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PROOF OF ZAMOLODCHIKOV CONJECTURE FOR SEMI-CLASSICAL
CONFORMAL BLOCKS ON TORUS

HARINI DESIRAJU, PROMIT GHOSAL, AND ANDREI PROKHOROV

ABSTRACT. In 1986, Zamolodchikov conjectured an exponential structure for the semi-classical
limit of conformal blocks on a sphere. This paper provides a rigorous proof of the analog of
Zamolodchikov conjecture for Liouville conformal blocks on a one-punctured torus, using their
probabilistic construction and show the existence of a positive radius of convergence of the semi-
classical limit. As a consequence, we obtain a closed form expression for the solution of the Lamé
equation, and show a relation between its accessory parameter and the classical action of the
non-autonomous elliptic Calogero-Moser model evaluated at specific values of the solution.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Conformal field theory (CFT), a subclass of quantum field theory provides a framework for
constructing random functions on Riemannian manifolds, which transform covariantly under con-
formal (i.e., angle-preserving) mappings. Since the groundbreaking work by Belavin, Polyakov,
and Zamolodchikov (BPZ) in 1984 [BPZ84|, two-dimensional (2D) CFT has evolved into a major
area of theoretical physics. It has significant applications in 2D statistical physics, string theory
and has profound implications for mathematics. See |[Rib14| for a review and references therein.

An important subclass of conformal field theories (CFTs) is known as Liouville CFTs (LCFT5).
These CF'Ts are characterized by a parameter called the central charge, denoted as ¢, which for
LCFTs lies in the range ¢ € [25,00). LCFT originated from Polyakov’s work on two-dimensional
quantum gravity and bosonic string theory in 1981 [Pol81|. It was rigorously constructed using
the path integral formalism of quantum field theory, initially on the sphere in [Dav+ 16| and
subsequently on other Riemann surfaces in [DRV16; HRV18; GRV19|. We refer the reader to
[RV] for a review.

The paper by Belavin, Polyakov, and Zamolodchikov in 1984 introduced a schematic approach
known as the conformal bootstrap. This program aims to exactly solve the correlation functions
of a given two-dimensional CFT by expressing them in terms of its three-point sphere correlation
functions and specific power series called conformal blocks. These conformal blocks are entirely
determined by the Virasoro algebra, which encodes the infinitesimal local conformal symmetries.
The conformal blocks depend on the particular CF'T solely through the central charge.

Recently a construction of Liouville conformal blocks using rigorous path integral formulation
based on probabilistic ideas was introduced by [Gho-+24]. The construction is via the Gaussian
multiplicative chaos (GMC) measure, a random measure defined by exponentiating the Gaussian
free field (see e.g. [DRV16; Berl7; Aru20]). This paper explores the semi-classical limit of the
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probabilistic representation of Liouville conformal blocks, focusing on the case of torus with a
single marked point. For a given in the upper half-plane, we consider the flat torus T, characterized
by the modular parameter 7, and the nome ¢ := €. The 1-point toric correlation function of
LCFT, rigorously constructed in [DRV16], has the form (e*®©)_ where (...), is the average
over the random field ¢ for LCFT on T, and « is called the vertex insertion weight. Conformal
bootstrap formula for torus which is recently shown in [Gui 21, Theorem 9| expresses (e*®(©))_
via one point toric conformal block g,i pla),

<€aq)(0)>7' - / C“/(O"Q - iP’Q + iP)|g’?7P(q)|2dP’
R

where the parameter v dictates the central charge through the relation
2
c=146Q% € (25,00), Q::%—}—;E(Q,oo).

Here C (a1, a2, a3) is the Liouville 3-point correlation function. The exact expression of C, as
first proposed in [DO94; ZZ96] and later proved in [KRV20]. It is worthwhile to note that the
conformal bootstrap for sphere is recently proven in [KRV20| and [Gui+ 21| showed it for other
geometry including torus.

In a recent work, [Gho+24, Theorem 1.1] introduced a probabilistic description of G 5(g) using
GMC measure. This probabilistic definition of g;{ p(q) is shown to match with the g-power series
formula of the same (defined via Virasoro algebra in [BPZ84|) through rigorously proving the
Zamolodchikov recursion (as proposed in [Zam84; Zamg87a; HJS10]) for the GMC expression of

2 p(q). In fact, [Gho+24] showed that G p(q) is defined for o € (—%, @), P € R and is analytic

as a function of ¢ € C in a ball B,(0) of radius r greater than % when a € [0,Q). We refer the
reader to [Gho+24, Appendix A| and [Gho+, Section 1.1] for a summary of the algebraic approach
to conformal blocks on one-point torus.
Our objective is to understand the behavior and properties of these Liouville conformal blocks
> p(q) in the semi-classical limit v — 0, shedding light on the underlying probabilistic structures
associated with conformal field theories on tori. Such a proof for all other geometries remains an
open question. Starting from the probabilistic definition of conformal blocks on the four point
sphere, one can easily adapt our methods to study their semi-classical limits.

Theorem 1.1. The semi-classical limit of the conformal block Q%P(q) exists and has the form

: 1 Qo 150
lim v log G2 p(q) = P, Py); =— pP== 1.1
,YI_R%V og g%p(q) ¢(a07 qu) + f(OéO, 0)7 « ~y ) y ) ( )

for ¢ = €™ € B,.(0) for some r > 0 small, ag € (—4,2) and Py € R. Here, ¢(.) is an analytic

function in q and f(.) is a normalization constant such that

lim lim 7®log G*°/, (q) = 0.

lim lim +*log G, Posy (@)
Moreover, ¢(.) determines the accessory parameter of the Lamé equation that can be written ex-
plicitly as

(9222 (22 —1) o) + Horo(a0 Br)) T P =0 12)

where @(-) is the Weierstrass p-function (see (A.6)) and the function T(z; aq, Py, q) is given by

a0 Jy 1og (%557 @)% eeda

4 fol 01(z)" 2 emPordy

(1.3)

Remark 1.1. The limit in (1.1) can be shown for q¢ € B,(0) for some r > 1 when oy € [0,2).
Furthermore, since f(z, ag, Py, q) has an explicit expression in (1.3), one can use Lamé equation to
write explicit form of the accessory parameter im0; (oo, Po,q) (see Corollary 4.40). The analytic
properties with respect to ag, Py, q of the semi-classical limit are accessible through this explicit
form.
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1.1. Zamolodchikov conjecture. The main result of this paper rigorously proves the Zamolod-
chikov conjecture for the case of conformal blocks on a one-point torus. A long standing conjecture
formulated by Zamolodchikov in 1986 [Zam86, (2.30)-(2.32)] postulates that, in the semi-classical
limit (¢ — 00), conformal blocks on a four-point sphere have an exponential structure. Further-
more, it is known that, assuming such an exponential structure, the semi-classical limit of the
sphere 4-point conformal block is described by the accessory parameter of the Heun’s equation.

The evidence for such a structure for the case of the four point sphere comes from the analysis
of the power series representation of conformal blocks [Zam87b], from the oscillator formalism
of Virasoro algebra [BDK20|, and from the combinatorial expression in terms of the Nekrasov-
Okounkov functions describing the partition functions of supersymmetric gauge theories given by
the Alday-Gaiotto-Tachikawa (AGT) correspondence [NPS18; NS10].

The semi-classical limit of conformal blocks carries significant importance in mathematical
physics as it plays a crucial role in a variety of areas from black hole physics [AGH22; CC22]
and supersymmetric gauge theories [NS10| (see also the introduction in [Pia+22]) to Teichmiiller
theory (see [BCP17; Tak94| and references therein).

Of particular interest to this paper is the connection between semi-classical conformal blocks and
the Heun equation, a second-order differential equation featuring a free parameter known as the
accessory parameter. This parameter is crucial in the semi-classical analysis as it is characterized
by conformal blocks on the sphere [Zam86]. The study of the Heun equation is interesting on its
own. See [RA95] for a bibliographical account and [Hor18]| for a review on applications to physics.

In the recent years, interest has grown in understanding the relationships between conformal
blocks, accessory parameters, and Painlevé equations [BGG22; LN21; PP19; LN18]. Specifically,
the semi-classical limit of conformal blocks is related to the Painlevé VI equation through its
Hamiltonian at special values of the solution [Lit+14; KT13|. In turn the Hamiltonian of the
Painlevé VI equation is given by ¢ = 1 conformal blocks on sphere, and hence the aforementioned
relation provides a non-trivial link between the ¢ — oo and ¢ = 1 conformal blocks.

More recently, a relation between ¢ — oo conformal blocks and the connection problem for
the degenerations of the Heun equation was conjectured in [Bon+ 23| and is dubbed ’the Trieste
formula’ [LN22], with the case of the Heun equation (without degenerations) verified in [LN22].
So, the proof of Zamolodchikov conjecture paves the way for a rigorous treatment of the aforemen-
tioned problems. Indeed most of above claims could be easily adapted to the one-point torus case.
In particular, the role of the Heun equation is now played by the Lamé equation and furthermore,
its accessory parameter, under the assumption that the Zamolodchikov conjecture holds, is known
to be related to the semi-classical conformal block on the torus [Pial4| and to the elliptic form of
the Painlevé VI equation with special value of the parameters [BGG22|. In this context, we also
want to highlight a similar study of the semiclassical limit of Liouville CEFT on a sphere [LRV],
where they prove the Takhtajan-Zograf theorem relating the classical Liouville action at special
points and accessory parameters of a second order Fuchsian equation of holomorphic functions on
the unit disk [TZ03].

In Theorem 1.1, we showed that, as the central charge c¢ goes to oo or equivalently v — 0,
the torus one point Liouville conformal block behaves as G p(q) ~ exp(¢(ao, Fo, q) /7?) where
o(ag, Py, q) is the semi-classical conformal block. Moreover, (1.2) showed that ¢(ag, Py, q) is
related to the accessory parameter of Lamé equation. As a result, we provide a rigorous proof
of the analogue of Zamolodchikov conjecture for one-point torus conformal blocks. Consequently,
we prove that ¢(...) is also related to the Hamiltonian of the non-autonomous elliptic Calogero-
Moser (NAECM) model (see Theorem 4.2) for special values of the solution [BGG22|, which in
turn is related to ¢ = 1 conformal blocks on a one-point torus [DDG23]. Such a proof for all other
geometries remains an open question.

1.2. Ideas of the proofs. Our main goal in this paper is to prove the existence and estimate the
radius of convergence for, the semi-classical limit (y — 0) of the conformal block G p(g). Hence-
forth, we refer to this as the undeformed conformal block. The proofs of these statements involve
several steps. One of the main challenges is to show that the conformal block has exponential
structure in the semi-classical limit, i.e., as v — 0, the torus 1-point conformal block g;{ p behaves
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as exp ( - 712(¢(a0, Py, q) + f(ao, Po))). For showing this, we use the probabilistic description of
j‘/i p given as

[e3 1 (&3
Sp~E {('GMC»?,P(Q)Y;] ; IGMCS p(q) := /0 b1 (x)" T e PV @digy  (1.4)

where : Y (x;¢) : is a renormalized log-correlated field on [0, 1]. See Section 2.1 for its definition.
The above representation of the conformal block was introduced by [Gho+ 24| and expressed in
terms of the Gaussian multiplicative chaos measure constructed using the log-correlated field
Y (z;q) defined for x € [0, 1]. See Definition 2.2 for further discussion. With the choice of scaling
P= % and a = % for Py € R and ag € R, the first difficulty is to show that v log Q%P does
not blow up to infinity. We overcome this difficulty by showing that the (deep) tail probabilities
1 log(IGMCY p(q)) behave as the tails of a mean zero and finite variance Gaussian distribution.
With replacing ! log(IGMCY p(g)) in (1.4) by a mean zero and finite variance Gaussian random
variable X yields

S [E[exp ( - %X)} ~ exp (?>

for some constant C' € R. This shows the tightness of the sequence +?log Q,i p as v approaches
0. We studied the tail probabilities of 1 log(IGMCZ p(g)) using the derivative GMC measure.
For small y, mean value theorem suggests v~ log(IGMCZ p(q)) behaves as DGMCS, p(g) for some
v € (0,7) where, for the renormalized log-correlated field : Y (x;q) :,

1
-t -2 Pz
Jo 01(z)” 2 emPozdy

In Theorem 3.1, we show that the tail probabilities of DGMCJ, p(g) are like the Gaussian distri-
bution. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is one of the most technical part of our paper and is built on
ideas from several previous works in the study of GMC measure including the local decomposition
of log-correlated fields as sum of *-scale invariant field and a continuous field [JSW18] and the
tools based on derivative GMC measure which are required to study the path integral of quantum
Mabuchi K-energy [lacoin2022path].

Once the tightness of v2log Q,i p is shown, it remains to show that all subsequential limits of

DGMC,?/7P(Q) :

1
/ Y (z59) : 91(x)*TOe“POme“’:Y(m?q):dx.
0

72 log Q,i p are the same, and they are all uniquely characterized by the function ¢(.) described
in Theorem 1.1 that is related to the accessory parameter of the Lamé equation. To this end,
we use the deformation of the conformal block GJ p which we will later denote as ¢F p(z,7)

(see Definition 2.3) for x € {3, %}, z € (0,1) and «, P, 7 are same as before. Deformed conformal
block is uniquely determined as the solution of a differential equation named the Belavin-Polyakov-
Zamolodchikov equation,

2
. o «
(02 = Ll + Dp(2) + 2im30r Jus pla,) =0, b= = L.

For x = 3, we show in Theorem 4.2 that the deformed conformal block 1§ p(2,7) factorizes

2 . N X
approximately as I'(z; ag, Py, q) X Q%P as 7 — 0 where I'(z; ap, Py, ¢) is same as in (1.3). Similar
decomposition of deformed conformal block was previously observed in [Lit-+14; Pial4]. Substi-

tuting this into the BPZ equation and letting v — 0 with the scaling o = % and P = % gives

us the Lamé equation as shown in (1.2). Since f(z7 ap, Py, q) is explicit, the accessory parame-
ter of (1.2) which could be 7-derivative of any subsequential limit of 42 log G5 p 1s now uniquely

identified which in turn shows the existence of the limit of the sequence 72 log g5 p

On the other hand, for y = %, the BPZ equation degenerates to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

as 7 — 0. Using this observation and by showing the tightness of 72 log Y5 p using the tails of the
associated derivative GMC measure, we demonstrate in Theorem 4.1 that ‘the semi-classical limit
of 1@‘7 p solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the non-autonomous elliptic Calogero Moser model
(NAECM). See Remark 4.1 for a discussion. This connection between the deformed conformal
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block and Calogero-Moser model is used later in Theorem 4.2 to show that the accessory parameter
of the Lamé equation (1.2) is in fact related to the Hamiltonian of the NAECM model.

1.3. Outline of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the
probabilistic construction of the undeformed conformal block Qj‘/i p(q), and the deformed conformal
block which satisfies the PDE known as the Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov (BPZ) equation.

In Section 3, we introduce the main tool to analyse the semi-classical limit of the conformal
blocks, namely, the DGMC measure, which is the v derivative of the GMC measure. The main
result of Section 3 is Theorem 3.1 which proves the tail estimates of the DGMC measure.

In Section 4, we formulate the semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal block. In Subsec-
tion 4.1 we study the semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal block for x = % The main
result of this Subsection is Theorem 4.1 which establishes an explicit description of such semi-
classical limit. In Subsection 4.2 we analyse the semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal
block for x = 2. The main result of this Subsection is Theorem 4.2 which gives explicit descrip-
tion of that semi-classical limit in terms of the solution of Lamé equation. As a consequence of
this theorem, we obtain explicit expressions for the solution and accessory parameter of the Lamé
equation.

We prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 5. We further prove that the radius of convergence of the
semi-classical conformal block is positive in Theorem 5.2.

Finally, in Section 6, we study the asymptotic behaviour of the semi-classical limit of the
conformal blocks for 7 — ico. The key component of the analysis is the expression of the
normalization constant of the undeformed conformal block in terms of double Gamma functions.
Results in this section are used to prove results in Section 4.

