0

Πker(P−j)(S̃ℓ(Q+ iP )QQ+iP,ν,ν̃)(ϕ)e
−ic

√
P 2+2(ℓ−j) +GQ+iP,ν,ν̃(c, ϕ)

(4.2)

where GQ+iP,ν,ν̃ ∈ D(Q), and they are the unique solution of (H− Q2+P 2

2 + ℓ)u = 0 with such an asymptotic

expansion where the coefficient of eiPc is given by QQ+iP,ν,ν̃(ϕ).

4.1. Computation of the reflection coefficient for primary fields. In this section we compute the

scattering matrix S0(α), also called reflection coefficient.

The primary fields are Ψα := Ψα,0,0 = P0(α)1, by Proposition 3.2 they are analytic in {Re(α) 6 Q} \ D0

and satisfy in Re(α) ∈ (Q− γ/4, Q] and c 6 0

Ψα = e(α−Q)c + e(Q−α)cS0(α)1 +G(α), (4.3)

with G(α) ∈ D(Q) satisfying for all 0 6 β < γ/2

G(α) = G1(α) +G2(α), with G1(α) ∈ e
β
2 ρL2(R× ΩT), and Π0(G

2(α)) = E[G2(α)] = 0.

Notice that e(Q−α)c is much larger than G1(α) as c → −∞ if α ∈ (Q − γ/4, Q), and since E[G2(α)] = 0 the

term e(Q−α)cS0(α)1 can be recovered by considering the asymptotic at c→ −∞ of

E[Ψα] = e(α−Q)c + e(Q−α)cS0(α)1 + E[G1(α)].

Proposition 4.1. For Re(α) ∈ (Q− γ/2, Q], the scattering coefficient R(α) := S0(α)1 is given by the explicit

expression

R(α) = −
(
πµ

Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2 (Q−α)
γ Γ(− γ(Q−α)

2 )Γ(− 2(Q−α)
γ )

Γ(γ(Q−α)
2 )Γ(2(Q−α)

γ )
. (4.4)

Proof. First we prove the result for α ∈ (Q− γ/2, Q) and then we use the fact that both S0(α)1 and the RHS

of (4.4) extend analytically in {Re(α) ∈ (Q− ǫ,Q]} \ D0 for some ǫ > 0 small. In Section 7.1 of [GKRV20], it

is proved that for α < Q the primary field Ψα can be expressed by the probabilistic expression

Ψα(c, ϕ) = e(α−Q)c
Eϕ

[
exp

(
− µeγc

∫

D

|x|−γαeγX(x)dx
)]

; (4.5)

this expression is a direct consequence of the Feynman-Kac representation (3.6) of e−tH with ft(z) = e−tz

and of the representation (3.25) of Ψα. Let α ∈ ( 2γ , Q). To compute the c → −∞ asymptotic expansion we

first note that
∫

D

|x|−γαeγX(x)dx =

∫

D

|x|−γαeγPϕ(x)(1 − |x|2) γ2

2 Mγ,D(dx)

where in this proofMγ,D is the GMC measure with respect to the Dirichlet GFF XD, i.e. the measure defined

by

Mγ,D(dx) := lim
ǫ→0

eγXD,ǫ(x)−γ2

2 E[XD,ǫ(x)
2]dx (4.6)

where XD,ǫ = XD ∗ θǫ is the mollification of XD with an approximation (θǫ)ǫ>0 of the Dirac mass δ0. First let

us show that the contribution of the integral outside of any disk Dr = {|x| 6 r} does not not play a part in
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the asymptotics. Using the inequality 1− e−µx 6 µx in the second line below, we get

|Eϕ[e−µe
γc

∫
D
|x|−γαeγX(x)dx]− Eϕ[e

−µeγc
∫
Dr

|x|−γαeγX(x)dx]| 6 Eϕ[1− e−µe
γc

∫
D\Dr

|x|−γαeγX(x)dx]

6 µeγcr−αγEϕ[

∫

D

eγPϕ(1− |x|2) γ2

2 Mγ,D(dx)]

6 µeγcr−αγ
∫

D

eγPϕ(x)(1− |x|2) γ2

2 dx. (4.7)

