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Abstract. In the context of Liouville conformal field theory, we construct the highest-weight representations

of the Virasoro algebra at the degenerate values of the conformal weight (Kac table). We show that these

modules are irreducible, giving a complete characterisation of the algebraic structure of Liouville CFT. It

also implies that all singular vectors vanish, which is one of the main asumptions usually made in theoretical

physics. Our proof uses inputs from both probability theory and algebra, and gives new probabilistic content

to the Kac table.

Combining the information that singular vectors vanish with the main geometric properties of conformal

blocks, we deduce that conformal blocks involving degenerate primary fields satisfy null-vector equations.

These equations take the form of PDEs on the Teichmüller space of the underlying surface and generalise

previous works in several directions.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and background. Ever since the groundbreaking work of Belavin, Polyakov and Zamolod-

chikov [BPZ84], two-dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) has been rooted in the representation theory

of the Virasoro algebra. The main idea is that conformal symmetry – as an infinite-dimensional Lie group

– is so constraining that it should be possible to classify all CFTs from algebraic principles and consistency

conditions. This has been extremely successful in physics for the following reason: given a model of statisti-

cal mechanics at criticality assumed to possess a conformally invariant scaling limit, it should be possible to

identify its corresponding CFT from a few basic properties of the model. On the other hand, it raises some

problems from the mathematical point of view: indeed, it is usually very difficult to prove that a given CFT

is fully consistent since the CFT axioms are typically over-constraining.

The main objects in the algebraic structure of CFT are the highest-weight modules for the Virasoro algebra,

which are well-understood by standard representation theory. These modules depend on two parameters: the

central charge cL ∈ C (which is usually fixed) and the conformal weight α ∈ C. The corresponding Verma

module is irreducible except for a discrete set of values of α known as the Kac table (see Appendix B). A

typical axiom in CFT is that all representations in the spectrum are irreducible so that certain linear relations

hold for descendant fields in a degenerate module (i.e. a module with a conformal weight in the Kac table).

This information is used to show that a correlation function involving a degenerate field solves a certain PDE.

These PDEs are now collectively known as the null-vector equations or BPZ equations (following the founding

work [BPZ84]). They have been extensively used in the physics literature to solve the minimal models and

the Liouville CFT (see [DFMS97, Rib14] for reviews).

One way to mathematically answer the question of consistency is to construct an explicit representation of

the algebraic structure of a given CFT. For the Liouville CFT, this program has been initiated in a series of

works by David, Guillarmou, Kupiainen, Rhodes & Vargas [DKRV16, DRV16, GRV19], where the path integral

has been constructed on surfaces of arbitrary topology. A subset of all BPZ equations has been established in

this framework, and they were key inputs into the proof of the “DOZZ formula” [KRV19, KRV20], which is the

exact formula for the three-point correlation function on the Riemann sphere. Following suit, these equations

were used – together with the mating-of-trees theory [DMS14] – to prove similar results in the framework of

boundary LCFT [RZ20, ARS21, ARSZ23]. Recently, some important steps have been made towards a full

understanding of the algebraic structure of this CFT. The spectrum was computed in [GKRV23], and the

Virasoro representation was constructed probabilistically as a family of unbounded operators on the Hilbert

space [BGK+23b]. The authors also defined the highest-weight modules for all values of the conformal weight

except the Kac table. One of the contributions of this work is to extend this result to the Kac table and show

that these modules are irreducible. Let us stress that the irreducibility is taken as an axiom in physics, while
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it is a theorem in our given representation. As a consequence, we deduce null-vector equations for conformal

blocks on surfaces of arbitrary topologies, and for all values of the Kac table. This generalises previous results

in three different directions [KRV19, Zhu20, GRSS20].

1.2. Main results. Here and in the sequel, γ and µ are parameters satisfying

γ ∈ (0, 2); µ > 0.

We will sometimes allow µ to take complex values, provided Re(µ) > 0. We also set,

Q :=
γ

2
+

2

γ
> 2; cL := 1 + 6Q2 > 25.

Given r, s ∈ N∗ = Z>0, we set

αr,s := (1− r)
γ

2
+ (1− s)

2

γ
,

and for all α ∈ C:
∆α :=

α

2

(
Q− α

2

)
.

Observe that ∆α = ∆2Q−α.

1.2.1. The Poisson operator. Let F = C[(φn)∞n=1] be the space of polynomials in countably many complex

variables. A sequence k = (kn)
∞
n=1 of non-negative integers with only finitely many non-zero terms will be

called an (integer) partition: it represents a partition of the integer |k| :=
∑∞
n=1 nkn, also called the level of

k. The length of k is ℓ(k) :=
∑∞
n=1 kn. The set of all partitions (resp. partitions of level N) is denoted T

(resp. TN ), and we set p(N) := #TN . By convention, p(0) = 1 and the unique element of T0 is called the

empty partition.

Given k ∈ T , we set φk :=
∏∞
n=1 φ

kn
n ∈ F and we say that φk is at level |k|. We let δn = (0, ..., 0, 1, 0...)

be the partition of n coding the monomial φn, so that the monomial φk is coded by
∑∞
n=1 knδn. We have a

grading of F by the level

F = ⊕N∈NFN ,
with FN spanned by the monomials at level N .

One can define an infinite measure dc⊗ PS1 on the Sobolev space H−1(S1), and the Liouville Hilbert space

is H = L2(dc⊗ PS1). Here, PS1 is a Gaussian measure on the space of fields with vanishing mean, and dc is a

Lebesgue measure on R (see Section 2.1). Functions (or distributions) with vanishing mean on the circle are

written in Fourier modes φ(eiθ) =
∑
n∈Z\{0} φne

niθ, with φ−n = φ̄n. This allows us to identify F as a linear

subspace of L2(PS1).

Acting on H are two positive, essentially self-adjoint operators H0, H, called respectively the free field

and Liouville Hamiltonians. The Liouville Hamiltonian is of the form H = H0 + µeγcV (φ), where V (φ) is a

certain potential. The quadratic form associated with H is denoted Q, and its domain D(Q). The Liouville

Hamiltonian defines a bounded operator H : D(Q) → D′(Q), where D′(Q) is the topological dual of D(Q).

This operator and its quadratic form were extensively studied in [GKRV23, Section 5]. Both operators H0, H

generate contraction semi-groups (e−tH
0

)t ⩾ 0, (e
−tH)t ⩾ 0 or heat flows. The operatorH

0 is easy to diagonalise

[GKRV23, Section 4], and the function e(α−Q)cφk is a generalized eigenstate of H0 with eigenvalue 2∆α+ |k|,
for each α ∈ C and partition k.

One of the main inputs of [GKRV23] is to diagonalise H. It is shown in Sections 6-7 that the long-time

asymptotic of the heat flow of H can produce generalized eigenstates. More precisely, for all χ ∈ F|k| and α

in a neighborhood of −∞ (depending on the level of χ, see [GKRV23, Proposition 7.2]), we have the following

limit in a weighted space e−βcD(Q):

Pα,|k|(χ) = lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|k|)e−tH
(
χe(α−Q)c

)
,
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and the map α 7→ Pα(χ) is analytic in this region. The region provided in [GKRV23, Proposition 7.2] gets

smaller as the level of the polynomial increases. For each α,

Pα = ⊕N∈NPα,N : F → e−βcD(Q)

is a linear map and is called the Poisson operator, where Pα,N is the restriction of Pα to the (finite-dimensional)

space FN .

It is easy to deduce from [GKRV23, BGK+23b] that the Poisson operator extends meromorphically to all

α ∈ C with values in e−βcD(Q)such that β > Q−Re(α). Our first result is to discard the possibility of poles.

Theorem 1.1. For each χ ∈ F , the map α 7→ Pα(χ) is analytic on the whole α-plane, i.e. it has no poles.

This theorem is proved in Section 3, and an overview of the main steps of the proof is given in Section 1.3.

1.2.2. Free field modules and Liouville modules. For each α ∈ C, the Sugawara construction is a representation

(L0,α
n )n∈Z of the Virasoro algebra on F . Given a partition ν = (ν1, ..., νℓ) ∈ T of length ℓ (see Remark 1), we

write L−ν = L0,α
−νℓ ...L

0,α
−ν2L

0,α
−ν1 . The Free Field module V0

α is the highest-weight Virasoro module generated by

the Virasoro descendants of the vacuum vector, namely

V0
α := span {L0,α

−ν1| ν ∈ T },

where 1 denotes the constant function 1. Here, the span is algebraic, meaning we take finite linear com-

binations. This module has central charge cL and highest-weight ∆α (note that ∆2Q−α = ∆α). The free

field module can be identified with the image of the canonical map from Verma module to the Feigin-Fuchs

module. Roughly speaking, the Feigin-Fuchs module is the Fock space, but we consider it as a Virasoro

module, for explicit definition, see Section 2.3. The classification of Feigin-Fuchs modules is known [Fre92]

and reviewed in Section 2.3. Briefly, for Re(α) < Q, the module V0
2Q−α is always Verma (hence V0

2Q−α ≃ F
linearly), while V0

α can be the quotient of the Verma by a non-trivial submodule. Thus, there is a canon-

ical projection Φ0
α : V0

2Q−α → V0
α, well-defined and analytic in the region Re(α) < Q. We then define

Φα := Pα ◦ Φ0
α : F → e−βcD(Q), and set the Liouville module

Vα := ranΦα ≃ F/ ker(Φα). (1.1)

If we don’t assume Theorem 1.1, this expression is only well-defined on the domain of analyticity of Pα.
However, Φα has an explicit expression in terms of generalised eigenstates of the Liouville Hamiltonian,

and this expression was proved to extend analytically to the whole region {Re(α) ⩽ Q}. Moreover, the

reflection relation Φ2Q−α = R(α)Φα defines an analytic extension to the whole α-plane [GKRV23, BGK+23b],

where R(α) is the reflection coefficient [KRV20]. Due to the analyticity of Φα, we get that Pα extends

meromorphically to the region {Re(α) < Q}, and its poles may only occur on the zeros of Φ0
α. By standard

representation theory, these zeros are contained in the Kac table:

• kac = {α | ∆α = ∆αr,s for some r, s ∈ N∗}
• kac− = {α | α = αr,s for some r, s ∈ N∗}
• kac+ = {α | α = 2Q− αr,s for some r, s ∈ N∗},

where we recall αr,s = (1− r)γ2 + (1− s) 2γ . It is easy to observe that kac = kac+ ⊔ kac−. Moreover, we have

kac− ⊂ (−∞, 0], while kac+ = 2Q − kac− ⊂ [2Q,∞). Thus, α 7→ Pα(χ) is meromorphic on C with possible

poles contained in kac−, for all χ ∈ F .

The next result is that Vα is the highest-weight Virasoro module, and we give a complete classification. For

reader’s convenience, we gather the notation of all modules we need in this paper.

Notations of modules

• Verma module M(cL,∆α), we refer to Appendix B for terminology and notations;
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• Irreducible (quotient) module V (cL,∆α), we refer to Appendix B for terminology and notations;

• Feigin-Fuchs module F(cL, α) is the Fock space F as a Virasoro module, usually written as F if there

is no ambiguity;

• Free Field module V0
α := span {L0,α

−ν1| ν ∈ T },
• Liouville module Vα := ranΦα ≃ F/ ker(Φα).

We will prove this theorem in Section 3.6, simultaneously with Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. For α ∈ C. The space Vα defined in (1.1) is the highest-weight representation of the Virasoro

algebra. Moreover, it has the following structure:

• For α /∈ kac, Vα is isomorphic to the Verma module M(cL,∆α) and it is irreducible.

• For α ∈ kac−, Vα is isomorphic to the irreducible quotient V (cL,∆α) of the Verma module M(cL,∆α)

by the maximal proper submodule.

• For α ∈ kac+, Vα is isomorphic to V (cL,∆α) when α /∈ (Q + 2
γN

∗) ∪ (Q + γ
2N

∗) and Vα = 0 when

α /∈ (Q+ 2
γN

∗) ∪ (Q+ γ
2N

∗).

Only the second item is new. Indeed, the first item was done in [BGK+23b], while the third corresponds

to the reflection formula stated above. The reflection coefficient has zeros on γ
2N

∗ ∪ 2
γN

∗, which is why these

values are excluded. The Virasoro representation (Ln)n∈Z on Vα is the one constructed probabilistically in

[BGK+23b], and the Poisson operator has the property of intertwining the free field representation (L0,α
n ) with

the Liouville one.

The relevance of this theorem is two-fold. On the fundamental level, it gives a complete classification of

the algebraic structure of Liouville CFT. On the practical level, we get non-trivial relations between Liouville

eigenstates for α in the Kac table, which are precisely the relations that are exploited through the BPZ

equations. In a highest-weight representation, a singular vector is one which is both a descendant and a

highest-weight vector. In particular, any non-zero singular vector generates a non-trivial proper submodule.

Theorem 1.2 implies that for each αr,s = Q− γ
2 r −

2
γ s, Vαr,s

does not have any non-zero singular vector. On

the other hand, the corresponding Verma module does have singular vectors, so the canonical projection maps

singular vectors to zero. With the notation from the previous section, this means that there exists χ ∈ Frs
such that Φαr,s(χ) = 0. Thus, there is a non-trivial linear combination

Sαr,s =
∑

|ν|=rs

σr,sν L−ν (1.2)

such that

Sαr,s
Ψαr,s

= 0.

Moreover, the coefficients (σr,sν )|ν|=rs are universal in the sense that they only depend on cL and αr,s. At level

two, standard representation theory gives (α2L−2 + L2
−1)Ψα = 0, for α ∈ {α1,2, α2,1}.

We stress that it would be quite difficult to prove such relations by analytic means, even for the level 2

above. In principle, one can find explicit formulae for the descendants (see the proof of Theorem 1.1), but the

combinatorics soon become intractable. Instead, Theorem 1.2 gives us all the relations at once for all r, s ∈ N∗.

1.2.3. BPZ equations. The vanishing of singular vectors implies that conformal blocks evaluated on primary

fields at the degenerate weights satisfy certain PDEs on Teichmüller space.

Let Σ be a compact surface of genus g, m ∈ N, and T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ be the Teichmüller space of Σ defined

in Section 4.1. A point in this Teichmüller space is a Riemann surface (Σ, J) with m + 1 distinct marked

points p = (p0, ..., pm) ∈ Σm+1, non-zero tangent vectors (ξ0, ..., ξm) ∈
∏m
j=0 TpjΣ at the marked points, and

conformal embeddings of discs ψ = (ψ0, ..., ψm) : eϵD → Σ such that ψj(0) = pj , (dψj)0(∂z) = ξj (with z the

standard coordinate on D), and the images ψj(D̄) are pairwise disjoint. Note that zj := ψ−1
j defines a local
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coordinate at pj vanishing there. Upon cutting out the discs, we can think of a point in T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ as the gluing

of a Riemann surface with m+ 1 boundary components and m+ 1 discs.

In the constructions of [GKRV21, BGK+23a], conformal blocks depend a priori on a choice of decomposition

of the surface into complex pairs of pants, and on the choice of disc embeddings/local coordinate at the marked

points. The dependence is mild, and can be encoded into certain line bundles over TΣ,m+1. Namely, one can

define holomorphic line bundles LcL and L∆ over TΣ,m+1 with connections ∇cL and ∇∆ respectively. These

definitions are detailed in Section 4.3.

As recalled in Section 4.2, an element v ∈ Vectϵ(S1) generates a deformation in TΣ,m+1, i.e. it represents a

tangent vector there. Using the embedding ψ0, v is viewed as a holomorphic vector field in a neighbourhood

of the loop ψ0(S1) surrounding the marked point p0 (we always view the deformation from p0). There are two

possible cases in which the induced deformation is trivial: if either v extends holomorphically to D, or (ψ0)∗v

extends meromorphically to the whole surface, with only possible poles at the punctures. Hence, the tangent

spaces to TΣ,m+1 are equivalence classes of vector fields in v ∈ Vectϵ(S1), denoted [v]. Moreover, we have m

extra vector fields ∂zj on TΣ,m+1 generating the motion of the marked points. Note that ∂zj fits in the above

framework since it corresponds to the constant vector field at the marked point pj . This description of the

deformation space of Teichmüller space is called “Virasoro uniformisation” and is reviewed in Section 4.2.2.

Given v ∈ Vectϵ(S1), we can then define a differential operators on TΣ,m+1 as the connection operator in

the direction [v]:

Lv := ∇[v].

In particular, we set Ln := Lzn+1∂z . Since [zn+1∂z] = 0 for n ⩾ 0, only the operators with n ⩽ − 1 are

non-trivial. Moreover, we have

L(j)
−1 := ∇∂zj

= ∂zj .

Concretely, if we fix a holomorphic frame (∂τk)1 ⩽ k ⩽ 3g−3 on TΣ obtained (say) from plumbing coordinates

(see Section 4.2.1), there are some holomorphic coefficients (ϖk, ϖ−1,j , ϖ0,j)1 ⩽ k ⩽ 3g−3, 0 ⩽ j ⩽ m on TΣ,m+1

such that

Lv =

3g−3∑
k=1

ϖk∂τk +

m∑
j=0

(
ϖ−1,j∂zj +∆jϖ0,j

)
. (1.3)

These coefficients encode the change of basis between Virasoro uniformisation and more standard coordinates

on Teichmüller space. The computation is explicit in genus g ⩽ 1 (See Section 5). Finally, for a partition

ν = (ν1, ..., νℓ) ∈ T , we define

L−ν := L−νℓ ...L−ν2L−ν1 ,

which is a differential operator of order ℓ on TΣ,m+1.

From Theorem 1.3, we have the existence of a non-trivial relation Sαr,s
Ψαr,s

= 0 at level rs, for all r, s ∈ N∗,

where the operator Sαr,s has been defined in (1.2). We can associate to this operator a differential operator

Sαr,s
=
∑

|ν|=rs

σr,sν L−ν

of order rs on Teichmüller space. We stress that this operator depends on the topological type of the surface

(genus and number of marked points), while the operator Sαr,s
is universal.

In the probabilistic framework, conformal blocks have been introduced in [GKRV23, GKRV21] and studied

intrinsically in [BGK+23a]. Here, we will only be needing their main geometric properties, which are recalled

in Definition 4.1. Briefly, a conformal block is a holomorphic section of L with values in D′(Q) satisfying

additional properties. In the next statement, the Seiberg bounds are the conditions Re(αj) < Q for all

j ∈ {0, 1, ...,m}, and
∑m
j=0 Re(αj)−Q(2− 2g) > 0.
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Theorem 1.3. Let m ∈ N, α = (α0, ..., αm) ∈ Cm+1 satisfying the Seiberg bounds, and suppose that α0 = αr,s
for some r, s ∈ N∗. For any conformal block B ∈ Γ(L⊗D′(Q)m+1) in the sense of Section 4.4, we have

Sαr,s
B
(
⊗mj=0Ψαj

)
= 0.

This result follows from the two main properties characterizing conformal blocks: the conformal Ward

identities and the fact that they are horizontal with respect to the connection defined by the Virasoro algebra.

As mentioned above, the expression of Sαr,s
is purely representation theoretical, while the operator Sαr,s

depends on the topological type of the surface. In Section 5, we explain how the Virasoro algebra is represented

as differential operators on Teichmüller space, i.e. we give an expression for the operators Ln. In a nutshell, we

compute the change of basis between the “Virasoro uniformisation” and another set of holomorphic coordinates

on Teichmüller space (e.g. the plumbing coordinates). Perhaps the most interesting case is genus one, where

we have a non-trivial moduli space, and the computations are explicit using elliptic functions. This shows how

to use Theorem 1.3 to deduce the explicit PDEs satisfied by conformal blocks. Similar conclusions appear

elsewhere [EO87], but our method seems new.

