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HIGHER EQUATIONS OF MOTION AT LEVEL 2 IN LIOUVILLE CFT

GUILLAUME BAVEREZ AND BAOJUN WU

ABSTRACT. In a previous work, we investigated the analytic continuation of the bulk Poisson operator of
Liouville conformal field theory on the holomorphic part of Fock space and used it to construct irreducible
representations of the Virasoro algebra at the degenerate values of the conformal weights. Here, we study two
cases where the Poisson operator admits some simple poles on the Kac table: the bulk Poisson operator on
the full Fock space (both holomorphic and anti-holomorphic part), and the boundary Poisson operator on the
Fock space. As a consequence, the derivative of top singular vector does not vanish, and we can identify it
with a scalar multiple of a primary field of same conformal weight. These are known as higher-equations of
motions in physics and have been studied in connection with minimal gravity.
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1.1. Motivation and background. In Segal’s axiomatisation [Seg04], one basic ingredient of a conformal
field theory (CFT) is a Hilbert space H together with a (projective) representation of the “semigroup of
annuli”, the space of complex annuli with analytically parametrised boundaries. Provided they exist, the
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generators of this semigroup should form a family of (unbounded) operators on H representing the Virasoro
algebra (in a suitable sense). In most cases, one asks for two commuting representations (L, f‘n)nela one
for each “sector” (holomorphic and antiholomorphic). The Hamiltonian of the theory is then the zero mode
H=Ly+ flo, and it is self-adjoint for a unitary theory. Diagonalising this Hamiltonian allows one to write H
as a direct sum of highest-weight representations, which are called the spectrum of the CFT. In rational CFTs,
the spectrum is discrete, and all the representations are degenerate, in the sense that the highest-weights lie in
the Kac table. Moreover, it is often taken as an axiom that the representations in the spectrum are irreducible,
implying that all singular vectors vanish.

The case of Liouville CFT is different since there is a continuous spectrum of representations, none of which
being degenerate. The theory depends on a complex parameter v, and a probabilistic construction is available
for v € (0,2) [DKRV16, DRV16, GRV19], which is the framework of this paper. The diagonalisation of the
Hamiltonian was done in [GKRV23], and the representations were constructed in [BGK23]. The states in
the spectrum are labelled (V4. 1.5)per, v5eT, Where T denotes the set of integer partitions (a.k.a. Young
diagrammes), and QQ = % + 3. These states admit an analytic continuation to all complex values of @ +ip =
[BGK"23]. Away from the Kac table kac™ = (1 — N*)Z + (1 — N*)%, the linear span of (Vy,5)u e
is isomorphic to a tensor product of Verma modules V, ® V,: namely, the states ¥, , 5 are the Virasoro
descendants of the primary state ¥, = ¥, & . For the degenerate values of the conformal weight, the linear
span of ¥, ,, & forms a degenerate representation which is isomorphic to the irreducible quotient of the Verma
module by the maximal proper submodule [BW23]. This is the algebraic property that is required for the
null-vector equations to hold, which are key to the solutions of many CFTs [BPZ84, Tes01, KRV19, KRV20].

Our earlier work addressed the case where 7 = @ [BW23], namely for states which are primaries with
respect to the antiholomorphic representation fm The proof relies on the analytic continuation (to the a-
plane) of the “Poisson operator” P,, and the observation that the vanishing of singular vectors is equivalent
to the regularity of this operator. Informally, P, maps the free field eigenstates (where everything is known)
to the Liouville ones. The case where v # @ is more complicated and is the subject of conjectures in the
physics literature [Zam04], which we summarise now. For each a.. s = (1 —7)5 + (1 — s)% € kac™, there exists
a linear combination of Virasoro generators S, , at level rs such that S,, W, , = 0 [BW23]. It is customary
to normalise this linear combination such that the coefficient of L™% equals 1. In fact, the first derivative is
non-zero at a;. s, so that S, W, # 0, where the prime indicates derivative in « (recall ¥,, is analytic in ).
According to [Zam04, Equation (45)],

Ser.San W, =BV, (1.1)

T8 Qr s

for some non-zero scalar B, 5, for which there exists an exact formula [Zam04, Equation (5.17)]. We emphasise
that a, s does not belong to the Kac table, so ¥,,_,  is not a degenerate state. This identity is applied by
Zamolodchikov in the context of minimal gravity in order to reduce some integrals of correlation functions over
the moduli space of curves to boundary integrals on the compactification divisor [Zam04, BZ06]. The relation
(1.1) is called the higher-equations of motion (HEM), and this paper studies the validity of this formula at
level 2: (r,s) € {(1,2),(2,1)}.

In our previous work, we expressed the Virasoro descendants of the state ¥, as (a linear combination of)
screening integrals with respect to singular weights, which we dubbed singular integrals. These integrals are
of the form 7, s 5(a) = [, Yalwr,...;w,)[]; ldw;l” " with the notation explained in (2.1). The integrals

Jj=1 w I

J J
we studied in [BW23] all have s = (0, ...,0), and they extend analytically to the whole a-plane. When s is
non-trivial, these integrals may develop some poles on the Kac table. Thus, the integrals 7, , 5(c) are really

computing a series expansion of ¥, (wy, ..., w,) in the neighbourhood of 0, when « belongs to the Kac table.
The analyticity of these integrals away from the Kac table is a manifestation of the fact that ¥, (wy, ..., w,) has
a fractional behaviour for generic a. The study of the HEMs is therefore of independent mathematical interest
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as it gives non-trivial information on the local structure of Gaussian multiplicative chaos with degenerate
insertions.
1.2. Main results. Here and in the sequel, v and p are parameters satisfying
v€(0,2);  p>0.
We refer to p as the cosmological constant. We also set,

2
Q:%+—>27 CLZ:1+6Q2>25.
Y

The Kac tables are the discrete sets
2
kac* := {(1 + r)% +(1+ s)—’ r,5 € N*} , kac := kact Ukac™,
Y

where N* = Z~. Note that kac™ = 2Q — kac™, and kac™ C (—o0,0]. We use the notation
¥ 2
rs 1- = 1- )
s i= (1=7)3 + (1)

for all r, s € Z. In practice, we will only focus on the case (r,s) € {(1,2),(2,1)}. For all & € C, we define:
! !
po=2(e-2).
2 @ 2
Observe that Ay = Asg_q.
1.2.1. Bulk HEM. Our first result is to etablish the HEMs (1.1) at level 2 (i.e. (r,s) € {(1,2),(2,1)}). For
the next statement, recall that ¥, is a primary field of weight A, which is analytic in « and belongs to the

weighted space e~ #°D(Q) for 8 > |Q — Re(a)|. The operators (L, ),ez can be defined as bounded operators
e PeD(Q) — e PD’(Q) and form a Virasoro representations. These constructions are detailed in Section 2.1.

Theorem 1.1 (Bulk HEM). For all « € C, define
S, i=a’L_s+ L%l; ga = a2i_2 + i%l
1. The following equality holds in e=?°D(Q):

w

~ ] 2\ 2
SaraSara Vo, = T (1 - l) T, . (1.2)

2. The following equality holds in e P“D(Q):
2 2
5 INES) I(1-2)
b 1 2 ;
~ —— |7 Vo oy ify < \/5;
Saz,lsaz,llpl _ 39 ( /LF 2)> F( 2) 2,1 f v

Q21
0, lf’y > \/5

(1.3)

Theorem 1.1 confirms the prediction of Zamolodchikov, except the (2, 1)-equation in the regime v € (\/5, 2)
(where a_31 > Q). The reason is a freezing phenomenon which makes the equation crash down (see Open
question 3). In the other cases, the scalar multiple of the primary field coincides with [Zam04, Equation
(5.17)]'. Equation (1.3) has a non-trivial limit as v — /2 from below. We expect that the (2,1)-equation
holds in this case, but it requires a more detailed analysis of Gaussian multilpicative chaos (see Open question
1).

We will prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 2. As in [BW23], the strategy is to study the analytic continuation
of the Poisson operator. The main difference is that the extension has a simple pole at aj 2 or as ;. The
RHS of (1.3) is then identified with the residue of the Poisson operator. At the time of writing, we are

I'(z)

IWith the dictionary (r,s) <> (n,m) and 3 <> b, and [Zam04] uses the notation y(z) = ING=SE
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aware of an online manuscript studying the (2, 1)-HEM for correlation functions on the Riemann sphere [AR].
Their proof is close in spirit to the existing literature on BPZ equations in Liouville CF'T, while draws from
techniques introduced in [BW23]. Moreover, the scalar multiple of the primary field of [?] differs from ours
(and Zamolodchikov’s); this seems to be due to the omission of a pole in the study of the correlation function
of the singular state.

Theorem 1.1 has some important consequences for conformal blocks, as stated in the next corollary. Since
it would be too long to recall everything here, we refer to [BW23, Section 4 & 5] for notations and definitions.
Let X be a compact surface of genus g > 0 and 7x, ;41 be the Teichmiiller space of ¥ with m + 1 > 1 marked
points. The spaces Ts .+ and T, . 4 have the additional decoration of a non-zero tangent vector at the
marked points, and an embedding of an analytic disc around the marked points, respectively. Given conformal
weights (g, ..., an) € C™ L satisfying the Seiberg bound and the central charge cr,, one can construct two
holomorphic line bundles £&, £ over Ts,m+1, with connections VA, Ve respectively. A conformal block
is a section B of £ with values in D'(Q)®(™*1) satisfying certain properties (called Ward identities and
horizontality in [BW23, Section 4]). The evaluation B(®!2,W,;) of the block on primary fields is a section of
LA @ Ler. If the conformal weight o is degenerate (say ap = a5 for some r, s € N*), B(®}":0\I/aj) satisfies
a certain PDE on Ty ;41 ([BW23, Theorem 1.3]). In particular, if ap is a degenerate weight at level 2, this
PDE is

(agL_z+ L2 )B(®] Vs,) =0,
where the partial differential operators (£_,), > 1 are connection operators of VA. It is explained in [BW23,
Section 5] how to compute these operators, and the expression is explicit in genus g < 1. They depend on
the topology of the surface (since they are differential operators on Tx n4+1) and the conformal weights at the
marked points. In particular, these are the usual BPZ operators on the punctured sphere (see e.g. [DFMS97,
Equation (6.152)]). One can also equip the line bundles £&, £° with the conjugate (antiholomorphic)
connection, and we write the differential operators as Z_n in this case. In general, we will write

S, i=a?L_o+ £2_1; g‘a = a2£~,2 + 22_1

Corollary 1.2. Let (ag, ..., ) € C™F1 satisfying the Seiberg bounds, with o € {12,201}, and set ¥ :=
QL V. Let B:Tg 04— D'(Q)®2m*Y) be a conformal block in the sense of [BW23, Section 4].