For fixed r, this quantity is eγcO(1), where O(1) means bounded in L2(ΩT) as c → −∞. Therefore we

can focus on evaluating what happens inside Dr. We want to make use of Kahane’s convexity inequalities

(see [RhVa14]) to estimate the contribution coming from Dr. Let us set mr := − infx,x′∈Dr ln |1 − xx̄′|. For

x, x′ ∈ Dr

ln
1

|x− x′| −mr 6 GD(x, x
′) 6 ln

1

|x− x′| . (4.8)

Let us consider a centered Gaussian field X̃ with covariance E[X̃(x)X̃(x′)] = ln 1
|x−x′| inside Dr, a standard

Gaussian random variable Z and the GFF on the circle ϕ, all of them independent of each other under P

(with expectation E). Let Mγ,X̃ be the GMC measure of X̃ and set Er := eγm
1/2
r Z− γ2mr

2 . Using Kahane’s

inequalities, we get

Dr(c, ϕ) := Eϕ[1− e−µe
γc

∫
Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x)(1−|x|2)
γ2

2 M
γ,X̃

(dx)]

> Eϕ

[
1− e−µe

γcEr

∫
Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x)(1−|x|2)
γ2

2 Mγ,D(dx)
] (4.9)

and

Dr(c, ϕ) 6 Eϕ

[
1− e−µe

γc
∫
Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x)(1−|x|2)
γ2

2 Mγ,D(dx)
]
.

Next we show that, in L2(R× ΩT),

lim
r→0+

lim sup
c→−∞

e2(α−Q)cDr(c, ϕ) 6 − µ
2(Q−α)

γ
2(Q−α)

γ R̄(α)Γ
(
− 2(Q−α)

γ

)
(4.10)

lim
r→0+

lim inf
c→−∞

e2(α−Q)cDr(c, ϕ) > − µ
2(Q−α)

γ
2(Q−α)

γ R̄(α)Γ
(
− 2(Q−α)

γ

)
(4.11)

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

that

lim
r→0

lim sup
c→−∞

e2(α−Q)c
∣∣∣Eϕ
[
e−µe

γcEr

∫
Dr
eγPϕ(x) (1−|x|2)

γ2

2

|x|αγ Mγ,D(dx) − e−µe
γc

∫
Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x) (1−|x|2)
γ2

2

|x|αγ Mγ,D(dx)
]∣∣∣ = 0.

(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
(∫

Dr

|x|−αγ(1− |x|2) γ2

2 Mγ,X̃(dx) > u
)
− u−

2
γ (Q−α)R̄(α)

∣∣ 6 Cru
− 2

γ (Q−α)−η
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for some constants Cr > 0 and η > 0. Therefore, setting Sr := supx∈Dr
eγPϕ(x) and using for the random

variable Y > 0 the relation E[1− e−aY ] =
∫∞
0 aP(Y > y)e−ay dy, we get

Eϕ

[
1− exp

(
− µeγc

∫

Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x)(1− |x|2) γ2

2 Mγ,X̃(dx))
]

6 Eϕ

[
1− exp

(
− µeγcSr

∫

Dr

|x|−αγ(1− |x|2) γ2

2 Mγ,X̃(dx)
)]

=Eϕ

[ ∫ ∞

0

P

(∫

Dr

|x|−αγ(1− |x|2) γ2

2 Mγ,X̃(dx) > u
)
µeγcSre

−uµeγcSr du
]

6 Eϕ

[ ∫ ∞

0

(
u−

2
γ (Q−α)R̄(α) + Cru

− 2
γ (Q−α)−η

)
µeγcSre

−uµeγcSr du
]

=R̄(α)Γ
(
1− 2

γ
(Q− α)

)
µ

2
γ (Q−α)e2(Q−α)cS

2
γ (Q−α)
r + Crµ

2
γ (Q−α)+ηe2(Q−α)c+γηcS

2
γ (Q−α)+η
r .

As limr→0 S
β
r = 1 in L2(ΩT) for any fixed β > 0, we deduce that

lim sup
c→−∞

e2(α−Q)c
Eϕ

[
1− exp

(
− µeγc

∫

Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x)(1− |x|2) γ2

2 Mγ,X̃(dx)
)]

6 R̄(α)Γ
(
1− 2

γ
(Q − α)

)
µ

2
γ (Q−α).

