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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. Introduction

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
1
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2 GUILLAUME BAVEREZ AND BAOJUN WU

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 (Ln, L̃n)n∈Z, one

for each “sector” (holomorphic and antiholomorphic). The Hamiltonian of the theory is then the zero mode

H = L0 + L̃0, 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 γ, and a probabilistic construction is available

for γ ∈ (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 [BGK+23]. The states in

the spectrum are labelled (ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃)p∈R+,ν,ν̃∈T , where T denotes the set of integer partitions (a.k.a. Young

diagrammes), and Q = 2
γ +

γ
2 . These states admit an analytic continuation to all complex values of Q+ ip = α

[BGK+23]. Away from the Kac table kac− = (1 − N
∗)γ2 + (1 − N

∗) 2γ , the linear span of (Ψα,ν,ν̃)ν,ν̃∈T

is isomorphic to a tensor product of Verma modules Vα ⊗ V̄α: namely, the states Ψα,ν,ν̃ are the Virasoro

descendants of the primary state Ψα = Ψα,∅,∅. For the degenerate values of the conformal weight, the linear

span of Ψα,ν,∅ 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 ν̃ = ∅ [BW23], namely for states which are primaries with

respect to the antiholomorphic representation L̃n. The proof relies on the analytic continuation (to the α-

plane) of the “Poisson operator” Pα, and the observation that the vanishing of singular vectors is equivalent

to the regularity of this operator. Informally, Pα maps the free field eigenstates (where everything is known)

to the Liouville ones. The case where ν̃ 6= ∅ is more complicated and is the subject of conjectures in the

physics literature [Zam04], which we summarise now. For each αr,s = (1− r)γ2 +(1− s) 2γ ∈ kac−, there exists

a linear combination of Virasoro generators Sαr,s
at level rs such that Sαr,s

Ψαr,s
= 0 [BW23]. It is customary

to normalise this linear combination such that the coefficient of Lrs
−1 equals 1. In fact, the first derivative is

non-zero at αr,s, so that Sαr,s
Ψ′

αr,s
6= 0, where the prime indicates derivative in α (recall Ψα is analytic in α).

According to [Zam04, Equation (4.5)],

S̃αr,s
Sαr,s

Ψ′
αr,s

= Br,sΨα−r,s
, (1.1)

for some non-zero scalar Br,s, for which there exists an exact formula [Zam04, Equation (5.17)]. We emphasise

that α−r,s does not belong to the Kac table, so Ψα−r,s
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 Ψα as (a linear combination of)

screening integrals with respect to singular weights, which we dubbed singular integrals. These integrals are

of the form Ir,s,s̃(α) =
∫
Dr Ψα(w1, ..., wr)

∏r
j=1

|dwj|
2

w
sj
j w̄

s̃j
j

, with the notation explained in (2.1). The integrals

we studied in [BW23] all have s̃ = (0, ..., 0), and they extend analytically to the whole α-plane. When s̃ is

non-trivial, these integrals may develop some poles on the Kac table. Thus, the integrals Ir,s,s̃(α) are really

computing a series expansion of Ψα(w1, ..., wr) in the neighbourhood of 0, when α belongs to the Kac table.

The analyticity of these integrals away from the Kac table is a manifestation of the fact that Ψα(w1, ..., wr) has

a fractional behaviour for generic α. 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, γ and µ are parameters satisfying

γ ∈ (0, 2); µ > 0.

We refer to µ as the cosmological constant. We also set,

Q :=
γ

2
+

2

γ
> 2; cL := 1 + 6Q2 > 25.

The Kac tables are the discrete sets

kac± :=

{
(1± r)

γ

2
+ (1± s)

2

γ

∣∣ r, s ∈ N
∗

}
, kac := kac+ ⊔ kac−,

where N∗ = Z>0. Note that kac+ = 2Q− kac−, and kac− ⊂ (−∞, 0]. We use the notation

αr,s := (1− r)
γ

2
+ (1− s)

2

γ
,

for all r, s ∈ Z. In practice, we will only focus on the case (r, s) ∈ {(1, 2), (2, 1)}. For all α ∈ C, we define:

∆α :=
α

2

(
Q− α

2

)
.

Observe that ∆α = ∆2Q−α.

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 Ψα is a primary field of weight ∆α which is analytic in α and belongs to the

weighted space e−βcD(Q) for β > |Q − Re(α)|. The operators (Ln)n∈Z can be defined as bounded operators

e−βcD(Q) → e−βcD′(Q) and form a Virasoro representations. These constructions are detailed in Section 2.1.

Theorem 1.1 (Bulk HEM). For all α ∈ C, define

Sα := α2L−2 + L2
−1; S̃α := α2L̃−2 + L̃2

−1.

1. The following equality holds in e−βcD(Q):

Sα1,2 S̃α1,2Ψ
′
α1,2

= πµ
8

γ3

(
1− γ2

4

)2

Ψα−1,2 . (1.2)

2. The following equality holds in e−βcD(Q):

Sα2,1 S̃α2,1Ψ
′
α2,1

=






− γ5

32

(
πµ

Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2
Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(γ
2

2 )
Ψα−2,1 , if γ <

√
2;

0, if γ >
√
2.

(1.3)

Theorem 1.1 confirms the prediction of Zamolodchikov, except the (2, 1)-equation in the regime γ ∈ (
√
2, 2)

(where α−2,1 > 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)]1. Equation (1.3) has a non-trivial limit as γ →
√
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 α1,2 or α2,1. The

RHS of (1.3) is then identified with the residue of the Poisson operator. At the time of writing, we are

1With the dictionary (r, s) ↔ (n,m) and γ

2
↔ b, and [Zam04] uses the notation γ(z) =

Γ(z)
Γ(1−z)

.
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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 CFT, 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 Σ be a compact surface of genus g > 0 and TΣ,m+1 be the Teichmüller space of Σ with m+1 > 1 marked

points. The spaces TΣ,m,↑ and T ǫ
Σ,m+1,↑ 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 (α0, ..., αm) ∈ Cm+1 satisfying the Seiberg bound and the central charge cL, one can construct two

holomorphic line bundles L
∆, LcL over TΣ,m+1, with connections ∇∆, ∇cL respectively. A conformal block

is a section B of LcL with values in D′(Q)⊗(m+1) satisfying certain properties (called Ward identities and

horizontality in [BW23, Section 4]). The evaluation B(⊗m
j=0Ψαj

) of the block on primary fields is a section of

L
∆ ⊗ L

cL . If the conformal weight α0 is degenerate (say α0 = αr,s for some r, s ∈ N∗), B(⊗m
j=0Ψαj

) satisfies

a certain PDE on TΣ,m+1 ([BW23, Theorem 1.3]). In particular, if α0 is a degenerate weight at level 2, this

PDE is

(α2
0L−2 + L2

−1)B(⊗m
j=0Ψαj

) = 0,

where the partial differential operators (L−n)n > 1 are connection operators of ∇∆. It is explained in [BW23,

Section 5] how to compute these operators, and the expression is explicit in genus g 6 1. They depend on

the topology of the surface (since they are differential operators on TΣ,m+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 L
∆, L

cL with the conjugate (antiholomorphic)

connection, and we write the differential operators as L̃−n in this case. In general, we will write

Sα := α2L−2 + L2
−1; S̃α := α2L̃−2 + L̃2

−1.

Corollary 1.2. Let (α0, ..., αm) ∈ Cm+1 satisfying the Seiberg bounds, with α0 ∈ {α1,2, α2,1}, and set Ψ :=

⊗m
j=1Ψαj

. Let B : T ǫ
Σ,m+1,↑ → D′(Q)⊗(m+1) be a conformal block in the sense of [BW23, Section 4].

1. We have

S̃α1,2Sα1,2B(Ψ′
α1,2

⊗m
j=1 Ψαj

) = πµ
8

γ3

(
1− γ2

4

)2

B(Ψα−1,2 ⊗m
j=1 Ψαj

).

2. We have

S̃α2,1Sα2,1B(Ψ′
α2,1

⊗Ψ) =





− γ5

32

(
πµ

Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2
Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(γ
2

2 )
B(Ψα−2,1 ⊗Ψ), if γ <

√
2;

0, if γ >
√
2.

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 LCFT are recalled in Section 3.1. In a nutshell, the states are associated to the half-

disc D∩H. The interior of this half-disc bears a (bulk) cosmological cosmological constant µ > 0. Additionally,
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there are two boundary cosmological constants µL, µR > 0 associated to the “left” interval I− = (−1, 0) and

the “right” interval I+ = (0, 1) respectively. There is a family of free field representatiosn (L0,α
n )n∈Z (the

Sugawara construction), and we define S0
α := α2L

0,α
−2 + (L0,α

−1 )
2.

We refer to Section 3.1 for precise definitions of the objects appearing in the statement of the next theorem.

Briefly, Ψ∂
α is a state which is analytic for α in a neighbourhood of (−∞, Q), as an element of a weighted

Hilbert space e−βcH. This state is expected to be a highest-weight state for a Virasoro representation (Ln)n∈Z

whose construction should be similar to the bulk one. The evaluation of the expression Φα(S
0
2Q−α1) (see (3.2)

for the definition) at the degenerate weights α1,2, α2,1, should correspond to the value of the (level 2) Liouville

singular vector in this representation. In other words, we expect that Φα(S
0
2Q−α1) = (α2L−2 + L2

−1)Ψ
∂
α for

some Virasoro representation (Ln)n∈Z 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 Φα(S
0
2Q−α1) ∈ e−βcH admits an analytic extension which

is regular in the neighbourhood of α1,2 and α2,1. Moreover,

1. The following equality holds in e−βcH:

Φα1,2(S
0
2Q−α1,2

1) =
4

γ2

(
1− γ2

4

)
(µL + µR)Ψ

∂
α−1,2

. (1.4)

2. The following equality holds in e−βcH:

Φα2,1(S
0
2Q−α2,1

1) =






γ3

8

(
µ2
L − 2µLµR cos(π

γ2

4
) + µ2

R − µ sin(π
γ2

4
)

)
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1 − γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
Ψ∂

α−2,1
if γ <

√
2;

0 if γ >
√
2.

(1.5)

By scaling, we can assume µ = 1. Then, the prefactor is a second-degree polynomial in µL, µR, 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 µL, µR 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(π γ2

4 ) and sin(π γ2

4 ) 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” which can be thought of as the descendant state Φα(S
0
2Q−α1) 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 γ-insertions integrated over the disc (see (2.1) and (3.3)).

2. Contrary to [BW23], these integrals have a simple pole at α1,2, α2,1. 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

α1,2 < α2,1, the pole at α1,2 is easier to study. To study the pole at α2,1, one needs to find a probabilistic

expression for the analytic continuation beyond the pole at α1,2. 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 γ →
√
2 from below, but this

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

the zero of the primary state. Thus, the limit involves the derivative state Ψ′
Q = lim

αրQ

Ψα

α−Q . It is easy to see

that this state has the probabilistic formula

Ψ′
Q = −2

∫ ∞

0

Ẽ
m
ϕ

[
e
−µeγc

∫
D

dMγ (z)

|z|γQ

]
dm,

where under P̃m, the zero mode of the free field is the process (B̃m
t )t > 0 such that (B̃m

t )t 6 τm is Brownian

motion run until its hitting time τm of m, and (B̃t+τm)t > 0 is Brownian motion conditioned to stay below m.

