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Abstract

We construct the one matrix model (MM) correlators corresfiog to the general bulk-boundary correlation
numbers of the minimal Liouville gravity (LG) on the disc. Tiad agreement between both discrete and con-
tinuous approach, we investigate the resonance transfiomraixing boundary and bulk couplings. It leads to
consider two sectors, depending on whether the matter p#ined-G correlator is vanishing due to the fusion
rules. In the vanishing case, we determine the explicisfiamation of the boundary couplings at the first order
in bulk couplings. In the non-vanishing case, no bulk-bamdesonance is involved and only the first order
of pure boundary resonances have to be considered. Thos@i@rded in the matrix polynomials determined
in our previous paper. We checked the agreement for the liulindary correlators of MM and LG in several
non-trivial cases. In this process, we developed an altieenaethod to derive the boundary resonance encoding
polynomials.
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1 Introduction

The correspondence between the two descriptions of 2D guomgtavity given by the matrix model (MM) and the
Liouville gravity (LG) has been widely investigated for nedihan thirty years [1, 2]. One of the key steps was the
matching of the MM critical exponents with the gravitatiboémension of the LG correlators [3—-5]. Technically
more elaborate, the matching between correlators was frforqmed in [6] for the sphere one and two points
functions. This correspondence involves the so-callednasce transformation, a finite renormalization of the
couplings arising due to the ambiguity lying in the presesioeontact terms. Since these early steps, various matrix
models have been introduced (one and two hermitian matricteisp ADE, matrix chainsQ(n) loop gas model,
g-Potts,...) to describe a discrete quantum gravity wiffedint kind of matter fields. We concentrate here on
the simplest one, the one hermitian matrix model which contn description is provided by a minimal Liouville
gravity, i.e. a quantum gravity which matter sector is gibgra minimal model. In this context, the full resonance
transformation on the sphere has been conjectured in [d]clhecked up to the fifth order [7, 8] (see also [9] for the
case of the gravitational scaling Lee-Yang model). Agregetween the two descriptions has also been verified
on the disc with the trivial boundary conditions (BC) in [10]

Recently, the correspondence between the one matrix modehaimal LG has been extended to worldsheets
with arbitrary boundaries. More precisely, matrix corteta describing a disc with any boundary conditions have
been constructed by two of the authors in [11]. It was lat@wsh[12] that this construction relies on a linear
relation of decomposition satisfied by the FZZT branes [#Bdf LG found in [15]. In [16], we constructed the
matrix boundary operators introduced between two arlyitbeundary conditions. This construction involves the
first order of a pure boundary resonance transformatiortalkas the form of a polynomial in the matix.

The purpose of this paper is to extend the previous congingcby considering matrix correlators describing
a disc with an insertion of one bulk and one boundary operdtothe search for agreement between LG and MM
correlators, we are led to distinguish two different cad¥fen the boundary operator Kac index does not belongs
to the fusion rules of two copies of the bulk operator inde, tatter part of the LG correlator has to vanish. This
case involves a mixed bulk-boundary resonance transfametat will be determined at the first order by imposing
the cancellation of MM correlators combinations. On theeothand, if the LG correlator is non-vanishing, no
mixed bulk-boundary resonance arises for dimensionabreasThus, we only have to consider the pure boundary
resonance already determined in [16]. We explicitly chddke agreement between MM and LG in a few non-trivial
cases, confirming our general approach to the resonancddraration. In this process, we derived an alternative
expression for the polynomials encoding the resonancefoemation. This expression proved to be convenient
when the Kac index of the boundary operators are small.

In the first section, we concentrate on the LG side and speeitie expression of the Liouville bulk-boundary
correlator [17] to the case of a coupling with a degeneratéemaperator. In section two, we explain how to
construct the bulk-boundary matrix correlators and detfiegr expression in the continuum limit. The section three
is the core of the paper, starting with general consideratam the resonance transformation and deriving the ralatio
between MM and LG correlators. Then we show the agreemewekeetthe two approaches for both vanishing and
non-vanishing LG correlators. Most of the technical detare assigned to the appendix.

2 OntheLiouville gravity side

2.1 Bulk-boundary correlator in Liouville gravity

The Liouville gravity is the description of 2D quantum gitgmvith critical matter in the conformal gauge [18]. The
total action obeys the conformal symmetry and consistsreeticomponents, the Liouville, matter and ghost parts

IStrictly speaking, this resonance transformation alstuites the bulk LG cosmological constant linked to the dredsek identity
operator. In “pure boundary”, we understand here that nerdihlk operators are involved except for this cosmologieah of the critical
action. All these statements will be clarified in the sectioree below.



The bulk Liouville actionSy, is given as
1
SL= - / Vad'z [gabaaqbam + QR + dmpe™?| (2.1)
%

wherey is the bulk cosmological constant aitthe Ricci scalar associated to the fixed worldsheet mgtficThe
background chargé€) is related to the Liouville parametérby ) = b + 1/b, which provides the central charge
cr, = 1 +6Q?. The matter part is described by a conformal action with a@rabchargecy; = 1 — 6¢> where

g = b—1/b. The ghost part is the usuél, c) system of the bosonic string theory, with central charge= —26.
The vanishing of the total conformal anomaly leads to a caimgton the central charges that fixes the Liouville
parameten. In the following, we will concentrate on thecritical models, realized as a LG with a matter sector
given by a minimal model of the Lee-Yang seri@s2p + 1) for whichb=2 = p + 1/2.

For the critical gravity, the fields describing the conformmatter, metric and ghosts are formally decoupled. But
in the correlation functions, any matter field needs to besieé by the appropriate Liouville vertex operator to form
a composite field of dimensiofi, 1), <I>1,je251’j¢(z). The dressing chargg, ; is related to the bare operator scaling
dimension through

Q 1 b
where the indice¢1, j) denotes the position cb, ; in the Kac table, ang = 1,---,p. In order to respect the

invariance under diffeomorphisms, the LG composite fieldsifd be integrated over the worldsheet. However, the
presence of conformal Killing vectors allow to fix the pasitiof some of these operators, provided we multiply them
with a suitable ghost factor. To fix the notation, the intéggla(or fixed) dressed operator with Kac labelp — J)
will be denotedV; with J running from zero tep — 1.

On the disc, the Liouville action acquires a boundary terfj,[1

SéB) = i/ g4z QK¢ + 27#,111361’“0 , kB = +/pcoshmbs (2.3)
21 Jox sin(mb?)

where K is the intrinsic curvature of the bounddryAt the quantum level, the boundary states are labeled by the
parametes, which is related to the boundary cosmological constantn the semi-classical limit by an hyperbolic
cosine parameterization [14]. The Liouville gravity boanylstates are tensor products of these stateswith a
Cardy statg(1,/) > describing the matter boundary conditions. Such stateg alieear decomposition property
[13],
-1
s, (L) >= > |s+iab,(1,1) > (2.4)
a=—(1-1):2

where the sum runs from (I — 1) to ! — 1 with steps of two. This decomposition has been shown to bsisiemt
with the matrix model boundary construction on the disc [E2¢wever, its validity for topologies of higher genus
may still need to be checked more carefully [19, 20].