To conclude, we need to show (4.12). Along the same lines as previously and using the relation E[1− e−aY ] =∫∞
0
aP(Y > y)e−ay dy for a variable Y > 0

lim
r→0

lim sup
c→−∞

∣∣∣Eϕ
[
e−µe

γcEr

∫
Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x)(1−|x|2)
γ2

2 Mγ,D(dx) − e−µe
γc

∫
Dr

|x|−αγeγPϕ(x)(1−|x|2)
γ2

2 Mγ,D(dx)
]∣∣∣ = 0.

Indeed, the previous asymptotic expansions give bounds in terms of µ
2
γ (Q−α) so the asymptotic expansions of

the two terms in (4.12) are the same as r goes to 0 since Er converges to 1. �

4.2. Reflection coefficients for descendants. Recall from (3.25) and from [GKRV20, Proposition 7.2] the

link between Ψα,ν,ν̃ and Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ :

Ψα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→+∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHΨ0
α,ν,ν̃

for all α < min(Q− γ
4 − 2(|ν|+|ν̃|)

γ , Q− γ), with ∆α = α
2 (Q− α

2 ) if |ν|+ |ν̃| > 0, while this holds for all α < Q

if ν = ν̃ = 0.

Let us define for P ∈ R the involution (preserving each ker(P− ℓ) for ℓ > 0)

LP : L2(Ω) → L2(Ω), LP (QQ+iP,ν,ν̃) := QQ−iP,ν,ν̃ , ∀ν, ν̃ ∈ T ;

recall that Qα,ν,ν̃ are polynomials in xn, yn variables, defined in (3.18), and the set (Qα,ν,ν̃)ν∈T ,ν̃∈T with

|ν|+ |ν̃| = ℓ forming a basis of ker(P− ℓ) if α /∈ Q− γ
2N0 − 2

γN0.

Theorem 4.2. The scattering matrix for the Liouville conformal field theory is of the form

∀ℓ ∈ N0, S̃ℓ(Q + iP ) = R(Q+ iP )LP
where R(α) is the reflection coefficient (4.1).

Proof. We shall proceed by induction. For ℓ ∈ N0, we call I(ℓ) the following property: for all ν, ν̃ ∈ T with

|ν|+ |ν′| 6 ℓ and P ∈ R+ \ ∪∞
j=0{

√
2j},

ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃(c, ϕ) = eiPcQQ+iP,ν,ν̃(ϕ) +R(Q+ iP )e−iPcQQ−iP,ν,ν̃(ϕ) +GQ+iP,ν,ν̃ (c, ϕ) (4.13)

for some GQ+iP,ν,ν̃ ∈ D(Q).
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First, I(0) is satisfied by Proposition 4.1.

Next, we assume Iℓ−1 for some ℓ > 1 and we want to show Iℓ. For ν, ν̃ ∈ T with |ν|+ |ν̃| = ℓ, ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ is

of the form
ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ = ΨQ+iP,(ν′,n),ν̃, with |ν′|+ n = |ν|, ν′ ∈ T , or

ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ = ΨQ+iP,ν,(ν̃′,n), with |ν̃′|+ n = |ν̃|, ν̃′ ∈ 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 F ∈ Cexp
〈ΨQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,LnF 〉2 = 〈ΨQ+iP,(ν′,n),ν̃, F 〉2. (4.14)

Let us take P > 0 fixed. Then by (4.13) and (3.4), we have if F is supported in {c 6 0}
〈ΨQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,LnF 〉2 =〈eiPcQQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ +R(Q+ iP )e−iPcQQ−iP,ν′,ν̃ ,L

0
nF 〉2

+ 〈GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,LnF 〉2
+
µ

2
〈eiPcQQ+ip,ν′,ν̃ +R(Q+ iP )e−iPcQQ−iP,ν′,ν̃ , e

γcVnF 〉2
(4.15)

where Vn is the potential term in (3.4). We consider some particular choice of F depending on a parameter

T > 0, namely

FT (c, ϕ) = χT (c)e
iP ′ch(ϕ), with h ∈ Eℓ, χT (c) = χ(c+ T )

for P ′ ∈ R, and χ ∈ C∞
0 (R; [0, 1]) satisfying χ = 1 near 0. We also choose χ̃ with the same property but with

χ̃χ = χ and we let χ̃T (c) = χ̃(c+ T ). Note that L0
n(e

iP ′ch(ϕ)) = eiP
′ch′(ϕ) for some h′ ∈ Eℓ−n.