Under this measure, the zero mode goes to −∞ a.s. at speed roughly
√
t, 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 γ =
√
2. It should be possible to adapt some techniques

from [DKRV17, Bav19, BW18] 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

contribution at αr,s is given by the residue of
∫
Dr Ψα(w1, ..., wr)

∏r
j=1

|dwj|
2

|wj |2s
. 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 γ >
√
2. However, even though α−2,1 > Q for γ >

√
2, the state Ψα−2,1 can be analytically continued

by R(α−2,1)Ψ2Q−α−2,1 [BGK+23]. 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 α < α1,2. 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 α < α2,1 (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[(ϕn, ϕ̄n)n > 1] be the space of polynomials in countably many complex

variables ϕn and their complex conjugates ϕ̄n. The constant function 1 is the vacuum vector. An (integer)

partition is a sequence k = (kn) ∈ NN
∗

with finitely many non-zero terms. The length of k is ℓ(k) =
∑∞

n=1 kn,

and its level is |k| = ∑∞
n=1 nkn. We denote the set of all partitions (resp. partitions of level N) by T (resp.

TN ) and set p(N) := #TN . By convention, p(0) = 1.

Let PS1 be the law of a log-correlated Gaussian field ϕ on the unit circle:

E[ϕ(eiθ)ϕ(eiθ
′

)] = log
1

|eiθ − eiθ′ | .

The expansion in Fourier modes reads

ϕ =
∑

n∈Z\{0}

ϕnen,

where en(e
iθ) = eniθ the standard basis. We have ϕ−n = ϕ̄n for all n ∈ Z{0}. Under PS1 , the sequence

(ϕn)n > 1 is made of independent complex Gaussians NC(0,
1
2n ). The harmonic extension of ϕ to the unit disc

is

Pϕ(z) = 2Re

(
∞∑

n=1

ϕnz
n

)
.

The covariance kernel of Pϕ is

E[Pϕ(z)Pϕ(w) = log
1

|1− zw̄| =: G∂(z, w), ∀z, w ∈ D.

The space F is a dense subspace of L2(PS1). The Liouville Hilbert space is

H := L2(dc⊗ PS1),

where dc is Lebesgue measure on R. Samples of dc⊗ PS1 are written c+ϕ, with c 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× CN ), such that F (c+ ϕ) = f(c, ϕ1, ..., ϕN ) holds dc ⊗ PS1 -a.e., and f and all its derivatives

are compactly supported in c 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 α ∈ C. On L2(PS1), we have two commuting representations of the Heisenberg algebra (An, Ãn)n∈Z

given for n > 0 by

Aα
n =

i

2
∂n; Aα

−n =
i

2
(∂−n − 2nϕn); Aα

0 =
i

2
α;

Ãα
n =

i

2
∂−n; Ãα

−n =
i

2
(∂n − 2nϕ−n); Ãα

0 =
i

2
α.

Here, ∂n = ∂ϕn
mean (complex) derivative in direction ϕn and ∂−n = ∂ϕ̄n

. For n 6= 0, we have the hermiticity

relations (Aα
n)

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

∏∞
n=1(A

α
−n)

kn , and for k, k̃ ∈ T ,

we set

π
k,k̃ := A−kÃ−k̃

1,

where 1 is the constant function 1. We say that π
k,k̃ has level |k|+ |k̃|. The Heisenberg representation gives

F a structure of highest-weight Heisenberg module, i.e.

F = span {π
k,k̃|k, k̃ ∈ T }.

The level gives a grading

F = ⊕N∈NFN ,

and dimFN =
∑N

n=0 p(n)p(N − n).

The Sugawara construction consists in two commuting representation (L0,α
n , L̃0,α

n )n∈Z of the Virasoro algebra

on L2(PS1). These operators are the following quadratic expression in the Heisenberg algebra (n 6= 0)

L0,α
n := i(α− (n+ 1)Q)An +

∑

m 6={0,n}

An−mAm; L
0,α
0 := ∆α + 2

∞∑

m=1

A−mAm;

L̃0,α
n := i(α− (n+ 1)Q)Ãn +

∑

m 6={0,n}

Ãn−mÃm; L
0,α
0 := ∆α + 2

∞∑

m=1

Ã−mÃm.

This representation satisfies the hermiticity relations (L0,α
n )∗ = L

0,2Q−ᾱ
−n on L2(PS1). Given a partition ν =

(ν1, ..., νℓ), we set L0,α
−ν = L

0,α
−νℓ

...L0,α
−ν1 . Similar formulas and notations hold for the representation L̃0,α

n . The

descendant state

Qα,ν,ν̃ := L
0,α
−ν L̃

0,α
−ν̃ 1 ∈ F

is a polynomial of level |ν|+ |ν̃|.
Let V0

α be the (L0,α
n , L̃0,α

n )n∈Z highest-weight representation obtained by acting with the Virasoro operators

on the vacuum vector, i.e.

V0
α := span{L0,α

−ν L̃
0,α
−ν̃1|, ν, ν̃ ∈ T } ⊂ F ,

where the span is algebraic (finite linar combinations). 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 ). If α 6∈ kac, it is known that V0
α is

irreducible and Verma (hence V0
α ≃ F) when α 6∈ kac. On the other hand, if α ∈ kac−, V0

2Q−α is Verma

(hence V0
2Q−α ≃ F), and V0

α is the irreducible quotient of the Verma by the maximal proper submodule. The

linear map

Φ0
α :

{V0
2Q−α ≃ F → V0

α

L
0,2Q−α
−ν L̃

0,2Q−α
−ν 1 7→ L

0,α
−ν L̃

0,α
−ν1

implements the canonical projection from the Verma to V0
α, and V0

α = ranΦ0
α ≃ F/ kerΦ0

α.

In the sequel, we will write

S0
α := α2L

0,α
−2 + (L0,α

−1 )
2;

S̃0
α := α2L̃

0,α
−2 + (L̃0,α

−1 )
2.
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Lemma 2.1. We have

S̃0
αS

0
α1 = S0

αS̃
0
α1 = α2(α− α1,2)

2(α− α2,1)
2(4|ϕ2|2 − 1).

Proof. This is a direct computation. We list the intermediate steps:

L
0,α
−1 1 = αϕ1; (L0,α

−1 )
2
1 = α2ϕ2

1 + 2αϕ2; L
0,α
−21 = 2(α+Q)ϕ2 − ϕ2

1;

S0
α = 2α(α2 + αQ + 1)ϕ2 = 2α(α− α1,2)(α − α2,1)ϕ2;

L̃
0,α
−1ϕ2 = αϕ̄1ϕ2; (L̃0,α

−1 )
2ϕ2 = α2ϕ̄2

1ϕ2 +
1

2
(4|ϕ2|2 − 1); L̃

0,α
−2ϕ2 = −ϕ̄2

1ϕ2 +
1

2
(4|ϕ2|2 − 1);

S̃0
αS

0,α = α2(α− α1,2)
2(α− α2,1)

2(4|ϕ2|2 − 1).

�

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

covariance

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

∣∣∣∣
1− zw̄

z − w

∣∣∣∣ =: GD(z, w).

We take this free field to be independent of c+ ϕ. The field X = XD + Pϕ is log-correlated in D:

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

|z − w| =: G(z, w).

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

dMγ(z) = lim
ǫ→0

ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(z),

where Xǫ = X ⋆ ρǫ is a convolution regularisation of the field (with ρ a bump function and ρǫ(z) = ǫ−2ρ( zǫ )).

There are two important one-parameter semigroups of operators on H, with respective generators denoted

by H0 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) ⊂ H. The continuous dual of D(Q) is denoted by D′(Q). Explicitly, the semigroups are

defined by the probabilistic formula:

e−tH0

F (c+ ϕ) = e−
Q2

2 t
Eϕ

[
F (c+X(e−t· ))

]

e−tHF (c+ ϕ) = e−
Q2

2 t
Eϕ

[
F (c+X(e−t· )e−µeγc

∫
At

dMγ (z)

|z|γQ

]
,

where At = {e−t < |z| < 1}, and Eϕ means the conditional expectation with respect to ϕ (i.e. c + ϕ is fixed

and we integrate over XD).

Informally, the Poisson operator is a map sending free field eigenstates to Liouville eigenstates. The

eigenstates of H0 are easily described: for each p ∈ R, eipcFN is an eigenspace with eigenvalue 2∆Q+ip +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 ν, ν̃ ∈ T . For all α in a certain neighbourhood of −∞, the limit

Pα(Qα,ν,ν̃) := lim
t→∞

et(2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|)e−tH
(
Qα,ν,ν̃e

(α−Q)c
)

exists in a weighted space e−βcD(Q). In this region, we define Φα := Pα ◦ Φ0
α, and we have the explicit

expression

Φα(Q2Q−α,ν,ν̃) = Ψα,ν,ν̃ ∈ e−βcD(Q),

where Ψα,ν,ν̃ are generalised eigenstates of the Liouville Hamiltonian [GKRV23], with eigenvalue 2∆α+|ν|+|ν̃|.
It is known that α 7→ Ψα,ν,ν̃ extends analytically to the whole plane and satisfies the reflection formula
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Ψ2Q−α,ν,ν̃ = R(α)Ψα,ν,ν̃ , with R(α) the reflection coefficient [BGK+23]. Thus, for each ν, ν̃ ∈ T , the map

α 7→ Φα(πk,k̃) extends analytically to the whole plane. Since α 7→ Φ0
α is analytic with zeros located on the

Kac table, it follows that α 7→ Pα extends meromorphically to the whole plane, with possible poles on the

Kac table.

For α in a complex neighbourhood of (−∞, Q), the highest-weight state Ψα has a probabilistic representation

Ψα = e(α−Q)c
Eϕ

[
e−µeγc

∫
D

dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]
.

Following [BW23], for r ∈ N∗ and non-coinciding points w1, ..., wr ∈ D \ {0}, we introduce the notation

Ψα(w1, ..., wr) = lim
ǫ→0

e(α+rγ−Q)c
Eϕ



ǫα2

2 eαXǫ(0)
r∏

j=1

ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(wj)e−µeγc
∫
D
ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(z)|dz|2



 ,

which is the primary field Ψα with additional γ-insertions at w1, ..., wr. In fact, we will only focus on the

case r 6 2. These states belong to the weighted space e−βcD(Q) for all β > (Q − α − rγ)+. The parameter

β will generically refer to such a number, which may vary depending on the state we consider. Given s =

(s1, ..., sr), s̃ = (s̃1, ..., s̃r) ∈ Nr, we define, if it exists

Ir,s,s̃(α) =
∫

Dr

Ψα(w1, ..., wr)
r∏

j=1

|dwj |2

w
sj
j w̄

s̃j
j

. (2.1)

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 α < α1,2, we have the following equality in e−βcD(Q):

Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) = −µγ2

4
I1,(2),(2)(α) +

µ2γ2

4
I2,(2,0),(0,2)(α) +Rα,

where α 7→ Rα extends analytically in a complex neighbourhood of (−∞, 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 ε ∈ C and consider the martingale

Eε(t) := ee
2t(2Re(εϕ2(t))−

|ε|2

2 sinh(2t)),

with initial value Eε(0) = e2Re(εϕ2). Observe that

∂2

∂ε∂ε̄ |ε=0
e−

|ε|2

4 Eε(t) = e4t|ϕ2(t)|2 −
1

2
e2t sinh(2t)− 1

4
=

e4t

4

(
4|ϕ2(t)|2 − 1

)
.

