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HIGHER-SPIN SYMMETRY IN THE sl; BOUNDARY TODA
CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY II: SINGULAR VECTORS AND BPZ
EQUATIONS

BAPTISTE CERCLE AND NATHAN HUGUENIN

ABSTRACT. This article is the second chapter of a two-part series dedicated to the math-
ematical study of the higher-spin symmetry enjoyed by the sls boundary Toda Conformal
Field Theory. Namely, based on a probabilistic definition of this model and building on the
framework introduced in the first article of this series, we compute some singular vectors
of the theory which at the level of correlation functions give rise to higher equations of mo-
tion. Under additional assumptions these become BPZ-type differential equations satisfied
by the correlation functions, a key feature in the perspective of a rigorous derivation of the
structure constants of the theory. Such equations of motion and differential equations were
previously unknown in the physics literature.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Boundary Toda CFT and its symmetries.

1.1.1. Liouwille and Toda conformal field theories. In the context of two-dimensional Con-
formal Field Theory (CFT hereafter), Liouville theory [30] is a fundamental instance of a
model enjoying Virasoro symmetry and for which the conformal bootstrap procedure —as
introduced in the pioneering work of Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov (BPZ) [5]— can be
implemented. This systematic method is based on the study of the symmetries of the model
in the form of representation theory of the Virasoro algebra, which in turn put strong con-
straints on the correlation functions of a CFT and provides a general method for solving a
theory that enjoys conformal symmetry. The first stage of this program, which is the com-
putation of basic correlation functions of the theory named structure constants, has been
carried out for Liouville theory in [16, 37] for the case of the sphere, and in [18, 31, 27] for the
upper half-plane. One fundamental ingredient in the derivation of these structure constants
is the existence of BPZ-type differential equations, coming from representation theory of the
Virasoro algebra in that they capture several features related to the conformal invariance of
the model. We refer to [36] for more about the implementation of the conformal bootstrap
method in Liouville CFT from the physics perspective.

On the mathematical side, since the last decade the program initiated by David-Kupiainen-
Rhodes-Vargas [15] has proven to be very powerful in the prospect of developing a rigorous
probabilistic approach to Liouville CFT. In [29] the DOZZ formula for the structure con-
stants of the sphere has been rigorously obtained, while the recursive method [26] at the
heart conformal bootstrap procedure and more generally Segal’s axioms [35] were proven
to be valid for the probabilistic definition of Liouville CFT. On a similar perspective and
based on the existence of BPZ-type differential equations, Remy [32] and Remy-Zhu [33]
derived the structure constants for boundary Liouville CFT in the particular case where
only the bulk potential in considered, while when both the bulk and the boundary poten-
tial are taken into account, the derivation of all structure constants of the theory has been
carried out in [1, 2], by combining CFT-inspired techniques with methods coming from the
mating-of-trees machinery introduced earlier in [17].

Beyond conformal symmetry, it is well-known that many models of statistical physics (such
as the three-states Potts model) enjoy an enhanced level of symmetry called W-symmetry
or higher-spin symmetry. Toda theories arise in this context as natural generalizations of
Liouville CFT that exhibit this particular feature. Indeed, these models depend on a simple
and complex Lie algebra g (Liouville theory corresponding to the simplest case of g = sl,)
and their symmetry algebras are the W-algebras W¥(g), introduced by Zamolodchikov [38],
which are Vertex Operator Algebras that strictly contain the Virasoro algebra as a subalge-
bra. In that sense Toda theories enjoy an enhanced level of symmetry compared to Liouville
theory, which make their study all the more interesting but also more complicated and many
steps of the conformal bootstrap procedure are still to be understood, even from a physics
perspective. This makes the mathematical study of these models all the more important in
that the probabilistic framework designed for it should be helpful in the prospect of bridging
this gap in the existing literature.
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To be able to provide a probabilistic definition for such theories we rely on their path integral
formulation, that reads for the case of g = sl3 considered in this document
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where F is a space of maps defined on ¥ and taking values in a ~ R?, that is the real part
of the Cartan sub-algebra of sl3, and where the action St is given by
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This action depends on several quantities: some of them are related to the geometry of the
Riemannian surface under consideration, others are coming from the underlying Lie algebra
g, and finally some are parameters of the model. We briefly describe these quantities here:

e By g we denote a Riemannian metric on the surface X. Then d, is the gradient, R,
is the scalar Ricci curvature and k, is the geodesic curvature associated with g;

e The simple roots (e;);—12 form a basis of a, and the scalar product (-,-) on a is
defined from the Killing form;

e The parameters are: the coupling constant v € (0,4/2) !, the background charge
Q = (7 + %) p, where p € a is the Weyl vector, and the cosmological constants
pp,i and p;, @ = 1,2, that are a prior: taken to be positive.

For general g, Toda theories are way less understood than their sl counterpart Liouville
CFT, and in particular it is not known in which sense the bootstrap method should apply to
these models. Still in the sl3 case and based on the study of the W3 algebra, a formula for the
sphere structure constant has been proposed by Fateev-Litvinov [19], while in the boundary
case formulas for the structure constants have been proposed in specific cases only, such
as a one-point function for certain boundary conditions in [20] while in [23] other types of
boundary conditions and links with I¥,, minimal models are discussed. From a mathematical
perspective the probabilistic construction of Liouville theory [15] has been generalized to
Toda theories on the sphere in [11], based on which the symmetries of the model [10] were
exploited by the first author in [9, 8] to prove the validity of the Fateev-Litvinov formula [19]
for a family of three-point functions. The construction of the model have been extended to
all Riemann surfaces with or without boundaries by the authors in [13], paving the way
for a rigorous study of the symmetries enjoyed by the boundary theory. In this perspective
one achievement of the present paper is the derivation of BPZ-type differential equations
for a family of correlation functions that were previously unknown. In this respect we prove
that the model considered does indeed enjoy higher-spin symmetry, which is new compared

'Due to the normalization of the simple roots |e;|? = 2, the range of values for ~ differs from the one in
Liouville theory by a factor v/2. The so-called L?-phase in the sl3 Toda theory is thus the interval (0, 1).



4 BAPTISTE CERCLE AND NATHAN HUGUENIN

to the physics literature, and should lead to the computation of structure constants in the
theory for which there is no predicted expression.

1.1.2. Ward identities for the sly boundary Toda CFT. Indeed, a fundamental step in the
derivation of the structure constants of the theory is the rigorous understanding of the
symmetries enjoyed by our probabilistic model. To this end we are naturally led to the
study of the algebra of symmetry of the sl Toda CFT: the W3 algebra. Introduced by
Zamolodchikov in a groundbreaking work [38], the W3 algebra provides an extension of the
Virasoro algebra designed to take into account this enhanced level of symmetry. This object
no longer being a Lie algebra, the mathematical formalism used to make sense of this notion
then becomes that of Vertexr Operator Algebras (VOAs) and more specifically W -algebras.

In the VOA formalism, the conformal symmetry is often encoded using the so-called stress-
energy tensor T, which can be seen as a Laurent series whose modes satisfy the commutation
relations of the Virasoro algebra. A key feature of the W3 algebra is the existence of an
additional holomorphic current, the higher-spin current W, which encodes the higher-spin
symmetry enjoyed by the model. Like for conformal symmetry it can be represented as a
Laurent series in that if (L,,, W, )5.mez satisfy the commutation relations of the W; algebra,
then we can write the following formal expansions:

T(2) = Zz_"_an and W(z Zz_" W,,.

nez nel

Though this formalism may seem untractable for our probabilistic construction of the sl3
Toda boundary CF'T, we can actually make sense of these holomorphic currents as func-
tionals of the Toda field. The insertion of such currents, once appropriately defined, within
correlation functions indeed gives rise to Ward identities. The existence of such Ward identi-
ties is a strong manifestation of the higher-spin symmetry enjoyed by the model. In the first
article [14] of this two-part series we proved that the probabilistic correlation functions for
the sl boundary Toda CFT were solutions of Ward identities, a statement which allows to
translate results coming from representation theory of the W3 algebra into actual constraints
on the correlation functions. This statement takes the following form:

Theorem A. Lett € R. For any n > 1 the local Ward identities hold true

(Lo V() T Vaw (zi) T Vi (s0))




HIGHER-SPIN SYMMETRY IN THE sls BOUNDARY TODA CFT II 5

for the stress-energy tensor, while for the higher-spin current:
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Moreover the following global Ward identities are valid, for 0 < n <2 and 0 < m < 4:
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In this statement we have defined W@(Vg(i&)V) = (W_;Va, (2k) [ 11 Ve (21)) for j = 1,2

and k € {1,--- , N}JU{2N+1,2N+M}, while for k € {N+1, ..., 2N} we set W) = W™,

The descendant fields L_,,V,, and W_,V,, have been rigorously defined in [14] where they
are represented as functionals of the Toda field.

