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The novel concept of entanglement renormalization and its corresponding tensor network renor-
malization technique have been highly successful in developing a controlled real space renormal-
ization group (RG) scheme. Numerically approximate fixed-point (FP) tensors are widely used
to extract the conformal data of the underlying conformal field theory (CFT) describing critical
phenomena. In this paper, we present an explicit analytical construction of the FP tensor for 2D
rational CFT. We define it as a correlation function between the ”boundary-changing operators”
(BCO) on triangles. Our construction fully captures all the real-space RG conditions. We also
provide concrete examples, such as Ising, Yang-Lee and Tri-critical Ising models to compute the
scaling dimensions explicitly based on the corresponding FP tensor. The BCO descendants turn
out to be an optimal basis such that truncation in bond dimensions naturally produces comparable
accuracies with the leading existing FP algorithms. Interestingly, our construction of FP tensors is
closely related to a strange correlator, where the holographic picture naturally emerges. Our results
also open a new door towards understanding CFT in higher dimensions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past two decades, the novel concept of entangle-
ment renormalization [1–6] has been developed to study
critical systems. In particular, computationally efficient
algorithms has been proposed based on tensor network
techniques, such as various schemes of tensor network
renormalization (TNR) [2, 5, 7–12]. It is found that
even with a moderate size of bond dimensions kept in the
coarse graining procedure, there are lots of important in-
formation such as central charge, scaling dimensions and
operator product expansion (OPE) coefficient of confor-
mal field theory (CFT) can be read off from the fixed
point (FP) tensors, which are approximate fixed points
of the TNR algorithms [5, 11]. Furthermore, TNR al-
gorithms have been applied to study CFT topological
defects [13] and conformal boundaries [14, 15].

Despite the huge successes in numerically extracting
conformal data through tensor network simulations, the
analytical construction of FP tensors for critical systems
remains a significant challenge. While progress has been
made in understanding the components of FP tensors as-
sociated with primary fields [16, 17], generalizing these
constructions for descendant fields remains unclear. On
the other hand, the recently proposed holographic picture
and generalized symmetry description [18, 19] for CFT
suggest that the complete algebraic structure of FP ten-
sors might provide us an alternative way to understand
CFT. It suggests that fundamentally a continuous field
theory admits a rigorous discrete formulation, and such
a novel formulation is a revolution in modern physics
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with far-reaching consequences, such as systematically
simulating interacting field theories numerically, which is
otherwise very difficult and uncontrolled.

In this paper, we demonstrate that the collection of
open string correlation functions conformally related to
an open pair of pants in every 2D rational CFT (RCFT)
yields an exact FP tensor with infinite bond dimensions.
By tiling these correlators over a given manifold and
summing over all intermediate states, including primaries
and descendants, we obtain the 2D RCFT path integral.
However, this tiling process leaves behind holes, which
must be reconciled for the correlators to match with an
FP tensor. Previous research [20] introduced shrinkable
boundary conditions that address this problem and was
further studied in [21]. By combining these boundary
conditions with the open correlators, we achieve a field
theoretical construction of tensors that satisfy the ex-
pected properties of a FP tensor. Practical numerical
algorithm not only seeks an exact FP tensor, but it is
a central problem to find also an efficient basis so that
a minimal number of bond dimensions is needed to re-
produce accurate results. To show that our construction
achieves both goals, we provide explicit numerical exam-
ples, focusing on the Ising, Yang Lee and tri-critical Ising
models. Our results demonstrate convincingly that our
proposed FP tensors can accurately recover the closed
spectrum of the exact 2D CFT when tiling a cylinder.
The boundary changing operator (BCO) achieves accu-
racies comparable to existing numerical FP tensors when
truncated to similar bond dimensions. This demonstrates
that the BCO basis serves as an optimal representation
of the FP tensors. It validates the intuition that Vira-
soro descendants with higher conformal dimensions are
naturally suppressed.

Moreover, our construction of FP tensors has an in-
terpretation from the topological holographic principle
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 1: (a) denotes the rank-3 tensor, corresponds to a
path integral over the shaded region (b). (c) denotes
correlation function of three local operators on a disk
with conformal boundary condition on the red edge.

[18, 22–30]. Specifically, we can re-express the path-
integral constructed from the FP tensors as ZCFT =
⟨Ω|Ψ⟩ [31], where |Ψ⟩ is the ground state wave-function
of the Levin-Wen model [32], or Turaev-Viro topolog-
ical quantum field theory (TQFT) [33]. i.e. The 2D
CFT is expressed as a 3D path-integral with non-trivial
boundary condition, the latter rendering the generalised
symmetries (that includes usual group symmetries and
other non-invertible symmetries) [27, 34–41] of the CFT
explicit.

II. REVIEW OF 2D CONFORMAL FIELD
THEORY

CFT is a class of quantum field theories that are in-
variant under conformal transformations. These theories
play a crucial role in statistical mechanics, condensed
matter physics, and string theory. In 2D, CFTs are
particularly rich due to the infinite-dimensional confor-
mal symmetry algebra, making them highly solvable and
powerful in understanding critical phenomena.

The conformal group in 2D is locally infinite-
dimensional because transformations are governed by
holomorphic and anti-holomorphic functions. The gen-
erators Ln’s of these conformal transformations satisfy
the Virasoro algebra,

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
c

12
(n3 − n)δn+m,0. (1)

where c is the so-caleld central charge.

A. Primary operators, Virasoro descendants, and
conformal dimension

In 2D CFT, fields (or operators) depend on complex
coordinates z and z̄. A primary field O(z, z̄) is character-
ized by two independent numbers h and h̄, which are the
holomorphic and anti-holomorphic conformal dimension
(or scaling dimension). The total conformal dimension is
given by:

∆ = h+ h̄. (2)

The scaling behavior of a primary field under a dilation
(scale transformation z → λz, z̄ → λz̄) is:

O(z, z̄) → λ∆O(λz, λz̄). (3)

Beyond primary fields, descendant fields arise from ap-
plying the Virasoro generators L−n and L̄−m. These de-
scendants have higher conformal dimensions:

hdescendant = h+ n, h̄descendant = h̄+m, (4)

where n,m > 0 correspond to the levels of descendant
operators.

B. OPE and conformal block

The OPE states that when two operators Oi(z, z̄) and
Oj(w, w̄) are close to each other, their product can be
expanded as a sum over local operators. In the case of
primary operators, we have

Oi(z, z̄)Oj(w, w̄)

=
∑
k

Cijk(z − w)hk−hi−hj (z̄ − w̄)h̄k−h̄i−h̄jOk(w, w̄)

+ descendants.

(5)

where the coefficient Cijk is the structure constant. It
also appears in the three point function of local operators,

⟨Oi(z1, z̄1)Oj(z2, z̄2)Ok(z3, z̄3)⟩ = Cijkβijk(z1,2,3)β̄ijk(z̄1,2,3),
(6)

where βijk is the three-point conformal block. For pri-
mary operators, it is,

βijk(z1,2,3) =

1

(z1 − z2)h1+h2−h3(z2 − z3)h2+h3−h1(z1 − z3)h1+h3−h2
.

(7)

C. F-symbol and crossing symmetry

In a CFT, the OPE determines how two operators in-
teract. However, when dealing with three or more oper-
ators, we must specify the order in which we fuse them.
Consider the fusion of three operators in two ways:

1. First fuse O1 and O2 into Ok, then fuse Ok with
O3:

(O1O2)O3. (8)

2. Alternatively, first fuse O2 and O3 into Ol, then
fuse Ol with O1:

O1(O2O3). (9)
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Since different fusion paths should give the same physical
result, there must be a consistent way to transform be-
tween them. The coefficients governing this transforma-
tion are called the F-symbols (or fusion matrix), denoted

as [F ijkl ]blocksmn . It is defined through the relation,∑
m

[F ijkl ]blocksmn CijmCklm = CjknCiln (10)

It encodes the associativity of the OPE, and also
appears in the transformation between different fusion
channels in a four-point function.

Consider the correlator:

G(z, z̄) := ⟨Oi|Oj(1, 1)Ok(z, z̄)|Ol⟩. (11)

It can be computed using the s-channel OPE:

OiOj →
∑
m

CijmOm, OkOl →
∑
n

CklnOn, (12)

giving rise to the s-channel decomposition,

G(z, z̄) =
∑
m

CijmCklmFm
ijkl(z)F̄m

ijkl(z̄) (13)

where Fm(z) is the four-point conformal block.

Alternatively, it can be computed using the t-channel
OPE:

OjOk →
∑
p

CjkpOp, OiOl →
∑
q

CilqOq, (14)

leading to the t-channel decomposition,

G(z, z̄) =
∑
p

CjkpCilpFp
ijkl(1− z)F̄p

ijkl(1− z̄). (15)

crossing symmetry is the condition that a four-point
function remains the same regardless of the order in
which operators are fused. Equating the two decomposi-
tions, we have∑

m

CijmCklmFm
ijkl(z)F̄m

ijkl(z̄)

=
∑
p

CjkpCilpFp
ijkl(1− z)F̄p

ijkl(1− z̄).
(16)

The change of bases from s-channel to t-channel four-
point blocks is characterized by the F-symbol,

Fm
ijkl(z) =

∑
n

[F ijkl ]blocksmn Fn
ijkl(1− z). (17)

This equation together with Eq. (10) ensures the cross-
ing symmetry relation.