Likewise in the bulk case, one may introduce dressed corgbmmatter boundary operatoﬁaB’jeﬁLW(Z) with a
dressing charge given by (2.2). The integrated dressedimpemwith Kac labe(1, 2(I — k) — 1) wherek is running
from zero tol — 1 will be denoted a®3;.. For convenience, one may consider the dressed operatangeagirbation
of the LG action by introducing external sources,

p—2 -2
AS ="V + Y 7By (2.5)
J=0 k=0

2In order to simplify the relation between the LG and MM bourydzosmological constants, the factigr /sin(7b2) has been put outside
the definition ofu s, contrary to the notation used in [13].



The symmetry under translation of the Liouville field leadsassociate a gravitational dimension to the coupling
constants. Assuming a dimension two for the bulk cosmo#gionstanj:, the other coupling dimensions are found

tobel[r;] =p+1—J and[rlg)] = [ — k. Itis noted that by definition, the bulk and boundary cosrgial constants
couple to the dressed identity operatats,; = andr@1 = up, [up] = 1. The sphere and disc partition functions

respectively scale ax)/b and@/b.
The bulk-boundary correlation number we are considerimgbeawritten as

(VyBy)(& = nt 10272 AL R(Py, By, 5) (2.6)
with Py = P,y = $(J 4+ 1/2)b and B, = Bi20-k-1 = (I — k)b. Because of the presence of conformal

Killing vectors, one may simply fix the position of both bowamg and bulk operators, avoiding this integration over

coordinates. The coefficiem’}l,z is independent of the Liouville parameteandy, it takes into account the matter
and ghost factors, as well as some additional multiplieationstant in the expression of the Liouville correldtor.
This coefficient vanishes when the boundary operator Kaexiddes not belong to the fusion algebra of the modules
associated to two copies of the bulk operator, i.e.

N —0 when 1—k>p—J. (2.7)

In the section 4.4 below, we will compare only the and s- dependent part of MM and LG correlators. In this
manner, we do not need the explicit expression for the cwﬁlml\/}llz and the property (2.7) will be sufficient for
our purpose.

The s-dependent factor in (2.6) has been obtained in Liouvill& fteeory and is given in [17] as a Fourier

transform S(64 +B)S(6- +B)
. —27S0 5 — + -t
R(P,B,5) = —i /C doe " R(P.f,0), R(P.60) = g a0

whered, = o — %6 F P andS(x) denotes the double sine function [13] which satisfies thi groperties
S(xz +b) = 2sin(wbz)S(x), S(x+1/b) =2sin(rz/b)S(x), S(z)S(Q —=x)=1. (2.9)

In the context of Liouville theory, the momenfarelated to the charge of vertex operator by= @)/2 — P are
purely imaginary. In this case, the Fourier transform in| j$&vell defined and the contourin the integral (2.8) is
along the imaginary axis. However, in the context of Liolevgravity, these momenta are real and the convergence
of the Fourier transform is no longer guaranteed. As a careezg, the contout should be appropriately deformed
(see details in the appendix A.1).

One may notice thak(P, 3, s) is an even function of ands;

R(P7578):R(_P7ﬁ73)7 R(P7578):R(P757_3)' (210)

For the degenerate valugs= kb, k € Z*, R is reduced to a ratio of sines due to the shift propertiesfsadi by,

(2.8)

R(P). kb,o) = 452 HZ;ll sin(7bd, + mab?)sin(wbd_ + wab?)
A sin(7dy /b) sin(mwd_ /b)
The contour integration can be performed, leading to anitafsum over residues,

(2.11)

451 =T 2 2 b
- - - ; ; —7mbs(2n+k+2Py /b)
R(Py, kb, s) Sn(2r Py /b (Z:O 1:[1 sin{mb*(a + n)} sin{mwb” (v + n) + 2w Psb}e
e (2.12)

oo k—1
— Z H sin{mb?(a + n)} sin{rb*(a +n) — ZWPJb}e_”bs@"Jrk_zPJ/b)) .

n=0a=1

3The exact expression of the facWr}lk) depends on the proper normalization of the operators. Tfiggehce of normalization between

MM and LG correlators is sometimes referred as “leg factotisey corresponds to a multiplicative degree of freedomtlier coupling
constants. Here, it will be fixed by requiring monic polynaisiin the resonance transformations of the section three.

3



In the simple casé = 1, the summation can be easily done and we get the simple siqmnes

b sinh 27 Pjs

. 2.13
sinh(27 Py /b) sinh7bs (2.13)

R(PJ7b>8):_

Unfortunately, the formula (2.12) is not convenient for garison with the matrix model results. This is why in
the next section we shall exploit the recursion relationsr evsatisfied byR in order to propose an alternative
expression.

2.2 Shift identities

The bulk-boundary correlatioR( Py, kb, s) obeys several shift relations that are supposed to be detatie bulk
[21, 22] and boundary [23, 24] ground ring structures. Theyigde a nice recursion relation which bypass the
complicated summed expression and will turned to be usefiolbto relate MM and LG correlators. The readers
who are not interested in the technical details might skipghbsection.

The simplest relation is obtained from the expression (2\dBens is shifted by+:/b;

R(Py, kb, s +i/b) + R(Py, kb, s —i/b) = (=1)¥2cos(2xP; /b) R(Py, kb, s). (2.14)
Another relation can be derived using the properties of théote sine function to show that
R(Py +b/2, (k4 1)b,0) = 2(cos(2rbo) — cos 2rb?(k + Py /b)) R(Py, kb, o). (2.15)
Plugging this into the Fourier transform, the first cosirg gives a sum over shifts of and we end up with
R(Py£b/2, (k4 1)b,s) = R(Py, kb, s + ib) + R(Py, kb, s — ib) — 2 cos 2xb*(k = Py /b) R(Py, kb, s) (2.16)

where a similar relation was also derived for negative shift
The most interesting relation is obtained if by shiftingnd% but not P;. The shift relation is properly derived
in the appendix (A.2) and it reads
coshwbs R(Py, (k + 1)b,s) = 2cos(2nbPy) R(Py, kb, s) — ¢ [R(Py, kb, s + ib) + R(Py, kb, s — ib)]
sinhwbs R(Py, (k + 1)b, s) = isy [R(Py, kb, s +ib) — R(Py, kb, s —ib)], (2.17)

or equivalently

cos 2Pymh
Ck

h inh
R(Py. kb, s + ib) cosh mbs n Z,sm mbs

R(Py.kb.5) - & ( ) R(Py(k+1bs),  (218)

Ck Sk
where we used the shortcut notation
¢ = cosmb’k, s, = sinwb’k. (2.19)

Together with the knowledge of the expression (2.13) fooiheratorB,, this last relation fully determineB at any
Bk- Indeed, it is easy to show that the following expressioisBas recursively the second shift relation in (2.17)
with the initial condition given by (2.13) (see appendix A.3

k—1

pk—1 sinh 2w Pys
Py kb, s) = —uF ' ————— T sinh?irb*y o —xg) P 2% 590
R(Fy, kb, s) B sinh(27 Py /b) y:lsm " —%; 1):2 6—1(:[ 1):2 . ) sinh bsq ( )

with s, = s + iab andz,, = z(s,) = ucosh wbs,. The expression fok = 2 can be simplified into

bs1 sinh(2Py £+ b)7s
DI

Py,2 =
R(Py,2b,s) ~ sinh(27 Py /b) cosh2 7Tb$ -

. 2.21
Sp41 sinh wbs ( )