1. We have
~ 8 ,.Y2 2
80(1,28041’23(\1/:11,2 ®-7]TL:1 \I/Otj) = 77,“? (1 - Z) B(\I/a—l,2 ®_7]n:1 \I/aj)'
2. We have
(o TE) \re-3
< / -7 T 42 22 B(\Ija721®q’)a if7<\/§;
80‘2,18042,18(\1}012,1 ® ‘Il) = 32 ]‘—‘(1 - ’YT) I‘(’Y?) ’

1.2.2. Boundary HEMs. Liouville CFT has a boundary counterpart, which has been under intense investi-
gation in the probability community over the past few years. On the one hand, there is a vast integrability
programme which culminated in the derivation of all structure constants of the theory [ARSZ23]. These for-
mulas are the analogues of the celebrated DOZZ formula of bulk LCFT [KRV20]. On the other hand, there
is work in progress studying the conformal bootstrap for boundary LCFT [GRVW]. Our results could be
formulated compactly (as in Theorem 1.1) using the technology of [GRVW], but we will instead follow a more
pedestrian route until this work appears online.

The details of boundary LCEF'T are recalled in Section 3.1. In a nutshell, the states are associated to the half-
disc DNH. The interior of this half-disc bears a (bulk) cosmological cosmological constant g > 0. Additionally,
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there are two boundary cosmological constants ur,, ur > 0 associated to the “left” interval I~ = (—1,0) and
the “right” interval It = (0, 1) respectively. There is a family of free field representatiosn (L%%),c7 (the
Sugawara construction), and we define S := o?L%§ + (L%¢)2.

We refer to Section 3.1 for precise definitions of the objects appearing in the statement of the next theorem.
Briefly, ¥2 is a state which is analytic for « in a neighbourhood of (—o0, @), as an element of a weighted
Hilbert space e “#¢H. This state is expected to be a highest-weight state for a Virasoro representation (L, ),ecz
whose construction should be similar to the bulk one. The evaluation of the expression @a(Snga]l) (see (3.2)
for the definition) at the degenerate weights aq 2, a2 1, should correspond to the value of the (level 2) Liouville
singular vector in this representation. In other words, we expect that ®,(S3,_,1) = (o®L_p + L2 )¥J for
some Virasoro representation (L, ),cz which is yet to bet constructed. Combining with the results of [GRVW],
the next theorem will give us the value of the singular vectors at level 2. We see that this singular vector is
always proportional to a primary field of different weight, as in the bulk case (with the constant possibly equal
to zero).

Theorem 1.3 (Boundary HEM). The expression @a(Snga]l) € e PN admits an analytic extension which
is reqular in the neighbourhood of a1 2 and ca 1. Moreover,

1. The following equality holds in e P°H:

4 ~?
I 1 (e L L (1.4

2. The following equality holds in e~ P“H.:

3 2 2 o o
g ( > g > o P\ TEDTA = 5) o :
— — 2pp pr cos(m—) + pg — usm(w—)) ——"V if v < V2
L R 2 [e 7
(I)a2,1 (SgQ—ag,lﬂ) = 8 4 4 F(l - VT) o
0 if v > V2.

(1.5)

By scaling, we can assume p = 1. Then, the prefactor is a second-degree polynomial in pur,, ur, and the
RHS of (1.5) vanishes on its zero set. The zero set is just an algebraic curve of degree 2, i.e. a conic section.
This conic section was first exhibited in [FZZ00] and we refer to it as the FZZ conic section. On the FZZ
conic section, the RHS of (1.5) vanishes. For general (r, s) € N*, the prefactor is expected to be a polynomial
in pr,, ur of degree r, so that the BPZ equation should hold on a certain algebraic curve of degree r. This
algebraic curve factorises explicitly [BB10, Equation (2.35)].

Following the same mechanism as in the bulk case, Theorem 1.3 should lead to PDEs for conformal blocks
on arbitrary Riemann surfaces with boundaries and punctures. Since the theory is not as well developed for
boundary LCFT, we postpone this discussion to future work. Let us just mention that these PDEs specialise
to the result of [Ang23] when: (i) the cosmological constants are evaluated on the FZZ conic section, (ii) the
Riemann surface is the disc with an arbitrary number of punctures on the disc or the boundary, (iii) conformal
blocks are replaced by correlation functions. Therefore, the equations we get are a three-fold generalisation
of [Ang23]. The proof of [Ang23] is drastically different from ours since it uses the mating-of-trees theory
[DMS21]: it relies on the clever observation that the BPZ differential operator is the generator of a certain
Schramm-Loewner evolution. Using this observation, the BPZ equation is a consequence of the fact that the
correlation function evolves as a martingale under the dynamics generated by this operator. In this context,
the quantities COS(W'V;) and sin(w%) appearing in the RHS of the (2,1)-HEM have a special meaning: they
are respectively the correlation and the speed of the Brownian motions corresponding to the evolution of the
two quantum lengths (parametrised by quantum area). In our proof, these quantities are related to residues
of certain Selberg integrals on the degenerate weights (Lemma 3.5).
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Finally, we are aware of a work in progress by Cerclé [Cer] (private communication with the author) which
gives a new proof of Ang’s result using the usual framework of Ward identities. Cerclé introduces a “desendant
field at level 2”7 which can be thought of as the descendant state fI)a(SgQ_a]l) from this paper. The insertion
of this state combined with Ward identities leads to the BPZ equation. In our approach, the Ward identities
will be replaced with the conformal blocks machinery that will be developed thanks to the boundary version
of the conformal bootstrap. Indeed, this machinery gives a way to streamline the Ward identities without
computations and independently of the geometric setup, using the framework of Virasoro uniformisation.

1.3. Outline. The strategy for the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 is the following

1. We express the singular state as certain singular integral of the correlation function (Sections 2.2 and
3.2). These expressions are reminiscent to those found in [BW23], namely they look like primary fields
with additional y-insertions integrated over the disc (see (2.1) and (3.3)).

2. Contrary to [BW23], these integrals have a simple pole at aq 2, aa1. The presence of this pole is the
crux of the HEM: the RHS of the HEMs are given by the residues of these integrals. To compute this
residue, we rely on fusion estimates for correlation functions (Propositions 2.6 and 3.6), and exact
formulas for Dotsenko-Fateev/Selberg integrals.

3. The general theory tells us that the Poisson operator is analytic away from the Kac table. Since
o2 < g1, the pole at v 5 is easier to study. To study the pole at ao 1, one needs to find a probabilistic
expression for the analytic continuation beyond the pole at 2. This done in Propositions 2.7 and
3.7, using a method similar to the one in [BW23, Section 3.3].

Our results leave some questions unanswered, which we hope to address in future work.

Open question 1 (The critical (2,1)-HEM). The RHS of (1.3) has a limit as v — /2 from below, but this

limit is deceptively simple: the constant prefactor has a pole (as a function of «), which is compensated by

the zero of the primary state. Thus, the limit involves the derivative state \II’Q = lim a\li 5" It is easy to see

a/Q

that this state has the probabilistic formula

S oy p dMy(2)
%:—2/ B {e He' o Toe }dm,
0

where under P™, the zero mode of the free field is the process (f?g”)t > o such that (f?g”)t < 7, 1s Brownian
motion run until its hitting time 7,,, of m, and (EHTm)t > o is Brownian motion conditioned to stay below m.
Under this measure, the zero mode goes to —oo a.s. at speed roughly v/Z, so that the chaos measure does not
blow up and the state is well-defined.

All the estimates used in this work break down at v = v/2. It should be possible to adapt some techniques
from [DKRV17, Bav19, BWI18] to get more precise estimates, but the analysis looks more subtle. This is a
purely probabilistic question, and we view it as an interesting problem on Gaussian multiplicative chaos.

Open question 2 (The general (r, s)-HEM). Can our techniques be adapted to general (r,s)? In [BW23], we
relied on an induction formula to express a singular integral in terms of “lower” ones (with respect to a certain
partial order on partitions). The same technique should apply to the HEM, but it will be computationally
heavier, with the additional difficulty of computing the residue. In the end, we expect that the only non-zero

2
contribution at a,.s is given by the residue of [p, o (w1, ..., w;) H;:1 ‘\fuiff?ls . We note that the (1, s)-equation

is the simplest and could be directly deduced from the techniques of this paper, but we prefer to treat the
general case all at once.

Open question 3 (“Analytic continuation”). Due to a freezing phenomenon, the (2, 1)-equation crashes down
for v > /2. However, even though a9y > Q for v > V2, the state V,_,, can be analytically continued
by R(o—21)W2g—a_,, [BGKT23]. Is there a probabilistic model such that the (2, 1)-equation is non-trivial
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and given by this analytic continuation? Based on [AHS21, Section 3.2], one possibility would be to look at
Poisson collections of quantum spheres.

Acknowledgements. This project was initiated during the school “Three facets of gravity” held in spring
2023 at Humboldt University, thanks to the support of Kolleg Mathematik Physik Berlin.

2. BuLK HEM

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. First, we give some background and notations on Liouville CFT
and the Poisson operator in Section 2.1. In Section 2.2, we give a probabilistic expression for the descendant
states, which is valid up to @ < aq,2. The (1,2)-HEM is easily deduced from this expression in Section 2.3.
The (2, 1)-equation is slightly harder since we first need to find a probabilistic expression for the analytic
extension, valid up to o < a1 (Proposition 2.7). With this expression in hand, the (2, 1)-equation is deduced
in a similar fashion.

2.1. Setup and background. The content of this section is extracted from [GKRV23, BGK 23], and follows
closely the summary given in [BW23, Section 2].

2.1.1. Free field modules. Let F := C[(¢n, $n)n > 1] be the space of polynomials in countably many complex
variables ¢, and their complex conjugates @,,. The constant function 1 is the vacuum vector. An (integer)
partition is a sequence k = (k,,) € NV with finitely many non-zero terms. The length of k is ¢(k) = >0 | kn,
and its level is |k| = >°°° | nk,. We denote the set of all partitions (resp. partitions of level N) by T (resp.
Twn) and set p(N) := #7Ty. By convention, p(0) = 1.
Let Pg1 be the law of a log-correlated Gaussian field ¢ on the unit circle:

. -n/ 1

160 0 _
E[p(e®)p(e” )] = log [ — |

The expansion in Fourier modes reads
p=>_ Pnen,
n€Z\{0}

where e, (e?) = €™ the standard basis. We have p_,, = @, for all n € Z{0}. Under Pg:, the sequence
(¢n)n =1 is made of independent complex Gaussians N¢ (0, %) The harmonic extension of ¢ to the unit disc

Py(z) = 2Re (Z gonz"> .

1S

The covariance kernel of Py is

E[Pp(z)Pp(w) = log =: Go(z,w), Vz,w € D.

|1 — zw|
The space F is a dense subspace of L?(Ps1). The Liouville Hilbert space is
H := L*(dc ® Ps1),

where dc is Lebesgue measure on R. Samples of dc ® Pg: are written ¢ + ¢, with ¢ being the zero mode of the
field. We define a dense subspace C of H as the subspace of functionals F' € H such that there exists N € N*
and f € C*°(R x CV), such that F(c+ ) = f(c, 1, ..., on) holds de ® Pgi-a.e., and f and all its derivatives
are compactly supported in ¢ and have at most exponential growth in the other modes. We refer to C as the
space of test functions, and its continuous dual C’ as the space of tempered distributions.
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Let a € C. On L?(Pg:), we have two commuting representations of the Heisenberg algebra (A, :&n)nEZ
given for n > 0 by

o i [eY i o 7
AP = 28 ; A% = 5(8,71 — 2npy); Af = 3%
~. 7 ~a 7 ~4 7
AV = 28,71, A% = 5(8,1 — 271@,”); Af = 50&,

Here, 0,, = 0,,, mean (complex) derivative in direction ¢,, and 0_,, = 0z, . For n # 0, we have the hermiticity
relations (A%)* = A%, on L?(Pg1). Given a partition k € T, we set A_y := [[°7 (A%,)*", and for k. k € T,
we set
Ten = A kA 1,
where 1 is the constant function 1. We say that 7, - has level k| + k|. The Heisenberg representation gives
F a structure of highest-weight Heisenberg module, i.e.
F = span{m_g| kkeT}
The level gives a grading
F = OnenFn,

and dim Fy = Ef:;op(n)p(]\] —n).