The effect of reweighting the measure by e−2Re(εϕ2)Eε(t) is to shift the Dirichlet free field as

XD(z) 7→ XD(z) + Re(ε(z−2 − z̄2)).

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

E

[
e2Re(εϕ2)−

|ε|2

4 F (ϕ)

]
= E

[
F

(
ϕ+

1

2
Re(εe−2)

)]
.
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Hence, the total shift of the field X = XD + Pϕ is X(z) 7→ X(z) + Re(εz−2). For all t > 0, we then get

et(2∆α+4)
E

[
e−tH

(
(4|ϕ2|2 − 1)e(α−Q)c

)
F (ϕ)

]

= 4e(α−Q)c ∂2

∂ε∂ε̄ |ε=0
e−

|ε|2

4 E

[
eαBt−

α2

2 tEε(t)e−µeγcMγ(At)F (ϕ)
]

= 4e(α−Q)c ∂2

∂ε∂ε̄ |ε=0
E

[
eαBt−

α2

2 te
−µeγc

∫
At

e
γ
2
Re(εz−2)dMγ(z)F (ϕ+

1

2
Re(εe−2))

]

= −µγ2

4
e(α+γ−Q)c

∫

At

E

[
eαBt−

α2

2 teγX(w)−γ2

2 E[X(w)2]e−µeγcMγ(At)F (ϕ)

] |dw|2
|w|4

+
µ2γ2

4
e(α+2γ−Q)c

∫

At

∫

At

E

[
eαBt−

α2

2 teγX(w1)−
γ2

2 E[X(w1)
2]eγX(w2)−

γ2

2 E[X(w2)]
2

e−µeγcMγ (At)F (ϕ)

] |dw1|2
w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w2

2

− µγ

4
e(α+γ−Q)c

∫

At

E

[
eαBt−

α2

2 teγX(w)−γ2

2 E[X(w)2]e−µeγcMγ(At)∂2F (ϕ)

] |dw|2
w2

− µγ

4
e(α+γ−Q)c

∫

At

E

[
eαBt−

α2

2 teγX(w)−γ2

2 E[X(w)2]e−µeγcMγ(At)∂−2F (ϕ)

] |dw|2
w̄2

+
1

4
e(α−Q)c

E

[
eαBt−

α2

2 te−µeγcMγ (At)∂2∂−2F (ϕ)
]

→
t→∞

−µγ2

4
E[I1,(2),(2)(α)F (ϕ)] +

µ2γ2

4
E[I2,(2,0),(0,2)(α)F (ϕ)] + E[RαF ],

where Rα denotes the sum of the last three lines. By [BW23, Proposition 3.2], Rα is analytic for α in a

complex neighbourhood of (−∞, 0), which concludes the proof by density of C in L2(PS1). �

2.3. First pole of Pα 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 Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) at α1,2.

Proposition 2.3. The following holds in e−βcD(Q):

Res
α=α1,2

Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) = lim
α→α1,2

(α − α1,2)Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) = πµ
γ

2
Ψα−1,2 .

Proof. By [BW23, Proposition 3.2], I2,(2,0),(0,2)(α) is regular at α1,2, so the only term of Proposition 2.2 with

a possible pole at α1,2 is I1,(2),(2)(α).
Let F ∈ C. By Proposition 2.6 applied to r = 1, we have in e−βcD(Q)

|E[(Ψα(w) − |w|−γαΨα+γ)F ]| = Ow→0(|w|−γα+ξ)

for some ξ > 0, uniformly in a neighbourhood of α1,2. Using this estimate, we have (recall α1,2 + γ = α−1,2)

E[I1,(2),(2)(α)F ] = E[Ψα−1,2F ]

∫

D

|w|−γα |dw|2
|w|4 +

∫

D

E[(Ψα(w)− |w|−γαΨα−1,2)F ]
|dw|2
|w|4

= − 2π

γ(α− α1,2)
E[Ψα−1,2F ] +Oα→α1,2 (1),

(2.2)

with the O(1) coming from the integrability of |w|−4−γα+ξ in the neighbourhood of α1,2.

This shows that E[I1,(2),(2)(α)F ] is meromorphic in a neighbourhood of α1,2 with a simple pole there, and

Res
α=α1,2

I1,(2),(2)(α) = − 2π
γ E[Ψα−1,2 ]. Combining with Proposition 2.2, we get Res

α=α1,2

Pα(4|ϕ2|2−1) = πµγ
2Ψα−1,2

in C′.

Moreover, we know that Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) is meromorphic with values in e−βcD(Q), so the residue exists in

e−βcD(Q). Moreover, it is clear from (2.2) that (α−α1,2)I1,(2),(2)(α) is bounded in e−βcD(Q) in a neighbour-

hood of α1,2, so that the residue holds in e−βcD(Q). �
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From here, we can conclude the proof of the (1, 2)-HEM.

Proof of (1.2). By Lemma 2.1, α 7→ S0
αS̃

0
α1 has a zero of order 2 at α1,2. Hence, by the previous proposition,

Pα(S
0
αS̃

0
α1) has a zero of order 1 at α1,2. The derivative at α1,2 is then given by

∂

∂α |α=α1,2

Pα(S
0
αS̃

0
α1) = lim

α→α1,2

1

α− α1,2
Pα(S

0
αS̃

0
α1)

= lim
α→α1,2

(α− α1,2)α
2(α− α2,1)

2Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1)

= α2
1,2(α1,2 − α2,1)

2 Res
α=α1,2

Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1)

= πµ
8

γ3

(
1− γ2

4

)2

Ψα−1,2 .

On the other hand, using the intertwining relation and S̃α1,2Ψα1,2 = 0 [BW23, Theorem 1.2], we have

∂

∂α |α=α1,2

Pα(S
0
αS̃

0
α1) = lim

α→α1,2

1

α− α1,2
SαS̃αΨα = lim

α→α1,2

SαS̃α

(
Ψα −Ψα1,2

α− α1,2

)

= Sα1,2 S̃α1,2Ψ
′
α1,2

.

�

2.4. Second pole of Pα and the (2, 1)-HEM. In this section, we compute the residue of Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1)

at α = α2,1, 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−βcD(Q)

(α− α1,2)
2Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) =

µ2γ4

16
I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α) +Rα, (2.3)

where Rα is analytic at α2,1. Moreover,

Res
α=α2,1

I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α) =





− 2

γ

(
π

Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1 − γ2

4 )

)2
Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(γ
2

2 )
Ψα−2,1 , if γ <

√
2;

0, if γ >
√
2.

(2.4)

(Thus, I2,(1,1),(1,1) is regular at α2,1 for γ >
√
2.)

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

Sα2,1 S̃α2,1Ψ
′
α2,1

=
∂

∂αα=α2,1

Pα(S
0
αS̃

0
α1) = lim

α→α2,1

1

α− α2,1
Pα(S

0
αS̃

0
α1)

= lim
α→α2,1

(α − α2,1)α
2
2,1(α2,1 − α1,2)

2Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1)

= −γ5

32

(
πµ

Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1 − γ2

4 )

)2
Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(γ
2

2 )
Ψα−1,2

�

The remainder of Section 2.4 is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.4. First, we show that the residue

of I2,(1,1),(1,1) at α2,1 factorises into the primary field Ψα−1,2 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 Ψα−2,1 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 Υ-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 γ ∈ (0,
√
2). We define the

integrals

J1(α) :=

∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

;

J2(α) :=

∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 w̄2 − w̄1

w2 − w1

|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w̄2

;

J3(α) :=

∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 w̄2 − w̄1

w2 − w1

|dw1|2
w1w̄1

|dw2|2
w̄2

2

.

The integrals J1 and J3 are absolutely convergent for Re(α) < α2,1. The integral J2 is absolutely convergent

for Re(α) < − 1
γ .

Lemma 2.5. The integrals J1(α), J2(α), J3(α) have a meromorphic continuation in a neighbourhood of α2,1

(still denoted by the same letter).

The function J1 has a simple pole at α2,1, and

Res
α=α2,1

J1(α) = − 2

γ

(
π

Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2
Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(γ
2

2 )
.

The functions J2, J3 are regular at α2,1.

Proof. Residue of J1.

For D ∈ {D,C}, we set

Jβ
D(α) :=

∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 |1− w1|−γβ|1− w2|−γβ |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

,

which is well-defined and analytic for Re(α) < α2,1 and suitables values of β as follows. If D = D, then Jβ
D

is well defined and analytic for β in an open neighbourhood of 0, and the quantity we want to compute is

Res
α=α2,1

Jβ=0
D

(α). If D = C, we need Re(β) > −Re(α+ γ
2 ) for the integrability at ∞. In the region of absolute

convergence, Jβ
C
(α) is the Dotsenko-Fateev integral of Appendix A, whose meromorphic continuation is given

by (A.3):

Jβ
C
(α) = S2,2

(
−γα

2
, 1− γβ

2
,−γ2

4

)2
sin(π γα

2 ) sin(π γβ
2 ) sin(π γ

2 (α+ γ
2 )) sin(π

γ
2 (β + γ

2 )) sin(π
γ2

2 )

sin(π γ
2 (α+ β + γ

2 )) sin(π
γ
2 (α+ β + γ)) sin(π γ2

4 )

= − 2

γ
π

β

(α+ γ
2 )(α+ β + γ

2 )

(
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2

sin(π
γ2

2
)(1 + o(1)),

(2.5)

where o(1) is as (α, β) → (α2,1, 0).
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On the other hand, from the change of variables wj 7→ 1
wj

, j = 1, 2, we have

Jβ
C
(α) = Jβ

D
(α) + Jβ

D
(−α− γ − β) + 2

∫

D

∫

C\D̄

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 |1− w1|−γβ |1− w2|−γβ |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

.

The last integral is regular at α = α2,1 for all β in a neighbourhood of 0 (indeed, the first pole is at α = 0

uniformly in β). Moreover, the last formula defines the meromorphic extension of Jβ
D
in a neighbourhood of

α2,1. Let Aβ := Res
α=α2,1

Jβ
D
(α); the quantity we want to compute is A0. Writing the Laurent expansions around

α2,1 gives

Jβ
C
(α) =

Aβ

α− α2,1
− Aβ

α− α2,1 + β
+ fβ(α) =

βAβ

(α− α2,1)(α− α2,1 + β)
(1 + o(1)),

where fβ(α) is analytic for (α, β) in a neighbourhood of (α2,1, 0). Comparing with (2.5), we find

A0 = −π
2

γ

(
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1 − γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2

sin(π
γ2

2
) = −π2 2

γ

(
Γ(γ

2

4 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)2
Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(γ
2

2 )
.

Regularity of J2.