1.2. Singular vectors and representation theory of W/-algebras. The existence of
Ward identities associated with this higher-spin current is a general feature of a CF'T model
that enjoys W-symmetry in addition to conformal invariance. They are concrete realizations,
at the level of correlation functions, of this level of symmetry. There are, however, additional
constraints that are more dependent on the particular theory under investigation and more
precisely on the corresponding representation of the algebra of symmetry that is present
within the model. As we shall see, this manifests itself in the form of higher equations of
motion, which in some sense describe the form of the W3-modules that are associated with
the boundary sl3 Toda CFT.

1.2.1. Representation theory of W -algebras. As already mentioned, the notion of W-algebras
originates from the seminal work of Zamolodchikov [38], in which he defined (at the formal
level) the Wi-algebra in order to extend the conformal bootstrap method from [5] to models
that enjoy higher-spin symmetry. On the mathematical side, the framework in which these
W-algebras are rigorously considered is that of Vertex Operator Algebras [7, 25], which is
now a key feature of the mathematical understanding of two-dimensional CFT. The study of
the notion of W-algebra within this framework was initiated by Feigin-Frenkel [22, 21] and
subsequently by Kac-Roan-Wakimoto [28], and is nowadays a very active field of research.
And in particular the topic of representation theory of W-algebras has proved to be a very
thriving one [24, 3], one striking result being the character formula disclosed in [3, Theorem
7.7.1] and that matches the corresponding one for irreducible highest-weight representations
of affine Lie algebras. In particular, this character formula allows to predict the existence
of singular vectors in the study of Toda CFTs. We refer to [4] for an introduction to the
representation theory of W-algebras.
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1.2.2. Probabilistic implications. Though it might not be clear at first sight what is the
connection between representation theory of W-algebras and the probabilistic model that
we define here, we will see that thanks to the explicit realization of the Wjs-algebra with
which we work we are actually able to translate into probabilistic terms some of these
algebraic results.

One example of such concrete implications is the existence of singular vectors within our
probabilistic model, and of the higher equations of motion they give rise to. To be more
specific, it is predicted by the representation theory of the Wj algebra that if the weight
of the Vertex Operator V,, takes some specific values, e.g. & = kw; for some k € R (here,
(w1,ws) is the dual basis of the simple roots (ej,e3)), then there are non-trivial relations
between its Virasoro and W-descendants. In this example this means that at the level of
the free-field, that is, when all the cosmological constants pp; and p; are identically 0 ?, we
have an equality of the form ¢_; , = 0, with

_ Bw(a)

(1.3) V14 = (W_1 oA L_l) Ve

and where the above are the descendant fields associated with the primary V,,. The corre-
sponding Vertex Operator is then referred to as semi-degenerate field. However, this equality
only holds at the level of the free-field, and is no longer valid when we consider the boundary
sl3 Toda CF'T. That is, we prove that generically and when V,, is a boundary insertion, this
equation may no longer be true depending on the values of the cosmological constants in a
neighborhood of this insertion. To this end we set for t € R and i = 1,2 pp; == u;(t7) and
pri = pi(tT). Then the singular vectors at level 1 are given as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that f = kwy for k < q. Then fort € R

Vo1,5(t) = 2(q = #)(pL2 — 1r2) Vaiye (T)

in the sense that for any (B, o) € Ay a1 and distinct insertions (z1,- -+, 2y, t, 81, -+ , Snr)
(1.4) (W_1,6()V) = 2(q — K) (L2 — 1r2) (Ve () V).
Here the left-hand side is defined by setting, in agreement with Equation (1.3)
3w(«)
(1.5) (Vo1,8(0)V) = (W Vs()V) — (L1 Vs(1)V)

2A,
where we have used the shorthand V = [[a_, Va, (z) [Tty Vi, (51).-
As explained before, a semi-degenerate field is defined by making the assumption that its

weight « is of the form a = kw; for some k € R. If k is no longer generic but takes some
specific values, namely x € {—~, —%}, then it gives rise to a so-called fully-degenerate field,

%In this setting we have to make an additional assumption on the insertion weights called neutrality
condition.
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in which case there are two additional singular vectors in the free-field theory:

4 4
Voo, = (W—2 +—L_g)+ EXL—2) V. and
(1.6) X

2 4 8
7vb—ZS,X = (W_g + (% + ;) L_3 - ;L_(Lg) - ?L—(l,l,l)) Va.

Here the notation L_( 1)V, refers to the second-order descendant L_;L_;V,, and likewise
for L(_19) and L(_y1,1). Like before in the sl3 boundary Toda CFT, and in opposition to
the bulk theory, these will generically not be null vectors and as such will give rise to higher
equations of motion, which take the following form:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that f = —xw;, with x € {7, %} Then the singular vector at level
two takes the form (in the sense of Theorem 1.1)

2
Vg2 = 2v(pr2 — MR,2)D—1,5VB+ve2 + 2(5 — V)Vter

4
¢—2,'y = ;(NRQ - ML,z)D—l,nyBﬂez + 2707(u)vﬁ+2'\/61

(1.7)

where D_; , is of the form aL_; + 0W_;, while

2 2 F<ﬁ>F(1—v2)
(1.8) ey(p) = (12 + 1 — 2pnaptmy cos (7= ) — g sin (7= - :
2

As for the singular vectors at the level three, under the additional assumption that jir o —
tr2 = 0 we can find a,b for which D_; ,, = aL_y +bW_; s such that

(1.9) ¢—37X = ]5_17X¢_27X'

We refer to Theorems 3.7 and 4.4 for more precise statements and explicit expressions for
the descendant fields involved.

Even if we have not considered in the present document the actual representation of the W3-
algebra associated to the boundary sl3 Toda CF'T, we nonetheless stress that an implication
of our techniques is the description of the structure of the highest-weight representations of
the Wj3-algebra that can be defined from this model. For instance, our proof shows that if
a = Kwi is a semi-degenerate field, then the W3-module whose highest-weight is given by |a)
is isomorphic to the corresponding Verma module if iy, o — pip 2 # 0, while if p o — ptro =0
it is isomorphic to the quotient of this Verma module by the maximal proper submodule,
that is the left ideal generated from the null vector W_;|a) — 31523‘)L_1|a) = 0. This is a
major difference with the highest weight representations for the Wjs-algebra that are defined
from the bulk sl3 Toda CF'T, in which case these modules are isomorphic to the irreducible
quotient of the Verma module. We plan to investigate these aspects in more detail in a
forthcoming work.
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1.3. Differential equations for the correlation functions. The derivation of higher
equations of motion at level up to three is a consequence of the existence of singular vectors
for the theory. And thanks to the explicit expressions of these singular vectors, we see that it
is possible to choose the cosmological constants in such a way that these are zero: this leads
to the existence of BPZ-type differential equations satisfied by the correlation functions as
we now explain.

1.3.1. From higher equations of motion to BPZ differential equations. Let us consider a
correlation function that contains a fully-degenerate field V3 with 8 = —xwi, x € {7, %}
We make the additional assumption that the cosmological constants satisfy:

2 .
Kr2 = HR2, M1 = —pr1 for x= ;, while for x =~
(1.10)

2 2

0 . (T
Hr2 = HR2, :U’%,l + /ﬁm — 2/p, 1 4R,1 COS <77) = pp,1S1n (T) .
Then we see that all the singular vectors are actually null vectors:

¢_17ﬁ = w_275 = w_375 = 0'
This allows to get three identities and express these descendants in terms of derivatives of
the correlation functions. Namely we have the following:

Proposition 1.3. Assume that = —xw;, with x € {~, %} with the boundary cosmological
constants satisfying the assumptions (1.10). Then for (B, ) € Ann+1:

(L) (WAVOV) = a0 V)
112 (WaVhV) = (10 + e ) (V)
(1.13) (W_yVs(t)V) = (%af + %atc_2 - (% + %) ﬁ_g) (Vs(t)V).

In particular under these assumptions we have

”Vi:’” w?) . wt) L w(ow)
t— Zk (t — Zk)2 (t — Zk)?’