D. Boundary conformal field theory

Boundary CFT (BCFT) is a generalization of CFT
defined on a manifold with a boundary, and the fields
must satisfy certain boundary conditions that preserve a
subset of the conformal symmetry.

In a bulk 2D CFT, the theory has the full conformal
group. However, in the presence of a boundary, some
conformal transformations are broken. In this setting,
only conformal transformations that preserve the bound-
ary survive.

The presence of a boundary requires consistent bound-
ary conditions on the fields. Boundary conditions must
preserve the remaining conformal symmetry, leading to
boundary states that satisfy the Virasoro constraints.
For BCFT defined on the upper-half-plane (UHP), con-
formal invariance at the boundary (real axis) implies [42]:

T (z) = T̄ (z̄) on the boundary ℑ(z) = 0, (18)

which will be referred to as the gluing condition for the
energy momentum tensor.

In standard CFT, local operators are inserted in the
bulk. However, in BCFT, we also have boundary oper-
ators ψ(x) inserted directly on the boundary. They are
independent degrees of freedom living on the boundary.

The general boundary operators can interpolates be-
tween different boundary conditions. Consider such an
operator inserted at x, where the boundary condition
jumps from one type to another. These boundary op-
erators are called boundary-changing operators (BCO).
They are denoted as ψabi (x). Before x, the system is
in boundary condition a, while after x, the system is in
boundary condition b. The BCO acts as a ”sewing point”
where the two boundary conditions meet [43].

Similar to the bulk CFT operators, BCOs satisfy
boundary operator product expansions,

ψabi (x)ψbcj (y) =
∑
k

C
(abc)k
ij |x−y|hk−hi−hjψk(y)+descendants.

(19)

The structure constant C
(abc)k
ij now carries both oper-

ator indices i, j, k and boundary condition indices a, b, c.
They are related to the F-symbols which we discuss in
detail in the Appendix A.

E. Boundary state formalism

In each BCFT, one can associate a so-called boundary
state which incorporates the defining data of a bound-
ary condition into objects built from Hilbert space of the
original bulk CFT on the full complex plane.

A boundary state, denoted as |a⟩⟩, corresponds to a
specific conformal boundary condition a, must satisfies
the gluing condition in Eq. (18). By applying an expo-
nential mapping, this gluing condition translates into a
constraint on the state,(

Ln − L̄−n
)
|a⟩⟩ = 0. (20)



4

The solutions to this equation are linear combinations
of a basis of states that are not normalisable with respect
to the ordinary inner product, known as Ishibashi states
[44, 45].

These states are constructed from the primary fields of
bulk CFT |∆⟩, by acting with Virasoro generators,

|∆⟩⟩ =
∞∑
N=0

dh(N)∑
j=1

|h,N ; j⟩ ⊗ |h̄, N, j⟩ (21)

where dh(N) is the degeneracy of N -th level descendant
states.

While Ishibashi states satisfy the conformal invariance
conditions at the boundary, they do not correspond to
local boundary conditions of the CFT path-integral. To
construct a state corresponding to a local boundary con-
dition, one must impose the Cardy’s condition. The con-
dition essentially imposes that the trace over boundary-
changing operators propagating in an annulus is equiv-
alent to the overlap of two boundary states across a
cylinder[43]. i.e.

trabe
−τHab = c⟨a|e−H/τ |b⟩c, (22)

where Hab is the Hamiltonian on a strip with left and
right conformal boundary conditions a and b respectively.
The states |a⟩, |b⟩ are the corresponding boundary states
of these boundary conditions, and H is the Hamiltonian
that describes the propagation of a closed circle along a
cylinder.

One could solve for the boundary states |a⟩ in terms
of the Ishibashi states defined above. This is a difficult
problem in general. In the case where the CFT is a diag-
onal rational CFT, these boundary states could be solved
explicitly, and they are known as Cardy’s state. In a di-
agonal rational CFT there is a finite number of families
of primaries. Each primary operator has vanishing spin
with both the chiral and anti-chiral component labeled
by the same highest weight representation i (of the chi-
ral symmetry of the CFT, which includes Virasoro and
other symmetries such as Kac-Moody etc. For minimal
models the chiral symmetry includes only Virasoro sym-
metries.). In this case, the label set of local conformal
boundary conditions coincides with the set of primaries
{i}. The Cardy’s boundary states are expressed as linear
combinations of Ishibashi states as follows:

|i⟩c =
∑
j

Sij√
S0j

|j⟩⟩. (23)

Here, the matrix Sij , known as modular S-matrix, en-
coding transformation properties of characters of the chi-
ral symmetry under modular transformation [36, 46]. For
further details on the S-matrix and BCFT, we refer the
readers to [47, 48].

III. THE STRUCTURE OF FP TENSOR

The FP tensor we propose, denoted as T abc
(i,I)(j,J)(k,K),

comprises nine indices. The labels a, b, c correspond to
the conformal boundary conditions of the RCFT, while
i, j, k represent the labels of the RCFT primaries, and
the indices I, J , K pertain to the descendants of their
respective primaries. In the RCFT, a, b, c and i, j, k take
values from a finite set, while I, J , K live in an infinite-
dimensional space. Consequently, the exact FP tensors
possess an infinite bond dimension, as expected. The FP
tensor, T abc

(i,I)(j,J)(k,K), can be interpreted as the path in-

tegral of the CFT within an open triangle. See Fig. 1b.
To regulate the path integral, we slightly modify the cor-
ners of the triangle and impose conformal boundary con-
ditions labeled as a, b, and c at each respective corner.
The edges of the triangle correspond to states that can
be mapped to boundary-changing operators that connect
the two conformal boundaries associated with the given
edge (See Fig. 1c).

To show that they correspond to FP tensors, we need
to demonstrate three properties: (a) the FP tensors
should satisfy crossing relations; (b) FP tensors cover-
ing a large patch upon contraction reproduce exactly the
same FP tensors covering a smaller patch; (c) Tiling the
FP tensors on a surface and assigning appropriate con-
traction of the indices recover the CFT path-integral on
the surface. These conditions (a) and (b) are illustrated
in Fig. 4 and Fig. 6. As we will see, these requirements
ensure that the FP tensors reconstruct the CFT partition
function exactly.

FIG. 2: diagrammatical representation of the tensor.
The base triangle denotes the structure coefficient Cabcijk ,
and the rank-3 tensor on top of it denotes the conformal

block αijkIJK which carries descendants information.

In general, the FP tensor can be decomposed as:

T abc
(i,I)(j,J)(k,K) = αijkIJKC

abc
ijk (24)

This is because a three-point correlation function of three
boundary operators carries two parts, represented dia-
grammatically in Fig. 2, namely the structure coefficients
Cabcijk and the 3-point conformal blocks carrying the de-
pendence of the correlation function on the precise de-
scendant in the primary families, the location of inser-
tions, and the precise shape of the manifold in which
operators are inserted. To set our notations, the three
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point correlation functions of three primary boundary-
changing operators on the upper-half-plane (UHP) is
given by:

⟨Oab(i,0)(x1)O
bc
(j,0)(x2)O

ca
(k,0)(x3)⟩UHP = Cabcijk β

ijk
000(x1, x2, x3),

(25)

βijk000(x1, x2, x3) = (26)

1

|x1 − x2|hi+hj−hk |x1 − x3|hi+hk−hj |x3 − x2|hk+hj−hi
,

where I = J = K = 0 denotes the fact that the inserted
operators are all primaries. Conformal blocks involving
other descendants where I, J,K ̸= 0 can be generated
by repeated use of the Virasoro or generally Kac-Moody
operators in the primaries.

In our proposed FP tensor, αijkIJK is related to βijkIJK by
some conformal maps χ1,2,3,

Cabcijkα
ijk
IJK = ⟨χ1∗O

ab
(i,I)(x1)χ2∗O

bc
(j,J)(x2)χ3∗O

ca
(k,K)(x3)⟩UHP.

(27)
where the conformal transformations χ1,2,3 map the am-
plitude on triangle to three point function on UHP, see
Fig. 3. As we will explain with more detail in the next
section, each χi is a composition of two conformal maps.
The first maps the state on each edge in Fig. 1b to local
operator in Fig. 1c, and the second maps the three point
function on disk in Fig. 1c to UHP, allowing us to calcu-

late it using βijkIJK . The coordinates x1,2,3 = χ1,2,3(0) are
fixed and suppressed in the following.

(a) (b)

FIG. 3: Conformal transformation that maps the ampli-
tude in triangular region to upper-half-plane with three
local operators inserted on the real-axis.

These αijkIJK ’s are called 3-point conformal blocks and
fully determined by conformal symmetry. They satisfy:∑

M

αijmIJMα
mkl
MKL =

∑
n,N

[F ijkl ]blocksmn αinlINLα
jkn
JKN , (28)

where [F ijkl ]blocks are the crossing coefficients character-

ising this RCFT. The same matrix F blocks also relate
structure coefficients Cabcijk through the equation [49, 50],∑

m

[F ijkl ]blocksmn CabcijmC
acd
mkl = Cabdinl C

bcd
jkn. (29)

This guarantees the proposed FP tensor satisfies the
crossing relation in condition (a).∑

m,M

T abc
(i,I)(j,J)(m,M)T

acd
(m,M)(k,K)(l,L)

=
∑
n,N

T abd
(i,I)(n,N)(l,L)T

bcd
(j,J)(k,K)(n,N). (30)

Diagrammatically, this is illustrated in Fig. 4, which
follows from the crossing symmetry of the RCFT (see
Fig. 5).