1.3. Proof outline. The proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 use a combination of probabilistic and algebraic

arguments which we summarise here. First, we stress that the two results are intimately related. Indeed, from

the existence of a Virasoro representation on the Liouville side [BGK+23b], it is fairly easy to see that kerΦαr,s

is a Virasoro submodule for all r, s ∈ N∗, i.e. Vαr,s is a highest-weight representation. This immediately implies

kerΦαr,s ⊂ kerΦ0
αr,s

since the latter is the maximal proper submodule ([Fre92] and Section 3.6). The converse

inclusion is equivalent to Theorem 1.1.

Now, we explain the main steps of the proof of Theorem 1.1.

1. Using Gaussian integration by parts/Girsanov’s theorem, we exhibit a probabilistic formula for the

descendant states, valid for α in a neighbourhood of −∞ (Lemma 3.11). This formula is essentially a

linear combination of integrals of the form Ir,s(α) as defined in (3.5). These are disc amplitudes with

an α-insertion at 0 and several γ-insertions integrated over the unit disc. This reduces the question

to the analytic continuation of these integrals, and their study on the Kac table.

2. The integrals have singularities at zero, which is why they converge absolutely only for small enough

α. Using the fusion estimate of Proposition 3.2, we get a sharp bound for the region of absolute

convergence and analyticity in α of these integrals.

3. We find two induction formulae (3.12),(3.14), expressing a singular integral in terms of simpler ones.

This allows us to study the pole structure of the singular integrals recursively. As a byproduct, the

induction formulae highlight the special role played by the Kac table.

4. From the first three inputs, we deduce that for each r, s ∈ N∗, the Poisson operator is analytic at αr,s
and levels ⩽ rs, provided that γ2 ̸∈ Q (Corollary 3.6).

5. Using the Virasoro representation constructed in [BGK+23b], the analyticity propagates to all levels

(Proposition 3.7). This implies that the Poisson operator α 7→ Pα(χ) is analytic for all α and all

χ ∈ F , provided γ2 ̸∈ Q.

6. We exploit a continuity property in γ (Proposition 3.9) to extend the result from γ2 ̸∈ Q to arbitrary

γ ∈ (0, 2). This is done in Section 3.6.

1.4. Outlook. The proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on the analyticity of the Poisson operator for each state in

the module. In a follow-up work, we study some cases in which the Poisson operator has poles on the Kac

table. These are known as the (level 2) higher-equations of motions, both in the bulk and the boundary case.

Let S0,α := α2L0,α
−2 + (L0,α

−1 )
2 and define S̃0,α similarly with the antiholomorphic representation [GKRV23].

For rs = 2, we show that lim
α→αr,s

Pα(S0,αS0,α1) = Br,sΨ
′
α−r,s

for some constant Br,s, where Ψα−r,s is the
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highest-weight state of weight α−r,s = (1+ r)γ2 +(1− s) 2γ and the prime means derivative in α. This equation

has been conjectured in [Zam04], and we prove it by computing the residue of the Poisson operator at αr,s.

The states of boundary LCFT are associated to the half-disc D∩H. In addition to the bulk GMC measure

Mγ , there is a boundary measure dLγ(x) = e
γ
2X− γ2

8 E[X2]dx, which are coupled via the “boundary cosmological

constants” µL, µR (one for the left interval (−1, 0) and the other for the right interval (0, 1)). We can define

a semigroup and a Poisson operator as in the bulk case. For rs = 2, we show that this Poisson operator

has a pole at αr,s, which is a scalar multiple of the boundary primary state Ψα−r,s
. Moreover, this scalar

is polynomial in the cosmological constants. In the case (r, s) = (1, 2), this polynomial is µL + µR (up to

constant). In the case (r, s) = (2, 1), this polynomial is µ sin(π γ
2

4 )−µ2
L+2µLµR cos(π γ

2

4 )−µ2
R. The zero set of

these polynomials define a region where the singular vector vanishes, i.e. where the BPZ equations hold. This

had been proposed in physics [FZZ00, BB10] and the BPZ equation has been proved in [Ang23] for correlation

functions on the disc. We will prove the boundary HEMs at level 2 in an upcoming work.

Acknowledgements. G.B. thanks Joona Oikarinen for discussions on the smoothness of Liouville correlation

functions. We are also grateful to Colin Guillarmou and Rémi Rhodes helpful discussions.

2. Background

2.1. Gaussian fields and Liouville Hilbert space. Let PS1 be the law of the centred, Gaussian, log-

correlated field on the circle, i.e. samples of PS1 are Gaussian fields φ on the circle with covariance

E[φ(eiθ)φ(eiθ
′
)] = log

1

|eiθ − eiθ′ |
, ∀θ, θ′ ∈ R.

With PS1 -probability 1, φ ∈ H−s(S1) for all s > 0. In Fourier modes, one has

φ(eiθ) =
∑

n∈Z\{0}

φne
niθ,

where φ−n = φ̄n, and (φn)n ⩾ 1 are independent complex Gaussians NC(0,
1
2n ). The harmonic extension

Pφ ∈ C∞(D) is

Pφ(z) =

∞∑
n=1

φnz
n + φ−nz̄

n, ∀z ∈ D.

Its covariance structure is

E[Pφ(z)Pφ(w)] = log
1

|1− zw̄|
=: G∂(z, w). (2.1)

In particular, we have E[Pφ(z)2] = log 1
1−|z|2 . The Liouville Hilbert space is

H := L2(dc⊗ PS1),

where dc is Lebesgue measure on R. Samples of the (infinite) measure dc⊗ PS1 are written c+ φ. We define

a dense subspace C of L2(PS1) as follows. A functional F ∈ C0(H−1(S1)) belongs to C if there exists N ∈ N
and f ∈ C∞(CN ) such that F (φ) = f(φ1, ..., φN ) for all φ ∈ H−1(S1), and f and all its derivatives have at

most exponential growth at ∞. Let C′ be the topological dual of C. We will refer to C (resp. C′) as the space

of test functions (resp. distributions).

We will frequently introduce some extra randomness in the form of an independent Dirichlet free field in

D. This is a centred Gaussian field XD with covariance structure

E[XD(z)XD(w)] = log

∣∣∣∣1− zw̄

z − w

∣∣∣∣ =: GD(z, w). (2.2)

We will always denote

X := XD + Pφ,
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which is a log-correlated Gaussian field in D:

E[X(z)X(w)] = log
1

|z − w|
=: G(z, w) (2.3)

Let ρ ∈ C∞(C) be a radially symmetric bump function, with total integral 1. For ϵ > 0, we write ρϵ(z) :=

ϵ−2ρ( zϵ ), and Xϵ := X⋆ρϵ. The Gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC) measure of X with parameter γ ∈ (0, 2)

is the following weak limit of measures

dMγ(z) := lim
ϵ→0

ϵ
γ2

2 eγXϵ(z)|dz|2,

where the convergence holds in probability. This limit exists, is non-trivial, and is independent of the choice

of regularisation [Kah85, Ber17, RV14].

2.2. Semigroups. One can define two strongly continuous, contraction semigroups on H, with (unbounded)

generators H0, H [GKRV23]. These generators are positive, essentially self-adjoint operators. Explictly, the

free field semigroup e−tH
0 ∈ L(H) has the expression

e−tH
0

F (c+ φ) := e−
Q2

2 tEφ [F (c+Bt + φt)] , ∀F ∈ H,

where Bt =
∫ 2π

0
X(e−t+iθ) dθ2π , and φt(e

iθ) = X(e−t+iθ) − Bt. The notation Eφ means conditionally on φ

(i.e. we integrate over the Dirichlet free field XD). It is known that (Bt)t ⩾ 0 evolves as a standard Brownian

motion. On the other hand, the Fourier modes of φt evolve as independent Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes. In

fact, PS1 is the invariant measure for the dynamics generated by H0.

The Liouville semigroup e−tH ∈ L(H) has the exprssion

e−tHF (c+ φ) = e−
Q2

2 tEφ
[
F (c+Bt + φt)e

−µeγc
∫
At

dMγ (z)

|z|γQ

]
, ∀F ∈ H, (2.4)

where

At := {z ∈ C| e−t < |z| < 1}.

The two generators are related by

H = H0 + µeγcV (φ),

where the potential V is only defined in C′, namely

E[V (φ)F (φ)] =

∫ 2π

0

E[F (φ− γ log |eiθ − ·|)]dθ,

for all test functions F . By the Girsanov transform, one formally has V (φ) =
∫ 2π

0
eγφ(e

iθ)− γ2

2 E[φ(eiθ)2]dθ, and

(2.4) can be understood as a Feynman-Kac formula [GKRV23].

The generator H is called the Liouville Hamiltonian. It has an associated quadratic form Q with domain

D(Q), and H defines a bounded operator H : D(Q) → D′(Q), where D′(Q) is the continuous dual of D(Q)

[GKRV23]. More generally, H extends to a bounded operator on weighted spaces, i.e. H : e−βcD(Q) →
e−βcD′(Q) is continuous for all β > 0.

2.3. Feigin-Fuchs modules. Let α ∈ C arbitrary. On L2(PS1), we have a representation of the Heisenberg

algebra (An)n∈Z given for n > 0 by

Aα
n =

i

2
∂n; Aα

−n =
i

2
(∂−n − 2nφn); Aα

0 =
i

2
α.

These operators satisfy the commutation relations [Aα
n,A

α
m] = n

2 ∂n,m on C. For n ̸= 0, we have the hermiticity

relations (Aα
n)

∗ = Aα
−n on L2(PS1). Given a partition k, we set A−k :=

∏∞
n=1(A

α
−n)

kn .
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We call the constant function 1 ∈ L2(PS1) the vacuum vector. The Heisenberg representation gives the

space F = C[(φn)n ⩾ 1] a structure of highest-weight Heisenberg module, i.e.

F = span {πk := A−k1|k ∈ T }.

The level gives a grading

F = ⊕N∈NFN ,
and we have dimFN = p(N).

The Sugawara construction is a representation (L0,α
n )n∈Z of the Virasoro algebra on L2(PS1), where L0,α

n is

the following quadratic expression in the Heisenberg algebra

L0,α
n := i(α− (n+ 1)Q)An +

∑
m ̸={0,n}

An−mAm, n ̸= 0;

L0,α
0 := ∆α + 2

∞∑
m=1

A−mAm.

On C, these operator satisfy the commutation relations

[L0,α
n ,L0,α

m ] = (n−m)L0,α
n+m +

cL
12

(n3 − n)δn,m.

We also have the hermiticity relations (L0,α
n )∗ = L0,2Q−ᾱ

−n on L2(PS1).

When we consider F as a moulde of Virasoro algebra L0,α
n , we call it Feigin-Fuchs module.

Given a partition ν = (ν1, ..., νℓ), we set L0,α
−ν = L0,α

−νℓ ...L
0,α
−ν1 . The descendant state

Qα,ν := L0,α
−ν1 ∈ F

is a polynomial of level |ν|.
Let V0

α be the Virasoro highest-weight representation obtained by acting with the Virasoro operators on

the vacuum vector, i.e.

V0
α := span{Qα,ν |ν ∈ T } ⊂ F ,

where the span is algebraic. We also define V0,N
α := V0

α∩FN . The module V0
α has central charge cL = 1+6Q2

and highest-weight ∆α = α
2 (Q − α

2 ). Recall that ∆α = ∆2Q−α. For α ̸∈ kac, we have V0
α ≃ F linearly, and

V0
α is isomorphic to the Verma module.

From now on, we assume Re(α) < Q, so that 2Q−Re(α) > Q. By [Fre92, Theorem 1], the module V0
2Q−α

is Verma, namely for each level N ∈ N, the polynomials (Q2Q−α,ν)|ν|=N are linearly independent and form a

basis of the space FN . Hence, we have a canonical linear map Φ0
α : V0

2Q−α → V0
α such that for all partitions ν,

Φ0
α(L

0,2Q−α
−ν 1) = L0,α

−ν1, (2.5)

i.e. Φ0
α(Q2Q−α,ν) = Qα,ν . The map Φ0

α is the canonical linear surjection from the Verma module V0
2Q−α ≃ F

to the highest-weight module V0
α. It preserves the level and we denote by Φ0,N

α := Φ0
α|FN

its restriction to

level N . Moreover, ker(Φ0
α) is a submodule of V0

2Q−α and we have a canonical isomorphism of highest-weight

Virasoro representations

V0
α = ran(Φ0

α) ≃ V0
2Q−α/ ker(Φ

0
α).

Again by [Fre92], the determinant of Φ0,N
α is given by the celebrated Kac formula:

det(Φ0,N
α ) =

∏
1 ⩽ rs ⩽ N

(∆α −∆αr,s
)p(N−rs).

This implies that ker(Φ0
α) = {0} if and only if α does not belong to the Kac table. In particular, ker(Φ0,rs

αr,s
) is

non-trivial.
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In fact, we claim the stronger statement that V0
αr,s

is irreducible. Indeed, it is a fact that any non-trivial

proper submodule of V0
αr,s

is a highest-weight representation [KRR13], so it is generated by a highest-weight

vector at positive level (such vectors are called singular). Thus, to prove the claim, it suffices to show that

all singular vectors vanish. Let χ ∈ V0
αr,s

be such a vector. By definition, we have L
0,αr,s
ν χ = 0 for all ν ∈ T .

Thus, by the hermiticity relations, ⟨χ,Q2Q−αr,s,ν⟩L2(PS1 )
= 0 for all ν ∈ T , i.e. χ ∈ (V0

2Q−αr,s
)⊥. But we have

seen that V0
2Q−αr,s

= F , so χ = 0.

Let us summarise our findings.

Lemma 2.1. Let cL > 25 and α ∈ C.

• If α ̸∈ kac−, V0
α is isomorphic to the Verma module M(cL,∆α).

• If α ∈ kac−, V0
α is isomorphic to the irreducible quotient of the Verma module V0

2Q−α by the maximal

proper submodule ker(Φ0
α).

Finally, we show that the map α 7→ Φ0,N
α is analytic in the region Re(α) < Q for all levels N ∈ N. Since

the Sugawara expression is polynomial in α, there exist coefficients mν,k ∈ C[α] such that

Qα,ν =
∑

|k|=|ν|

mν,k(α)πk.

The family of matrices α 7→ mN (2Q − α) = (mν,k(2Q − α))|ν|=|k|=N is analytic and invertible in the region

Re(α) < Q. Since GLp(N)(C) is an analytic Lie group, we deduce that MN (2Q− α) := mN (2Q− α)−1 exists

and is analytic in the the same region. We have just shown the existence of analytic coefficients Mk,ν(2Q−α)
in the region α < Q such that for all integer partitions k :

Φ0
α(πk) =

∑
|ν|=|k|

Mk,ν(2Q− α)Qα,ν .

We stress that the last formula does not extend analytically to the region Re(α) > Q, precisely because some

matrices mN (α) are not invertible on the Kac table, so their inverse MN (α) will have a pole there.

Example 1. Frenkel’s result implies that V0
2Q−αr,s

is Verma but V0
αr,s

is not [Fre92]. Thus, the singular vector

in V0
2Q−αr,s

does not vanish. For the benefit of the reader, it may be useful to illustrate this fact on an explicit

example at level 2. By a straightforward computation, one finds for all α ∈ C,

L0,α
−21 = 2(Q+ α)φ2 − φ2

1; (L0,α
−1 )

21 = 2αφ2 + α2φ2
1.

To check when these two polynomials are colinear, we look for linear combinations cancelling φ2
1, leading to

(α2L0,α
−2 + (L0,α

−1 )
2)1 = 2α(α2 + αQ+ 1)φ2 = 2α(α− α1,2)(α− α2,1)φ2.

This polynomial vanishes for the degenerate weights α1,2, α2,1 < Q, but not for the dual weights 2Q−α1,2, 2Q−
α2,1. The root α = 0 is artificial and corresponds to the level 1 computation: we have L0,α

−1 = αφ1, which

vanishes for α = α1,1 = 0 (but not for the dual weight 2Q− α1,1 = 2Q).

3. Singular modules

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, following the outline of Section 1.3. We introduce and study

the singular integrals in Sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4. Then, we establish the link between singular integrals and

descendants states in Section 3.5. Finally, Section 3.6 puts the pieces together to conclude the proofs. We

mention that the objects of this section bear some similarities with the ones encoutered in [Oik19], but the

treatment we give them is rather different.
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3.1. Notations. Recall At := {e−t < |z| < 1} ⊂ C. For r ∈ N∗, we set

∆r
t := {w ∈ Art | ∀1 ⩽ k < l ⩽ r, |wk − wl| > e−t}

∆r−1
t (w) := {w ∈ Ar−1

t | (w, w) ∈ ∆r
t}.

and for each w ∈ ∆r
t ,

Dt(w) := ∪rj=1D(wj , e
−t),

where D(w, ϵ) is the (open) disc centred at w and of radius ϵ . Note that ∆r
t is invariant under the action

of the rth symmetric group permuting the variables.

In this section, we represent an integer partition by a pair (r, s) where r ∈ N∗ is the length, and s is

a non-increasing sequence of positive integers s = (s1, ..., sr) of length r. Given r, s ∈ N∗, we use the

shorthand notation (r, (s)) for the “rectangular” partition (r, (s, s, ..., s)) of length r. The level of the partition

is |s| =
∑r
j=1 sj , and we define TN (resp. T ) to be the set of integer partitions of level N (resp. all partitions).

We set

r∗ := max{j| sj = s1}.
The jth elementary move τj : TN → TN is defined as follows (see Figure 1). For all (r, s) ∈ TN and j ⩽ r,

• If sj = 1, τj(r, s) = (r, s).

• If sj ⩾ 2, let j∗ := max{l| sl = sj}.
– If sj ∈ {sr, sr + 1}, then τj(r, s) is the partition (r + 1, s̃), with s̃j∗ = sj∗ − 1, s̃r+1 = 1, and

s̃l = sl for l ̸∈ {j∗, r + 1}.
– If sj ⩾ sr + 2, let k := min{l| sl ⩽ sj − 2}. Then τj(r, s) is the partition (r, s̃) with s̃j∗ = sj − 1,

s̃k = sk + 1, and s̃l = sl for l ̸∈ {k, j∗}.

Informally, an elementary move consists in taking a box from the jth column and move it to the first available

column to the right, in such a way that we still get a partition.

(1, (4)) (2, (3, 1)) (2, (2, 2)) (3, (2, 1, 1)) (4, (1, 1, 1, 1))

Figure 1. From left to right, applying the first elementary move back-to-back in T4. To a

partition (r, s), we associate the singularity
∏r
j=1 w

−sj
j , where the wj are variables in the unit

disc.

We define a partial order ⪯ on TN by declaring (r̃, s̃) ⪯ (r, s) if (r̃, s̃) can be obtained from (r, s) by a

(possibly empty) sequence of elementary moves. One can check that the unique minimal (resp. maximal)

partition in TN is (N, (1)) (resp. (1, (N))). The associated strict order is denoted by ≺. The distance of a

partition (r, s) to (N, (1)) is the minimal number of elementary moves required to reach (N, (1)) from (r, s).

It is always a finite number. The distance can be used to prove statements by induction on (TN ,⪯): the

initialisation is to prove that the statement is true for the minimal partition, while the hereditity is to prove

that the statement is true for partitions at distance d+ 1 if it is true for partitions at distance ⩽ d.

Remark 1. In this work, integer partitions (a.k.a. Young diagrammes) appear in three different forms and we

use three different parametrisations:

• We code elements of F using integer sequences k = (k1, ..., kn, ...) with finitely many non-zero terms.