) (Va()V)

(1.14) k=1
8 3 4 X 2

= (Fﬁt + ;atﬁ_g — (g + ;) E_g) (Vﬁ(t)V)

Here we have denoted by L£_,, the following differential operator:

L., = QNi:M ((zk__a;;n—l + (?z; i)t?’? k) '

k=1

Based on these identities let us now consider the general form of Equation (1.14). Then
we see that there are 4N + 2M W-descendants involved in this expression (the left-hand
side), the rest being differential operators acting on the correlation functions. Now the global
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Ward identities for the higher-spin current from Theorem A allow to describe five identities
between these 4N + 2M descendants and the 2 associated to the degenerate insertion Vj.
This allows to reduce the number of W-descendants that appear in Equation (1.14) to
4N + 2M — 5 plus the ones associated to Vz. Now we already know that the descendants
associated to Vj are expressible in terms of differential operators. As a consequence the total
number of unknowns in Equation (1.14) can be brought down to 4N + 2M — 5.

This can be done by assuming some of the other insertions to be given by semi-degenerate
fields: a bulk semi-degenerate field gives two additional constraints while a boundary semi-
degenerate field one constraint. As a consequence we see that in order to have no W-
descendants left we must be in one of the following cases:

e one generic bulk and one semi-degenerate boundary fields correlation function;
e one semi-degenerate bulk and one generic boundary fields correlation function;
e two generic and one semi-degenerate boundary fields correlation function.
For such correlation functions we obtain a differential equation by inserting a boundary

fully-degenerate field:

Theorem 1.4. Take t € R and f® = —yw; with x € {7,%} and assume that Equa-

tion (1.10) holds. Likewise for a boundary semi-degenerate field Vg« (s) with 5* = kwy we
assume that

pa(s”) = pu(s™).

Then we have the following BPZ-type differential equations:
e Bulk-boundary correlator: take o € R? such that («, %, 3%) € Ay 5. Then:
(Va(i)Vie (+00) Vi (£)) = [t — |7 H(u(t))

where u(t) == 1+t2 and H is a solution of a differential hypergeometric equation:

(1.15) [u (A1 + u0) (A2 + ud) (A3 +ud) — (By — 1 + ud) (By — 1 + ud) ud | H(u) = 0.
Here the quantities involved are given by

Ai = G20+ B+ 57 = 2Q) + 3 (h — i, Q — ),

Bl ==, Bg =14+

| <

(62, - 2@)

DN | = W~

e Three-point boundary correlation function: take [1,B> € R? in such a way that

(ﬁla ﬁQa ﬁ*, 6®) € Ao,g. Then:
(Vi (0) Vi (1)Vi(H00) Vi (6)) = I3 1 — 13615 341
with H is a solution of a differential hypergeometric equation:

(1.16) t(A) + 1) (As + 1) (As +10) — (By — 1 +19) (Bs — 1 + t9) td| H(t) = 0
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and where the coefficients that appear are given by

Ai = b B+ B+ By + 57 = 2Q) + S (hi — b, B = Q),

Bii=1+ 2 (h —his o — Q).

The proof of this statement is made by starting from Equation (1.14). We then express
the left-hand side, by means of the global Ward identities from Theorem A, in terms of
W_;Vs, i = 1,2, and W_; V3« where the latter is a semi-degenerate field. We then replace
the expression of these descendants using Theorems 3.2 and 3.7, which allows us to show
that the correlation function under consideration is a solution of a differential equation. The
exact computations leading to these equations are done using Mathematica.

1.3.2. Perspectives of research: integrability of bouyndary Toda CFT. The above statement
paves the way for the computation of a family of structure constants for the sl3 boundary
Toda CFT. Indeed, based on these differential equations we expect to be able to provide
explicit expressions for the following correlation functions:

e the bulk-boundary correlator: (V,(i)V3-(0)),
e the boundary three-point function: (Vg (0)Vs+(1)V3,(00)).

However in order for these quantities to be well-defined one first needs to extend the range of
parameters for which the correlations functions make sense. We plan to address this question
in a work in progress. In the same fashion as in [9], this would involve the study of the so-
called reflection coefficients of the sl3 boundary Toda CFT. One key point is to show that
these coefficients describe the joint tail expansion for correlated bulk and boundary GMC
measures, and as such we expect that this would unveil new probabilistic features of these
objects. At this stage we should mention that it is not clear yet to what extent the derivation
of such structure constants would involve the mating-of-trees framework developed in [2] to
address a similar issue for boundary Liouville CF'T.

Once the range of definition for these correlation functions appropriately extended we would
then combine Operator Product Expansions with a priori study of these differential equa-
tions to end up with explicit expressions for the structure constants. This would hopefully
allow us to derive new formulas compared to the existing literature.

1.3.3. Other directions of work. On a different perspective, we also plan to address some
questions more directly related to the higher equations of motion we obtained in the present
document. Namely we have shown the existence of singular vectors as expected from repre-
sentation theory of the W3 algebra. It would be an interesting question to define precisely
the W3-modules associated to the probabilistic definition of the sl boundary Toda CFT and
describe their structures in agreement with the results obtained here. Likewise it would be
an interesting question to understand the features of the singular vectors at higher orders
that one expects to find in the theory.
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2. BACKGROUND AND PRELIMINARY REMINDERS

In this section we present the probabilistic construction of the sl3 boundary Toda CFT and
provide some reminders on the rigorous definition of the correlation functions as well as the
descendant fields from [14]. We will also describe the method at the heart of the derivation
of the singular vectors of the theory.

2.1. Probabilistic definition of the correlation functions. Before explaining the method
based on which the descendant fields were constructed in [14] we first briefly recall the prob-
abilistic definition of the correlation functions introduced in [13] and used in [14], to which
we refer for additional details.

2.1.1. The probabilistic background. As explained in the introduction the Toda field is for-
mally speaking a function ® : H — a where a can be identified with R2. In order to define
it as a well-defined random (generalized) function over H, we rely on Gaussian Free Fields
(GFFs) and their exponentials, defined as Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos (GMC) measures.
To be more specific the Toda field is defined by first considering

(2.1) P =X-2QIn||, +c,

where ¢ € R? is a constant called the zero-mode and X is a GFF over H with Neumann
boundary conditions and taking values in R?. This GFF is a Gaussian random distribution
(and more precisely belongs to the Sobolev space with negative index H~'(H — R?)) that
is centered and with covariance kernel:

(22)  E[{u,X(@))(0,X(y)] = (u,0)G(z,y), with G(z,y) = Ge(z,y) + Ge(z,7)

for u,v € R? and z,y in H, and with Ga(z,y) = lnﬁ + In x|, +In|y|, where we have
used the notation |z|, := max(|z|,1). It will be convenient in the sequel to regularize it into
a smooth function: this can be done based on a smooth mollifier n by setting for positive p
and 7,(-) = p—lﬂl(;)I

(23) X,() = X, = [ Xywhmlo — )y
H
We will also work with the regularized Toda field ®, = ® x 7,,.

In order to make sense of the Toda correlation functions we will also rely on the theory of
Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos. Thanks to it we can define a family of random measures on
H and its boundary R by considering the following limits [6, 34] (in probability and in the
sense of weak convergence of measures):

M.

2
p— p—
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where the (e;);—12 are special elements of R? inherited from the Lie algebra structure and
defined below. Since |€Z-|2 = 2 we need to assume that 7 < v/2 to ensure that these random
measures are well-defined.

2.1.2. On the Lie algebra sl3. The Toda field considered above takes values in a, which is
the real part of the Cartan subalgebra of the Lie algebra sl3(C). It is identified with R?
equipped with a basis of so-called simple roots (ey, e3), and with a scalar product (-, -) given
on the simple roots by the Cartan matrix

({ei,e5));; = A= (—21 _21)

We will also consider the dual basis of (e, e3) which we denote by (wi,ws), and the Weyl
vector p = wy + wy = e1 + eo. The background charge () is then given in terms of the Weyl
vector and the coupling constant y € (0, v/2):

Q= (v+g)p-
v

The fundamental weights in the first fundamental representation 7 of sl3 with the highest
weight wy are given by:

(2.4) hy = 2617562’ hy = _elTjLezj hy = _%262.

2.1.3. Definition of the Toda field and of the correlation functions. The mathematical in-
terpretation of the path integral (1.1) has been conducted in [13], where the Toda field &
was rigorously constructed based on the objects introduced above. To do so this random
distribution was defined by the setting for suitable F'

(2.5)

(Fl@) = [

2

F(®)exp (— > i€ My, (H) 4 et M (R)>

i=1

de.

