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1CPHT, CNRS, École polytechnique, Institut Polytechnique de Paris, 91120 Palaiseau, France
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We study the 1d Ising model with long-range interactions decaying as 1/r1+s. The critical model
corresponds to a family of 1d conformal field theories (CFTs) whose data depends nontrivially on
s in the range 1/2 ≤ s ≤ 1. The model is known to be described by a generalized free field with
quartic interaction, which is weakly coupled near s = 1/2 but strongly coupled near the short-range
crossover at s = 1. We propose a dual description which becomes weakly coupled at s = 1. At
s = 1, our model becomes an exactly solvable conformal boundary condition for the 2d free scalar.
We perform a number of consistency checks of our proposal and calculate the perturbative CFT
data around s = 1 analytically using both 1) our proposed field theory and 2) the analytic conformal
bootstrap. Our results show complete agreement between the two methods.

Introduction. Statistical models with long-range
interactions are of great theoretical interest due to their
unusual features. They exhibit spontaneous symmetry
breaking even in one dimension [1], yielding universality
classes with continuously varying critical exponents [2]
and exhibiting interesting crossover phenomena [3–6].
Long-range models also enjoy a fruitful interplay with
boundary and defect conformal field theories [7, 8] and
even admit feasible experimental realizations [9].

In this letter, we consider the 1d long-range Ising (LRI)
model. On the lattice, it is described by the classical
Hamiltonian:

H
LRI

=
J
2

∑
i̸=j

(σi − σj)
2

|i− j|1+s
, J > 0 , (1)

where σi = ±1 are the Ising variables at sites i ∈ Z.
The parameter s controls the range of the interaction.
The model has a phase transition for 0 < s ≤ 1 [1, 10,
11], with mean field critical exponents if 0 < s ≤ 1/2
[12], and no phase transition for s > 1 [13]; for s = 1
the correlation length diverges at the transition, but the
magnetization is discontinuous [11, 14].

At the critical temperature, the long-distance (IR) dy-
namics of the 1d LRI is captured by a family of nonlocal
1d CFTs parametrized by s ∈ (0, 1). Conformal invari-
ance is the statement that correlation functions trans-
form covariantly under the group PSL2(R) of fractional-
linear transformations of the line. Because of reflection-
positivity, local operators organize into unitary lowest-
weight representations of S̃L2(R), labeled by the scaling
dimensions ∆ ≥ 0. The spin variables σi give rise to a
conformal primary operator σ(x). Besides the conformal
symmetry, the CFTs also possess a Z2 global symme-
try, acting as σ(x) 7→ −σ(x), as well as parity symmetry
σ(x) 7→ σ(−x). Given the 1d setting and its few ingre-
dients, this is probably the simplest family of interacting
CFTs that has not been solved analytically.

The same family of 1d CFTs also arises as the IR fixed
point of a generalized free field (GFF) φ perturbed by a
quartic interaction [15]:

S
LRI

[φ] =
cs
4

∫ +∞

−∞
dx1dx2

(φ(x1)− φ(x2))
2

|x1 − x2|1+s

+

∫ +∞

−∞
dx

(
λ2

2
φ(x)2 +

λ4

4
φ(x)4

)
.

(2)

φ is identified with σ in the IR. The non-local kinetic
term is not renormalized, and thus the scaling dimension
sticks to its UV value, i.e. ∆σ = ∆φ = 1−s

2 [16]. For
0 < s ≤ 1/2, the quartic interaction is irrelevant and the
IR CFT is thus equivalent to the GFF. For 1/2 < s < 1,
φ4 is relevant and the IR CFT is interacting [2]. The
non-local equation of motion ∂sφ ∼ φ3 then predicts
the presence of a Z2-odd parity-even primary operator
χ ∼ φ3 of protected dimension ∆χ = 1+s