For Re(α) < α2,1, we have by integration by parts
∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 |dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w̄2

=
γα
2 (γα2 + 1)

(1− γ2

2 )2

∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|2−γ2 |dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w2w̄2

2

− 1

2i

γα
2

(1 − γ2

2 )2

∫

D

∫

S1

|w1|−γα|w1 − w2|2−γ2

dw2
|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

+
1

2i

1

1− γ2

2

∫

D

∫

S1

|w1|−γα |w1 − w2|2−γ2

w̄2 − w̄1

dw̄2

w̄2

|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

.

The two boundary integrals are absolutely convergent and analytic in the neighbourhood of α2,1. It remains to

treat the bulk integral, which we denote J̃2(α). Similarly to the previous paragraph, we consider the auxiliary

function, for D ∈ {D,C}:

J̃β
D,2(α) :=

∫

D2

|w1|−γα−2|w2|−γα−2|1− w1|−γβ|1− w2|−γβ|w1 − w2|2−γ2 |dw1|2
w̄1

|dw2|2
w̄2

.

From Appendix A, we have

Jβ
C,2(α) = S2,2(−

γα

2
, 1− γβ

2
,−γ2

4
)S2,2(−

γα

2
− 1, 1− γβ

2
, 1− γ2

4
)

× sin(π γα
2 ) sin(π βγ

2 ) sinπ γ
2 (α + γ) sinπ γ

2 (β + γ) sin(π γ2

2 )

sinπ γ
2 (α+ β + γ

2 ) sinπ
γ
2 (α+ β + γ) sin(π γ2

4 )
.

From this expression, we can apply the same method as for J1, and we find that J̃0
D,2 has a simple pole at

α = α2,1. Since J2 is proportional to (α − α2,1)J̃2 (up to analytic terms around α2,1), we deduce that J2 is

analytic at α2,1.

Regularity of J3.

This can be handled similarly to J2, and we omit the proof. �

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(e−t+iθ) = Bt + ϕt(e
iθ),
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where Bt =
∫ 2π

0
X(e−t+iθ) dθ2π is a standard Brownian motion independent of ϕt. The field e−t+iθ 7→ ϕt(e

iθ) is

log-correlated in D, and we define (after regularisation)

Zt :=

∫

At

eγϕt(e
iθ)− γ2

2 E[ϕt(e
iθ)2]dtdθ

the total GMCmass of the annulus At viewed as the cylinder (0, t)×S1. Almost surely, the process R+ ∋ t 7→ Zt

is strictly increasing, so we can define its differential dZt, which is a (random) measure on R+.

The next proposition gives some fusion estimates when we send a number r ∈ N∗ of γ-insertions to zero.

We will only be needing the result for r 6 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 α ∈ R. The following estimates hold in C′.

1. Suppose α+ rγ > Q. Then,

Ψα(w) =

r∏

j=1

|wj |−γα
∏

1 6 k<l 6 r

|wk − wl|−γ2

O(max
j

|wj |
1
2 (α+rγ−Q)2).

2. Suppose γ <
√
2 and α+ rγ < Q. Then,

Ψα(w) =

r∏

j=1

|wj |−γα
∏

1 6 k<l 6 r

|wk − wl|−γ2

(
Ψα+rγ +O(max

j
|wj |ξ)

)
,

for some ξ > 0.

Proof. By permutation symmetry, we can assume |w1| > |w2|... > |wr|. Let F ∈ C. By the Girsanov transform,

we can write

Ψα(w) = e(α+rγ−Q)c
r∏

j=1

|wj |−γα
∏

1 6 k<l 6 r

|wk − wl|−γ2

× E



e−µeγc
∫
D

∏r
j=1 |z−wj |

−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γα F



ϕ+ γ

r∑

j=1

G(wj , · )









Our goal will be to bound the expecation in the last formula. We remark that the shifted function F (ϕ +

γ
∑r

j=1 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)− γ
∑r

j=1 log |z −wj | is Bt + γ
∑r

j=1 t∧ tj , where tj := log 1
|wj |

.

By the Girsanov transform, we then have

E

[
e−µeγc

∫
D

∏r
j=1 |z−wj |

−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γα

]

= E

[
e(α+rγ−Q)Bt1−

1
2 (α+rγ−Q)2e−µeγc

∫ ∞
0

eγBt−utdZt

]

6
|w1| 12 (α+rγ−Q)2

(2π log 1
|w1|

)1/2
E

[∫

R

e(α+rγ−Q)xe
−µeγ(c+x)

∫
∞
t1

e
γ(B̃t−t1

−ut)dZtdx

]

=
1

γ
Γ

(
1

γ
(α+ rγ −Q)

) |w1| 12 (α+rγ−Q)2

(2π log 1
|w1|

)1/2
E

[(
µeγc

∫ ∞

t1

eγ(B̃t−t1−ut)dZt

)− 1
γ
(α+rγ−Q)

]

= O(|w1|
1
2 (α+rγ−Q)2).

Here, ut = (α−Q)t+ γ
∑r

j=1 t ∧ tj − (α+ rγ −Q)t ∧ t1 is the remaining drift after the Girsanov transform,

and (B̃t = Bt+t1 − Bt)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 Bt1 . In the thir The last term in the

expectation is finite since GMC admits negative moments.

Proof of item 2.

We introduce the notation

ID(w) =

∫

D

r∏

j=1

|z − wj |−γ2 dMγ(z)

|z|γα ,

for every open set D ⊂ D. It admits positive moments of order p > 0 for all p < min{ 4
γ2 ,

2
γ (Q − α − rγ)}

[KRV20, Equation (2.14)]. We will assume p < 1 so that the condition is just p < 2
γ (Q−α− rγ), since 4

γ2 > 1.

Our goal is to control E[e−µID(w) − e−µID(0)]. First, we show that we can remove the contribution of the

disc of radius |w1|1−η around 0, for any η ∈ (0, 1). By Hölder regularity of the exponential, we have

E

[
e
−µI

D\|w1|1−ηD
(w) − e−µID(w)

]
= E

[
e
−µI

D\|w1|1−ηD
(w)
(
1− e

−µI|w1|1−ηD

)]

6 E

[
1− e

−µI|w1|1−ηD
(w)
]

6 CE[(I|w1|1−ηD(w))p] = O(|w1|(1−η)ξ(p)),

for some C > 0 and a multifractal exponent ξ(p) > 0. Similarly, we get E[e−µI
D\|w1|1−ηD

(0) − e−µID(0)] =

O(|w1|(1−η)ξ(p)).

Thus, it suffices to control the term E[e
−µI

D\|w1|1−η (w) − e
−µI

D\|w1|1−ηD
(0)

]. We will be using the inequality

|e−x−e−y| 6 |x−y|e−x∧y, valid for x, y > 0. We only bound E[
(
ID\|w1|1−ηD(w)− ID\|w1|1−ηD(0)

)
e−µI

D\|w1|1−ηD
(0)],

since we can get the same bound for E[
(
ID\|w1|1−ηD(w)− ID\|w1|1−ηD(0)

)
e
−µI

D\|w1|1−ηD
(w)

] is a similar way. By

the Girsanov transform, we have

E

[(
ID\|w1|1−ηD(w)− ID\|w1|1−ηD(0)

)
e
−µI

D\|w1|1−ηD
(0)
]

=

∫

D\|w1|1−ηD




r∏

j=1

|w − wj |−γ2 |w|−γα − |w|−γ(α+rγ)


E

[
e
−µ

∫
D\|w1|1−ηD

|z−w|−γ2 dMγ (z)

|z|γ(α+rγ)

]
|dw|2.

(2.6)

From here, we need to distinguish two cases.

Case α+ rγ < 2
γ .

The singularity |w|−γ(α+rγ) is integrable with respect to Lebesgue measure |dw|2. We can also bound the

expectation in (2.6) by 1. Therefore, (2.6) is bounded by a constant times

∫

D\|w1|1−ηD

∣∣∣|w|−γ(α+rγ) −
r∏

j=1

|w − wj |−γ2 |w|−γα
∣∣∣|dw|2 =

∫

D\|w1|1−ηD

∣∣∣1−
r∏

j=1

(
1− |wj |

|w|

)−γ2 ∣∣∣
|dw|2

|w|γ(α+rγ)

6 C|w1|η
∫

D

|dw|2
|w|γ(α+rγ)

= O(|w1|η).

where we have just used
|wj |
|w| 6 |w1|η to bound the integrand by C|w1|η for some C > 0.

Case α+ rγ > 2
γ .

Note that α+(r+1)γ > 2
γ + γ > Q, so the singularity |z|−γ(α+(r+1)γ) is not integrable with respect to Mγ .

Using the same method as in the proof of Item 1., the expectation in (2.6) is O(|w1| 12 (α+(r+1)γ−Q)2 . Hence
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(2.6) is bounded by a constant times

∫

D\|w1|1−ηD


|w|−γ(α+rγ) −

r∏

j=1

|w − wj |−γ2 |w|−γα


 |w| 12 (Q−α−(r+1)γ)2 |dw|2

6 C|w1|η
∫

D

|w|−γ(α+rγ)+ 1
2 (α+(r+1)γ−Q)2|dw|2

Observe that −γ(α+ rγ)+ 1
2 (α+(r+1)γ−Q)2 = 1

2 (α+ rγ−Q)2− 2 > −2, so that the last integral is indeed

finite. �

Remark 1. Although we won’t be needing this, the condition γ <
√
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

|w − wj |−γ2

). However, in the case γ >
√
2, we have the freezing estimate O(|w − wj |−γ2+ 1

2 (Q−2γ)2) as two

γ-insertions w,wj merge (following item 1.), and this is integrable. So it suffices to remove a neighbourhood

of the diagonal to get the result for γ >
√
2.

We can combine Lemma 2.5 and the last proposition to compute the residue of I2,(1,1),(1,1) at α2,1.

Proof of (2.4). Case γ <
√
2.

In this case, α−2,1 = α2,1 + 2γ < Q.

By Proposition 2.6, we have in C′, for α < α2,1 (recall α−2,1 = α2,1 + 2γ):

I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α) = Ψα−2,1

∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

+

∫

D2

(
Ψα(w1, w2)− |w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2

) |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

= Ψα−2,1J1(α) +

∫

D2

O
(
|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2

(|w1| ∨ |w2|)ξ
) |dw1|2

|w1|2
|dw2|2
|w2|2

,

for some ξ > 0, and the notation J1(α) is from Section 2.4.1. The second integral is absolutely convergent and

analytic in the neighbourhood of α2,1. Thus,

Res
α=α2,1

I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α) = Ψα−2,1 Res
α=α2,1

J1(α).

This equality is holds in C′, but we know that the residue exists in e−βcD(Q) and the RHS also exists in

e−βcD(Q). Hence the equality holds in e−βcD(Q). Lemma 2.5 gives the value of Resα2,1 J1, so we are done.

Case γ >
√
2.

In this case, α−2,1 = α2,1 + 2γ > Q.

By symmetry, we can assume |w2| 6 |w1|. We split D2 into the regions

D0 := {|w1| < e|w2|}; D1 := {|w1| > e|w2|}.