Based on this defining expression the correlation functions of Vertex Operators are then
defined by first considering insertion points z1,---,zy € H and s1,---,sy € R to which
we associate weights oy, - -+, an and B3y, ---, By in R2. They are then formally defined by
considering the functionals

N M
- [Tvauto [Tt = [ e [t
k=1 =1

The corresponding correlation function is then obtained by replacing F' by its expression
in (2.5): we denote it by (J]o_, Vy (z1) [Tty Vi (50))-

In greater generality in the boundary case we have additional degrees of freedom that come
from the boundary cosmological constants. To be more specific we can actually choose the
boundary cosmological constants j; to be piecewise constant, with jumps precisely at the
boundary insertion points. To be more specific, let us pick bulk cosmological constants
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g € Cfor i = 1,2, as well as boundary cosmological constants p;; € C for 1 <1 < M.
For the correlation functions to be well-defined we further assume that

pp; >0 and Rp;,; >0 forall [=1,...,M, aswellas

2.
(26) (s,w;) >0 and (ax —Q,e;) <0 forall k=1,....,2N+ M

with s == >y + %Z B — Q. We denote by Ay s the set of weights satisfying the above
assumptions and define pu; to be the piecewise constant measure on R given by

M
,ul(dl’) = Z Mi,l+11(sl,sl+1)(z)d$
=1

with the convention that sy = —o00, spp1 = +00 and g4 = . In agreement with [14]
the correlation functions are then defined first at the regularized level by considering

<F[(I)] H Vak (Zk) H Vﬁz(sl»&a,p = C(z> a) / e<S7C>E [F[q)P + H] X
k=1 =1 R?

i=1

€ €

2
)

where, using the shorthand z = (zx)g=1, on+ar for (21, ..., 25, Z1, -0y 2N, S1, o, Sur) and @ =
(ak)k=1,...,2N+M fOI' (ala sy ON, Oy ey OUN, Blv ceey BM)7 we have set:

M - AN+ M
_ _ o
C(z’ a) = H |Zk‘ — Zl| <Oékryal> H |Zk} — Zk‘| 2 R H = Z akG@(, Zk‘)a
k<l k=1 =1
2N+M {(vei,on) 2N+M (3 eiran)
Ziw= ] 2]+ and 22 = [ 2|4 |
’ |21, — | " |21, — |
k=1 k=1

The dependence in the parameter p stands for the regularization of the Toda field, while
the ones in d,e apply to the domains of integration Hs. and R. which are meant to avoid
the singularities at the insertion points. They are defined by

N M
Hs. = (H+ 1) \ U B(zr,e) and R. =R\ U(Sl —&,51+¢€),
k=1 =1

with ¢ and ¢ small enough in such a way that all the B(z,¢) lie in H;. and are disjoint,
and likewise all the intervals (s, — ¢, s; 4 €) are disjoint.

2.2. Construction of the descendant fields. Based on the above we then wish to define
correlation functions containing descendant fields of the Vertex Operators. To this end we
recall here the method of construction of these quantities carried out in [14] and provide
the necessary background from there required to make make sense of the singular vectors
of the theory.
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2.2.1. Descendant fields at the regularized level. The definition of the descendant fields is
based on the consideration of regularized expressions of the form

Vak (Zk) H VBL (sl)>5,€7p

1 =1

=

(Fl®]V5(t)

k

where F[®] is a polynomial in the derivatives of the Toda field ® evaluated at ¢. This
polynomial is determined by conducting algebraic computations based on the probabilistic
representation of the currents T and W, see [14, Subsection 2.2.2] for more details on
this algorithmic procedure. Conducting these manipulations leads to the consideration of
functionals of the Toda field of the form

L_,\V,[?] = Z LY, (0@, 0" ®) V,[®]

[w[=IAl
where the L, are multilinear forms, while X is a Young diagram, that is A = (Ay, -+, A)
with A\; > .-+ > ), and where the sum ranges over Young diagrams v with |v| .= v+ -+

v, = |A|. In the present article we will only need to consider descendants of the form L_,,Vj
forn > 1 as well as L_(;,,)Vp for n = 1,2 and L_(; 1,1), in which case these multilinear forms
are given by

= (fn- @ va 20 - SE(2TE, 20

(2.8) L% 1[®] = (o, °®) + ((a, 0D))*
L 5)[®] = (Q 4 o, *®) + (Q + a, 8*®) (v, 0D) — 2(0°®, 5D) — (9, IP) (v, OP),
L% 11)[®] = (@, 0°®) + 3(c, 9°®)(cr, OD) + ({v, 0P))° .

A similar procedure remains valid for the descendant fields associated to the higher-spin
current, but the defining expression for them then involves quantities related to the Lie
algebra structure. We don’t provide their expression here since they won’t be needed in the
rest of the document —they are given in [14, Equation (2.7)].

To make sense of the insertion of such quantities within correlation functions we first need
to define such quantities at the regularized level. This is done by setting for ¢, ¢, p > 0 fixed:

(2.9) (LaVs(t)V)sep = Y (L%, (0", ,0"®) V(t) : V).
[v|=IAl

where the notation : F[®|V;s(t) : refers to F[® + S1In|- —t|]Vjs(t), while we introduce the

shorthand V := [, Vi, (z) [T1%, Vi, (). This can be expressed explicitly based on the
following Gaussian integration by parts formula [14, Lemma 2.3]:
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Lemma B. Assume that o belongs to Ay ar. Then for anyt € R\{s1,--- ,sm}, p1, -, Pm
positive integers and u € R2:

(2.10)
m 2N+M U o m
I < L0 D () > - L %) LOMYD(E) : V),
Py T pl_w [ [ D Dl somnwirntl | (X )es
=1 k=1 =2
2 m
<u17 ’Y€z> u17 761 _
S| (M_m 0 Pl o) o
=1 8, =2

2.2.2. Method for defining the descendant fields. The method used to define the descen-
dants is strictly the same as in the companion paper [14] so we will only briefly recall the
arguments here and refer to [14, Subsection 2.3] for more details. The starting point is the
defining expression (2.9) of the correlation functions of primary fields with insertion of a
descendant field D_,Vj(t), (D_xV3(t)V)s.,, - We then use the Gaussian integration by parts
formula from Lemma B to provide an explicit expression for (D_,V3(¢)V);.,,. Based on this
expression we can carry algebraic manipulations to express the latter as a sum

(D_\V3(t)V)sep = (P)-class terms + 5—A;5,5,p(a)

where D_ Adep(a) is an explicit remainder term, while (P)-class terms refer to quantities
Fs. () such that [14, Definition 2.6]:

(1) for any o € A, the limit F(e) == lim Fj. () exists and is finite as p, ¢ and

d,e,p—0
then 6 — 0;
(2) the map o — F(ax) is analytic in a complex neighborhood of A .

We then define the correlation function (D_,V3(t)V) as the limit as p, ¢ and then 6 — 0 of
the quantity

(2.11) (DaVs()V) = (D_aVs(t)V)sep — Drsepla)

which is well-defined and analytic in a neighborhood of the parameter set.

The most involved part is by far to find the expression of the remainder term D AdeplOL),
that is to identify the singular terms that appear in the expansion of (D_\V3(¢t)V)s.,,. To
make this explicit we introduce the notations, for » > 0 independent of p,e,d but taken
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small enough,

L F(t Z/ F(t; s)pi(ds) +u32/ (Fi(t;x) +Fi(t;£)) d*z,

i=1,2 Hs,e

szng Z /Rl FZ t S ,ul dS) +,UB2/ (Fz(t7ll§') —}—Fz(t,[f)) d2{L’ and

i=1,2

L F Z/ F'(t; s) i d8)+,uBZ/ (F'(t;z) + F'(t; 7)) i’
i=1,2 7V Re
with R! = R. N B(t,r), Hj, = Hs. N B(t,r) and H§, = Hs. \ Hj,. In the above F(t;)
indicates a pair of functions (F'!, F?), which are the ones coming from the Gaussian inte-
gration by parts formula from Lemma B. Iteration of this formula naturally leads to the
generalization of the above for tuples of functions (F™" ™ (t; 2z, -+, 2p))ief1,2}r

k1 D
]fzng ) Z Z / H Hi; (dsl) H KB, d2xl
Ry XHrg k3

1€{1,2}P ki,k2,k3 >0 =1 I=k1+1
k1+k2+k3 =p

FH(t51, 3 Skys Tyt " Thyhgs Thythot 1, * 5 Tp)
with Ry, = (R.NB(t, 7)™ and similarly for Hy, 4, More generally we will consider
quantities of the form