We will show that, as T → ∞, 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

〈ΨQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,Ln(χT e
iP ′ch)〉2.

We start with the term 〈GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,LnFT 〉L2(R−×ΩT) and decompose Ln = L0
n+

µ
2 e
γcVn. First, we will show

that 〈GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ , e
γcVnFT 〉 → 0. Since ‖χT eiP

′ch‖D(Q) 6 C for some C > 0 uniform with respect to T > 1,

then χT e
γcVne

iP ′ch ∈ D′(Q) with uniform norm with respect to T > 1. Using that ψGQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ∈ D(Q) for

any ψ ∈ C∞(R; [0, 1]) with support in R− and bounded derivative, there is C > 0 such that as T → ∞
|〈GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ , e

γcχTVne
iP ′ch〉2| 6 C‖χ̃TGQ+iP,ν′,ν̃‖D(Q)‖χT eiP

′ch‖D(Q) (4.16)

where we used the boundedness eγcVn : D(Q) → D′(Q). One has

‖χT eiP
′ch‖2D(Q) 6

1

2

∫

R

(| − iP ′χT + χ′
T |2 + (Q2 + 2ℓ)χ2

T )‖h‖2L2(ΩT)
+ χT (c)

2QeγcV (h)dc

which is uniformly bounded as T → ∞ and

‖χ̃TGQ+iP,ν′,ν̃‖2D(Q) 6
1

2

∫

R

(|χ̃′
T |2 +Q2)‖GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃‖2 + χ̃2

T ‖∂cGQ+iP,ν′,ν̃‖2dc

+

∫

R

χ̃2
T ‖P

1
2GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃‖2 + χ̃2

TQeγcV (GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃)dc

converges to 0 as T → ∞ since GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ∈ D(Q) and supp χ̃T ⊂ [−T − 1,−T +1]. Consequently (4.16) goes

to 0 as T → ∞.

Next we show that 〈GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,L
0
nFT 〉2 → 0. First, we compute

[Ln, χT ] = [L0
n, χT ] = iχ′

TAn, (4.17)

L0
n(χT e

iP ′ch) = ieiP
′cχ′

TAnh+ χTL
0
n(e

iP ′ch). (4.18)

Notice that Anh ∈ Eℓ−n since n > 0, and that e−iP
′cL0

n(e
iP ′ch) ∈ Eℓ−n. In particular one can bound

‖L0
n(χT e

iP ′ch)‖L2(R×ΩT) 6 C for some C > 0 uniform in T . We then have

|〈GQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,L
0
nFT 〉2| 6 ‖χ̃TGQ+iP,ν′,ν̃‖L2‖L0

nFT ‖L2 6 C‖χ̃TGQ+iP,ν′,ν̃‖L2 → 0
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as T → 0, thus the second line of (4.15) goes to 0 as T → ∞.

The third line of (4.15) also goes to 0 as T → ∞:

|〈e±iPcQQ±iP,ν′,ν̃ , e
γcVnFT 〉2| 6 C

∣∣∣
∫ −T+1

−T−1

eγcdc
∣∣∣× |〈Vnh,QQ±iP,ν′,ν̃〉L2(ΩT)| → 0 (4.19)

where 〈Vnh,QQ+iP,ν′,ν̃〉L2(ΩT) makes sense since QQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ , h ∈ S.
Finally, we deal with the first line of (4.15). Since (L0

n)
∗ = L0

−n,

〈eiPcQQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ +R(Q+ iP )e−iPcQQ−iP,ν′,ν̃ ,L
0
nFT 〉2 =

〈χT (c)L0
−n(e

iPcQQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ +R(Q+ iP )e−iPcQQ−iP,ν′,ν̃), e
iP ′ch〉2.