We first treat the region D0. Recall the notation At = {e−t < |z| < 1}. By Proposition 2.6 and scaling, we

have ∫

rA2
2

Ψα(w1, w2)
|dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

= O(r−2γα−γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−2γ)2)

as r → 0. At α = α2,1, the exponent is 1
2γ2 (γ

2 − 2)2 > 0. By continuity in α, this exponent is positive in a

neighbourhood of α2,1. We have a covering D0 ⊂ ∪n∈Ne
−nA2

2, so that
∫
D0

Ψα(w1, w2)
|dw1|

2

|w1|2
|dw2|

2

|w2|2
is bounded

by an absolutely convergent series.
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Now, we deal with the region D1. In this region, we have |w1 − w2|−γ2

6 ((1 − e−1)|w1|)−γ2

. Combining

with Proposition 2.6, we then get
∫

D1

Ψα(w1, w2)
|dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

=

∫

D

∫

e−1|w1|D

O(|w1|−γα−γ2+ξ|w2|−γα)
|dw2|2
|w2|2

|dw1|2
|w1|2

,

for some ξ > 0. This is integrable in a neighbourhood of α2,1, so we are done. �

2.4.3. Meromorphic continuation of the singular state. We recall the following derivative formula [BW23,

Section 3.3]: for w = (w1, ..., wr) non-coinciding points and all F ∈ C:

∂w1E[Ψα(w)F ] =


αγ∂w1G(w1, 0) + γ2

r∑

j=2

∂wj
G(w1, wj)


E[Ψα(w)F ]

+ E [Ψα(w)∇F (∂w1G∂(w1, · ))]

− µγ2

∫

D

E [Ψα(w, wr+1)F ] ∂w1G(w1, wr+1)|dwr+1|2.

(2.7)

A similar formula holds for ∂w̄1Ψα(w1).

Proposition 2.7. For all α < α1,2, we have

(α− α1,2)
2I1,(2),(2)(α) = −µγ2

4
I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α) +Rα, (2.8)

where α 7→ Rα ∈ e−βcD(Q) admits a meromorphic extension which is regular in a neighbourhood α2,1. As a

consequence, (2.3) holds.

Proof. By integration by parts
∫

D

Ψα(w1)
|dw1|2
|w1|4

=

∫

D

∂w1Ψα(w1)
|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

− 1

2i

∫

S1

Ψα(w1)
dw̄1

w̄1
.

This formula is valid provided all the terms are absolutely convergent, which holds for α < α1,2. We refer to

[BW23, Section 3.3] for the careful justification.

Combining with the derivative formula (2.7), we get

γ

2
(α − α1,2)

∫

D

E[Ψα(w1)F ]
|dw1|2
|w1|4

= −µγ2

∫

D2

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ]∂w1G(w1, w2)
|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2

+

∫

D

E[Ψα(w1)∇F (∂w1G∂(w1, · ))]
|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

− 1

2i

∫

S1

E[Ψα(w1)F ]
dw̄1

w̄1

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

(2.9)

The integral I3 is regular for α < 0. To treat I2, we use again integration by parts and the derivative formula

to get for all F ∈ C:
γ

2
(α − α1,2)

∫

D

E[Ψα(w1)F ]
|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

= −µγ2

∫

D2

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ]∂w1G(w1, w2)
|dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2

+

∫

D

E[Ψα(w1)∇F (∂w1G∂(w1, · ))]
|dw1|2
|w1|2

− 1

2i

∫

S1

E[Ψα(w1)F ]dw̄1.

Applying this formula with F replaced by ∇F (∂w1G∂(w1, · )) ∈ C, we see that I2 is also regular for α < 0 (by

[BW23, Proposition 3.2]).
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Hence, the only term with a possible pole at α2,1 is I1. First, we symmetrise by observing

1

w2 − w1

(
1

w1w̄2
1

− 1

w2w̄2
2

)
=

1

w2 − w1

w2w̄
2
2 − w1w̄

2
1

w1w̄2
1w2w̄2

2

=
1

w1w̄2
1w2

+
w̄2 − w̄1

w2 − w1

(
1

w̄1w2w̄2
2

+
1

w̄2
1w2w̄2

)
.

(2.10)

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

have

γ

2
(α− α1,2)

∫

D2

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ]
|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w2

= γ2

∫

D2

Ψα(w1, w2)∂w̄1G(w1, w2)
|dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
w2

− µγ2

∫

D2

E[Ψα(w1, w2, w3)F ]∂w̄1G(w1, w3)
|dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
w2

|dw3|2

+

∫

D2

E[Ψα(w1, w2)∇F (∂w̄1G∂(w1, · ))]
|dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
w2

− 1

2i

∫

S1

∫

D

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ]
|dw2|2
w2

dw1

=: I4 + I5 + I6 + I7.
The integrals I6 and I7 are absolutely convergent and analytic for α < 0. For I4, we use the identity

1
w̄2−w̄1

( 1
w1w̄2w2

− 1
w1w2w̄2

) = 1
|w1|2|w2|2

and symmetrise, to see that

I4 =
γ2

4

∫

D2

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ]
|dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|2

=
γ2

4
E[I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α)F ].

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 α2,1.

We start with the singularities with the factor w̄2−w̄1

w2−w1
appearing in (2.10). We only treat the singularity

w̄2−w̄1

w2−w1

1
w1w̄2

1w̄2
since the other one can be treated similarly. Since | w̄2−w̄1

w2−w1
| = 1, it is sufficient to show that

I2,(1,0),(2,1) is absolutely convergent for all α in a neighbourhood of α2,1. We will need to treat the cases

γ <
√
2 and γ >

√
2 separately. The method is similar to the proof of (2.4) given at the end of Section 2.4.2.

Case γ <
√
2. In this case, we can write

I2,(1,0),(2,1)(α) = Ψα+2γ

∫

D2

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2 |dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w̄2

+

∫

D2

(
Ψα(w1, w2)− |w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2

Ψα+2γ

) |dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w̄2

.

(2.11)

By Lemma 2.5, the first integral has a meromorphic continuation which is regular at α = α2,1. For the second

integral, Proposition 2.6 tells us that the integrand is O(|w1|−γα|w2|−γα|w1 − w2|−γ2

(|w1| ∨ |w2|)ξ) for some

ξ > 0, which is integrable in a neighbourhood of α2,1. Hence, I2,(1,0),(2,1) is absolutely convergent and analytic

in a neighbourhood of α2,1.

Case γ >
√
2. We decompose D2 into the regions

D0 := {|w1| ∨ |w2| 6 e|w1| ∧ |w2|}; D1 := {|w1| 6 e−1|w2|}; D2 := {|w2| 6 e−1|w1|}.
We start with the region D0. First, we look at the case where both insertions are in the annulus rA2 =

{re−2 < |z| < r} for some r > 0. By item 1. of Proposition 2.6, we have
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

rA2
2

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ]
w̄2 − w̄1

w2 − w1

|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w̄2

∣∣∣∣∣ = O(r−2γα−γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−2γ)2).
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Observe that −2γα2,1 − γ2 + 1
2 (Q− α2,1 − 2γ)2 = 1

2 (γ − 2
γ )

2 > 0, so that the exponent is positive in a neigh-

bourhood of α2,1. Using the covering D0 ⊂ ∪n∈Ne
−n

A
2
2, the integral

∫
D0

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ] w̄2−w̄1

w2−w1

|dw1|
2

w1w̄2
1

|dw2|
2

w̄2
is

then bounded by an absolutely convergent series, so that it converges and is analytic in a neighbourhood of

α2,1.

We turn to the contribution of D1. In this region, we have |w1 −w2|−γ2

6 ((1− e−1)|w2|)−γ2

. Using again

item 1. of Proposition 2.6, we get
∣∣∣∣
∫

D1

E[Ψα(w1, w2)F ]
|dw1|2
w1w̄2

1

|dw2|2
w̄2

∣∣∣∣ 6 C

∫

D

∫

e−1|w2|D

|w2|−γα−γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−2γ)2 |w1|−γα |dw1|2

|w1|3
|dw2|2
|w2|

6 C

∫

D

|w2|−2γα−γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−2γ)2 |dw2|2

|w2|2
.

In the first line, the integral in w1 is absolutely convergent in a neighbourhood of α2,1 since γ2

2 − 3 > −2.

Then we have already seen that the exponent in w2 in the last integral is positive in that region. Hence, the

contribution of D1 is absolutely convergent and analytic in a neighbourhood of α2,1. The last region D2 is

treated similarly. This concludes the proof that I2,(1,0),(2,1) is analytic in a neighbourhood of α2,1 in the case

γ >
√
2.

Finally, we need to analyse I5. First, we use the identity 1
w̄3−w̄1

( 1
|w1|2

− 1
|w3|2

) = 1
|w1|2w̄3

+ w̄3−w̄1

w3−w1

1
w̄1|w3|2

,

and we symmetrise as before. Hence, it suffices to show that I3,(2,1,1),(0,0,0) is absolutely convergent in a

neighbourhood of α2,1. We will need to distinguish the cases γ < 1, γ ∈ [1,
√
2), and γ ∈ (

√
2, 2).

Case γ < 1. In this case, [BW23, Proposition 3.2] says that I5 is analytic up to α < −γ+ 2
3γ . In the range

γ < 1, we have α2,1 = − γ
2 < −γ + 2

3γ , so in particular I5 is analytic in a neighbourhood of α2,1.

Case γ ∈ [1,
√
2). In this case, we have α2,1+3γ > Q, and α2,1+2γ < Q. We define the following subregions

of D3

D0 := {max{|w1|, |w2|, |w3|} 6 emin{|w1|, |w2|, |w3|}};
D1 := {|w1| 6 e−1|w2|, |w1| 6 e−1|w3|}; D′

1 := {|w1| > e|w2|, |w1| > e|w3|}.
To treat D0, we look at the case where all three insertions are in the annulus rA2 for some r ∈ (0, 1). By item

1. of Proposition 2.6, we have
∫

rA3
3

|E[Ψα(w1, w2, w3)F ]| |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|

|dw3|2
|w3|

= O(r−3γα−3γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−3γ)2+2).

At α = α2,1, we have

−3γα2,1 − 3γ2 +
1

2
(α2,1 + 3γ −Q)2 = −3γ2

2
+ 2(

1

γ
− γ)2 =

γ2

2
+

2

γ2
− 4 = (

γ√
2
−

√
2

γ
)2 − 2 > −2, (2.12)

so that the exponent in the previous display is positive around α2,1. Using the cover D0 ⊂ ∪n∈Ne
−n

A
3
3, we

get that the integral
∫
D0

Ψα(w1, w2, w3)
|dw1|

2

|w1|2
|dw2|

2

|w2|
|dw3|

2

|w3|
is bounded by an absolutely convergent series.