1.4. Outlook. Our paper presents two key takeaways. Firstly, the methods we introduced in
proving the Zamolodchikov conjecture offer a road map for studying semi-classical conformal
blocks on other Riemann surfaces and for the analysis of conformal blocks with different central
charges. Secondly, the explicit formulas for the conformal blocks and the Lamé equation obtained
here provide profound insights into the analytic and geometric aspects of conformal field theories
(CFTs) and the associated Heun-type equations. Let us now describe some open questions of
immediate interest.

e A natural question that arises is the generalization of our techniques to other geometries such
as the four-point sphere and higher genus surfaces. The key to achieving this would be to
develop a systematic approach to defining probabilistic conformal blocks on Riemann surfaces.
The formulation of probabilistic conformal blocks on a four point sphere is expected to have a
slightly varied construction [Gho+|, and the irregular conformal blocks can then be constructed
through appropriate degeneration limits. The proof of the Zamolodchikov conjecture in the
aforementioned cases is expected to follow a similar formalism to that presented here.

e Semi-classical limit of Liouville CFT corresponds to taking the central charge ¢ to co. It is
natural to ask what happens when ¢ — —oo. This question is related to the semi-classical limit
of CFTs with ¢ <1 (i.e., v purely imaginary). Recently, in a series of works [Wan21; Wan19a;
Wan19b|, Yilin Wang has investigated the large deviation problem of Schramm-Loewner evo-
lution (SLE,) as k — 04 and has shown that the large deviation rate function is equal to the
Loewner energy function. Since x — 04 corresponds to talking ¢ — —oo and SLE is related
to the correlation function of certain CFT, the results of [Wan21l; Wanl9a; Wan19b| describes
semi-classical limit for ¢ — —oo. In a more recent work [PW24], Peltola and Wang characterized
minimizers of the Loewner potential using tools from real algebraic geometry which provides
unique insight about the CFT when the central charges diminishes to —oo.

Besides the above questions, the explicit formulation of the semi-classical conformal block in
terms of the DGMC measure presented in this paper merits an investigation of its own. On the
other hand, one can obtain a series representation of the sem-classical conformal block through the
Zamolodchikov recursion relations and a combinatorial relation coming from AGT correspondence
(see [FL10]). It is important to study the interrelation between these explicit formulations. An
important aspect of the explicit representation is the dependence of the semi-classical conformal
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block on the monodromy data of the NAECM model and the Lamé equation, which would lead
to interesting outcomes. We list a few a few of them.

e The Trieste formula [Bon+23, (4.1.16) - (4.1.17)], |[LN22, eq. 2.20b] connects the connection
formulae of the Heun’s equation with the semi-classical limit of the fusion kernel of the 4-point
sphere conformal blocks. Our description of the semi-classical conformal block may enable the
proof of an analogue to the Trieste formula connecting the semi-classical limit of the modular
kernel (see [Gho+, (5.3)]) of one-point torus conformal block with the connection formulae
of the Lamé equation. A probabilistic description of the four-point conformal block and its
degenerations could prove the Trieste formula in full generality.

e In [LN21], the authors found a series representation of the accessory parameter of the Heun’s
equation where the coeflicients satisfies some recurrence relation. This is reminiscent of the
Zamolodchkiov recurrence relation satisfied by the coeflicients of the conformal blocks. Following
a similar procedure as in [LN21], one can also derive a series representation of the accessory
parameter of Lamé equation once the monodromy data associated to «g, Py is determined.
Furthermore, the accessory parameter is also explicitly given in terms of the derivative GMC
measure in (4.24), and in terms of integrals (4.40). Such formulae would allow to study its
asymptotic properties [Nov86; XXZ21].

e Through the AGT correspondence, the semi-classical conformal block on a one-point torus
determines the Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit of the corresponding N = 2* gauge theory,
or equivalently, the effective twisted superpotential [Tes11]. The explicit form of the classical
conformal block presented in this paper would enable a rigorous proof of the Nekrasov-Rosly-
Shatashvili conjecture that relates the effective twisted superpotential of the gauge theory to the
so-called Yang-Yang function of the associated quantum Hitchin system [NS09; NRS11; HK18].

e The conformal blocks for arbitrary central charge solve certain bilinear relations called the
Nakajima-Yoshioka blow-up relations [NY03]. Such relations for the one-point torus have been
written in [Gu+20; BGG22] and it will be interesting to see if such relations could be proved
using probabilistic conformal blocks. An interesting property of the relations is that the blow-up
relation connects the semi-classical conformal blocks with the conformal block at central charge
¢ =1[NS10], in turn relating Painlevé equations to Heun equations for the sphere case and the
NAECM model to Lamé equation (see also [BGG22]) for the torus case. We show the latter
relation in Theorem 4.2 based on probabilistic ideas. Showing the full blow-up relation is beyond
the scope of this paper and we leave this for a future work.
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2. PROBABILISTIC CONFORMAL BLOCKS

In this section we recall the construction of the conformal block in [Gho+24]. We begin by
defining Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos (GMC) measures in terms of log-correlated fields, which
will then be used to define the probabilistic one point conformal block on the torus. We then
introduce the notion of a deformed conformal block which solves the PDE known as the Belavin-
Polyakov-Zamolodchikov (BPZ) equation.
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2.1. Log-correlated fields and gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC) measures. For x €
[0, 1], the random fields Yy (x;q), Yn(x), with N € N are defined as

= i \/%(571 cos(2mna) + by, sin(27mm)) , (2.1)

Yn(z;q) = )+ 2 Z (amm cos(2mnx) + an Sin(27rnx)> , (2.2)

n,m=1

=:F(z;q)

where {ay, }n>1, {gn}nzh {an,m nm>1, {fl;mm}n,mzl are sequences of i.i.d standard real Gaussian
random variables, the modular parameter 7 € H, and ¢ = ¢". In what follows we use the
notation

Y(z) = lim Yy(z). Y(z:q) = lim Yy(z;q). (2:3)

Indeed, the above limit exists. The second limit exist in the sense of weak convergence in the
Sobolev space H™*(]0,1]) and the second limit exists to due to the first limit and the almost
convergence of infinite series of F(z;¢) due to the term ¢™". The resulting random fields Y'(+; q)
and Y'(-) are log-correlated, and the covariance kernels of (2.3) for 7 € iR are given as follows.

e The field Y (x) is log-correlated on [0, 1]:
E[Y (2)Y (y)] = —2log |7 — 2], (2.4)

which is the usual expression log |z —y| in cylindrical coordinates obtained by the transformation
z — 2T,
e The g-dependent field Y (z;q)) is log correlated on a doubly-periodic lattice
E[Y (239)Y (y; ¢)] = —2log |01 (x — y)| + 2log ¢"/*n(q)|. (2.5)

Note that for ¢ — 0 and (z — y) — 0, the above correlation functions (2.4), (2.5) coincide up to
a trivial factor.

Using [Gho+24, Lemma 2.5], one finds that E [F(z;¢)?] = —4log lg=/12n(q)|. As a result, we
get

E [V (e:0)?] = E |Viv(@)?] - 410g Jg/2n(q)]. (2.6)
With the above log-correlated fields, we now define the following random measures.

Definition 2.1 (GMC measure). For v € (0,2) and 7 € iR~¢, the GMC measures e2Y @ dy and
e3Y @D dy are defined to be the weak limits of measures in probability

e2Y@dy .= lim e2YN(x)__E[YN( )z,
N—o0 - , - (27)
e3Y (@D gy — lim e3YN@0)-FEYN(2:0)%] g,
N—o00
For a test function f(x), these measures are interpreted as
1 N -
/ F@)edY @) g = fim / F(@)e3 T @a-F e @] g, (2.8)
N—o00 0 ’

and a similar expression holds for the g-independent field Y (x).
The existence of the limits above can be shown in the following way. Note that the identity

2

Flee(iFe)] = %
implies that the sequence in (2.8) is a martingale. Since it is positive, almost sure convergence
is guaranteed by the martingale convergence theorem, which in turn proves the existence of the

limit in (2.8).



8 HARINI DESIRAJU, PROMIT GHOSAL, AND ANDREI PROKHOROV

2.2. One-point (undeformed) conformal block. We now recall the definition of the one-point
conformal block in [Gho-24].

Definition 2.2. For a € (—%, Q), and P € R, we define the probabilistic 1-point toric conformal

block as
1 1 oy P WY . 7%
g}?ﬂp(q) = Za [E <A 91('1:)_767?}/ :L‘ea ($,q)dx> ) (29)
v,P

with the normalization

Z3 p(q) = q1_12(_2'l+7_1)77(q)042+1__2'l[E [(/ [—2 sin(wx)]__;empxegy(x)dx> 7] . (2.10)
0

Note that the normalization constant Z,?i p ensures that
1
1 1 li o = qizn(q) L.
qlg%g Spl@) =1, Jim G5 p(a) = q72n(q)

A key consequence of the present construction is that the analytic properties of the conformal
block (2.9) become accessible, and we recall the following result.

Theorem 2.1 ( [Gho+24, Theorem 1.1]). For~ € (0,2), a € (—%,Q), and P € R, the conformal

block in (2.9) is analytic in a complex neighborhood of ¢ = 0. Moreover, for a € [0,Q), the analytic

extension of (2.9) exists in a neighborhood of ¢ = 0 with radius greater than %

Furthermore, (2.9) can be represented a series with the coefficients satisfying the so-called
Zamolodchikov recursion [Gho+24, Proposition 2.11], and as a combinatorial series in terms of
Nekrasov-Okounkov functions [Gho+24, Section 2.3| due to the Alday-Gaiotto-Tachikawa (AGT)

correspondence [Negl6].

Remark 2.1. For —% =N < % with N € N, (2.9) can be expressed as a Dotsenko-Fadeev
integral [MMS10; Fat+09]

Lef([aor )]

N
2
161 (z; — 01(x;) 2 e P [ da,
C/[ou 2 H 1_[1

1<i<j<N

g3 p(q)

with

2 2 _ 2
T («%(0)) Mot x o p (152 1 (14 G -

=
A T e =y
Let us highlight the following result that will prove useful to study the ¢ — 0 asymptotics of

the semi-classical conformal blocks.

Proposition 2.1. The partition function Z in (2.9) can be expressed in terms of double Gamma
functions as follows [Gho+2/, (2.15), Proposition 6.4]

Z’?, = q12(07+——1)n(q)04 "1‘1—7./4,)/7 ( ) (212)
where the q-independent factor is
'L‘rra2 1 T 2 %
A, pla)=e"2- (%) YeTtRT <1 — %) (2.13)
) s (Q-9)T; <%+%>r% (@— % —iP)T3 (Q - § +iP)
ry (%) I (Q—iP)Ty (Q+iP)T3 (Q — )
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where the function I’%() is the ratio of double Gamma functions

( ) o PZ(xh@fyil)

N0 =1 Qe

(ST

and Q is given by (A.1)

2.3. z-deformed conformal block. We now define the probabilistic equivalent of inserting de-
generate vertex operator V inside conformal block as

ax

1 o ) 2
wp(:q) = / 01(z +2)201(2)" 20, (z)" 7 P 7e3Y @) gy forz €8, xe¢€ {— 1}
’ 0 v

with B := {z : 0 < 3(2) < 33(7)}. The deformed conformal block is then in terms of V' as
follows.

Definition 2.3. For z € (0,1), ¢ € (0,1), a € <—%+X,Q), P € R, the two point toric

conformal block with one degenerate insertion, known as the z-deformed probabilistic conformal
block is defined as

o — xPzr [ (o R 2.14
Tzz)x,P(ZaT) i W(q)e ( X,P(ZaQ)) ) ( : )
where
P2 ok 1B 2B iyl 2
W(q) =q? 13y 6;59{(0) 3X>§+§<+37>§<7 ZXZ%—%, (2.15)

and 07(0) given by (A.5).
Theorem 2.2 (|Gho+24, Proposition 3.2|). The deformed conformal block (2.14) is convergent
in the domain DY where
3
DY = {(q,2) : lg| < ra—y and z € B}, B, :={2:0<Im(z) < ZIIH(’T)}
Here ro, > 0 for o € (—%,Q).

Remark 2.2.

1. The choice of the pre-factor W(q) in (2.14) is dictated by the BPZ equation which will be
satisfied by 1/);‘7]3(2,7') (see Theorem 2.3). The expression for W(q) will play a magjor role in
fizing the monodromy of the probabilistic conformal block, and this will be expanded upon in a
future work.

2. The deformed and the undeformed conformal blocks are related as

lim (61(2)0 ) = W(a) 255 (a) G55 (). (2.16)
We now state the BPZ equation for w>‘?7p(z, T).

Theorem 2.3 (|Gho+24, Theorem 3.5|). The z-deformed toric conformal block satisfies the fol-
lowing BPZ equation

<8zz — L (I, + 1)p(z) + 2i7TX28T>1/J;'<‘7P(z, 7)=0 for (q,z) € DS, (2.17)

where a € (—% +x.Q), x €{3, %}, and ©(z) is Weierstrass o-function.

3. DERIVATIVE GAUSSIAN MULTIPLICATIVE CHAOS MEASURE

The semi-classical limit of the undeformed conformal block is the v — 0 limit of G2 p(¢). From
(2.9), it turns out to be the case that the convergence of the semi-classical limit is controlled by
the convergence of the v derivative of the GMC measure (2.8), known as the derivative GMC
(DGMC) measure.
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Definition 3.1 (DGMC measure). For a bounded test function f(x,7) € Lo([0,1]) for every
7 € H the DGMC measure is defined as

1 2
(DM, v f)(7) == / <1YN(-%'§(]) _ Z[E[y]\%(x;q)o e%YN(x;q)f%[E[YJ%(x;q)]f(x’T)IL.
0o \2 4 Jo flz,7)dx
(3.1)
The N — oo limit of the measure above is treated in the same way as (2.7):
(DM, f)(r) = lim (DM /)(7). (32)

Theorem 3.1. For a bounded function f, there exist ¢y = ¢1(7) > 0, ca = (1) > 0, ¢35 > 0,
c4 > 0 such that for all v > 0,

P[(DM,n/)(7) < —0] < ex(r)e 2 P[(DM, ) (io0) < o] < ez, (3.3)

Remark 3.1. [t is worthwhile to note that [LRV22, Theorem 4.4] proved similar result for the
DGMC when the underlying field of the GMC satisfy the so called smooth white noise decomposi-
tion property (see Assumption 4.1 of [LRV22]). However the log-correlated fields Yoo and Y; does
not satisfy all those assumptions. Motivated by their results, we provide a self-contained proof of
Theorem 3.1 by utilizing the infinite series representation of the fields Yoo and Y; (as shown in

(2.2) and (2.1)).

The remainder of this section is dedicated to proving Theorem 3.1. We restrict to Y (z) and
prove the second inequality in (3.3). Because of (2.6), and the N independence of F(z;q), the
bound of (DM, n) f(7) will coincide with the bounds of (DM, ) f(ic0), a fact that can be verified
by repeating the statements in the proof below for Yy (x;q).

We begin the proof of Theorem 3.1 by introducing the following shorthand notation and proving
some important properties of the DGMC measure. These properties will later be used to show
the tail of (DM, n)f(ic0).

By Theorem B of [JSW18|, a log-correlated field Y can be locally decomposed as Y = L+ R
where the local component £ is almost *-scale invariant field and the global component R is a
regular Gaussian field with Holder continuous realizations. Moreover, £ and R are independent.

Let {Pi,..., Py} be a partition of the interval [0, 1] such that ¥ could be expressed as Y (z) =
LY + RO for some #-scale invariant field £ and a continuous field R). In the following
discussion, we focus on bounding the tail probabilities of (DM, x f)(7) for any bounded function
supported on one of the partitioning intervals {P,...,P,}. For notational convenience, we
denote the *-scale invariant field £ and R® for the interval P; as £ and R. However, the tail
probability of (DM, n f)(7) for any other bounded function f could be found by applying the
union bound.

Let Ky be the covariance kernel of the field £. Since L is a x-scale invariant field, K, is
translation invariant and it could be written as

Kele,y) = Kele —y) = /0 T K(ex - y)du, Ve £y e 0,1]

where k is a covariance in R, K(0) = 1 and |K(x)| < |z|~® for some a < 1. In particular,
we can choose a € (0,1). This choice of a determines the number of intervals in the partition
{Py,..., Py} of [0,1]. Furthermore, by Proposition 4.1 of [JSW18]|, there exists sequence of
Gaussian fields {£,, };>1 and sigma algebras §1 C §2 C §3 C ... such that £ is measurable w.r.t.
gk and?

Ly (2) L ()] = /O T K - y) (1= e ), (3.4)

where nj A ng indicates min{ny,no}. We define Yy := L + R and further introduce the following
notations:

Ak(z) 1= Yi(@) — Vi1 (), (o) = 5 [VP()] (3.5)
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By the independence between Ay and Yj_q, we get

V(@) - Y (@)] B Vi (@)~ T EVR ()], 3 Ak(a)— 5 E[Ax()?]

To begin with, we show that (Dy, §x)r>1 is a martingale, where

1
Dui= [ W) ). (x) = SE[(Lx(x) + R())], (3.6)
and,
W) 1= (Yi(r) — 7 Qu(r)) €314~ T Nu(o) (3.7)

The test function f(x) is v independent, and Y (z) = Li(x) + R(x) for k € R and z € [0, 1].