FIG. 4: Crossing relation of FP tensor.

FIG. 5: Crossing symmetry: two ways of gluing CFT
path-integral on triangles are equivalent.

The FP tensor also satisfies the coarse graining condi-
tion (b), which is illustrated in Fig. 6.

FIG. 6: Coarse graining condition of FP tensor.

We note that the vertex degree of freedom at the center
is summed over with a weight wi. For a diagonal RCFT,

wi = S
1/2
00 Si0, (31)

Physically, the coarse-graining step corresponds to
sewing four triangles by contracting the shared de-
scendant labels between neighboring triangles along the
shorter edges, as in Fig. 7. However we note that a
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small hole is left in the middle. In order for the coarse-
graining condition to be satisfied, this hole need to dis-
appear. This can be done by first summing over the con-
formal boundary conditions with weights given by (31),
followed by shrinking the size of hole to zero. The idea
of this weighted sum of conformal boundary conditions
was initially explored in [20]. It was called the entan-
glement brane boundary conditions, but perhaps more
appropriately, the shrinkable boundary condition, where
these boundaries were designed to shrink and disappear,
reproducing a smooth path-integral. Another motivation
is that the weighted sum makes the boundary transparent
to the topological defect in CFT [21]. These considera-
tions motivated the use of this particular weighted sum.

FIG. 7: Gluing four triangles into a square with hole in
the center.

The open boundary can be transformed through a
modular transformation into a closed conformal bound-
ary Cardy state |i⟩c. It can be shown that the weighted
sum of the boundaries yields:∑

i

wi|i⟩c = |0⟩⟩, (32)

where the right-hand side corresponds to the identity of
the Ishibashi state. When the size of hole r is small, the
state is evolved by a long Euclidean time and becomes,

lim
r→0

e−H| log r||0⟩⟩

=e
c
6π| log r|

(
|0⟩+ 2

c
e−8π| log r|L−2L̄−2|0⟩+ · · ·

)
.

(33)

The dominant contribution arises from the leading
term, which is the vacuum state. The leading corrections
then come from the leading descendant of the vacuum
state, which can be viewed as an irrelevant perturbation
in the thermodynamic limit of the tiling, as explained
in [21]. This boundary conditions are physical reasons
behind condition (b) and (c) satisfied by the FP tensor.

The partition function of the CFT on a manifold M
can be obtained using the following procedure. We be-
gin by triangulating the manifold M into a collection of
triangles △. Each edge e on a triangle is labeled with a
pair of primary and descendant labels (i, I), and each ver-
tex v is labeled with a conformal boundary condition a.
On each triangle, we assign a tensor T abc

(i,I)(j,J)(k,K) based

on the labeling of the edges and vertices. The proposed

partition function is then given by:

ZM =
∑

{(i,I)},{a}

∏
v

ωa
∏
△

T abc
(i,I)(j,J)(k,K). (34)

IV. COMPUTING THE CONFORMAL BLOCK

To calculate each component of the FP tensor, we eval-

uate the conformal block αijkIJK , which is calculated by the
path-integral on the triangular region. In this article, we
provide two methods, one is trough the state-operator
correspondence. Another method can be found at Ap-
pendix B. The standard state-operator correspondence
allows us to prepare a state |Oabi ⟩ on the unit semi-circle
by inserting local operator Oabi at the origin. See the left
side of Fig. 8a. Now we find a function f(z) which maps
the semi-disk to a circular segment region, as shown in
right side of Fig. 8a. The operator Oabi is mapped to
f∗O

ab
i inserted on the arc of the segment. Through this

map we prepare some state |ϕabi ⟩ on the vertical edge of
the segment region.

(a) (b)

FIG. 8: (a) The semi-disk is mapped to a circular seg-
ment region through a function f(z). (b) The amplitude
of three open states can be calculated by attaching three
segment regions along the open boundaries of triangle.

To calculate the amplitude in Fig. 3a we attach these
prepared states to the three open boundaries of the tri-
angular region. Diagrammatically, this process is rep-
resented by gluing the segments along the three open
boundaries as shown in Fig. 8b.
We further require that the prepared states form an

orthonormal basis in the Hilbert space of boundary CFT.
The inner product of these states is determined by the
two-point function on the nut-shaped region as shown in
Fig. 9.

FIG. 9: The double segment region obtained by gluing
two circular segments along the vertical edge.

The condition of orthonormality is expressed through
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the following equation of two point function on the nut:

⟨[f∗O†
j ](−b)[f∗Oi](b)⟩nut = δij . (35)

where b is the coordinates of operators on the nut. The
two-point function can be readily calculated by observing
that the same function f(z) maps the compactified UHP
to the nut-shaped region. This mapping is a composi-
tion of three simple transformations, whose effects are
illustrated in Fig. 10,

f(z) = ξ ◦ η ◦ ω(z)

ω(z) =
1 + z

1− z
, η(ω) = e−iθω

2θ
π , ξ(η) = i

η − 1

η + 1
.

(36)

FIG. 10: Conformal map from compactified UHP (top
left) to the nut region (bottom left) as composition of
three simple maps. Black dots represent location of the
operators insertion.

Since f(z) mapps UHP to the nut, the two point func-
tion of operator f∗O

ab
i on the nut is equal to the two

point function of operator Oabi on the UHP.

⟨[f∗Obaj
†
](−b)[f∗Oabi ](b)⟩nut = ⟨Obaj

†
(∞)Oabi (0)⟩UHP.

(37)
Therefore the condition in Eq. (37) is equivalent to

finding orthonormal set of basis operators Oabi .
Here we have a free parameter θ which is the angle of

the corner in the segment region (see Fig. 8a). This angle
serves as a gauge freedom of our tensor construction. For
computation simplicity we choose to set θ = π

4 .
Following the state to operator map, we proceed by

shrinking the corners of the triangular region to zero
length. This leads to the disk with smooth boundary
except for the two cusps. Three operators are inserted
on the boundary as shown in Fig. 11a.

Note that although the red arcs at the corners of
the triangle shrink to zero size, they still carry confor-
mal boundary conditions. These conditions determine
both the structure constant of the triangle amplitude and
the set of allowed BCOs inserted on the disk boundary.
When the triangles are glued together to form partition
function, these boundary conditions must be summed
with the correct weights, as prescribed in Eq. (32).

(a) (b)

FIG. 11: Conformal transformation g(ξ) maps the disk
with two cusps (a) to the upper-half-plane (b).

From the previous discussion, we see that the orthonor-
mal basis states on the triangle edges are prepared by the
transformed BCOs, f∗O

ab
i , inserted at the boundary of

the nuts. To insert these operators on the disk boundary,
as shown in Fig. 11a, we employ three functions, f1, f2
and f3, which are related to f by translation and rotation
according to the orientation of the state in Fig. 8b.

f1(z) = f(z) + 1, f2(z) = −if(z)− i

f3(z) =
√
2ei

3π
4 f(z)

(38)

They map the origin of Fig. 8a to the three points on the
disk in Fig. 11a.
In the final step we find a function g(ξ) that maps the

disk (Fig. 11a) to the UHP (Fig. 11b). Given the gauge
choice θ = π

4 , the disk boundary has only two cusps. We
choose the function g(ξ) which maps them to 0 and ∞.
This function be written down explicitly as,

g(ξ) = (−i ξ + (1 + i)

ξ − (1 + i)
)

4
3 . (39)

After applying the conformal transformation g(ξ), the
operators on the UHP in Fig. 11b becomes χ1∗O

ac
i (x1),

χ2∗O
cb
j (x2) and χ3∗O

ba
k (x3), where the χ-functions are

defined as the following composition of the mapping f
and g,

χ1(z) = g(f(z) + 1), χ2(z) = g(−if(z)− i),

χ3(z) = g(
√
2ei

3π
4 f(z)).

(40)

They map the origin of Fig. 8a to three points on the
real axis in Fig. 11b, with coordinates x1 = χ1(0), x2 =
χ2(0), x3 = χ3(0). So the tensor components are equal to
the following three point functions on upper-half-plane,

T acb
(I,i)(J,j)(K,k) = ⟨χ1∗O

ac
(I,i)(x1)χ2∗O

cb
(J,j)(x2)χ3∗O

ba
(K,k)(x3)⟩UHP ,

(41)
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As a simple example, consider the three boundary op-
erators all being primary fields with conformal dimension
h1, h2 and h3. The dependence on conformal boundary
condition a,b,c are only contained in the structure con-

stant Cabcijk . We express the conformal block αijkIJK as,

αh1h2h3
000

=
|χ′

1(0)|h1 |χ′
2(0)|h2 |χ′

3(0)|h3

|x1 − x2|h1+h2−h3 |x2 − x3|h2+h3−h1 |x1 − x3|h1+h3−h2

≈0.266h1+h20.704h3

=0.515∆1+∆20.839∆3 ,

(42)

where ∆i = 2hi are the corresponding bulk conformal
dimensions.