The Sugawara construction consists in two commuting representation (L%, i%o‘)nez of the Virasoro algebra
on L?(Pg1). These operators are the following quadratic expression in the Heisenberg algebra (n # 0)

Lo :=i(a— (n+1)Q)A, + Z Ay A LY = Ao +2 Z A A
m#{0,n} m=1

L =ila—(n+1D)QA+ Y An_pmApy; L) =A,+2Y A_,A,
m#{0,n} m=1

This representation satisfies the hermiticity relations (L9)* = L%297% on L2(Pg:). Given a partition v =
(v1,...,vp), we set LO% = L(i,‘f[ L% . Similar formulas and notations hold for the representation L. The
descendant state
Quyy:=LYL2%1 e F
is a polynomial of level |v| 4 |7].
Let VY be the (L%, i%‘l)nez highest-weight representation obtained by acting with the Virasoro operators

on the vacuum vector, i.e.

VO .= span{LoggL(fg]H, v, v eT}CF,
where the span is algebraic (finite linar combinations). We also define VOV := VY N Fy. The module 1°
has central charge c;, = 1 + 6Q? and highest-weight A, = F(Q —%5). If a & kac, it is known that VO s
irreducible and Verma (hence V? ~ F) when o ¢ kac. On the other hand, if o € kac™, Vnga is Verma
(hence Vnga ~ F), and VY is the irreducible quotient of the Verma by the maximal proper submodule. The
linear map

o0 -

[e3

Vg o~ F -V
LO2@mep22@mey o Lo0n01
implements the canonical projection from the Verma to VY, and V0 = ran ®° ~ F/ ker 9.

In the sequel, we will write

S2 :=a’L%% + (LY

Sg = oz2f;0_’g + (f&

)%
).

a
1
a
1
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Lemma 2.1. We have

SO0l = 82801 = a*(a — a12)* (@ — a2,1)* (o] = 1),
Proof. This is a direct computation. We list the intermediate steps:
LY =apr; (L2021 =20} +2ap; L2591 =2(a+ Q)ps — ¢3;
SY =2a(a® +aQ + 1)pe = 2a(a — ay ) (@ — aa,1)ps;
T 0, - 70, — 1 T0,« _ 1
Lipr =agios;  (L2])p2 = oGl + 5 (4leal’ = 1) L2530 = —@ipa + 5 (4laf” — 1)
S28% = a2(a — a12) (v — 21)? (4o — 1).
O

2.1.2. Semigroups and Poisson operator. Let Xp be a Dirichlet free field in D, i.e. Xp is Gaussian with

covariance
1—zw

E[Xp(2)Xp(w)] = log | — " ‘ =: Gp(z,w).

We take this free field to be independent of ¢ 4+ ¢. The field X = Xp + Py is log-correlated in D:
E[X (2)X (w)] = log ——

z—w|

1 G(z,w).
By Kahane’s theorey of Gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC) [Kah85], we can define the random measure

2
R Xe(2)
dM,(2) 2%626 ,

where X, = X x p, is a convolution regularisation of the field (with p a bump function and p.(z) = ¢~2

()

There are two important one-parameter semigroups of operators on H, with respective generators denoted
by H® and H. Both generators are positive, essentially self-adjoint, unbounded operators. They are called
the free field and Liouville semigroups respectively. The operator H defines a positive definite quadratic form
with domain D(Q) C H. The continuous dual of D(Q) is denoted by D’'(Q). Explicitly, the semigroups are
defined by the probabilistic formula:

2
e Pt o) = 6_%%% [Flc+ X(e "))
dM- (2)

2 P
e ME(c+ ) :efQTtEp F(C—I—X(e*t-)efﬂew Joe e

where A, = {e7" < |z| < 1}, and E, means the conditional expectation with respect to ¢ (i.e. ¢+ ¢ is fixed
and we integrate over Xp).

Informally, the Poisson operator is a map sending free field eigenstates to Liouville eigenstates. The
eigenstates of H? are easily described: for each p € R, e”?°Fy is an eigenspace with eigenvalue 2Ag 1, + N.
The diagonalisation of H is much harder and is the cornerstone of the conformal bootstrap theorem [GKRV23].
The Poisson operator is constructed using the long term asymptotics of the Liouville semigroup as follows.
Let v,v € T. For all « in a certain neighbourhood of —oo, the limit

Pa(Qap) i= lim At (g selemQ)e)

0

exists in a weighted space e #“D(Q). In this region, we define ®, := P, o ®°, and we have the explicit

expression

D0 (Q2g—-awp) = Vo € e 7°D(Q),
where U, ,, 7 are generalised eigenstates of the Liouville Hamiltonian [GKRV23], with eigenvalue 2A,+|v|+|7|.
It is known that o — W, , 5 extends analytically to the whole plane and satisfies the reflection formula
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Vog—auvy = R(@)¥,,5, with R(a) the reflection coefficient [BGK23]. Thus, for each v,v € T, the map
a — ®q(m, ;) extends analytically to the whole plane. Since o — ®0 is analytic with zeros located on the
Kac table, it follows that o — P, extends meromorphically to the whole plane, with possible poles on the
Kac table.

For «v in a complex neighbourhood of (—o0, @), the highest-weight state ¥, has a probabilistic representation

v, = e(a—Q)CE@ [eﬂew Jo MZMV(;)] .
Following [BW23], for » € N* and non-coinciding points ws, ..., w, € D\ {0}, we introduce the notation

. a? . 2 . ¢ [ B Xe(®) | gup2
Vo (W, ..., wy) = 21_1}(1) et Qe | % eaXe(0) H e 7 e Xe(wi)gmne™ fpeT e |dz]
j=1
which is the primary field ¥, with additional y-insertions at ws, ..., w,. In fact, we will only focus on the
case 7 < 2. These states belong to the weighted space e #¢D(Q) for all 8 > (Q — a — rv);. The parameter
B will generically refer to such a number, which may vary depending on the state we consider. Given s =

($1,,8r), 8 = (81, ..., 8,) € N, we define, if it exists

dw,[?
Ir,s,g(a) = / \I]a(uﬂ, ...,’LUT) H % (21)

2.2. Expression of the singular state. The next proposition gives a probabilistic expression for the singular
state, involving singular integrals of the form (2.1).

Proposition 2.2. For all o < a2, we have the following equality in e’ﬁC’D(Q):

2 2.2
Yy e
Paldlpal* = 1) = ===T1 ,2) (@) + —

T5,(2,0),(0,2) (@) + Ra,

where o — R, extends analytically in a complex neighbourhood of (—o0,0).

Proof. This can be proved by Gaussian integration by parts, which we view as a differential version of the
Girsanov transform. We follow the method of [BW23, Section 3.5]. Let £ € C and consider the martingale

E(t) = ee2f(2Re(agag(t))—‘52‘2 sinh(2t)),
with initial value £.(0) = e?Re(=¥2) Observe that
02 le|2 1 1 M
— T E(t) = Mo (t)]* — e sinh(2t) — — = — (4]p2(t)* - 1).
oo ) = a0 - e sinh(21) - § = S (a0 - 1)

The effect of reweighting the measure by e~2Re(=#2)€_(¢) is to shift the Dirichlet free field as
X]D)(Z) — XD(Z) + RG(E(Z_2 — 22)).

Moreover, by the Girsanov transform, we have for all F' € C:

E eQRC(wz)%F(@)} =K [F <<p + %Re(se_g)ﬂ .
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Hence, the total shift of the field X = Xp + Py is X (2) — X (2) + Re(ez72). For all ¢ > 0, we then get

RICTNEAR {e—tH ((4|(p2|2 - 1)6(0‘_Q)C> F(SD)}

82 12 o2 c

—tele e T et e (e I ()
E=

82 a2, eve elRe(5272) > 1

= 4¢le Q>ca€a€|€ E [B He™ Juy 2 Ml ’F(¢+§Re(ae2>>]
2 2
_ _% S(atr—Q)e / . {eastaétemmémxwﬁeue”wm) F( )] ||d“;L
w

2 2

2.2 2 2
4 ue(a"r?’Y—Q)C/ / E [eaBt—0‘22te’YX(wl)—’Y;]E[X(wlf]e’YX(wz)—"’22]E[X(wz)]2e—ue"’cMw(At)F(@) |d’w1| |dw2|
4 Ay J Ay wl w3

|dw/?

w?

B latr-ae / E [eaBt—a—fteva)—fE[X<w>2]e—ueWMw<At>a2 F(SD)}
At

2
— %e(aJﬂY*Q)C/ E {eo‘Bf%te'YX(w)gE[X(w)Q]e#BWCMw(At)azF(@)} "
Ay

1 OL2 ye
4= 4 (a )CE|: oth—Tte—ue Mw(At)a2ai2F(<P)

2 2.2
oy 2y
- —TE[L @),2) (@) F(p)] +

t—o00

E[Z3,(2,0),(0,2) (@) F'(0)] + E[Ra F],

where R, denotes the sum of the last three lines. By [BW23, Proposition 3.2], R, is analytic for « in a
complex neighbourhood of (—o0,0), which concludes the proof by density of C in L?(Pg1). O

2.3. First pole of P, and the (1,2)-HEM. The (1,2)-HEM will be a simple consequence of the previous
proposition. We just need to evaluate the residue of P, (4|p2|> — 1) at a1o.

Proposition 2.3. The following holds in e ?°*D(Q):

Res Pa(4|pa? —1) = lim (o — a1.0)Pa(dlga]? — 1) = 72
a=ay 2

a— o2 2

Uy oy

Proof. By [BW23, Proposition 3.2, 75 (2,0),(0,2) (@) is regular at a; 2, so the only term of Proposition 2.2 with
a possible pole at a1 2 is Z; (2),(2) ().

Let ' € C. By Proposition 2.6 applied to r = 1, we have in e=#¢D(Q)
E[(¥a(w) — [w] 7 Waiy)F]| = Owmso(lw] 7FE)

for some & > 0, uniformly in a neighbourhood of «; 5. Using this estimate, we have (recall a2 +v = a_12)

w w2
B[, )0y (0)F] = E[¥a_, , / jw wa'd' /D E[(\Ifa<w>—|w|—7“\1fa1,2>ﬂ% -
2.2

7_7}}?‘\1/04 1,2 + O 0¢121
’}/(Oé—Oél)g) [ ] — ()

with the O(1) coming from the integrability of |w|=*~7%*¢ in the neighbourhood of a4 ».
This shows that E[Il (2),(2) (@) F] is meromorphic in a neighbourhood of a1 > with a simple pole there, and
Res Il (2),2) () = IE[\IJO_M]. Combining with Proposition 2.2, we get Res P (4]p2|?*—1) = mud ¥, _,,
a=Q1,2
in C'

Moreover, we know that P, (4|¢2|?> — 1) is meromorphic with values in e #¢D(Q), so the residue exists in
e P¢D(Q). Moreover, it is clear from (2.2) that (o — a1,2)T4 (2),(2)(ct) is bounded in e~ #“D(Q) in a neighbour-
hood of a9, so that the residue holds in e=#D(Q). O
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From here, we can conclude the proof of the (1,2)-HEM.