We compute for all P ∈ R

L0
−n(e

±iPcQQ±iP,ν′,ν̃) = e±iPcQQ±iP,(ν′,n),ν̃

so that

〈e±iPcQQ±iP,ν′,ν̃ ,L
0
n(χT e

iP ′ch)〉2 =

∫
χ(c+ T )eic(±P−P ′)dc〈QQ±iP,(ν′,n),ν̃ , h〉L2(ΩT)

=eiT (P ′∓P )χ̂(P ′ ∓ P )〈QQ±iP,(ν′,n),ν̃ , h〉L2(ΩT)

where χ̂ denotes the Fourier transform. We therefore have, choosing P ′ = −P and χ so that
∫
χ = 1, that as

T → +∞
〈ΨQ+iP,ν′,ν̃ ,LnFT 〉2 =e−2iTP χ̂(−2P )〈QQ+iP,(ν′,n),ν̃ , h〉L2(ΩT)

+R(Q+ ip)〈QQ−iP,(ν′,n),ν̃ , h〉L2(ΩT) + o(1).
(4.20)

Next, we use (4.2) and the same arguments as above to obtain, as T → ∞,

〈ΨQ+iP,(ν′,n),ν̃ , FT 〉2 =

e−2iTP χ̂(−2P )〈QQ+iP,(ν′,n),ν̃, h〉L2(ΩT) + 〈Πker(P−ℓ)(S̃ℓ(Q + iP )QQ+iP,ν,ν̃), h〉L2(ΩT)

+
∑

j<ℓ

eiT (P−Pjℓ)χ̂(P − Pjℓ)〈Πker(P−j)(S̃ℓ(Q + iP )QQ+iP,ν,ν̃), h〉L2(ΩT) + o(1)

with Pjℓ :=
√
P 2 + 2(ℓ− j). Combining this asympotic expansion with (4.20) and the fact that we can choose

h arbitrary in Eℓ, we deduce that

Πker(P−ℓ)(S̃ℓ(Q+ iP )QQ+iP,ν,ν̃) = R(Q+ iP )QQ−iP,ν,ν̃ .

Applying the same arguments but choosing P ′ = −Pjℓ for j < ℓ, we also get

Πker(P−j)(S̃ℓ(Q + iP )QQ+iP,ν,ν̃) = 0.

We have thus proved (4.13) and therefore I(ℓ) holds. This ends the proof. �

4.3. Analyticity and functional equation for the Liouville eigenstates Ψα,ν,ν̃. First, let us prove the

following:

Lemma 4.3. The function Ψα extends analytically from {Re(α) < Q} to a neighborhood of {Re(α) 6 Q} in

C and it satisfies the functional equation on Re(α) = Q

ΨQ−iP = R(Q− iP )ΨQ+iP

where R(α) is the reflection coefficient (4.4).
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Proof. We know from Proposition 3.2 that Ψα admits a meromorphic extension from {Re(λ) < Q} ⊂ Σ

to a open neighborhood U ⊂ Σ of {Re(λ) < Q}, where we recall that Σ is the Riemann surface that is a

ramified covering of C of order 2 associated to the functions rj(α) =
√
−(α−Q)2 − 2j. We will prove that

this extension descends to π(U) if π : Σ → C as a meromorphic function. We need to check that if γj ∈ G is

an automorphism of the covering (for j > 0), then γ∗jΨα = Ψα. Since γ∗j rk = −rk for k > j and γ∗j rk = rk if

k < j, we see from (4.3) that for P > 0 and α = Q + iP

γ∗jΨα(c, ϕ) = eiPc + e−iPcR(α) + γ∗jG(α)

but then

(γ∗jΨα −Ψα) ∈ D(Q).

Since H does not have L2-eigenvalues by [GKRV20, Lemma 6.2], we deduce that γ∗jΨα = Ψα and, by analytic

continuation, this shows that the meromorphic extension of Ψα in U descends to π(U). The functional equation

also comes from the uniqueness of ΨQ+iP having prescribed asymptotic term eiPc and analyticity come from

the fact that R(α) has only poles in Re(α) < Q by (4.4). �

This result implies the following statement on all descendants:

Theorem 4.4. For each ν, ν̃ ∈ T , the functions Ψα,ν,ν̃ have an analytic extension to C as elements in

e−βρD(Q) for β > |Re(α)−Q|. They satisfy the functional equation

Ψ2Q−α,ν,ν̃ = R(2Q− α)Ψα,ν,ν̃

where R(α) is the reflection coefficient (4.4). The zeros of α 7→ Ψα,ν,ν̃ are located exactly at (Q+ γ
2N0)∪ (Q+

2
γN0) and for Re(α) < Q we have

(Ψα,ν,ν̃ −Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃)|{c 6 0} ∈ emin(Re(α)−Q+γ/2,Q−Re(α))cD(Q).