The length of the partition is ℓ(k) =
∑
n∈N∗ kn, and its level is |k| =

∑
n∈N∗ nkn. The corresponding

polynomial is φk =
∏
n∈N∗ φknn .
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• We code Virasoro descendants using finite, non-increasing integer sequences ν = (ν1, ..., νℓ). The

length is ℓ(ν) = ℓ and the level is |ν| =
∑ℓ
j=1 νj . The corresponding descendant is L−ν = L−νℓ ...L−ν1 .

• We code singular integrals (see below) using pairs (r, s) as above. The length is ℓ(r, s) = r and the

level is |s| =
∑r
j=1 sj . The corresponding singularity is

∏r
j=1 w

−sj
j .

These different parametrisations correspond to different representations of the descendant states. In all cases,

we write TN the set of partitions of level N , and p(N) = #TN . By convention, p(0) = 1 and the unique

element of T0 is called the empty partition.

3.2. Preliminaries. For α < Q and t > 0, we define a function Ψtα : ∆r
t → e−βcD(Q) such that for dc⊗ PS1 -

a.e. (c, φ),

Ψtα(w) := lim
ϵ→0

e(α+rγ−Q)cEφ

ϵα2

2 eαXϵ(0)
r∏
j=1

ϵ
γ2

2 eγXϵ(wj)e
−µeγc

∫
At\Dt(w)

ϵ
γ2

2 eγXϵ(z)|dz|2


= e(α+rγ−Q)c

r∏
j=1

|wj |−γαeγPφ(wj)− γ2

2 G∂(wj ,wj)
∏

1 ⩽ k<l ⩽ r

eγ
2GD(wk,wl)

× Eφ
[
e
−µeγc

∫
At\Dt(w)

∏r
j=1 e

γ2GD(z,wj)
dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
.

(3.1)

The last expression follows from the Girsanov transform.

For each t > 0 and dc ⊗ PS1-a.e., Ψ
t
α is invariant under permutation of its variables. Moreover, Ψtα(w) ∈

e−βcD(Q) for all β > (Q− α − rγ)+, and Ψtα(w) converges as t → ∞ in e−βcD(Q) and dc⊗ PS1-a.e., to the

limit

Ψα(w) = e(α+rγ−Q)c
r∏
j=1

|wj |−γαeγPφ(wj)− γ2

2 G∂(wj ,wj)
∏

1 ⩽ k<l ⩽ r

eγ
2GD(wk,wl)Eφ

[
e−µe

γc
∫
D
∏r

j=1 e
γ2GD(z,wj)

dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
.

(3.2)

From [GKRV23, appendix C.1], we know that α 7→ Ψα(w) admits an analytic continuation in a complex

neighborhood of (−∞, Q). The states Ψα(w) and integrals Ir,s(α) are always viewed as elements of a weighted

space e−βcD(Q) for some arbitrary real number β > (Q− α− rγ)+.

Remark 2. Given a function f ∈ L1(∆r
t ), the extension of f by zero in Dr \ ∆̄r

t gives a continuous embedding

L1(∆r
t ) ↪→ L1(Dr), so we will freely identify functions in L1(∆r

t ) with functions in L1(Dr).

The key identity to our results is the following derivative formula for Ψα(·). This formula has been written

in various forms elsewhere [KRV19, Oik19, GKRV23], and its proof is a simple consequence of Gaussian

integration by parts.

Lemma 3.1. For all F ∈ C, the map w 7→ E[Ψtα(w)F ] is smooth , and we have

∂w1E[Ψtα(w)F ] =

αγ∂w1G(w1, 0) + γ2
r∑
j=2

∂w1G(w1, wj)

E[Ψtα(w)F ]

− µγ2
∫
At\Dt(w)

∂w1
G(w1, wr+1)E[Ψtα(w, wr+1)F ]|dwr+1|2

+ E[Ψtα(w)∇F (∂w1G∂(w1, · ))]

− µ

∫
∂D(w1,e−t)

E[Ψtα(w, wr+1)F ]dw̄r+1.

(3.3)
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By the last term, we mean the following: for all w1 ∈ D and eiθ ∈ S1 we have ∂w1G∂(w1, e
iθ) = 1

2
e−iθ

1−e−iθw1
=

1
2

∑∞
n=0 e

−i(n+1)θwn1 , and

∇F (∂w1G∂(w1, · )) =
1

2

∞∑
n=1

wn−1
1 ∂−nF. (3.4)

For F ∈ C, the sum is actually finite (since F depends only on finitely many modes) and ∇F (∂w1G∂(w1, · )) ∈
C.

Proof. The first two terms come from Gaussian integration by parts with respect to X, and the third term

comes from E[∂w1Pφ(w1)F (φ)]. And the last term comes from w1 derivatives of
∫
At\Dt(w)

ϵ
γ2

2 eγXϵ(z)|dz|2. □

For a partition (r, s), we introduce

Itr,s(α) :=
∫
∆r

t

Ψtα(w)
|dw|2

ws
∈ e−βcD(Q). (3.5)

Our goal is to investigate the existence and analyticity (in α) of a limit Ir,s as t→ ∞. The next proposition

is a criterion for the absolute integrability of Ψtα(·) on Dr, which refines [GKRV23, Proposition 7.2]. It gives

a bound for arbitrary partitions (r, s) ∈ T , but we will actually only need it for the rectangular partition

(r, (s, ..., s)).

Proposition 3.2. Let (r, s) ∈ T . There exists a complex neighbourhood of (−∞, αr,|s|/r) such that, dc⊗PS1-

a.e., we have

lim
t→∞

∫
Ar

t

Ψα(w)
|dw|2

|w|2s
<∞.

As a consequence, the map α 7→ Ir,s(α) ∈ e−βcD(Q) is analytic in a neighbourhood of (−∞, Q− (γ2 r+
2
γ

|s|
2r )).

We denote this neighborhood by Wr,s. We call Wr,s the locally uniform convergence region.

For the empty partition, we will denote the corresponding neighborhood byW0. This neighborhood contains

the half-line (−∞, Q) by [GKRV23, Appendix C.1].

Proof. Note that the limit exists dc⊗PS1-a.e. by monotonicity, and it suffices to study the convergence along

the sequence of annuli An for integer n. For simplicity, we assume s1... = sr = s, and we will indicate the

changes for the general case at the end of the proof.

Recall the expression for Ψα(w) in the last line of (3.2). Integrating over PS1 , we have

E[Ψα(w)] = e(α+rγ−Q)c
r∏
j=1

|wj |−γα
∏

1 ⩽ k<l ⩽ r

|wk − wl|−γ
2

E
[
e−µe

γc
∫
D
∏r

j=1 |z−wj |−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
(3.6)

Moreover, for all t > 0, the function F : µ 7→ e(α−Q)cE
[
e
−µeγc

∫
At

dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
is smooth in (0,∞) (since the GMC

is a positive random variable), and we have

∂rµF (µ) = e(α+rγ−Q)c

∫
Ar

t

r∏
j=1

|wj |−γα
∏

1 ⩽ k<l ⩽ r

|wk − wl|−γ
2

E
[
e
−µeγc

∫
At

∏r
j=1 |z−wj |−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
|dw|2

⩾ e−2trs

∫
Ar

t

E[Ψα(w)]
|dw|2

|w|2s
.

Thus, w 7→ Ψα(w) is integrable on Art for each t > 0.

Now, we prove the result by induction on r. For r = 1, we have E[Ψα(w)] ⩽ C|w|−γα as w → 0, hence∫
D E[Ψα(w)] |dw|2

|w|2s <∞ for α < α1,s. In particular,
∫
D Ψα(w)

|dw|2
|w|2s is finite almost surely in this case.
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Let r ⩾ 2. Suppose the result holds for all r′ < r, and let us prove it at rank r. Given m < n ∈ N, we use

the notation Am,n := {e−n < |w| < e−m}. For all n ∈ N∗, we write∫
Ar

0,n+1

Ψα(w)
|dw|2

|w|2s
=

r−1∑
r′=0

(
r

r′

)∫
Ar−r′

0,1

∫
Ar′

1,n+1

Ψα(w)
|dw|2

|w|2s
+

∫
Ar

1,n+1

Ψα(w)
|dw|2

|w|2s
. (3.7)

By the induction hypothesis for r′ (since |dw|2
|w|2s is bounded on Ar−r

′

0,1 ), all the terms in the sum converge

(dc⊗ PS1)-a.e. as n→ ∞. To treat the last term in the RHS, we use the scaling wj 7→ ewj and (3.6) to get∫
Ar

1,n+1

E[Ψα(w)]
|dw|2

|w|2s
= erγα+

1
2γ

2r(r−1)+2r(s−1)

∫
Ar

0,n

r∏
j=1

|wj |−γα
∏

1 ⩽ k<l ⩽ r

|wk − wl|γ
2

× e(α+rγ−Q)cE
[
e−µe

γc
∫
D
∏r

j=1 |z−
wj
e |−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
|dw|2

|w|2s
.

(3.8)

Note that the constant prefactor equals erγ(α−αr,s). Next, we integrate the last line over the zero mode. We

fix β ⩾ 0 such that β = 0 if α+rγ−Q > 0, and β > Q−α−rγ otherwise. Writing σ := 1
γ (β+α+rγ−Q) > 0,

we have ∫
R
e(β+α+rγ−Q)cE

[
e−µe

γc
∫
D
∏r

j=1 |z−
wj
e |−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
dc

=
1

γ
µ−σΓ(σ)E

∫
D

r∏
j=1

|z − wj
e
|−γ

2 dMγ(z)

|z|γα

−σ
⩽

1

γ
µ−σΓ(σ)E

∫
e−1D

r∏
j=1

|z − wj
e
|−γ

2 dMγ(z)

|z|γα

−σ
=

1

γ
µ−σΓ(σ)e

1
2γ

2σ2

e(−rγ
2−γα+γQ)σE

∫
D

r∏
j=1

|z − wj |−γ
2 dMγ(z)

|z|γα

−σ
= e−

1
2 ((α+rγ−Q)2−β2)

∫
R
e(α+β+rγ−Q)cE

[
e−µe

γc
∫
D
∏r

j=1 |z−wj |−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
dc,

where we used multifractal scaling in the second-to-last line. Plugging this into (3.8), we get∫
Ar

1,n+1

∥Ψα(w)∥L1(eβcdc⊗PS1 )

|dw|2

|w|2s
⩽ erγ(α−αr,s)e−

1
2 ((α+rγ−Q)2−β2)

∫
Ar

0,n

∥Ψα(w)∥L1(eβcdc⊗PS1 )

|dw|2

|w|2s
. (3.9)

Recall that for each r′ ∈ {0, ..., r−1}, the term
∫
Ar−r′

0,1 ×Ar′
1,n

Ψα(w) |dw|2
|w|2s converges almost everywhere as n→ ∞.

By monotone convergence, we deduce that
∫
Ar−r′

0,1 ×Ar′
1,n

∥Ψα(w)∥L1(eβcdc⊗PS1 )
|dw|2
|w|2s converges to a finite limit,

denoted
∫
Ar−r′

0,1 ×e−1Dr′ ∥Ψα(w)∥L1(eβcdc⊗PS1 )
|dw|2
|w|2s . Going back to (3.7), we have

∫
Ar

0,n+1

∥Ψα(w)∥L1(eβcdc⊗PS1 )

|dw|2

|w|2s
⩽

r−1∑
r′=0

(
r

r′

)∫
Ar−r′

0,1

∫
e−1Dr′

∥Ψα(w)∥L1(eβcdc⊗PS1 )

|dw|2

|w|2s

+ erγ(α−αr,s)e−
1
2 ((α+rγ−Q)2−β2)

∫
Ar

0,n

∥Ψα(w)∥L1(eβcdc⊗PS1 )

|dw|2

|w|2s
.

In the case α + rγ − Q > 0, we have β = 0 so erγ(α−αr,s)e−
1
2 (α+rγ−Q)2 < 1 for α < αr,s. In the other

case, we can choose β arbitrarily close to Q − rγ − α to make this constant less than 1 as well. Thus,

lim
n→∞

∫
Ar

0,n
∥Ψα(w)∥eβcdc⊗PS1

|dw|2
|w|2s <∞, which also implies lim

n→∞

∫
Ar

0,n
Ψα(w) |dw|2

|w|2s <∞ almost everywhere.
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Finally, we explain the changes in the case of arbitrary s. First, the binomial coefficient in the RHS of

(3.7) must be replaced by a sum over all subsets of {1, ..., r} of cardinality r′. Second, the scaling constant

erγ(α−αr,s) in (3.8) is replaced by erγ(α−αr,|s|/r). The rest of the argument is unchanged.

With this convergence in hand, we can apply dominated convergence to get that Itr,s →
t→∞

Ir,s locally

uniformly in Wr,s. Since Itr,s is analytic for each t > 0, its local uniform limit is also analytic. □

The next proposition extends the previous one by saying that adding some insertion points with no singu-

larities do not change the integrability properties of the integrals.

Proposition 3.3. Let (r, s) ∈ T , and r̃ ∈ N∗. For all α ∈ Wr,s, the following limit exists in e−βcD(Q):

lim
t→∞

∫
Ar+r̃

t

Ψα(w, w̃)
|dw|2

|w|2s
|dw̃|2.

As a consequence, the map α 7→ lim
t→∞

∫
Ar+r̃

t
Ψα(w, w̃) |dw|2

ws |dw̃|2 is well-defined and analytic on Wr,s, with

values in e−βcD(Q).

Proof. In this proof, we write explicitly the dependence on µ and r̃, i.e. we write Iµ,r̃r,(s)(α), and similarly Ψµ,r̃α .

The function µ 7→ Ψµ,0α (w) is analytic in the region Re(µ) > 0, with values in e−βcD(Q). On the other

hand, we have

∂r̃µΨ
µ,0
α (w) = (−1)r̃

∫
Dr̃

Ψµ,r̃α (w, w̃1, ..., w̃r)

r̃∏
j=1

|dw̃j |2, (3.10)

so the RHS lies in e−βcD(Q) since the LHS does. Note that (3.10) also holds for the regularised function

Ψµ,0,tα (w). By uniform absolute convergence for α ∈ Wr,s and Cauchy’s integral formula on a small (but fixed)

loop around µ, we then get for all Re(µ) > 0 and α ∈ Wr,s:∫
Dr+r̃

Ψµ,r̃α (w, w̃)
|dw|2

|w|2s
|dw̃|2 = (−1)r̃∂r̃µ

∫
Dr

∫
Dr

Ψµ,0α (w)
|dw|2

|w|2s

=
(−1)r̃ r̃!

2iπ

∮ ∫
Dr

Ψµ̃,0α (w)
|dw|2

|w|2s
dµ̃

(µ̃− µ)r̃+1
.

By the previous proposition, the last line is well-defined and analytic with values in e−βcD(Q) for all α ∈ Wr,s,

and it is the limit of its t-regularisation.

□

Remark 3. In the sequel, we will say that an integral is of type (r, s) if it is of the form∫
Dr+r̃

Ψα(w, w̃)f(w, w̃)
|dw|2

ws
|dw̃|2, (3.11)

where f is a smooth function on D̄r+r̃ converging smoothly on D̄r+r̃. By the previous proposition, integrals

of type (r, s) converge absolutely in Wr,s and are analytic there.

We can also replace Ψα by its regularised version Ψtα, and f by a family ft of smooth functions in D̄r

converging smoothly to f as t→ ∞. In this case, the regularised integral is also said to be of type (r, s), and

it converges to (3.11) as t→ ∞, for α ∈ Wr,s.

Our goal in the remainder of this section is to show that Ir,s extends analytically to a complex neighborhood

of (−∞, Q). We will do so in two steps. In Section 3.3, we prove that Ir,s has a meromorphic continuation

with possible poles on the Kac table. In Section 3.4, we exclude the possibility that Ir,s has a pole, i.e. we

show that Ir,s extends analytically on the Kac table.
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3.3. Meromorphic continuation. In this section, we prove that Ir,s extends meromorphically to the region

W0, with possible poles contained in the Kac table. We proceed in two steps. In Proposition 3.4, we prove

that the extension holds for the minimal partitions (N, (1)), N ∈ N∗. In Proposition 3.5, we prove that the

extension holds for all partitions in TN , for each N ∈ N∗. Both results are proved by induction.

Recall the region Wr,s ⊂ C introduced in Proposition 3.2. For simplicity, we will write Wr := Wr,(1). We

have Wr+1 ⊂ Wr for each r ∈ N, and W0 contains the half-line (−∞, Q).

Proposition 3.4. Let r ∈ N. The function Ir,(1) : Wr → C′ extends meromorphically to W0. Moreover, the

set of its poles is contained in {αr′,1| 1 ⩽ r′ ⩽ r}.

Proof. We will prove that for each r ∈ N∗, Ir,(1) can be expressed as a sum of integrals involving only r − 1

singularities of order 1 (i.e. integrals of the form Ir−1,(1)). The result will then follow by an induction on r.

Integrating formula (3.3) for ∂wr
Ψtα on ∆r

t with respect to the measure
∏r−1
j=1

|dwj |2
wj

|dwr|2, we get (after an

ϵ-regularisation, which is harmless due to the fact that we are on ∆r
t )∫

∆r
t

E[Ψtα(w)F ]

αγ∂wr
G(wr, 0) + γ2

r−1∑
j=1

∂wr
G(wr, wj)

 r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj
|dwr|2

= −
∫
∆r

t

E
[
Ψtα(w)∇F (∂w1

G∂(w1, · ))
] r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj
|dwr|2

+ µγ2
∫
∆r+1

t

E[Ψtα(w, wr+1)F ]

r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj
∂wr

G(wr, wr+1)|dwr|2|dwr+1|2

+

∫
∆r−1

t

∫
∂Dt(w1,...,wr−1)

E[Ψtα(w)F ]dw̄r

r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj

+ µ

∫
∆r

t

∫
∂D(wr,e−t)

E[Ψtα(w, wr+1)F ]dw̄r+1

r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj
|dwr|2

=: It1 + It2 + It3 + It4,

(3.12)

where It1 denotes the first line and so on.

Let us focus on the singularities coming from the LHS. By permutation symmetry of Ψtα and antisymmetry

of (wr, wj) 7→ 1
wr−wj

, we have for all 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r − 1,∫
∆2

t

Ψtα(w)
1

wr − wj

|dwj |2

wj
|dwr|2 =

1

2

∫
∆2

t

Ψtα(w)
1

wr − wj

(
1

wj
− 1

wr

)
|dwj |2|dwr|2

=
1

2

∫
∆2

t

Ψtα(w)
|dwj |2

wj

|dwr|2

wr
.

Therefore, since ∂wr
GD(wr, 0) = − 1

2wr
and ∂wr

G(wr, w1) = − 1
2

1
wr−w1

, we see that the LHS is a multiple of

Itr,(1). Namely, (3.12) can be rewritten as:

−γ
2
(α− αr,1)Itr,(1) = It1 + It2 + It3 + It4. (3.13)

Let us now study the RHS of (3.12). Recalling (3.4), we see that It1 is treated by the induction hypothesis

at rank r− 1. Using the antisymmetry of (wr, wr+1) 7→ 1
wr−wr+1

, we see that It2 = 0. Finally, we focus on It3.
We have ∂Dt(w1, ..., wr−1) = S1 ∪ Ct(w1, ..., wr−1), where Ct(w1, ..., wr−1) is a union of small circles centred

at 0, w1, ..., wr−1. We need to control the contribution of Ct. By passing to the ϵ-regularisation, we see that
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all the other bulk terms in (3.12) are uniformly integrable in the region Wr. This is then also true for the

contribution of Ct, namely for all α ∈ Wr:

lim
t→∞

∫
∆r−1

t

∫
Ct(w1,...,wr−1)

Ψtα(w)

r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj
dw̄r = lim

ϵ→0
lim
t→∞

∫
∆r−1

t

∫
Ct(w1,...,wr−1)

Ψt,ϵα (w)

r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj
dw̄r = 0.