Finally, a recursion relation ok can be derived by considering( Py, kb, s + ib — ib),

h? bs — c7
DRI (2 2) B kb ) — —cy coshwbs R(Py, (k + 1)bys) + S T i) pop oy, ),
S9ok+1 259k +15k+1
(2.22)

with » = 2P;/bin ¢,.
3 Onthematrix side
The one matrix model partition function is given by an insfjpover anN x N hermitian matrix)/,

Zium = / dMe s T V) (3.1)

whereV (M) is a polynomial potential chosen to achieve thet 1)-th Kazakov multi-critical point [25] (for a
review of this model, see [1,2]). The partition function ahd correlators can be expanded in powerd/of, each
term being associated to a different topology. We focus barthe first term of the series which describe the planar
topologies (sphere or disc). These first order terms departtieot’Hooft parameter? = 1/g which weight the
number of vertices of the planar Feynman diagrams. Sincpdtemeter controls the area of the discrete surfaces
dual to the Feynman diagrams, it is sometimes referred dsatteecosmological constant. In the continuum lirsit,

is sent to a critical valug* where the mean area diverge, and we define the renormaliwdirug)el/b2to =K—K"
wheree ~ N ~2/2P13 s the lattice size cut-off. To this coupling is assigneddieension|to] = p + 1.

In order to compare thé + 1)-th multi-critical MM with the (2, 2p + 1) minimal Liouville gravity, we first
need to introduce the KdV deformations [26—28]. These fimkdiormations of the potentidl (1/) by the other
multi-critical potentialsV (M) — V(M) + >, ff,KdV)V}KdV) lead to the string equation that determines the string
susceptibility - or two-punctured sphere partition fuanti » as a function of the deformations. Under a suitable
normalization, the string equation reads

p—1
uPtt — Z tf,KdV)uJ =0. (3.2
J=0

wheretf]KdV) is the renormalizedﬁKdV). The (p + 1)-th multi-critical point, denoted:, is defined as the point

where all the perturbations, including the MM cosmologicahstantt, = t(()KdV), are turned off, except for the

couplingtgidlv) of dimension two. At this point, the MM can be compared to L@ aﬁdlv) corresponds to the LG
cosmological constant.® In particular,u|, = v/1+ and the resolvent defined below is identified with the LG idgnt
boundary 1pt function on the disc.

As mentioned in the introduction, the bulk resonance ti@nshtion has already been treated in [7]. At the level
of insertion of a single bulk operator, this unnecessary gmation can be avoided by a linear redefinition of the
polynomials that perturb the matrix potential. These redefipotentials, denoted hérg, absorb the first order (but

all orders inw) of the resonance transformation. After this redefinitibie, new potentials couple to bare parameters

“This integral should be understood here as a formal serigsneldl by expanding the exponential, keeping only the quiadterm, the
coefficient of which must be negative.

®Contrary to the unitary models (e.g. thén) matrix model [29]), here the area is no longer measured byragsed identity operators,
but by the operator of highest dimensiti In this sense, the MM renormalized cosmological const@KﬁY) does not corresponds to the LG

cosmological constamgid}/) = u. To avoid confusion, in the following we should only refertainder the denomination “bulk cosmological
constant”.



ts that can be directly identified with the parameteysperturbing the minimal LG in the continuum limit. In this
setting, the bulk 1-pt functions are obtained from the matrodel correlators as,

(o Vi (M) = P20
J

where the bulk couplings are turned offsatexcept fort,,_; = p. With this choice, all the MM bulk 1-pt functions
vanishes apart from the one with=p — 1.

Let us turn to the boundary effect. The disc with one markedt@nd trivial boundary conditions (i.e. leading
to (1, 1) matter BC in the continuum limit) is given by the resolvergfided as

- <VJ>LG ) (3-3)

*

N—oo N T—M

This quantity is the Stielges transform of the eigenvalussdg for the matrix)/. The bare boundary cosmological
constantz controls the length of the boundary of the discretized seda In the continuum limit, it is also sent to a
critical valuez* where the mean boundary length diverges. This criticalevaln be taken to be zero by a shift of
the matrix, and we define the renormalized boundary cosriwabgonstant asx = z, [x] = 1. In the process, we
have to throw away the non-universal contributions whiah @olynomials inz such as the terriy’(z) appearing

in the expression (3.4) of the resolvent. Since in the falhgwwve focus on the expression of the correlators in this
continuum limit, we automatically throw away all the noritical terms and write directly [30]:

w(z) = <tr

The uniformizing parameterization afhas been introduced in order to resolve the branch cut|oveso, —u| of
the resolvent. The right bound of the branch cut is identifigt the “string susceptibilityu.

On the disc topology, the boundary describing a matter {ith) BC have been constructed in [11] by allowing
the matrix to additionally interact with Gaussian vectordwilavors. For instance, the one and two-point functions
of minimal LG with matter BC(1,[) and cosmological constantss) (two identical boundaries for the two-point
function) have been identified in [16] as

MUk POk MYPOM (1 M
(Br){& = <tr 7> . (BB = <tr (z, M)P"(z, M) (3.6)
CL cL

W) = lim i<tr ! >: SV(@) + @), (3.2)

> =y’ cosh(mws/b), x = ucoshmbs. (3.5)
CL

xr —

E(‘T’M) E((ﬂ,M)Q

where the leg factors have been included in the definitioh@iG correlators and
l—
F(x,M) = (M — Z,), xo=wucoshmbsy, Sq=s5+iab (3.7)

a=—(1-1):2

—_

creates the corresponding MM boundary. The polynoni?als® (z, 1), determined in [16], encode the pure bound-
ary resonance transformation and will be defined more plcis the section 4.1 below.
The MM correlators with identical boundarié$(x, M ) can be derived from the following disc partition function

in the presence of boundary soum&M“,

-1
200y = <tr log (Fl(x,M) + Ztg>Ma>> . (3.8)
CL

a=0

To investigate the bulk-boundary matrix correlator, wedheconsider the disc partition function of Eq. (3.8) in the
presence of the bulk sources in the CFT frame, as in (3.3) nTdtex correlator we are interested in is defined as

92z M
oW (z) = = <tr S — VJ(M)> (3.9)
/ E?tJ(‘)t,(f) E(‘T’ M) c,CL

*



where 'c’ denotes the connected part arall the non-trivial couplings turned off. This quantity iastly evaluated
from the expansion of the produgj (see identity (A.1) of [12]),

Oyi(x) == Z H —xg)” <tr :pa]\{aMtr VJ(M)>CCL. (3.10)

a=—(1—1):2 B=—(-1):2

#ao

We recursively make use of the property

Z H (o —wg) '2% =0, fora<l—1, (3.11)

=—(1=1):2 p=—(-1)2

in order to rewrite the matrix correlators as

OL(le)z(m) = — Z H (2o — )22 <tr o i Mtr VJ(M)>CCL (3.12)

a=—(1=1):2 8= (L2

This decomposition involves the derivative of the knowrkiiHpt functions with respect to the boundary cosmolog-
ical constant [10],

(1) . 1 ) 2P /b 1Slnh 27TPJS
= - M T 3.13
OJo () <tr T — Mtr Vil )>c,CL 2b sinh 7bs ( )

where the normalization has been fixed such that

20— 3/28inhws(1/b —b)

(1) 1 _
Op21 0(®) = —0Opuls fixedw = 2b Sinh hs (3.14)
We end up with the following expression for the bulk-bounydianatrix correlators,
-1 .
0D (z) = b 2q,2Ps /b1 Z H o — ) L2l o ST Py 5a) (3.15)

P
i il sinh(7bs,,)
BEa

It should be noted that the-dependent part o’ )( ) exactly reproduces the correlator of L&(Py, kb, s) in
Eq. (2.20).