Proof. First, for Ψα, the analytic extension is given by the functional equation Ψα = R(α)Ψ2Q−α and the

fact that Ψα is analytic in {Re(α) 6 Q}. Moreover we see that Ψα 6= 0 if {Re(α) 6 Q} \ {Q} by considering

its c → −∞ first asymptotic term which follows from the proof of [GKRV20, Proposition 6.21]: if mα :=

min(Re(α)−Q+ γ/2, Q− Re(α)),

Ψα(c, ϕ)− e(α−Q)c ∈ emαcD(Q).

The functional equation implies that the only α’s where Ψα = 0 are at (Q + γ
2N) ∪ (Q + 2

γN). To deal with

the descendants, we proceed by induction. Consider a descendant Ψα,ν,ν̃ and assume that the result has

been proved for all the descendants Ψα,ν′,ν̃′ with |ν′| < |ν| and ν̃′ 6 |ν̃|. We can write Ψα,ν,ν̃ = L−nΨα,ν′,ν̃

if ν = (ν′, n). For all β > 0, this provides an analytic continuation of Ψα,ν,ν̃ as an element in e−βρD′(Q)

in the region |Re(α) − Q| < β using the induction assumption, and they belong to e−βρD(Q) in the set

W|ν|+|ν̃| ∪ (Q−W|ν|+|ν̃|)∪ (Q+ iR) where W|ν|+|ν̃| is the set defined by (3.24). Now, by (3.27), we can define

e−tHΨα,ν,ν̃ for t > 0 and this belongs to e−βρD(Q) for t > 0, but this also equal to e−t(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)Ψα,ν,ν̃ (for

example by differentiating in t). This shows that Ψα,ν,ν̃ ∈ e−βρD(Q) for |Re(α) − Q| < β. Moreover by the

induction assumption,

Ψ2Q−α,ν,ν̃ = L−nΨ2Q−α,ν′,ν̃ = R(2Q− α)L−nΨα,ν′,ν̃ = R(2Q− α)Ψα,ν,ν̃ .

Finally, to show that Ψα,ν,ν̃ 6= 0 when α /∈ (Q+ γ
2N)∪ (Q+ 2

γN), we can do this again by induction: it suffices

to consider the half-plane Re(α) 6 Q and to prove that

(Ψα,ν,ν̃(c, ϕ)− e(α−Q)cQα,ν,ν̃)|{c 6 0} ∈ emαcD(Q).
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We prove this by induction. The first step has been proved already. Assume this is true for Ψα,ν′,ν̃ . We have,

by (3.4)

Ψα,ν,ν̃(c, ϕ) =L−nΨα,ν′,ν̃(c, ϕ) = L0
−ne

(α−Q)cQα,ν′,ν̃ + e(α+γ−Q)cFα(ϕ) +Gα(c, ϕ)

=e(α−Q)cQα,ν,ν̃ + e(α+γ−Q)cFα(ϕ) +Gα(c, ϕ)

where e(α+γ−Q)cFα ∈ e(Re(α)+γ−Q−ǫ)ρD′(Q) and Gα ∈ emαcD′(Q), using as in (3.28) that L−n : eβρD(Q) →
eβρD′(Q) for β ∈ R. We finally can apply the propagator e−tH to this equation for t > 0 and by (3.27)

Ψα,ν,ν̃(c, ϕ) − et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tHΨ0
α,ν,ν̃ ∈ emαρD(Q).

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

(e−tHΨ0
α,ν,ν̃ − e−t(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃)|{c 6 0} ∈ emαρD(Q)

and this concludes the argument. The same applies in the case Ψα,ν,ν̃ = L̃−nΨα,ν,ν̃′ with ν̃ = (ν̃′, n). �

As a consequence of this result, we can extend the validity of Proposition 3.6 to all α ∈ C\Q±(γ2N0+
2
γN0).