We will write Ĩt3 for the contribution of S1 in It3, namely

Ĩt3 :=

∫
S1

∫
∆r−1

t

E[Ψtα(w)F ]

r−1∏
j=1

|dwj |2

wj
dw̄r

By the Girsanov transform, for wr ∈ S1, the change of measure eγφ(wr)− γ2

2 G∂(wr,wr) amounts to shifting Pφ

by the (deterministic) function w 7→ γG∂(wr, w), which is smooth in D. Therefore, this shift does not change
anything about the convergence of Ψtα in C′. Thus, Ĩt3 falls in the case of the induction hypothesis at rank

r− 1, i.e. converges It3(α) converges to a limit I3(α) for α ∈ Wr−1, and I3 is analytic in Wr−1. Similarly, we

know It4 converges to 0 for α ∈ Wr+1.

Therefore, for all α ∈ Wr+1 ⊂ Wr−1, (3.13) has a limit as t→ ∞, which is given by

−γ
2
(α− αr,1)Ir,(1)(α) = I1(α) + I3(α).

Moreover, we have shown that the RHS has an analytic continuation to the region Wr−1,1 and LHS is analytic

in Wr by proposition 3.2. This defines a meromorphic extension of Ir,(1) in the region Wr, with a unique

possible pole at α = αr,1. □

Proposition 3.5. Let (r, s) ∈ T . The function Ir,s : Wr,s → C′ extends meromorphically to W0. Moreover,

the set of its poles is contained in the Kac table.

Proof. We will prove the result by induction on (T|s|,≺). The initialisation holds by the previous proposition

since (|s|, (1)) is the smallest partition in T|s|. For the heredity, we will show that Ir,s can be expressed as a

sum of integrals of strictly lower type.

By an integration by parts, we get for all (w2, ..., wr) ∈ ∆r−1
t

(s1 − 1)

∫
Dt(w2,...,wr)

E[Ψtα(w)F ]
|dw1|2

ws11
=
i

2

∫
∂Dt(w2,...,wr)

E[Ψtα(w)F ]
|dw1|2

ws1−1
1

+

∫
Dt(w2,...,wr)

∂w1
E[Ψtα(w)F ]

dw̄1

ws1−1
1
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Combining with (3.3) integrated with respect to |dw1|2

w
s1−1
1

∏r
j=2

|dwj |2

w
sj
j

, we get

∫
∆r

t

s1 − 1

w1
+ αγ∂w1

G(w1, 0) + γ2
r∗∑
j=2

∂w1
G(w1, wj)

E[Ψtα(w)F ]
|dw1|2

ws1−1
1

r∏
k=2

|dwk|2

wskk

= −γ2
r∑

j=r∗+1

∫
∆r

t

E[Ψtα(w)F ]∂w1
G(w1, wj)

|dw1|2

ws1−1
1

r∏
k=2

|dwk|2

wskk

+

∫
∆r

t

E
[
Ψtα(w)∇F (∂w1

G∂(w1, · ))
] |dw1|2

ws1−1
1

r∏
k=2

|dwk|2

wskk

− µγ2
∫
∆r+1

t

E[Ψtα(w)F ]∂w1G(w1, wr+1)
|dw1|2

ws1−1
1

r∏
k=2

|dwk|2

wskk
|dwr+1|2

− i

2

∫
∂Dt(w2,...,wr)

∫
∆r−1

t (w1)

E[Ψtα(w)F ]
r∏

k=2

|dwk|2

wskk

dw̄1

ws1−1
1

− µ

∫
∆r

t

∫
∂D(w1,e−t)

E[Ψtα(w, wr+1)F ]dw̄r+1
|dw1|2

ws1−1
1

r∏
j=2

|dwj |2

w
sj
j

=: J t
1 + J t

2 + J t
3 + J t

4 + J t
5 .

(3.14)

Let us first focus on the LHS. As in the proof of Proposition 3.4, we can symmetrise the terms involving

∂w1
G(w1, wj) = − 1

2
1

w1−wj
for 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r∗ to see that the LHS is a multiple of Itr,s. Namely, (3.14) can be

written as

−γ
2
(α− αr∗,s1)Itr,s = J t

1 + J t
2 + J t

3 + J t
4 + J t

5 . (3.15)

Next, we study the integrals appearing in the RHS of (3.14), starting with J t
1 . For r∗ + 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r, we

symmetrise again ∂w1G(w1, wj) = − 1
2

1
w1−wj

to get (using s1 − 1 ⩾ sj∫
∆2

t

Ψtα(w)
1

w1 − wj

|dw1|2

ws1−1
1

|dwj |2

w
sj
j

=
1

2

∫
∆2

t

Ψtα(w)
1

w1 − wj

(
1

ws1−1
1 w

sj
j

− 1

w
sj
1 w

s1−1
j

)
|dw1|2|dwj |2

=
1

2

∫
∆2

t

Ψtα(w)
1

ws1−1
1 ws1−1

j

w
s1−sj−1
j − w

s1−sj−1
1

w1 − wj
|dw1|2|dwj |2

=
1

2

s1−sj−1∑
l=1

∫
∆2

t

Ψtα(w)
|dw1|2

ws1−l1

|dwj |2

w
sj+l
j

.

For each 1 ⩽ l ⩽ s1−sj−1, the permutation (r̃, s̃) obtained from (r, s) by decreasing (resp. increasing) s1 (resp.

sj) by l is strictly smaller than (r, s) (with respect to ≺). Therefore, J t
1 is absolutely convergent is a region

Wr′,s′ for some (r′, s′) ≺ (r, s), and the limit J1 is analytic in this region. The same treatment and conclusion

can be given to the integral J t
3 , and we denote its limit by J3. Recalling (3.4), the same statement is true for

J t
2 , and we denote its limit by J2. Finally, we focus on J t

4 . Writing ∂Dt(w2, ..., wr) = S1 ∪Ct(w2, ..., wr) as in

the proof of Proposition 3.4 and arguing similarly, we get that the contribution of Ct tends to zero as t→ ∞,

for all α ∈ Wr,s. As in the proof of Proposition 3.4, we then define

J̃ t
4 := −

∫
S1

∫
∆r−1

t

E[Ψtα(w)F ]

r∏
k=2

|dwk|2

wskk

dw̄1

ws1−1
1
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and J̃ t
4 also converges absolutely in a strictly larger region W than Wr,s. For J5(α), we can show it goes to

0 when α ∈ Wr+1,s. Thus, (3.15) has a limit as t→ ∞, which satisfies for all α ∈ Wr+1,s

−γ
2
(α− αr∗,s1)Ir,s(α) = J1(α) + J2(α) + J4(α). (3.16)

The RHS is a sum of integrals indexed by strictly lower partitions than (r, s). By the induction hypothesis, it

extends meromorphically to W0, with possible poles on the Kac table. Therefore, the RHS of (3.16) defines a

meromorphic extension of Ir,s to W0. The set of its poles is the set of poles of the RHS, possibly augmented

with αr∗,s1 . □

3.4. Study on the Kac table. We have shown that Ir,s extends meromorphically to a complex neighborhood

of {α < Q}, with possible poles on the Kac table. In this section, we prove some special cases of Theorem

1.1. Later in Section 3.6, we will combine these results with representation theoretic information to deduce

Theorems 1.1 & 1.2 in all generality.

In the course of our analysis, we will need to treat the case γ2 ̸∈ Q first. The extension to all γ ∈ (0, 2)

will be handled by a continuity argument, which is contained in Proposition 3.9. Whenever necessary, we will

make the γ-dependence explicit by writing Iγr,s(α) = Ir,s(α).
We will denote by Pr,s ⊂ kac−the set of poles of Ir,s. It follows straightforwardly from the induction

formula that for all (r, s) ∈ TN , we have

Pr,s ⊂ {αr∗,s1}
⋃ ⋃

(r̃,s̃)≺(r,s)

Pr̃,s̃

 ,

Proposition 3.6. Suppose γ2 ̸∈ Q, and let r, s ∈ N∗. For all partitions (r̃, s̃) ∈ Trs, the map α 7→ Ir̃,s̃(α) is

regular at αr,s.

Proof. First, since αr,s < Q − (γ2 r +
2
γ
s
2 ), Proposition 3.2 gives that the integral Ir,(s) is regular at αr,s.

Moreover, the partition (r, (s)) is the only one at level rs having r∗ = r and s1 = s.

Let (r̃, s̃) ∈ Trs arbitrary. By the induction formulae (3.12), (3.14), we can express (α − αr̃∗,s̃1)Ir̃,s̃ in

terms of integrals of lower type. We can iterate the formula until we reach either an integral of type (r, (s))

or of empty type, which are both analytic at α = αr,s by virtue of Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.2 (note that

αr,s < Q− (γ2 r +
2
γ
s
2 )). Since the numbers {αr′,s′ | r′, s′ ∈ N∗} are pairwise distinct, the possible poles of Ir,s

obtained by this procedure are all distinct from αr,s. □

Corollary 3.7. Suppose γ2 ̸∈ Q, and let r, s ∈ N∗. For all partitions (r̃, s̃) ∈ Trs and all ν ∈ T , the map

α 7→ L−νIr̃,s̃(α) ∈ e−βcD(Q) is regular at α = αr,s.

Proof. We prove this by induction on the length of ν.

The case ν = ∅ is the content of Corollary 3.6.

Suppose the result holds for all partitions of length ℓ, for some ℓ ∈ N. Let ν1 ⩾ ... ⩾ νℓ be a partition

of length ℓ. Let n ⩾ ν1, and let ν̃ = (n, ν1, ..., νℓ). By the induction hypothesis, the family L−νIr̃,s̃(α) ∈
e−βcD(Q) is analytic in a neighbourhood U of α = αr,s. Since L−n : e−βcD(Q) → e−βcD′(Q) is bounded, we

get that L−ν̃Ir̃,s̃ : U → e−βcD′(Q). Moreover, we know that the family L−ν̃Ir̃,s̃ : U \ {αr,s} → e−βcD(Q) is

analytic. By Cauchy’s integral formula, we then have the following equality in e−βcD′(Q):

L−ν̃Ir̃,s̃(αr,s) =
1

2iπ

∮
L−ν̃Ir̃,s̃(α)

dα

α− αr,s
,

where the integral is over a loop around αr,s contained in U . This shows that L−ν̃Ir̃,s̃(αr,s) is actually

well-defined in e−βcD(Q), and the map α 7→ Ir̃,s̃(α) is regular at αr,s with values in e−βcD(Q). □
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The final results of this section provides the continuity property that will allow us to extend the results

from γ2 ̸∈ Q to arbitrary γ ∈ (0, 2). Essentially, we will prove that the singular integrals Ir,s are continuous

with respect to γ ∈ (0, 2), with values in C′.

Lemma 3.8. Let F be a Fréchet space, and (fn)n ⩾ 0 be a bounded sequence in C1([0, 1];F ) such that fn
converges pointwise to some function f : [0, 1] → C. Then, f is continuous on [0, 1].

Proof. Suppose first that (F, ∥·∥F ) is Banach. Define the constant C := supn ⩾ 0 ∥fn∥C1([0,1];F ), which is finite

by hypothesis. For all n ⩾ 0, and all t0, t ∈ [0, 1], we have ∥fn(t)− fn(t0)∥F ⩽
∫ t
t0
∥f ′n(s)∥F ds ⩽ C|t − t0|.

Taking n→ ∞ gives

∥f(t)− f(t0)∥F = lim
n→∞

∥fn(t)− fn(t0)∥F ⩽ C|t− t0|,

showing that f is Lipschitz. In the general case, the topology of F is generated by a countable family of

seminorms, and we can use the previous estimate for each one of these seminorms. □

Proposition 3.9. For all partitions (r, s) ∈ T , the function (γ, α) 7→ Iγr,s(α) ∈ C′ is continuous on the set

{(γ, α)| γ ∈ (0, 2) and α ∈ Wr,s}.

Note that the region Wr,s depends on γ, but this dependence is continuous, so we will keep it implicit in

order to ease notations.

Proof. For α ∈ Wr,s, γ1, ..., γr in a neighbourhood of γ, and ϵ > 0, let us consider

F ϵγ(w) := e(α+
∑r

j=1 γj−Q)cEφ

ϵα2

2 eαXϵ(0)
r∏
j=1

ϵ
γ2
j
2 eγjXϵ(wj)e−µe

γc
∫
D ϵ

γ2

2 eγXϵ |dz|2

 ;

J γ,ϵr,s (γ) :=

∫
Dr

F ϵγ(w)
|dw|2

ws
,

where we write γ = (γ1, ..., γr).

For each ϵ > 0, J γ,ϵr,s is differentiable in γ, and we have

∂J γ,ϵr,s

∂γ
= −µ

∫
D
Eφ

(c+Xϵ(w) + γ log ϵ) ϵ
γ2

2 eγXϵ(w)ϵ
α2

2 eαXϵ(0)
r∏
j=1

ϵ
γ2
j
2 eγjXϵ(wj)e−µe

γc
∫
D ϵ

γ2

2 eγXϵ |dz|2

 |dw|2 |dw|2

ws

= −µ ∂

∂γr+1 |γr+1=γ

J (γ,γr+1),ϵ
r+1,(s,0)

Now, the family of functions γr+1 7→ J (γ,γr+1),ϵ
r+1,(s,0) is analytic and uniformly bounded. Moreover, it converges to

the analytic limit J (γ,γr+1)
r+1,(s,0) as ϵ → 0, for γr+1 is a neighbourhood of γ. By the previous lemma, we deduce

that γ 7→ Iγr,s ∈ C′ is continuous on Wr,s. □

Corollary 3.10. For all partitions (r, s) ∈ T , the function (γ, α) 7→ Iγr,s(α) ∈ C′ is continuous on the set

{(γ, α)| γ ∈ (0, 2) and α ∈ W0} \ ∪r′,s′∈N∗

{
(γ, (1− r′)

γ

2
+ (1− s′)

2

γ
)| γ ∈ (0, 2)

}
. (3.17)

For each γ ∈ (0, 2), the function α 7→ Iγr,s(α) ∈ C′ is meromorphic in W0, with possible poles on the Kac table.

Proof. By the induction formulae (3.12), (3.14), we can express (α− αr̃∗,s̃1)Ir̃,s̃ in terms of integrals of lower

type, with a larger domain of continuity in (γ, α) as given by Proposition 3.9. Iterating the formula, we find

a polynomial P (α) =
∏
k(α− αrk,sk) such that P (α)Iγr̃,s̃(α) is continuous on {(γ, α)|γ ∈ (0, 2) and α ∈ W0}.

Thus, Ir̃,s̃ is continuous on the set (3.17), and the function α 7→ Iγr̃,s̃(α) is meromorphic in W0 for each

γ ∈ (0, 2), with possible poles in the Kac table. □
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3.5. Descendant states vs. singular integrals. The goal of this section is to express the descendant states

using the singular integrals studied in the previous subsection.

In the statement of the next lemma, ε = (εn)n∈N∗ is a sequence of complex numbers, and we use the

multi-index notation. The differential operator ∂
∂εn

denotes the complex differential in εn.

Lemma 3.11. Let F ∈ C and k ∈ T . For all t > 0, we have

et(2∆α+|k|)E
[
e−tH

(
φke(α−Q)c

)
F
]

= e(α−Q)c ∂
ℓ(k)

∂εk |ε=0
E

[
exp

(
−µeγc

∫
At

∏
n∈N∗

eγRe( εn
n z−n) dMγ(z)

|z|γα

)
F

(
φ+

∑
n∈N∗

1

n
Re(εe−niθ)

)]

Proof. Recall that we write X = XD + Pφ the GFF in the disc, where XD is a Dirichlet GFF and Pφ is the

harmonic extension of the boundary field, which is written in Fourier modes as

Pφ(z) = 2Re

( ∞∑
n=1

φnz
n

)
.

Let us define φn(t) := 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
X(e−t+iθ)e−niθdθ, as well as Xn(t) := Re(φn(t)), Yn(t) := Im(φn(t)). From

[GKRV23, Section 4], Xn and Yn are independent OU processes with parameters (κ, σ) = (n, 1√
2
) (notation

from Appendix A).

For notational simplicity, we only treat the case φk = φkn for some k ∈ N∗. The general case is then a

straightforward consequence of the independence of the processes (Xn(t), Yn(t))n∈N∗ . For each ε ∈ C, we
consider the martingale

Eε(t) := e
ent

(
2Re(ε)Xn(t)−Re(ε)2

n sinh(nt)

)
e
ent

(
−2Im(ε)Yn(t)− Im(ε)2

n sinh(nt)

)

= e
ent

(
2Re(εφn(t))− |ε|2

n sinh(nt)

)

Note that Eε(t) is real analytic in ε, and

Eε(t) = ee
ntεφn(t)(1 + ε̄O(1)) = (1 + ε̄O(1))

∞∑
k=0

εk

k!
enktφn(t)

k,

so that

enktφn(t)
k =

∂k

∂εk |ε=0
Eε(t).

Next, we evaluate the effect of reweighting the measure by the martingale Eε(t). Since Re(φn(t)) and

Im(φn(t)) are independent, Appendix A tells us that the reweighting amounts to the shifts

Re(φn(t)) 7→ Re(φn(t)) +
Re(ε)

n
sinh(nt); Im(φn(t)) 7→ Im(φn(t))−

Im(ε)

n
sinh(nt),

or φn(t) 7→ φn(t) +
ε̄
n sinh(nt). Writing z = e−t+iθ ∈ D, the corresponding shift of the field is

X(z) 7→ X(e−t+iθ) +
2

n
sinh(nt)Re(εe−niθ) = X(z) +

1

n
Re(ε(z−n − z̄n)).

By Girsanov’s theorem, we then get

e(α−Q)cEφ
[
Eε(t)e−µe

γc
∫
At

dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
= e2Re(εφn)e(α−Q)cEφ

[
exp

(
−µeγc

∫
At

e
γ
nRe(ε(z−n−z̄n)) dMγ(z)

|z|γα

)]
.

(3.18)
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Now, we take the expectation over φ. Again by Girsanov’s theorem, reweighting PS1 by e2Re(εφn)− |ε|2
2n

amounts to the shift φn 7→ φn + ε̄
2n . The corresponding shift of the harmonic extension is Pφ(z) 7→ Pφ(z) +

1
nRe(εz̄

n). Thus, integrating (3.18) over PS1 gives

e(α−Q)cE
[
Eε(t)e−µe

γc
∫
At

dMγ (z)

|z|γα F (φ)

]
= e

|ε|2
2n e(α−Q)cE

[
exp

(
−µeγc

∫
At

e
γ
nRe(εz−n) dMγ(z)

|z|γα

)
F

(
φ+

1

n
Re(εe−niθ)

)] (3.19)

Finally, we differentiate k times at ε = 0. The RHS coincides with the RHS of the statement of the lemma.

As for the LHS, we have

e(α−Q)c ∂
k

∂εk
E
[
Eε(t)e−µe

γc
∫
At

dMγ (z)

|z|γα F (φ)

]
= enkte(α−Q)cE

[
φn(t)

ke
−µeγc

∫
At

dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
= et(2∆α+nk)e−tH

(
φkne

(α−Q)c
)
.