Proposition 3.1. The following statements are true

(1) (Dg,Sk)k>1 is a martingale and Dy, is bounded below uniformly in k.
(2) Dy converges almost surely to Do.

Proof.
(1): To prove this statement, it suffices to show that the conditional expectation

E[Dh|Si1] = Dir.
We define Ag(x) := Yi(z) — Yi—1(x) for all x € [0,1]. Indeed, we have

[E[Dk‘&A] _ /Ol(ykl(x) _ ’)’Qkfl(x))[E[e%Yk(ﬂﬁ)—j;Qk(x)
+ /01 E |:(Ak(x) - %[E[Ai(x)D e%Yk(x)J;Qk

1 2
= / (Yieo1(z) — 7 Qp_1(2))e *1 @) =T %1 (1) de = Dy_y.
0

Sk-1]f(z)dx

&1} f(x)dz

To obtain the last step, we use the identities below that follow from (3.5):

Fle3Ye@ =T 0%, ] = FledYim@HAe@) =T (%1 +EAZ @) (&H]

and
[ € [ (80 - Jemia) e

This proves the claim that (Dy,§k)r>1 is a martingale.

Sk—l] f(z)dx = 0.

(2): We show that {Dj}r>1 is a Cauchy sequence in Ly. Thus, by Doob’s martingale convergence
theorem, D), almost surely converges to Dy.
Let us compute the following expression for k > n:

E [(Dk _ Dn)Q]
= E [D}] + E [D2] — 2E [DDy] = E [DF] + E [D2] — 2E [DnE[Dy[Fon]]
=E[D;] - E[D}]
1 1 1 1
) /0 /0 E [W2)WE)] ()] (y)dudy — /0 /0 E[WO)WO ()] f(2)f (v)dady, (3.8)

where we use the tower property to obtain the last line. Note that, from the decomposition
Y = L+ R, and since K(0) =1,

k
Qe () = %[E[R(CC)Z] + —/0 (1 —e %) du. (3.9)
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In what follows, we denote the bound of Qg(x) by Q. Let us now expand the second term in
(3.8):

E[W3 ()W, (y)]

2 2
=L [(Yn(x) - ’YQn(x)) (Yn(y) - ’YQn(y)) ngn(m)lQn(x)e;’Yn(y)lQn(y):|

= e+ 0) (E [Ya(@)Ya(y)e O @H0D] 4 520, (2)0, (y)E |3 0@+
— 7 Q,(y)E [Yn(x)e%(Yn(m)JrYn(y))] — 7 Q(2)E [Yn(y)eg(yn(x”yn(m))} >

Similarly, the first term in (3.8) can be written as

E[Wi (@)WE (y)]

k
(ﬂ)E[(Yn(x)Jr 3 Aulw) v ) ( Z Ag(z) =~ Q)

l=n—+1 l=n+1

AW A )= ) 3 (Va e )+z’;:n+1Ae<y>>f§m<x>}

= E[W (@)W, ()] (1+E(z,y))

B k
HE|(D ] Aelm) = (% — Z Aoly Qk_Qn))e%Zéf:nH(Az(yHAe(y))—%(ﬂk Q)
L {=n+1 {=n+1
+E | (Yo(2) Z Aoly) — (s — Qn))6%(Yn(w)+Yn(y)+z’z:n+lAz(y»—%ﬂk(x)
L l=n—+1 |
+L (Yn( Z Ag Qk — Qn))e%(Y"(y)JFY"(m)JFZIg:n-Q-l Ai(x))*%gk(y) . (310)
L K n+1 ]

By the tower property of the conditional expectation, the last two terms of the expression above
equal to 0. The second term in the right hand side of the above expression can be analysed in the
following way. By Gaussian integration by parts, we get

[( Z Ag Qk — > < Z Ag Qk _ Qn)) 6% Z;—n+1(Al(y)+/\£(y))ﬁ(Qan)]

l=n+1 l=n+1
— (% — Qn))

n

> E[Ag(2)Ad(y)

l=n+1

n

_ e:r; Sk i1 ElA(z)Ag(y)] [ (7[5 [ Z (Ae(z) + A(y))Ae()

l=n+1

|

» (VE [ 3 (o) + Ay Ae(a)

l=n+1

- 'Y(Qk - Qn)) +E

l=n+1 l=n+1

, k
% S b1 E[Ae(z)Ag(y)] !72 ( Z E[Ae(x) > + Z ]] .

For any = # y € [0,1], Z];:nﬂ E[A¢(z)A¢(y)] — 0 as n,k — oo because 2521 E[As(x)Ar(y)]
converges to E[L(x )E( )] as k — oo. This implies that the last line of the above display converges
to 0 as k,n — oo and x # y. We further notice that

k k
> ElAe(@)Ax(y)] <D E[Aw(z)Ar(y)] < —2log | sin(27(z — y))|.
t=n+1 =1

Thus, the last line of the above display can be uniformly bounded by C|sin(2r(z — y))|~7"** for
some 0 > 0. As a result, the second term of (3.10) is uniformly integrable and hence, integral
of that term we obtain in (3.8) converges to 0. Using this fact into the right hand side of (3.8)
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shows that E[(Dy — Dy)?] — 0 as k,n — oo. Since {(Dy, )}k is a martingale and a Ly Cauchy
sequence, Dy almost surely converges to Dy, by Doob’s martingale convergence theorem.

O

We recall that the quadratic variation (-),, of the martingale D is defined as

(D), == Zn: [EKDk - ’Dkfl)Q‘gkfl}-

k=1

Proposition 3.2. Let (), be the quadratic variation of D. Then we have

n 1 1 k
:kzl/o /0 [ K@= -1+

2
x(1+ 2 (Y1) =7 Q1) ) Vi @B O () £ () dady + &,

o2

(Yie1 — 7 Qi 1))

where the error term &£, > 0 for all n positive and sup,, &, < 0.

Proof. The proof of this proposition follows along the same lines as the proof of Proposition 3.1,
with the conditional expectation instead. We begin with the following statement

E[(D) - Dy1)? |§k_1} = F [D}[Fr1] — DI, (3.11)

Let us now analyze the first term in the expression above in a similar manner to (3.10). We first
compute the conditional expectation and then consider expansion around v = 0:

E[WR@W, <>|sk ]
= E| (Yi1(2) = 70%-1(2) + Au(2) = 7 (le) = Qs ()
(Yi—1(y) — ’YQkfl(y) + A(y) — 7 (Qu(y) — U-1(y)))

x e3Yim1(@) = Ut () 3Yim1 )= Ut (0 3Ak() 5 (@)~ a0 A0~ 1)U D)3,

2 2
= (Yi_1(z) — Y%_1(2)) Ye_1(y) — 7Q%_1(y)) e3 Ye—1(2)= I Q1(2) 03 Yie—1(y) = I Q-1 (v)

o T (@) 2% (1) %1 (2) 1 W) | [e%(AkaAk(y)),gkfl]

b (Yo (@) — 1%y (2)) €3 Vo1 0= 2ma (@) o FYiem1 )= 2 s (0) o= I (002 (1)~ 21 ()~ D1 (0)
E [(Ak(0) = 7 () — Ucr (0))) OO g, ]

+ (Y1 (y) = v Q%—1(y)) B%Yk—l(ﬂﬁ)—%ﬂk—l(ﬂc)e%Yk—l(y)—%ﬂk—l(y)e—é(Qk($)+ﬂk(y)—ﬂk—1(x)—Qk—l(y))
£ [(Ak(x) =7 (% (2) — Q—1(2))) e%(Ak(xHA'“(y))\&fl}

4 BV 1 @)= 1 () 3 Y1 ()= G 1 (1) o= G (U (@) ()~ D1 (2) 1 (9)

E [(Ak(x) — 7 (U (x) = Vm1(2))) (Ar(y) =7 (Qly) — Qo1 (y))) e2 s T4 7
= (I) + (ID) + (III) + (IV) (3.12)
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We first provide simplified expression of (I), (IT), (ITI) and (IV) which will be followed by expla-
nations.

(1) =Wy (2)W (y)

2
+ 7Z([E [Ar(2) A ()] + O(M)) Yi1(2) = ¥%-1(2)) (Vi1 (y) — v2%-1(y))

K BV @) T U@ B W) FUa) | (3.13)
2 2
(II) :% ([E [Ak(x)Ak(y)] + O(’)/)) (Yk—1($) _ ,ka_l(x)) B%Yk—l(:l?)*%Qk—l(m)e%kal(y)*%Qk—l(y)’
(3.14)
2 2
(III) :% ([E [Ak(x)Ak(y)] + O(’)/)) (Yk—l(y) _ ,ka_l(y)) e%Yk—l(x)*%gk—l(r)e%kal(y)*%Qk—l(y)’

(3.15)

72 3\ L2 Ve1 ()= L Q1 (@), LYo 1 (y)— o Qi (y)
(V) =(E[Ae(@)Ar(v)] + SE Ap@)Ar )] +O(7) ) e 0 Bt eV )= ),

(3.16)
while ignoring the subleading terms. The expressions above are obtained by first noticing that
[E[ 3 (Ak(@)+Ak(y) )|§k 1] — [E[eg(Ak( )+Ak(y))] - e%(ﬂk(ﬂﬁ)—ﬂk—l(ﬂc)) %(Qk(y) Qk—l(y))eé[E[Ak(ﬂﬁ)Ak(y)}‘

Taylor expanding the term e FE[AL (@) o) w.r.t 7 yields the equality (3.13). To see the second
equality (3.14), we take the derivative w.r.t. 7 of both sides of the following identity
— 2 (e ()1 ()~ 2 (% ()~ (W) | [egmk(xmk(y))} _ T EA@AW)]

and symmetrize w.r.t. x and y. As a result, we get the following equation

W

E {(Ak(x) — () — Qkil(x)))e%(/\k(x)+/\k(y)):| - %[E [Ag(z)As(y)]eT E[Ag(2)Ar (y)]

Plugging the above into the expression of (II) in (3.12) and Taylor expanding the term e T B0 () Ak ()]
w.r.t. -, we obtain the second identity (3.14). The third equality (3.15) follows by a similar ar-
gument. The fourth equality (3.16) is obtained by noticing that

E [ (Ak(@) = (@) = U1(2))) (A(y) =7 (U (y) — U1 (y))) e2 @A) |3k—1]
= & OO~ s ()= 0r (1) P ELAR DA <’Y2([E[Ak($)Ak(y)] )+ [E[Ak(fﬂ)/\k(y)]),
and
E[A / K(e'(x —y))(1 — e %) du.

Substituting the expressions of (I), (IT), (III), (IV) in (3.11) and rearranging the terms gives
[ (D~ i) [

:/O1 /01 :1 (e (- y)(1— ) (1+ % (Vi1 (2) =7 () )

2
% (14 3 (V1 (9) = 7 Q) ) €3 Ok O HYms )= (s @+ 2s0)) £ (2) £ (y) dudady

+7°Erry, (3.17)

where Erry is the residual sub-leading term. In fact, Erry can also be written as integral w.r.t. x
and y where the leading term of the integrands is (E[Ag(x)Ax(y)])?. Since the integrands of Erry
are absolutely summable, for &, := )"}, Erry, we have sup,, £, < co. This completes the proof.

O

Now we start the proof of Theorem 3.1.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. We see from the above expression (3.17) that most of the contribution to
(D),, is given by high values of Y (). However, these high values should not contribute much to
the negative tail of (D), since they tend to yield high positive values of the integrand. Hence our
idea is to compare Dy, with a martingale obtained by replacing Y (z) by an alternative martingale
Wi (x) which does not sum the variation of D,, when the value of Y (z) is too large. Our definition
of 5k has to be carefully chosen so that it compares well with Dy, .

To analyse the quadratic variation, we begin by defining the following quantities: the variance

of Y,, for all n € N, and the sequence of stopping times

= infn{Qn >R Y (2) > (7+n)QH+A}, (3.18)

=3

RY = inf{Qn > T Y (z) < mn},
where ,, is the bound of ,(x), and Rj = 0, A > v+ 2. By introducing the notation
R, = U, (R, T, i) : = Do) - Lo,
we can define
k
Wi(x) := Z (W (z) = W) 1 () Log)er,
j=1

where WJQ(CC) is given by (3.7), and its integral is denoted by

1
By = / Wi (2) f (x)dz. (3.19)
0
The function Wi (x) has alternative representation in terms of stopping times

2
(Yi(x) =5 Q)™ 6@ 4 S0 (A +qTp) O 1 g0 Q€ Ry, T,

Wi(z) = (3.20)
2
Sy (A+ T O 4 g O € [T7, Ry,
2
where &, is the sum of the residual between W, and (A+nT} )eYATOm T for ¢ =1,...,n. The

2
residual corresponding to the ¢-th difference is bounded by max{0, A, — nT}’ — A}eVA+(V”+%)Tf .
As a result, we have

n 2
<3 max{0, Ay — Ty — Apr AT,
(=1

Repeating the calculations leading to Proposition 3.2, we find that the quadratic variation of
the function Dy in (3.19) is
(D)w
LS NS Y ~y v
= K(e"(@— )1 —e ) (14 2 (YVi1(z) = v Q1) ) (1 + 2 (Vie1(y) — 7 Q1)

Z 2 2

o0 Jo k-t
X Lper,r, ¢ 1 OH WG (2)Gy(y)dudr dy + Ep, (3.21)

for some Gy (x) which can be computed starting from (3.19) and repeating the computations in
the proof of Proposition 3.2. We also note from Proposition 3.3 that ZSk is a martingale which is
bounded in L?, and by the Doob’s martingale convergence theorem, there exists an almost sure
limit of ﬁk we call 1500.

Furthermore, we know that Dy in (3.6) also converges almost surely due to Proposition 3.1,
and let that limit be equal to Ds. From the definitions (3.6), (3.19), and noting that the residual
term &, > 0 for all n € Z, it then follows that

Doo > Do — Q, (3.22)
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where
) 1 2
Q= [ (A4 aTe DT f ). (323)
=170

Note that, the definitions (3.1), (3.6) imply that Do, is proportional to DMy f(ico).
In Propositions 3.3 and 3.4, we present sub-Gaussian tail bounds for D, and @, respectively.
By using these bounds in the inequality (3.22), we obtain the following result:

P (DM, v f)(ic0) < —v] < ege™ ",
where the constant c3 = fol f(z)dz comes from the normalization in (3.1). Notice that

P(Doe = Q< —s) <P(Dow < —3) + P(Q 2 5) < e ME>] 4 e ME[NY] < o7/20
52

< e e,

The first inequality in the above display follows by union bound, The second inequality is obtained
by applying Markov inequality. To obtain the third inequality, we bound E[e*P=] by e using
Proposition 3.3 and bound E[e*?] by e“** using Proposition 3.4. Here ¢ is a positive constant
independent of A. The last inequality of the above display follows by substituting A = ;-.

If we repeat the above calculations with Yy (z;¢q) instead, the main difference is that the con-
stant ¢ in the sub-Gaussian tails of Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 will depend on 7. We denote this

T—dependent constant as ¢(7). Additionally, we define the corresponding normalization constant
as ¢ (71 fo x,7)dz. Consequently, we obtain the following result:

P (DM, N f)(7) < —v] < ey (r)e 2,
proving the theorem. O

The following reasoning leads to the proof of convergence. If a process My, is a martingale and

52
E[e*Mk] < oo for any s € R, then e sMrk=3 <Mi>k ig also a martingale, with < . >} representing
the quadratic variation. Furthermore, if My = 0, then

2
E[e~sMk=5<Mi>] = 1 (3.24)

for all k, leading to the precise bound. We will therefore, aim to show that DM, n f(7) is a
martingale and obtain the bound through the quadratic variation.

The convergence of Dy, will be proved through the convergence of the expectation of the
exponential of the terms 500, Q@ in Propositions 3.3, 3.4 respectively.

Proposition 3.3. The following statements hold true:

(1) The quadratic variation (D) in (3.21) is L? bounded and Dy converges to Duy almost surely.
(2) For any s € Reg and ¢ > 0, we can establish the followmg upper bound on the expectation of

the exponential of Doo, which represents the limit of Dk defined in (3.19):

CS2
[E[eSDW] <ez.