4.4. Verma modules for the Liouville CFT and representation of Virasoro algebra. Define for

α /∈ Q± ( 2γN0 +
γ
2N0) the vector space (for ǫ > 0)

Vα := span{Ψα,ν,0 | ν,∈ T } ⊂ e(|Re(α)−Q|+ǫ)|ρ(c)|L2(R⊗ ΩT),

Vα := span{Ψα,0,ν̃ | ν̃ ∈ T } ⊂ e(|Re(α)−Q|+ǫ)|ρ(c)|L2(R⊗ ΩT)

where, for now, elements are simply finite linear combinations of elements Ψα,ν,ν̃ . We emphasize that Theorem

4.4 and (4.13) imply that the Ψα,ν,ν̃′ are linearly independent if α /∈ Q − γ
2N0 − 2

γN0, since the Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃′ are.

We also define

Wα := span{Ψα,ν,ν̃ | ν, ν̃ ∈ T } ≃ Vα ⊗ Vα
where the right identification is done by the map Ψα,ν,0 ⊗Ψα,0,ν̃ 7→ Ψα,ν,ν̃ . Proposition 3.6 then implies that

Ln preserve Vα, L̃n preserves Vα and both preserve Wα. This space Wα can be identified with HT ⊗ HT
by the linear isomorphism eν ⊗ eν̃ 7→ Ψα,ν,ν̃ and the maps Ln and L̃n are then conjugated to ℓαn and ℓ̃αn,

which implies that the commutations relations of the Ln, L̃m are the same as those of the free field Virasoro

operators L0
n, L̃

0
m:

[Ln,Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m, [L̃n, L̃m] = (n−m)L̃n+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,−m

on respectively Vα and Vα, and both also hold on Wα where in addition [Ln, L̃m] = 0.

When α = Q+ iP with P > 0, we define the scalar product on WQ+iP

〈ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃ ,ΨQ+iP,ν′,ν̃′〉Q+iP := FQ+iP (ν, ν
′)FQ+iP (ν̃, ν̃

′).

By combining Proposition 3.6, Theorem 4.4 and [GKRV22, Corollary 6.5], we obtain the

Theorem 4.5. For α /∈ Q ± ( 2γN0 + γ
2N0), the operators (Ln)n∈Z acting on the vector space Vα give a

representation of the Virasoro algebra Vir(cL) with central charge cL = 1 + 6Q2, Vα is a Verma module

associated to the highest weight state Ψα, and this representation is equivalent to the representation of (ℓαn)n
on HT given in Section 3.2.3. The same holds for (L̃n)n∈Z acting on Vα. Moreover, for α = Q + iP with

P > 0, these representations are unitary representations of the Virasoro algebra and are unitarily equivalent

to the representation of (ℓQ+iP
n )n and (ℓ̃Q+iP

n )n on HT . The family (Ln, L̃m)n,m∈Z gives a representation

of Vir(cL) ⊕ Vir(cL) into Wα, whose restriction to both Vir(cL) ⊕ {0} and {0} ⊕ Vir(cL) is unitary when

α = Q+ iP for P > 0. Finally, one has the direct integral decomposition

L2(R× ΩT) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

0

VQ+iP ⊗ VQ+iP dP =
1

2π

∫ ∞

0

WQ+iP dP



THE VIRASORO STRUCTURE AND THE SCATTERING MATRIX FOR LIOUVILLE CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY 41

in the sense that for all u, u′ ∈ L2(R× ΩT)

〈u, u′〉2 =
1

2π

∑

ν,ν′,ν̃,ν̃′∈T

∫ ∞

0

〈u,ΨQ+iP,ν,ν̃〉2〈ΨQ+iP,ν′,ν̃′ , u′〉2F−1
Q+iP (ν, ν

′)F−1
Q+iP (ν̃, ν̃

′) dP.
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Humboldt-Universität zu Berlin, Institut für Mathematik, Rudower Chaussee 25, 12489 Berlin, Germany

Email address: guillaume.baverez@hu-berlin.de
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