2 [5–7]. In fact,
σ and χ are related by the shadow transform, leading to
nonperturbative relations between different OPE coeffi-
cients [7, 17], see Appendix A for details.
For s− 1/2 ≪ 1, the description (2) is weakly coupled

at the critical point, but becomes strongly coupled as s
increases towards 1. Therefore, studying the properties
of the 1d LRI CFT near s = 1 is a hard problem.
We can gain some intuition into the physics near s = 1

from the behaviour of the LRI model in dimensions d > 1.
As explained in [5, 6], the theory with 1/rd+s interactions
has a dual description as the short-range Ising (SRI) cou-
pled to the GFF χ via σχ. The latter becomes weakly
coupled near s⋆(d) = d − 2∆⋆

σ(d), where ∆⋆
σ(d) is the

dimension of the spin field in the critical SRI model [18].
The proposal [5, 6] breaks down in d = 1 because the

SRI model does not correspond to a CFT. Instead, it
exhibits a first-order phase transition at zero tempera-
ture, described by a TQFT with a pair of ground states
| ± 1⟩. The spin field is a topological operator acting as
σ|a⟩ = a|a⟩. In particular, ∆⋆

σ(1) = 0, which together
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with ∆σ = 1−s
2 correctly reproduces the crossover loca-

tion s⋆(1) = 1. By analogy with d > 1, one may guess
a description near s = 1 in terms of the GFF χ and the
topological operator σ coupled via σχ. We will see below
that the correct answer is similar but considerably richer.

To solve the IR dynamics of the 1d model near s = 1,
we need to identify the weakly coupled degrees of free-
dom. In terms of (1), these are the locations of the do-
main walls, i.e. the sites i where σi flip from −1 to 1, or
vice versa. Anderson and Yuval [19] observed that do-
main walls are dilute at low temperature and rewrote the
s = 1 LRI model as a Coulomb gas of alternating kinks
and antikinks. Later, Kosterlitz [20] extended their anal-
ysis to small positive values of 1− s.

While the Anderson-Yuval-Kosterlitz (AYK) model
correctly captures the physics, it is rather cumbersome
to work with. As a result, it has not been used to sys-
tematically solve the critical LRI model near s = 1. In
this letter, we remove this obstacle by recasting the AYK
model as a bona fide quantum field theory.

Indeed, we will argue that the critical 1d LRI model
for s ≤ 1 is equivalent to the IR fixed point of a GFF
of negative dimension − 1−s

2 and compact target space,
coupled to a single qubit. The qubit is a remnant of the
1d Ising TQFT. The theory is reflection-positive thanks
to compactness of the GFF theory.

The fixed-point couplings vanish as s → 1, where our
model becomes equivalent to an exactly solvable confor-
mal boundary condition for the 2d free scalar. In partic-
ular, we find that all scaling dimensions of the LRI model
tend to integer values in this limit.

Our model makes a wealth of predictions for the per-
turbative CFT data near s = 1, extending the results of
Kosterlitz [20].

Finally, starting from the exactly solvable s = 1 theory
as a seed, we determine the perturbative CFT data for
s < 1 analytically from the conformal bootstrap using
analytic functionals [21]. We find perfect agreement with
RG computations in our model.

More details and further results will be presented in a
forthcoming publication [22].

Physics near the cross-over. The AYK model de-
scribes the physics of the phase transition in terms of do-
main walls between positive and negative spins. As em-
phasized in [23], this is analogous to the effective vortex
theory for the 2d XY model. The configuration space of
the AYK model consists of positions x of kinks and anti-
kinks, which must alternate. The hamiltonian (1) gives
rise to an attractive potential Vs(x) = (|x|1−s−1)/(1−s)
between a kink and an antikink at distance x and a re-
pulsive potential −Vs(x) between kinks of like charges.
Note that V1(x) = log |x|. The resulting partition func-
tion is a sum over the number n of kink-antikink pairs
and an integral over their locations x1 > x2 > . . . > x2n,

satisfying xi − xi−1 > a, where a is the UV cutoff:

ZAYK
s (b, g) =

∞∑
n=0

g2n
∫ 2n∏

i=1

dxi e
2b2

∑
i<j

(−1)i−jVs(xij)

. (3)