Proof.
(1): To prove the first part of this proposition, it suffices to show that (D) is bounded and

E[esP=] < co. We show these as follows. To examine the bound on the quadratic variation
(3.21), it is enough to focus on k € [Ry, Tj+1]. By referring to (3.18), we can derive the following
expression:

Y. 1 <A+ (’)’ + 77) Qkfh (325)

and consequently,

o Ty, -~
1 _Y_ _Q_)2k1 1 k—1
gl_g;3<+2(k1(:v) k—1) e

- <1 + % (A+ an_1)> 5+ (1)1
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Substituting the above expression in (3.21) we get

(D) < é// :1 K(e“(z — y))(1 — e~ (1 + % (A+ an_l))2

w VATV (1H3) s Lker.nR, Gk () Gk (y)du dz dy,

We now claim that sup;/ (D) < oo for all small v > 0. Note that

Bk 1—e% 1_
022 - e 4 SER(@)]. (3.26)

As a result € grows linearly with k. Substituting this bound into the integrand of the above
inequality yields

(A+n qu)z AT (1+3 ) <(n k)2ev(n+%)k_
Combining this bound with the inequality K(e“(x —y)) <e
get

Uy — y|~ for some a € (0,1), we

k;/
(D) < //Z(nk)Qe_(“_“/("'W/Q)k) |z — Y| " Ireronr, O ()G (y)du dx dy + Exr.
k=1

Note that k2e~ake7(1t3) ig absolutely summable for v small and |x —y|~“ is integrable. Therefore,

(D) is bounded as k' tends to oo.

(2): Now we proceed to show [E[eSf)‘X’] < oo for any s < 0. For all z, the function Wy(x) — &;(x)
in (3.20) has the following upper bound

k 2
Wi(@) = €x(@) = = (c+ V(@) = Y Qu]) A% 4 37 (A4 T ) A 0mt 2T,
m=1

Since Y (z) is a Gaussian distribution, E[e+(*)]] < oo for any s € R, and therefore,
_ 1
[E[exp (sDy, — s/ §k(x)f(ac)dx)} < 00
0

for any s < 0. As a result, [E[esﬁﬂ] < oo for s < 0 since () > 0 for all z € [0,1] and any integer
k. Moregver, Dy is a martingale and its quadratic variation is bounded. Since [E[eSDk] < o0, We
get E[e’Pk] = es*(Dhn/2 by Wald’s identity. The identity (3.24) then suggests that,

[E[esﬁk] < 6632/2.

And since the bound is independent of &k, the above inequality hold for Deo.
O

The final ingredient needed for the proof of Theorem 3.1 is to bound the exponential expectation

of @ in (3.22).

Proposition 3.4. For any s € R and ¢ > 0, the expectation of the exponential of () defined in
(3.23) has the following upper bound

052
E[eS9) <e=. (3.27)

Proof. We prove this by using tools from martingale theory. Recall the definition of @ from (3.23).
Recall that sigma algebras §1 C §2 C §3 C ... such that £ is measurable with respect to §x

Qr = E[QI3%]- (3.28)

We now aim to prove the convergence of @, for which it is sufficient to prove the boundedness
of the integrand of @ in (3.23).
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Consider the variable

oo 2
QF = Z(A + T AT Om T )TE (3.29)
=1

For T} € Z, the above expression satisfies the inequality

o0 o 2 o
Q" < D N A+ T DT (T € fm—1,m)) = Y QU™ (3.30)
m=1 ¢=1 m=1

The problem at hand then simplifies to proving the convergence of Q™. To compute its bound,
we begin by noting that

em] _ At (2 ym o B
E[Q™™] = (A +nm)e ATt ZZI[P({TZ € [m—1,m)] })

=(A+ nm)e“’AH'“”é)m[E[#{l <Ul<oo:Tf€[m—1,m)] }]

The remainder of the proof can be divided into several steps, with each step involving the demon-
stration of a lemma. The inequality (3.31) in Lemma 3.1 implies that

3.31 B
E[Q*™] ( < )(A + nm)e"/AJr(’YnﬂLé)m c 67(7“7)2%

m—1 ’

and therefore due to (3.30),

3.30) X 2
ElQ7 < > (A+pm)erdttmt5m

~ max{y/(m — 1), 1}

(vtm2(m—1)
2

n

(A+mnm)e” 2 .

[e o]
X =T
A= max{vm —1,1}

Having the above expression available, the only remaining task to obtain (3.27) is to evaluate the
quadratic variation of Q*, which can be obtained through Lemma 3.2. The quadratic variation
of Qp is bounded due to Lemma 3.2 proving this proposition. O

Lemma 3.1. For an arbitrary constant c, the following inequality holds for stopping time T}*
defined in (3.18)

_ (2 (m-1)

(3.31)

E[#{lgegoo:Tgfe[m—Lm]}]

c

< e

 max{y/(m—1),1}

Proof. The definition of the stopping times (3.18) implies that, for T € [m — 1,m],
Q, € [m—1,m], Yo (z) > (v +n)Q, + A.

Since (= [ K(0)(1—e~%%))du+-ca (see (3.26)) grows linearly in n, we have ¢;(m—1) < n < ¢ym
for some constant ¢; > 0 because §2,, € [m—1,m]. Under the assumption A > «y+n and recognizing
that Yy(x) is the sum of independent Gaussian random variable Zle(ﬁt —Li—1) 4+ R(x), we can
derive the following expression utilizing the maximal Bernstein’s inequality:

[P({EIEZl:I}xE[m—l,m]}) §[P( sup Yg(x)z(w—kn)Qg—{—A)

1<i<ei(m—1)

c
<
~ max{, /et (m—1)5 1}

exp (= (7 1)y ) - (3:32)
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The inequality (3.31) is then obtained as follows

[E[#{l <Ul<oo:Tf€[m—1,m)] }] :iP(#{E:Tf €m—1,m|} > k:)
k=1

(3§3)§:[P(#{€ LTE € [m—1,m]} > 1)2%
k=1

(3.32) c

_ 2
= maX{\/mal} eXp( (v +n) ch(m_1)>

2 < exp ( A ) )

= max{/(m —1),1} 2

The following inequality was used to obtain the result above

[P(#{£ T2 € fm—1,m]} > k:) < 2"“?({36 >1:T% ¢ [m— 1,m]}>. (3.33)

The proof of the above expression is as follows.
We begin by noting that the inequality (3.33) can be rewritten as

P(#(0:TF € Im—Lom)} > A0 T7 € m—1m)} > £ —1) < %

The increments of Y;(x) are independent Gaussian random variables, i.e.,
41
Vier(o) = Yito) ~ ¥ (0, [ ().
L

Consequently, Yy(x) is regarded as the evaluation of a Brownian motion B, at time f(f (1—e %) du
and By := R(x). Recall the definition of T}/ in (3.18). The fact that the increments of Brownian
motion B; are stationary then implies that, for A > v+ 2,

1
(T - > Ty - >k—1) < i <y—-A) <=
[P<#{€ T € [m—1,m]} > k|#{0: TF € [m—1,m]} > k 1) < [P(te%f”Bt_y A) <3
This completes the proof of the lemma.
O
Lemma 3.2. The quadratic variation of Qy defined in (3.28) can be expressed as
Eorm1op1
Qb= [ [ E[matfsd s sz, (334)
(=1
for some random function A7 (defined in (3.42)) such that
)0
DHES C<1 + Qg) )0, (3.35)

The constant C' > 0 is independent of x € [0,1] and the integer £.

Proof. Recall that Q in (3.28) is a martingale. Taking into account the definition of the integrand
of @ given by (3.29):

o

@ =3 et
(=1

we define the martingale

Q7 =E[Q"|5], CeN.
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With these notations, the quadratic variation of @y is given by

(Qr)k = Zk: [E[(QE-H - Qz)z‘&]

f:l
=3 [ [ E[@t - @niet, - @b|s] s sy (3.36)
(=1

In what follows, we rewrite 7, ; — Q7 in terms a new set of stopping time and use that expression
to find almost sure bound on Q7 ; — Q7.

Let k” < k' represent the number of distinct values of T}' between 0 and Q. We divide the
discussion into two cases:
(1) The first case arises when Q. € [T}, R}
(2) The second cases occurs when Q€ [RE,, T ]

In the first case, we write

k// 9
Qb = Y (AT om0 L
(=1

s ~ 2 ~

Z 1{7’?z<+oo}(A + an)eVAwL(anr%)(T;Jer,)] ,
£

=1

where the set of stopping times ff are defined in the following way. Starting with T\g” = 0, for
£>1,

R = inf{Qerk/ > T2 Hyopw < an} , (3.37)
Tf = inf{Qs+k/ >Ry Hypp > (n+7)Q0 + A} , (3.38)
where
Hy(x) =Yi(@)+ > (La(@) = Loa(z), s> K. (3.39)
n=k'+1

Similarly, in the second case, we can express the value of Q7 as

k” 9
Q= Y (A+aTp)erhm DT 1
(=1

= ~ 2 ~
Z 1{T;<+oo}(‘4 + nTZm)evAnL(anr%)(Tgwer,)] .
=1

Here we define R% := 0, and for £ > 1, the stopping times are defined as
Ty = inf{Qs+k' >Ry | Hepw > (+7)Q + A} ) (3.40)
R = inf{Qs+k/ > T8 Hyp < mg} : (3.41)

with the definition (3.39) of Hs.
With the above notation, the integrand of the quadratic variation (3.36) has the expression

Qs — Qi) = AL
2
YA+(yn+ 5T
PRk # K

0o R 2
> Lo Fr <o) (A +n1y +1 Qk/+1> YA+ Om+ ) (1 +Qk’+1)]
/=1

= (A+ 0T )e

+ [EYk’+1

o0 N 5 .
_ [Eyk, [Z 1{@1<+OO} <A +nTf + an,) evA-i-(WH—%)(T[ +Qk/)] : (3.42)
=1

and substituting the above in (3.36), we obtain (3.34). We now proceed to complete showing
(3.35). We seek to show uniform bound on 2F,. To this end, we introduce the following two
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events:
2) .
10000 = 1 (V@) 2 7). 18,0=1(Ye(@) < (v +0) ) (3.43)

We now complete proof of (3.35) using the following two claims whose proofs are deferred to the
end of this section. The Claims 3.1, 3.2 therefore imply that 217, is uniformly bounded.

(]
Claim 3.1. There exists C1 = C1(A,v,n) > 0 such that
‘lel Good‘ < Cl <1 + Qk’) ('WH‘ )Qk/
Proof. Let us rewrite (3.42) as
Qlil =L+1,—1I3
where
'YA+(“m+” )Tk,,
Il —(A =+ 7’]T g,+1)e (kk"-f—l % ]{7 ) (344)
A~ 2 A&C
Iy =ty , Z Ligr (k1) < oo} (A + 0T} + an/H) AT+ ) (T +Q’“'+1)] ;o (3.45)
4
=1
e . 20
I3 :=ky, [Z LeFe (k) <00} <A +0Iy +n Qk) BVAHWJFT)(TXJFQ’“')] : (3.46)
4
(=1

Our aim in the following analysis is to illustrate that
2
LY < 01+ Q) D% L - ) | < C(1+ Q) D % (3.47)

To prove the first inequality in (3.47), we begin by recalling the expressions (3.43), (3.44).
When the conditions

1
k"+1 7& kk"7 1(Go)od - 1<Yk/(x) > PYQ]C/>7
hold simultaneously, the definitions (3.37), (3.38) imply that
Qk;’-i—l - Ri//, Qk/+1 Z T]f//
k41
Resultantly,
5 < Qk’+1 < (1 + 0(1)) Qpr. (348)
k/+1

Substituting the above bound in the expression for I; (3.44), we obtain the first inequality in
(3.47).

Continuing with the proof of the second inequality, we divide the discussion into two cases.
First, we consider the case when Q/, Q11 lie in the same interval, Qp/, Qpryq € [Tk,, ,Ri,,]

this scenario, from (3.37), (3.38), observe that
{Tr (), RE(K)} = {féf(kl 1)+ (o — )y REK +1) + (g — Qk’)} :

and as a result I, I3 in (3.45), (3.46) coincide with each other. The second case is when Qg/, Qx4
belong to subsequent intervals,

X X
Qk/ S |: kg/, k;c//:|7 Qk/+1 S |:Rk” k” +1:|

In this case, we observe from the expressions for Is, I3 in (3.45), (3.46) that

A~ 2 Az
I — 13 = —[EYk, |:1{T\x<+oo} (A + ’I’}sz +7n Qk/> 67A+(7n+%)(T1 +Qk'):| . (3.49)
1
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We may further rewrite the right hand side of the above equation as

00 N N 2 o

r.hs. of (3.49) = —Ey, [Z 1(T{ € [0 - 1,4)) (A +nT¢ + an/> evA+(m ) (17 +9k')] .
(=1

Starting from the expression above, we obtain the following inequality

o R , .
2 — L] < Z (A+nl+nQ) [E[l(ch el— 1,6])67A+(7"+%)(T1 +Qk/)}
/=1

2 A~
(A + nl + 7 Q) AT U E [#(Tf cl—1, f])} . (3.50)

NE

<

~
Il

1
By employing a similar argument as in Lemma 3.1, we arrive at the following result:

E[#(Tf e [t—1,0)]

2
_ (’YJFQW) (f—l) .

C
<
T max{V//{ — 1, 1}6

Finally, plugging the above inequality into the right hand side (3.50) shows that

> 2 C (rn)?
I — Ia| < A+ 0l + 1 Q) e ATOm+H ) () e~z —(=1)
’2 3‘_;( n n k:) max{\/m,l}
2
< C<1 + Qk) Y AFOI ) (3.51)
which implies the second inequality in (3.47). This completes the proof of Claim 3.1. U

Claim 3.2. There exists Co = Co(A,~y,n) > 0 such that

2
‘le/].(ggod < CQ (1 + Qk/)e(ﬂer%)Qk/.

Proof of Claim 3.2. Let us recall the notations of I, I, Is from the proof of Claim 3.1. Similar
to the previous result, we demonstrate that

2 2
1E < OO+ Q)™ % L — L EL, < O (14 Q) % . (352)
The first inequality can be obtained by noting that the conditions &y, i F ky, and 1(G23 od
imply that Qg1 =T} . Consequently, following a similar approach to (3.48), we have
k41

=1

)

i, < (14 0(1)

which yields the first inequality in the above display by a direct substitution of the above inequality
in I (3.44).
To prove the second inequality, we repeat the arguments used in the proof of Claim 3.1. Once
again we consider the following two cases. In the first case, Qp/, Qpr41 € [Rgu s Ly +1}’ and from
K’ K’

(3.41), (3.40), we have
{TF (), R{ (K)} = {ff(k' + 1) + (U1 — Q) BEK +1) + (R — Qk/)} :
which shows that Is — I3 = 0. In the second case where
Q€ [Rgg,a lfg/ﬂ] g and Oy € [TI?Z,+17R£;€//+1] ;
we obtain the expression below from (3.45), (3.46):
2 ~
T A R Qs
I — I3 = —Ly,, [1{T5<+OO}(A + 0T + Q¥ AT+ )(TE+9, )] .
Now, following the similar argument as in (3.51), we arrive at
2
|Io — Is] < C(l +n Qw)e“’AJr('mjL%)Qk’.

Combining the bounds on |Is — I3] in the above two cases yields the second inequality in (3.52).
This completes the proof of Claim 3.2. O
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4. SEMI-CLASSICAL LIMITS FOR DEFORMED CONFORMAL BLOCKS

In this section, we carry out the analysis for the semi-classical limit of deformed conformal
blocks (2.3) in two cases, for x = 4 and x = % It is notable that the structure of the conformal
blocks in each of these cases is different, and in the limit v — 0, the BPZ equation satisfied by
the deformed conformal block reduces to the following equations:

e For y = %, it reduces to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation of the non-autonomous elliptic Calogero-

Moser model, (see Theorem 4.1).
e For x = 7, it reduces to the Lamé equation, (see Theorem 4.2).

As a result of these two reductions, the accessory parameter of the Lamé equation [BGG22] and
the action from the Hamilton-Jacobi equation can be related by using the semi-classical analogue
of the connection (see (2.16)) between the undeformed conformal block and deformed conformal
blocks for different values of .

The above results, while interesting on their own, are vital to prove the existence of the semi-
classical limit of the undeformed conformal block, which we study in Section 5. Furthermore,
the relation between the semi-classical limits of the deformed and undeformed conformal blocks
as revealed in Theorem 4.2 and relation (4.38) lets us prove the structure of the conformal block
(1.1) in Theorem 1.1.