V. EXAMPLES

A. The Ising CFT

In the Ising example, we can put in explicit expres-
sions to the above construction. The closed Ising CFT
has three primaries CIs = {I, ψ, σ}. The theory has
three conformal boundary conditions. They are labeled
as {+,−, f}, corresponding to the respective primaries.
The Hilbert space for an interval with left and right
boundary given by a and b respectively, where a, b ∈ CIs
is given by Hab = ⊕cN c

abVc, where Vc is the space corre-
sponding to the primary representation labeled a ∈ CIs,
and N c

ab ∈ Z≥0 are the fusion coefficient among the ob-
jects CIs, with: N c

Ib = δbc, N
c
σσ = 1 − δcσ, N

b
σa̸=σ =

δbσ, N
b
ψψ = δbI .

The matrix [F ijkl ]blocks is provided in Appendix A. Us-

ing Eq. (52), the structure coefficients Cabcijk can be cal-

culated [50]. Below we list those values other than 1:

C±±±
III = C±∓±

ψψI = C±f±
σσI = 2

1
4 , (43)

C±f∓
σσψ =

1

2
1
4

, Cf+fσσψ =
1√
2
, Cf−fσσψ = − 1√

2

We have to compute the three point functions involving
descendants, and then transform them into the needed
geometry using the conformal map constructed in the
last section. Explicitly, one has to first look for the or-
thogonal basis of the descendants. For example, in level
one, the normalized first descendant O(−1) is defined as
1√
2h
L−1O. It’s transformation under the conformal map

χ(z) is:

χ∗[O
(−1)] = |χ′(0)|h

(
χ′(0)O(−1) +

√
h

2

χ′′(0)

χ′(0)
O

)
.

(44)

FIG. 12: The transfer matrix

In the second level, we find three normalized operators,

1(−2) = 2L−21, (45)

ψ(−2) =
6

25
L−2ψ +

9

25
L2
−1ψ, (46)

σ(−2) =
16

√
2

25
L−2σ +

12
√
2

25
L2
−1σ. (47)

and the corresponding transformation rules given by:

χ∗[L−2O] = (χ′)2L−2O +
3

2
χ′′L−1O+(

cχ′′′

12χ′ −
c(χ′′)2

8(χ′)2
+

2χ′′′h

3χ′ − (χ′′)2h

4(χ′)2

)
O, (48)

χ∗[L
2
−1O] = (χ′)2L2

−1O + (2h+ 1)χ′′L−1O+(
χ′′′h

χ′ +
(χ′′)2h(h− 1)

(χ′)2

)
O. (49)

For higher level descendants, we derive recursive equa-
tions to solve all the transformation rules. Additionally,
the three-point correlation functions for descendant fields
are also calculable by recursive methods. The details are
provided in the Appendix G.
With all the ingredients we numerically calculate the

tensors and check the crossing relations (a) and coarse-
graining condition (b), truncating each conformal fam-
ily to a finite number of descendants, up to a maximum
conformal dimension of hmax = 5. The numerical re-
sults are presented in Table VII, and Table VIII in the
Appendix C. Despite the small bond dimension, we find
that these conditions hold with an accuracy of 2× 10−3.
Finally, We demonstrate that our proposed FP ten-

sor constructed from open correlation functions can in-
deed recover the closed spectrum with surprisingly high
accuracy despite keeping only very few descendants in
each family. The cylinder is constructed using 4 squares
formed out of 8 triangles, as shown in Fig. 12. The
labels of the conformal boundaries at the left and the
right edge of the cylinders are treated alongside the pri-
maries and descendant labels of the FP tensors as in-
put and output indices of the cylinder. In our nota-
tion, the transfer matrix is denoted by MaiI,bjJ . The
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States Numerical dim Accurate dim

1 0.0000 0.0000

σ 0.1250 0.1250

ψ 0.9989 1.0000

∂σ, ∂̄σ 1.1253 1.1250

∂ψ, ∂̄ψ 2.0004 2.0000

1(−2), 1̄(−2) 1.9986 2.0000

∂∂̄σ 2.1099 2.1250

σ(−2), σ̄(−2) 2.1208 2.1250

∂∂̄ψ 2.9517 3.0000

∂2ψ, ∂̄2ψ 3.0030 3.0000

1(−3), 1̄(−3) 2.9496 3.0000

∂̄σ(−2), ∂σ̄(−2) 2.9900 3.1250

∂σ(−2), ∂̄σ̄(−2) 3.1167 3.1250

σ(−3), σ̄(−3) 3.1291 3.1250

1(−2,−2̄) 4.0323 4.0000

TABLE I: Ising model: conformal dimensions from
fixed-point tensor vs. exact value. Cylinder length L=4,

descendant level cut=5.

descendant 0 1 2 3 4 exact

cIsing 0.4565 0.4900 0.5048 0.5033 0.4975 0.5

TABLE II: Ising model: central charge computed from
FP tensor as function of the descendant level cut-off.

indices aiI is collective representation of all the confor-
mal boundary labels, primary labels and descendant la-
bels. That is a = {a1, a2, · · · , an}, i = {i1, i2, · · · , in}
and I = {I1, I2, · · · , In}. One can solve for the spec-
trum of the cylinder, which is listed in the Table I. In
the Appendix D we provide details on how the numerical
conformal dimension converges towards the precise value
as we increase the cutoff in descendant level.

The central charge can also be obtained, as explained
in Appendix D. Here we list the central charge value vs.
the descendant level cut-off in Table II.

B. The Yang-Lee CFT and tri-critical Ising CFT

In this section, we present numerical results for Yang-
Lee CFT and tri-critical Ising CFT. Note that Yang-Lee
is a non-unitary CFT, with negative state norm and neg-
ative conformal dimension. This renders the some of the
tensor components to take complex value. Despite this
we still able to recover the bulk state conformal spectrum
by diagonalizing the transfer matrix.

Yang-Lee model has two primary operators, denoted
by 1 and τ , with conformal dimension 0 and − 2

5 . The
fusion rule is τ × τ = 1 + τ . We also label the corre-
sponding conformal boundary condition by {1, τ}. The

States Numerical dim Accurate dim

τ -0.403 -0.400

1 0.000 0.000

∂τ , ∂̄τ 0.598 0.600

τ (2),τ̄ (2) 1.591 1.600

∂∂̄τ 1.600 1.600

1(2), 1̄(2) 1.996 2.000

∂̄τ (2), ∂τ̄ (2) 2.530 2.600

τ (3), τ̄ (3) 2.594 2.600

1(3), 1̄(3) 2.939 3.000

TABLE III: Yang-Lee model: conformal dimension from
fixed point tensor vs. exact value. Cylinder length L=6,

descendant cut at level 3.

CΦ1Φ
ΦΦ1 0.7862 CΦΨΦ

ΦΦ1 0.7862 CΦΨΦ
ΦΦΨ -0.4281 CΨΦΨ

ΦΦ1 0.7862 CΨΞΨ
ΦΦ1 0.7862

CΨΦΨ
ΦΦΨ 0.4281 CΨΞΨ

ΦΦΨ -0.6927 CΨΞΦ
ΦΨΦ 0.6927 CΨΞΦ

ΦΨΞ 0.5147 CΨ1Ψ
ΨΨ1 0.7862

CΨΨΨ
ΨΨ1 0.7862 CΨΨΨ

ΨΨΨ -0.4281 CΩΛΩ
ΦΦ1 0.6611 CΩΩΩ

ΦΦ1 0.6611 CΩΛΩ
ΦΦΨ -0.5825

CΩΩΩ
ΦΦΨ 0.36 CΩΛΩ

ΦΨΦ 0.5825 CΩΩΩ
ΦΨΞ 0.4328 CΩΛΩ

ΦΨΞ -0.4328 CΩΩΩ
ΨΨ1 0.6611

CΩΛΩ
ΨΨ1 0.6611 CΩΩΩ

ΨΨΨ -0.36 CΩΛΩ
ΨΨΨ 0.5825 CΩΛΦ

ΦΩΛ -0.4674 CΩΩΦ
ΦΩΛ 0.4674

CΩΩΦ
ΦΩΩ 0.4409 CΩΩΨ

ΦΩΛ 0.4674 CΩΛΨ
ΦΩΛ 0.4674 CΩΩΨ

ΦΩΩ -0.4409 CΩΩΨ
ΨΩΩ -0.18

CΩΛΨ
ΨΩΩ -0.2912 CΩΛΨ

ΨΩΛ 0.5725 CΛ1Λ
ΛΛ1 0.8409 CΛΞΛ

ΛΛ1 0.8409 CΛΞΛ
ΛΛΞ -0.8409

CΩΦΩ
ΛΛ1 0.6611 CΩΨΩ

ΛΛ1 0.6611 CΩΨΩ
ΛΛΞ -0.6611 CΩΦΩ

ΛΛΞ 0.6611 CΩ1Ω
ΩΩ1 0.6611

CΩΨΩ
ΩΩ1 0.6611 CΩΦΩ

ΩΩ1 0.6611 CΩΞΩ
ΩΩ1 0.6611 CΩΞΩ

ΩΩΨ 0.2912 CΩΞΩ
ΩΩΦ -0.7134

CΩΞΩ
ΩΩΞ -0.0883 C111

111 1.0 CΦΦΦ
111 0.7862 CΨΨΨ

111 0.7862 CΞΞΞ
111 1.0

CΞΞΨ
1ΦΦ 1.0 CΞΞΦ

1ΨΨ 1.0 CΞΞ1
1ΞΞ 1.0 CΛΛΛ

111 0.8409 CΩΩΩ
111 0.6611

CΛΛΩ
1ΦΦ 0.8409 CΛΛΩ

1ΨΨ 0.8409 CΛΛΛ
1ΞΞ 0.8409 CΩΩΩ

1ΞΞ 0.6611 CΛΩΛ
ΦΨΞ 0.5505

TABLE IV: Structure Constant of tri-critical Ising
model.

structure constants are given below,

CIIIIII = 1, CτττIII = −1.272i, CτττττI = −1.272i

CτIτττI = −1.272i, CIτIττI = 1, CτIττττ = −1.560,

Cττττττ = −2.523.