Here and in the following xij = xi − xj . The fugacity g
and the parameter b2 are determined by J and a possible
short-range term in the Hamiltonian (1). Applying a
basic version of Wilson renormalization, Kosterlitz [20]
found a fixed point at g = O(

√
δ), b2 = 1+O(δ), where we

introduced δ = 1−s. He further predicted the presence of
two Z2-even operators O± of dimensions ∆± = 1±

√
2δ+

O(δ) at the fixed point. Assuming no level-crossing, we
can identify these with the lightest Z2-even operators of
the φ4 description: O− ∼ φ2, O+ ∼ φ4. We will confirm
and significantly extend these predictions.
Our model. Consider the 1d GFF ϕ of negative di-

mension ∆ϕ = −δ/2 and a compact target space of ra-
dius 1/b0, i.e. ϕ ∼ ϕ+ 2πn/b0 for n ∈ Z. For 0 < δ < 1,
this theory can be rigorously defined [24] as a probability
measure on the space of continuous functions R → S1

1/b0
.

Due to the identification in field space, all well-defined
observables must be built out of ∂n

xϕ(x) with n ≥ 1, and
vertex operators Vn(x) ≡ einb0ϕ(x), with n ∈ Z [25]. Since
ϕ(x) without derivatives is not a well-defined observable,
the theory is reflection positive [26]. We will denote the
expectation value in this GFF theory by ⟨·⟩0, so in par-
ticular ⟨(ϕ(x)− ϕ(y))2⟩0 ∝ |x− y|1−s.
The Boltzmann weight of a configuration of kinks and

anti-kinks in (3) now precisely agrees with the correla-
tion function of vertex operators with alternating charges
⟨V1(x1)V−1(x2) . . . V1(x2n−1)V−1(x2n)⟩0. To force the
charges to alternate, we form a product of the GFF the-
ory with the algebra of 2 × 2 matrices and supplement
V±1(x) with σ̂± = 1

2 (σ̂1±iσ̂2). Here σ̂i=1,2,3 are the Pauli
matrices.
This leads to our central observation: The critical 1d

LRI model can be identified with the IR fixed point of
the following 1d continuum model:

Zs(b, g) =
〈
tr Pexp

{∫
[gOg(x) + hOh(x)] dx

}〉
0
, (4)

where b = b0 −
√
2h, and we introduced the operators

Og(x) ≡ σ̂+V1(x)+σ̂−V−1(x) , Oh(x) ≡
iσ̂3√
2
∂xϕ(x). (5)

Note that tr Pexp in (4) is the trace of the path-ordered
exponential of the 2× 2 matrix in curly brackets.
The first justification of our claim is that we repro-

duce the AYK partition function (3) by expanding (4) in
g. Indeed, since σ̂2

+ = σ̂2
− = 0, only alternating chains of

kink and antikink operators σ̂+V1(x) and σ̂−V−1(x) sur-
vive. The inclusion of Oh is equivalent to shifting b0 to
b0−

√
2h. However, keeping this term will prove essential

in order to consistently renormalize the model.



3

The partition function (4) is similar to those encoun-
tered in impurity models [27, 28], and the path ordering
of 2× 2 matrices can be traded for a path integral using
a complex bosonic spinor z(x) = {z1(x), z2(x)} subject
to z̄(x)z(x) = 1, similarly to [27–29].

Since the covariance of the GFF ϕ agrees with that of
a free field in s+1 = 2− δ dimensions, our model can be
formally interpreted as a one-dimensional defect for the
(s+ 1)-dimensional free theory. At s = 1, the bulk is 2d
and the defect is a boundary condition, with the vertex
operators becoming conformal primaries of the Gaussian
theory. The resulting s = 1 model then becomes the
bosonized version of the Kondo model [30, 31], already
related to the LRI model by Anderson and Yuval [19].
However, already at s = 1, our ensuing RG analysis and
identification of the spectrum of operators are novel.