Proof of (1.2). By Lemma 2.1, o — S°S% 1 has a zero of order 2 at o 5. Hence, by the previous proposition,
Po(S2SV1) has a zero of order 1 at «y 2. The derivative at o o is then given by

0 = 1 3
— 2 (S9S21) = lim ——P,(S2Sh1
aa‘a:mP (SaSa1) Mlg;’m_al’f (SaSa1)
= lim (a — 01172)012(04 - 02,1)2pa(4|</)2|2 - 1)
0(*}041’2

= 04%72(01172 — 042_’1>2 Res Pa(4|g02|2 — 1)
a=aq 2

8 2 2
“rs (1) v

On the other hand, using the intertwining relation and vaam\Ifam =0 [BW23, Theorem 1.2], we have

6 = 1 = = \I/a - \Ijoc
— P,(828°1) = lim ——8S,S,¥, = lim S,S, (7>
Oa la=a1,2 a—ar2 O — (]2 a—roy 2 o — 012

= Sal,QSal,Q\I];LQ'

O

2.4. Second pole of P, and the (2,1)-HEM. In this section, we compute the residue of Py, (4|pa]? — 1)
at o = ag1, which will prove (1.3) and end the proof of Theorem 1.1. It is the content of the following
proposition.

Proposition 2.4. We have in e #¢D(Q)

2.4
(@ — a12)*Paldlpa = 1) = B2, (1 1) 11y (@) + R, (2.3)

where Ry, is analytic at o 1. Moreover,

2 2 2
2 (- ria-x
- (4>2 ( 22)\11(1,2,17 if’7<\/§;
Res Layan@ =4 7\'T0-3)) 1(F) (2.4)
0, if v > V2.
(Thus, Ty (1,1y,1,1) is reqular at cay for v > V2.)
Assuming this proposition, we can easily conclude the proof of the (2,1)-HEM.
Proof of (1.3). By the intertwining relation and Proposition 2.4, we have
- 9 - 1 -
Sas1Sas Vi, , = — 2(S0S21) = lim ——P,(S2S41
2,1 2,1 Q2.1 804&:&2,1P ( o~ o ) Ot—?g;l o — a2717) ( a~ o )
= Jim (a- az1)ad (az,1 — a12)*Pa(d]paf* — 1)
5 7 2 7*
7 (%) (1 - 7)\11
- _ﬁ 7T,LL1_‘ 1 ~2 T 72 Q1,2
(1-7) (%)
O

The remainder of Section 2.4 is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.4. First, we show that the residue
of Ty (1,1),(1,1) at az1 factorises into the primary field ¥,,_, , and a Dotsenko-Fateev integral. This is done
thanks to the fusion estimate of Proposition 2.6. The residue of the Dotsenko-Fateev integral can be computed
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explicitly (Lemma 2.5), and we get (2.4). Finally, Proposition 2.7 establishes the expression of (2.3) for the
meromorphic continuation, using a method inspired by [BW23]. Our method for the computation of the scalar
multiple of ¥, _, , differs (and is somewhat more natural) than the one proposed in [Zam04]: we do purely free
field computations (requiring only the exact value of the Dotsenko-Fateev integral), while [Zam04, Section 5]
makes a detour through Liouville (using the DOZZ formula and non-trivial properties of the Y-function and
Virasoro representation theory) before coming back to the free field.

2.4.1. Residues of Dotsenko-Fateev integrals. In this section, we always assume v € (0, \/5) We define the
integrals

2 |dw1 |2 |dw2|2 .

wi* fwal*

R e o e T
D2

o — 01 |d 2 d 2
Jo(a) ;:/ i I i _w2|—v2w2 wy | w£|2 | If’2| ;
D2 W2 — W1 Wi1wy wao

o — w1 |dwy |? |dws|?
) i= [ Jun [ ] n = ] 22 @ [duw " dwa 7
D2 Wy — W1 WiwWq w;

The integrals J; and Js are absolutely convergent for Re(a) < g 1. The integral J; is absolutely convergent
for Re(a) < —%.

Lemma 2.5. The integrals Ji(c), Ja2(a), J3(a) have a meromorphic continuation in a neighbourhood of a1
(still denoted by the same letter).

The function Ji has a simple pole at a1, and

Res Ji(a) = —% (wrr(%) )) ra- ;?)

=2 1
The functions Jo, J3 are regular at oo ;.

Proof. Residue of J;.
For D € {D,C}, we set

B _ _ B __g|dw1]? |dws|?

T3 () = Yo Yy, 71— SCIT. 2 ldw

e I o e e e e

which is well-defined and analytic for Re(a) < a1 and suitables values of § as follows. If D = D, then J g

is well defined and analytic for 8 in an open neighbourhood of 0, and the quantity we want to compute is
Res ngo(a). If D = C, we need Re(3) > —Re(a + 7) for the integrability at co. In the region of absolute

=21

convergence, Jg () is the Dotsenko-Fateev integral of Appendix A, whose meromorphic continuation is given
by (A.3):

o 2\ % gin(722) sin(r 22
Jg(a)252,2 <_7771 ?7_%) ( . ) (
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On the other hand, from the change of variables w; — %j, j=1,2, we have

el —me 2 _ g |dwq]? [dws|?
J£<a>:Jﬂé’(a)ug(—a—v—ﬂnz// a7 gy — gL — |71 — a8 10 w2l
D JC\D lwi]?  |ws|

The last integral is regular at a = a1 for all § in a neighbourhood of 0 (indeed, the first pole is at a = 0
uniformly in 8). Moreover, the last formula defines the meromorphic extension of Jg in a neighbourhood of
agz 1. Let Ag:= Res J]g (a); the quantity we want to compute is Ag. Writing the Laurent expansions around
o1 gives e

Ap Ap

3 BAg
a—ayy a—agy+ P

(@ —ag1)(a—az1 +5)
where f#(a) is analytic for (o, 8) in a neighbourhood of (a2 1,0). Comparing with (2.5), we find

2 2 2 9 42 2 2
g <r<z>r<1—27>> sm(ﬁw_)__ﬁzg< r<4>2> ri-)
ot - 2x) 2 Y\ -—2)

Je(e) = +1%(0) =

(1+0(1)),

2
1 I'(%)
Regularity of Js.

For Re(a) < ag,1, we have by integration by parts

B B _oe|dw [P |dwe 2 F (4 1) 2 |dwn |? |dws|?
Lt e IS = SRl e e
D2 wiwy W2 ( _7 wWiWy WaWj

1 Jo d 2

_2_;// w177 |wy — w2|2 7 dws | w1|2

2(1_ wiw
/ | | Na |w1 — w2|2"y dws |dw1|2
221_ i st Wy — W1 W2 ’wl’lf}%'

The two boundary integrals are absolutely convergent and analytic in the neighbourhood of a5 ;. It remains to
treat the bulk integral, which we denote Ja(«). Similarly to the previous paragraph, we consider the auxiliary
function, for D € {D, C}:
~ dwy |? |dws|?
Tha(a)s= [ Jan [l = a1l — a0
’ D2 w1 Wo
From Appendix A, we have
B Yo B,
JE S 1————5 —1,1-=1-L
cola) =S22(— 2 5 )02 (05— L R T)
" sin(m33) sm(ﬂ'%) sinm (o +y)sinwg (8 + ) sin(r 772) '
sinmd(a+ B+ 3)sinnd (a4 S+ ) sin(m 1)

From this expression, we can apply the same method as for Jy, and we find that jﬂg)2 has a simple pole at

« = ag 1. Since Jo is proportional to (o — a271)jg (up to analytic terms around s 1), we deduce that Jy is
analytic at 1.

Regularity of Js.
This can be handled similarly to J;, and we omit the proof. O

2.4.2. Fusion estimates. We now turn to the fusion estimates, which are key to the factorisation of the residues
as a product of primary field and Dotsenko-Fateev integral. For this, we need the radial decomposition of the
free field: we write

X(eftJriG) _ Bt + Sﬁt(eie),
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0277 X (e71*9) 2% i a standard Brownian motion independent of ¢;. The field e ="+ — ¢, (e'?) is
log-correlated in I, and we define (after regularisation)

Z, = / 12 (€)= Eleue®)] 4140
Ay

where B; =

the total GMC mass of the annulus A; viewed as the cylinder (0,¢)xS!. Almost surely, the process Ry >t — Z;
is strictly increasing, so we can define its differential dZ;, which is a (random) measure on R .

The next proposition gives some fusion estimates when we send a number r € N* of 7-insertions to zero.
We will only be needing the result for r < 3, but since the proof is similar in all cases, we prefer to state it for
arbitrary r.

Proposition 2.6. Let r € N* and o € R. The following estimates hold in C’.
1. Suppose a4+ 1y > Q. Then,

T
Uo(w) = [T ho /7 ] hwx — w7 O(max [y |2 0+77-Q7),
j=1 1<kl !

2. Suppose ¥ < V2 and o + 1y < Q. Then,

T

Uo(w) = [Tl ] lwe— w7 (‘I’a+m + O(mjax |wj|5)) ;

j=1 1<k<l<r

for some € > 0.

Proof. By permutation symmetry, we can assume |wi| = |wa|... = |w,|. Let F' € C. By the Girsanov transform,
we can write

Vo(w) = =D Ty T e - w] ™

j=1 1<kl <7
2 dM(2) r
— ye ” _ . v i
X E |7 Solljm lmwil ™ e p <P+”YE G(wj,-)

j=1
Our goal will be to bound the expecation in the last formula. We remark that the shifted function F(p +
v iy G(wj,-)) converges to F in C as w — 0, so we will omit this term. in our analysis.

Proof of item 1.

The circle average process of the field X (z) —y377_; log|z —wj| is By +v>°;_, t At;, where t; := log |w—1]‘

By the Girsanov transform, we then have

P L2 dMy(2)
E {6_“67 Jo Ijmn lo—ws ™7 %]

=F [e(a'f‘T’Y—Q)Bnl—%(a-‘,—rv—Q)?e_Hew IS ewBt’“det}
wy |3 (@+m7=Q)?
N o 100 L \1/2
(27 log W)1/2

1

1./1 |wy |3 (@7 =@) o = —5(atry=Q)

=-T (—(a +ry— Q)) ————F ueW/ eV (Bi-ty—ut)qz,
ol ol (27 log _|v}1| )1/2 "

B e (ete) poo J(Broyy —us) qp
E [/ glotr— Qe T il e ‘e
R

= O(|wy |2+ =@,

Here, uy = (o — Q)t + 35 t Aty — (a+7ry — Q)t Aty is the remaining drift after the Girsanov transform,

and (By = By, — Bi)t > 0 is a standard Brownian motion independent of everything. In the second line, we
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have disintegrated the measure with respect to the Gaussian density of B;,. In the thir The last term in the
expectation is finite since GMC admits negative moments.