Before proceeding to the discussion of main results in this section, we introduce few notations
which will be used throughout the rest of the paper. In the remainder of the paper when we write
o and P we mean < and %. We also define the DGMC measures (3.1)

DM, xO(7) := DMy 0y ()~ 2 ™% DM, yO(icc) = DM,y (sin(mz))~ 2 e (4.1)
that arise in the semi-classical limit of the undeformed conformal block (2.9), and the measure

01(z + )
01(z)

will be useful in obtaining the semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal block (2.3) for x = %

[e]
2

DM%NE:)(Z,T;X) =DM, n 91(:6)__06”]3035, (4.2)

We recall the notation (3.2) from the previous section:

DM, = lim DM,y

which means DM, ©(7), DM,©O(ico) and DMA,@(Z,T;X) are the large N limits of DM, yO(7),
DM, nO(ico) and DM, yO(z,T; X).

4.1. Semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal blocks for xy = % and the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation. In this section, we study the semi-classical limit of the deformed block 1/);‘(27, q)
when the deformation parameter x is equal to % We show that in this case, the semi-classical limit
is given by the solution of a Hamilton-Jacobi equation with the potential given by the Weierstrass
p-function as described in physics literature [Lit-+14; BGG22]. Our proof heavily relies on the
BPZ equation satisfied by the 9 (z,q) and the tail probabilities of the derivative GMC which
we found in Section 3. In what follows, we first state the main result (Theorem 4.1) of this
subsection. Before proceeding to the proof, we state and prove two main tools in Proposition 4.1
and Proposition 4.2. These two propositions claim and prove the boundedness and the tightness
of the sequence of the deformed conformal block wg‘/v(z, q) as v — 0. The proof of Theorem 4.1
will be detailed in Section 4.1.1.

Theorem 4.1. For x = %, ag € (—2,2), Py € R, q € (0,1), the semi-classical limit of deformed
conformal blocks exists and assumes the form

. 2 ag /vy _
lim 7" log 1,7 ' (2,.4) = ¢(2,4), (4.3)
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where
~ —ad 6F; +2 —a 6F; +2
(2, q) = % +a01—2i— 0t log(—2m) + %+ 0601;‘ 0t logq + 2Pz
1
0 o
— (g —2) log/ M@(w)_ée”%xdw (4.4)
o bi(2)

-2 ~ 2
+ lim ~? log E [exp <_a0 DM, © <Z,T; —>>} .
v—0 Y v

Furthermore, g(z,q) satisfies the following the partial differential equation which arises as the
semi-classical limit of the BPZ equation (2.17):

(0:6(2.7))° = (2 = a0)* p(2) + 27id; (=, 7) = 0, (4.5)
which is the Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the non-autonomous Calogero Moser model (see below)
with ¢(z,7) describing the action.

Remark 4.1. The non-autonomous elliptic Calogero-Moser model is defined by the equations of
motion [Man98]
.du(T)

(1) = 27mi———, 27i

dr

= m®¢'(2u(7)), (4.6)
of the Hamiltonian
H(t) = v(r)* = m?*p2u(r)|7). (4.7)

The solution u(T) depends on T, m, and the initial conditions or equivalently, on the monodromy
data through the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence [Bon+20; DDG23]. The equation (4.5) is then
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation of the system above with the identification

z = 2u(r), m? = (2 — ag)?.

Given initial condition at T — ioo the solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation is unique and
coincides with the classical action [Arn13] corresponding to the Hamiltonian above (see [BGG22,
[Bus80, p. 258])
-~ T 2 2 dT
$(2u(r),m) = [ (v(7)* +m p(2u(r)|r)) 5. (4.8)
1

ico 27i

Proposition 4.1. For y = %, q € (0,1) and with the parameters ag € (—2,2), Py € R, the
sequence of the semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal block (2.14) is bounded

lim sup ~? log¢§‘°/7(2; q) < oo, liminf~? 10g¢>°<‘0/y(z; q) > —o0.
~—0 7—0

Proof. Recall the expression of the deformed conformal block (4.26) reads:

Q0 4 X

U0 (2,7) = W)X Ve (2,9) 0 | (4.9)
where
1
P2, 4) ::/ 01(z +x)%el(z)*%el(x)*%e”POme%Y(x;q)dx.
0
We analyse each term of the above expression. The parameter I, for xy = 2/~ simplifies as

_ X ox_ (2-a0)
X202 v
The pre-factor of (4.9) defined in (2.15) then assumes the form

—a%+a0+6P02+2 7a3+a0+6P02+2 2Pyzm

1 1
W(q)eXPZW _ (_277)@(270{0)+712w2 qﬂ(Q*ao)Jr 12,2 e 7 4 O(qVQ). (4‘10)

Note that the above expression consists of terms that are dependent on both z and ~.
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We now consider the term Vi p(2,q) and focus on obtaining uniform bounds of the expression

v2logE [V;‘ p(z, q)(2*a0)/ '72] as functions of z and ¢ as they vary on a compact set. To this end,
we note that

2 [Vfﬁ,p(z,q) (2330)} = ( /0 1 %e(x)?eﬂ%wdxy(agf)

o — 2 Loz + ) o p ))]
xXE |exp | ———— [ log V¢ p(2,q) — lo / ———0(x)" 2 ™%y i
|: p( 72 ( g X,P( Q) g 0 01(2) ( )
The last term in the expression above can be simplified as

_ gl -
42 £ [exp <_a0 5 2/ DM,Y/@(Z,T; g)dw')} . (4.12)
Y 0 Y

By the Jensen’s inequality, the right hand side of the above display is bounded by

1 [ 2 2 ,
— Elexp | — DM,\{/@(Z, T; —,) dy'. (4.13)
Y Jo Y

We first now investigate the growth of the above expression when ag > 2 and then, show the
growth in the case when oy < 2. The first case is for theoretical interests since the actual range

of ag for any fixed v > 0 is in between (—2,2 + l;) The boundedness of the above expression
follows from the property of z-deformed DGMC provided by Lemma 4.1:

~ 2 L
P <DM,Y/@(Z,T; —) < —v) < cle_c2v2.
gl
for any v > 0. We then obtain the inequality
ag—2 0 (ag—2) ~ 2
Ele” 4OM, 6 TE )] < 1+/ e 7 P (DM,\/@(Z,T;—) < —v) dv
0

_ (ag—2)2
<14 ¢e 227

for any g > 2. Substituting this above bound into (4.13) shows that lim sup.,_,y 2log ¢2°/V(z, T) <
oo when ag > 2.

Now we proceed to prove the same claim when o9 < 2. For any positive integer N, we can
write [E[V% p(z, )N ] as a Selberg-type integral

N

2 [

E[Vep(za)"] / / H 01 (i — 25)| 2 [ 010z +20) % 01(2) " = 01 (i)~ 2 ™0 day.
[o, 1]N 1<j i=1

Notice that 0(z) = p(z;7)sin(nz) where ¢; < p(z;7) < ¢ as z varies in (0,1). As a result, we

can prove that the right hand side of the above integral is bounded by above and below by some

constant multiple of

N , N
/ H | sin(7(x; — xj))\*jf Hsin(xi)*%oeﬂpomidxi.
0.1 <5 i=1
The above integral has an explicit expression as stated in (2.11) of Remark 2.1. As N grows, the
ratios of gamma function in (2.11) grows as exp(cN?~?). When ag < 2, E| (% q)(z_o‘o)/VQ] can
be bounded by E[ (25 9) N7 for some integer N = [(2 —ag)/7%]. Now the large N asymptotics
of the above integral (obtained through the asymptotics of the ratios of gamma function in (2.11))
shows that [E[VO‘ (2, q)(z_o‘o)/VQ] is bounded by exp(c/v?) for some constant ¢ = c¢(ag) > 0 when

ag < 2. As a result, we get hmsup,yﬁov log¢20/7(z,7) <ooasy—0.
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O/V(Z,T) > —oo. For any o € (—2,2), notice

It remains now to show that lim qu/_)Ofy log 1y
that h(x) = 2(2=a0)/7* i5 a convex function of z for all small ~. Hence, by Jensen’s inequality, we
have

2

E[VEp(z )] > (E[Vep(z,0)]) &0

With the explicit form of V¥ p(2,9),

2 1 Pl
Epgr0)) " = ( /0 01(= + 2)61 (2) (@)~ F emTor) T

we see that liminf.,_, % log [E[ . * p(2, q)(2*0‘0)/'72] > —oo due to the above inequality. Therefore,

along with the expression (4.10), we have liminf,_,o~?log 1y O/y( T) > —oo for the deformed
conformal block (4.9). This completes the proof of this proposition.
O

Proposition 4.2. Asv ] 0, {7?log ¢a°/7(z, q)}>0 is a tight sequence of functions in C*([—M, M]x

[0, qo]) for any M > 0 and qo € (0,1). The parameters ag € (—2,2), Py € R.

Proof. Let us start by rewriting the deformed conformal block (2.14) as (see also eq. (3.5) in
[Gho+24])

00 (2 q) = (TR ) G, ) (4.14)

To prove this proposition, it is then sufficient to show that the limits v — 0 and q — 0 commute
for Q,Z)X(z q). The key to proving the commutativity is to express the function ¢X (z,q) such that
the integrand inside the expectation is g independent. Such a structure can be obtained via
Girsanov’s theorem (see [Gho+24, Theorem C.5]) that lets us re-express the conformal block in
terms of the g-independent measure e%Y(“”), resulting in the following expression for the function
&%(z, q) in the equation above:

B(2.) = Cla)" 70, () Cilg) (—ie g on(q)) "

a R 2 2 1 = 7%+%
x [ |e357(0) Q(q) e (2:0) XX (5:0) = E[X(2.0)°] (/ daez¥ D Pr (2 Sin(m’“))2> ’
0

(4.15)
where
2 212
Clq) = q%_%x_é_w%lxuxﬂ)ei(o)_w_é“é‘+i—’§e*l”°‘”( 7+§)7
1) = (0 q)>a(a V2 (S o]
00 o0 o0 2 2
Q(Q) = €xp \/5 Z qnm (an,man + /Bn,mﬂn) - Z (Z qnmam,n> - Z (Z qnmﬂm n)
m,n=1 n=1 \m=1 n=1
g
Fr0):=2 ) “—=anm
n,m>1 \/—
q(2m n T
X(z,q) = —\/in;:l 7 <cos (271'(2 - §)n> oy, — sin (271'(2 - —) > ﬁn> ,
(2k—1+m)n 2k 1+m)n
q T
y(Z’Q) =2 Z Qpm——  COS 277( - = —2 Z Bnm sin 27‘(‘(2 — —)n
m,n,k>1 \/ﬁ ( > m,n,k>1 \/_ < 2

)
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and for convenience we define the v-independent entity
X(2,q) = 5 Fr(0) +2(X(2,9) + V(2,9)). (4.17)

With all the above definitions, the equation (4.15) simplifies as

(2, q) = C(q)eXT 0, (2) " C1 (q) (—ie ™¢"/%n(q R 67%[5[/‘-’(241)2]
X

_ 1
x E [eix(z’q)Q(q) (/ dyesy @ emrPe (2 sin(ﬂx));>
0

+

2R
2=

] . (4.18)

Restricting to x = %, we observe that the term

Cla)e?=m0,() O a) (e g o))

is independent of ¢q. Therefore, the first term in (4.18) has the following limit

2

: : 2 Pzm l —imz 1/6 30 fX—[E[X(z )2]
lim lim y*log |C(q)eX ™01 (z) " "*C1(q )< ie (q)) e 2 4
q—0~vy—0

= -2limE (X (2,q)%] . (4.19)

As for the second term of (4.18), the facts that lim, 0 Q(¢) = 1, and the term containing the
integral is g-independent allow us to factorize the terms inside the expectation as follows:

|

= lim lim 7* log E [67 (= ’q)] (4.20)
q—0~vy—0

5
—i—%i_)r%’yz log E [(/0 dpez” @) emPe (ZSin(wx))_%> :

The second term in the expression above is a constant

1 Cayx
CQ(QO’PO) = Pyi%’YQ log E [</ dme%Y(ﬂﬁ)eum (28in(wx))g> ¥ W] ’
0

=<

1 -S4+
lim lim 72 log E [ev (2 ’Q)Q(q) (/ dzezY (@) P (2 sin(ﬂx));> !
q—0~v—0 0

Whlle the first term of the expression (4.20) simplifies as follows due to the identity [E[ (e ’q)]

()]

62

1~

lim hm v log Elen G ’q)] = lim —E[(X(z,¢))%]. (4.21)
qg—0~vy—0 q—0 2

With (4.19), (4.20), (4.21), the limit of the regularized z-deformed conformal block (4.18) is

therefore

1~
lim lim 7% log wao/v = _9 lim E [X(2,9)%] + lim ~E[(X(2,q))?] + Ca(ap, Py)
q—0~y—0 q—02

2

4.17 a

2 i JE | S (0)° +2(29 + a0 (0)) (X + ) + 42| + Cola, P),
q

which is an analytic function in ¢ in some open ball |¢| < ¢ for all z € (0,1). This shows that

the above convergence is uniform on the ball |g| < ro — € for any € > 0. The limits v — 0, ¢ — 0

are therefore commutative, proving this proposition. O

The following lemmas which are simple corollary of the results from Section 3 played important
role in the proofs of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2.
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Lemma 4.1. There exist ¢y = ¢1(z,7), ¢a = ¢2(7) such that for all v > 0, the DGMC measure
(4.2) satisfies the following inequality

P [DM,,vO(z,73 x) < —v] < Ge (4.22)

Proof. Note that (4.2) is (3.1) with f(z,z,7) = Hl(x)f%oewpox, and f(.,z,7) € Li([0,1]). More-
over, from the proof of Theorem 3.1, we can observe that the exponent in (3.3) arises from the
explicit form of Y (z; q) whereas the proportionality constant is given by the normalization factor

fo z,x,T), resulting in (4.22). O

Lemma 4.2. The semi-classical limits of the following z and T derivatives of the conformal block
are bounded

lim sup 29, log (w /'Y(z q)) < oo, liminf~29, log (wfc‘/'y(z,q)) > —00
v—0 y—0

lim sup 720, log( ;‘/W(z,q)) <00, liminf~2d; log (1#;‘/7(27,(])) > —00

~¥—0 y—0
Proof. Using the form of the conformal block (4.14),(4.15) where the z and 7 dependence is
separated from the GMC measure, we can prove the boundedness of the z and 7 derivatives
0, log ( a/’y( )) Oy log ( a/v( ,q)) in the following way. Repeating the arguments of the proof
of Proposition 4.1, we observe that the expressions for the z, 7 derivative above is determined
by the DGMC measure (3.1) with appropriate test functions. The proof of this lemma then
follows from the tail of the measure given by the second expression in (3.3) with suitable constant
functions.

O

4.1.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1. The explicit form of the semi-classical conformal block can be ob-
tained in the following manner. We begin with the following term in the conformal block (4.9):

_ (2—aq) 1 o 7(‘107272)
E [exp <—

~ 2
10(z,7; — .
/B ))]
Along with the expression (4.10), (4.9) reads

—o2ia 2 o , ~
U (o) = (iR oy b
1 — 0_—>
01(z + x) _a .p ) ( 2 [ ( R , ﬂ 2
8 — o 0(x) 2 e E|exp | — O(2, 75— + O(y).
a0 /Y

Proposition 4.2 implies that v2log 57/ " (2, q), is a tight sequence of functions in C?([—M, M] x

2/y
[0, qo]) for any M > 0 and qo € (0,1). As a result, any subsequence of v2log 1/)040/7( q) has a

further converging subsequence. Now we show that all subsequential limits of 72 log 1/)20/ "(z,q)
are same. To this end, let us fix a subsequential limit

lig v*log w‘m”( .qQ) = (2, 9). (4.23)

Furthermore, due to Lemma 4.2, 720, log 1/)040/7( q), 7?0, log ¢a0/y(z, q) are also tight sequences

of functions in C%([—M, M] x [0, qo]) for any M > 0 and qq € (O 1). Consequently, with (4.23),
the BPZ equation (2.17) in the limit v — 0 reads

(0:0(2,0)? — (2 — a0)? p(2) + 2mi0-d(2,q) = 0.

Note that the above equation is the Hamilton-Jacobi equation corresponding to the non-autonomous
elliptic Calogero-Moser model, see Remark 4.1.
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From all of the above, any sub-sequential limit of 2 log wao/ 7(z,q) will solve (4.5). Note
that the commutativity of limits v — 0 and ¢ — 0 uniquely determines the initial condition of
Hamilton-Jacobi equation (4.5) through Proposition 6.3. Then, by the uniqueness of the solution
of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (see Remark 4.1) and the fact that all sub-sequential limits of
d(z,q) Satlsfy (4.5), we obtain that all the sub-sequential limits of ¢(z, q) are same. As a result,

lim, 02 log w2o/v( ;q) exists and coincides with (4.4).