Finally, let us stress that the expression (3.15) satishigsrelations similar to those obtained for the LG corre-
lator in section 1.2.

OV (s +i/b) + OV (s — i/b) = 2(—1)!" cosh(2x Py /b) OY)(s),

l 1 1
209, 1(s) = 00,1 o (5) + O (s, (3.16)
O (s % ib) = OF 11, (5) = 2105V (s).

The third identity is derived from a relation that can be &dko the insertion of a boundary ground ring operator, as
explained in the appendix of [16].



4 Comparison of matrix modelswith Liouville Gravity

4.1 Theresonancetransformation

In order to compare the matrix model with the LG results, weehim take into account a possible redefinition
of the coupling constants known as the resonance transfimmaThis transformation is a consequence of the
ambiguity in the definition of the so-called contact terms, ithe values of the correlators that contain operators
taken at coinciding points. Such contact terms can be relabddnto a finite renormalization of the couplings.
Coinciding bulk operators lead to pure bulk coupling resmea This phenomenon was first introduced in the
matrix model context in [6] and then later investigated toe perturbed sphere partition function in [7]. When
dealing with a worldsheet having a boundary, we have to taiceaccount boundary operators at coinciding points
which leads to pure boundary couplings resonance, i.efingtlen of the boundary couplings involving only other
boundary couplings. In addition, we also have to take intmant a bulk operator coinciding with the boundary (or
equivalently with its mirror image) and bulk operators aadting with boundary ones. These two phenomena lead to
a bulk-boundary resonance which translates into the pceseihbulk couplings in the resonance transformation of
the boundary ones. It is stressed that no boundary coupimng$e involved in the resonance of the bulk ones. The
resonance transformation can be seen as a finite renorti@iizand this should be related to the study made in [31],
where it was noticed that no boundary couplings arise in tBeeRuations of bulk couplings. On the contrary bulk
couplings in the RG equations of boundary ones generate@uooundary flows.

In the problem we are considering, we have already takenaotount the bulk resonance transformation in
a suitable definition of the matrix potential deformatidris and the general boundary resonance transformation

writes
O +Zc,,,,H R SRCNIN me +ka (4.2)

where thec,, are just numerical constants. The resonance condition @mdhpling constants dimension that
restricts the form of the RHS gave its name to the transfaomatWe recall the dimensions of the couplings:
[r]=p+1—Jand[z)] =1 — k.

The bulk and boundary cosmological constants= 7,_; andup = Tl@l are not turned off at the point
where the other perturbations vanishes. These two cowphing of minimal dimension among respectively the
bulk and boundary ones, so that no other couplings can appeheir resonance transformation;_; = p and
tl@l = —j—iuB with s, = sin7b?k (or z = up, the coefficient-s;/s; appearing in the normalization d)f_)l is
due to the fact that the monomial of degiee 1 in F;(x, M) is proportional to—j—im, see [11,12]). The boundary
resonance transformation relevant for the study of boyndae and two points functions, as well as bulk-boundary
correlators, writes

-2 p—2
t = PO (1, up) ZPU (1, pB)T ()+ Z Pél)’km(u,uB)T,gl)T,(,?—i— Z QW (u, up)ry, (4.2)
k,m=a J=p+1—I+a

The functionP;" and@;," are polynomials in: and .z and the summations are restricted because of the resonance
condition on the gravitational dimensions. Multiplicatiof the boundary couplings by a constant will only change
the normalization of the boundary operator, leading to #eiht leg factor. In order to fix this degree of freedom,
we assume here that at the first orcﬁ?r: T(Sl), or PCEZ)’“ =1.

To understand how the transformation (4.2) relates theelaiors of the two theories, we first consider the LG
boundary 1-pt function with a non-trivial operator inser{@, # B;_1) and apply the chain rule,

k k
o YAY o 1),k M* _
= CLE:O P! tr R0 o, =0 (4.3)

otl 0] LYAU)
(Bk) =
oD ZO or ord |,




since the matrix correlators with powers bf%, o < | — 1 are vanishing due to (3.11). In a similar way for the
identity operator we get

o =t () ©)
(Bl—1>|(_(); 0z _ oty 0Z

oD = o0 ol

D S R R E R O Y

a=0

This is in indeed what we observe [12] sinEf—Ql (, B) = —(s1/51) -
We now turn to the boundary 2pt functions and start again thighnhon-trivial operators == [ — 1 £ m,

m 0 0
o 0 Oty 02

aTlE ) a=0 87_(” a
inf(k,m) 82 0 920 m 9 c(zl t(l) 92z
— +

= orDor) at? | GZO g o\ a#l ot ot
inf(k,m)

0%t < > ot at§,> < Mo+t >
= tr
az:; 87’,&1)87',(7? Fy(x, M ;)bzg 8Tm 37- Fi(z,M)? /.

(4.5)

*

As in the case of the boundary 1pt functions, the first sumsbvess so that the quadratic term in the resonance
transformation (4.1) plays no role here. The second ternmekethe two polynomials that were determined in [16],

POk, M)PO™ (3 M) k
(BrBum)i& = <tr ’ — , POR@ M) =Y BO* (o). (4.6)
Fy(, M) o

Since we impose(Pél)’k =1, PW'* is a monic polynomial in\/. When one of the operator is trivial( = [ — 1),
the computation is similar to (4.5) but we have to define thHimponnomial separatly as

POz M) Za PW (p, z)M*. (4.7)

where the normalization has been fixed in order to have agaiorac polynomial inM. In the following we will
not specify anymore whether or not the operators are diffefrem the identity, but just keep in mind this subtlety
in the definition of P()-i—1,

Finally, let us investigate the case of interest for thisguaghe bulk-boundary correlators

vl = 2 zkj—atg) 20| _ -0t 20 | $ o) 020
o | 2o o) oD oroll | = oror?) ot

As in the case of the boundary 1pt and 2pt functions, the setgym vanishes because either the correlator is zero
(a <l—1)ora=1-1andthe coupling;l(l_)1 has no resonance involving. The first term in (4.8) is a sum of two

contributions since the variableg) may depends ony,

(4.8)

* * *

o) o2z0 | I ol or) 9220
(VyBp)Y = + b (4.9)
e Z) or ot ;019 az bz ar® s gt ol |
Introducing the previous polynomiaR")* and the bulk-boundary encoding polynomfals
I+J—p—1
QU@ M)y = Y QP @M, QU@ M) Za pY (4.10)

®Note that since the relative normalization of the bulk andriatary couplings have already been fixed, there is no reas@mgtiire that
QW7 is a monic polynomial in\/.



we finally get

0 POk, M) ) PORE @, M)QW (2, M)
<VJBI€>LG <tr Fl(ac, M) tr VJ(M) - tr Fl((ﬂ, M)2 o (4.12)

The gravitational dimension of the polynomials can be deducom this relation,
(ViBp) = k+J—1+1/2, [0V =at+J—-1+1/2 =  [POF =k [QV7]=J+I-p—1. (4.12)

The formula (4.11) implies that we have to consider two diffe cases. When the LG correlator vanishes, both
terms in (4.11) contribute. It appears that imposing thaskang of the combination of the two MM correlators
provides a sufficient number of constraints to fully deterenihe bulk-boundary resonance te@ff)-’. It will be
done in the section 4.3.