Proof of item 2.

We introduce the notation

r _ 2dM (Z)
w) = [ [Tle- w522,
Dj[[l ! |2[7e

for every open set D C D. It admits positive moments of order p > 0 for all p < mln{ o W(Q —a— 7“7)}
[KRV20, Equation (2.14)]. We will assume p < 1 so that the condition is just p < (Q a—ry), since 73 > 1.

Our goal is to control E[e~#2(w) — ¢=r#Io(0)] First, we show that we can remove the contribution of the
disc of radius |wy|[*~" around 0, for any 1 € (0,1). By Holder regularity of the exponential, we have

E e*”ﬂv\\wulwm(w) _ e—ulm(w)} —E {(“Im\\wul*w(“’) (1 — e**”\wl\l*”wﬂ
<E [1 - e_’”\wﬂl*"ﬂ)(w)}

§ C}E[(I‘wl‘l—nD(UJ))p] — O(|’U,)1|(1777)§(p))7

for some C' > 0 and a multifractal exponent &(p) > 0. Similarly, we get E[e o\ 2= (0) g —#(0)] =
O(Jw; |1=ME®)).

o g 1= (W) _ e‘“ID\\wﬂl*”D(O)] We will be using the inequality

*#Im\\wl\lﬂrm(o)],

Thus, it suffices to control the term E[e™”
lem—e Y| < |z—yle™ ™Y, valid for z,y > 0. We only bound E[(Ip\ |y, 1—2n(w) — Ipy ju, 1-70(0)) €
since we can get the same bound for E[(ID\WI‘PWD( ) — ID\|w1‘1an(0)) e H’\‘wl‘l’"m’(w)] is a similar way. By
the Girsanov transform, we have

E [(ID\|w1|1*77D(w) — I]D)\\w1|1*77]D)(O)) e_“ID\\wﬂl’"lD(O)}

- —~2 =) 2.6
= / H |w — wj|7’7’2|w|*'7'°‘ _ |w|*’y(a+r’>’) E [e# Jonjwy (1= 2= w7 ‘ZT%;+T7) |dw|2, (2.6)
D\ w1 [~ 7D

Jj=1

From here, we need to distinguish two cases.
Case o + 17y < %

The singularity |w|~7(®+7) is integrable with respect to Lebesgue measure |dw|?. We can also bound the
expectation in (2.6) by 1. Therefore, (2.6) is bounded by a constant times

. dwl?
d 2 — ‘1 _ |wJ| ‘ |
de /D\wllm H( Tl ) p@r

d
C|w1|n/| Il O(|w1]").

|v(a+m)

ks
/ ol =27 T o = g ==
D\ w1 [ =D j=1

where we have just used < Jw1]™ to bound the integrand by Clws|" for some C > 0.
Case a + 1y > 2
Note that a+ (r+1)y > %—!—”y > @, so the singularity |z| =@+ +17) is not integrable with respect to M,

Using the same method as in the proof of Item 1., the expectation in (2.6) is O(|wy |2+ (+D7=@" Hence
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(2.6) is bounded by a constant times

ks
/ || Y@t H w — wj|—v2|w|—va |w|%(Q—a—(r+1)7)2|dw|2
D\[w1 [ 7D j=1

<C|w1|"/ |w|—v(a+m)+%(O¢+(T+1)7—Q)2|dw|2
D

Observe that —y(a+77) + 3(a+ (r+1)y— Q)? = 3(a+ry—Q)*—2 > —2, so that the last integral is indeed

finite. O

Remark 1. Although we won’t be needing this, the condition v < v/2 can be removed in item 2. Indeed,
the only time this condition is required is for the last two displays of the proof to be finite (integrability of
|lw — wj|*72). However, in the case v > v/2, we have the freezing estimate O(|w — wj|*72+%(Q*27)2) as two
~-insertions w, w; merge (following item 1.), and this is integrable. So it suffices to remove a neighbourhood
of the diagonal to get the result for v > /2.

We can combine Lemma 2.5 and the last proposition to compute the residue of Zy (1 1) (1,1) at az1.

Proof of (2.4). Case v < /2.
In this case, o921 = a1 + 27 < Q.
By Proposition 2.6, we have in C’, for @ < g1 (recall w_o1 = g1 + 27):

2 |dw1|2 |dw2|2

wi|? fwal?

Lan,anl@) =VYa_,, / w1 |77 wa | 7Yy — wa| 7Y
D

|C1’LU1|2 |dw2|2

wi]? |wel?

2
[ (Walwrwa) — ] el r a7
D2

|dw1|2 |dw2|2

wi]? - Jwa* 7

2
Wy 1)+ [ O (jual el s ] (v wal))
D2

for some £ > 0, and the notation J; () is from Section 2.4.1. The second integral is absolutely convergent and
analytic in the neighbourhood of ay ;. Thus,

a£{2281127(1)1)7(1)1)(01) = \I/a72,1 Res Jl(Oé).

a=as1
This equality is holds in C’, but we know that the residue exists in e #“D(Q) and the RHS also exists in
e P¢D(Q). Hence the equality holds in e=#°D(Q). Lemma 2.5 gives the value of Res,, , J1, so we are done.
Case v > V2.
In this case, av—21 = g1 + 27 > Q.

By symmetry, we can assume |ws| < |w]. We split D? into the regions
Dy := {|w1| < e|w2|}; D, = {|w1| > e|w2|}.

We first treat the region Dy. Recall the notation A; = {e~* < |z| < 1}. By Proposition 2.6 and scaling, we

have
2 2
U, (wy,w )|dw1| ] = O(T*Q’Yaf'szr%(Q*a*?’Y)z)
) «@ 1, W2 |’U} |2 |w |2
rA3 1 2

as 7 — 0. At a = as 1, the exponent is 55 (72 — 2)? > 0. By continuity in «, this exponent is positive in a

272
. . _ d 2 d 2
neighbourhood of as 1. We have a covering Dy C Upene ™A3, so that fDo U, (w1, ws) l‘ufjll“z “75;2”2

by an absolutely convergent series.

is bounded
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Now, we deal with the region D;. In this region, we have [w; — ws|~"" < ((1 — e~ 1)wy[)~"". Combining
with Proposition 2.6, we then get

dw1 2 d’w2 2 2 _ d’w2 2 dw1 2
[ et = [ [ 0l Sl 0 o T
D, lwi]? |ws] e=1|wy |D |wa2|? |w |

for some & > 0. This is integrable in a neighbourhood of a5 1, so we are done. O

2.4.3. Meromorphic continuation of the singular state. We recall the following derivative formula [BW23,
Section 3.3]: for w = (w1, ..., w,) non-coinciding points and all F' € C:

O, E[¥ o (w)F] = | aydy, G(w1,0) + +* Z Ow; G(w1,w;) | B[V, (w)F]
j=2

2.7
+E [ () VE(Ou, Co(ws,-))] 27
172 [ BWaw, 000 F 00, Gl w0 P
D
A similar formula holds for 9, ¥, (w1).
Proposition 2.7. For all o < a2, we have
ek
(a— al,z)zzl,(z),@) (a) = —712,(1,1),(1,1)(04) + Ra, (2.8)

where a +— Ry € e P°D(Q) admits a meromorphic extension which is reqular in a neighbourhood az1. Asa
consequence, (2.3) holds.

Proof. By integration by parts

d dwy |? 1 dw
/‘I’a | wy 2 /3w1‘1’ | w1|2 _'/ \I]a(wl)ﬁ'
D |w1|4 1w1 2'L st w1

This formula is valid provided all the terms are absolutely convergent, which holds for a < ;2. We refer to
[BW23, Section 3.3] for the careful justification.

Combining with the derivative formula (2.7), we get

dw |?
%(Oz —041)2)‘/IE[\I/(Jt(Ql}l)l'T]'| 1L = _/1/72/ E[\I/a(wl,wg)F]ﬁle(wl,wg)| | |d |
D w1| D2 w1

+ [ Bl ) VF @0, Gaun, )12
alW w1 Wi, —
D ! ov w1 w3 (2.9)
1 duiy
— — [ B, (w12
2% Jou [Wa(wr) ]wl
::Il —|—IQ—|—Ig

The integral Z3 is regular for a < 0. To treat Z,, we use again integration by parts and the derivative formula
to get for all F' € C:

Y dw 2
La—ana) [ BRI Sl e [ E[%(zul,wg)F]ale(wl,wz)'| |'2 dus
D 197 D2
|dw1|2
+ E[\Ija(wl)vF(awl Ga(wla : ))] 2
D w1
1
— Z E[\I/a(wl)F]dwl

Applying this formula with F replaced by VF (0, Go(w1,-)) € C, we see that Z, is also regular for a < 0 (by
[BW23, Proposition 3.2]).
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Hence, the only term with a possible pole at a1 is Z;. First, we symmetrise by observing

1 1 1 . 1 ’LUQlI)% - wl’@%
W9 — W1 ’wl’lf}% wgﬂ}% W9 — W1 wlu’}fwguig

(2.10)

1 W9 — W1 1 1
- 2 _ = T2 2 7 .
wi1wyw2 wa w1 W1wW2wW35 wiw2w2

The easiest term to treat is the first one. Applying again integration by parts and the derivative formula, we

have

%(Of —a12) /ID)2 E[Wq (w1, w2)F]%% B FY2 /]])2 Walwr,w2)00, Gl wz) ||d“1jil||22 |d;uj|2
— 2 /D? E[V o (w1, w2, w3) F]0s, G(wi, ws) ||dzzl||22 Id;02|2 [duws|?
+/D E[‘I’a(wlawz)VF(amGa(wl"))]|ftzu11||22 leEF

2
1 |dw2|2
- B[, (w;, wy)F d
21'/@/@ (o (w1, ws) F] v,

::I4+I5 +IG +I7.

The integrals Zg and Z; are absolutely convergent and analytic for o < 0. For Zy, we use the identity

1 1 1 _ 1 .
P (wlwsz - w1w2w2) = ToTe and symmetrise, to see that
2 2 2 2
~ |[dwy |# |dws] ~y
Iy =— EW F = —E|Z F.
4 4 - [ a(’LU1,’LU2) ] |w1|2 |w2|2 4 [ 2,(1,1),(1,1) () ]

This gives the leading term in the RHS of (2.8). It remains to show that all other terms are analytic in the
neighbourhood of ay ;.

We start with the singularities with the factor % appearing in (2.10). We only treat the singularity
Wa—n _1_ gince the other one can be treated similarly. Since |22=%1| = 1, it is sufficient to show that
w2 —wq w1w1w2 w2 —wi1

T5,(1,0),(2,1) is absolutely convergent for all o in a neighbourhood of az ;. We will need to treat the cases
v < /2 and v > v/2 separately. The method is similar to the proof of (2.4) given at the end of Section 2.4.2.