Ligy X Iimg % Ie (1)
for an integrand similar to the previous one but where now the first p; integrals are evaluated
over either R, or H ., the following p, ones are taken around the insertion ¢ and the last ps
ones take values away from ¢. We will also extensively use the notation, for indices i, € {1, 2}
and distinct insertions x, € HU R,

(2'12) \I]h,'“,iz(xla T ,ZL’[) = <V’y€i1(1‘1) T V’yeil(xl)vﬁ(t)v>p,€75'

2.23. The L_, Vs and W_, Vs descendant fields. Let us now recall how this method was
implemented in [14] in order to make sense of the L_, V3 and W_,,Vj descendant fields. To
start with using the Gaussian integration by parts formula we have

L—nVB ]‘_[‘/O”c Zke HVBI Sl

2N+M 2N+M 1
(n — I)Aak <5aak> <ak,al>
2z -t 2o — ) Vs(t)V)se
[ ; Q(Zk - t)n ; Q(Zk - t)" o #Zk 4(Zk — t)p(zl — t)n—p ( B( ) >5
tot (:C — t it .:C _ t p(zk _ t)n_p i\
+ Z” / 76“76» U(z)d*x — I S (vei, ve)) U, (2,y)
o Hs,e p=1 (z—tpp(z —tymr tOt p=1 Az —t)p(y —t)ynp W :
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Using algebraic manipulations [14, Equation (3.4)] the latter can be transformed into

<L—nVB (t)V>5,€7p = A&E,p + S—n;é,&p(a)

where A;. , is a (P)-class term explicitly given by

2N+M IN+M n—1
<(n_ 1)Q+B7ak Oék,Oél>
Ape = V)52
> < Q(Zk — t)n Z Z Zk _ t Zl _ t)n—p <Vﬁ( ) >57
k=1 kl=1 p=1
n— 1_'_ (Byyei) fyel> 2N+M n—1 <”yel ng
- ]re -~ ’ \I;Z
[ CE T P VE ;) R
p=1
2N+M
(213)  _ . + (vei, ag) W, (2)
T = 20—t ()
n—1
762a763>
"— reg reg [ Z 4 SL’ —t t)n—p\llivj(x’y)]
p=1
<fy€i7/76j>

+ [sing X Ireg |i \Ili,j(xay):|

20y —t)" Yy —z)

while £_,,5.,(c) is a remainder term that takes the form

e @OV, )|

Likewise we can write a similar expansion for the W_, V3 descendant. It takes the form of
the equality

(2.14) L onsep(@) = Ling lam <

(WonVa(t)V)sep = Asep + Wonssep(@)

where A, , is a (P)-class term that is equal [14, Lemma 3.1], for n =1, to

N WA (o) W2, (vei)
; mWﬁ(t)V)&e — ey [m%i (SC)Vﬁ(t)V)é,e]
(2.15) | Vo ORR (ayen)
+ Islng h'2(el) (2wz(ﬁ) Q) Z 2($ _ Zk) <V’Y€i ([L’)Vg(t)v>575
— Luing X T [h2<ei> @) - ) ST 0 <y>vﬁ<t>v>5,€] .
while 20_,,5. ,(c) is a remainder term that takes the form
(2.16)
D e 1 oy [ =gt 2w(8) PR 2wi(en)L s o
w—n,&,s,p( ) — Islng [a:c <h2( 2) ( ([L’ — t)n_l + kz:; (ZIZ' — t)n_2(l' — Zk)) \IIZ( ))]

2vha(€i)dizjln > 2
+ [smg X ]tot |:8x ((SL’ _ t)”‘2(y _ .CL’) \IIZJ (LU, y) :
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To discard the divergent quantities in these remainder terms we then use Stokes’” formula as

explained in [14, Subsection 2.3.3], and rely on fusion estimates (Lemma A.2) to prove that
the defining limit (2.11) is well-defined and analytic in a complex neighborhood of Ay ;.
For example the L_, Vs descendant is defined by the limit [14, Definition 3.6]

2

(2.17) (Lo Va()V) = y{{gom_nvﬁ(tw)m ~S 8, () where
v =1
o (a)= (ML (Vae,lt =) Va(H)V)se " (Voo (£ + g)vﬁ(t)vm)
(2.18) o | (=)t | ()T
| 1
1B, /(t_r’tw)<v'yz($+z Vs (1) >5’\S<(x+25—t)"—1) x

The W_, Vs descendant is defined by a similar limit by substracting the corresponding
remainder term [14, Definition 3.10].

2.3. Method for defining the singular and null vectors. Based on the above definition
of the descendant fields we can then look for singular vectors. Heuristically, a singular vector
is a non-trivial linear combination of the form

Z ()L, V, + Z dr(a)W_,\V,
lv|=n [A|l=n
such that the associated multilinear form over R”
> (@l + > di(@)W?,
lv|=n [A|l=n

vanishes identically. This happens for very specific values of the weight «, predicted by
the representation theory of the W3 algebra. When inserted within correlation functions
such singular vectors then give rise to higher equations of motion, and under additional
assumptions to BPZ-type differential equations. Let us explain in more details how we
prove such claims.

2.3.1. Definition of the singular vectors. The existence of singular vectors is predicted by
the algebra and more precisely representation theory, but their explicit form is not known
in general. Here we will use explicit expressions to construct singular vectors at the levels
n =1, 2 and 3 and that take the form

Yo =W_ Vot Y o)LV,
[v|=n

where the ¢,(a) are explicit, and where the weight o has to be specifically chosen. More
precisely we define the singular vector within correlation functions by setting

(na(O)V) = (W_ Vo) V) + Y (@)L, Va(t)V),
lv|=n

where the quantities on the right-hand side are defined using the above regularization pro-
cedure.
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2.3.2. FExplicit expression of the singular vector. For one of the singular vector considered
above, we know that the associated multilinear form

W+ ) a(a)le,

lv|=n

vanishes identically, so it is tempting to write that v, , = 0, or put differently that 1, , is a
null vector. This is however generically false since the descendants have been defined from
distinct regularization procedures. We can however deduce from this fact that the singular
vector is described using these remainder terms:

wn,a = - 573_%;1/_]‘)0 m_n’6,€7p(a> + |Z_ Cy(a)'g_l/157€7p(a)
where in the above we have considered the remainder terms coming from the definition of
the different descendants involved.

It is a priori far from obvious that these remainder terms admit well-defined limit. And
in fact individually these terms are even divergent! There are however (truly miraculous!)
cancellations occurring and in the end we get that the latter converges, and that the corre-
sponding limit is not zero but given by another correlation function, that is defined from the
first one but with the weight associated to V,(t) being changed. In addition it can feature
some descendant fields. Put differently this means that the singular vector is actually not a
null vector but is proportional to a primary or a descendant field.

3. SINGULAR VECTORS AND HIGHER EQUATIONS OF MOTION: LEVELS ONE AND TWO

In [14] we have defined descendant fields of the Vertex Operator Vj of the form L_,Vj or
W_, Vs for n > 1. We proved that thanks to these definitions we were able to express the
symmetries of the models into actual constraints on the correlation functions in the form of
Ward identities.

In this section we explain how the existence of singular vectors can give rise to additional
constraints on Toda correlation functions. To do so we will start by describing singular
vectors at the levels one and two, in which case we will conduct the computations in more
details. In order to define the singular vector at level two we will also need to introduce
beforehand the descendant field L_; ; V3.

3.1. Singular vector at the level one. Singular vectors arise when the weight £ takes
specific values. For instance singular vectors at the level one appear when considering sems-
degenerate fields, that is Vertex Operators of the form V3 where 8 = rw; for k € R and
i € {1,2}. Based on this semi-degenerate field we can formally define the singular vector at
level one by setting

’QD_LB = <W_1 - ?);UT(‘;)L_1> VB

To be more specific we define it as follows.



20 BAPTISTE CERCLE AND NATHAN HUGUENIN

Definition 3.1. Take t € R and (5, ) € An 1. We define the singular vector ¥_4 g
within half-plane correlation functions by setting

(W1 5)V) = (W_ 1 V3(t)V) — 3“’(5)

Sa, LAVOV)

This singular vector is actually not a null vector, that is unlike in the free-field theory or
bulk Toda CEFT where the above correlation functions identically vanish (see [10, Proposition
5.1]), in boundary Toda CF'T this singular vector is not zero but rather given by a primary
field. Namely we have the following statement:

Theorem 3.2. Assume that f = kwy for kK < q. Then
Vo156 =2(¢ — K)(Br2 — HR2) Ve,
in the sense that for any (8, o) € An i1
(1,8(t)V) = 2(q — ) (L2 — 1Rr2) (Vrres (1) V).