(50)

In Table III we list the bulk conformal dimension ob-
tained from the FP tensor and compare them with the
exact values.
For tri-critical ising CFT, the primary fields are labeled

by 1, Φ, Ψ, Ξ, Λ and Ω, with corresponding conformal
dimension {0, 1

10 ,
3
5 ,

3
2 ,

7
16 ,

3
80}. The structure constants

can be calculated using Eq. (A13) and Eq. (A14) and
listed in Table IV. We calculate the eigenvalues of the
transfer matrix, listed in Table V, and compare them
with the bulk conformal dimension.
Finally we list the value of central charge computed

from the transfer matrix in Table VI for both of the two
models.

VI. FP TENSORS AS EIGENSTATES OF
TOPOLOGICAL RG OPERATORS

While the FP tensor can be understood directly as a
CFT correlation function without explicit reference to an
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States Numerical dim Accurate dim

1 0.0000 0.000

Ω 0.075 0.075

Φ 0.200 0.200

Λ 0.873 0.875

∂Ω, ∂̄Ω 1.076 1.075

Ψ 1.196 1.200

∂Φ, ∂̄Φ 1.201 1.200

∂Λ, ∂̄Λ 1.871 1.875

1(2), 1̄(2) 2.013 2.000

∂∂̄Ω 2.064 2.075

Ω(2), Ω̄(2) 2.084 2.075

Ω(2)′ , Ω̄(2)′ 2.087 2.075

∂∂̄Φ 2.190 2.200

Φ(2), Φ̄(2) 2.192 2.200

∂Ψ, ∂̄Ψ 2.210 2.200

∂∂̄Λ 2.877 2.875

Λ(2), Λ̄(2) 2.878 2.875

I(3), Ī(3) 2.978 3.000

Ξ 3.004 3.000

TABLE V: Tri-critical Ising model: conformal dim from
fixed point tensor vs. exact value. Cylinder length L=3,

descendant cut at level 2.

descendant 0 1 2 3 4 exact

cTCIS 0.4024 0.6540 0.6820 0.6964 0.6996 0.7

cYL -4.7307 -4.4143 -4.4029 -4.3997 -4.3998 -4.4

TABLE VI: Central charge computed from FP tensor
for Yang-Lee (YL) model and tri-critical Ising (TCIS)

model

associated 3d TQFT, it is an important observation that
these FP tensors follows from an exact eigenstate of the
topological RG operator [29, 31], and the CFT partition
function can be written explicitly as a strange correlator.

To appreciate this connection, recall that the label set
of primaries in an RCFT are objects in a modular fusion
category C. Here we focus on diagonal RCFT so that
the conformal boundary conditions are also labeled by
objects in C. It is convenient to re-scale the three point

conformal block αijkIJK = Nijk γ
ijk
IJK , where [51] ,

Nijk =

√
θ(i, j, k)/

√
didjdk, (51)

where θ(i, j, k) = di/
[
F jkkj

]blocks
1i

, and di is the quantum
dimension of object i, which is related to the modular
matrix by di = S0i/S00 for a diagonal RCFT. The value
of the FP tensor (24) does not change, except that it is

decomposed instead as T abc
(i,I)(j,J)(k,K) = γijkIJKĈ

abc
ijk . On

this basis, the structure coefficients Ĉabcijk of a diagonal

RCFT (including the Ising CFT described above) can be

(a) (b)

FIG. 13: (a) Triple-line tensor that describes the
Levin-Wen ground state. (b) Tiling the tensors into a
tensor network to represent the wavefunction |Ψ⟩.

written simply as [52],

Ĉabcijk = (didjdk)
1/4

[
i j k

c a b

]
, (52)

where the square bracket denotes the quantum 6j-
symbols of the modular tensor category C associated to
the RCFT in with tetrahedral symmetry and chosen nor-
malization. Several components in this gauge involv-
ing the identity label are fixed to the values reviewed
in the Appendix A. All two point correlations are also

normalised. These γijkIJK inherit the crossing relation of
(28), with the crossing kernel re-scaled as:

[F ijkl ]mn = [F ijkl ]blocksmn

NjknNinl

NijmNmkl
. (53)

These re-scaled crossing kernals [F ijkl ]mn is related to the
quantum 6j-symbol above by:

[F ijkl ]mn =
√
dmdn

[
i j m

k l n

]
. (54)

The explicit values of [F ijkl ]mn and [F ijkl ]blockmn for the
Ising CFT are given in the Appendix A. Now it should
be obvious that (34) can be rewritten as a strange corre-
lator ZM = ⟨Ω|Ψ⟩, where |Ψ⟩ is the ground state of the
Levin-Wen model corresponding to the fusion category
C. It is well known that such a wave-function on a two
dimension surface can be constructed using the Turaev
Viro formulation of TQFT path-integral over a triangu-
lated three ball [33]. For a surface triangulation that
matches the tiling as specified in (34), the Levin-Wen
ground state wavefunction can be written as [33, 53, 54]:

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
{av}

∑
{i}

∏
e

d
1/2
i

∏
v

ωa
∏
△

[
i j k

c a b

]
|{i}⟩, (55)

The ket |{i}⟩ are basis states living on the edges which
carries a label i ∈ C, and

⟨Ω| =
∑

{(i,I)}

⟨{i}|
∏
△

γijkIJK . (56)
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The crossing relation (28), together with (32) guarantees
that ⟨Ω| is an eigenstate of the RG operator proposed
in [31]. We note that the entanglement brane boundary
condition (32) follows simply from the prescription of the
Turaev-Viro formation of the path-integral. The weights
assigned to each internal edge that is summed agrees
with the weighted sum of the Cardy states in (32). In
other words, the associated 3d TQFT constructed from
C knows about how to close holes in the RCFT.
When constructing non-diagonal RCFTs, the bound-

ary conditions of the CFT correspond to corner vari-
ables placed on triangles, which are generally labeled by
objects from a ”module category” MC associated with
the fusion category C. According to the TQFT frame-
work [33], the corner variable should be summed with
the weights given by the quantum dimension of the la-
bel as an object in the module category. This summa-
tion procedure yields the appropriate shrinkable bound-
ary conditions for general RCFTs. The strange corre-
lator representation of the exact two-dimensional CFT
partition function serves as an explicit, practical, and eas-
ily computable realization of the holographic relationship
between a quantum field theory with categorical symme-
try and a TQFT in one higher dimension, as advocated
in Ref. [18, 22–30].

VII. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In conclusion, we identify the field theoretic explana-
tion of FP tensors that describes RCFT. Specifically, the
FP tensor is shown to be a precise correlation function
of RCFT involving ”boundary-changing operators” de-
fined on triangles. Our proposed construction of the FP
tensor naturally fulfills all the requirements of real space
RG conditions. Importantly, not only do we argue that
these correlation functions are exact FP tensors in the
infinite bond dimension limit, they are also in an optimal
basis. i.e. Contribution of descendants decays rapidly,
so that keeping a small number of descendants produce a
finite dimensional efficient approximation of the FP ten-
sor. The reproduction of the lower bulk states spectrum
and the satisfaction of all RG conditions to accuracy com-
parable to existing tensor network renormalisation algo-
rithms at similar bond dimension serves as a robust vali-
dation of our approach. This approach thus provides not
merely a theoretical explanation of the FP tensors, but a
practical way of simulating any (rational) CFT efficiently
even if they did not follow from well known lattice mod-
els that offer a natural tensor network representation.
We further back up the claim that the constructed FP
tensor is in an optimal basis by explicitly showing that
the tensor components match well with those obtained
from tensor network renormalization method. This is il-
lustrated in Appendix E by making appropriate gauge
transformation.