Case v < v/2. In this case, we can write

_ _ 2 [dw; [ |dws|?
o, 1,00,y (@) = Vo po, /2 w1 |77 wa| T [wy — we| T
D

wwi w
T s [dus? (2.11)
— _ _~2 w w
[ (Wawn ) — el — a7 Wy, ) S 2L
D2 wiwy w2

By Lemma 2.5, the first integral has a meromorphic continuation which is regular at & = as ;. For the second
integral, Proposition 2.6 tells us that the integrand is O(|wy|~7*|ws|~7*|w1 — we| =" (Jw1| V |ws])¢) for some
§ > 0, which is integrable in a neighbourhood of ap 1. Hence, Ty (1 0),(2,1) is absolutely convergent and analytic
in a neighbourhood of as ;.

Case v > /2. We decompose D? into the regions
Do := {|w:| V [w| < e|wi| A |wal}; D1 = {Jun| < e Hwal}; D := {[wz| < e Hwi}.

We start with the region Dy. First, we look at the case where both insertions are in the annulus rA; =
{re=2 < |z| < r} for some r > 0. By item 1. of Proposition 2.6, we have

W9 — W1 |dw1|2 |dw2|2 _

O(T—2va—v2+%(Q—a—27)2)'
W9 — W1 ’wl’lf}% Wa

/ () F)
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Observe that —2yag 1 — 2 + %(Q —agq —27)t = (7 — —) > 0, so that the exponent is positive in a neigh-

2
bourhood of ag 1. Using the covering Dy C Unene "AZ, the integral fDo E[W, (w1, w2)F] 52:51 Iiﬁ%‘l ‘dxl is
then bounded by an absolutely convergent series, so that it converges and is analytic in a neighbourhood of
01271.

We turn to the contribution of Dy. In this region, we have [wy —ws| ™7 < (1 — e 1)|wy|)™". Using again

C// |’LU2| yoa— ’Y+ (Q—a— 2v)2| | va'dw1|2 |d’LU2|2
e~ 1wz |D |U)1|3 |w2|

item 1. of Proposition 2.6, we get

d 2 d 2
Dy w1w1

D Iwzl2

In the first line, the integral in w; is absolutely convergent in a neighbourhood of as ; since 772 -3 > —2.
Then we have already seen that the exponent in wy in the last integral is positive in that region. Hence, the
contribution of D; is absolutely convergent and analytic in a neighbourhood of a3 ;. The last region D; is
treated similarly. This concludes the proof that Z5 (1 ), (2,1) is analytic in a neighbourhood of a1 in the case

v > V2.

Finally, we need to analyse Zs. First, we use the identity — L (‘wll‘2 - |w£|2) = |’LU1|12’LU'3 + 52751 wl\lng’

and we symmetrise as before. Hence, it suffices to show that I3 (2,1,1),(0,0,0) 1S absolutely convergent in a
neighbourhood of az ;. We will need to distinguish the cases v < 1, v € [1,v/2), and 7 € (v/2,2).

Case v < 1. In this case, [BW23, Proposition 3.2] says that Z5 is analytic up to a < —y+ % In the range
v <1, we have agy = —3 < =y + %, so in particular 75 is analytic in a neighbourhood of as ;.

Case y € [1,+/2). In this case, we have as 1 +37 > @, and a1 +27 < Q. We define the following subregions
of D?
Dy := {max{|wi|, [wz], [ws|} < emin{|wy|, [wal, [ws]}};
Dy = {Jwi] < e wal, Jwi| < e fws|}; 1= {lwa > elwa, [wi] > efws]}.
To treat Dy, we look at the case where all three insertions are in the annulus rA, for some r € (0,1). By item
1. of Proposition 2.6, we have
|dws [? [dws? [dws|?

E[W, (w1, ws, ws)F = O(r— 37037 +3(Q-a=37)*+2)
[ B o ) P S~ o )

At a = ag 1, we have

1 32 1 7?2 v V2,
(o + 3~ — 2:__+2__ —|———4:——— —2>—2, 2.12
jea1 43— QF =T vaC - = F ot G -a= (- YD) (212)

so that the exponent in the previous display is positive around g 1. Using the cover Dy C Upene A3, we
|dwy |? |dwa]? |dws]|?
lwi]? Jwa|  |ws]

—3van1 — 37 +

get that the integral fD oW1, wa, w3) is bounded by an absolutely convergent series.

Let us turn to D;. In this region, we have |w; — wa|™ < ((1 — e 1)|wy|)™". By item 1. of Proposition
2.6, we have
[ Bt s, ) 7|
D1

dw1|2 |dw2|2 |dw3|2

lwi |2 |wa|  |ws]

L(Q—a—37)2 |d’LU1|2 |d’LU2|2 |d’LU3|2

C/ / Jeon |77 o | =7 | T wa — w7 (fwa| V fuws])®
D2 Je= (fuslAlws))

(Q—a—3v)? |d’LU2 |2 |du}3|2

lwi]?  |wa|  [ws]

2 2 2 - 1
<C/ [wo| 77T aws | 7T Jwe — w3 (Jwa| A ws|) T (Jwe| Vws)2
D2 |wa|  |ws]
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The same equality (2.12) shows that this is integrable in a neighbourhood of as 1. In the region D}, we have
lwy — we| ™ < ((1 — e Y)|wy|~"", and Proposition 2.6 gives the bound
dw1|2 |dw2|2 |dw3|2

lwi|* |w2|  |ws]

[ Bt aton, s, P

1
2 |dw1|2 |dw2|2 |dw3|2

lwi|? fwa]  |ws]

s O/ / D e A [T e e A (T
DJe 1wy |D?

2
<C / g |- 3703745 (@372 [dwi[©
D wa[?

so we arrive at the same conclusion. We can perform the same bounds in the regions
. -1 -1 . /-
Dy = {|wa| < e |wnl, [wa| < e |wsl}; Dy = {fwa| 2 elwi, lwa| = e|wsl},
and we arrive at the same conclusion. By the wo <+ w3 symmetry, this covers all possible regions of D3.

Case v € (v/2,2). In this case, a1 + 27— Q > 0. The estimate in the region Dy from the previous case is
still valid, and the same conclusion holds for this region. We need to further decompose D; into subregions.
We introduce

Dyg = {Jw1| < e Mwal, |wo| < |ws| < elwal};  Dip = {|un| < e Mwa| < e |wsl}.

By Proposition 2.6 and scaling,

|C1’LU1|2 |dw2|2 -

E[W,, F -0 —3ya—3y2+1(Q—a—3v)%+2
Jag Lo Ot ) IS = 00 2 )

and we have seen that the exponent is positive in the neighbourhood of s ;. This allows us to bound the

integral over Dig by an absolutely convergent series, so that this integral is analytic in the neighbourhood of
2

ag,1. In the region Dy, we have U, (wy, we, ws) = O(|w1|*’Y°‘|w2|*7°‘*72+%(Q*0"2’Y)2|w3|*7°‘*3%), and this

\dw1|2 |dw2\2 \dwg|2

Clwil? Jwa]  ws]
D}, Dy, D), into subregions, and we get absolutely convergent integrals each time in a neighbourhood of as ;.

All these steps are similar to the previous one, and we leave the details to the reader. In the end, we have
shown that Zs is analytic in a neighbourhood of a1, for all v € (0,2) \ {v/2}.

is integrable on (D3 ) in the neighbourhood of ay ;. We can decompose similarly the regions

This proves that (2.8) holds. Combining with Proposition 2.2, we obtain

2 2
(a —012)*Pa(dlp2* = 1) = —/ﬂz(a — 012)°T 2),2) () + Mﬂz(a — 12)°Ts,(2,0),(0,2) (@) + Ra

o 72
= u? —T5 (1,1),(1,1) (@) + Mz—(a - 041,2)212,(2,0),(0,2)(0) + Ra,

16 4

where R, denotes an analytic term in the neighbourhood of as ;, which may vary from line to line. We can
adapt the proof of the analyticity of Z5 (1,0),(2,1) (@) to show that Z (5 ), (0,2) () is analytic in the neighbourhood
of ap 1. This shows that

4
v
(o — a2,1)*Pa (4ol — 1) = M21—612,(1,1),(171)(a) + Ra,

for some R, analytic at ag 1, and concludes the proof of (2.3). O

3. BouNDARY HEM

In this section, we prove the boundary version of the HEMs (Theorem 1.3). The introductory Section
3.1 gives some background on boundary LCFT. The remaining sections follow the structure of the proof of
Theorem 1.1. All the technical difficulties are already present in the bulk case, and the differences are mostly
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computational. We will use most of the notations of Section 2, but all the notations from this section refer to
boundary LCFT.

3.1. Setup and background.

3.1.1. Free field modules. Let F := R[(pn)n > 1] be the space of polynomials in countably many real variables

=

@n. The constant function 1 is the vacuum vector. Let Ps1 be the law of a log-correlated Gaussian field ¢ on
S'NH:

. -n/ 1 1
10 0 _
E[gp(e )QO(G )] - log |6i9 . ei9/| + log |6,L-9 _ €7i9/| .
The expansion in Fourier modes reads

p=2 Z enRe(en).
n=1

where we recall that e, (e?) = €™ is the standard basis. Under Pg:, (¢,)n > 1 is a sequence of independent
real Gaussians N'(0, 5-). The harmonic extension of ¢ to the D N H is

Its covariance kernel is

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

1 1
— =: Gy(z,w), Vz,w e DNH.
|1 — 2| w

The space F is a dense subspace of L?(Pg1). The boundary Liouville Hilbert space is
H = L*(dc ® Pg1),

where dc is Lebesgue measure on R. Samples of dc ® Pg1 are written ¢+ ¢, with ¢ being the zero mode of the
field. We define a dense subspace C of H as the subspace of functionals F' € H such that there exists N € N*
and f € C®°(RN*1), such that F(c+¢) = f(c, o1, ..., on) holds dc @ Pgi-a.e., and f and all its derivatives are
compactly supported in ¢ and have at most exponential growth in the other variables. We refer to C as the
space of test functions, and its continuous dual C" as the space of tempered distributions.

Let a € C. On L?(Pg:), we have a representation of the Heisenberg algebra (A, :&n)nEZ given for n > 0
by

AL = 5&1; A%, = 5((% —2npy); Aj =505

Here, 0,, = 0,,, means (real) derivative in direction ¢,. For n # 0, we have the hermiticity relations (A%)* =
A% on L?(Pg). Given a partition k € T, we set A_y :=[[7— (A%, )k, and for k € T, we set
T = A_y 1.

We say that 7, i has level |k|. The Heisenberg representation gives F a structure of highest-weight Heisenberg
module, i.e.

F =span{mc |k € T}.
The level gives a grading
J = ®NnenFN,;
and dim Fy = p(N).
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The Sugawara construction is a family of representations (L%®),cz of the Virasoro algebra on L?(Pg1),
indexed by a € C. These operators are the following quadratic expression in the Heisenberg algebra (n # 0)

(oo}
L =ila—(n+1D)QAn+ Y An mAmp; Lo i =Aa+2) A nAp.
m##{0,n} m=1
This representation satisfies the hermiticity relations (L%®)* = L*297% on L2(Pgi). Given a partition v =
(V1, ..., v0), we set L0 = L%S[...Lg’gl. The descendant state
Qo =L"1 e F

is a polynomial of level |v/.