Proof. To start with note that ?’ZWT(’;) = (¢ — 2wy(B)) = (¢ — %) for such a = kw,. Besides

explicit computations show that for such a 3, we have the equality ?’;”T(’;)Lé 1= w? | between
linear maps over C? (see e.g. [10, Subsection 5.1]), so that for any positive §, ¢, p
3w(B)
2Ag

As a consequence and by definition of the descendants from Equation (2.17)

_ 3w(B)~ —
Wors@V) = tim 2G5 e pa) — 910, pr ).
4,e,p0—0 QAB

Now, as explained in [14] and reminded in Subsection 2.3, from the explicit expressions (2.14)
and (2.16) we infer that

(LoaVa(t)V)se,, = (W_iVa(#)V)sep

£, (0,¢, p; Zﬂl (0,e,p; ) and W_, (0,¢, p; ¢ Zﬁﬁl (0,€, p; ), where

£ 10,2, pr @) = (pri(Vae,(t = VBV )se = i (Ve (£ + €)Vs(t)V)se)  while
W (0,2, p;00) = —ha(e:) (g — 2w;(8)) £, (6, 2, ps ).

32“) A(i ) — q— %”“ for § = kw; we see that the remainder terms are such that:
—~ 3
wl—l(éugup; ) - S)A(ﬁ)gl (5767p; Ot) while

W2, (3¢, piax) = — (q — 2wi(B)) €2, (3., p; ).

where the exponents indicate whether we pick ¢ = 1 or i = 2. Now since (3,ves) = 0 and
thanks to the probabilistic representation of the correlation functions the above remainder
term is seen to be given by

52—1(5’ €, p; a) = (:uL,2 - MR,2)<V5+’YE2 (t)V> + 0(1)
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As a consequence we can conclude that

3w(p 4k
os®V) = (2202 (s i (Visnea V)
2Ap 3
=2(q— k) (pr2 = pr2)(Vate () V).
The result follows from the definition of the descendants (2.17). O

3.2. Descendants and singular vectors at the level two. In this subsection we derive
the explicit expression of the singular vector at the level two v_,, introduced in Equa-
tion (1.6). And to begin with we first need to define the descendant field £_¢ 1)V} that
appears in the expression of this singular vector. Based on this definition together with the
ones already provided for £_5V3 and W_,V3 we will see that when the weight 3 is given
by = —xwi, x € {7, %}, the associated fully-degenerate field V3 allows to define one
additional singular vector at the level two.

3.2.1. A first take on the descendant at the second level. As a first step we define here the
descendant field L_; 1 V3, where recall that the latter is defined by considering expressions
of the form

L.V = (Lé L (020) + 17 M(@@,@@)) Vs,
Lél,l(u) = (8,u) and Lél,l(uvv) = (B, u)(B,v).

The proof is rather heavy and relies on the same method as in [14, Section 3]: as a conse-
quence we will only provide a few details on the computations conducted and refer to [14]
for more explanations on the method developed here.

Lemma 3.3. Define the remainder term
[y (@) == Lying | On(Vie, (2)L22T4V 4(4)V
—(1,1);6,,p . sing | Yz \ Ve, I) -1 5( ) >5,€
<577€i>
- Isz'ng |:(ax + a:?:]ler(;yg) (2(t _ .CL’) \IIZ(I)
<B776j>

_'_]sin X ]sin |iam ( ‘;[]i,' z,y

g g Q(t _ y> ]( )

where we have introduced the notation

e 2N+M 9 N
W Vo V)se = Y 201w )
k=1
(28 + ves, vej) } 2 (g, ves)
- Ireg \Di,j P Ising 7\1172,]' )
R )| + [Z 2y — ) Y

(vej ver)
]sin ]re 7\112 j » I :



22 BAPTISTE CERCLE AND NATHAN HUGUENIN

Then the following quantity is (P)-class:
(L1 Vs(£)V)sep — L),

Proof. To start with we use the defining expression (2.9) together with Lemma B to get

B 2N+M <5 2N+M O[l>
LoaaValVhier = 2 35—y * kzl:l t— - (t —2)
(B, e 2+ (B,red) | (Bive (B, vez N (B, (B e
et ( =2y A=) —g) et 2 Z 20— o)t - :)3)) ‘I”'(“””)]

2 [BoyenBoves) o
+ [tot |:4(t o LL’)(T, o y> \IIZJ( 7y):| :

After some algebraic manipulations on this expression we see that the only possibly singular
terms in the expansion of (L_;1V3(t)V)s. , are given by

3 e Ly, [<<ﬁ,wei><2+ Bure) , , e (P ve;) +22%M m))) B(o)

4(t — x)? A4(t — x)(t t—zk )t —z

(8, 7vei) (B, ve;) B, vei) B ve;
+ Ling X Lneg {24@_:8)(75_;)\1’” ,y } + g { 1t — o) . \I’i,j(x,y)] :

The one-fold integral can be rewritten using
2N+M

(02 + Oz lacn;.) [(% + Z (28 ‘L‘ZQ;;O% ) ,(a
h=1

(Bored @+ (Bred) | (Bured(Bire
+< At — )2 2t — ) (t - >“x€H“) ’

IN+M
can)(B,7e) (B an) (B, 762
+Z ( 2(t — z1)( t—x)+2(t_zk er(;S)\If,

B (B,ve) I (28 +venan) ) [ (reves) | (veve) e
]tot [(2(t—$) + ; Q(t—Zk) ) < ( ) + ( >]1I€H6,5) \I]%J( 7y>] .

Since the integral Iy, X Ireq [w—iy U, i(x, y)} is (P)-class in virtue of Lemma A.3 this entails

(P)-class terms

J= (P)-class terms
g {(a + 0l s, ) (éijiﬁ)) xlfi(:c))] — Lying [&B ( Z @52(:_#)%)@(@)]
(B, vei) (B, ves) | (B ves){veves)
+ Loing X freg K?(t —a)(t—y) 4l a)z—y) \P”(I’y)}

(
+ Lsing X Ising [( (B, vei) (2<5, €;

2t — z

(vei, ve;) (28 +vei, am){veve;) | ¢
+ ) + > At — 2)(y — 2) ) ot ’y)] |

~—
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Let us now turn to the two-folds integrals: over Iy, X I,., singular terms are given by

. (Bye(Bves) | (Bovedlvene) g o
hao v (o 2+ S e ) Vo)

B.yei) (26 + veisve;

< >< J> \Ili,j(x>y) ]
At —z)(t —y)

To take care of the singularity at z = t we use the same reasoning as in the proof of [14

Lemma 3.1]: this shows that

Ly % I, [(%mei)(ﬁmej) N <5,vei><ve,vej>> . (, y)}

= (P)-class terms  + Igng X Lieg [(

At =)t —y) At —2)(r -y

2 ) j
= (P)-class terms  + Igng X Lrey | Oz (26 + vei vey) U, i(z,y) | -
2(t —y) ’
This corresponds exactly to the integral over I,., that appears in the expansion of

(Ve (@) LTV () V) 5

As for the integral over Iy, X Isng the corresponding term is

(B,7ve:) ((ﬁ ) 7617769 )
T

]sing X ]sing |i \I]Z] €T,y :|

20t — ) \2(t —

2N+M

(28 + vei, ak) (76 Ve;)
; W —z) 2y —a) Y >]

The integral on the second line is actually (P)-class: to see why for i = j we use the
symmetry in x,y to see that the term vanishes while for ¢ # j the singularity at x = y is
integrable thanks to Lemma A.2 (the exponent is positive). As for the first integral it can

be rewritten as
ON+M 76 N (8, ~e:)
jr &k 7
v,
<0 + g — ) 20— ) m(x,y)]

(B,7ei) (vej, vey)
— [sin ]sin ]o ‘;[]2 j yJ .
g X g X tt[4(t—x)(y—z) wf(xyz)

The derivative d, appears in the expansion of the remainder term. Therefore it only remains
to treat

+ ]sing X ]sing [

[sing szng

2N+M
I.. w I 2—1—: <76J7ak><57762>\p($ y) —I.. < I T <B776i><7€j7761>\p” (l’ y Z)
sing sing 4(y _ Zk)(t I ZE') 1,7 ) simng sing tot 4(t N at)(y _ Z) 0,7, f\Vy Yy

k=1

In the same fashion as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 the first integral will give rise to
the the term corresponding to the integral over Iy, that appears in the expansion of

(Vie, (£)L25T7%V 5(t) Vs .. The second integral vanishes over I Sng

the integral over 12, X I,., yields the term Iy, X I.., in <VW(1,)L2_61+762 V(t)V)se-

sing

by symmetry in y, z, while

Recollecting term we see that as desired J = (P)-class terms + £_(1 1),5.,,(). O
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3.2.2. Definition of the descendants at the level two. Based on the previous statement we
can now define the descendant L_; V. This is done by substracting the remainder term
£_(1,1)5.,p() to the regularized quantity, where this quantity is obtained from £_ 1y,5¢,,(x)
by application of Stokes’ formula:

a , V€
5—(1,1);5,5,;)(01) = - <52Z ) (,UL,i‘I’z'(t —e)+ MR,i‘I’i(t +€))
(3.1) + pini(Vae, (t — )LV 5 () Vs — i (Vie, (4 ) L2V 5(6) V).
<5a 76j>
Tsin, Vit —¢e,y) — priWi;(t ) .
+ gQ@_y)wL gt —ey) —uriVi;(t+e,y))

Definition 3.4. For anyt € R and (8, o) € Ay pr+1, the descendant field L_y 1V} is defined
by the following limit, well-defined and analytic in a complex neighborhood of Ay ni1:

LoaaVa(t)V) i= Tim (Lo aVa(H)V)sep = £ nisep(@).