Let us turn to D1. In this region, we have |w1 − w2|−γ2

6 ((1 − e−1)|w2|)−γ2

. By item 1. of Proposition

2.6, we have
∫

D1

|E[Ψα(w1, w2, w3)F ]| |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|

|dw3|2
|w3|

6 C

∫

D2

∫

e−1(|w2|∧|w3|)D

|w1|−γα|w2|−γα−γ2|w3|−γα−γ2|w2 − w3|−γ2

(|w2| ∨ |w3|)
1
2 (Q−α−3γ)2 |dw1|2

|w1|2
|dw2|2
|w2|

|dw3|2
|w3|

6 C

∫

D2

|w2|−γα−γ2 |w3|−γα−γ2 |w2 − w3|−γ2

(|w2| ∧ |w3|)−γα(|w2| ∨ |w3|)
1
2 (Q−α−3γ)2 |dw2|2

|w2|
|dw3|2
|w3|

.
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The same equality (2.12) shows that this is integrable in a neighbourhood of α2,1. In the region D′
1, we have

|w1 − w2|−γ2

6 ((1− e−1)|w1|−γ2

, and Proposition 2.6 gives the bound
∫

D′
1

|E[Ψα(w1, w2, w3)F ]| |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|

|dw3|2
|w3|

6 C

∫

D

∫

e−1|w1|D2

|w1|−γα−2γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−3γ)2 |w2|−γα−γ2|w3|−γα−γ2|w2 − w3|−γ2 |dw1|2

|w1|2
|dw2|2
|w2|

|dw3|2
|w3|

6 C

∫

D

|w1|−3γα−3γ2+ 1
2 (Q−3γ−α)2+2 |dw1|2

|w1|2
,

so we arrive at the same conclusion. We can perform the same bounds in the regions

D2 := {|w2| 6 e−1|w1|, |w2| 6 e−1|w3|}; D′
2 := {|w2| > e|w1|, |w2| > e|w3|},

and we arrive at the same conclusion. By the w2 ↔ w3 symmetry, this covers all possible regions of D3.

Case γ ∈ (
√
2, 2). In this case, α2,1 + 2γ −Q > 0. The estimate in the region D0 from the previous case is

still valid, and the same conclusion holds for this region. We need to further decompose D1 into subregions.

We introduce

D10 := {|w1| 6 e−1|w2|, |w2| 6 |w3| 6 e|w2|}; D11 := {|w1| 6 e−1|w2| 6 e−2|w3|}.

By Proposition 2.6 and scaling,
∫

rA2
2

∫

e−1rD

|E[Ψα(w1, w2, w3)F ]| |dw1|2
|w1|2

|dw2|2
|w2|

= O(r−3γα−3γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−3γ)2+2),

and we have seen that the exponent is positive in the neighbourhood of α2,1. This allows us to bound the

integral over D10 by an absolutely convergent series, so that this integral is analytic in the neighbourhood of

α2,1. In the region D11, we have Ψα(w1, w2, w3) = O(|w1|−γα|w2|−γα−γ2+ 1
2 (Q−α−2γ)2 |w3|−γα− 3γ2

2 ), and this

is integrable on (D3, |dw1|
2

|w1|2
|dw2|

2

|w2|
|dw3|

2

|w3|
) in the neighbourhood of α2,1. We can decompose similarly the regions

D′
1, D2, D′

2 into subregions, and we get absolutely convergent integrals each time in a neighbourhood of α2,1.

All these steps are similar to the previous one, and we leave the details to the reader. In the end, we have

shown that I5 is analytic in a neighbourhood of α2,1, for all γ ∈ (0, 2) \ {
√
2}.

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

(α− α1,2)
2Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) = −µ

γ2

4
(α− α1,2)

2I1,(2),(2)(α) + µ2 γ
2

4
(α− α1,2)

2I2,(2,0),(0,2)(α) +Rα

= µ2 γ
4

16
I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α) + µ2 γ

2

4
(α− α1,2)

2I2,(2,0),(0,2)(α) +Rα,

where Rα denotes an analytic term in the neighbourhood of α2,1, which may vary from line to line. We can

adapt the proof of the analyticity of I2,(1,0),(2,1)(α) to show that I2,(2,0),(0,2)(α) is analytic in the neighbourhood

of α2,1. This shows that

(α− α2,1)
2Pα(4|ϕ2|2 − 1) = µ2 γ

4

16
I2,(1,1),(1,1)(α) +Rα,

for some Rα analytic at α2,1, and concludes the proof of (2.3). �

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[(ϕn)n > 1] be the space of polynomials in countably many real variables

ϕn. The constant function 1 is the vacuum vector. Let PS1 be the law of a log-correlated Gaussian field ϕ on

S1 ∩H:

E[ϕ(eiθ)ϕ(eiθ
′

)] = log
1

|eiθ − eiθ′ | + log
1

|eiθ − e−iθ′ | .

The expansion in Fourier modes reads

ϕ = 2

∞∑

n=1

ϕnRe(en).

where we recall that en(e
iθ) = eniθ is the standard basis. Under PS1 , (ϕn)n > 1 is a sequence of independent

real Gaussians N (0, 1
2n ). The harmonic extension of ϕ to the D ∩H is

Pϕ(z) = 2

∞∑

n=1

ϕnRe(z
n).

Its covariance kernel is

E[Pϕ(z)Pϕ(w)] = log
1

|1− zw̄| + log
1

|1− zw| =: G∂(z, w), ∀z, w ∈ D ∩H.

The space F is a dense subspace of L2(PS1). The boundary Liouville Hilbert space is

H := L2(dc⊗ PS1),

where dc is Lebesgue measure on R. Samples of dc⊗ PS1 are written c+ϕ, with c 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+ϕ) = f(c, ϕ1, ..., ϕN ) holds dc⊗PS1 -a.e., and f and all its derivatives are

compactly supported in c 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 α ∈ C. On L2(PS1), we have a representation of the Heisenberg algebra (An, Ãn)n∈Z given for n > 0

by

Aα
n =

i

2
∂n; Aα

−n =
i

2
(∂n − 2nϕn); Aα

0 =
i

2
α;

Here, ∂n = ∂ϕn
means (real) derivative in direction ϕn. For n 6= 0, we have the hermiticity relations (Aα

n)
∗ =

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

∏∞
n=1(A

α
−n)

kn , and for k ∈ T , we set

πk := A−k1.

We say that π
k,k̃ has level |k|. The Heisenberg representation gives F a structure of highest-weight Heisenberg

module, i.e.

F = span {πk|k ∈ T }.
The level gives a grading

F = ⊕N∈NFN ,

and dimFN = p(N).
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The Sugawara construction is a family of representations (L0,α
n )n∈Z of the Virasoro algebra on L2(PS1),

indexed by α ∈ C. These operators are the following quadratic expression in the Heisenberg algebra (n 6= 0)

L0,α
n := i(α− (n+ 1)Q)An +

∑

m 6={0,n}

An−mAm; L
0,α
0 := ∆α + 2

∞∑

m=1

A−mAm.

This representation satisfies the hermiticity relations (L0,α
n )∗ = L

0,2Q−ᾱ
−n on L2(PS1). Given a partition ν =

(ν1, ..., νℓ), we set L0,α
−ν = L

0,α
−νℓ

...L0,α
−ν1 . The descendant state

Qα,ν := L
0,α
−ν 1 ∈ F

is a polynomial of level |ν|.
Let V0

α be the (L0,α
n )n∈Z highest-weight representation obtained by acting with the Virasoro operators on

the vacuum vector, i.e.

V0
α := span{L0,α

−ν1|, ν,∈ T } ⊂ F .

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 ). If α 6∈ kac, it is known that V0
α is irreducible and Verma (hence V0

α ≃ F) when α 6∈ kac. On

the other hand, if α ∈ kac−, V0
2Q−α is Verma (hence V0

2Q−α ≃ F), and V0
α is the irreducible quotient of the

Verma by the maximal proper submodule. The linear map

Φ0
α :

{V0
2Q−α ≃ F → V0

α

L
0,2Q−α
−ν 1 7→ L

0,α
−ν1

implements the canonical projection from the Verma to V0
α, and V0

α = ranΦ0
α ≃ F/ kerΦ0

α. It maps Q2Q−α,ν

to Qα,ν .

In the sequel, we will write

S0
α := α2L

0,α
−2 + (L0,α

−1 )
2.

By the same computation as Lemma 2.1, we record the expression for S0
α1, which gives the singular vector at

level 2.

Lemma 3.1. We have

S0
α1 = 2α(α − α1,2)(α− α2,1)ϕ2.

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

covariance

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

∣∣∣∣
1− zw̄

z − w

∣∣∣∣+ log

∣∣∣∣
1− zw

z − w̄

∣∣∣∣ =: GD(z, w).

We take this free field to be independent of c+ ϕ. The covariance kernel of X = XD + Pϕ is:

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

|z − w| + log
1

|z − w̄| =: G(z, w).

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

dMγ(z) := lim
ǫ→0

ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(z)|dz|2 = lim
ǫ→0

eγXǫ(z)−
γ2

2 E[Xǫ(z)
2] |dz|2

(2Im(z))
γ2

2

;

dLγ(x) := lim
ǫ→0

ǫ
γ2

4 e
γ
2 Xǫ(x)dx.

We will sometimes abuse notations by writing dMγ(z) = eγX(z)−γ2

2 E[X2(z)] |dz|2

(2Im(z))
γ2

2

.

As in the bulk case, one can define two one-parameter semigroups of operators onH. The free field semigroup

is the semigroup generated by −L0
0. Currently, the generator of the Liouville semigroup is well-understood
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only if γ <
√
2 or µ = 0 [GRVW], but the semigroup itself is well-defined for all values of the parameters.

Explictly, these two semigroups have the following expression:

S0
t F (c+ ϕ) = e−

Q2

4 t
Eϕ

[
F (c+X(e−t· ))

]

StF (c+ ϕ) = e−
Q2

4 t
Eϕ

[
F (c+X(e−t· )e−µeγc

∫
At∩H

dMγ (z)

|z|γQ e
−µLe

γ
2
c ∫

I
−
t

dLγ (x)

|x|
γQ
2 e

−µRe
γ
2
c ∫

I
+
t

dLγ (x)

|x|
γQ
2

]
,

(3.1)

where we defined I
+
t := (e−t, 1) and I

−
t := (−1,−e−t). 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(α) < Q and any

χ ∈ F , we define (if the limit exists in e−βcH)

Pα(χ) := lim
t→∞

et(∆α+|ν|)St(e
1
2 (α−Q)cχ)

Φα(χ) := Pα(Φ
0
α(χ)).

(3.2)

It is easy to see that the limit exists for α in a complex neighbourhood of −∞, 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 Ψ∂
α,ν = L−νΨ

∂
α, for some Virasoro

representation (Ln)n∈Z defined in a similar fashion (and with similar properties) as the bulk representation

[BGK+23]. For the empty partition ν = ∅, one has the expression (valid in a complex neighbourhood of

(−∞, Q)):

Ψ∂
α = e

1
2 (α−Q)c

Eϕ

[
e−µ

∫
D∩H

dMγ (z)

|z|γα e
−

∫
I
µ∂ (x)

dLγ (x)

|x|
γα
2

]
,

where we have defined the measurable function on I = (−1, 1):

µ∂(x) = µL1{x<0} + µR1{x>0}.