For s = 1−δ < 1, the model (4) is a genuinely new the-
ory. It might seem rather unorthodox, since ∆ϕ < 0 and
since the vertex operators do not have a definite scaling
dimension in the UV. Nevertheless, it is consistent [32].

In the rest of the letter, we will perform a number
of additional checks which confirm (4) as a correct UV
description of the critical 1d LRI model.

Symmetries. For g = h = 0, the UV theory (4) has
O(2) global symmetry acting on the target space circle of
ϕ, and PU(2) global symmetry acting on the 2×2 matrix
degrees of freedom A by conjugation. By turning on Og

and Oh, O(2) × PU(2) is broken to the diagonal O(2),
generated by U(1) rotations and Z2 reflection

U(1) : ϕ(x) 7→ ϕ(x) + α/b0 , A 7→ e−iα2 σ̂3Aei
α
2 σ̂3 , (6)

Z2 : ϕ(x) 7→ −ϕ(x) , A 7→ σ̂1Aσ̂1 , (7)

where α ∈ R/2πZ. The model (4) is natural because
Og and Oh are the only relevant or marginal operators
invariant under this O(2). The model also respects parity
x 7→ −x. In order for it to be compatible with the path
ordering, and to preserve Og and Oh, it must act as

parity : ϕ(x) 7→ −ϕ(−x) , A 7→ AT . (8)

In the next section, we will confirm the existence of an
IR fixed point of (4) at b = 1 + O(δ), g = O(

√
δ). The

fixed-point theory thus exhibits O(2)⋊parity symmetry.
We claim that the sector of the fixed-point theory with

vanishing charge under the U(1) in (6) is exactly equiv-
alent to the critical 1d LRI CFT. In 1d, restricting to
uncharged operators is the same as gauging of the U(1)
symmetry. Thus, we claim that the 1d LRI CFT coin-
cides with the fixed point of (4) after U(1) gauging.

As a first consistency check, note that the symmetry
of the zero-charge sector is precisely Z2 × parity, act-
ing as (7), (8). This precisely agrees with the symmetry
structure of the Ising model. Note that both Z2 and
parity switch kink and antikink operators σ̂+V1(x) ↔
σ̂−V−1(x), as they should. U(1) symmetry has no coun-
terpart in the Ising model, so it should be gauged [33].

Furthermore, we will soon see that the spectrum of op-
erators predicted by the U(1) gauging picture perfectly
reproduces the expected spectrum of operators of the
critical LRI model.

Renormalization. The renormalization of the
model (4) near δ = 0 can be performed in the framework
of conformal perturbation theory (see e.g. [34]), with
added subtleties due to the path ordering, as we will
detail in [22]. Since ⟨tr(OgOgOh)⟩0 ̸= 0, it is crucial to
include the term hOh in (4). Its renormalization induces
an effective flow for b, and the latter cannot be captured
by wave function renormalization [35]. Therefore, we fix
b0 = κδ/2 for some arbitrary mass scale κ, renormalize
h, and redefine the physical coupling in cutoff units as
b = (b0 −

√
2h)aδ/2. In a minimal subtraction scheme,

we obtain the β-functions

βg = (b2−1)g+g3+ . . . , βb2 = −δb2+4b2g2+ . . . (9)

up to higher-order terms in g, b2 − 1 and δ [36]. These
β-functions agree with [20] and improve it by the g3

term. The fixed point is located at g⋆ =
√

δ/4+O(δ3/2),
b2⋆ = 1 − δ/4 + O(δ2). The fixed-point theory is weakly
coupled for δ ≪ 1, justifying the perturbative treatment.
It becomes complex for δ < 0, in accordance with the
absence of a second-order phase transition for s > 1.

By linearizing around the fixed point, we identify the
scaling operators O± = (Oh±Og)/

√
2+O(

√
δ) and com-

pute their scaling dimensions

∆± = 1±
√
2δ + δ/4 +O(δ3/2) . (10)

The O(
√
δ) term agrees with [20] and the O(δ) term is

a new result. The appearance of the fixed point in the
setting of our field theory (4) opens the door to the com-
putation of many other quantities via the renormalization
group [22].