As mentioned at the beginning of the proof, the case of general k follows by reweighting by the product of

martingales Eεn(t) = ee
nt(2Re(εnφn(t))− |ε|2

n sinh(nt)) and using independence.

□

The previous lemma will allow us to express descendant states as singular integrals. Let us list two important

consequences of this representation.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose γ2 ̸∈ Q. For all r, s ∈ N∗ and k ∈ Trs, the map α 7→ Pα(φk) ∈ e−βcD(Q) is analytic

at αr,s.

Proof. Let F ∈ C. We will use Lemma 3.11 to evaluate E[Pα(Q)F ] in terms of singular integrals. By the

Leibniz rule, the differential operator ∂ℓ(k)

∂εk
hits alternatively F (φ +

∑
n∈N∗

1
nRe(εe

−niθ)) and the potential.

We have ∂εF (φ + 1
nRe(εe

−niθ)) = 1
2n∂−nF (φ + 1

nRe(εe
−niθ)) ∈ C. Taking higher order derivatives, we see

that all the terms produced by differentiating F are in C.
Next, we evaluate the derivative of the potential, starting at order 1:

∂

∂εn
e
−µeγc

∫
At
e

γ
n

Re(εnz−n)dMγ(z) = −µ γ

2n
eγc
∫
At

eγX(w)− γ2

2 E[X(w)2]e
γ
nRe(εnw

−n)e
−µeγc

∫
At
e

γ
n

Re(εnz−n)dMγ(z) |dw|2

wn
.

When we iterate this formula and evaluate it at ε = 0, we see that

∂ℓ(k)

∂εk |ε=0
Eφ
[
eαX(0)−α2

2 E[X(0)2]e
−µeγc

∫
At

∏
n∈N∗ e

γ
n

Re(εnz−n)dMγ(z)

]
∈ C′ ⊗ Crs[µ],

i.e. it is a polynomial of degree rs in µ with coefficients in C′. Moreover, these coefficients are linear combina-

tions of singular integrals at level rs studied in the previous subsection. By Proposition 3.2, all these singular

integrals are analytic at αr,s, so we deduce that α 7→ Pα(φk) is analytic at αr,s.

This shows that α 7→ Pα(φk) is analytic at αr,s, with values in C′. By Cauchy’s formula, we have the

equality in C′

Pαr,s
(φk) =

1

2iπ

∮
Pα(φk)

dα

α− αr,s
,

where the integral is over a small loop around αr,s. On the other hand, we know that α 7→ Pα(φk) takes

values in e−βcD(Q) away from the Kac table, so the previous display shows that Pαr,s
(φk) ∈ e−βcD(Q). The

same equation shows that α 7→ Pα(φk) is analytic around αr,s, with values in e−βcD(Q). □
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Recall the Virasoro representation (Ln)n∈Z introduced in [BGK+23b, Theorem 1.1]: for each n ∈ Z, these
operators can be defined as bounded operators Ln : e−βcD(Q) → e−βcD′(Q)1.

Lemma 3.13. Let r, s ∈ N∗ and χ ∈ F such that α 7→ Pα(χ) ∈ e−βcD(Q) is analytic at αr,s. For all ν ∈ T ,

the map α 7→ L−νPα(χ) ∈ e−βcD(Q) is analytic at αr,s.

Proof. We work by induction on the length ℓ = ℓ(ν). The case ℓ = 0 is true by hypothesis. Suppose the result

holds at rank ℓ ⩾ 0, and let us prove it at rank ℓ + 1. Let (ν, νℓ+1) be a partition of length ℓ + 1 (with ν a

partition of length ℓ). Since L−νℓ+1
: e−βcD(Q) → e−βcD′(Q) is continuous, the map α 7→ L−νℓ+1

(L−νPα(χ))
is analytic at αr,s, with values in e−βcD′(Q). To show it’s indeed valued in e−βcD(Q), we write Cauchy’s

formula

Pαr,s(χ) =
1

2iπ

∮
Pα(χ)

dα

α− αr,s
,

where the contour is a small loop around αr,s which doesn’t intersect the Kac table. Now, for α away

from the Kac table, Pα(χ) is a linear combination of Virasoro descendants (Ψα,ν)|ν|=rs, which is uniformly

bounded in e−βcD(Q). Indeed, this follows from the construction of the module Vα from [BGK+23b]. Hence,

Vαr,s(χ) ∈ e−βcD(Q), and α 7→ Pα(χ) is analytic in a neighbourhood of αr,s, with values in e−βcD(Q). □

3.6. Conclusion. From the previous subsections, we have a family of Poisson operators:{
W0 ×F → e−βcD(Q);

(α, χ) 7→ Pα(χ)

For each χ ∈ F , the map α 7→ Pα(χ) is meromorphic in W0 with possible poles in the Kac table kac−. For

each fixed α ∈ W0 \ kac−, Pα : F → e−βcD(Q) is a linear map. The explicit expression of Pα(χ) is a linear

combination of the singular integrals studied in Section 3.

From the explicit expression Φα(L
0,2Q−α
−ν 1) = Ψα,ν , the composition Φα = Pα ◦ Φ0

α : F → e−βcD(Q) is

well-defined and analytic in W0. In particular, the poles of P may only occur at the zeros of Φ0
α (which is

consistent with the fact that Φ0
α may vanish only on the Kac table). We then define Vα ⊂ e−βcD(Q) by

Vα := ran(Φα) ≃ F/ ker(Φα).

Moreover, the explicit expression of Φα gives

Vα = span {Ψα,ν = L−νΨα| ν ∈ T }.

More precisely, for α ̸∈ kac, [BGK+23b] showed that (Vα, (Ln)n∈Z) is a highest-weight representation, and the

Poissson operator intertwines the free field and Liouville representation, i.e. Φα ◦L0,2Q−α
n = Ln ◦Φα (here, we

slightly abuse notations by identifying Ln with its restriction to Vα). The Virasoro relations extend to Vαr,s by

continuity, so that Vαr,s is also a highest-weight representation, generated by the highest-weight vector Ψαr,s .

In particular, kerΦαr,s
is a submodule of (V0

2Q−αr,s
, (L

0,2Q−αr,s
n )n∈Z). It remains to show that it is isomorophic

to V0
αr,s

, i.e. kerΦαr,s = kerΦ0
αr,s

. Since V0
αr,s

is the quotient of the Verma module by the maximal proper

submodule, we have immediately kerΦαr,s
⊂ kerΦ0

αr,s
. The next proposition gives the converse inclusion and

ends the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Proposition 3.14. For all r, s ∈ N∗, we have kerΦ0
αr,s

⊂ kerΦαr,s
. Thus, α 7→ Pα(χ) is analytic at αr,s for

all χ ∈ F .

1The theorem is stated for n ⩾ 0, but it extends easily to L−n = L∗
n since |⟨L−nF,G⟩H| = |⟨F,LnG⟩H| ⩽ C ∥F∥D(Q) ∥G∥D(Q)

for all F,G ∈ C. The same applies to weighted spaces.
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Proof. Case γ2 ̸∈ Q.

In this case, kerΦ0
αr,s

is the Virasoro-module (for the representation (L
0,2Q−αr,s
n )n∈Z) generated by the level

rs-singular vector. Moreover, Φ0
α has only simple zeros. Let χr,s ∈ V2Q−αr,s

≃ F be the level-rs singular

vector. Then, 1
α−αr,s

Φ0
α(χ) → χ′

r,s for some χ′
r,s ∈ Frs. From Lemma 3.6, α 7→ Pα(χ′) is analytic at αr,s, so

that 1
α−αr,s

Φα(χ) → Pαr,s(χ
′
r,s). In particular, Φαr,s(χr,s) = 0.

It remains to study the descendant states. By the intertwining property and Proposition 3.7, we have

1

α− αr,s
Φαr,s

(L
0,2Q−αr,s

−ν χr,s) =
1

α− αr,s
L−νPα(Φ0

α(χr,s)) →
α→αr,s

L−νPαr,s
(χ′
r,s).

In particular, Φαr,s
(L

0,2Q−αr,s

−ν χr,s) = 0.

General case.

Let (γn) ∈ (0, 2)N such that γ2n ̸∈ Q and γn → γ as n→ ∞. Let χ ∈ F . By Corollary 3.10, we have for all

p ∈ N∗, ∮
Pγα(χ)(α− αr,s)

p−1dα = lim
n→∞

∮
Pγnα (χ)(α− αr,s)

p−1dα = 0,

where the contour is a small loop around αr,s which is uniformly bounded away from the Kac table (this

contour exists since the Kac table is discrete and depends continuously on γ). This proves that the polar part

of Pγαr,s
(χ) vanishes at αr,s, i.e. Pγα(χ) is regular at αr,s. □

Remark 4. For γ2 ̸∈ Q, the previous proof identifies kerΦαr,s
with the module generated by Φαr,s

(χ′
r,s) =

Sαr,s
Ψ′
αr,s

∈ e−βcD(Q), where we denote Ψ′
α = ∂αΨα, and Sαr,s

is the combination of Virasoro generators at

level rs creating the singular vector. This vector is of highest-weight ∆αr,s +rs for the representation (Ln)n∈Z,

but is a primary of weight ∆αr,s for the antiholomorphic representation (L̃n)n∈Z. In particular, S̃αr,sSαr,sΨ
′
αr,s

is a singular vector for the antiholomorphic representation. It turns out that the Poisson operator α 7→ Pα(χ′
r,s)

has a pole at αr,s, which is the phenomenon underlying the higher equations of motions [Zam04]. This will be

studied in subsequent work.

4. BPZ equations

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 using Theorem 1.2. Recall that Theorem 1.3 states that conformal

blocks involving degenerate primary fields satisfy certain PDEs on Teichmüller space. This is due to the

linear relations holding in the degenerate representations of Theorem 1.2. To deduce the PDEs from the fact

that singular vectors vanish, we need to express the action of Virasoro generators as differential operators on

Teichmüller space. Analytically, these PDEs can be interpreted as the fact that conformal blocks exponentiate

the Virasoro algebra. The geometric formulation of this property is that blocks are horizontal sections of a

vector bundle with connection form given by the stress-energy tensor.

Most of the material of this section is not new, and is a summary of the setup and results of [BGK+23a].

In Sections 4.1,4.2 and 4.3, we give some background on Teichmüller theory and define some line bundles over

Teichmüller space. In Section 4.4, we define conformal blocks as D′(Q)-valued sections of a line-bundle over

Teichmüller space, satisfying certain geometric properties. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is an easy consequence

of this definition.

4.1. Teichmüller spaces and the semigroup of annuli.

4.1.1. Teichmüller spaces. Let Σ be a compact surface of genus g and m ∈ N such that 2g−2+m+1 > 0 (i.e.

m ⩾ 3 if g = 0). We denote by TΣ,m+1 the set of equivalence classes of tuples (Σ, J,p) where J ∈ Γ(End(TΣ))

is an (integrable) almost complex structure on Σ, and p = (p0, ..., pm) ∈ Σm are pairwise distinct marked

points. The equivalence relation is as follows: two tuples (Σ, J,p) and (Σ, J̃ , p̃) are equivalent if there exists a
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diffeomorphism ϕ ∈ Diff(Σ) isotopic to the identity such that ϕ∗J = J and ϕ−1(p̃j) = pj for all j = 1, ...,m.

The set TΣ,m+1 is called the Teichmüller space of Σ with m + 1 marked points, and it is a complex analytic

manifold of dimension 3g− 3+m+1. We always require at least one marked point, since ultimately we want

to insert a degenerate primary field at some marked point.

Next, we define TΣ,m+1,↑ to be the set of equivalence classes of tuples (Σ, J,p, ξ), where (Σ, J,p) is as above,

and ξ = (ξ0, ..., ξm) ∈
∏m
j=0(TpjΣ \ {0}) are non-zero tangent vectors at the marked points2. The equivalence

relation is as follows: two tuples (Σ, J,p) and (Σ, J̃ , p̃) are equivalent if (Σ, J,p) is equivalent to (Σ, J̃ , p̃)) in the

previous sense, and the corresponding diffeomorphism satisfies dϕpj (ξj) = ξ̃j for all j = 0, ...,m. It is known

that TΣ,m+1,↑ is a complex analytic manifold of dimension 3g − 3 + 2m + 2 and is a principal Cm+1-bundle

over TΣ,m+1 [ABO18, Theorem 2.2, Proposition 2.3]. Let

πΣ,m+1,↑ : TΣ,m+1,↑ → TΣ,m

be the corresponding projection. For each j = 0, ...,m, the Dehn twist along a simple closed curve homotopic to

pj acts on TΣ,m+1,↑. The quotient of TΣ,m+1,↑ by the action generated by these Dehn twists is a (C∗)m+1-bundle

over TΣ,m+1. Concretely, the fibre over (Σ, J,p) is (isomorphic to) the universal cover of
∏m
j=0(TpjΣ \ {0}) ≃

(C∗)m+1. We denote by ξj ·τj the action of τj ∈ C in the fibre π−1
Σ,m+1,↑{Σ, J,p}. A full Dehn twist corresponds

to τj = 1.

Now, we want to attach local coordinates at the marked points. For ϵ > 0, let T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ be the set of

equivalence classes of tuples (Σ, J,p, ξ,ψ), where (Σ, J,p, ξ) is as above, and ψ = (ψ0, ..., ψm) are conformal

embeddings ψj : eϵD → (Σ, J) such that no two images overlap, ψj(0) = zj and (dψj)0(∂z) = ξj for all

j = 0, ...,m, where z is the standard coordinate on C. Two such tuples (Σ, J,p, ξ,ψ), (Σ, J̃ , p̃, ξ̃, ψ̃) are

equivalent if (Σ, J,p, ξ) is equivalent to (Σ, J̃ , p̃, ξ̃) in the TΣ,m+1,↑-sense, and the corresponding diffeomorphism

ϕ is such that ϕ ◦ ψj = ψ̃j for all j = 0, ...,m. The extra data ψj gives a local coordinate zj := ψ−1
j around

pj and vanishing there. The space T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ is an infinite dimensional complex analytic Fréchet manifold; it is

fibred over TΣ,m+1,↑, and we denote by

πϵΣ,m+1,↑ : T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ → TΣ,m+1,↑

the corresponding (holomorphic) projection. Finally, set

πϵΣ,m+1 := πΣ,m+1,↑ ◦ πϵΣ,m+1,↑ : T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ → TΣ,m+1.

Notice that for ψ1,ψ2 ∈ (πϵΣ,m+1,↑)
−1{Σ, J,p, ξ}, the conformal maps ψ−1

2 ◦ ψ1 : eϵD → C fix zero and have

unit conformal radius, namely (ψ−1
2,j ◦ ψ1,j)

′(0) = 1 for all j = 1, ...,m. The space of such conformal maps is

simply connected: given ψ with ψ(0) = 0, ψ′(0) = 1, the path ψt(z) :=
1
tψ(tz), t ∈ [0, 1], contracts ψ to the

identity. Finally, we note the following fact: if vj is a holomorphic vector field in the neighbourhood of pj ,

then its power series expansion at order 1 is independent of the choice of conformal embedding ψj .

4.1.2. The semigroup of annuli. When Σ is a topological annulus (a sphere minus two discs), we get a related

Teichmüller space called the semigroup of annuli, which we denote by Sϵ. Any element of Sϵ is represented

uniquely by a pair (fin, fout), where fin (resp. fout) is conformal on eϵD (resp. e−ϵD∗, with D∗ = Ĉ \ D̄)),
fin(0) = 0, fout(∞) = ∞, f ′in(0) = 1, and the two maps have non-overlapping images. The annulus is identified

with the region A = Ĉ \ (fin(D̄) ∪ fout(D̄∗)), and the boundaries of A are parametrised by fin|S1 , fout|S1
respectively. Following [BGK+23a], this representative is called the model form. We refer to fin(S1) (resp.

fout(S1)) as the incoming (resp. outgoing) boundary component. The semigroup structure is as follows (see

Figure 2): given A1, A2 ∈ Sϵ, the annulus A2#A1 is obtained by gluing the incoming boundary of A2 to the

2For a complex analytic manifold T , we will always denote by TT the holomorphic tangent bundle, namely we drop the

customary (1, 0)-superscript.
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outgoing boundary of A1 according to the boundary parametrisations. This operation is complex analytic in

the Fréchet topology on Sϵ.

fout,2

fin,2 fin,1

fout,1

D
D∗

ψ2
ψ1

A2 A1

A2#A1

Figure 2. The gluing of two annuli A2, A1 with model forms (fin,2, fout,2) and (fin,1, fout,1).

There are conformal embeddings ψ2, ψ1 defined on A2, A1 respectively such that the model

form (fin, fout) of the gluing A2#A1 satisfies the following equalities on S1: fout = ψ2 ◦fout,2,
fin = ψ1 ◦fin,1, ψ2 ◦fin,2 = ψ1 ◦fout,1. The dashed curve is the gluing interface ψ2 ◦fin,2(S1) =
ψ1 ◦ fout,1(S1).

The fundamental group of Sϵ is isomorphic to Z and is generated by the Dehn twist along the non-

contractible cycle. The universal cover S̃ϵ is described by triples (fin, fout, τ) where τ ∈ R and (fin, fout) ∈
Sϵ with the extra requirement that f ′out(∞) ∈ R+. The canonical projection S̃ϵ → Sϵ is (fin, fout, τ) 7→
(fin, fout(e

2iπτ · )).
Let Sϵ+ be the sub-semigroup of Sϵ consisting of annuli A ∈ Sϵ with model form (fin, fout) such that fout is

a Möbius transformation of the sphere. We can identify Sϵ+ with the space of conformal maps preserving the

unit disc:

Sϵ+ ≃ {f conformal in eϵD, f(0) = 0, f(D̄) ⊂ D}.
The semigroup structure in Sϵ+ is simply the composition of maps. The fundamental group is also isomorphic to

Z, and the universal cover S̃ϵ is described by pairs f̃ = (f, τ) where τ ∈ R and f ∈ Sϵ satisfies f ′(0) ∈ R+. The

canonical projection is (f, τ) 7→ f(e2iπτ · ). The semigroup structure in S̃ϵ+ is (f2, τ2)◦(f1, τ1) = (f2◦f1, τ2+τ1).
For τ ∈ H, we define the annulus Aτ ∈ S̃ϵ+ by the pair (e−2πImτ idD,Re τ), and we call it the straight annulus

of modulus τ .

There is an action of S̃ϵ+ on T ϵ
Σ,1,↑ by:

(Σ, J, p, ξ, ψ) · (f, τ) :=
(
Σ, J, p, ξ · (τ + 1

2iπ
log f ′(0)), ψ ◦ f

)
.

This action preserves the fibres of the projection πϵΣ,1 (i.e. it only changes the tangent vector and local

coordinate). Moreover, the action is transitive in the fibres in the following sense. For all (ξ1, ψ1), (ξ2, ψ2) ∈
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(πϵΣ,m)−1{(Σ, J, p)}, there exists (f1, τ1), (f2, τ2) ∈ S̃ϵ+ such that (Σ, J, p, ξ1, ψ1) · (f1, τ1) = (Σ, J, p, ξ2, ψ2) ·
(f2, τ2). Indeed, pick any analytic disc D ⊂ Σ such that D̄ ⊂ ψ1(D) ∩ ψ2(D) and pick f1 (resp. f2) such that

ψ1 ◦ f1 (resp. ψ2 ◦ f2) is a conformal map from D to D, and choose τ1, τ2 ∈ R such that the arguments match.

All these statements generalise immediately to the case m > 0.