Finally, one very important question is whether the
fixed point tensor in higher dimensions also admit inter-

pretation field theoretically. As emphasized in the paper,
the exact fixed point tensor constructed in the current
paper is related to the “topological holographic princi-
ple”, in which a three dimensional bulk emerges from the
BCFT correlation functions. The emergent bulk essen-
tially makes the generalised symmetry explicit. We note
that the topological holographic principle applies quite
generally to arbitrary dimensions [18, 22–28]. It has also
been shown in explicit examples that well known lattice
models, such as the 2+1 D Ising spin model, can read-
ily be expressed as Z3D Ising = ⟨Ω|Ψ4DTQFT ⟩, and that
the tensor network renormalization procedure in 3D can
again be deconstructed in a way that leaves the 4D topo-
logical bulk explicit at every step, exactly as in the case
for 2D lattice models by keeping the generalized sym-
metry explicitly preserved at every RG step[31]. This
strongly suggests that the construction advocated in this
paper should have a generalization in higher dimensions.
The basic building blocks of 4D TQFT requires input of
a 2-fusion category, and that would suggest that the field
theoretic interpretation of the FP tensors would involve
both codimension 1 and codimension 2 defects. This is
in contrast to the 2D CFT situation where only codimen-
sion 1 defects (i.e. conformal boundaries) are involved.
Therefore in some sense, we expect that FP tensors in
higher dimensions correspond to boundary-changing cor-
relation functions in string field theory. Complete under-
standing of 2-categories, and the computation and classi-
fication of codimension 2 defects in field theories are im-
portant problems. That the FP tensors can be computed
numerically offers exciting possibilities of amalgamating
these results and to building up a topological bootstrap
framework, which could potentially lead us towards a re-
formulation of field theories algebraically, perhaps in all
dimensions.
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Appendix A: Convention for 6j-symbols and F
symbols

The crossing kernals [F ijkl ]mn after being rescaled in
the main text, which are often also referred to as the
Racah coefficients in the literature, are related to quan-
tum 6j-symbols as follows:

Fmn

[
j k

i l

]
=
√
dmdn

[
i j m

k l n

]
. (A1)

The quantum 6j symbols denoted by object in square
brackets, enjoy full tetrahedral symmetry. In this gauge
it fixes a number of components to:[

a a 0

b b c

]
=

[
a b c

b a 0

]
=

N c
ab√
dadb

. (A2)

Correspondingly,

[F aabb ]0c =

√
dc
dadb

. (A3)

As described in the main text, the Racah coefficients
are related to the crossing kernels describing crossing re-
lations between canonically normalised conformal blocks
by a re-scaling.

For the Ising CFT, the F blocks are given by the expres-
sions below with the parameter λ = 1/2:

F11

[
ψ ψ

ψ ψ

]
= 1, (A4)

F11

[
σ σ

σ σ

]
= −Fψψ

[
σ σ

σ σ

]
=

1√
2
, (A5)

F1ψ

[
σ σ

σ σ

]
=

λ√
2
, Fψ1

[
σ σ

σ σ

]
=

1√
2λ
, (A6)

F1σ

[
ψ σ

ψ σ

]
= F1σ

[
σ ψ

σ ψ

]
= λ, (A7)

Fσ1

[
ψ ψ

σ σ

]
= Fσ1

[
σ σ

ψ ψ

]
=

1

λ
, (A8)

Fσσ

[
ψ σ

σ ψ

]
= Fσσ

[
σ ψ

ψ σ

]
= −1. (A9)

The Racah coefficients of the Ising model are given by
the same expressions above with λ = 1. The correspond-
ing 6j symbols are given by[

σ σ 1

σ σ 1

]
=

[
σ σ 1

σ σ ψ

]
=

1√
2
,

[
σ σ ψ

σ σ ψ

]
=

−1√
2
, (A10)[

1 1 1

σ σ σ

]
=

[
1 ψ ψ

σ σ σ

]
= 2−

1
4 . (A11)

One can readily check that the they are indeed related
to F blocks by a rescaling of the form

[F ijkl ]mn = [F ijkl ]blocksmn

NjknNinl

NijmNmkl
. (A12)

In the main text, the structure constants Cabcijk we

listed, are related to Ĉabcijk through the equation,

Cabcijk =
Ĉabcijk

Nijk
. (A13)

To obtain these structure constant, we first use
Eq. (52) to calculate Ĉabcijk , where we utilize the formula

in [55] to compute the quantum 6j-symbol. The factor
Nijk’s, defined in Eq. (51), are related to bulk structure
constant trough the following equation [51],

Nijk = 1/
√
Cbulk
ijk . (A14)

For minimal models, the bulk structure constant can
be computed using the general formula in [56].

Appendix B: Another choice of conformal map –
pants-diagram

In this section we give another conformal map that
helps to calculate tensor as three point functions on the
UHP. In this approach we prepare the states from asymp-
totic infinity and evolve them in Euclidean time to the
triangle boundary. Thereby we extend the triangular re-
gion as a pants-diagram, as shown in Fig. 14. The func-
tion χ is constructed by a map from pants-diagram to
UHP.

FIG. 14: pants-diagram

First we adopt the Schwarz–Christoffel transforma-
tion to find the map from upper-half-plane to the pants-
diagram,

s(ξ) =

∫ ξ

dx

√
2(5x2 − 1)

1
4

x(x2 − 1)
. (B1)

This function maps the three points −1, 0 and 1 of the
UHP to three infinities along the legs of pants, where we
attach free open string states. Near these infinities, we
have the following expansions:

s|ξ→1 ∼ ln |ξ − 1|, s|ξ→0 ∼ −(1 + i) ln |ξ|+ iπ,

s|ξ→−1 ∼ i ln |ξ + 1|+ π.
(B2)

These are precisely the functions we can utilize to pre-
pare open string states at infinities. According to these
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relations, we define the conformal functions,

χ1(z) := s−1 (ln z) , χ2(z) := s−1 (i ln z + π) ,

χ3(z) := s−1 (−(1 + i) ln z + iπ) .
(B3)

It’s hard to find a concise expression for the inverse
function of the map s(ξ). Instead, we expand this func-
tion around the singularties. This gives us the series
expansion for χi’s around z = 0 as,

χ1(z) = 1 + 0.9z + 0.709z2 + 0.641z3 +O(z4)

χ2(z) = −1 + 0.9z − 0.709z2 + 0.641z3 +O(z4)

χ3(z) = 0.410z + 0.008z3 +O(z5)

(B4)

This allows us to evaluate the tensor numerically. Again,
we present the tensor component for primary fields fol-
lowing the steps in (42)

α∆1∆2∆3
000 ≈ 0.671∆1+∆20.905∆3 . (B5)

This tensor also reproduces CFT bulk spectrum.
Therefore It is related to the construction in the main
text by a gauge transformation.

Appendix C: Numerical verification for fixed-point
condition

To test the fixed point property of proposed FP tensor,
we calculated the tensor values explicitly for descendant
fields up to conformal dimension hmax = 5.

For the crossing symmetry condition (see Fig. 4),
we provide an example where we fix the four external
legs as (σ, σ, σ, σ) and the four boundary conditions as
(f,−, f,+). The following contractions are computed,

TL.H.S. := T f−fσσ1 T
f+f
σσ1 + T f−fσσψ T

f+f
σσψ

TR.H.S. := T+f−
σσψ T

−f+
σσψ ,

(C1)

where we didn’t write the descendant field indices and
they are understood as being contracted implicitly. For
example,

(
T f−fσσ1 T

f+f
σσ1

)
IJKL

:=
∑
M

T f−f(σ,I)(σ,J)(1,M)T
f+f
(σ,K)(σ,L)(1,M).

(C2)
In Table VII, we list some tensor components of TL.H.S.

vs. TR.H.S..
For the coarse-graining condition (see Fig. 6), consider

the example of fixing the four external legs as (1,1,1,1)
and the four boundary conditions to be (+,+,+,+), we
compute the following contraction of four tensors as the
the left-hand-side of the equation in Fig. 6:

TL.H.S. := [(T+++
111 )4 + (T+−+

ψψ1 )4 +
√
2(T+f+

σσ1 )4]/2
√
2.

(C3)

Components TL.H.S. TR.H.S.

0000 0.299 0.307

0010 -0.099 -0.107

0020 0.050 0.063

0030 0.043 0.050

1000 -0.099 -0.107

1010 0.005 0.006

1020 -0.012 -0.014

1030 -0.002 -0.003

2000 0.050 0.063

2010 -0.012 -0.014

2020 0.008 0.012

2030 0.005 0.007

3000 0.043 0.050

3010 -0.002 -0.003

3020 0.005 0.007

3030 0.001 0.001

TABLE VII: Table of tensor components for
numerically checking the crossing relation.

Again we didn’t write the descendant field indices and
they are understood as being contracted implicitly ac-
cording to Fig. 6. Similarly the right-hand-side of this
equation is obtained by contracting two tensors,

TR.H.S. =(T+++
111 )2

=
∑
M

T+++
(1,I)(1,J)(1,M)T

+++
(1,K)(1,L)(1,M).

(C4)

In the Table VIII we present the numerical value of
some tensor components. Despite the very small bond
dimension, we find that they are satisfied to an accuracy
of 2× 10−3.

Components TR.H.S. TL.H.S.

0000 1.015 1.013

0100 0.122 0.124

0200 0.000 -0.000

0300 0.082 0.083

1000 0.122 0.124

1100 0.020 0.021

1200 0.002 0.002

1300 0.014 0.015

2000 0.000 -0.000

2100 -0.002 -0.002

2200 -0.001 -0.001

2300 -0.002 -0.002

3000 0.082 0.083

3100 0.014 0.015

3200 0.002 0.002

3300 0.010 0.010

TABLE VIII: Table of tensor components for numerically
checking the coarse-graining condition.
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Appendix D: More details on the transfer matrix

For our construction of FP tensor and the transfer
matrix, the eigenvalue reproduce bulk state spectrum
is expected because the trace of transfer matrix has a
straight foward geometric meaning. The contraction of
opposite legs of FP tensor corresponds to gluing the op-
posing edges of the square-shaped region, as depicted in
Fig. 15. The outcome of this procedure is a path integral
on a torus with a hole on the surface. As described in the
main text, the weighted sum of boundary states residing
on this small hole can be projected to the ground state
as the size of the hole is reduced to zero.