Proof. We need to show that the difference £_(11);5. () — E_(Ll);&e’p(a) is (P)-class. In
this expression the only term that may not be (P)-class is given by

(B, 7e;) ] idg — idg idg — idg
Lo Vii(&y)| —5— — Lsing [0V (&, y)] ———
fi&ﬂ&gﬂaB(t,r) I [2(t —v) &) 2 H;..MOB(t,r) s 10y ¥i5(8, )] 2
For this we develop the derivative in y to cancel the singularity at y = ¢: this yields only
(P)-class terms. O

Proposition 3.5. Fort € R and (5, ) € Ay the following equality holds in the sense of
weak derivatives:

(Lo11Va(t)V) = 0/ (Va(H) V).

Proof. The proof follows from the very same argument as that of [14, Proposition 3.4].
Namely for positive ¢, e, p we have the equality for any smooth and compactly supported
test function f:

/R PO LA Vo () Vgt = / G LD Va() V)5 it

Now it is readily seen from the fusion asymptotics of Lemma A.2 (see also the reason-
ing developed in [12, Subsection 4.2]) that for (f3,e;) negative enough the remainder term

£_(1,1)5.,p() that appears in the definition of the descendant field vanishes in the p,e,6 — 0
limit. As a consequence for (3, e;) negative enough we have the equality

Af(t)<L_1,1Vﬁ(t)V)dt:Aaff(t)(vg(t)V)dt.

This equality can be extended by analycity of the correlation functions in a complex neigh-
borhood of Ay s, thus completing the proof. O
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3.2.3. Degenerate fields at the level two. We have defined in the previous subsection semi-
degenerate fields, which are Vertex Operators V3 where the weight is chosen to be of the
form = kw; for k € R and i € {1,2}. We have seen that such a semi-degenerate field allows
to define a singular vector at level one W_; 3. We now explain how a further specialization
of the weight [ leads to the introduction of singular vectors at a higher level.

To this end let us now assume that f = —yw; with x € {7, %} The singular vector at the
level two is formally defined by

4 4x
¢—2,X = <W_2 + —L_1,1 + —L_g) Vﬁ
X 3
and makes sense when inserted within correlation functions as follows.

Definition 3.6. Assume that f = —xw; with x € {7, %} and take t € R as well as (B, ) €
An 1. The singular vector U_q . is defined within half-plane correlation functions via

(b-2a (V) = (WoaV5(OV) + ~ LoaaVa(OV) + JHLV5(OV).

In the same fashion as for the first level, the singular vector ¢, 5 is generically not a null
vector but rather gives rise to equations of motion:

Theorem 3.7. Assume that = —yw; with x € {7, %}, and take a(x), b(x) so that
(3.2) 36 + ye2 = a(\)L7]72 + b() W7,
If we set D_y, = a(x)LPT7 4+ b(x) W5 then
2
10_2,% = 27(/~LR,2 - NL,2)D_1,%Vﬁ+'yez +2 <§ - 7) (ML,l + MR,l)VﬁJr'yel
in the sense that as soon as (B, ) € An 1
<¢_2,%(t)v> :27(/~LR,2 - ML,z) <a<L—1vﬁ+’yez (t)V> + b<W—1vﬁ+’yez (t)V>>
2

#2(2 =7) (uea + ) Vs (O,

When x = v we have ¢_o , = %(,U,RQ — pr,2)D_1 4 Vine, for v > 1 while for v < 1:

4
(3.4) P_g, = ;(,URQ — 10,2)D 14 Vaiqe, + 270, (1) Vasoye,

(3.3)

meaning the same as for ¢ _, 2. Here the constant c,(p) is given by
el

72 A2
2 2 7 : 7 t ( 2 ) ra-7
prq+ Wpy —2pL1pR1COS | T | — ppaSin | T :
2
_ﬁD—lw—l,x + ¢92,x where we have
a descendant at level 1 of the singular vector 1_,, and a new primary field ¢0—27x'

Remark 3.8. We can rewrite the above as ¥_s, =
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Proof. Like before we know from [10, Proposition 5.3] (more generally see [10, Subsection
5.2]) that we have an equality at the level of multilinear maps over C

4 4
WéQ + ;Lél,l + _XLég = 0.

3
This entails the equality for the regularized correlation functions
4 4
(WaVa (Vs  ALaaVa(OVDiep + 5 (LoaVa(O)V)ocp = 0

so that we only need to check that

.= 4~ 4y ~
lim W_y(d,¢,p;ax) + —L_1:1(d,¢, p; ) + —XS_g(é, g, p;0) = —(Y_2, (1) V).

4,e,p—0 X 3

To start with according to Equations (2.14), (2.16) and Lemma 3.3, the left-hand side admits
the representation, up to (P)-class terms that we discard to simplify the discussion,

e )w- 2(Byei) | 4x
3 = Loy (00 (F@) V)] + L | (”’2( il e e wz))]

r—t
(3.5) +% i”B’i /Hl o (;(ﬁzv_ez)\l, (z )) o, <2<(5x’76;>) \I]i(x)) d*x
g ¢ B o (32D 20200 g, )

y—x  x(t
where F'(x) is regular at = =t and explicitly given by

()W (z) =§<vm (D) LZ5Y (1) V).

(3.6) 2N+M
2h2(61> (Oék) |: 2’}/}12(62) :|
+ E —\Ifl x) = lreg |0z ———=V, ;(x, .
£ T — 2 (x) g |Vi#i oy J(Ty)

Let us first treat the integrals where F' does not appear.

For the remaining one-fold integral Ig,, we rely on explicit computations based on the
expression of f = —yw; to get that
2 B7 Ve 4X
2h2(ei)w;(ﬁ) + % + ? = i,12(X - 7)
In particular if x = ~ this term vanishes and therefore does not contribute to the limit. For

X = % we rely on Lemma A.4 to see that the corresponding remainder term is given by

~2(2 =) (s 120 Va2, 0OV

Next we consider the additional one-fold integral that ranges over Hjs.. Then we see that
for i = 2 the numerator vanishes, while for : = 1 we are in the setting of Lemma A.5 below



HIGHER-SPIN SYMMETRY IN THE sls BOUNDARY TODA CFT II 27

where similar quantities are considered, and shown to scale like

72) r (g) I (1—1~?%

2vpp 1 sin <7r—
r(1-%)

2
for y = and y < 1, while these are o(1) if x = % or x == and vy > 1.

Let us now turn to the two-folds integrals. By explicit computations these are equal to

[sin [sin a:c 52 =1, — 5@': 52‘: —— \Ilz . 5 .
o g[ (( 7 1y—t j=§y—l’+j:%(y_t+y_l. i)

The first term is considered in Lemma A.5, and for y = v and v < 1 we have

. 5@',)’:1
6,l}pni>0 [sing X [sing |:a:c (E\I]i,j(za y)):|

7_2)) r(3)ra--?

2 I )
< __>

while this limit is zero for x = % and y = 7 with v > 1. When we consider (7, j) = (1,2) we

= — (“%71 + ,uf%,l — 20y 14,1 COS (

use Lemma A.2 to infer that the integral I, [ﬁ\lﬁg(t, y)} is absolutely convergent. As a

consequence the remainder term coming from the Iy, X Iy, integral with (i,7) = (1,2)
this term converges to 0 in the limit (since (3, ve;) < 0). This is however not the case when
(7,7) = (2,1): like in the proof of Theorem 3.2 we see that this term converges towards

4y
(,uL,2 - MR,2>[sing {ﬁ(vvm (y)vﬁ+’*{62 (t>V>:| .