4.2. Semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal blocks for y = 7 and the Lamé
equation. As in the previous section, we study the semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal
block for the deformation parameter x = 3. We show that the semi-classical limit of the deformed
conformal block solves Lamé equation as noted in [Pial4]. Furthermore, we derive relation between
the accessory parameter of the Lamé equation and the Hamiltonian mentioned in (4.7) (see also
[BGG22|). We first state this semi-classical limit in the following result (Theorem 4.2). We prove
this result after stating and proving Proposition 4.3 which shows the boundedness of the sequence

of deformed conformal block ¢j‘/‘ /2(2, q) as v — 0.

Theorem 4.2. Consider x = %, ¢ € (0,1), and the constants oy € (—4,2), Py € R. Then, the
following limit exists

hmw 0/’7( Q)e D7 = T(2; a0, Py, q),
where ¢(q) is given by

4 P - 2 ! o
o(q) == —% log(—27) + 645 04102(040 +2) log g — ap (log/ H(x)_z()eﬂpoxdx>
0

— 9242
+ lim 7% log E [exp (—%me,e(ﬂ)] . (4.24)

Moreover, ¢(q) has the following properties:

(1) 0:6(q) is assuming the role of the accessory pammeter of the Lamé equation
ay [
<3§ - ZO <ZO - 1) p(z) + 8T¢( )> I'(z; a0, Py, q) = 0.

where the solution of the above equation F(z' g, Po,q) is given by

Qg fo log <91(z(+)x)> Hl(x)_aTOe“POxdx

4f0 0,(z)" % emPordy

Pyzm

f(z;ao,Po,q) =e 2 exp

(2) Furthermore, 0-¢(q) is also described by the Hamiltonian in (4.7) as:
2midr, b(q) = H(r,), I (4.25)
for all 7. such that u(ty) =0 (see Remark 4.1 for the definition of u(T)).
Let us now detail the propositions needed to prove the above theorem.

Proposition 4.3. For x = 4, ¢ € (0,1), and the constants ag € (—4,2), Py € R, the sequence of
the deformed conformal blocks (2.14) is bounded

hmsup'y2 log 0/v(z,q) < 00, hmmf’y logwao/y(

'y—)

z,q) > —00.

Proof. We begin by recalling the expression for the deformed conformal block (2.14) with the
scaling o = /7y, P = Py/:
o izw foY —20 4 x
U/ (2, 7) = W)X T TE V) () (4.26)
where

X

1
V;%(jm(z q) = / 01(z +2) 2 01(2)" 20, (x)” 2 ez @0 gy, (4.27)
0
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Let us examine each of the terms above separately, beginning with the parameter I, for x = ~/2:

2
B x 1'% 2 I Al
W) 2o 19 TR g ) SR 2
A5 —cologhd) +4) L +4+w Pozn
(:)( 21 6+2 12(00 )q48(a0 ) 122 —{—O( ) (4.28)

It is worth noting that the term above can be divided into two components: one dependent on z
and the other dependent on . Such a structure will be important in the subsequent analysis.
Next we observe that

(91(27 —|—x))

3
002) +O0(v?).

6y (2 + )70, ()71 = 2 AIoBO DO _ 1 %210%
Substituting the above expression in (4.27), we obtain the following:
Ve () = / y(o)" B gy
+— / (91 2 m) Hl(x)_aTOe“POJCe%Y(“q)d:c + RY(2,9), (4.29)
where [R}(z,q)| S 73V°‘P(z q). With the above expansion, we can now write

1 ~
log V. p(z.0) = o | 01<x>2°e“POfe¥Y<f%q>dw) +log(1+ R (2a)),
0

such that

01(2)
fol 91 (a’;)i% 67TP0$6%Y(:B;Q)dl'

2 AT e oz o x;
RY T fol log (61( 8 )> 01(z ) PoresY @D dr + Ry (2,q)
Ry(z,q) = .

As v — 0, we obtain that

01(z+z -2 rPyx
,Y_f 10g< 1((+)))91(:c) 2 e gy
4 fo 01(z)" 2 ePordy
With the expressions (4.29) and (4.30), the term with the expectation in (4.26) reads

log <1 +RY(z, q)) = + 0. (4.30)

o 72/22—00
E [1%xJ3(Zaq) v }

= </ 0(x)2e”P°mdx>
0
A2 A2 1 R
x E [exp <—L;/2 (log Vg p(z,q)) + LZ/Q <log/ H(m)feﬂp‘)xdm>>] . (4.31)
v ’ Y 0

The second term in the above expression can be further simplified as

—~2/2 —~2/2
E [eXp (—L 73/ (log V2 p(z,q)) + 2 77/ <1Og/ 0(x ”P‘”C))]
—~2/2 1 o .
= |]-:|:exp < — M <10g/ Hl(x)_TOeﬂ'PO$e:2LY(Z‘7Q)d1->
Y 0

_i_ao; v?/2 <log/ 0(z)" % nPox>)}

o7y fo 10g( (( ))> ‘91( )_Tewpomdx
4f0 01(z) _%eﬂpoxdx

=

X exp ( + 0(72)>, (4.32)
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where the leading term is z-independent, and the sub-leading term is «-independent. We first
show that the above expression is bounded when o € (—4,0) For this, we use the integer moment
formulas of V; p(2,q). For any positive integer N, we can write [E[ ., * p(2,q) ] as a Selberg-type
integral

1 N 5 N N
[E[V;P(z,q)N] = / / H |01 (z; — auj)\_wT H91(Z + mi)%01(z)_%é?l(xi)_TOe”POxidmi.
[071]N 0 l'<j i=1
Notice that 6(z) = p(z;7) sin(mz) where ¢; < p(z;7) < ¢y as z varies in (0,1). As a result, we can
upper and lower bound the right hand side of the above integral by some constant multiple of

N , N
/ H | sin(7(x; — xj))\*% Hsin(xi)*%oeﬂp‘mdxi.
0,1V 55 i=1
The above integral has an explicit expression as stated in (2.11) of Remark 2.1. As N grows, the
ratios of gamma function in (2.11) grows as exp(cN2v2). When aq < 2, [E[V;P(z, q)(Q*O‘O)/'ﬁ] can
be bounded by E[ wp(%:4) N7 for some integer N = |—ag/7*]. Now the large N asymptotics of
the above integral (obtained through the asymptotics of the ratios of gamma function in (2.11))
shows that [E[V;"P(z, q)(2*0‘0)/72] bounded by exp(c/v?) for some constant ¢ = c(ag) > 0.

Now it remains to show similar bound when «g € [0,2). By the mean value theorem, there
exists a 7/ € (0,7) such that

A2 1 o 1 N
|E |:exp <_Cv0,77;/2 <10g/ Hl(x)_QQeTFPOZ'e:QLY(:B;Q)dx> + % <10g/ a(x)éleﬂpol'>>:|
0 0

b —%/2 7 ]
W exp <—04077;/// DI\/IV/@(T)> dy'| . (4.33)
L 0 J

By Jensen’s inequality, we have

r A2 1 b ¥
E |exp (—%77;//2/0 DMA/@(T)> dy'| < %/0 E [exp <—%DM7@(7)>] dy/'

272 —Qq

Due to the above relation, proving the boundedness of 72 log E [V;P(z,q) ¥? ] as v — 0 is

equivalent to showing that, for some constants ¢ > 0,¢ > 0,

@Q

E [exp <—%DM7/@(7)>} < e,

We show the above when g € [0,2). Indeed, from Lemma 4.3, we obtain that

2

e oo _%0
Ele » PMOM] < 1+@/ e "P(DM,O(7) < —v)dv < 1 4 ¢1e227” (4.34)
Y Jo
for ¢; = ¢1(7), ¢a = co(7), and ¢; > 0, co > 0. The above computation shows that

hmsupy log 1 0/7( ,q) < 00

y—0

It remains to show lim inf.,_, v* log log ¢372/7(z, q) > —oo. Since h(z) = z—(@0=72/2)/7? {5 a convex

function for small v > 0, we bound
2

7
<a0 % _(e0=73)

72/2—(1 o
|E|:V;<X7P(Z,q) 2 0] > ([E[V%P(z,q)]) / 01 z—|-1- P 61( ) 0 (x)_Toeﬂpode') %

via Jensen’s inequality. From the the above display, it follows that

72 /2—ag

liminf72log[E[ wp(zq) 7 } > —o0.
¥—0 ’

This implies that lim inf,_,+? log log¢ 0/7( ,q) > —00. O
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Lemma 4.3. There exist some constants ¢c; = ¢1(T),co = ¢co(7),¢3,¢c4 > 0 such that the DGMC
measures (4.1) satisfy the following inequalities for v > 0

P DM, vO(7) < —v] < c1e” ", P[DM, xO(icc) < —v] < cze™Y". (4.35)

Proof. Note that (4.1) is simply (3.1) with the choice of the test function f(x,7) = 91(:6)7%6”]30“”.
Since f(-,7) € L1([0,1]) for all 7 € H, the statement of this Lemma follows from Theorem 3.1. [

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem 4.2.

Proving (1): We begin by obtaining the explicit expression for the conformal block. Gathering
the expressions (4.31), (4.32), (4.33), the following term in (4.26) can be written as

2 27(1 1 « 7(1*(2)4’ o 9
E [V;OJP(Zaq) T2 0] — </ H(x)goewPomdx> K [ [exp (‘uDMV’@(7)>]
K 0 ,y

ag [y log BEED ) 9y ()= % "% da
coxp [ - LN L o)
4f0 01(z)" 2 emPordy

(NI

Substituting the above equation and (4.28) in (4.26), we have

ag(ag ag(a _ﬂ—’—l
@0/ (z,7) = (=2m)" (6w2+4 +13 (@0 +4)q4_18(a0+4)+6P0 120w e e %" </ 0(x)” bl e”POmdx> v
X

91(Z+$ 7 Pox
— 92 f log 01(x Fe dx
x[E [exp (—uDMy@(T))] exp 0 < ) —5 + O(?).
Y fo 61 2 em oy
(4.36)

ao/v(z 7) is tight as v — 0. As a result, 72 log 1/);{0/7(2,7')

ao/v(

By Theorem 3.1, we know that v2log
has subsequential limit. We now show that all subsequential limits of 72 log 1) z,T) are same.
Suppose ¢(q) is a subsequential limit of 2 log w;éo/ "(z,7), i.e., there exists a subsequence 7,

converging to 0 such that lim., 072 log ¢XO/% (z,7) = ¢(q). As a result, we get the following
expression up to a z-independent constant co(q):

}/ii)r%) 1/13‘/26_¢(Q)/V2 =: co(q)f(z; ap, Py, q)

Pyzm

=co(q)e™2 exp | — 61(=)

4 fol 01(z) 2 enPordy

oo fol log (91(z+:1:)> 0, (x)—%)ewPoardx (4.37)

Substituting the above expression for the solution of the BPZ equation (2.17), it is straightfor-
ward to see that it reduces to the Lamé equation in the semi-classical limit:

ap (O

(082 (5= 1) ole) + F0.000) ) Flssan, o) 0.

where 7i0;¢(q)/2 is the accessory parameter, and ag(4 + ag) > 0 since ag € (0,2). Note that
I'(z; a, Py, q) is explicit in (4.37). From [Ere{22; Inc40], it follows that I'(z; o, Py, ¢) uniquely
determine the accessory parameter 5 0;¢(¢q). This in turn shows that all the subsequential limit

of 4% log wgo/y(z, 7) are same and uniquely determined by f(z, ag, Po, q).
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Proving (2): Recall that the semi-classical limits of the deformed and undeformed conformal
blocks in (2.9), (2.14) are related through (2.16):

2 X(x—a), o 2 X (y—a) o _ayx
lim 1im 5% log (61(2) 300 (2,7)) = lim lim 5”log (602(2) XX OW(QE Vg p(z.0) )
_ X(x—a) a AL
= liy lim 5”log (61(2) 2 OW(QE Vi p(z.0) ]
_ 2 « : 2
= %l_,r%fy log G5 p(q) —i—%lg%’y log Z. (4.38)

To obtain the last line we use the fact that the limits z — 0 and v — 0 for the above expression
are commutative as can be seen by substituting the alternative description of the conformal block
(4.15) in the expression above and repeating the arguments of the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Note that the RHS of the expression (4.38) is independent of the choice of y. Using this fact,
we can compare its LHS for the two choices of x. The relation (4.38) for xy = % reads:

—a) e 423) .~ :
lim lim 7% log (91( )z (x )1&2/7(,2,7')) = )lg% ¢(z,7) + (2 — ap) ;g% log 61 (2).

z—0~v—0

Note that the term lim,_,olog#;(z) cancels the singularity at z — 0 in (4.4). The RHS of the
above expression is therefore analytic in z.
Similarly, for xy = 3, we have (4.37), and the expression (4.38) reads:

hm hmfy log (91( )z (=) ,3‘/2(2',7-)) = (7). (4.39)

z—0~v—0

As (4.38) is independent of the choice of y, a direct comparison of the above limits gives us that
lim 5(2, T)+ (2 — o) lim log 01 (2) = &(q).
z—0 z—0

Furthermore, 5() is associated to the action of the non-autonomous elliptic Calogero-Moser model
(see Remark 4.1) with z = 2u(7). Near its zero, u(7) has the following behaviour (B.17):

u(r) = 63F1”/4\/;(7' - 7'*)1/2 (1 + 47ﬁm (r — 7'*)> +0 <(7’ - 7'*)5/2> , u(ry) = 0.

Using the above expression, we can obtain the asymptotic behaviour of v(7) through (4.6). Then
a direct substitution of u(7),v(7) in the expression (4.8) give the following behaviour of the action

aﬁmyﬂ:i/ﬂ£%5m+om.

The logarithmic singularity in the equation above is then cancelled by the asymptotic behaviour
of the term (2 — ap) lim,,(;)—,0 log 61(2u(7)) near u(r) — 0 with m = F(2 — ap). Therefore,

2710, ¢(7)

= Or, < lim <$(2u(7'),7') + (2 — ap) log 91(2u(7)))> = H(ry).

u(7)—0

Corollary 4.1. The accessory parameter has the explicit form

i 32f(z; ag, Po,q) g [ap
o, (g, 00, By) = | -2 L0 ) o) ], 4.40
2 Ha 20, F0) ( I'(z; o0, Po, q) 4 ( )p( ) (440

where f(z; o, Po,q) is given by (1.3).

Remark 4.2. It is noteworthy that the accessory parameter has three equivalent descriptions in
terms of the Hamiltonian (4.25), in terms of the DGMC measure that one can obtain through T
derivative of the expression (4.24), and in terms of integrals of theta functions as (4.40).
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5. SEMI-CLASSICAL LIMIT OF UNDEFORMED CONFORMAL BLOCKS

The goal of this section is to prove our main result Theorem 1.1, which we present towards the
end of this section. We begin the section with Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 that establish the existence
and analyticity of the semi-classical limit of the undeformed conformal block as a function of the
modular parameter ¢ respectively. We then use these theorems along with the results from the
previous section to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 5.1. The semi-classical limit v — 0 of the one-point conformal block on the torus
(2.9) exists for ag € (—4,2), Py € R. Explicitly, the semi classical limit of the conformal block is
described by the DGMC measures as

lim v* log G5 p(q) = —a3 (o, Py, q) + lim M(Py, aq, q), (5.1)
¥—0 ’ v¥—0
where the function
M(Py, v, q) == 72<10g [E[e_QTODMwe(T)] log [E[ =DM, e(oo)]),
with DM, ©(7), DM,O(ico) defined in (4.1), and

1 1
(o, Py, q) = log <q?0 / Hl(x)_TOe”P°$dx) —log (/ (—2 sin(wx))_TOe”POxdx>
0 0

1 _
+aglog(g=n(g) ™).

Theorem 5.2 (Radius of convergence). There exists ro > 0 which is independent of ag, Py such
that the semi-classical limit of the torus conformal block gﬁP(q) 1s well defined and analytic as a
function of q for all |q| < rg.

We now proceed to prove the above two theorems.

5.1. Proofs of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2. The main approach to proving Theorem 5.1 is as follows:
to establish boundedness, we express the semi-classical limit of the conformal block G p(q) in
(2.9) in terms of the DGMC measures (4.1), and use their property (4.35). The uniqueness
of the conformal block then follows from the relation (4.38) which implies the uniqueness of the
undeformed conformal block based on the uniqueness of the deformed conformal block established
in Theorems 4.3 and 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Recall the definition (2.9):

Qgi = —[E / 01(x P emPﬂCe%Y(x;Q)dx)_%].
We can rewrite it as
G2 p(a) = 9(@E [ (Fih(a) 7| /E[(F0) 7], (5.2)
where
.7:7(?{1)3((]) =qF /01 01(z) 7 e PrezY (@) gy, 9(q) = ¢ Tt p(g) =01 (5.3)

With the above expression, the semi-classical limit in (5.1) can be estimated through the asymp-

totics of E [(f,g?{}(q))_%] and E [(]{5?2.(0))_%] Let us now evaluate each of the aforementioned

B.

terms. We will start by simplifying the following expression with the scaling o = %, P= =

o . 1 « _ag
[E[(.Fﬂ(:}l(q))fﬂ = (qso/ H(m)*TOe”PO”Jdm) -
[ ——g g]:,(yalgo//y,y logqs / 0(z)~ 2Oe”P°mdx])}.