Finally, we make the following definitions, with notations similar to the bulk case. For w ∈ (D ∩ H)r,

x ∈ Ir∂ , we introduce the following element of e−βcH:

Ψ∂
α(w;x) := lim

ǫ→0
e

1
2 (α+(2r+r∂)γ−Q)c

Eϕ



ǫα2

4 e
α
2 Xǫ(0)

r∏

j=1

ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(wj)
r∂∏

j∂=1

ǫ
γ2

4 e
γ
2 Xǫ(xj∂

)

× exp

(
−µeγc

∫

D∩H

ǫ
γ2

2 eγXǫ(z)|dz|2 − e
γ
2 c

∫

I

ǫ
γ2

4 e
γ
2 Xǫ(x)µ∂(x)dx

)]
,

In practice, we will only be dealing with cases where 2r+ r∂ 6 3. Finally, given partitions s = (s1, ..., sr) ∈ Nr

and s̃ = (s̃1, ..., s̃r̃) ∈ Nr̃ we introduce the integrals (provided they are well-defined in e−βcH)

I∂
s,s̃(α) :=

∫

Ir−

∫

Ir
′

+

Ψ∂
α(x1, ..., xr , x̃1, ..., x̃r̃)

r∏

j=1

dxj

|xj |sj
r̃∏

j̃=1

dx̃j̃

|x̃j̃ |s̃j
. (3.3)

In practice, we will only deal with cases where |s| + |s̃| 6 2. In particular, the total number of insertions is

bounded by 2. We also define

I(2)(α) :=
∫

D∩H

Ψ∂
α(w)Re(w

−2)|dw|2. (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 Φα(S
0
2Q−α1), particularly its value at α1,2, α2,1.

We keep the notation Φα(S
0
2Q−α1) 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 α1,2. 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

α2,1. The (2, 1)-HEM is obtained by evaluating the residue at α2,1.

3.2. Expression of the singular state. The first step is a probabilistic expression for the singular state.

Proposition 3.2. For all α < α1,2, we have the equality in e−βcH,

Pα(ϕ2) = −γ

4
µLI∂

(2),∅(α) −
γ

4
µRI∂

(2),∅(α) −
γ

2
µI(2)(α) +Rα, (3.5)

where Rα 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 ε ∈ R, we introduce

the martingale

Eε(t) := ee
2t(εϕ2−

ε2

4 sinh(2t)),

with initial value Eε(0) = eεϕ2 . Observe that

∂

∂ε |ε=0
Eε(t) = e2tϕ2(t).

By Girsanov’s theorem, the effect of reweighting the measure by e−εϕ2Eε(t) is to shift the field XD as follows

XD(z) 7→ XD(z) +
ε

2
Re(z−2 − z̄2).

Moreover, the reweighting by eεϕ2−
ε2

8 amounts to the shift ϕ 7→ ϕ+ ε
2Re(e2). Adding the two shifts gives

X 7→ X +
ε

2
Re(z−2).

Hence, for all F ∈ C and all t > 0, we have:

et(2∆α+2)
E

[
e−tH

(
ϕ2e

1
2 (α−Q)c

)
F
]

= e
1
2 (α−Q)c ∂

∂ε |ε=0
E

[
e

α
2 B2t−

α2

4 tEε(t)e−µeγcMγ(A
+
t )e−µLe

γ
2
cLγ(I−)e−µRe

γ
2
cLγ(I+)F

]

= e
1
2 (α−Q)c ∂

∂ε |ε=0
E

[
e

α
2 B2t−

α2

4 t exp

(
−µeγc

∫

A
+
t

eγ
ε
2Re(z−2)dMγ(z)− e

γ
2 c

∫

It

e
γε

4x2 µ∂(x)dLγ(x)

)
F (ϕ+

ε

2
cos(2θ))

]

= −µγ

2
e

1
2
(α+2γ−Q)c

∫

A
+
t

E

[
e

α
2
B2t−

α2

4
teγX(w)−γ2

2
E[X(w)2]e−µeγcMγ (A

+
t )F (ϕ)

]
Re(w−2)

|dw|2

(2Im(w))
γ2

2

− γ

4
e

1
2 (α+γ−Q)

∫

It

E

[
e

α
2 B2t−

α2

4 te−µeγcMγ (A
+
t )−µLe

γ
2
cLγ(I−)−µRe

γ
2
cLγ(I+)F

]
µ∂(x)

dx

|x|2

+
1

4
E

[
e

α
2 B2t−

α2

4 te−µeγcMγ(A
+
t )−µLe

γ
2
cLγ(I−)−µRe

γ
2
cLγ(I+)∂2F (ϕ)

]
.

Taking the limit as t → ∞ concludes the proof. �

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

Proposition 3.3. We have in e−βcH

Res
α=α1,2

Pα(ϕ2) =
1

2
(µL + µR)Ψ

∂
α−1,2

.

Thus, the (1, 2)-HEM (1.4) holds.
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Proof. It is easy to see that the last line of (3.5) converges and is analytic in a neighbourhood of α1,2. Hence,

we need only treat the boundary integrals.

We use the estimate Ψ∂
α(x) = |x|− γα

2 (Ψ∂
α+γ +O(|x|ξ)) in C′, for some ξ > 0. This estimate is a straightfor-

ward adaptation of Proposition 3.6 in the case of a single γ-insertion. From this, we get for α < α1,2

∫ 1

0

Ψ∂
α(x)

dx

x2
= Ψ∂

α+γ

∫ 1

0

x− γα
2 −2dx+

∫ 1

0

(Ψ∂
α(x)− |x|− γα

2 Ψ∂
α+γ)

dx

x2

= − 2

γ(α− α1,2)
Ψ∂

α−1,2
+O(1).

as α → α1,2. The second integral is analytic in the neighbourhood of α1,2 since |x|− γα
2 −2+ξ is uniformly

integrable on (0, 1) in the neighbourhood of α1,2.

We get the same residue on the other side. Thus, we get Res
α=α1,2

Pα(ϕ2) =
1
2 (µL + µR)Ψα−1,2 by combining

with Proposition 3.2. Finally, Lemma 3.1 allows us to conclude that Φα(S
0
2Q−α1) extends to α1,2 with the

value

Φα1,2(S
0
2Q−α1,2

1) = lim
α→α1,2

2α(α − α2,1)(α− α1,2)Pα(ϕ2)

= 2α1,2(α1,2 − α2,1) Res
α=α1,2

Pα(ϕ2)

= α1,2(α1,2 − α2,1)(µL + µR)Ψ
∂
α−1,2

.

This concludes the proof since α1,2(α1,2 − α2,1) =
4
γ2 (1− γ2

4 ). �

3.4. Second pole of Pα and the (2, 1)-HEM. In this section, we compute the residue of Pα(ϕ2) at α = α2,1,

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−βcH

(α−α1,2)Pα(ϕ2) = −γ

2
(α−α1,2)µI(2)(α)+

γ2

8
µ2
LI∂

(1,1),∅(α)−
γ2

4
µLµRI∂

(1),(1)(α)+
γ2

8
I∂
∅,(1,1)(α)+Rα, (3.6)

where Rα is analytic at α2,1.

Moreover, for γ <
√
2, we have in e−βcH,

Res
α=α2,1

I(2)(α) = − 1

γ

γ2

4

1− γ2

4

sin(π
γ2

4
)
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1 − γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
Ψ∂

α−2,1
;

Res
α=α2,1

I∂
∅,(1,1)(α) = Res

α=α2,1

I∂
(1,1),∅(α) = − 2

γ

Γ(γ
2

4 )Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(1 − γ2

4 )
Ψ∂

α−2,1
;

Res
α=α2,1

I∂
(1),(1)(α) = − 2

γ
cos(π

γ2

4
)
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1 − γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
Ψ∂

α−2,1
.

(3.7)

For γ >
√
2, all these residues vanish (the integrals are regular at α2,1).

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 Φα(S
0
2Q−α1) extends to α2,1 with

the value

Φα2,1(S
0
2Q−α2,1

1) = lim
α→α2,1

2α(α− α1,2)(α− α2,1)Pα(ϕ2)

= 2α2,1 Res
α=α2,1

(
−µ

γ

2
(α2,1 − α1,2)I(2)(α) + µ2

L

γ2

8
I∂
(1,1),∅(α)− µRµR

γ2

4
I∂
(1),(1)(α) + µ2

R

γ2

8
I∅,(1,1)(α)

)

=
γ3

8

(
µ2
L − 2µLµR cos(π

γ2

4
) + µ2

R − µ sin(π
γ2

4
)

)
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
.

�

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.

3.4.1. Residues of Selberg integrals. By (A.1), the value of the Selberg integral S2,2(1,− γα
2 ,− γ2

4 ) is

S2,2

(
1,−γα

2
,−γ2

4

)
= − 2

γ(α− α2,1)

Γ(− γα
2 )Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γα
2 − γ2

2 )
,

so that S2,2(1,− γα
2 ,− γ2

4 ) has a simple pole at α2,1, with residue

Res
α=α2,1

S2,2

(
1,−γα

2
,−γ2

4

)
= − 2

γ

Γ(γ
2

4 )Γ(1 − γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
. (3.8)

The next lemma evaluates the residues of related integrals at α2,1.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose γ <
√
2. We have

lim
αրα2,1

(α− α2,1)

∫

D∩H

|w|−γα|w − w̄|− γ2

2 Re(w−2)|dw|2 = − 1

γ

γ2

4

1− γ2

4

sin(π
γ2

4
)
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(1 − γ2

4 )
;

lim
αրα2,1

(α− α2,1)

∫ 0

−1

∫ 1

0

|x1|−
γα
2 −1|x2|−

γα
2 −1|x1 − x2|−

γ2

2 dx1dx2 = − 2

γ
cos(π

γ2

4
)
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1 − γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
.

Proof. First identity.

Writing the integral in polar variables, we have

∫

D∩H

|w|−γα|w − w̄|− γ2

2 Re(w−2)|dw|2
∫ 1

0

r−γα− γ2

2 −1dr

∫ π

0

(2 sin θ)−
γ2

2 cos(2θ)dθ

= − 1

γ(α− α2,1)

∫ π

0

(2 sin(θ))−
γ2

2 (2 cos(θ)2 − 1)dθ.

We recall the formula B(a, b) = 2
∫ π

2

0 sin(θ)2a−1 cos(θ)2b−1dθ for the Beta function. Using the identity Γ(z +

1) = zΓ(z), the duplication formula Γ(z)Γ(z + 1
2 ) =

√
π21−2zΓ(2z), and the value Γ(12 ) =

√
π, the integral in
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θ equals

22−
γ2

2

∫ π
2

0

sin(θ)−
γ2

2 cos(θ)2dθ − 21−
γ2

2

∫ π
2

0

sin(θ)−
γ2

2 dθ = 21−
γ2

2 B(
1

2
− γ2

4
,
3

2
)− 2−

γ2

2 B(
1

2
− γ2

4
,
1

2
)

= 2−
γ2

2
√
πΓ(

1

2
− γ2

4
)

(
1

Γ(2− γ2

4 )
− 1

Γ(1− γ2

4 )

)

= −Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
sin(π

γ2

4
)

(
Γ(

γ2

4
− 1) + Γ(

γ2

4
)

)

=
γ2

4

1− γ2

4

Γ(1− γ2

2 )Γ(γ
2

4 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
sin(π

γ2

4
).

Second identity.