(a) (b)

FIG. 15: Contraction the opposite legs of fixed point
tensor produces partition function on torus.

To obtain the closed string spectrum, we tiling multiple
tensors into a cylinder, as shown in Fig. 12. For the case
where we use n-number of rank-4 tensors in the tiling
process, the trace computes a torus partition function
with moduli τ = 1

n ,

Tr(Mn) =
∑
i

e
2π
n ( c

12−∆i). (D1)

In order for this equation to be true for arbitrary value
of n, the transfer matrix Mn must be able to diagonalize
and give rise the following spectrum of CFT bulk states.

λn(i) = e
2π
n ( c

12−∆i) (D2)

In the calculation of the FP tensor, a normalization
prefactor always appears. However, this can be elimi-
nated by considering the following ratio.

λ2(0)

λ1(0)2
= e−

π
4 c. (D3)

This way we obtain the central charge c. The value
computed from the transfer matrix is listed in the Table
II and Table VI.

In the following, we provide the spectrum data calcu-
lated from various cylinder moduli and bond dimensions
in Table IX, X, XI. Each column in these tables is labeled
according to the cutoff in descendant levels for the fields
on the three tensor legs. For example, 447 means that
the short edges of the triangle have descendant level cut-
off 4 while the long edge has descendant level cut-off 7.
The data clearly demonstrate a consistent convergence of
the computed conformal dimension towards the precise
value as the cutoff increases.

State/Cutoff 007 117 227 337 447 exact

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

σ 0.1245 0.1249 0.1249 0.1250 0.1250 0.1250

ψ 1.0293 1.0029 0.9930 0.9963 0.9989 1.0000

∂σ, ∂̄σ 1.1708 1.1324 1.1255 1.1237 1.1253 1.1250

∂ψ, ∂̄ψ 2.1345 2.0196 2.0030 1.9985 2.0004 2.0000

1(−2), 1̄(−2) 2.2234 2.0301 1.9859 1.9899 1.9986 2.0000

∂∂̄σ 2.3037 2.1449 2.1227 2.1045 2.1099 2.1250

σ(−2), σ̄(−2) 2.5273 2.1591 2.1330 2.1086 2.1208 2.1250

∂∂̄ψ 3.0715 3.0345 2.9904 2.9384 2.9517 3.0000

∂2ψ, ∂̄2ψ 2.9115 3.0568 2.9732 2.9929 3.0030 3.0000

1(−3), 1̄(−3) 2.9839 3.0491 2.9849 2.9333 2.9496 3.0000

∂̄σ(−2), ∂σ̄(−2) 3.0689 3.1085 3.0083 2.9444 2.9900 3.1250

∂σ(−2), ∂̄σ̄(−2) 3.6670 3.1805 3.0902 3.1065 3.1167 3.1250

σ(−3), σ̄(−3) 3.6973 3.2351 3.1346 3.1085 3.1291 3.1250

1(−2,−2̄) 4.0464 4.0442 4.0446 4.0431 4.0323 4.0000

TABLE IX: Data from cylinder with length n = 4.
Columns are labeled by the cutoff in descendant levels
of the three legs of tensor. The actual bond dimensions
correspond to the number of fields up to the specified

descendant level cutoff. For instance, the bond
dimensions for a cutoff of 447 is (7,7,22).

State/Cutoff 007 117 227 337 447 exact

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

σ 0.1241 0.1248 0.1249 0.1250 0.1250 0.1250

ψ 1.0541 1.0051 0.9878 0.9935 0.9980 1.0000

∂σ, ∂̄σ 1.2115 1.1380 1.1258 1.1226 1.1253 1.1250

∂ψ, ∂̄ψ 2.1398 2.0356 1.9798 1.9873 1.9924 2.0000

1(−2), 1̄(−2) 2.2034 2.0554 2.0090 1.9902 2.0038 2.0000

∂∂̄σ 2.2050 2.1618 2.0870 2.1022 2.1204 2.1250

σ(−2) 2.3574 2.1582 2.0954 2.0576 2.0737 2.1250

TABLE X: Data from cylinder with length n = 3.

The central charge can be computed with higher accu-
racy than conformal dimensions In general, lower confor-
mal dimensions are easier to determine than higher ones,
as the latter require a larger cutoff in the tensor bond di-
mension. The main computational challenge arises from
obtaining the conformal blocks of descendant fields. Our
method efficiently extracts the low-lying components of
the fixed-point tensor, which can be directly computed
using Eq. (42). However, retrieving higher-order compo-
nents becomes increasingly difficult, as it requires com-
puting the conformal blocks of descendant fields using the
recursive equations presented in the Appendix G. These
calculations grow increasingly complex at higher descen-
dant levels.

A key advantage of this algorithm is that it provides
analytical expressions for the conformal blocks, avoiding
the need for recomputation across different CFT models.
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State/Cutoff 007 117 227 337 447 exact

1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

σ 0.1231 0.1247 0.1246 0.1250 0.1250 0.1250

ψ 1.1146 0.9751 1.0110 0.9862 0.9955 1.0000

∂σ, ∂̄σ 1.3039 1.1313 1.1401 1.1166 1.1232 1.1250

TABLE XI: Data from cylinder with length n = 2.

Components T̃rst

000 1.000

101 0.801

110 0.727

202 0.203

220 0.105

121 0.091

112 0.187

TABLE XII: The rank-3 FP tensor in diagonal basis.

Appendix E: Gauge transformation

To compare our construction of FP tensor with that
obtained from TNR method, we have to pick a particular
gauge. One convenient choice of the gauge is to rotate the
tensor lege to the basis which diagonalizes the transfer
matrix MaiI,bjJ ,

∑
a,b,i,I,j,J

MaiI,bjJO
r
aiIO

s
bjJ = e−2π∆rδrs (E1)

Using the same orthogonal matrix O we can rotate the
rank-3 tensor to the same basis,

T̃rst =
∑

a,i,I,j,J,k,K

T aaa
(i,I)(j,J)(k,K)O

r
aiIO

s
ajJO

t
akK . (E2)

In Ising CFT, we calculate the rank-3 tensor in diago-
nal basis and list the leading components in Table XII.

These tensor values can be fit by the three point func-
tion of bulk operators. We have normalized the first com-
ponent to T000 = 1.

T̃rst ≈ CrstL
∆r−∆s−∆tL∆s−∆r−∆t(

√
2L)∆t−∆r−∆s

(E3)
with L ≈ 2.2, this matches with the result from numerical
TNR [16][17].

Appendix F: Entanglement filtering

In the numerical TNR method, besides the SVD de-
composition and coarse-graining step there is an ad-
ditional procedure called entanglement filtering. Intu-
itively the purpose of this step is to remove the short
range entanglement hidden in the tensor network and
thereby get rid of the unphysical components of the ten-
sor.
There are several ways to achieve this goal. One of

them is plotted in Fig. 16. This procedure is performed
for loops in the tensor network [5][11]. Entanglement
filtering corresponds to minimizing the dimension of in-
ternal legs within the loop.

FIG. 16: Entanglement filtering procedure. The bond
dimension cut-off of internal loop legs being optimized
from D to D′ < D.

Here we comment that the FP tensor we constructed
in this work minimizes the bond dimension cut-off, at
least asymptotically. This is because the d.o.f.’s in each
leg of FP tensor corresponds to primary and descendant
fields of CFT. They are ordered according to their confor-
mal dimensions hi. Since their contribution to the tensor
value is proportional to e−hi , the induced error by a con-
formal dimension cut-off hcut is proportional to e−hcut .
A general change of basis in the internal legs changes the
ordering of these states and therefore likely to increase
the error by keeping the same number of states.
Another method in TNR for entanglement filtering is

to maintain the positivity of local Hamiltonian in each
step of RG [57]. Our FP tensor also satisfies this prop-
erty, since each rank-4 tensor is computed from the
Euclidean path-integral in a square-shaped patch, see
Fig. 17. It can be naturally viewed as an Euclidean time
evolution from the in-states to the out-states with the
CFT Hamiltonian which is positive for unitary models.

FIG. 17: The rank-4 tensor can be viewed as a Euclidean
time evolution using the CFT Hamiltonian.
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Appendix G: Recursive equation

Transformation rules — In this section, we present details in mapping descendant fields under a conformal trans-
formation χ(z). For more general descendant fields, we can not give a simple expression for the transformation
coefficients, but deriving an iteration relation is possible.