Operator spectrum. Our model provides an exact
solution of the 1d LRI CFT in the limit s → 1. In-
deed, the fixed point then approaches b = 1, g = 0.
Furthermore, we have ∆ϕ → 0. Setting h = 0 with-
out loss of generality, the target space for ϕ has radius
1/b0 = 1, which is precisely the self-dual radius for the
2d free scalar [37]. Therefore, before gauging the U(1)
symmetry, the 1d GFF part of our model is equivalent to
the Neumann boundary condition for the 2d free scalar
at the self-dual radius. Its operator spectrum consists of
products of ∂nϕ with n ≥ 1 and vertex operators einϕ,
the latter having scaling dimension n2.

According to our proposal, the δ → 0 limit of the
1d LRI CFT is thus described by the product of this
boundary condition with the algebra of 2 × 2 matrices,
restricted to the sector invariant under the U(1) symme-
try (6). As in (4), correlation functions are computed by
⟨O⟩ = 1

2 tr⟨P(O)⟩0, where P stands for path ordering and
⟨·⟩0 for the expectation value in the Neumann b.c.
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We can now write down the s → 1 limit of the com-
plete spectrum of the 1d LRI CFT. A basis of opera-
tors with zero U(1) charge and definite scaling dimen-
sion, parity, and Z2 charge consists of 1O, σ̂3O and
(eiϕσ̂+ ± e−iϕσ̂−)O, where O is an arbitrary operator
of the form :(∂ϕ)n1(∂2ϕ)n2 . . . (∂Nϕ)nN : with nj ∈ Z≥0.
In particular, we see that all scaling dimensions tend to
integers as s → 1. Table I shows the low-lying spectrum
of primary operators and their quantum numbers.

∆ d++(∆) d+−(∆) d−+(∆) d−−(∆)

0 1 1 0 0

1 2 1 0 1

2 1 1 0 0

3 2 1 0 1

4 2 3 1 0

TABLE I. Low-lying spectrum of primaries in the s → 1 limit
of the 1d LRI CFT, as predicted by our model. dab(∆) de-
notes the number of linearly independent primaries of dimen-
sion ∆ with charge a under parity and b under the global Z2.

Besides the identity, the only operator with ∆ = 0 is
σ̂3. It is parity-even and Z2-odd, and we are therefore
forced to identify it with the s → 1 limit of the spin field
σ(x). The two uncharged operators with ∆ = 1 are pre-
cisely Oh = iσ̂3∂ϕ/

√
2 and Og = σ̂+e

iϕ + σ̂−e
−iϕ, which

generate the RG flow to the critical theory for s < 1. As
we saw in the previous section, their linear combinations
O± remain primaries for s < 1. Next, the unique ∆ = 1,
parity-even, Z2-odd primary is i∂ϕ/

√
2. We must there-

fore identify it with χ! For s < 1, ϕ receives no wave-
function renormalization and thus ∆χ = ∆ϕ+1 = 1+s

2 is
protected, as required. Finally, the unique ∆ = 1, parity-
odd, Z2-odd primary is σ̂+e

iϕ − σ̂−e
−iϕ. The presence of

a primary with these quantum numbers is required by
continuity in s; as s → 1, the conformal multiplet of
σ becomes reducible [ 1−s

2 ] → [0] ⊕ [1]. In other words,
σ̂+e

iϕ − σ̂−e
−iϕ becomes the first descendant of σ for

s < 1. Due to the path ordering, descendants of σ should
be defined using a defect covariant derivative Dx [28]. In
our case, we find Dxσ = 2g(σ̂+e

iϕ − σ̂−e
−iϕ). Further-

more, the Schwinger-Dyson equations of our model iden-
tify σ̂+e

iϕ − σ̂−e
−iϕ as the shadow operator of ϕ. This

shows that ∆σ = 1−s
2 is protected and that σ and χ form

a shadow pair as required. Table II summarizes the iden-
tification of the first five nontrivial operators with their
counterparts in the dual quartic model (2) [38].