Let V2 be the (L%),,cz highest-weight representation obtained by acting with the Virasoro operators on
the vacuum vector, i.e.

VO = span{L>1|,v,e T} C F.

We also define VOV := V9 N Fy. The module VO has central charge ¢, = 1+ 6Q? and highest-weight
Ao =%(Q—%). If a & kac, it is known that V) is irreducible and Verma (hence V) ~ F) when a ¢ kac. On

the other hand, if o € kac™, VSQ_Q is Verma (hence VSQ_a ~ F), and V! is the irreducible quotient of the
Verma by the maximal proper submodule. The linear map

0 0
0 . VzQ—a ~F =V,
R B P RS LS |
implements the canonical projection from the Verma to V2, and V{ = ran ®? ~ F/ker ®°. It maps Q2g—a.u
to Qa,u-
In the sequel, we will write
S0 .= 042ng + (L%?)?
By the same computation as Lemma 2.1, we record the expression for 8?1, which gives the singular vector at

level 2.

Lemma 3.1. We have
SO1 = 2a(a — a12) (a0 — 2 1) 2.

3.1.2. Semigroups and Poisson operator. Let Xp be a Dirichlet free field in D N H, i.e. Xp is Gaussian with

covariance

— 2W 1—zw

E[Xp(2) Xp(w)] = log |-

Z—w

=: Gp(z,w).

’—Hog

We take this free field to be independent of ¢ 4+ ¢. The covariance kernel of X = X + P is:

E[X (2)X (w)] = log o + log o =: G(z,w).

|z — w| |z — w|

One can construct two GMCs from X, a bulk GMC in D N H and a boundary GMC in I = (—1,1):

2
AL (2) = Tim €5 %) dz? = lim o7 Xe)-FEpx 142
e—0 e—0 (2:[11’1(2’))%
2
dLy(z) := lim eTer Xy,
e—0
2
We will sometimes abuse notations by writing dM.,(z) = X ()= FEX? ()] __1dal’ 2

(@m(=) T
As in the bulk case, one can define two one-parameter semigroups of operators on H. The free field semigroup
is the semigroup generated by —LJ. Currently, the generator of the Liouville semigroup is well-understood
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only if ¥ < v/2 or 4 = 0 [GRVW], but the semigroup itself is well-defined for all values of the parameters.
Explictly, these two semigroups have the following expression:

SIF(c+ @) = e TR, [F(c + X(e~t))]

Xe T e x
Q2 b\ —pe’e [ dMy(z) —prLe? fr dL"g,(_Q) —pRe? f][+ dL"S(Q) (3.1)
SiF(c+¢)=e T'E, |Fc+ X (e " )e ANE T e felT e ColelT |

where we defined I} := (e7%,1) and I, := (-1, —e~?). We also set I := (0,1) and I~ := (—1,0).

We wish to construct a Poisson operator in a similar way as in the bulk case. For Re(a) < @ and any
X € F, we define (if the limit exists in e #“H)

Pa(x) := Jlim etBatlvD g, (o2 (a=Q)ey)

Do (x) == Pal(@o(X)).

It is easy to see that the limit exists for a in a complex neighbourhood of —oco, but it is not known in full
generality how the analytic extension behaves. This is actually the point of the HEMs to study the possible
poles on the Kac table. Similar to the bulk case, it is expected that \Ilgﬂj = L,,jlllg, for some Virasoro
representation (Lj,),cz defined in a similar fashion (and with similar properties) as the bulk representation
[BGK™23]. For the empty partition ¥ = @, one has the expression (valid in a complex neighbourhood of

(_007 Q))

(3.2)

AL (x)
CaMy () — [ipo(®) 5
\112 = e%(a—Q)CE@ e‘”f}mn[ﬂ BkG e . o1 %

where we have defined the measurable function on I = (—1,1):
po(x) = pLlpcoy + pr1{z>0}-

Finally, we make the following definitions, with notations similar to the bulk case. For w € (D N H)",
x €17, we introduce the following element of e~ #¢H:

U0 (w; ) = li_%e%(aJr(%Jrra)'Y*Q)cEw €T 5 Xe(0) H T eV Xe(w)) H e T ez Xe(zjy)

2 2
X exp (—uew/ ez e Xe(@dz)? — egc/enegXE(m)ua(x)d:E)} )
DNH I

In practice, we will only be dealing with cases where 2r +7r5 < 3. Finally, given partitions s = (s, ..., s,) € N”
and 3 = (31, ..., 57) € N” we introduce the integrals (provided they are well-defined in e=#°H)

- d.Ij T da~

70 5(a) ::/ /,\Ilg(xl,...,:cr,il,...,’f;)n| L [[ =% (3.3)
1 Jry i |l o |75]%

H

In practice, we will only deal with cases where |s| 4+ |3| < 2. In particular, the total number of insertions is
bounded by 2. We also define

Tay(a) = /D W) Re(w ), (3.4)

In this work, we only focus on the singular vector at level 2, whose free field expression is given in Lemma
3.1. Namely, we are interested in the analytic continuation of @a(Snga]l), particularly its value at a2, o 1.
We keep the notation @a(Snga]l) for this analytic continuation, wherever it is defined. The remainder of
this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3, following the strategy of Section 2. First, we find an
probabilistic expression for the singular state, valid up to ay 2. This leads to the (1,2)-HEM without too
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much effort. Then, we find an expression for the meromorphic continuation of the singular state, valid up to
az1. The (2,1)-HEM is obtained by evaluating the residue at s ;.

3.2. Expression of the singular state. The first step is a probabilistic expression for the singular state.
Proposition 3.2. For all o < a2, we have the equality in e Ben,
i i g
Palip2) = —Z#Lz(az),z(a) - Z#RI(BQ),Q(O‘) - Eﬂz(z) (@) + Ras (3.5)

where Ry is analytic in a complex neighbourhood of R_.

Proof. We proceed as in Proposition 2.2, except that we are now in a real setting. For all € € R, we introduce
the martingale

gg(t) — ee%(&pg—é sinh(2t))

)

with initial value £.(0) = e*¥2. Observe that
0

o _ 2
85\g:og€(t) e“ pal(t).

By Girsanov’s theorem, the effect of reweighting the measure by e=¢¥2&_(¢) is to shift the field Xp as follows
Xp(2) = Xp(2) + %Re(z‘z e
Moreover, the reweighting by ¢##2~% amounts to the shift @ = ¢ + SRe(ez). Adding the two shifts gives
X X+ %Re(z—2).

Hence, for all F' € C and all ¢ > 0, we have:
t2Ba+2) {eftH (@26%(%@(:) F}

_ e d g o8 2ot () M (1) g Lo 1) gmpne B 00

o a? e - ve
e 8Bt oxp (_ue'yc/+ eV 5Re( 2)d]\/[w(,z) - e%C/ eMua($>dL7($)> F(o+ %cos(%‘))]
A7 I,

g\s:()
= Bl chesn-ar / E [623%—4tevX(w)—%E[X(w)2]e—ue M (D) F(w)} Re(w?) 10
A} (2Im(w)) =
_ %e%mv—@/ E [Q%th—"‘;te—ﬂewa(Af)—MLG%CLW(L)—HRG%CLW(M)F} ua(x)ﬁ_T;
I €
+ EE [e%th_§te_“eva(At+)—HL€%CLw(L)—uRe%CLV(H+)(92F(‘P)} .
Taking the limit as ¢ — oo concludes the proof. 0

3.3. First pole of P, and the (1,2)-HEM. As an immediate corollary, we get the (1,2)-equation.

Proposition 3.3. We have in e ?“H

1
Res Pa(p2) = 5(uL + pr)Vo

=1 2

Thus, the (1,2)-HEM (1.4) holds.
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Proof. 1t is easy to see that the last line of (3.5) converges and is analytic in a neighbourhood of «; 5. Hence,
we need only treat the boundary integrals.

Yo

We use the estimate W2 (z) = |z|~ = (\I/2+7 +O(]x|%)) in C’, for some & > 0. This estimate is a straightfor-

ward adaptation of Proposition 3.6 in the case of a single y-insertion. From this, we get for o« < aq 2

1 1 1
d.I _ya _ o diZ?
[ vt =, [ F s [ @i - e e0.)%
0 0 0
2 13]
= a—on) e ., +O().

as a — aj2. The second integral is analytic in the neighbourhood of a; o since |:1:|_%_2+£ is uniformly
integrable on (0,1) in the neighbourhood of ay 2.

We get the same residue on the other side. Thus, we get Res Po(p2) = 3(uL + pr)¥a_,, by combining
a=x1,2

with Proposition 3.2. Finally, Lemma 3.1 allows us to conclude that @a(Snga]l) extends to aqo with the
value

@al,z(SgQ—aLg]]') = aﬂgll . 2a(a — ag1)(a — ai,2)Palp2)
=20 2(a12 — 042,1)a5§182 Palp2)

=y 2(ar2 —az1) (L + /LR)‘I’g,m-

This concludes the proof since oy 2(av1 2 — az1) = %(1 - 7;) O

3.4. Second pole of P, and the (2,1)-HEM. In this section, we compute the residue of P, (¢2) at a = g 1,
which will prove (1.5) and end the proof of Theorem 1.3. It is the content of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. We have in e P°H

2

2
i i
PETH 1y 0 (@) = ZMLNRI(al),(l)(a) + gzg,(u)(a) +Ras (3.6)

7

(o= 1.2)Palp2) = 2 (a— 1)z (@) + 4

where Ry is analytic at oo 1.

Moreover, for v < /2, we have in e P°H,

2 5 5
1 I 2 D1 -%
Res Zy)(a) = —— 472 sin(w%) Co)r( > 2 )\Ilg o
a=wog,1 ’71— T F(l— T)
2 2
201 - %)
0 o o o P
agaeilzg,(l,l)(oz) = QBQGS,II(LI),@(Q) = —;W\Pa o (3.7)
2 2
2 A2 T(L)r(1—L
R I@ = —— R #\Ija .
a:SQSJ (1)7(1)(04) ¥ COS(ﬂ' 4 ) F(l _ »YT?) @_21

For v > /2, all these residues vanish (the integrals are regular at a21).

Assuming this proposition, we can easily conclude the proof of the (2, 1)-equation.
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Proof of (1.5). Using successively Lemma 3.1, (3.6) and (3.7), we find that @a(Snga]l) extends to a1 with
the value

Do, , (Sgg_am]l) = lim 2a(a—a12)(a— az1)Pa(p2)

a—ra2 1
v 27 1o 7 o R
=2as,1 Res (—M§(042,1 —ai12)Z (@) + i, §1(1,1),g(04) - NRMRII(l),(l)(a) + NR?IQ,(IJ)(O‘)>
3

a=ow21
2 2\ [(Z)r(1-2)

Y 2 i 2 . v 1 2
= — — 2uppR cos(m—) + pn — psin(mr— ) — L - 27

O

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.4. The strategy is the same as in the
bulk case. To prove (3.7), we use fusion estimates (Proposition 3.6) to factorise the residue into the product of
primary field and a Selberg integral. The residue of the Selberg integral can be evaluated explicitly (Lemma
3.5). The analytic continuation of the Poisson operator of (3.6) is handled using integration by parts and a
derivative formula for the boundary states.