On the other hand, when the LG correlator is non-zero] & < p—.J, we observe that the term which involves
Q"7 is not present in (4.11). Indeed, in this case the boundaeyavpr B;, does not belong to the fusion outcome of

the two copies of the bulk operators involved in the resoeaﬂdzl(fil Tpet Because of the orthogonality property
of the boundary 2pt functions, there can be no contributiomfa contact term arising when a bulk operator meets
the boundary. We will explicitly check this result by retadiMM and LG correlators for several non-trivial cases

(k=0,1,2,1 — 2,1 — 1) in the section 4.4 below.

4.2 Preliminary checks

As the first verification of the formula derived for both MM ah& correlator, we check the agreement of both

expressions when no resonance is involved. This is the casthd boundary operataB, since the boundary

couplingré ) only enters the resonance transformation 8fin (4.2) andP®-0 simply equals to one. For the non-

vanishing casé < p — J whereQ():/ is not involved, the expression (3.15) (Gfm reproduces (2.6) for the LG
correlator(VJBo>(Lc);,

sinh(27 Py /b)
ny;ll sinh? irb2y

0O (s) = ! "H2N 0 R(Py b, s), N = —p327 (4.13)

As the second verification of the previous formalism, we nmagstigate the shift relations involving— s+i/b.
More precisely, we should check that the sign flips arising dusuch shifts (see (2.14) and (3.16)) are compatible

with the formula (4.11) and the definition of the polynomi&&)*. In particular, the coefficient®.""* (4, z) are
polynomials of degree*~¢ in z. Sinceu has a gravitational dimension two amdne, their monomials are of the
form z£=a=27 wheren is an integer. This implie®!""* (1, —2) = (—=1)=2P* (4, 2). Focusing again on the
non-vanishing LG correlators, we have

w2 N (R(Py, (1= k)b, s +i/b) + R(Py, (I — k)b, s — /b))

k
=3 ()R PO () (O5a(s +/8) + 05 (s — i)

a=0 (4.14)

k

=(—1)""%2cos(2w Py /b) Z Pk (p, w)OSZZL(S)
a=0

as required.
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4.3 Vanishing correlatorsand their constraints

We consider the cade- k£ > p — J for which the LHS of (4.11) is equal to zero. It is easy to seedmyrsion over
k that all the monomial terms have to vanish independentbyliiag in! + J — p constraints

QW (a, )M“> o
=05 (x) for 0<a<l+J-p (4.15)
< Fye, M) [

Solving these constraints allows to determine the polyadm@(l)"](x,M) of degreel + J — p — 1 in M that

encodes the bulk-boundary resonance transformation. dlkebbundary MM correlatoOL(]l()l has been computed
in the section 3. Itis convenient to introduce the Chebygiwynomials of the first and second kind,

ksmh(k‘ + 1)7bs

_k
Ti(x) = u” cosh kmbs, Ug(x) = g (4.16)
and to rewrite the expression (3.15) as
@) _ —11, 0 95 —p—1/2 o Tp—s(za)
0. (x) = (-1) 2b u sinh(7s/b) Z H Lz o S (whsg)
a=—(-1)2 A=—(-1:2
(4.17)
—ucosh(ws/b) Z H o —25)  2lUpy-1(24)

=—(1=1):2 #=—(-1)2

where we used the expression2®; = 1/b — (p — J)b to expand the hyperbolic sine in the numerators. When
a <1+ J — p,the second sum in (4.17) vanishes because of the propettl) @d we simply have,

_ 1 _ —p— . xajj_J(xa)
Ofa(@) = (=)' b~ 2u?/ =P~ sinh (s /b) )Thme e (4.18)
2 %:1 Y 6_1;Il) Y sinh(mbs,)

The general boundary 2pt functions have been studied in fLBla simplification occurs when the two bound-
aries are identical. It can be seen by looking at the follgnaarrelator,

-1 -1

P . o — 2y lge C) — @)
<t (M—y)Fz(w,M)>CL_ 2 [ (wa—as)"a% : (4.19)

— T
a=—(1—1):2 B=—(1-1):2 y @
pra

Wheny belongs to the set dfx,, }, all the terms vanish apart from, = y. For this remaining term, both numerator
and denominator cancels and we end up with the resolveniatied atz,,,

-1

M 9 e 1 o sinh(ms,/b)
t = —b 2P/ o —ag) tal S 4.20
< : (M — a:a)Fl(a:,M)> " ﬁ—l(_z[n:z (T = 25) " o sinh wbs, (4.20)

B

This result can be plugged in the expression of the MM caiwedawith two boundaries, to get

Mot -2, p—1/2 z&tt
tr —— = (=1)'b“uP™ inh b 2_ta 4.21
< ' Fl(%M)Z>CL A sinh(rs/) Z H smhﬂbsa (4.21)

a=—(I=1)2 p=(-1)2
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Comparing (4.18) and (4.21), we propose an ansatz for theesaif the polynomial§ ")/ at the pointsi/ =

Tt
-1

QU (z, 1) = —%uﬂj—p) H (xq — 2p) |:Tp_J(.ZL'a) + ¢V (x4 sinh s, (4.22)
B=—(1—1):2
o

whereq(®-/ (z,,) is a polynomial of degreg — J — 1 in z, whose coefficients depend enThis term arises because
of the freedom in the identification to add, sinh 7bs, with ¢ < | — 1 — a to T, ;(z,) within the sum over.

Thus, the expression 63"/ (z, z,,) containsp — .J free parameters that will be determined a posteriori. Kngwi
[ values ofQ)-/ | we can use the Lagrange interpolation formula to ob@ﬁ%J(m, M) as a polynomial of degree

-1,
-1

1 _
Q(l)’J(m>M) = _§u2(J p)F}(ﬂj‘,M) Z
a=—(1-1):2

T, ey .7 o) sinh «

—J(a) + ¢\ (24) sinh 7bs ' (4.23)
M — x,
But we know from scaling arguments th@t"/ (x, M) must be of degree— 1 — (p — .J), so we have to impose the
vanishing of thep — J highest degree terms. These are exactly the number of aoristneeded to determigé)-’.
These constraints can be derived from the study of the asjimptt M/ — oo,

-1
|:Tp_J(.ZL'a) + ¢V (z4) sinhwbsa} zh =0, n=0---p—1—.. (4.24)
a=—(1-1):2

To solve these constraints, we first note that we can replade the previous equations by a Chebyshev polynomial
of the first kind with the same degree. Then we decompds€ over a basis of Chebyshev polynomials of the
second kind,

p—1—J
gV (24) = Z g]gl)’J(s)up_J_kUk(wa) (4.25)
k=0
which allows to simplify the constraints
-1
Z (cosh(p — J)mbsq cosh nmwbs, + Z (j,(j)"] sinh(k + 1)mbs, cosh mrbsa> =0 (4.26)
a=—(1-1):2 k

and eventually perform the-summation using

-1 -1
Z sinhy7mbs, = 5% sinh ~y7bs, Z cosh ymbs, = 5 cosh ~y7bs. (4.27)
a=—(1—1):2 5y a=—(1-1):2 Sy