Our goal is to show that [E[ f,(yap 7%] grows as exp(c/y?) for ag € (—4,2), Py € R and
q € B,(0) for some small r > 0. We first show the case when ap € (—4,0). In this case it suffices
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to show that [E[(f,g?g(q))]v} grows as exp(c/y?) for any integer N = O(1/+2%). However such

moment bounds is very similar to one showed in the proof of Proposition 4.3 for bounding (4.31).
)

Now we proceed to show the bound [E[(]—"ép(q))f%] when o € (0,2). By the mean value
theorem, for any small v > 0, there exists a 7/ € (0,7) such that

1
o o 2Q —-20 7Pz
[E{exp(— fy—g[logfv(7lg()/7v)(q) —logq 80/0 O(z)" 2 e dm])}

g
(41) [E[exp (- % /0 Dle@(T))dwl}.

Due to the above relation, boundedness of 42 log [E[(fi“]go/%) (q))—ao/“/Q] as v — 0 is implied by

the relation (4.34) for the DGMC measure. Similarly, boundedness of the second term in (5.2)
72 log[E[(ff%ﬂ({]ﬂ?(O))‘“W “/2] follows from the relation below which is obtained using the second
inequality in (4.35):

2
0

E [exp (—%DMVG(ioo)>] <1+ ¢pe20n?, (5.4)

for some constants ¢y > 0, ¢g > 0. The inequalities (4.34) and (5.4) imply the upper bounds to
the numerators and denominator of (5.2). The lower bounds could be easily derived by applying
Jensen’s inequality,

E[F@) 7] 2 (BF%@) 7 E[FER0) ] = (EBER 1)
From the above bounds, it follows that

72

log [E[e_%DM”’e(T)} —log [E[e_%DM”’e(ioo)] ‘ <Cod

for some positive constant C' = C(7), C' > 0. This above result shows the tightness of the term
+2log [E[67Q7ODM”®(T)] as a sequence in . In order to prove that limit of this sequence exists,
it suffices to that all subsequential limits of this sequence are same. For this, we proceed as
in the proof of statement 1 of Theorem 4.2 using the ideas of the deformed conformal block.
Recall 1/13?2/7(2',7') from (4.36), and I'(z,7) from (4.37). Since I'(z,7) is explicit and solves Lamé
equation, the solution theory of Lamé equation (see [Ere|22; Inc40]) guarantees that the accessory
parameter of the Lamé equation is uniquely identified. Moreover, by (4.36), it is clear that the

accessory parameter of the Lamé equation associated to I'(z,7) is given by the derivative of the

subsequential limit of +2log [E[e_TODM"’e(T)] upto some explicit constant. As a result, all the
subsequential limits of ¥?log [E[e_TODMwe(T)] are same and hence, lim,_,v?log [E[e_TODM”f@(T)]
exists.

Therefore, the semi-classical limit of the conformal block (5.2) is given as

. 2 Y 2 . 2 —20DM,O(1) —20pM,, O(ico)
lim 7 log G5 p(¢) = lim 7" log g(q) + limg <10ng[6 v ] —log e T })
The explicit expression for the conformal block (5.1) is then obtained by substituting the value
of g(¢) in (5.3) in the expression above.
Finally, the Theorems 4.1 and 4.3 prove the uniqueness of the deformed conformal block, which

in turn imply the uniqueness of the undeformed conformal block due to (4.38).
U

Let us now show that the semi-classical conformal block has a positive radius of convergence
as stated in Theorem 5.2. The main element of the proof is the expression of conformal block
that can be obtained using the Girsanov theorem [Gho+24, Theorem C.5] such that the GMC
measure is made ¢g-independent. Such an expression enables analytic control over the g-dependent
part and helps us obtain the final result.
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Proof of Theorem 5.2. Recall that

1 D)2
g?;’ Z / 91 3 eW'yPa:e%Y(a:,q)dx> "/]

where

2

1 —«
(a—gﬁ+%—1)n(q)a2+1—“—£‘[[</ [—2sin(m)]‘“—J‘emPﬂﬁe%YwW)dm) 7].
0

Note that limy_, o 72 log Z is an analytic function of ¢ for all |q| < 1. It then suffices to show that
the expression

|~

Z::ql

V]

}g% v?log E K /01 0, (x)_%emeng(x;q)dx>*%]

is well defined and analytic function for all ¢ in |g| < rg for some ry. By Girsanov’s theorem we
obtain that
1 _a
[E[(/ Hl(x)*%empxegy(x;q)dx) 7}
0

= Cl@E[H 00 /01(—28in(7m)) P emPredY ) 7).

where
e e ) 0 ) )
Q(Q) =exp (\/5 Z q2nm(an,man + 5n,m/8n) - Z ( Z qnman m Z nmﬁn,m) )
m,n=1 n=1 m=1 n=1 m=1

The function above can be written as Q(q) =: 1 + ¢?©(q) where E[O(q)P?] < oo for any py > 1.

Suppose we choose p1,p2,p3 € (1,00) such that pll + p12 + pl =1 and

apg

[EK/OI(—QSin(mC)) 2 Pz Y (@ )daz) K ] < 00.

Then, by Hélder’s inequality, we have

[E[ S (0)6( )‘(/01(_2sin(ﬂm))a—;‘empxe%y(x)dm>—%]
< [E[ pl} ﬁ[EH@((J) p?} %EK/;(_Q sin(Wm))%zeW’mee%y(x)dx>—%} i,

Now we choose a sufficiently small ry such that for all |g| < ro we obtain the inequality

cSF7(0)

[e3

[E[G%FT(O)</01(—QSHI(7T1‘)) 2 M PrezY (@ )dac)_;]

ool

> 2q[E{ ]”[[(/1(—2 sin(wm))%empgﬁegy(””)dm)77] P3
0

As a result, for all |g| < rg, we have

1 _a
[E[e%FT(O)Q(q)< / (—2sin(wx))%eﬂvpxe%’”(x)dx) }
0

> %E[e%FT(O)</Ol(—QSin(7m)) 2 emMPre Y(x)dx)i%].

The above display shows that log g;{ p(q) is well defined for all |g| < rp. Furthermore, repeating
the computations in the proof of Proposition (4.2) for the present case, it is immediate to see
that +2 log g;{ p(q) uniformly converges as v — 0 for all |¢| < rg. Therefore, by Morera’s theorem,
the semi-classical limit of the undeformed conformal block lim,_,q +?log g;{ p(q) is analytic for all
lg] < ro. In other words, it can be expressed as a convergent power series in ¢ for all |¢| < rg. O
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5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Theorem 5.1 proves existence of the semi-classical undeformed
conformal block. Combining the expressions (4.38) and (4.39) proves (1.1), with (1.2) being the
Lamé equation and the accessory parameter given by the solution as (4.40) . This completes the
proof of Theorem 1.1.

6. ASYMPTOTICS OF SEMI-CLASSICAL CONFORMAL BLOCK AS 7 — 100

In this section, we study the asymptotic behaviour of the deformed conformal blocks w;‘(z, q)
(for x = 3 and x = %) and the partition function Z7 p(g) (see Definition 2.2) by setting ¢ — 0
in the semi-classical limit v — 0. These results played a major role in Section 4 to prove the
semi-classical limit of the deformed conformal blocks. In order to find the desired asymptotics of
this section, a key role will be played by the representation of the partition function Z3 p in terms
of double Gamma functions (see Proposition 2.1).

We find the semi-classical asymptotics of the partition function Z p(g) in Theorem 6.1 around
g = 0. This is used in Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 6.3 to show the semi-classical asymptotics of
the deformed conformal blocks 7/’3/2(27(1) and wg‘/y(z,q) by first setting ¢ = 0. In what follows,
we presents the ingredients of finding the asymptotics of Theorem 6.1 in few lemmas. We start
by noting that the function A, p(«), which is related to the partition function Z%P(q) as shown
in (2.12), can be expressed in the following way by comparing (2.10) and (2.13):

1 J 3
Ay p(a) = lim E [(q?/o 91(%)?e”7pxegy(f?q)dx> 7]

_ (1>%e,gr (1 B f>3 T3 Q-5 (G +8)T3(Q -5 —iPT
4

We first find the asymptotics of A, () in Proposition 6.1. To this end, We first observe the
following asymptotics for the double Gamma functions.

Lemma 6.1. For any & € C such that arg(§) < w, we have

}g% [72 logI'y (2—5) —7*log % /ORG(@ (€ — x)dx — y*log Iy (Qih:(f))}

[ —4Re(€) log v2r + [T 10g T(¢ — 2)dw if Re(€) > 0,
"~ | 4Re(6) log V27 + [iye log T(§ + w)dw if Re(€) < 0.

Here logT'(+) is taken w.r.t. the principle branch of logarithm.

(6.2)

Proof. We prove the above statement for Re(§) > 0. The remaining case follows from a similar
argument. From the identities of the double Gamma function, we obtain the following shift
relation for the function I'y (.) for any Re(£) > 0 [Pon04J:

Y _[27
F%(HX)_*/%F(XZ)F@( ), X { : } (6.3)

which can also be expressed as

0y (2 -0 d) = = (3) T e e Doy (2 -03).

Applying the above relation for all n such that nyff < Re(§), we get

4Re(§)
1

<%)£+(n+1>f+2p(g —(n+ 1)7;) x Ty <i—§>

2
2ilm¢ u 1
() 1T
2 y nl;[l 27
Taking logarithms on both sides of the above equation, multiplying by v and taking the limit
v — 0, we arrive at (6.2). O
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In the next result, we utilize this asymptotics to find semi-classical limit of A, p(«).

Proposition 6.1. Consider the scaling o = %, P = % with ag € (—4,2), Pp € R. Asy — 0,
the semi-classical limit of A, p(c) has the following expression:

B(Py, a0) = lim 7* log A, p(a)

Re(1)+22

: P
= 1T (ao +! 0) + 4040\/% —
’ Re(1-42)

Re(1+20)420 Re(1—£0)4 20 P
—/ ’ 4logI’<1—x—|—@)d:c—/ ’ 410gI‘<1—a3—1—0—@>d:6
! )

logl“(l—m—%) dx

Re(1422) Re(1-H0—%0 2 4
Re(1+20)+ %0 ‘P
—/ - 410gr<1—m+‘—°—@>dx. (6.4)
Re(l—i—%—%}) 2 4

Proof. With the scaling o = o/, P = Py/7, and using the shift relations of the double gamma
function as noted in (6.3) with x = 3, the expression (6.1) simplifies as

A“hpo (aO)

a9 2
irag (ag+iPy) ,},2 5 F% <; - a—f;
=e 2 TI(1-

) 3 2
Z 2 2 2 iP 2 iP
Iy (E)F% <5+7°>F% (5—70)% <§+TO)
r(1—%)r(1—%)r(1+%>
X .
C(i-g)r (1o - ) (1o g+ )

Taking logarithm of both sides of the above equation, multiplying both sides of the equation with
~ and letting v — 0 reads

lim ~2 i
Jiany 97 lim Ay, p, (a0)

. . 2 _ 24 x 2 _ iR _ 2 ik
irag(ao+if) o (3G T3 G+) G- (G0 -8
= + lim v~ log
po (08 Ers)n G- )n (- 2)
2 \7 2 \7 0l 2 \7 Y 2 \7 0l
(6.5)

Observe that the last term in the expression above can be written as a product of ratios of the

Py (2(E—an/4)
form % It is therefore sufficient to study the term
F\~

2 2
lim 72 logTa [ 2(€ — ap/4) | — lim~A%log T~ | =
lima v log g<7(§ oo/ )> lim 7 log ;<7>

Re(¢—20) Re(¢)
Dagvar+ [ g (- P —w)do- [l ¢ -0y

—0o0
Re(§)+%2
= V2T — logF<£—x—@> dx.
Re(e—17) 1
Simplifying the expression (6.5) using the identity above proves the statement of this proposition.

O

Theorem 6.1. For any |q| < r for some very small v > 0, partition function Zﬁp(q) show the
following asymptotics as v approaches 0,

o
lim 7% log 23 p(q) = —ag 3 log(1 = ¢**) + B(Py, ),
k=1

where ap € (—4,2), Py € R, with B(Py, ) defined in Proposition 6.1.
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Proof. Recall from (2.12) that

(e} a2
2% p = qu(T T () T A, p(a).

Taking logarithm on both sides and multiplying by 72 yields

21 a 2 ag 1 &4 1 2 Oé% Qg 1 21
Y log Z5 p =7 W+E(7—1) 0gq -+~ ?4'(7—1) ogn(q) +~~log A, p(a)

where we have used the scaling rule & = «g/7y. Letting 7 — 0 both sides yields the desired
conclusion.

O

Theorem 6.2. As q — 0, the semi-classical deformed conformal block lim.,_,o +?log Y3 in (4.37)
behaves as

lim 1 log (61(2) 10 (2. 9))

Qg (Oéo + 4) P02 Oéo(Oéo + 2)
=———— " log(—2 —_t
(a7

where ag € (—4,2), Py € R, and B(Py, o) is given by (6.4).

(6.6)
> log q + B(Po, 040),

Proof. By using the explicit form of (4.37), we can obtain the following expression the following
expression
(o +4)

o 2
lim 72 log (91(;2)%(%_70)1][)0‘0/7(2’@) _ ol com) (& L ol +2)
=0 v/2

1
6 2 24 ) 8 q+

20
2

1
+ lim '72 log[E [(qso/ Hl(x)feﬂpome;’Y(:v;q)dx) y

(6.7)

for the semicalssical limit from (2.14) and (4.28). In obtaining the final expression, we note that
the v — 0 and ¢ — 0 limit of the following

S . -5
T :=~%logE [<q?0/ 01 ()~ Oe’rPO”Ceﬂ(W)dx) ! ]
0

commute. To see this, using Girsanov’s theorem, we write the above expression as (see [Gho+24,
Eq. 2.225])

1
T = (a2 — agy/2) log <q71/12 (q )) +~2log E [e 2y T(O)Q(q) </ (2 sinwx)aO/Qe“POxng(m)dx>
0

where F;(0) and Q(q) are defined as in (4.16). Using the above decomposition expression analo-
gous and following the arguments after (4.20) in the proof of Proposition 4.2, one can prove the
commutativity of the limits. As a consequence, we get

lim lim 7 = hm v*log A, p(a) = B(Py, ).
q—0~v—0

Taking ¢ — 0 on both sides of (6.7) and substituting B(Fp, o) in place of limg_,q lim,—,o 7 gives
us (6.6).