Remark 5. In [Seg04, Section 2], the sub-semigroup Sϵ+ is referred to as a “Borel sub-semigroup”, and the line

bundles of Section 4.3 can be understood as line bundles over the “flag variety” Sϵ/Sϵ+, as in the Borel-Weil-

Bott construction. For the line bundle L∆, the corresponding character of Sϵ+ is f 7→ f ′(0).

4.2. Coordinates and deformations.

4.2.1. Pants decompositions and plumbing coordinates. Following [BGK+23a], a connected multigraph G is a

choice of 3g − 3 +m + 1 homotopy classes of simple closed curves on (Σ,p), such that the surface obtained

after cutting along these curves is a collection of 2g− 2 +m+ 1 (topological) building blocks of the following

type: pair of pants (sphere with three disc removed), annulus with one marked point, or disc with two marked

points.

A connected multigraph induces local coordinates on TΣ,m+1 as follows. Let (Σ, J,p) ∈ TΣ,m+1 and let

(ζj)0 ⩽ j ⩽ 3g−3+m be analytic embeddings ζj : S1 → Σ in the corresponding homotopy classes, such that no

two images overlap. By “analytic”, we mean that ζj extends conformally to the annulus {e−ϵ < |z| < eϵ} ⊂ C
for some ϵ > 0. The pairs of pants obtained after cutting along the curves inherit a complex structure from

the complex structure J on Σ. Now, for each τ ∈ H3g−3+m+1, we can replace the cutting curves ζj by the

straight annuli Aτj in the pants decomposition, and glue back to get a new point (Σ, J(τ ),p(τ )) ∈ TΣ,m+1.

This defines a complex analytic chart on the open set UΣ,J,p,ζ := {(Σ, J(τ ),p(τ ))| τ ∈ H3g−3+m+1}, which
are called the plumbing coordinates.

Similar to the model form of annuli, every complex pair of pants can be represented by a triple of conformal

maps ψ1, ψ2, ψ3 : eϵD → Ĉ such that no two images overlap. The underlying Riemann surface P is identified

with the region Ĉ \ ∪3
j=1ψj(D̄). This representative is unique up to Möbius transformations, and we can fix a

representative by fixing the values ψj(0) ∈ Ĉ, j = 1, 2, 3. We assume that such a choice has been made once

and for all. We can reverse the orientation of the jth boundary component by defining ψj on D∗ rather than

D. A boundary is incoming if its orientation agrees with that of the surface, outgoing otherwise.

Let (Pk)0 ⩽ k ⩽ 2g−2+m be the pairs of pants obtained by cutting along the analytic curves (ζj)0 ⩽ j ⩽ 3g−3+m.

By definition, we have analytic charts ϕk mapping Pk to its model form (ψk,1, ψk,2, ψk,3). Let k, k′ be the

labels (depending on j) such that Pk and Pk′ are the pairs of pants sharing ζj(S1) as a boundary (note that

we may have k = k′). The two sides of ζj(S1) have opposite orientations, and we may choose k such that it

is an incoming boundary in Pk (and k′ is outgoing). By definition, we have ζj = ϕ−1
k ◦ ψk,l = ϕk′ ◦ ψk′,l′ on

S1, for some l, l′ ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Hence, the transition function satisfies Θj = ϕk′ ◦ ϕ−1
k = ψk′,l′ ◦ ψ−1

k,l on ψk,l(S1).
See Figure 3. Namely, we get an atlas such that the transition functions can be expressed using the model

form only. In particular, if the model forms are given by Möbius transformations, we obtain an atlas with

transition functions in PSL2(C).

Finally, we define T ϵ,G
Σ,m+1,↑ to be the Teichmüller space of Σ decorated with a pair of pants decomposition.

More precisely, T ϵ,G
Σ,m+1,↑ is the set of equivalence classes of tuples (Σ, J,p, ξ,ψ, ζ), where [Σ, J,p, ξ,ψ] is a

point in T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑, and ζ = (ζ0, ..., ζ3g−3+m) is a pair of pants decomposition in the sense above, according

to the graph G. The curves in the pants decomposition are required not to intersect the discs ψj(D̄). The

equivalence relation is as follows: two tuples (Σ, J,p, ξ,ψ, ζ) and (Σ, J̃ , p̃, ξ̃, ψ̃, ζ̃) are equivalent if and only

if (Σ,p, ξ,ψ) is equivalent to (Σ, p̃, ξ̃, ψ̃) in the T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑-sense, and the corresponding isotopy ϕ is such that

ζ̃j = ϕ◦ζj for each j ∈ {0, ..., 3g−3+m}. The space T ϵ,G
Σ,m+1,↑ is a complex analytic Fréchet manifold which is

fibred over T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑. The fibre at the point (Σ, J,p, ξ,ψ) is the space of pants decompositions of this surface
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ζj(S1)

Pk

ψk,l ψk′,l′

D
D∗

Θj

φk
φk′

Pk′

· · · · · ·

Figure 3. Let ζj : S1 → Σ be an analytic curve in a pants decomposition. We have analytic

charts ϕk, ϕk′ mapping the two sides of ζj(S1) to the model forms of the pairs of pants Pk,Pk′ .
The dotted loops represent the other boundaries of Pk and Pk′ . In these charts, the two sides

of ζj are parametrised by conformal embeddings ψk,l, ψk′,l′ defined on D,D∗ respectively.

Then, ζj = ϕ−1
k ◦ ψk,l = ϕ−1

k′ ◦ ψk′,l′ on S1, and the transition function is Θj = ψk′,l′ ◦ ψ−1
k,l ,

which only depends on the model form.

according to G. We denote by πϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑ : T ϵ,G
Σ,m+1,↑ → T ϵ

Σ,m+1,↑ the corresponding projection, which consists

in forgetting the pants decomposition.

4.2.2. Virasoro uniformisation. In this section, we review the setup of Virasoro uniformisation, which describes

the tangent bundle to Teichmüller spaces using the Witt algebra (see Appendix B). This is well-known in

algebraic geometry [FB01], but the results are usually stated in the language of formal geometry. Here, we

work instead in an analytic setting, using the Fréchet topology of T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑, but the final statements are similar.

Let us assume for the moment that we have only one marked point. We have seen in the previous subsection

that the semigroup S̃ϵ+ acts on T ϵ
Σ,1,↑ by changing the local coordinate and the tangent vector at the marked

point. Now, we consider the action of the full semigroup S̃ϵ.
Let (Σ, J, p, ξ, ψ) ∈ T ϵ

Σ,1,↑ and (f̃in, f̃out, τ) ∈ S̃ϵ. We write z = ψ−1 the local coordinate at p. Since ψ

extends to eϵD, we can cut Σ along the curve ψ(S1) and ψ(eϵ/2S1), which realises (Σ, J, p) as the gluing of a

surface (Σϵ, J) with the straight annulus Alog ϵ
2
and the punctured disc. Now, we can replace Alog ϵ

2
with an

arbitrary element Ã ∈ S̃ϵ and glue back. In general, the new complex structure differs from the original one.

In fact, we get the same point in T ϵ
Σ,1,↑ if and only if the gluings Σϵ#A and Σϵ#Alog ϵ

2
coincide as Riemann

surfaces with parametrised boundaries.

Since S̃ϵ consists in pairs of conformal maps on the ϵ-neighbourhood of D,D∗ respectively, the tangent spaces

can be identified with Vectϵ00(D)×Vectϵ0(D∗), where Vectϵ00(D) (resp. Vect
ϵ
0(D∗)) is the space of holomorphic

vector fields v∂z on eϵD (resp. e−ϵD∗) satisfying v(0) = v′(0) = 0 (resp. v(∞) = 0). We can view this space
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as a subspace of the space Vectϵ(S1) of holomorphic vector fields in the ϵ-neighbourhood of S1 (equivalently

ψ(S1)). Notice that this space contains the space of meromorphic vector fields in ψ(D) with unique possible

pole at p.

The infinitesimal action of S̃ϵ described above gives us an infinitesimal deformation of the point (Σ, J, p, ξ, ψ) ∈
T ϵ
Σ,1,↑. These deformations are induced by holomorphic vector fields in the neighbourhood of the curve ψ(S1).

Moreover, the deformation induced by v∂z ∈ Vect(S1) is trivial if and only if v∂z extends meromorphically to

the whole surface, with a unique possible pole at p. This gives us the identification

TΣ,J,p,ξ,ψT ϵ
Σ,1,↑ ≃ Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J)

∖
Vectϵ(S1),

where Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J) is the space of meromorphic vector fields on Σ with a unique possible pole at p. The

quotient is to the left because the vector fields act by (infinitesimal) left composition.

To summarise, we obtain the three following types of deformations

• If v∂z extends holomorphically to ψ(D) with v(p) = 0, this corresponds to the infinitesimal action

of the sub-semigroup S̃ϵ+, which only deforms the tangent vector ξ and the local coordinate ψ. If

furthermore v′(0) = 0, we only get a deformation of ψ.

• If v∂z is the constant vector field, the action corresponds to moving the marked point.

• If v∂z has a pole, we also get a deformation of the complex structure.

It is straightforward to generalise these statements to an arbitrary number of marked points. For each

j ∈ {0, ...,m}, we can generate a deformation of the complex structure using holomorphic vector fields in the

neighbourhood of a simple closed curve homotopic to pj . The deformation is trivial if and only if this vector

field extends meromorphically to the whole surface, with poles only allowed at the punctures. Moreover, if the

vector field extends holomorphically to a neighbourhood of pj , we just get a deformation of (ξj , ψj). Finally,

since TΣ,m+1,↑ is finite dimensional, only a finite collection of monomials of the form z−n+1
j ∂zj , n ⩾ 2 project

to a generating family of TTΣ,m+1,↑. As a consequence, we can replace Vectϵ(S1) in (4.1) by Vectϵ∗(D\{0}), the
space of meromorphic vector fields in eϵD with a possible pole at 0. To summarise, we have the identifications

TΣ,J,p,ξ,ψT ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ ≃ Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J)

∖
Vectϵ∗(D \ {0})m+1;

TΣ,J,p,ξTΣ,m+1,↑ ≃ Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J)
∖
Vectϵ∗(D \ {0})m+1

/
Vectϵ0(D)m+1;

.TΣ,J,pTΣ,m+1 ≃ Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J)
∖
Vectϵ∗(D \ {0})m+1

/
Vectϵ(D)m+1.

(4.1)

The quotient by Vectϵ(D) is to the right since these vector fields act by (infinitesimal) right composition of

the disc embeddings.

Remark 6. Let v ∈ Vectϵ(S1). Using this vector field, we can either deform the embedding by the right

flow ψt = ψ + tvψ′ + O(t2), or deform the local coordinate by the left flow zt = z + tv(z) + O(t2). Since

(ψ ◦ etv)−1 = e−tvz, the two procedures differ by a minus sign. In [BGK+23a], the flows are viewed as

deformations of the embeddings, but it will be more natural in this work to take the other convention, i.e.

vector fields generate transformations of the local coordinate. This is the convention that is usually adopted

in the literature, and the one that is needed in order to recover the usual BPZ operators in Section 5.

4.2.3. Quadratic differentials. Let Quadk(Σ \ {p}, J) be the space of meromorphic quadratic differentials on

Σ with poles of order at most k allowed at the punctures, and Quad∗(Σ \ {p}, J) := ∪k∈NQuadk(Σ \ {p}, J).
Let also Quadϵ(S1) be the space of holomorphic quadratic differentials on the annulus {e−ϵ < |z| < eϵ}. Recall
that a holomorphic quadratic differential is a holomorphic tensor of type (2, 0). Therefore, its product with

a holomorphic vector field (a tensor of type −1) is a holomorphic one-form, which can be integrated along
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cycles. This induces the residue pairing

(qdz2, v∂z) :=
1

2iπ

∮
qvdz, ∀ qdz2 ∈ Quadϵ(S1), v∂z ∈ Vectϵ(S1).

This pairing is non-degenerate and we may view Quadϵ(S1) as the dual to Vectϵ(S1). (In fact, the topological

dual would be a space of distributional quadratic differentials on the circle, but we will only be concerned with

regular ones.) Under this pairing, the dual basis to the canonical basis vn = −zn+1∂z is v∗
n = −z−n−2dz2,

n ∈ Z. If qdz2 is a quadratic differential with a double pole at p, its Laurent expansion in the coordinate z has

the form ∆
z2 +O(z−1) for some ∆ ∈ C independent of the choice of local coordinate. It is called the residue of

qdz2 at p, and we write ∆ = Resp ϕdz
2.

By (4.1), the cotangent spaces to the Teichmüller spaces can be identified with the subspace of Quadϵ(S1)m+1

of those quadratic differentials vanishing against all vector fields in the quotient space. By the residue theorem,

a point in Quadϵ(S1)m+1 vanishes on Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J) if and only if it extends meromorphically to the whole

surface, with poles only allowed at the punctures. Similarly, a point in Quadϵ(S1) vanishes on Vectϵ0(D) (resp.
Vectϵ(D)) if and only if it has extends meromorphically to the whole disc, with a pole of order at most 2 (resp.

1) at 0, and no other poles. Therefore, we have the identifications

T ∗
Σ,J,p,ξ,ψT ϵ

Σ,m+1,↑ ≃ Quad∗(Σ \ {p}, J);
T ∗
Σ,J,p,ξTΣ,m+1,↑ ≃ Quad2(Σ \ {p}, J)

.T ∗
Σ,J,pTΣ,m+1 ≃ Quad1(Σ \ {p}, J).

(4.2)

We recover the standard fact that T ∗
Σ,J,pTΣ,m+1 is the space of meromorphic quadratic differentials with at

most simple poles at the punctures.

4.2.4. Examples. To conclude this section, we discuss the vectors and covectors generating the different types

of deformations.

We start with the plumbing coordinates. Let ζj : S1 → Σ be analytic loops giving a pants decomposition of

Σ, and recall that the plumbing deformation consists in replacing the unit circle by a straight annulus Aτj for

some τj ∈ H (if we view the unit circle as the degenerate annulus with τ = 0). Now, the element of Vectϵ(S1)
generating the straight annuli is the vector field −z∂z: indeed, we have Aτ = e2iπτz∂z for all τ ∈ H. Therefore,

the plumbing deformation along the loop ζj is generated by the vector field ∂τj defined in a neighbourhood of

ζj(S1) such that ζ∗j ∂τj = −z∂z. We also let qj be the dual basis, i.e.

1

2iπ

∮
ζj(S1)

qk∂τj = δk,j , ∀j, k ∈ {0, ..., 3g − 3 +m}.

Finally, we discuss bases and dual bases from Virasoro uniformisation. The main point is to exhibit rep-

resentatives of the equivalence classes in (4.1), which form a natural basis. We will write v
(j)
n = −zn+1

j ∂zj
for the Witt element generating a deformation at the point pj . If p0 is not a Weierstrass point, a con-

sequence of the Riemann-Roch theorem is that the vector fields (v
(0)
k )−3g+2 ⩽ k ⩽ −2 provide a basis for

TΣ,JTΣ. This basis is completed to a basis of TΣ,J,pTΣ,m+1 by adding the vector fields (v
(j)
−1)0 ⩽ j ⩽ m. Let

(q̃
(0)
k , q̃(j))−3g+2 ⩽ k ⩽ −2, 0 ⩽ j ⩽ m be the dual basis of meromorphic quadratic differentials. Notice that q̃(j)

has a simple pole at pj and no other poles. On the other hand, q̃
(0)
k has no poles.

From these descriptions, the matrix passing from the Virasoro generators to the plumbing basis can be

expressed as contour integrals and residues of quadratic differentials. By (4.1), for n ⩽ − 2, v
(0)
n projects to

a tangent vector in TΣ,JTΣ, which is expressed in the plumbing basis as

v(0)
n =

3g−3∑
k=1

(q
(0)
k ,v(0)

n )∂τk , (4.3)



32 GUILLAUME BAVEREZ AND BAOJUN WU

where we recall that the pairing is the residue at p0 of the meromorphic of the meromorphic form q
(0)
k v

(0)
n

defined in the neighbourhood of p0. In other words, the change of basis is given by the coefficients of the

Laurent expansions of the dual basis at the punctures.

The BPZ equations are naturally expressed as derivatives along vector fields in the Virasoro basis. The

change of basis above will be used in Section 4 to express the PDEs using differential operators along more

natural vector fields.

4.3. Line bundles over TΣ,m+1. In this section, we define two holomorphic line bundles over Teichmüller

spaces, which will serve to encode the anomalies coming from the conformal weights and the central charge.

Eventually, conformal blocks will be defined as D′(Q)m+1-valued sections of these line bundles.

4.3.1. Conformal weights. Fix some weights ∆ = (∆0, ...∆m) ∈ Cm+1. We define a line bundle L∆ over

Tg,m+1 as follows. The fibre at a point (Σ, J,p) is defined as

L∆
Σ,J,p :=

{
F : (πϵΣ,m+1)

−1{(Σ, J,p)} → C
∣∣∀(ξ,ψ) ∈ (πϵΣ,m+1)

−1{(Σ, J,p)}, ∀(f , τ ) ∈ (S̃ϵ+)m+1,

F ((ξ,ψ) · (f , τ ) =
m∏
j=0

(
e2iπτjf ′j(0)

)∆j
F (ξ,ψ)

}
.

(4.4)

The collection of lines L∆
Σ,J,p defines a holomorphic line bundle over TΣ,m+1. Its (holomorphic) sections

are (holomorphic) functions on T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ satisfying the transformation rule specified by (4.4) in the fibres of

πϵΣ,m+1.

Next, we define a connection in L∆. Namely, we will define an operator ∇∆ : Γ(L∆) → Γ(T ∗TΣ,m+1⊗L∆)

satisfying the Leibniz rule. Let v be a tangent vector field on TΣ,m+1 and ṽ be a lift of v in Γ(TT ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑)

which is invariant under the S̃ϵ+-action in the fibres of πϵΣ,m+1. By invariance, we mean that the vector field

acts to the left, i.e. it is represented by a collection of meromorphic vector fields v(j) in ψj(e
ϵD). Then, as

we vary ψj = z−1
j by acting with the semigroup (and keeping the complex structure fixed), the vector fields

v(j) are kept fixed during the deformation (even though their Laurent expansions in the new coordinate is

different). Such a lift always exists locally, and we write the Laurent expansions v(j) = −
∑
n∈Z v

(j)
n zn+1

j ∂zj
in the local coordinate coordinate zj .

Then, for a section F of L∆, we define

∇∆
v F := dF (ṽ) +

m∑
j=0

∆jv
(j)
0 F. (4.5)

Since sections of L∆ are functions on T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑, it makes sense to differentiate F in the direction ṽ. It is

unclear at this stage that this expression is independent of the choice of lift, and that this expression is indeed

a section of L∆. This is the content of the next proposition.

Proposition 4.1. The expression (4.5) defines a connection in L∆.

Proof. First, ∇∆
v is independent of the choice of lift: indeed, two such lifts differ by a vector field in w̃ in

ker(dπϵΣ,m+1), and the defining property of a section implies that dF (w̃) +
∑m
j=0 ∆jw

(j)
0 = 0.

Second, we show that ∇∆
v F is a section of L∆. For each Σ = (Σ, J,p, ξ,ψ) ∈ T ϵ

Σ,m+1,↑, let Σt =

(Σ, Jt,pt, ξt,ψt) be the flow generated by ṽ, defined for small |t| ⩾ 0. By Sϵ+-invariance, we have for all
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Σ ∈ T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ and all f̃ ∈ (Sϵ+)m+1,

dFΣ·f̃ (ṽ) = lim
t→0

1

t

(
F
(
(Σ · f̃)t

)
− F (Σ · f̃)

)
= lim
t→0

1

t

(
F (Σt · f̃)− F (Σ · f̃)

)
=

m∏
j=0

(
e2iπτjf ′j(0)

)∆j
lim
t→0

1

t
(F (Σt)− F (Σ))

=

m∏
j=0

(
e2iπτjf ′j(0)

)∆j
dFΣ(ṽ).