We end up with a linear system ovﬁ(f)"],

p—1—J

_ S(p—J+n
E unké](gl)J = ’TTL Z/[nk = (p=Jin)l
k=0

1 1
5 = T,— 4.28
sinh 7bs’ 2 " Skil1+n 2 — Sp—Jtn P J:I:n(x) ( )

that can be solved by inverting thig — .J) x (p — J) matrix{(s).” This technique provides a unique expression
for the polynomialsQ®)-/ (z, M) that solves the constraints (4.15). From this expressiosnot obvious that the
coefficients ofQ()-’ (x, M) are polynomials inz and . This can be shown, provided that the determinartt/ of
cancels with the numerators of each coefficients. This iseddvhat happened in the few cases we checked.

"For a matter of clarity, here the vectors and matrix inditas §rom zero instead of the usual convention one.

12



As a crosscheck for the expression (4.23Y0-7/, we consider the insertion of a bulk identity operatér=
p — 1. In this simple case, there is only one constraint that cagelsdy solved,

()p—1 _ _ ucoshmbs

q (4.29)

sinh wbs

But since the cosmological constant= ¢, is not turned off at the critical point and is not resonanf-*—1 s
just the derivative of the boundary matrix operai(z, M) with respect tq: at fixedz,

_ OF(z,M)
= o

0 cosh wbs 2 Fix, M)

(l)vp_l M _ 0 coshmbs
¢ 0 x fixed [@L 2mwby sinh whs Os

Fi(x, M) l_Zl sinh irb2ar (4.30)

2,/psinh wbs e 1):2 M — z,,
This result is in agreement with the expression (4.23) aritbj4
As another example, let us investigate the case p — 2 where the matrixX/ is simply2 x 2. The inversion
gives
Wp-2 ___ ac 1 (-2 _2953 —(2+co)zu® wul
% 22 —u2c}sinhwhs’ 4 B 2(z2 —u?c}) sinhmbs’

(4.31)

Even in the case df= 4, the expression fof)¥?—2 s rather complicated and we will not give it here. However,
we have been able to check that the faatbr- u?c? appearing in the denominator of the two previous coeffisient
cancels so that each monomial@f*»~2(M) is indeed a polynomial i and.:.. We believe that the cancelation of
det U/ is a general feature such that the polynong&)-»—/ (M) determined by this method always has the required
form.

4.4 Non-vanishing correlators

We investigate here the relation (4.11) in the case of nanisting LG correlators. As already mentioned above,
there is no bulk-boundary resonance involved. The nonr@sacasé = 0 has already been treated as a preliminary
check. In this section, we restrict ourselves to the casesl, 2,/ — 2 and/ — 1. The aim is not to derive a general
proof but only to provide convincing arguments for the ceteicy of the approach presented in section 4.1 and the
pure boundary resonance expression found in [16]. Accghginve will concentrate on tha- and s- dependent
part of the LG and MM correlators which are already non-#livin particular, we neglect the coefficieM}l,z that
contains the matter and ghost sectors contributions. Witloi@ careful analysis, one could also a priori derive their
expression from the MM side but this is beyond the scope effiaper.

The pure boundary resonance transformation, encoded potigomialsP)-* (z:, M), has been determined in
[16] by solving the orthogonality constraints on the bougdpt functions. Unfortunately, their explicit calculaiti
is tedious whetk is large since it involves the inversion of a matrix of sfzet- 1) x (k+1). This is why in appendix
B we developed an alternative derivation which is usefukfctose tol.

Casek = 1. The resonance polynomial is of degree one and reads [16],
POY (g M) = M — Ci (4.32)
1—1
To compute the MM correlator involving®)-1 (z:, M), we need the expression af}{ The later can be obtained

using the third equation of (3.16) to express it in terms dftesth (9%

1 _ ) — .
Of1(s) = 5 (055 (s + ) + 055 V(s = ib) ) + wer-1Of(s). (4.33)
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The sum of the two shifted MM correlators can identified wit@ torrelators through (4.13), and simplified using
(2.17),

2 2
Ol s +ib) + 055 V(s = ib) = —a"" =Ly RN R(Py, (1= 1b,5) + 20722 00)(s)  (4.39)
-1 -1

where we denoted = 2P;/b. We deduce

P(l),l(x M) I ) 52 l
e ek RtV M _ o J-1+3/2 470 P 1 0 _ oGS ()' 4.35
<tr Fean " V(M) u N R(Py,(I—=1)b,s), N S N (4.35)

c,CL N

Casek = 2: The expression aP()-2 is known explicitly (see the formula (4.13) of [16]),

2
PO2(p ) = M2 — 9y 4 B sec) o ST o

(4.36)
Cl—2 $21-3C1—2 5213

To avoid too complicated expressions, we simply show thegt@nality of the MM correlators wittR( Py, (I —
2)b, s) but the coeﬁicienlz\f}lz) could also be determined. We notice that the insertion optignomial

P(l),2(x7M) _ E(x>M)

= = M? —2¢;_ 1M + 2> — u>s? 4.37
Fia(w, M) 1M + x u“sy ( )

within the MM correlator trivially gives an expression posfional to R(Py, (I — 2)b, s). Consequently, we only
need to show that the difference of the two polynomials, nbwegree one inV/, is also proportional to this LG
correlator,

481_2352 + (831_4 + sl)u2

PO2 (2, M) = aM — . o PO2(w, M) — P2 (z, M). (4.38)
52(—3
It can be rewritten by introducing the polynomi&l"):! of (4.32),
PO2(g M) = 2PWY(z, M) + %(aﬁ —u?ct ), (4.39)
$21-3C1—1

and inserted into to the MM correlator to give a sum of two L@ elators through (4.13) and (4.35):

PO )
" E (M)

cl_o(x? — uzc?_l)

2
tr VJ(M)> = /RN O e R(Py, (1 — 1), s) + R(Py,1b, s)

oL Cl—1 521—-351-1

(4.40)
The expression inside the parenthesis can be simplified tisenrecursion relation (2.22), it is indeed proportional
to R(Py, (I — 2)b, s). This shows the validity of (4.11) with = 2.

Boundary identity operator (k =1 — 1): All the bulk-boundary LG correlators containing the idgntioundary
operator3;_; are non-vanishing, regardless of the bulk operator. Thelsishway to determine the polynomial
P®-1-1 s to use the fact that the boundary cosmological constamtisurned off at the:-critical point. Since this

coupling is not resonan?()'~1 is simply the derivative of; with respect tdl(?l = —2Lg,
-1 .
PO ) = 510k (x, M) _ s_lFl(ac,M) sinh 7bs,, (4.41)
8] ox s; sinhwbs _ T M — z,
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Pluging this result into the expression (3.15) for the MMretator and using (4.27) to perform thesummation,
we obtain

PO (3 M) I I 151 _ssinh27Py/b

tr — ey M) Y = u T V2NY R(Py b O 28PN /D Gnh 2l Py,
<r Fi(z, M) r V(M) CCLU Njra By, b,5), - Ny 2 s sinh 27 Psb ST

' (4.42)

The expression off\/yl)_l at! = 2 is in agreement witW}ll) given in (4.35).