322<1 e _12>__ 2 L(-)r(1-23)
5 ) 2 ) 4 ’y(a — a2)1) I‘(l o 772)

so that Sy (1, =37, —’YTZ) has a simple pole at as1, with residue

Res 5272

a=az1

<1 1a "y2>: 20(3)r(1 - %)
27 4 '

The next lemma evaluates the residues of related integrals at oo 1.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose v < v/2. We have

2 2 2
2 1 2 2 p22\r(1 - 2
lim (04—01271)/ |w|770‘|w—1D|7w7Re(w72)|dw|2:—— 4 si (Wl)—(4) ( - 2);
a s DNH 71— 4 N1-2)

e o a : 2 2 M1 -2
lim (a - 042,1)/ / |21|” % Yoo~ T Y2y — 2o " T dayda, = ——COS(T(—)—( o)l ; )
~1Jo Y r(1-2)

06/042,1

QQ

Proof. First identity.

Writing the integral in polar variables, we have

2 1 2 T 5
/ |w|7m|w—@|7%Re(w72)|dw|2/ Tf'yo‘*%*ldr/ (2sin6)~ = cos(26)dd
DNH 0 0
1 ™ 2
= —7>/ (2sin(0))” = (2 cos(0)* — 1)d6.
0

Yl =z

We recall the formula B(a,b) = 2 fO% sin(6)2¢~! cos(0)?~1d# for the Beta function. Using the identity I'(z +
1) = zI'(z), the duplication formula I'(z)I'(z + 3) = /72" 7%*I'(22), and the value I'(3) = /7, the integral in
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0 equals
2 2 2 2 2z 2 2 1 2 2 1 21
22— / sin(6) 7 cos(6)2d — 21~ / sin(0)Fdo =25 B(x - L 3 _oFpi L L)
0 0 472 2 472
_ 1 42 1 1
=2 2\/EF(___)< 2. 2)
2 4T\Te-%) Ta-%)
r(1-% V() 7
- Iy —y+re
F(1_7;)sm<w4>(<4 )+1(2)
2 2 2
T (1 =X\ (- 2
= 4v2 2 )72( 42 sin(r—)
-2 r1-2

Second identity.

Let us consider the function

O 1 2 2 2
I(a) == / / lz1|" % Yoo~ Yoo — oy | T oy — 1T TS gy — 1|7 TS da da,
—-1J0

which is well-defined and analytic for Re(«) € (=7, —3). Using the change of variable z; = Z—H with Jacobian
dt;,
dz; = (thr—tlf)z, j =1,2, we have by (A.2):

2o [P _re_, _re g a2
I(Oé)=22 v |1—t1| 2 |1—t2| 2 |t1—t2| 2dt1dt2
0 1

2 2
= 2WT+’YQSQ,1(17 _Bv _l)

27 4
. 2
_o% e os(rl)ST) o g 20 0%
m(ae 4 2T T Ty
sinm(5 + %

2 2
Since (z1,x9) > |z — 1|7 =45 |z — 1|77+ is smooth and converges to 1 as x1, 2 — 0, we have
0 ! v e 72
lim (a— a271)/ lz1]| 72 “Hao| T2 7oy — 20| T dayday
a—ra21 _

= lim (o0—ag1)l(@)

)

a—rQ2 1
2
22 72 sin(m L) . N 42
= 27 1921 cos(n - I —a21)822(- 25,1, -1
cos( 4 )smﬁ(wg2 -+ 7?2)0‘_1{'21 (=Sl 2 4 :
2 2
_ ¥ P - %)
= ——cos(w—)—vz.
rt—-3)

O

3.4.2. Fusion estimates. From here, we are in position to conclude the computation of Res P, (p2). We will
=21

rely on the following fusion estimates.

Proposition 3.6. The following estimates hold in C':
1. Suppose a4+ 2v > Q. Then,
W (w) = | 7 O(Im(w) 2,

_a _a _2 1 _0)2
U2 (21, 22) = |21] " 22| T |21 — 22| T T O((|21| V |wa|) T@F2-Q7),
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2. Suppose o+ 2y < Q. Then,
’Y2
WE (w) = [w| 7 (2Im(w)) == (V5 ,5, + O(Jw|*));
yo _a _22
(21, m2) = |w1| ™7 |wa] ™7 |o1 — @27 (U910, + O((Jza| V |22])%))

for some € > 0.

The proof of this proposition is identical to that of 2.6, and we omit it. Using these estimates, we can
compute the residues of I(Q), Ig)(Ll), 1(1)7(1), 1(1)1)7;5 at ag 1.

Proof of (3.7). Case vy < /2.

In this case, we have a_2 1 = az 1 + 27 < . We write for o < ag ;.
_ a0 —va _22 -2 2
Zizy(a) = Voo, Jw[~7* (2Im(w)) ™ = Re(w™")|dwl|
DNH
72
[ )~ ] @) 0 Re(w )l
DNH

By item 2. of Proposition 3.6, the last line is absolutely convergent and analytic in the neighbourhood of s ;.
By Lemma 3.5, we deduce the following limit in C’:

2 2 2
1 2 pra-2
lm (@ = a21)Zz)(0) = ———' = 7 2 .
aTaz Y- Tl-%)

As usual, we can deduce that this equality actually holds in e #¢H, which give the first line of (3.7). The
proof of the two last lines of (3.7) is identical.

Case v > V2.

In this case, we have ag 1 +2v > (). We only show that Zy (1 1) is regular at az 1. We consider the following
regions of (0,1)2:
Do :={x1 Ve <e(xy ANaa)}; Dy :={x1 < 6_1$2}.

We use the notation I; := (e~%,1). For r € (0,1), we have by scaling and item 1. Proposition 3.6

/ (1, m)%% _ O(T—va—§+%(Q—a—2~y)2)
rI2 « ’ r1 X
2

in C'. For a@ = ag1, the exponent equals %(% —7)? > 0. Hence, fDo \I!g(xl,xg)dzilldm—? is bounded by an
absolutely convergent series in the neighbourhood of a1, so the integral converges and is analytic in this

region.

’Y2

2
In the region D;, we have |z; — 25|27 < (1 — e ')ag)~ 2. Proposition 3.6 then gives W0 (z,,2,) =

O(|z1|~ 7% |zo|~ =~ ), which is uniformly integrable on (D;, dm—””lldw—””;) in a neighbourhood of ag 1. This con-
cludes the proof of analyticity of Zg (1,1) around ag ;. O

3.4.3. Meromorphic continuation. Similar to the bulk version, we have the following derivative formula: for
all F eC,
a 2

B (e)F) - n Y [ B w0 FIo.Gle, w)ldu?
DNH

0, E[Wo (2)F] = — 5

42 [0 A2 [l (3.9)
THLT / E[\Ilg(:zr, a')F]0,G (x, 2")da’ — PR / E[\Ilg(:zr, ') F0,G(x,2")da’ '
—1 0

+E[W0 (2)VF(0Gy(x,-))).
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This formula is only valid provided all the terms involved are absolutely convergent, which is the case for « in
a complex neighbourhood of —oo. It is then extended by analytic continuation to the domain of analyticity
of the RHS.

Now, we express the analytic continuation of Py (¢2) up to ag 1. As in the bulk case, the proof relies on
a combination of integration by parts and the derivative formula. Fortunately, it happens to be much less
tedious.

Proposition 3.7. For all o < a2, we have
i i
(0 = 12)I5 (5)(a) = 2MRIg @)@ + ZZ),0)(@) + Ra;
Y
(= a1,2)I(2),z(a) = _ENLI(%@),@(OC) + §MRI(61),(1)(04) + R

where Ry, R, are analytic at a1

Proof. By integration by parts, we have for all @ < a12 and all F' € C:

| B = [ aEwl@n T - Ewlr),
0 0

As usual, the last term is interpreted using the Girsanov transform. As in the proof of Proposition 2.7 (and
[BW23, Section 3.3]), the validity of this formula is for @ < ;2 where we have absolute convergence. The
formula is then extended to the domain of analyticity of the RHS. Combining with (3.9) gives

dx

g(a —a12)Lg (2) = —ML— / / xl,xg ]6I1G(:v1,x2)x—1ld$2
dx

— NR_ / / xl,xg ]aggl G($1,$2)I—11d$2

2d171

_‘u_ '(U .Il ]8x1G(I17w)|dw| L

DNH 1

+ / E[U0 () F (9, Gola1, - )] 2 — E[w2(1)F]
0 T

7o b
ZNLII(1),(1)() MR Ig(1 (@) + Ra.

In the last line, we have defined R, to be the last two lines of the RHS, which are easily seen to converge and

be analytic in a neighbourhood of ag 1. For the first two lines, we have symmetrised the singularity - T 1I1

in order to get the expressions — (1) 1) and Ig (1) The previous equat1on is valid for v < g2, but the RHS
is analytic up to s 1, so it expresses the meromorphic extension of Z| g @) in this region. The proof is identical

for 1(2) o O

APPENDIX A. SELBERG & DOTSENKO-FATEEV INTEGRALS
We consider the following Selberg integrals, with the notation borrowed from [FWO08, Equation (2.31)]:
1 1
SQﬁQ(G;,b, C) = / / |t1|a71|t2|a71|1 —t1|b71|1 —t2|b71|t2 —t1|2cdt1dt2
o Jo
1 [e%s)
So1(a,byc) = / / 117 o |" 11 — 2 [P21 — fo [Pt — fo[2Cdt db.
o J1

The first integral converges for Re(a) > 0, Re(b) > 0, and Re(c ) > —min{3,Re(a),Re(b)}. The second
integral converges for Re(a) > 0, Re(a + b+ 2¢) < 1, and Re(c) > —=. Note that Sz 2(a,b,¢) = Sa2.2(b, a, ¢) by
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the change of variable t; — 1 —t;, j = 1,2. The integral Ss » extends meromorphically to C3 via the formula
[FWO08, Equation (1.1)]:
T'(a)T(d)T(a+ )T'(b + c)T'(1 + 2¢)

b,c) = . Al
S22(a,b:¢) T(a+b+c)T(a+b+2¢)T(1 + c) (A1)

According to [FWO08, Equation (2.33)], we have
Ss.1(a, b, ¢) = cos(me) sin(a + c) Sa.2(a, b, c). (A.2)

sinm(a + b+ 2¢)

The Dotsenko-Fateev integral is a version of the Selberg integral where the domain of integration is the
complex plane. Neretin introduced a generalisation of the Dotsenko-Fateev integral [Ner22]. For a pair of
complex numbers a = (a,d) such that a — @ € Z, we write 2* = 292% = |z|ot@ei(e=@arg2 Then, for such a
triple a, b, ¢, we consider

N(a,b,c) := / wf71w371(1 - wl)bfl(l - wg)bfl(wz — w1)?¢|dw; |?|dws|?.
(C2

Neretin found an exact formula for the meromorphic extension of this integral [Ner22, Corollary 1.3]:

sin(ma) sin(md) sin w(a + ¢) sinw(b + ¢) sin (1 + 2¢)
sinm(a 4+ b+ ¢)sinm(a + b+ 2¢)sinw(1 4 ¢)

N(a,b,c) = (—1)%Ss.5(a, b, ¢)S2.2(a, b, ) (A.3)
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