Thus, ∇∆
v F satisfies the defining covariance property (4.4), i.e. it is a local section of L∆. Moreover, since the

(4.5) does not depend on the choice of invariant lift, we can do this construction in coordinate patches where

this lift exists, and we get a globally defined operator ∇∆ : Γ(L∆) → Γ(T ∗TΣ,m+1 ⊗ L∆) which obviously

satisfies the Leibniz rule, i.e. ∇∆ is a connection in L∆. □

To end this section, we give a more explicit description of the connection form. Let q∆ ∈ Quad2(Σ\{p}, J),
such that Respj q∆ = ∆j for each j, i.e. q∆(zj) = ∆jz

−2
j + O(z−1

j ) in any local coordinate zj at pj . The

space of such differentials is an affine space modelled on Quad1(Σ \ {p}, J), which is of complex dimension

3g − 3 +m + 1. Pick a local frame (vk)0 ⩽ k ⩽ 3g−3+m on TTΣ,m+1; we can choose q∆ so that (q∆,vk) = 0

for each k. (For instance, if vk comes from plumbing coordinates, we require that the periods of q∆ along the

curves in the pant decomposition vanish.) Now, choose invariant lifts ṽk of vk in Γ(TT ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑). Each ṽk is

represented as a tuple of vector fields (v
(j)
k )0 ⩽ j ⩽ 3g−3, with Laurent expansion v

(j)
k = −

∑
n∈Z v

(j)
k,nz

n+1
j ∂zj .

Then, by construction, we have (q∆, ṽk) = −
∑m
j=0 ∆jv

(j)
k,0. From (4.5), we get that for all v in our frame,

∇∆
v = d− (q∆, ṽ) = d−

m∑
j=0

Respj q∆v(j),

so that q∆ can be interpreted as the connection form of ∇∆. This presentation of the connection form will

be useful in the computations of Section 5.

4.3.2. Central charge. In [BGK+23a], the conformal blocks are constructed from pants decomposition ζ. The

dependence on the particular choice of curves is mild: it is encoded in a certain cocycle, whose construction we

summarise now. The cocycle allows us to construct a line bundle over Teichmüller space, of which conformal

blocks are sections.

Recall that a pants decomposition defines an atlas on Σ by mapping each pant Pk to its model form

(ψ1,k, ψ2,k, ψ3,k). Morever, the transition functions are of the form Θj = ψkj ,lj ◦ ψ−1
k′j ,l

′
j
if ψkj ,lj (S1) and

ψk′j ,l′j (S
1) are the two sides of the jth curve ζj . The two sides parametrised by ψkj ,lj and ψk′j ,l′j have opposite

orientations, and we choose ψkj ,lj to be the incoming (positively oriented). In [BGK+23a, Section 4], an

analytic two-cocycle Υ is constructed in the fibres of πϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑: it satisfies

Υ(ζ0, ζ2) = Υ(ζ0, ζ1) + Υ(ζ1, ζ2)

for every pants decompositions ζ0, ζ1, ζ2 of a given point Σ ∈ T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑. For a fixed ζ0, the map ζ 7→ Υ(ζ0, ζ)

is an analytic function in the fibres. Let ϑζ be the differential of this function at the identity: this defines a

differential form in the fibres of πϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑. This differential form has the following simple expression [BGK+23a,

Section 4]

ϑζ =

3g−3∑
j=0

Sψkj ,lj − Sψk′j ,l′j =

2g−2∑
k=0

3∑
l=1

σ(k, l)Sψk,l, (4.6)

where σ(k, l) = ±1 depending on the orientation of the boundary, and Sψ = (ψ
′′

ψ′ )
′− 1

2 (
ψ′′

ψ′ )
2 is the Schwarzian

derivative, viewed as a quadratic differential in D (or D∗). Therefore, ϑζ is indeed a differential form since
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it can be paired with holomorphic vector fields (= tangent vectors to Teichmüller space). The very right-

hand-side of (4.6) expresses ϑ as a sum of differential forms on the Teichüller spaces of each pair of pants in

the decomposition. Thus, the formula ϑ extends naturally to a differential form on T ϵ,G
Σ,m+1,↑, which is still

denoted the same. On the other hand, standard properties of the Schwarzian derivative allow one to express

Sψkj ,lj −Sψk′j ,l′j in terms of SΘj only, so that ϑζ is determined by the transition functions of the atlas specified

by ζ.

The cocycle allows us to define a complex line LcLΣ over the point Σ ∈ T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ by

LcLΣ =
{
F : (πϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑)

−1{Σ} → C
∣∣∣∀ζ0, ζ1 ∈ (πϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑)

−1{Σ}, F (ζ1) = ecLΥ(ζ0,ζ1)F (ζ0)
}
. (4.7)

The collection of all these lines as we vary the complex structure defines a holomorphic line bundle over

T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑. The (holomorphic) sections of this line bundle are (holomorphic) functions on the whole space

(Teichmüller with pant decomposition) satisfying the covariance condition (4.7) in the fibres (pants decompo-

sitions).

Next, we define a connection ∇cL in LcL , following a similar procedure as before. First, we explain how to

lift vector fields on T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ to vector fields on T ϵ,G

Σ,m+1,↑. Let Σ ∈ T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ and v ∈ TΣT ϵ

Σ,m+1,↑, represented

as a collection of holomorphic vector fields (v(j))0 ⩽ j ⩽ m in the neighbourhood of the unit circle. Now, pick a

pants decomposition ζ of Σ, cutting Σ into pairs of pants (Pk). If pj belongs to Pk, we can expand −z−n+1
j ∂zj ,

n ⩾ 2, at the other marked points of Pk, and these will be regular at the other marked points. As a result, we

can express v as a tuple (vk,l)0 ⩽ k ⩽ 2g−2, 1 ⩽ l ⩽ 3 of elements of Vectϵ(D), generating deformations of the pairs

of pants. This expression is not unique, and the trivial deformations correspond to the kernel of dπϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑.

Therefore, a lift ṽ = (ṽ(k,l))0 ⩽ k ⩽ 2g−2, 1 ⩽ l ⩽ 3 of v is represented by a collection of holomorphic vector fields

in D which deforms the pairs of pants and generates the deformation of the glued surface induced by v. These

correspond the infinitesimal action of S̃ϵ on each boundary of the pairs of pants. By pushing forward with the

model forms ψk,l, we can view the vector field ṽ(k,l) as living on the pair of pants rather than the unit disc.

Upon gluing, we can also view it as a holomorphic vector field in the neighbourhood of the gluing curve. In

each fibre of πϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑, the complex structure of the glued and only the pants decomposition on top changes.

We will say that the lift is invariant in the fibres of πϵ,GΣ,m+1,↑ if each v(k,l) is constant as a vector field on the

pair of pants (however, its Laurent expansion in the non-constant local coordiate zk,l = ψ−1
k,l changes under

the action of the semigroup).

With these preliminaries in hand, we can define the connection as follows: for every F ∈ Γ(LcL) and vector

fields v ∈ Γ(TT ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑), we set

∇cL
v F := dF (ṽ)− cL

12
ϑ(ṽ)F, (4.8)

where ṽ is any (local) lift of v to a vector field on T ϵ,G
Σ,m+1,↑. The proof that ∇cL

v F is a well-defined section of

LcL independent of the lift goes exactly the same way as for ∇∆, and we omit it.

Proposition 4.2. The expression (4.8) defines a connection in LcL .

Remark 7. A projective structure on (Σ, J) is a subatlas of charts whose transition functions are (restrictions

of) Möbius transformations. The set of all projective structures is an affine bundle of dimension 3g−3+m+1

over TΣ,m+1, with the fibre modelled on Quad1(Σ \ {p}, J). Upon choosing a section of this bundle and

restricting to pants decompositions which are compatible with this projective structure, the differential form

ϑ vanishes and the cocycle Υ becomes trivial. An example of such section has been described at the end

of Section 4.2.3; it is holomorphic but not global. Another well-known projective structure is the Fuchsian

projective structure, using the uniformisation of hyperbolic surfaces by the upper-half plane. The Fuchsian

section is global, real analytic, but not holomorphic [McM00, Section 2].
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4.4. Conformal blocks and proof of Theorem 1.3. We are ready to introduce the conformal blocks, as

studied in [BGK+23a]. The actual definition is not relevant for our purposes, and we refer to [BGK+23a] for

details. Instead, we will only state the essential geometric properties that they satisfy. In fact, we choose to use

these properties as a definition of a conformal block. For convenience, we will take all boundary components

to be incoming. In the sequel, we will write

L := L∆ ⊗ LcL ,

which is a holomorphic line bundle over TΣ,m+1 with connection ∇ whose connection form is the sum of the

connection forms of ∇∆ and ∇cL . Sections of L are functions on T ϵ,G
Σ,m+1,↑ satisfying both covariance properties

(4.4) and (4.7). We will sometimes need to consider the pullback of LcL to T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑, and we will keep denoting

this pullback by LcL . Whenever some confusion is possible, we will state explicitly over which manifold we

take this line bundle.

Definition 4.1. A conformal block B is a holomorphic section of LcL over T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ with values inD′(Q)⊗(m+1),

satisfying

1. Ward identities.

For all meromorphic vector fields v ∈ Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J),
m∑
j=0

B ◦ L(j)
vj

= 0,

where v(j) := ψ∗
jv ∈ Vectϵ∗(D\{0}), and L

(j)

v(j) acts on the jth-factor of D′(Q)⊗(m+1) and is the identity

elsewhere.

2. Horizontality.

For all v = (v(0), ...,v(m)) ∈ Vectϵ(S1)m+1,

∇cL
[v]B =

m∑
j=0

B ◦ L(j)

v(j) , (4.9)

where [v] ∈ TT ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑ is the equivalence class of v (modulo Vect∗(Σ \ {p}, J)).

The Ward identities ensure that the horizontality condition is consistent, i.e. (4.9) does not depend on the

representative of [v]. In [BGK+23a], the horizontality equation differs by a minus sign, which is due to the

convention of Remark 6.

Let us make a few comments on this definition and the links with the formulation of CFT found in algebraic

geometry [Fre07] and physics [Tes17]. We keep the discussion of this paragraph at an informal level. At each

point in T ϵ
Σ,m+1,↑, the conformal Ward identities identify a subspace of D′(Q)⊗(m+1). This subspace is the sum

of kernels of linear maps indexed by Vect∗(Σ\{p}, J). As the complex structure varies, it forms a subbundle of

LcL⊗D′(Q)⊗(m+1). Then, (4.9) can be interpreted geometrically by saying that conformal blocks are horizontal

sections of this subbundle, with respect to the connection ∇cL −
∑m
j=0 L

(j). Here, L(j) is the differential form

v 7→
∑m
j=0 L

(j)

v(j) ∈ L(D(Q)⊗m+1;D′(Q)⊗m+1), so it has the correct interpretation as a connection form. The

commutation relations of the Virasoro algebra imply that the curvature form is −dL − [L ∧ L] = −cLωid,
where ω is the Virasoro cocycle B.1. In particular, the connection is projectively flat. The conformal Ward

identity ensure the consistency of this definition. One of the main differences of our approach is that we

work in an analytic setting, whereas the setup of algebraic geometry is formal. In physics, the connection

form is usually gathered into a formal generating series with expansion T (zj) =
∑
n∈Z L

(j)
n z−n−2

j dz2j at pj .

By the residue theorem, the conformal Ward identities say that these local expressions extend to a global

L(D(Q)⊗(m+1),D′(Q)⊗(m+1))-valued quadratic differential on the surface. In fact, it is rather a cL-connection

in the sense of [FS87] (a.k.a. a projective connection), due to the fact that the blocks are sections of LcL

rather than functions on Teichmüller space.
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The conformal blocks are defined as multilinear maps on D(Q), so we get a scalar after evaluating them

on primary fields. Due to conformal anomalies, we do not get a function on Teichmüller space, but the next

lemma states that we get instead a holomorphic section of L over TΣ,m+1.

Lemma 4.3. Let α = (α0, ..., αm) ∈ Cm+1 satisfying the Seiberg bounds. Then B(⊗mj=0Ψαj
) is a holomorphic

section of L over TΣ,m+1.

Proof. A vector field v∂z ∈ Vectϵ(D) is Markovian if Re(z̄v(z)) < 0 for all z ∈ S1. Such vector fields generate

flows in Sϵ [BGK+23b]. Let v∂z ∈ Vectϵ(D) Markovian, and ft ∈ Sϵ+ be its flow, i.e. ∂tft = v◦ft and f0 = idD.

We have f ′t(0) = etv
′(0), so we can lift this flow in S̃ϵ by f̃t = (e−itIm(v′(0))ft,

t
2π Im(v′(0))).

Now, let us consider m+1 such flows f̃ t = (f̃0,t..., f̃m,t) generated by Markovian vector fields v(0), ...,v(m),

and let Bt := B(Σ,J,z,ξ,ψ)·f̃t
. Using (4.9), the holomorphicity of B, and the definition of primary fields, we get

∂tBt(⊗mj=0Ψαj ) =

m∑
j=0

Bt
(
L
(j)

v(j) ⊗mj=1 Ψαj

)
=

m∑
j=0

v′j(0)∆αjBt(⊗mj=0Ψαj ).

Integrating this expression gives

Bt(⊗mj=0Ψαj
) =

m∏
j=0

etv
′
j(0)∆jB0(⊗mj=0Ψαj

).

which prove the result when f̃ is the flow of Markovian vector fields. This generalises immediately to the case

where f̃ is a piecewise flow of Markovian vector fields. Finally, it is shown in [BGK+23a, Section 2] that the

set of such flows is dense in S̃ϵ+, which concludes the proof. □

Theorem 1.3 now easily follows from all our previous considerations.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. In the setup of Theorem 1.3, we have m+1 distinct marked points p0, ..., pm ∈ Σ, and

a degenerate field Ψα0 at p0, i.e. α0 = αr,s for some r, s ∈ N∗. We will consider all the deformations from the

marked point p0, e.g. for v ∈ Vectϵ(S1), Lv = ∇[v] is the deformation generated by the vector field (ψ0)∗v in

a neighbourhood of ψ0(S1). We also write Ln = Lzn+1
0 ∂z0

for notational simplicity.

From Lemma 4.3, B(⊗mj=0Ψαj
) is a section of L = LcL ⊗ L∆ over TΣ,m+1, so we can act on it with the

connection operator Lv = ∇[v]. The horizontality property (4.9) gives:

LvB(⊗mj=0Ψαj
) = B ◦

(
LvΨα0

⊗ (⊗mj=1Ψαj
)
)
.

By induction on the length of the partition, we get for all ν = (ν1, ..., νℓ) ∈ T :

L−νB(⊗mj=0Ψαj
) = B

(
L−νΨαr,s

⊗ (⊗mj=1Ψαj
)
)
.

By Theorem 1.2, we have a non-trivial linear relation
∑

|ν|=rs σ
r,s
ν Ψαr,s,ν = 0 in e−βcD(Q), hence∑

|ν|=rs

σr,sν L−ν
(
B
(
⊗mj=0Ψαj

))
=
∑

|ν|=rs

σr,sν B
(
L−νΨαr,s

⊗ (⊗mj=1Ψαj
)
)
= 0.

□

Remark 8. In general, one could evaluate a conformal block on arbitrary fields (not necessarily primaries),

but the result would not give a section of L∆. An important class of fields are the “irregular fields” which

were first studied in [GT12]. Roughly speaking, an irregular field of rank k ⩾ 0 is the image by the Poisson

operator of free field states of the form e
∑k

n=1 unA−n1 for some scalars (un)1 ⩽ n ⩽ k with uk ̸= 0. Irregular

conformal blocks satisfy more complicated properties than (4.4). For an irregular field of rank k, the result

should be a section of a certain vector bundle of rank k + 1 encoding the dependence on a (k + 1)-jet of local

coordinate at the punctures (the case k = 0 corresponding to primary fields). Connections in this bundle
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are described by meromorphic quadratic differentials with higher-order poles, so this should be related to the

theory of wild Teichmüller space.

The existence of irregular fields is an interesting probabilistic question: formally they correspond to the

limit of (3.18) as t → ∞ for ε > 0 fixed. In Lemma 3.11, we only extract the coefficients of the power series

expansion in ε and compute the limit coefficient by coefficient, but we do not ask about the convergence of

the series. It would be interesting to study this series in more details, and deduce properties of Gaussian

multiplicative chaos.

5. Differential operators on TΣ,m+1

In this section, we compute the Virasoro differential operators acting on TΣ,m+1. A meromorphic vector

field v = v∂z0 in the neighbourhood of p0 projects to a tangent vector [v] ∈ TΣ,J,pTΣ,m+1 (see Section 4.2.2).

We can feed this tangent vector to the connection ∇ in L = LcL ⊗ L∆, and we write

Lv := ∇[v].

In every trivialisation, this is a first order partial differential operator on TΣ,m+1. The goal of this section is

to express this operator in more natural coordinates than Virasoro uniformisation. This is a purely geometric

exercise and the result is well-known (at least in low genus) [Tes17, Rib14, EO87], but our method does not

seem to appear elsewhere. The expressions are explicit in genus g ⩽ 1.

The strategy is the following. First, we choose a section of the bundle of projective structures over TΣ,m+1,

and we restrict ourselves to pants decompositions which are compatible with this projective structure. Fol-

lowing Remark 7, this kills the conformal anomaly encoded in LcL . Second, we pick a preferred frame for

TTΣ,m+1 (e.g. plumbing coordinates), and compute the dual frame of quadratic differentials. Third, we com-

pute the meromorphic quadratic differential q∆ which serves as the connection in L∆. With this data, we

can expand the tangent frame coming from Virasoro uniformisation in our preferred frame, and express the

Virasoro operators Ln as derivatives along vector fields in this frame. Essentially, this consists in expanding

the dual frame in the local coordinate z0 at the marked point p0.

5.1. The Riemann sphere. We consider the Riemann sphere Ĉ = C ∪ {∞} with m+ 4 ⩾ 4 marked points.

We use the standard coordinates z in C and z−1 in Ĉ \ {0}. This gives a canonical projective structure since

the transition function z−1 on C \ {0} is Möbius. We fix three marked points at 0, 1,∞, and the other marked

points pj come with a canonical local coordinate zj = z− pj , j ∈ {0, ...,m}. As frequently done, we will abuse

notations by identifying pj with its local coordinate zj . Note however that this switches the sign of ∂zj . We

let ∆̃0, ∆̃∞, ∆̃1 be the conformal weights at 0, 1,∞, and ∆0, ...,∆m the conformal weights at p0, ..., pm. We

have a holomorphic frame (∂z0 , ..., ∂zm) on TTĈ,m+4. The dual basis of quadratic differentials is

q−1,j(z) =
zj(zj − 1)

z(z − 1)(z − zj)
, 0 ⩽ j ⩽ m.

Each q−1,jdz
2 has a simple pole at zj , 0, 1,∞, and

Res
z=pj

q−1,jdz = 1; Res
z=0

q−1,jdz = zj − 1; Res
z=1

q−1,jdz = −zj ; Res
z=∞

q−1,jdz = zj(zj − 1).

The connection form in L∆ is the quadratic differential

q∆(z) =
∆̃0

z2(1− z)
+

∆̃1

z(1− z)2
− ∆̃∞

z(1− z)
+

m∑
j=0

∆j

z(1− 2zj) + z2j
z(1− z)(z − zj)2

.