Casek =1 —2: The polynomialP)-'=2 can be computed using the method given in appendix B. Thexatr
to be inverted is only of siz2 x 2, and we find

(I),1—2 291U _(1),1—2 siu?

=— = 4.43
Po s9A(x) sinh wbs’ Pi s1A(x) sinh wbs’ (4.43)
with the determinant 0o o
A(z) =detld = 4M (:U2 —uc}). (4.44)
C152S83
Using these results, we can derive the MM correlator astatia the ponnomiaP(l)vl‘2(x, M),
P2z, M) 0)
tr ———— 2ty V(M) = u/ 3PN R(Py,2b, s) (4.45)
< Fi(z, M) c,CL "
with the expression (2.21) for the LG part and= 2P, /b)
1 _5 . c1s3(c18r8iC1r — $16rCiS1y)
N = ——b=3sinh(27 Py /b . 4.46
I U e e ) (449

This coefficient is in agreement with the formula (4.13) fer 2 and (4.35) forl = 3.

5 Summary and discussion

In this paper we investigated the bulk-boundary disc catoe$ of the hermitian matrix modeland th2, 2p + 1)
minimal Liouville gravity. In our study of LG, we specialiddo the case of a coupling to degenerate matter operators
for which the Liouville dressing charges takes only a findeaf values. We derived two different expression, (2.12)
and (2.20), for the cosmological constants dependent ptré@orrelator. We also provided various useful relations
involving either a shift of the boundary parameter ((2.(241,6) and (2.17)) or a recursion relation on the boundary
operator momentum (2.22). Given the large range of apmicatfor the Liouville theory, such relations could also
be useful in other contexts.

In the second section, we constructed the MM bulk-boundaryetator following the method of [11, 12]. We
obtained its expression in the continuum limit (3.15) anccsssfully identified it to the LG correlator in the non-
resonant case. But our main interest was in the study of $weace transformation at the bulk-boundary level.
For this purpose, we considered this transformation in g general setting in section three. It led us to distinguish
between two different cases. In the first case, the bulk-tbaynL G correlator is vanishing due to the fusion rules
obeyed by its matter part. Imposing this vanishing conditto the MM correlators, we were able to find the first
order of a bulk-boundary resonance (4.22). This transftamacan be encoded in a matrix polynomial whose
coefficients satisfy a the linear system of equations (4.28)

In the second case, the LG correlator is non-vanishing. & her bulk-boundary resonance arises - except for
the identity operator - and the MM and LG correlators werendeeagree in a number of specific cases, provided
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we take into account the boundary resonance investigatddjnin this process, we derived an alternative method
to compute the matrix polynomials encoding the transfoimnatvhich is particularly efficient for the boundary
operators having a small Kac index.

The explicit agreement between LG and MM correlators in the-vanishing case has been shown only for some
particular cases. Even though these cases are enough tdhdrg@neral pattern, a complete proof is still lacking.
Such a proof would provide the expression of the fact\zfﬁ% that can be identified, once a proper normalization is
fixed, to the matter contribution of the LG correlator, nayrel the bulk-boundary disc correlation function of the
(2,2p + 1) minimal model.

Our ultimate purpose is to conjecture the expression of éisermance transformation including the boundary
effects at all order. Such a proposal was made for the bulk raf/] after the study of the 3-pt functions. The
boundary disc 3-pt function can be investigated in a simiay. In particular, the LG correlator is known and obeys
the property of factorization into ghost, matter and Lidlgvsectors. The expression of the Liouville correlator
found in [32] is rather complicated but should simplify iretbase of a coupling to degenerate matter operators.

We defined the MM boundary perturbations to be simple powehefmatrix, in contrast with the bulk case
where these perturbations are critical potentials reladdtie underlying KdV hierarchy. There may exist a better
definition of the perturbations in the boundary case, ptss#ated to an underlying integrable hierarchy. This
change of basis for the MM perturbation may allow to rewfite tesonance transformation in a simpler form.

The relations we found in section 1.2 for the LG correlataws lzelieved to be consequences of the presence
of the ground ring structures and the connection still nedaktspecified, as we did for the boundary 2-pt function
in [16]. The exact realization of such structures within nxatodels is still an open problem. For instance, in the
O(n) model the boundary ground ring identities have been relatéde continuum limit of MM loop equations
in [33]. Atthe moment, no general picture including these examples has emerged.

Finally, we could also apply this boundary constructiontteeo matrix models, such as tlign) [34], ADE [35]
or dimers [36] models. These models have an interpretai@tagistical models defined on a fluctuating lattice. We
hope to develop a statistical interpretation of the mataxrimaries in this context.
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A Technical detailsfor the LG side

A.l1 Fourier transform

The asymptotic behavior of the LG correlator whenrs oo can be deduced from a scaling argunient
R(Py,kb,s) ~ e*™ 5y =2P; — kb e R. (A.1)

The Fourier transform of?( Py, kb, s) properly exists only whewm, < 0, i.e. when2P; < bk, and we first
consider this case. Then, the Fourier transform can betatvday choosing any straight contour lying in the strip

®The LG correlator obeys a scaling relation that allows tdenitiin the formR(Py, kb, s) = u3° F(u/p%). In the limit — 0, the
correlator must remain finite so thax(0) is a non-zero constant. In the algebraic limit> oo, or up >> /i1, F' can be expanded around
zero and we deduce the asymptotic behavior (A.1).
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Re o €]og, —0y,
c+100 B
R(Pj,kb,s) = / doe ?™*R(Py,kb,0), ¢ €log, —og| (A.2)
and the Fourier transform®( Py, kb, o) is analytic in this strip. We now examine the poles of the espion (2.11)
for R. Since some of the zeros in the denominator cancel with Zerb&e numerator, we are left with two infinite
series of poles centered @nP;, poles being separated by a distahcén addition, the two intervals of lengtbb,
| £ P; — kb/2,£Py + kb/2[ are free of poles,

1
O'::]IPJ+§kb+TLb, n>0orn < —k. (A.3)

Whenoy < 0, the two intervals overlap and the stie o €] — 0g, o[ around the origin is indeed free of poles.
Closing the contour on the right, the sum of residues leattsetéormula (2.12) for the LG correlator. Whep > 0,

the two intervals free of poles does not overlap anymore. é¥ew we can still make sense &fas a Fourier
transform by smoothly deforming the contour from the cage- 0 in the inversion formula. This contour, denoted
C, is such that only the poles of (A.3) with> 0 are picked up. The residue formula again lead us to the esipres
(2.12) for the LG correlator. We can check that this expshias the correct asymptotic (A.1) and satisfies the two
reflection properties,

R(Pj,kb,s) = R(—Py,kb,s), R(Py,kb,s)=R(Py,kb,—s). (A.4)

A.2 Derivation of the shift equation

To derive the two shift relations (2.17), we first notice thatis invariant undek — k + 1, 0 — o + b/2 and since
the shift ofk increment the number of terms in the numerator product d@fl{2 we get