For another consistency check, note that due to the
OPE relations (17), any parity-odd, Z2-even primary ap-
pearing in the σ× χ OPE must have a protected dimen-
sion whose value is an even integer for all s [39]. In the
mean field theory at s = 1/2, the first such operator oc-
curs at ∆ = 4 and has the schematic form φ3∂3φ. The
s → 1 limit of this operator can be cleanly identified as

the only nonzero entry of the d−+ column of Table I.
We see that the spectrum of our model is in perfect

agreement with what is expected from the critical LRI
model.

operator ∆ (−1)J Z2 dual

σ = σ̂3 δ/2 exact +1 −1 φ

χ = i∂ϕ/
√
2 1− δ/2 exact +1 −1 φ3

O− 1−
√
2δ + δ/4 +O(δ

3
2 ) +1 +1 φ2

O+ 1 +
√
2δ + δ/4 +O(δ

3
2 ) +1 +1 φ4

σ̂+e
iϕ − σ̂−e

−iϕ 1 + δ/2 exact −1 −1 ∂φ

TABLE II. Perturbative and exact results at s = 1 − δ, de-
rived using the model (4). (−1)J and Z2 are the charges under
space parity and global Z2. The last column shows the corre-
sponding operator in the quartic model (2).

The Conformal Bootstrap. Since the critical LRI
model defines a 1d CFT for any 0 < s < 1, it can be stud-
ied using the conformal bootstrap. While the bootstrap
was originally applied to CFTs in d ≥ 2, it proves very
powerful also in d = 1 (see [28, 40, 41] for some recent
examples).
Besides the spectrum of scaling exponents ∆i of pri-

mary operators Oi, any 1d CFT is characterized by the
OPE coefficients cijk ∼ ⟨OiOjOk⟩. Thanks to OPE as-
sociativity, this data satisfies an infinite set of nonper-
turbative crossing equations, taking the schematic form∑

m

cijmckℓmG∆m
(z) =

∑
m

cjkmcℓimG∆m
(1− z) . (11)

Here G∆(z) are the conformal blocks and the equations
are valid for all i, j, k, ℓ and all z ∈ (0, 1), see Appendix A
for details.
As our model shows, the CFT data (=the spectrum

and OPE coefficients) of the LRI model vary continu-
ously with s all the way to s = 1. Furthermore, all CFT
data at s = 1 are analytically computable from the free
scalar description given above. Perturbative corrections
to this data at small δ are constrained by the crossing
equations (11) and the OPE relation (17). We use this
principle to uniquely fix the perturbative corrections to
several orders.
Our only assumptions are: 1) The CFT data agree with

the free scalar model of the previous section at δ = 0.
2) They are described by asymptotic series in nonnega-
tive powers of

√
δ. 3) The two Z2-odd operators which

become σ̂3 and i∂ϕ/
√
2 at δ = 0 behave like σ and χ to

all orders. That is, ∆σ = δ/2, ∆χ = 1 − δ/2, and the
OPE relation (17) is valid.
From this starting point, we must first identify the

two linear combinations O− = cos θOh − sin θOg, O+ =
sin θOh + cos θOg which become ∆-eigenstates for δ =
0+. To that end, we consider the crossing equation (11)
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for ⟨σσO±O±⟩. To O(
√
δ), only 1 and O± contribute on

the LHS while only σ and χ contribute on the RHS [42].
(11) then implies θ = π/4 and ∆± = 1 ±

√
2δ + O(δ),

in perfect agreement with the RG calculation (10)! This
match only works if chgg =

√
2 at δ = 0, which indeed

follows from ⟨∂ϕ(x1)e
iϕ(x2)e−iϕ(x3)⟩0 = −2i/|x12x13x23|.

We further learn from the same crossing equation that
cσχ± = 1/

√
2 +O(

√
δ) and cσσ± = ±

√
δ/2 +O(δ).