It is the unique quadratic differential with a double pole at 0, 1,∞, z0, ..., zm and residues ∆̃0, ∆̃1, ∆̃∞,∆0, ...,∆m,

and which vanishes against ∂z0 , ..., ∂zm .
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For n ⩾ 2, the differential operators L−n = L(0)
−n on TĈ,m+4 corresponding to the deformation z−n+1

0 ∂z0 is

then given by

L−n =

m∑
j=0

(
Res
z=z0

q−1,j(z)

(z − z0)n−1
dz

)
∂zj + Res

z=z0

q∆(z)

(z − z0)n−1
dz

= −
m∑
j=0

∑
w∈{zj ,0,1,∞}

(
Res
z=w

q−1,j(z)

(z − z0)n−1
dz

)
∂zj −

∑
w∈{z,0,1,∞}

Res
z=w

q∆(z)

(z − z0)n−1
dz.

These coefficients are just obtained from the Laurent expansions of q−1,j and q∆ around z0. However, the

forms
q−1,jdz

(z−z0)n−1 and q∆dz
(z−z0)n−1 are meromorphic on Ĉ with simple poles at {0, 1,∞, zj}, and it is simpler

to apply the residue as in the last line. In the literature, these operators are usually expressed as a linear

combination of derivatives in all marked points, including the fixed ones at 0, 1,∞ (see e.g. [Rib14, Section

2.2.2]). However, this is not a basis of the tangent frame because it is not linearly independent (due to Möbius

automorphisms). Our approach with the dual frame gives a direct way to express the operator in the basis

∂z0 , ..., ∂zm .

For instance, one finds

L−2 =
2z0 − 1

z0(1− z0)
∂z0 +

m∑
j=1

1− zj
z0(zj − z0)

∂zj +
∆̃0

z20(1− z0)
+

∆̃1

z0(1− z0)2
+

∆0 − ∆̃∞

z0(1− z0)
+

m∑
j=1

∆j(1− z0zj)

z0(1− z0)(1− zj)
.

If m = 0 and α0 ∈ {α1,2, α2,1} is degenerate at level 2, we recover the usual BPZ operator at level 2 [Tes17,

Equation (1.21)] (relabeling α := α0, ∆0 := ∆̃0, ∆1 := ∆̃1, ∆∞ := ∆̃∞, and u = z0)

1

α2
L−1 + L−2 =

1

α2
∂2uu +

2u− 1

u(1− u)
∂u +

∆0

u2(1− u)
+

∆1

u(1− u)2
+

∆α −∆∞

u(1− u)
.

5.2. Elliptic curves. We write T = C/Z2 viewed as a smooth surface, and TT,m+1 its Teichmüller space with

m + 1 marked points. This is a space of complex dimension m + 1. A point in TT,m+1 is represented by an

elliptic curve Tτ = C/(Z+τZ) for some τ ∈ H, and m+1 distinct marked points. This presentation endows Tτ
with a canonical affine stucture, i.e. an atlas with affine transition functions. In particular, an affine structure

gives a projective structure (since affine maps are Möbius). We identify Tτ with the fundamental domain of

Figure 4. This domain has the standard coordinate z on C. As in the genus zero case, we identify the marked

points pj with their canonical coordinate zj = z − pj , and make the same caveat about signs. We fix z0 = 0

to kill the translation invariance.

0

τ

1

z1

z2
z31

e2iπτ ζ = 1
2iπ

log

q1

q2

q3

Figure 4. The elliptic curve Tτ with four marked points (z0 = 0), represented as a parallelo-

gramme with opposite sides identified. The a-cycle (resp. b-cycle) is in red (resp. blue). The

standard mapping ζ = 1
2iπ log : Aτ → Tτ (defined away from the b-cut) gives the parametri-

sation of the a-cycle. The vector field ∂τ generating the deformation of the complex structure

is pulled-back to the annulus as 1
2iπ q∂q (with q = ζ−1 = e2iπτ ).
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We will be needing the Jacobi ϑ-function and the Weierstrass ℘-function, with the Laurent expansions

around z = 0:

ϑ′(z; τ)

ϑ(z; τ)
=

1

z
+
ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)
z −

∞∑
n=1

G2n+2(τ)z
2n+1;

℘(z; τ) =
1

z2
+

∞∑
n=1

(2n+ 1)G2n+2(τ)z
2n,

where Gn(τ) =
∑

(k,l)∈Z2\{(0,0)}(k + lτ)−n is the Eisenstein series for n ⩾ 3 and τ ∈ H.

The parametrisation of the a-cycle is ζ : S1 → [0, 1), z 7→ 1
2iπ log z, which extends to an embedding of the

straight annulus Aτ to the domain Tτ (away from the b-cut). The vector field ∂τ generating the deformation

of the complex structure is represented by the constant vector field ∂z on the a-cycle: the pairing of a

quadratic differential qdz2 is (qdz2, ∂τ ) = 1
2iπ

∫ 1

0
qdz. The basis of quadratic differentials dual to the frame

(∂τ , ∂z1 , ..., ∂zm) is then

q−2(z) := 2iπ;

q−1,j(z) :=
ϑ′(z − zj ; τ)

ϑ(z − zj ; τ)
− ϑ′(z; τ)

ϑ(z; τ)
, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ m.

Indeed, one checks from the Laurent expansions above that q−1,j has a simple pole at zj (and z0 = 0), with

unit residue at zj . Using the value
∫ 1

0
℘(z; τ)dz = ϑ′′′(0;τ)

3ϑ′(0;τ) , the connection in L∆ is given by the quadratic

differential

q∆(z) :=

m∑
j=0

∆j

(
℘(z − zj ; τ)−

ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)

)
.

It has a double pole at zj with residue ∆j , and it vanishes against the frame (∂τ , ∂z1 , ..., ∂zm) since its a-period

vanishes and it has no simple poles.

Now, we have the following Laurent expansions around 0:

q∆(z) = ∆0

(
1

z2
− ϑ′′′(0; τ)

ϑ′(0; τ)
+

∞∑
n=1

(2n+ 1)G2n+2z
2n

)
−

m∑
j=1

∆j

(
ϑ′′′(0; τ)

ϑ′(0; τ)
−

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

n!
℘(n)(zj ; τ)z

n

)
,

q−1,j(z) = −1

z
− ϑ′(zj ; τ)

ϑ(zj ; τ)
+
ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)
z +

∞∑
n=1

G2n+2z
2n+1 +

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n

(n− 1)!
℘(n−1)(zj ; τ)z

n.

The expression for the differential operators Ln = L(0)
n is then obtained by evaluating the pairings of

zn+1∂z against the dual basis of quadratic differentials and the connection q∆, i.e. by looking at the Laurent

expansions at 0. For n ⩾ 1 and j = 1, ...,m, we find

L(j)
−1 := ∂zj ; L−1 = 0;

L−2 := 2iπ∂τ −
m∑
j=1

ϑ′(zj ; τ)

ϑ(zj ; τ)
∂zj −∆α0

ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)
−

m∑
j=1

∆αj

(
ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)
− ℘(zj ; τ)

)
,

L−2n−2 := ∆α0
(2n+ 1)G2n+2(τ) +

1

(2n)!

m∑
j=1

(
℘(2n−1)(zj ; τ)∂zj +∆αj

℘(2n)(zj ; τ)
)
,

L−2n−1 :=
1

(2n− 1)!

m∑
j=1

((
(2n− 1)G2n(τ)− ℘(2n−2)(zj ; τ)

)
∂zj −∆αj

℘(2n−1)(zj ; τ)
)
.

(5.1)

Note that for n > 2, L−n has no derivative in the modulus τ . This is due to the fact that ℘(n−3) has a unique

pole of order n− 1 at 0 and vanishing residue, so the deformation generated by z−n+1
0 ∂z0 is equivalent to the
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one generated by germs of holomorphic vector fields at the marked points. These vector fields only move the

marked points but don’t change the complex structure.

As an application, we can write the BPZ equation at level 2 on the torus with two marked points at (0, z).

We put a degenerate weight α0 ∈ {α1,2, α2,1} at z and an arbitrary weight α at 0. The BPZ operator is then

given by

1

α2
0

L2
−1 + L−2 = 2iπ∂τ +

1

α2
0

∂2uu −
ϑ′(u; τ)

ϑ′(u; τ)
∂u −∆α0

ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)
−∆α1

(
ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)
− ℘(u; τ)

)
.

Remark 9. On T ϵ
T,1, we have a Virasoro frame (v−2,vn)n ⩾ 0, and from the Laurent expansions, we see that

the dual basis is expressed in terms of derivatives of the Weierstrass ℘-functions. This allows us to expand ∂τ
in the Virasoro frame to get

2iπ∂τ =

(
1

z
+
ϑ′′′(0; τ)

3ϑ′(0; τ)
z −

∞∑
n=1

G2n+2z
2n+1

)
∂z =

ϑ′(z; τ)

ϑ(z; τ)
∂z.

5.3. Hyperbolic surfaces. In this section, we suppose that Σ has genus g ⩾ 2. Every point (Σ, J) ∈ TΣ
can be represented as Γ\D for some Fuchsian subgroup Γ of PSL2(R). The local inverses of the canonical

projection D → Γ\D give an atlas with transition functions in PSL2(R), so we get a canonical projective

structure (it is known as the Fuchsian projectie structure). We pick a fundamental domain F and use the

standard coordinate z inherited from D. Let z0, z1, ..., zm ∈ F be the unique representatives of the marked

points in F (again, we identify the marked points with the canonical local coordinate).

Let G be a connected graph encoding a pair of pants decomposition. In each homotopy class of curves in G,
there is a unique geodesic representative (for the hyperbolic metric). Since geodesics are circle arcs in D (which

are preserved by Möbius transformations), the geodesic representative of the pair of pants decomposition is

compatible with the Fuchsian projective structure. Moreover, the plumbing coordinates induced from these

geodesics define a new projective structure [Dum09, Section 4]; namely, we get a local section of the bundle of

projective structure over the plumbing chart. Let (∂τ1 , ..., ∂τ3g−3
) be the corresponding frame, i.e. ∂τj generates

the plumbing deformation from the jth curve. Then, (∂τ1 , ..., ∂τ3g−3 , ∂z0 , ...∂zm) is a local holomorphic frame

on TTΣ,m. Let (q−2,1, ..., q−2,3g−3, q−1,0, ..., q−1,m) be the dual frame on T ∗TΣ,m. The quadratic differential

q−2,k is holomorphic on (Σ, J) for each k = 1, ..., 3g− 3, while q−1,j has a simple pole at zj and no other pole.

Let Quad∆2 (Σ\{z}, J) be the subspace of Quad2(Σ\{z}, J) consisting of meromorphic quadratic differentials

qdz2 on (Σ, J) with double poles at the punctures (and no other poles), and expansion

q(z) =
∆j

(z − zj)2
+O((z − zj)

−1),

namely Reszj qdz
2 = ∆j . The space Quad∆2 (Σ\{z}, J) is an affine space of complex dimension 3g−3+m+1,

modelled on Quad1(Σ \ {z}, J). The collection of such spaces as (Σ, J,z) varies in TΣ,m+1 defines an affine

bundle Quad∆2 → TΣ,m+1. There exists a unique q∆ ∈ Quad∆2 (Σ \ {z}, J) such that

(q∆, ∂τk) = (q∆, ∂zj ) = 0, ∀k = 1, ..., 3g − 3, ∀j = 0, ...,m.
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This q∆ is the connection in L∆, and it defines a holomorphic section of Quad∆2 . We write the Laurent

expansions around z0 in the coordinate z:

q−2,k(z) =:

∞∑
n=2

ϖn
−2,k(z − z0)

n−2; k = 1, ..., 3g − 3

q−1,0(z) =:

∞∑
n=1

ϖn
−1,j(z − z0)

n−2;

q−1,j(z) =:

∞∑
n=2

ϖn
−1,j(z − z0)

n−2; j = 1, ...,m

q∆(z) =:
∆0

(z − z0)2
+

∞∑
n=1

ϖn
∆(z − z0)

n−2.

The coefficients in these expansions are holomorphic on TΣ,m+1 since the quadratic differentials involved vary

holomorphically on TΣ,m+1. The BPZ operators L−n = L(0)
−n are then given for n ⩾ 2 by

L−n =

3g−3∑
k=1

ϖn
−2,k∂τk +

m∑
j=0

(
ϖn

−1,j∂zj +∆jϖ
n
∆

)
,

which is the form written in (1.3).

Appendix A. Martingales of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

Let (Ω, (Ft)t ⩾ 0,P) be a filtered probability space on which is defined a standard Brownian motion (Wt)t ⩾ 0.

The Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU) process with parameters κ, σ > 0 is the solution to the SDE

dUt = −κUtdt+ σdWt.

The process Mt := eκtUt is a martingale and solves the SDE

dMt = σeκtdWt.

Its quadratic variation is given by

[M ]t = σ2

∫ t

0

e2κsds =
σ2

κ
eκt sinh(κt).

For each ε ∈ R, we can form the exponential martingale

Eε(t) := eεMt− ε2

2 [M ]t .

The initial value is Eε(0) = eεU0 . This martingale is real analytic in ε, and we can write

Eε(t) =:

∞∑
n=0

Mn(t)
εn

n!
,

where each Mn is a martingale. Explicitly, Mn(t) = [M ]
n/2
t Hen(

Mt

[M ]
1/2
t

), where Hen is the nth Hermite

polynomial. For instance, we have M1(t) =Mt and M2(t) =M2
t − [M ]t.

By the Girsanov transform, reweighting the measure by e−εU0Eε(t) amounts to the shiftMt 7→Mt+ε[M ]t, or

equivalently Ut 7→ Ut+
εσ2

κ sinh(κt). More precisely, we have for every measurable function F : C0([0, t0]) → R,

E [Eε(t0)F ((Ut)0 ⩽ t ⩽ t0)] = eεU0E

[
F

((
Ut +

εσ2

κ
sinh(κt)

)
0 ⩽ t ⩽ t0

)]
. (A.1)

The shifted process and the original one are mutually absolutely continuous up to finite t0, but they are

singular for t0 = ∞ (since the shifted process diverges to sgn(ε)∞ almost surely).



42 GUILLAUME BAVEREZ AND BAOJUN WU

Appendix B. The Virasoro algebra

For the reader’s convenience, we recall some notions and terminology from the representation theory of the

Virasoro algebra. The main reference is [KRR13]. The interested reader will find more information on the

structure of degenerate highest-weight modules in [Ast97].

The (complex) Witt algebra w is the infinite dimensional Lie algebra of holomorphic vector fields in the

neighbourhood of the unit circle S1. The commutation relations read

[v∂z, w∂z] = (vw′ − v′w)∂z, ∀ v∂z, w∂z ∈ w.

It admits the generators vn = −zn+1∂z, and the commutation relations for the generators is the familiar

formula

[vn,vm] = (n−m)vn+m.

The Witt algebra admits an sl2-Lie subalgebra spanned by {v−1,v0,v1}: these are the polynomial vector

fields on the Riemann sphere generating Möbius transformations.

The Virasoro cocycle is the 2-cocycle on w given by

ω(v∂z, w∂z) :=
1

24iπ

∮
S1
v′′′wdz. (B.1)

In terms of the generators, we have (vn,vm) 7→ 1
12 (n

3−n)δn,−m. The Virasoro algebra v is the corresponding

central extension of w. It is customary to write the generators (Ln)n∈Z and the central element c, so that the

commutation relations read:

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
c

12
(n3 − n)δn,−m; [Ln, c] = 0.

From the commutation relations, we have a Lie subalgebra v+ (resp. v−) generated by {Ln, n ⩾ 1} (resp.

{Ln, n ⩽ − 1}). An integer partition is a non-decreasing sequence of integers with finitely many non-zero

terms. The set of integer partitions is denoted T . By the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem, the universal

enveloping algebra U(v−) admits a linear basis {L−ν = L−ν1L−ν2 · · ·L−νℓ | ν = (ν1, ..., νℓ) ∈ T }. The level of

a partition is the number |ν| =
∑∞
n=1 νn partitioned by ν.

A Virasoro module is a vector space V together with a bilinear map ρ : v× V → V, (Ln, v) 7→ Ln · v such

that [Ln, Lm] · v = Ln · (Lm · v)−Lm · (Ln · v). We will always consider modules such that there exists cL ∈ C
such that c · v = cLv for all v ∈ V . The scalar cL is called the central charge. A module V is irreducible if it

contains no non-trivial proper submodule.

A vector v ∈ V is a highest-weight vector of (highest) weight ∆ ∈ C if Ln ·v = 0 for all n ⩾ 1 and L0 ·v = ∆v.

A module V is a highest-weight module of (highest) weight ∆ if V = span{L−ν · v| ν ∈ T } for some highest-

weight vector v. Namely, V is obtained by acting on v with U(v−). From the commutation relations, L−ν · v
is an eigenstate of L0 with eigenvalue ∆ + |ν|. This gives a grading of V by the level: V = ⊕N∈NVN . The

space V0 is one-dimensional (spanned by v), and the vectors at level N > 0 are the descendants of v. It is

customary to parametrise the central charge and the highest weight with the so-called Liouville parameters

γ, α ∈ C:
cL = 1 + 6Q2; ∆ =

α

2
(Q− α

2
),

and Q = γ
2 +

2
γ . Notice that the map (γ, α) 7→ (cL,∆) is not one-to-one, since ∆ is invariant under α 7→ 2Q−α

and cL is invariant under γ 7→ 4
γ .

A Verma module is a highest-weight module such that the canonical map U(v−) → V, L−ν 7→ L−ν · v is

a linear isomorphism. For each cL,∆ ∈ C, the Verma module with central charge cL and highest-weight ∆

exists and is unique up to isomorphism. It is denoted M(cL,∆). Any highest-weight module V is isomorphic

to the quotient of M(cL,∆) by a proper submodule. We then have a canonical projection M(cL,∆) → V

sending L−ν to the descendant state L−ν · v ∈ V . It is a fact that any submodule of a highest-weight module
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is itself a highest-weight module. A vector w ∈ V is singular if it is both a descendant and a highest-weight

vector. Any non-zero singular vector generates a highest-weight module, soM(cL,∆) is irreducible if and only

if it contains no non-zero singular vectors. The maximal proper submodule I(cL,∆) is the (unique) proper

submodule containing all other proper submodules. The quotient

V (cL,∆) :=M(cL,∆)/I(cL,∆)

is irreducible.

For each ν, ν′ ∈ T with the same level N , Lν′ ·(L−ν ·v) is at level zero, so we have Lν′ ·(L−ν ·v) = SN (ν, ν′)v

for some scalar SN (ν, ν′). The matrix (SN (ν, ν′))|ν|=|ν′|=N is called the Shapovalov matrix and it defines a

bilinear form on the level-N subspace of V (cL,∆). It is non-degenerate for all N ∈ N if and only if V (cL,∆) is

irreducible. More precisely, I(cL,∆) coincides with the kernel of the Shapovalov form. The Kac determinant

formula gives an explicit expression for the determinant of the Shapovalov matrix

detSN ∝
∏

1 ⩽ rs ⩽ N

(∆−∆r,s)
p(N−rs),

where ∆r,s is the weight corresponding to αr,s = Q− γ
2 r −

2
γ s, with r, s ∈ N∗. In particular, the Shapovalov

form is degenerate at some level if and only if α belongs to the Kac table kac = kac− ⊔ kac+, with kac± =

(1± N∗)γ2 + (1± N∗) 2γ . The two sets satisfy kac− = 2Q− kac+, and kac− ⊂ R−.
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