U
Theorem 6.3. Consider z = at + b for some a,b € (0,1), a # Z + % As 7 — ico, the semi-
classical deformed conformal block lim,_,o~?log TIZJQO/V(Z,Q) in (4.3) has the following behaviour

QMICE
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with ag € (—2,2) Py eR:

. 2 (X a), a0/ )

Jim v log (91( )70y (2, q)

Re(770)+‘10*2 23
:C(T)+27TP0+/ i ) logF<—x+ 4a0>dx

Re<727ia0>
Re(a—o)-l-ao—_2 9 Re(ﬁ-l-m)-l—
+/ 2 1 logf(—x—F +a0>dm—/ .2 1
Re(m> 4 Re(%—f—Q_;O)
Re(7@727a0 )+a072 'P
—/ . ! ) 10g1“<—1—0—x> dz,
Re<fﬂ> 2

2

ag—2

iP 2 —
10gI’<170—3:—|— 2a0>daz

where
2 2
- 6F; + 2 - 10 P 1
C(r) = %+ 0401;' 0t log(—2m) 4+ im(2 — o) + <% + 70 + 6> log ¢
—27mi(2 — ag)(aT + b) — 4Py (at + b). (6.8)

Proof. Combining (2.14) with (4.10), we obtain the following expression for x = %:
. 2 X « aO/’Y
lim 12 log (01(2)3 0" (2. 9))

2 2 2 2
— 6P, 2 —10 12P 16
— Qg + a01—2i_ 0 + lOg(—27T) + <a0 ao;;l 0 + > Iqu + 2P()Z

(6.9)
(2—ag)
2

1
ag—2 [
+ lim v% log E <q s / 01(z + )01 () 2 0%z () gy

We identify z with the solution of the non-autonomous elliptic Calogero-Moser model u(7) by
letting z = 2u(7). As 7 — ioo, the variable u(7) = a7 + b, with a,b parameterization the A,
B-cycle monodromies of the linear system associated to the non-autonomous elliptic Calogero-
Moser model (see Appendix C). From (A.2), we then obtain the following behaviour of the theta

function in the same limit:
o0

01(2) = 01(2u(r)) = —2¢"/* sin(27wu(r)) H(l —¢*M)(1 = 2 cos(dmu(7))g** + ¢**)
k=1

_ iq1/4e—2i7r(a7'+b) (1 + O(qZ)) ,
and resultantly, as 7 — ioo,
91(2 + x) _ iq1/46—2i7r(a’r+b)—i7m: (1 + O(qZ)) ]

Plugging the above expressions into the right hand side of (6.9) shows that (see also [Gho{24,
Lemma 5.3|)

lim [hmy log <91( )z 30 1/);%”( )) —C(T)}

T—ioco Ly—0
1 (2—;10)
[} « . Y
= lim lim 42 logE | (¢ 91(m)_Toe”(P“_l)e%Y(x;Q)dx , (6.10)
q—0~v—0 0

where C(7) is defined in (6.8). Due to Proposition 4.2, the limits lim,, and lim,_,o commute.
So, we first begin with the ¢ — 0 limit

(2—ag) (2—aq)

« 1 « . 2 1 « . 2
(q_sQ/ Hl(x)élem:(Pol)e%Y(ﬁQ)dx) v [ </ (Sinﬂx)—QQewm(Pol)e%Y(m;q)dm>
0 0
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We now note the following identity [Ang|24]

2-ag)
E </l(sinWx)_%oe”(]j“_i)egy(“q)dx | =
0
e DE-E)G () ) (R ()
P(-2) T () (s (2 ) (2 )

To simplify the above equation, we first note that the expression above can be written in terms

of ratios of the form

Py (2 e+ 25))
ry (3¢)

We then use the identity
lim 7% log 'y < €3 +
v—0 2

(6_2 (a0—2)\/_+/

2
) e (5)

— Re(¢)
>logf<£+2 4a0—:c>dx—/ logT' (£ — x) dx

4
o(e+?

ag—2
2 — (67}

Re(§)+~
(a0—2)\/2ﬂ'—/ 10gf<§—x+ >dm.
Re(§+—2_4a0> 4

One can obtain similar

Then, we repeat the procedure used in the proof of Proposition 6.1
expressions to the one above for the remaining terms in (6.11). Substituting them in (6.10),

obtain the expression

lim lim 42 log E (q 8 / 01(x %Q ma(Po—i) >
q—0~vy—0
Re(—20)4 202 2 _ 3
Re(Q_Za())
RE(afO)ﬁflOiQ 2 Re(70+ iP 92 _
/ ’ ! logF(—x—l— +a0>daz / ’ 10gF<1—0_g;+ a0>dx
Re(m) 4 Re(%jﬁ%) 2 2

Re(— 150 —25p0) 4 202 iFy
— ) logl' | ——— — x| dx,
(-) 2

completing the proof of this Theorem.

APPENDIX A. USEFUL NOTATION AND ELLIPTIC FUNCTIONS

The parameter v € (0,2) defines the central charge of the CFT as

2
c=1+6Q2 Q=242
2
We use two other parameters
- X=Y_5¢("
v 2

(A.1)
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The modular parameter 7 € H and the nome is defined as ¢ := ™. The elliptic theta functions

0i(z) = 0;(z|T) are defined as [DLMF, 20.5(i)]

01(z) = —2¢"/*sin(wz) ﬁ(l — ¢®")(1 = 2cos(2m2) % + ¢*F), (A.2)
k=1
05(2) = 2¢"/* cos(nz) ﬁ(l — ®M)(1 + 2cos(2m2) g% + ¢*F) (A.3)
k=1
05(z) = ﬁ(l — ®")(1 + 2cos(2m2) L + ¢*F) (A.4)
k=1

s 3

0,(0) = —2m¢"* T (1= *) " = ~2mn(0)®. (A.5)
k=1

They have the following periodicity properties
O1(z+1) = —01(2), 01(z+7) = —q Le 20, (2).
The Dedekind 7 function is defined as

oo

n(q) = gz [J(1 - ¢*),

k=1

and has the following relation to the theta function
o1 (r)\ "
n(r) = (7 -

2
(¢'(2)" = 49°(2) — gap(2) — g3-
The Weierstrass p-function solves the cubic above and is given by [DLMF, 23.2(ii)]

p(z) = 2—12 + > (ﬁ - %) : (A.6)

wel\{0}

The Weierstrass cubic is

where L denotes the lattice. The above function has a double pole at z = 0, and is doubly periodic
p(z+1) = p(2), p(z+7) =p(2).
APPENDIX B. NON-AUTONOMOUS ELLIPTIC CALOGERO-MOSER MODEL

B.1. Hamiltonian and the action. The 2-particle nonautonomous elliptic Calogero-Moser sys-
tem is represented by the Hamiltonian®

H(r) = v(r)? = m*p(2u(T)|7), (B.1)
and the equations of motion read
d d
o(r) = 2ri Q;(TT), (2ri) Z(TT) = m2¢/ (2ul7). (B.2)

The above equations of motion give the elliptic form of the Painlevé VI equation for special values
of the parameters (see [Des21, Chapter 1], [Tak01]).
The equation (B.2) is integrable in the sense that it has an associated Laz pair

0.Y (z,7):=L(z,7)Y(2,7) = ( mx(_UQ(ZET)’Z) mx(_QZj((:))’Z) >Y(z,7’),
MO, (2,7) = M(2, 7)Y (2,7) = m ( y(-Ql?(T),z) v(2ulr). > Yo,  (B3)

INote that the Hamiltonian below differs by the one in [DDG23] by a normalization factor of 2m2n: (7).



PROOF OF ZAMOLODCHIKOV CONJECTURE FOR SEMI-CLASSICAL CONFORMAL BLOCKS ON TORUS43

and (B.2) is given by the consistency condition
2710,0,Y (z,7) = 27i0,0.Y (2,7) = 0. L(2,7) — 0, M(2,7) + [L(2,7), M(z,7)] = 0.
In the above expressions, the functions z (&, z), y(&, z) (B.3) are defined as
01(z — &|m)01(0]7)
01(2|7)01(£]7)

Furthermore, the Hamiltonian (B.1) is given by the A-cycle contour integral

H(r) = %4 deg tr L%(2,7) = o(r)” = m’p (2u(r) .

The functions (u(7),v(7)) are the canonical coordinates of the system and they describe the posi-
tion and momentum of a particle in an elliptic potential respectively. Therefore, the Lagrangian
of the above system is given by

x(&az) = y(&az) = afx(éaz)

L =0(r)? +m?p (2u(7)),
and the action functional is defined as the integral of the Lagrangian
T d /
S = [ (6P + mio(zulr)) T
i

It is a known fact from classical mechanics that the action solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation
27i0; S = (&L(T)S)Z —m2p(2u(r))S.
B.2. Monodromy data. The monodromy data of the linear system (B.3) is obtained by observ-
ing that L, M are defined on a torus with a simple pole at z = 0 and satisfy the relations
L(z+1,7) = L(z,7), Lz+7,7) = 62”i”(t)”3L(z, 7)672””(7)‘73.

Subsequently, the solution Y'(z,7) (B.3) has the following monodromy properties around the A,
B cycles of the torus and around the puncture z = 0:

Y(z4+1,7) = MY (2,7), Y (24 7,7) = MY (z,7)e?mu(m)os,

Y(e?™z, 1) = MyY (2, 7),
with the constraint

Mo = M *Mz'MsMg.
Choosing the matrix M4 to be diagonal, one obtains the following explicit expressions for the
monodromy matrices

sinm(2(a—m)) e—iv/2 sin tm
oriac Imimo sin 27a sin 27a
Mg = 2o pp o~ Q2mimes o (B.4)
__sinwm sin7(2(a+m) eiy/2
sin 27a sin 27a

where ~ denotes the conjugacy class, o3 is the Pauli sigma matrix, and m is the parameter of the
equation (B.2).

B.3. Asymptotic behaviour of u(7). For the sake of completeness, in this section we detail
the asymptotics of the solution of the NAECM model u(7) for 7 — ico, and 7 — 7, that were
also computed in [Bon+20; BGG22].

Proposition B.1. In the limit T — ico, the solution of the equation (B.2) u(T) behaves as

2
_ ™M™ ari(at+b) 4ri(aT+b)
u(T)—aT+b+We”(T + O(qe ™70,
where ¢ = €™, a, m parameterize the monodromies around the A-cycle and the puncture respec-
tively (B.4), and the monodromy around the B-cycle is related to b as

2mib w2 (22 —m)I'(1 — 2a)
' I'(2a)l'(1 —m — 2a)

. (B.5)
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Proof. Our starting point is the following identity satisfied by the function u(7) that was shown
in [Bon+20, equation (3.56)] (see also [Des22|):
03(2ul27)  ZP (1)

02 (2ul27) 232( )’

(B.6)

where Zéjl /o are dual Nekrasov-Okounkov functions with integer and half integer shifts and are

defined as

5/2 Z C, emu 2(a+n)? B(a—i—n,m,q).
nezZ+5

The coefficients
G(l—-m+2a+n))G(1l—m—2(a+n)) G(1+2a)G(1 — 2a)

= a2 G0 =261 1) Gl-m+2)G(—m—2a)’

and the combinatorial term B(.) is given by

B(a,m,q) = 1C>_O[(1—(12 1-2m? Z G2+ Y= H NYE,Y,(m%-(e—e)a)’

n=1 Y., Y €,e/==+ NY“Y'((G — )a)

where
Nap(@) =] (@ + ax(s) + Lu(s) + D ][ (@ = ap(t) = () = 1),
SEA ten

with ay (0O) and ly(0) denoting the arm and leg length of the box O in the Young diagram Y
respectively. In the limit 7 — ico, the RHS of (B.6) reads

Zg (1) ~1/2 Co

70,0 =q C e 2 5 1 Oy g +0(q)| - (B.7)
The coefficients Cp, C1y/o can be simplified using the relation G(z + 1) = I'(2)G(2):
o G(1 —m+2a)G(1 —m — 2a) G(1+2a)G(1 — 2a) _1q
0T T TG r2a)G(1—2a)  GA-m+2a)G(1-_m—_2a)
o Gl -m+2a-1/2))G(1 —m—2(a—1/2)) G(1+2a)G(1 — 2a)
2T TG F 2 - 1/2)G(1 —2(a—1/2)) G(L—m + 2a)G(1 —m — 2a)
~ I'(2a)I'(1 —m — 2a)
" I(2a—m)I'(1—2a)’ (B.8)
o Gl—m+2(a+1/2)G(1 —m —2(a+1/2)) G(1 4 2a)G(1 — 2a)
V2T T G 126 1/2)G( - 2@+ 1/2) G —m+2a)G(1 —m — 2a)
_ m?\ I'(2a — m)I'(1 — 2a)
= <1 - E) T(1 = m — 2a)T(2a)" (B.9)
Substituting (B.8), (B.9),(B.5) in (B.7) we get that
zP(r 1
Z{%Q(( )) =q /7 [62wi5q2a + 2mifg2a +0(a)
~1/2
a (14 O(cos(4n(ar +b))). (B.10)

T2 cos(2m(aT + b))
Now for the LHS of (B.6), substituting the series expansions of the theta functions (A.3), (A.4),

we see that

03(2u|27) B q_l/2
02(2u|27)  2cos(2mu)

(14+0(¢%)) . (B.11)
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Comparing the RHS (B.10) and the LHS (B.11),

2
—927mib — i m s
2COS(2u) —e 27rzbq 2a + eQmBqQa . > e27r1qua

m2 .
= 2cos(2w(aT + b)) — 4_2627T1(aq—+b).
a

We can therefore make the following ansatz for u(7) in the limit 7 — ioco:

I o w X
_ n Arik(at+b) __
u(T) aT—l—b—l——27TinEOkE Cn,kq"e aT—i—b—{—Qﬂ_i.
= =—n

The first derivative

@ — L O : n 4rik(at+b)
g = + 5 Z Z Cnk(27i) (n 4 2k) ¢"e ,

n=0k=—n
and the second derivative
d2u(T) . — 2 n 4rik(aT+b)
T2 = (2711)2 Z Cne(n +2ka)“q"e . (B.12)
n=0k=—n
Let us now look at our equation
d2
(2mi)? o (2 ™) = m?¢ (2u|7). (B.13)

The Weierstrass p function has the following expression in terms of theta functions
p(z|T) = —8210g 01 (2[7) — 2m (7),

and we now analyze the term 92 log #1(z|7) in the limit ¢ — 0. Starting from the series represen-
tation of the theta function
— —i Z n 27r1z(n+ )’

neZ

the logarithmic derivative

o o
0. log0y(z|T) — meot mz = 4w Z ¢* Z ¢ sin(2mkz)
k=1 n=0

27‘(’1 <ZZ kn 127rl<:z qukn 127rkz> )

k=1 k=1n=1

The above computation implies that

9% log 0y (2|7) + % csc® mz = —(27i)? <Z Z kqFrel?™he 4 Z Z kq*me _12”kz> . (B.14)

k=1n=1 k=1n=1
Moreover, csc?(z) has the following series representation:

2
m2 sty = —o = (27i) 2™ Z keZmk=Dz — (27j) Z ke?imh= (B.15)

102
1n
S Tz =1

Combining (B.15) and (B.14) we get

0% log 61 (z|T) = —(2mi)? (Z Z kq*nel?mhz 4 Z Z kqFnemi2mkz 4 Z ke 2”’“)

k=1n=1 k=1n=1

27‘(‘1 (Z Z qun i2rkz + Z Z qune—i%rkz> )

k=1n=0 k=1n=1
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Therefore,
o o0
¢ (z|7) = =02 log By (2|7) = (27i)? (Z Z k2 gknet?mhe Z Z quk"eQ”kZ) . (B.16)
k=1n=0 k=1n=1
Substituting (B.12), (B.16) in (B.13) we get
(o] o
Z Z ka n—|—2k:a 2 n 47r1k (aT+b) ZZZkQ kn 47r1k aT+b) kX
n=0k=—n k=1n=0
o0 o0
_ 2 Z Z k2gkn e~ 4mik(ar+b) —kX
k=1n=1
Computing the first few values of ¢, j:
co,0 = 0,
m2
Co,1 = E,
m2
€l 1=——"—
LT T (1 2a)2
Therefore,
( ) —ar+b+ —— 47ri(aT+b) +O(qe47ri(a7'+b)).

8771 SriaZ

O

Proposition B.2. Near its zero u(r,) = 0, the solution of the equation (B.2) u(t) behaves as

u(r) = e:FiW/A‘\/g(T — 7)1 /2 <1 + H*”—,mzm“)(f - T*)> +0 ((T — T*)5/2) . (B.17)

4mim
Proof. The equation (B.2) near u(7) = 0 reads as

dQ()_ m2
@WfdQ = TP (B.18)

due to the following behaviour of the Weierstrass g function at zero

lim o(2) = —

z—0 22 '

The solution u(7) therefore has the following behaviour

u(T) = 1T — T + (T — 7',()3/2 +O((r — 7'*)5/2) =c(r— 7'*)1/2 (1 + 2(7’ — 7;)) +O((r — 7'*)5/2),

C1

(B.19)
and the second derivative of the above function
d2u(r c _ 3c
d’T(2 ) = _Zl('r — 7—*) 8/2 (1 - 6—12(7— — 7—*)> . (B20)
Substituting (B.19), (B.20) in (B.18), we obtain that
= e¢i”/4@ (B.21)

Nors



REFERENCES 47

The coefficient of the sub-leading term co can be obtained by studying the Hamiltonian in the
same limit:

) ) du(T) 2 m?2
— 2 _
Aim H =l <<27“> ( ar ) ()

(B.19)

i (r — ) <1+62(T—T*)> 2%(7—7*) (1-22-?(7—7*)>+0(T—T*)

C1

m
(B:21) ¢ 2 FiT/2 :|:17r/2 _
= (3(2%1) (271') + 0 (T —7)

- +2 (4rim) + O(T — 74)
C1

= H, + O(1 — 74).
2 + Hy

c1 Amim’
With the constants ¢, co above,

lim u(7) = eqtiw/d‘\/g@' — 7))/ <1 + H*—i—Q—.m2m(T)(7_ - 7'*)> +0 <(T - T*)5/2) :

TTx 4mim
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