Let us consider the function

I(α) :=

∫ 0

−1

∫ 1

0

|x1|−
γα
2 −1|x2|−

γα
2 −1|x2 − x1|−

γ2

2 |x1 − 1|−1+ γ2

2 + γα
2 |x2 − 1|−1+ γ2

2 + γα
2 dx1dx2,

which is well-defined and analytic for Re(α) ∈ (−γ,− γ
2 ). Using the change of variable xj =

tj−1
tj+1 with Jacobian

dxj =
2dtj

(tj+1)2 , j = 1, 2, we have by (A.2):

I(α) = 2
γ2

2 +γα

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

1

|1− t1|−
γα
2 −1|1− t2|−

γα
2 −1|t1 − t2|−

γ2

2 dt1dt2

= 2
γ2

2 +γαS2,1(1,−
γα

2
,−γ2

4
)

= 2
γ2

2 +γα cos(π
γ2

4
)

sin(π γ2

4 )

sinπ(γα2 + γ2

2 )
S2,2(1,−

γα

2
,−γ2

4
).

Since (x1, x2) 7→ |x1 − 1|−1+γ2

2 + γα
2 |x2 − 1|−1+ γ2

2 + γα
2 is smooth and converges to 1 as x1, x2 → 0, we have

lim
α→α2,1

(α− α2,1)

∫ 0

−1

∫ 1

0

|x1|−
γα
2 −1|x2|−

γα
2 −1|x1 − x2|−

γ2

2 dx1dx2

= lim
α→α2,1

(α− α2,1)I(α)

= 2
γ2

2 +γα2,1 cos(π
γ2

4
)

sin(π γ2

4 )

sinπ(
γα2,1

2 + γ2

2 )
lim

α→α2,1

(α− α2,1)S2,2(−
γα

2
, 1,−γ2

4
)

= − 2

γ
cos(π

γ2

4
)
Γ(γ

2

4 )Γ(1− γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
.

�

3.4.2. Fusion estimates. From here, we are in position to conclude the computation of Res
α=α2,1

Pα(ϕ2). We will

rely on the following fusion estimates.

Proposition 3.6. The following estimates hold in C′:

1. Suppose α+ 2γ > Q. Then,

Ψ∂
α(w) = |w|−γαO(Im(w)

1
2 (α+2γ−Q)2);

Ψ∂
α(x1, x2) = |x1|−

γα
2 |x2|−

γα
2 |x1 − x2|−

γ2

2 O((|x1| ∨ |x2|)
1
4 (α+2γ−Q)2).
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2. Suppose α+ 2γ < Q. Then,

Ψ∂
α(w) = |w|−γα(2Im(w))−

γ2

2 (Ψ∂
α+2γ +O(|w|ξ));

Ψ∂
α(x1, x2) = |x1|−

γα
2 |x2|−

γα
2 |x1 − x2|−

γ2

2

(
Ψ∂

α+2γ +O((|x1| ∨ |x2|)ξ)
)
,

for some ξ > 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(2), I∅,(1,1), I(1),(1), I(1,1),∅ at α2,1.

Proof of (3.7). Case γ <
√
2.

In this case, we have α−2,1 = α2,1 + 2γ < Q. We write for α < α2,1.

I(2)(α) = Ψ∂
α+2γ

∫

D∩H

|w|−γα(2Im(w))−
γ2

2 Re(w−2)|dw|2

+

∫

D∩H

(Ψ∂
α(w) − |w|−γα(2Im(w))−

γ2

2 Ψ∂
α+2γ)Re(w

−2)|dw|2.

By item 2. of Proposition 3.6, the last line is absolutely convergent and analytic in the neighbourhood of α2,1.

By Lemma 3.5, we deduce the following limit in C′:

lim
α→α2,1

(α− α2,1)I(2)(α) = − 1

γ

γ2

4

1− γ2

4

Γ(γ
2

4 )Γ(1 − γ2

2 )

Γ(1− γ2

4 )
Ψ∂

α−2,1
.

As usual, we can deduce that this equality actually holds in e−βcH, which give the first line of (3.7). The

proof of the two last lines of (3.7) is identical.

Case γ >
√
2.

In this case, we have α2,1+2γ > Q. We only show that I∅,(1,1) is regular at α2,1. We consider the following

regions of (0, 1)2:

D0 := {x1 ∨ x2 6 e(x1 ∧ x2)}; D1 := {x1 6 e−1x2}.
We use the notation It := (e−t, 1). For r ∈ (0, 1), we have by scaling and item 1. Proposition 3.6

∫

rI22

Ψ∂
α(x1, x2)

dx1

x1

dx2

x2
= O(r−γα− γ2

2 + 1
2 (Q−α−2γ)2)

in C′. For α = α2,1, the exponent equals 1
2 (

2
γ − γ)2 > 0. Hence,

∫
D0

Ψ∂
α(x1, x2)

dx1

x1

dx2

x2
is bounded by an

absolutely convergent series in the neighbourhood of α2,1, so the integral converges and is analytic in this

region.

In the region D1, we have |x1 − x2|−
γ2

2 6 (1 − e−1)x2)
− γ2

2 . Proposition 3.6 then gives Ψ∂
α(x1, x2) =

O(|x1|−
γα
2 |x2|−

γ2

2 − γα
2 ), which is uniformly integrable on (D1,

dx1

x1

dx2

x2
) in a neighbourhood of α2,1. This con-

cludes the proof of analyticity of I∅,(1,1) around α2,1. �

3.4.3. Meromorphic continuation. Similar to the bulk version, we have the following derivative formula: for

all F ∈ C,

∂xE[Ψ
∂
α(x)F ] = −αγ

2x
E[Ψ∂

α(x)F ]− µ
γ2

2

∫

D∩H

E[Ψ∂
α(w;x)F ]∂xG(x,w)|dw|2

− µL
γ2

4

∫ 0

−1

E[Ψ∂
α(x, x

′)F ]∂xG(x, x′)dx′ − µR
γ2

4

∫ 1

0

E[Ψ∂
α(x, x

′)F ]∂xG(x, x′)dx′

+ E[Ψ∂
α(x)∇F (∂G∂(x, · ))].

(3.9)
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This formula is only valid provided all the terms involved are absolutely convergent, which is the case for α in

a complex neighbourhood of −∞. It is then extended by analytic continuation to the domain of analyticity

of the RHS.

Now, we express the analytic continuation of Pα(ϕ2) up to α2,1. 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 α < α1,2, we have

(α− α1,2)I∂
∅,(2)(α) = −γ

2
µRI∂

∅,(1,1)(α) +
γ

2
µLI(1),(1)(α) +Rα;

(α− α1,2)I∂
(2),∅(α) = −γ

2
µLI∂

(1,1),∅(α) +
γ

2
µRI∂

(1),(1)(α) +R′
α,

where Rα, R′
α are analytic at α2,1.

Proof. By integration by parts, we have for all α < α1,2 and all F ∈ C:
∫ 1

0

E[Ψ∂
α(x)F ]

dx

x2
=

∫ 1

0

∂xE[Ψ
∂
α(x)F ]

dx

x
− E[Ψ∂

α(1)F ].

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 α < α1,2 where we have absolute convergence. The

formula is then extended to the domain of analyticity of the RHS. Combining with (3.9) gives

γ

2
(α− α1,2)I∅,(2) = −µL

γ2

4

∫ 0

−1

∫ 1

0

E[Ψ∂
α(x1, x2)F ]∂x1G(x1, x2)

dx1

x1
dx2

− µR
γ2

4

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

E[Ψ∂
α(x1, x2)F ]∂x1G(x1, x2)

dx1

x1
dx2

− µ
γ2

2

∫

D∩H

∫ 1

0

E[Ψ∂
α(w;x1)F ]∂x1G(x1, w)|dw|2

dx1

x1

+

∫ 1

0

E[Ψ∂
α(x)∇F (∂x1G∂(x1, · ))]

dx1

x1
− E[Ψ∂

α(1)F ]

= µL
γ2

4
I∂
(1),(1)(α) − µR

γ2

4
I∂
∅,(1,1)(α) +Rα.

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

be analytic in a neighbourhood of α2,1. For the first two lines, we have symmetrised the singularity 1
x1

1
x2−x1

in order to get the expressions −I∂
(1),(1) and I∂

∅,(1,1). The previous equation is valid for α < α1,2, but the RHS

is analytic up to α2,1, so it expresses the meromorphic extension of I∂
∅,(2) in this region. The proof is identical

for I∂
(2),∅. �

Appendix A. Selberg & Dotsenko-Fateev integrals

We consider the following Selberg integrals, with the notation borrowed from [FW08, Equation (2.31)]:

S2,2(a, b, c) :=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

|t1|a−1|t2|a−1|1− t1|b−1|1− t2|b−1|t2 − t1|2cdt1dt2

S2,1(a, b, c) :=

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

1

|t1|a−1|t2|a−1|1− t1|b−1|1− t2|b−1|t1 − t2|2cdt1dt2.

The first integral converges for Re(a) > 0, Re(b) > 0, and Re(c) > −min{ 1
2 ,Re(a),Re(b)}. The second

integral converges for Re(a) > 0, Re(a+ b+2c) < 1, and Re(c) > − 1
2 . Note that S2,2(a, b, c) = S2,2(b, a, c) by
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the change of variable tj 7→ 1− tj, j = 1, 2. The integral S2,2 extends meromorphically to C3 via the formula

[FW08, Equation (1.1)]:

S2,2(a, b, c) =
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(a+ c)Γ(b+ c)Γ(1 + 2c)

Γ(a+ b + c)Γ(a+ b+ 2c)Γ(1 + c)
. (A.1)

According to [FW08, Equation (2.33)], we have

S2,1(a, b, c) = cos(πc)
sinπ(a+ c)

sinπ(a+ b+ 2c)
S2,2(a, b, c). (A.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, ã) such that a − ã ∈ Z, we write za = zaz̄ã = |z|a+ãei(a−ã) arg z . Then, for such a

triple a, b, c, we consider

N(a, b, c) :=

∫

C2

wa−1
1 wa−1

2 (1 − w1)
b−1(1− w2)

b−1(w2 − w1)
2c|dw1|2|dw2|2.

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

N(a, b, c) = (−1)cS2,2(a, b, c)S2,2(ã, b̃, c̃)
sin(πa) sin(πb) sin π(a+ c) sinπ(b + c) sinπ(1 + 2c)

sinπ(a+ b+ c) sinπ(a+ b+ 2c) sinπ(1 + c)
. (A.3)
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[DKRV16] François David, Antti Kupiainen, Rémi Rhodes, and Vincent Vargas. Liouville quantum gravity on the Riemann

sphere. Comm. Math. Phys., 342(3):869–907, 2016.
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[DRV16] François David, Rémi Rhodes, and Vincent Vargas. Liouville quantum gravity on complex tori. J. Math. Phys.,

57(2):022302, 25, 2016.

[FW08] Peter J. Forrester and S. Ole Warnaar. The importance of the Selberg integral. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.),

45(4):489–534, 2008.

[FZZ00] V. Fateev, A. Zamolodchikov, and Al. Zamolodchikov. Boundary Liouville Field Theory I. Boundary State and Bound-

ary Two-point Function. arXiv e-prints, pages hep–th/0001012, January 2000.
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