Suppose that we already know the transformation rule for the operator O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1) := L−kl · · ·L−k2L−k1O.
The transformation under holomorphic function χ(z) is written as

χ∗O
(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z) =

∑
{k′}≤{k}

Hkl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
(z)O(−k′l,··· ,−k

′
2,−k

′
1)(η). (G1)

where η = χ(z), and the symbol {k} is a shorthand notation of {kl, . . . , k2, k1}. {k′} ≤ {k} means that ∀ki ∈ {k},
k′i ≤ ki. Moreover, suppose that we also know the OPE between T (z) and O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′):

T (z)O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′) =
∑
k′l+1

(z − z′)k
′
l+1−2O(−k′l+1,−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′)

+
∑

{k′}≤{k}

Ckl,··· ,k2,k1k′l,··· ,k
′
2,k

′
1

(z − z′)
∑l

p=1 kp−
∑l

p=1 k
′
p+2

O(−k′l,··· ,−k
′
2,−k

′
1)(z′).

(G2)

Then we can derive the transformation rule for higher level descendant field O(−kl+1,−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1) as

χ∗O
(−kl+1,−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′)

=

∮
z′

dz

2πi
(z − z′)1−kl+1χ∗T (z)χ∗O

(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′)

=

∮
η′

dη

2πi

(z − z′)1−kl+1

χ′(z)
[χ′(z)2T (η) +

c

12
{χ(z), z}]

∑
{k′}≤{k}

Hkl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
(z′)O(−k′l,··· ,−k

′
2,−k

′
1)(η′)

=
∑

{k′}≤{k}

kl+1∑
k′l+1=0

Hkl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
(z′)a

kl+1

kl+1−k′l+1
(z′)O(−k′l+1,−k

′
l,··· ,−k

′
2,−k

′
1)(η′)

+
∑

{k′′}≤{k}

[
∑

{k′′}≤{k′}≤{k}

Hkl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
(z′)a

kl+1

kl+1+
∑
k′−

∑
k′′(z

′)C
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1

k′′l ,··· ,k
′′
2 ,k

′′
1
]O(−k′′l ,··· ,−k

′′
2 ,−k

′′
1 )(η′)

+
c

12(kl+1 − 2)!
(
d

dz
)kl+1−2{χ(z), z}

∣∣∣∣
z=z′

∑
{k′}≤{k}

Hkl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
(z′)O(−k′l,··· ,−k

′
2,−k

′
1)(η′),

(G3)

where the coefficients anm’s are defined by

χ′(z)(z − z′)1−n = (η − η′)1−n
∞∑
m=0

anm(z′)(η − η′)m. (G4)

Comparing with the definition of these transformation coefficients we conclude that,

H
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l+1,k

′
l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
(z′) =Hkl,··· ,k2,k1

k′l,··· ,k
′
2,k

′
1
(z′)a

kl+1

kl+1−k′l+1
(z′)

H
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1

(z′) =
∑

{k′}≤{k′′}≤{k}

a
kl+1

kl+1+
∑
k′′−

∑
k′(z

′)Hkl,··· ,k2,k1
k′′l ,··· ,k

′′
2 ,k

′′
1
(z′)C

k′′l ,··· ,k
′′
2 ,k

′′
1

k′l,··· ,k
′
2,k

′
1

+
c

12(kl+1 − 2)!
(
d

dz
)kl+1−2{χ(z), z}

∣∣∣∣
z=z′

Hkl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
(z′).

(G5)

OPE coefficients — Now we derive an iteration relation of the OPE coefficient between energy momentum tensor

T (z) and a general descendant field O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′). The OPE coefficients are denoted by the symbol Ckl,··· ,k2,k1k′l,··· ,k
′
2,k

′
1
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defined as,

T (z)O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′) =

∞∑
k′l+1=1

(z − z′)k
′
l+1−2O(−k′l+1,−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′)

+
∑

{k′}≤{k}

Ckl,··· ,k2,k1k′l,··· ,k
′
2,k

′
1

(z − z′)
∑l

p=1 kp−
∑l

p=1 k
′
p+2

O(−k′l,··· ,−k
′
2,−k

′
1)(z′).

(G6)

Again, we use the symbol {k} to denote the set {kl, · · · , k2, k1}. {k′} ≤ {k} means that k′p ≤ kp for any 1 ≤ p ≤ l.

For the higher level descendants O(−kl+1,−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1), its operator product with T (z) is,

T (z)O(−kl+1,−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′)

=

∮
z′

dw

2πi
(w − z′)1−kl+1T (z)T (w)O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′)

=− [

∮
z

dw

2πi
(w − z′)1−kl+1T (w)T (z)]O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′) +

∮
z′

dw

2πi
(w − z′)1−kl+1T (w)[T (z)O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)(z′)]

=

kl+1∑
k′l+1=1

(2kl+1 − k′l+1)
O(−k′l+1,−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)

(z − z′)kl+1−k′l+1+2
+

∑
{k′}≤{k}

Ckl,··· ,k2,k1k′l,··· ,k
′
2,k

′
1

O(−kl+1,−k′l,··· ,−k
′
2,−k

′
1)(z′)

(z − z′)
∑l

p=1 kp−
∑l

p=1 k
′
p+2

+
∑

{k′}≤{k}

(2kl+1 +

l∑
p=1

kp −
l∑

p=1

k′p)C
kl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1

O(−k′l,··· ,−k
′
2,−k

′
1)(z′)

(z − z′)kl+1+
∑l

p=1 kp−
∑l

p=1 k
′
p+2

+
c

12
kl+1(k

2
l+1 − 1)

O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1)

(z − z′)kl+1+2
+ · · ·

(G7)

where the ellipsis denotes any combination of descendant operators at level higher than
∑l+1
p=1 kp. We neglected

them simply because we already know their coefficients.

Comparing with the definition of C
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l+1,k

′
l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
, we conclude that,

C
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1

= 2kl+1 − k′l+1, for 1 ≤ k′l+1 < kl+1

C
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1
kl+1,k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
= Ckl,··· ,k2,k1k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
, for {k′} < {k}

C
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1 = kl+1 + Ckl,··· ,k2,k1kl,··· ,k2,k1

C
kl+1,kl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1

= (2kl+1 +

l∑
p=1

kp −
l∑

p=1

k′p)C
kl,··· ,k2,k1
k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
+

c

12
kl+1(k

2
l+1 − 1)δ

{k}
{k′}

(G8)

Correlation function — We can also derive an iteration equation of correlators. Suppose that we already know all
the correlators of lower level descendants, we can derive the higher level ones using this equation.

To simplify the notation, we use O(−k⃗) to denote O(−kl,··· ,−k2,−k1), and the OPE coefficient C k⃗
k⃗′
to denote Ckl,··· ,k2,k1k′l,··· ,k

′
2,k

′
1
.

Then we will show that the correlator ⟨L−mO
(−k⃗)
1 (x)O

(−p⃗)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩ can be written as a linear combination of

simpler correlators of the form ⟨O(−k⃗′)
1 (x)O

(−p⃗′)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗′)
3 (z)⟩, with k⃗′ ≤ k⃗, p⃗′ ≤ p⃗ and q⃗′ ≤ q⃗ (in the sense of

{k′} ≤ {k} defined in the previous sections). We start from the equation,

⟨L−mO
(−k⃗)
1 (x)O

(−p⃗)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩

=

∮
x

dw

2πi
(w − x)1−m⟨[T (w)O(−k⃗)

1 (x)]O
(−p⃗)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩

=−
∮
y

dw

2πi
(w − x)1−m⟨O(−k⃗)

1 (x)[T (w)O
(−p⃗)
2 (y)]O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩ −

∮
z

dw

2πi
(w − x)1−m⟨O(−k⃗)

1 (x)O
(−p⃗)
2 (y)[T (w)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)]⟩

(G9)
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Using the OPE,

T (w)O(−p⃗)(y) =
∑
p⃗′≤p⃗

C p⃗
p⃗′

O(−p⃗′)(y)

(w − y)|p⃗|−|p⃗′|+2
+
∂O(−p⃗)(y)

w − y
+ reg., (G10)

where reg. means the regular terms in the limit w → y, we can expand the expression,∮
y

dw

2πi
(w − x)1−m⟨O(−k⃗)

1 (x)[T (w)O
(−p⃗)
2 (y)]O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩

=
∂y

(y − x)m−1
⟨O(−k⃗)

1 (x)O
(−p⃗)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩

+ (−1)|p⃗|−|p⃗′|−1
∑
p⃗′≤p⃗

C p⃗
p⃗′

(y − x)m+|p⃗|−|p⃗′|

(|p⃗| − |p⃗′|+m− 1)!

(|p⃗| − |p⃗′|+ 1)!(m− 2)!
⟨O(−k⃗)

1 (x)O
(−p⃗′)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩.

(G11)

The other term is calculated similarly. So the correlator is reduced to combinations of simpler ones:

⟨L−mO
(−k⃗)
1 (x)O

(−p⃗)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩

=− ∂y
(y − x)m−1

⟨O(−k⃗)
1 (x)O

(−p⃗)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩

+ (−1)|p⃗|−|p⃗′|
∑
p⃗′≤p⃗

C p⃗
p⃗′

(y − x)m+|p⃗|−|p⃗′|

(|p⃗| − |p⃗′|+m− 1)!

(|p⃗| − |p⃗′|+ 1)!(m− 2)!
⟨O(−k⃗)

1 (x)O
(−p⃗′)
2 (y)O

(−q⃗)
3 (z)⟩

+ (y → z, p⃗→ q⃗).

(G12)
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