R(Py,(k+1)b,0) = 4sinwb(o + (k — 1)b/2 + Py)sinwb(o + (k — 1)b/2 — Py) R(Pj,kb,oc —b/2) (A.5)

This relation can be inserted within the Fourier transfaamq the shift oves can be reabsorbed under a change of
variablec — o — b/2. This change of variable shifts the contourb@® to the left, so that we could a priori pick up
an extra pole. However, since the polediin o are separated by a distaricand.J, k are integer, the contodtcan
always be chosen such that no additional poles are picketihip.choice will be confirmed below by the reflection
propertiesP; — — Py of the recursion relation, and we can safely write

R(Py, (k+1)b,s) = —ie”™* / doe™ 2™ 4sinwb(o + kb/2 + Pj)sinwb(o + kb/2 — Py) R(Py, kb,o). (A.6)
C

Then, we use a trigopnometric identity to transform the pobadi sines into a difference of cosines,
R(Py, (k+1)b,s) = ie ™ / doe™ 257 [(zzl‘ﬂ’”ei”b%C + e 2imbo o =imb?k _ 9 og 27TbPJ] R(Pj, kb,o). (A7)
c

Inside the brackets, the first two terms can be absorbed bijt @ktihe variables, the third one does not depend on
the integration variable, so we end up with

e™SR(Py, (k + 1)b, s) = 2cos 2Py R(Py, kb, s) — ™ R(Py, kb, s — ib) — e ™ FR(P; kb, s +ib) (A.8)

Note that this relation is invariant under the bulk reflecti®; — — P; which confirms the fact that no extra poles
were picked up since individual residues does not obey thimgetry. Finally, using the properti(P, 3, —s) =
R(P, 3, s) we easily derive the two equations (2.17).
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A.3 Solution of the second shift equation (2.17)

To show that the expression (2.20) satisfies the recursiatiae given by the second equation of (2.17), we just
plug it in the RHS of this equation and then shift the indiae® get

' sinhinb?k _1 8inh27Pjsq41
P 1 = k 1 4 P — LT Jred
R(Py,(k+1)b,s) " Ginh7bs Z Z H (Taz1 — Tp21) sinh wbsq+1
a=—(k=1)2 (k=12
T sinhinb?k sinh 27 Pjs
k-1 k _ —1 Joa
- sinh 7bs ( Z H (o = z5) sinh 7bs, (A.9)
o= (k=2):2 A=~ (k-2)2
kz_f kl:f (2 . )_1 Sinh27TPJSa>
_ o= T3 Ut
e sinh 7bs,,
BF#a
where we denoted
2k—1b k-1
Tpe—— 2% T simn2int?y. A.10
F = Sah@n P D) EIIsm imh*y (A.10)

We first examine the term = k appearing in the first sum and see that in order to form a campleduct ovep
running form—k to k with steps of two (excepting), we need an extra factdg;, — x_). Similarly the same extra
factor is needed for the termm = —k. Then, all the other terms have contributions of both sumishwifferences
leads to the same factor:

k k—2 k
[T @a—z0)'= JI @Ga—2s)" =@—2%) [ (@a—25)" (A.11)
B=—(k—2):2 B=—Fk:2 f=—k:2
B#a B#a B#«

Thus, the correlator with shiftefl is equal to

R(PJ,(k—i—l)b,s):M _ Z H . _y sinh 27 Pys,

sinh wbs sinh wbs,,

a=—k:2 f=—k:2
pa

k k .
_1 sinh 27w Pys
SV Sl | R e ey

e sinh 7bs,,
a=—"k:2 B=—k:
B#a

(A.12)

B Alternative solution for the pure boundary resonance encoding polynomial

The solution found in [16] foP()-* is manageable whehnis small since it involves the computation of determinants
of size(k + 1) x (k + 1). The alternative solution we demonstrate here is convemiéen! — k is small, relying

on the inversion of a matrix of sizé — k) x (I — k). However this solution is specific to the case of two idettica
boundaries. The orthogonality conditions arising fromtibendary 2pt function can be written as [16],

POk (g MYM®
’ = < . .
<tr File, M2 . 0, for0<a<k (B.1)
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Together with the constraint that(\):* (z, M) is a monic polynomial of degrek in M, these requirements fully
determineP(":*. The MM correlators appearing in (B.1) can be computed usig (4.21),

P(l)vk a a
O | T L GNPV -
a=—(1-1) 2,8——(1 1)2 sinh wbs,,

The following ansatz for the values &f)* (z, z.,) solves the orthogonality constraints,

-1

POz 2,) = H (xq — xg)sinh whs, POk (), (B.3)

B=—(1—1):2
B#a

wherep®)-*(z,,) is a polynomial of degree— 1 — k in z,, with coefficients depending onto be determined. Using
the Lagrange interpolation formula, we define the polyndmﬂél)’k(x, M) as

-1
P(l)7k($7M) = Fi(z, M) Z
a=—(1-1):2

sinh 7wbs
2 T PPa (1)k
e (o). (B.4)

These polynomials are of degree- 1 but from scaling argument®)-* should be of degreg. Thus, we have to
impose the vanishing of tHe- k£ — 1 first coefficients. Thesk— k — 1 new constraints are not sufficient to determine
the polynomialsp)-*(z,) depending ori — k coefficients. The remaining constraint comes from the dmi
that P()-F is monic which also restricts its term of degreeAll these constraints can be read from the asymptotic
behavior atM — oo,

-1
Z xn p(l) (zq) sinh7bsq = 0y ——1, 0<n<l—k. (B.5)
a=—(1-1):2

To determingy)* | we first note that in the previous equatiofy can be replaced by any monic polynomial of the
same degree and we choose (suitably normalized) Chebysiyavomials of the first kind. Then, we decompose
pF on a basis of Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind,

I—k—1
= D B uT U, (2) (B-6)
m=0
in order to rewrite (B.5) &s
I—k—1 -1
Z ﬁnll)’k Z coshnmbs,, sinh(m + 1)7bs, = 21_]“_25”,;_;.3_1, 0<n<l—k. (B.7)
m=0 a=—(1-1):2

The a-summation can be performed using (4.27) leading to a lisgstem of equations qﬁ)’k that can be solved
by inversion of the matri/ of size(l — k) x (I — k):

I—1-k ke
21 k—2

1 S(m+14n)l
U Dk () = 3 Ottty Unm(z) =2 20 0 (2). B.8
mz_:o nm( ) ( ) sinh 7bs n,—k—15 nm( ) 9 Z Smtitin m:l:n( ) ( )
°Due to normalization issues for the Chebyshev polynomihls,expression is only valid fdt < I — 1. Whenk = [ — 1, the RHS is

dn.0 instead oR716,,.0.
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This matrix/ is the same that appeared in (4.28) for the determinatiohebtilk-boundary resonance encoding
polynomialsQ®)-”.

As a crosscheck, we can consider the case of the insertidredfdundary identity operatér = [ — 1. The
relation (B.5) supplies only one constraint that can beesheading to

5(0.0-1 _ 51 1 B.9
P s; sinh wbs (B.9)

which indeed gives a polynomid?(®)-/=1 that corresponds to the expression (4.41) obtained as \eatieei of F
with respect tar. As another crosscheck, the explicit expression for thgrmmohial with! = 4 andk = 2 has also
been derived, it matches the formula (4.13) given in [16].
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