At higher orders in
√
δ, the four-point correlators

receive contributions from infinitely many conformal
blocks. Fortunately, all scaling dimensions tend to in-
tegers as δ → 0, which allows us to solve the infinite-
dimensional problem analytically. The key tool are
the analytic functionals of [21], particularly their close
cousins, introduced in Section 2 of [43]. We used them to
isolate the contributions of individual conformal blocks
and thus solve for the CFT data order by order in

√
δ,

similarly to the perturbative bootstrap of [44].
The bootstrap then correctly reproduces the RG re-

sult (10) up to O(δ) and furthermore determines the OPE
coefficients cijk between operators σ, χ, and O±. In par-
ticular, we find the following prediction for ⟨σσO±⟩

cσσ± = ±
√
δ√
2
− 15

16
δ∓

(
π2

3
− 543

128

)
δ3/2

23/2
+O(δ2) . (12)

We were able to reproduce it using RG in our model up
to O(δ). Additional conformal bootstrap predictions are
included in Appendix B.

Notice that the CFT data exhibits a symmetry under√
δ → −

√
δ and O− ↔ O+. In other words, as we circle

in the complex s plane around s = 1, we come back to
the same CFT but O− and O+ switch places.
Conclusions. In this letter, we have put forward a

duality between the long-range quartic model (2) and
the impurity model (4): we claim that they both capture
the same 1d CFT via an interacting IR fixed point for
s ∈ (1/2, 1). While for (2), the fixed point is weakly cou-
pled near s = 1/2 and strongly coupled near s = 1, the
situation is reversed for (4). Directly at s = 1, our model
becomes an exactly solvable conformal boundary condi-
tion, thus allowing us to identify the complete spectrum
of scaling dimensions and OPE coefficients of the critical
1d long-range Ising model in the s → 1 limit.
We have corroborated our proposal by RG and boot-

strap calculations. The latter only requires information
from the solvable s = 1 theory as a seed, therefore pro-
viding a very powerful and independent validation.

The proposed duality solves the previously open prob-
lem of finding a weakly coupled description of the 1d LRI
model near s = 1. Building on the physical picture of
Anderson, Yuval and Kosterlitz, based on kink-antikink
pairs, our duality provides a genuine field theory valid for
s < 1. It is amenable to both RG and bootstrap tech-
niques, allowing the computation of a wealth of CFT data
near the crossover.

The point s = 1 demarcates the long-range to short-
range crossover, in the sense that the LRI model has no
phase transition for s > 1 at positive temperature, as
is the case for the 1d SRI model. In d > 1, a weakly
coupled description of the corresponding crossover was
found in [5, 6]. The extension to d = 1 was unknown
until now, because of the absence of a critical SRI CFT
in 1d. An important difference with respect to d > 1 is
that in d = 1, the temperature becomes a marginal vari-
able at the crossover. Equivalently, the leading invariant
relevant operator O− becomes marginal at s = 1, where
the phase transition is of BKT type [23].

Notice that our σ and χ fields play the same role as
the eponymous fields in [5, 6], where their σ is the SRI
field, and χ an auxiliary GFF; we also recognize our Oh

as the analogue of their O = σχ. Besides this analogy,
our situation is rather different, enriched particularly by
the presence of vertex operators. Therefore, σ and χ are
constructed in a different way, and Og must be included
in the action (4). We also stress that the restriction to
the U(1)-invariant sector of our model plays an important
role in the duality, as such a symmetry does not appear
in the LRI model. We will return to these points in [22].
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Appendix A – Nonperturbative CFT constraints

Let us provide a brief review of the two types of non-
perturbative constrained satisfied by the critical 1d LRI
CFT data for any s ∈ (1/2, 1), namely the crossing equa-
tions and the OPE relation.

Suppose Oi,j,k,ℓ are parity-even primary operators
in a 1d CFT. We consider their four-point correlator
⟨Oi(x1)Oj(x2)Ok(x3)Oℓ(x4)⟩ for x1 > x2 > x3 > x4.
Thanks to the PSL2(R) symmetry, it can be written as

⟨Oi(x1)Oj(x2)Ok(x3)Oℓ(x4)⟩ = x−∆1−∆2+∆3+∆4
12

× x−2∆3
13 x∆1−∆2−∆3−∆4

24 x−∆1+∆2+∆3−∆4
14 Gijkℓ(z) ,

(13)

where xij = xi − xj and z = x12x34

x13x24
∈ (0, 1) is

the cross-ratio. By applying the OPE alternatively to
Oi(x1)Oj(x2) or Oj(x2)Ok(x3), we obtain the s-channel
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and t-channel expansions:

Gijkℓ(z)

=
∑
m

cijmckℓm(−1)JmG
∆i,∆j ,∆k,∆ℓ

∆m
(z)

=
∑
m

cjkmcℓim(−1)JmG
∆i,∆ℓ,∆k,∆j

∆m
(1− z) .

(14)

Here

G∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4

∆5
(z) = z∆5−∆3−∆4

× 2F1(∆5 −∆1 +∆2,∆5 +∆3 −∆4; 2∆5; z)
(15)

are the conformal blocks and (−1)Jm is the parity of Om.

To derive the OPE relations, recall that operators σ
and χ are related by the shadow transform [45]

σ(x) = A

∫
χ(y)

|y − x|2∆σ
dy . (16)

It follows that OPE coefficients involving σ and χ are
related to each other. Indeed, let Oi,j,k,ℓ be primary op-
erators of dimensions ∆i,j,k,ℓ and parities (−1)Ji,Jj ,Jk,Jℓ

and let aij =
1−(−1)Ji+Jj

2 . It follows from (16) that [7, 17]

cσijcχkℓ
cχijcσkℓ

=
Γ
(

∆σ+∆i−∆j+aij

2

)
Γ
(

∆σ−∆i+∆j+aij

2

)
Γ
(

1−∆σ+∆i−∆j+aij

2

)
Γ
(

1−∆σ−∆i+∆j+aij

2

)
×

Γ
(
1−∆σ+∆k−∆ℓ+akℓ

2

)
Γ
(
1−∆σ−∆k+∆ℓ+akℓ

2

)
Γ
(
∆σ+∆k−∆ℓ+akℓ

2

)
Γ
(
∆σ−∆k+∆ℓ+akℓ

2

) .

(17)

Reference [8] provides an alternative derivation of these
OPE relations from the analyticity requirement discussed
in [46].

Appendix B – Additional bootstrap results

By expanding the crossing equation of ⟨σσO±O±⟩ to
O(δ), disentangling the contributions of different opera-
tors using analytic functionals, and finally applying the
OPE relation (17), we derived (10), (12) as well as

cσχ± =
1√
2
∓

√
δ

16
− δ

256
√
2
+O(δ3/2)

cχχ± = −π2δ

2
∓ 11π2δ3/2

16
√
2

+O(δ2) .

(18)

We verified the result for cσχ± using RG in the model (4)

up to O(
√
δ). The same bootstrap method also produces

the following predictions for ⟨O±O±O±⟩

c−−− = +
3

2
− 39

16
√
2

√
δ +O(δ)

c−−+ = −1

2
− 1

16
√
2

√
δ +O(δ)

c−++ = −1

2
+

1

16
√
2

√
δ +O(δ)

c+++ = +
3

2
+

39

16
√
2

√
δ +O(δ) .

(19)

These also agree with RG up to O(
√
δ).

Finally, we studied the four-point correlator ⟨σσσσ⟩ as
a function of the cross ratio z. We were able to bootstrap
it up to O(δ2):

Gσσσσ(z) = 1− log[z(1− z)]δ

+
[
−6Li3

(
z

z−1

)
+ 4 log( 1−z

z )Li2(z)

+ log3(1− z) +
1

2
log2(z) +

1

2
log2(1− z)

− log2(z) log(1− z) +
1

3
π2 log(1− z)

+
1

2
log(z) log(1− z)

]
δ2 +O(δ3) .

(20)

Crossing symmetry Gσσσσ(z) = Gσσσσ(1− z) is manifest
up to O(δ) and follows from polylogarithm identities at
O(δ2).
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