Recollecting terms we see that

J = (P)-class terms + Lsing [0, (F'(2)¥;(x))] + (,UL,2 - ,UR,2)Ising {;—70/761 (y)vﬁ-i-vm t)V)

—t

2
=2 (2 =7) G 1) (20, OV = 206, () Vo2 OV,

Let us now consider the term I, [0, (F'(2)W;(z))], where F' has been described in Equa-
tion (3.6). Using the very same reasoning as the one conducted in the proof of Theorem 3.2,
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we see that since (3, ve;) < 0 while (3, ves) = 0 this term converges towards (2 — pr2)H,

4 2N+M (20 + vea, ) (28 + ves, ve;)
H .—; ( ; W<Vﬁ+’yez (t)V) — Ipeq [ 20y — 1) (Vﬁ,ej (y)Vﬁ+,ye2(t)V>}>

+ é[sing [ ; %aqu (y)vﬁ-i-’yez (t)V>]

RS

VR [Hw D)V, () Vot <t>v>}
2N+M 2(,01 2/7
-+ Z P Z Vg-}-«/eg( )V) - Ireg {m <V«/el (y)Vng,m (t)V>:| .

>

Now we have 23 + vey — xw; = 30 + ves. As a consequence the latter can be simplified to

_4 = (3B + vea, ag) (38 + vea, ve;)
H _; ( ; WG/B‘MGZ (V) = Ireg { 2(y — 1) <V75j () Ve (t)V>])

+ é]sing [ Z M(‘/vej (y>vﬁ+’yez(t)v>]

— 2y — z)

NS

NEVR {%%(y)mw(z)vﬁm <t>v>] .

=

Gathering all these terms we end up with the equality
~ 4 ~
J = (P)-class terms + ;(um — lR2)J
2
—2 (; - 7) (ry + 1r1) (Vie, 20, OOV 22 = 296, () (Ve -2, () V) L=y

where we have set

2N+M

N (36 + ves, ag) (38 + vea, ve;)
v 3 S v -1 I Vi)V
¥ Lung [ > S Vi OV) + X Vi)V <t>V>]

Ty % g [Hw <y>vwf<z>vﬁ+m<t>v>] .
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Now since we have that (5 + yes,ve;) < 0 we can use integration by parts (see [14, Lemma
3.1] for more details) to rewrite that up to (P)-class terms we have

IN+M
{aw, ve;) X
_I'Isin 7‘/6' Vi 62tV +—V€1 Vi eth
’ [ 2 3y =y VeV OV) + 075 1ha Ve (V)
(vej, vey)
g % Ly | ST )V, (Vi)
(B + ez, vei) — 2vxdj=1
= 7. ) .
sing |: Q(t — y) <V:yeJ (y)vﬁ-i-'yeg (t)V>
Recollecting terms we arrive to
S (384 e, o) (38 +e2,7¢))
~ 2, Xk . 25 J
J = ; 2(Zk — t) <V5+“/62 (t>V> Lyt [ 2(y _ t) <V“/ej (y)vﬁ+~/eg (t>V>

This shows that this term gives rise to a linear combination of the descendants L_; and
W_; of Vgire,. More precisely we get

J = (L1 Viiqe, (1) V) + 0(W _1Vi e, (1) V)
where a and b are chosen in such a way that
36 + yes = al”T7 4 pW e,

This allows to conclude that for a and b as above,

(V02 Va(OV) = (2 = 12.2) (L1 Varaea (V) + HW 1 Vs (V)

T 2@ )t + 180) Vases (V)

when y = %, and likewise for y = v

(V-2 Va(OV) = (2 = 12.2) ({L1Vataea (V) + HW 1V (V)

+ 276, (1) (Varaye, (1) V).
This wraps up the proof of Theorem 3.7. O

4. SINGULAR VECTORS AT THE LEVEL THREE

In the previous section we have defined the descendants at the level two of a primary field
Vs, and shown that under specific assumptions on the value of the weight 3 they give rise
to singular vectors. In this concluding section we compute the singular vectors at the third
level and show that when the primary field is a fully-degenerate field, one can define singular
vectors out of them. These singular vectors in turn give rise to higher equations of motion,
which under additional assumptions allow to obtain BPZ-type differential equaitons for a
family of correlation functions.

4.1. Descendants at the third order. As a first step in the derivation of the singular
vectors at the level three, one first needs to make sense of the descendants at the third order.
Namely we now define the L_; 3 and L_; ; ; descendant.
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4.1.1. The L_; 5 descendant. Following the same method as before in order to define the
descendant at the third order L_; o we first need to understand the remainder term that
arises in the computation of the regularized correlation functions containing these descen-
dant fields inserted. To this end we introduce the notations for i = 1, 2:

Z " ﬁ,ak Vi) — Trey [%\p”(x,y)] as well as

Hy(x) = (Vye,(2) LV 5 (1) V)50 1=

2N+M <Q+5+76i,ak> 2 <Ozk,al>
(Z ) DS 4(Zk—t>(zl—t)> e

k=1 k=1

(B+veive; 2N+M

i _ (vei, ax) N
( (y —t)? ,; 20y — 1) (2 — t)) ‘I’Zvﬂ(%y)]

— Lsing [ Z X (ves, ax) \If,-J(:B,y)]

2 20— O~ y)

- Ireg

+ [Ee [_ <7€j’76f> W, r,y,< :| + Lging X e |: <76j>76f> e T, Y,z :| .
9 4(y—t)(z—t) Jvf( ) g g 2(z—t)(z—y) J,f( )

Lemma 4.1. Let us set

£ aaseala) = Ly [0 (1) + 60

r—t
) 2 (1 2 <ﬁ776]’> (z
_I'Iszng [ax ( (t—x)2 \Ijl( )) Ismg [aﬂﬁ (2(t_x)(t_y)\1]z,j( 7y)):| .

Then the difference (L_12V3(t)V)sep — £-1,2)5¢0(x) is (P)-class. Moreover define the
L_, 2V descendant within correlation function by setting for t € R and (o, B) € Anpr41:

(4.2) (Lo pVa(t)V) = lim (L_15V3(t)V)sep — £-@2)se0().

4,e,p0—0

Then this descendant is such that, in the weak sense of derivatives:

(4.3) (L_1,V5(t)V) = 8, ( 3 tfiz;; o fa;m) (Vs(t)V).

Proof. Algebraic manipulations following the exact same techniques as the ones developed
in order to prove the results in the previous section show that the singular terms in the
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expression of (L_12V3(t)V)s., are given by I; + Iy + I3 where we have set

i e Y€ 2N+M
B gy | L (255 72 + Z {3l ) g, )
1 -—4Lsing (t _ x>2 = mGH(gE i

I t—x T zk — t
r2N+M (Byves) OIN+M
(B, ax) L+ == o8 (ag,ve;)
+Ising _kZ:; 2(t—x)(t—zk) ( t—l2’ _'_ZL'— ]lgceH(;s‘i‘ Z m) \Ifz(l’)
B RRQ B R () |
Ml Py < 2wy o W)

Isin x —
g \ o =) e T2 -z & (-t

_ i 1+ {Bei) 1+M ON+M i
(B,vei) 1 ( 2 2 M W, ()

— Lsing [ Z 2( (o, ves) W;(x)

— 2t — )t — 2)?

Y

2t —x)(t—y) \ (t—x) 2(y — x) T—zx

e (05D RN B bene)
ot _( (t —x)? — 20t —a)(t—z) ) 2y — ) v

o [ (Bvei) (vei ve))
i ItOt _Q(t - LIZ‘)(T, — j)(t ]— y) ]IIEH&S \Ilivj(xa y):| and

i (B,yes) 2 2N+M
Ve, 14 == €, Ve 1o em,. g, V€4
L=—12, 15 ve;) ( 2 Denne) | e | > faw yen) >) \Ifi,j(ar,y)]

i(, y)]

| Belveve) oo
b [ S I R )] |

We can further simplify I; by using the identity
(1+ 2950 (an, ven) — (1+ B350 (g, ye)  (14+ L34 (aves) (14 2550 (o ve)

(t—a2)2(z—t)  (t—2)%(z —2) (t —x)(z1 — t)? (2 — ) (2 — t)?

Likewise we can write that I is given by the sum of (P)-terms and

(B,ves) 2 2N+M
Y€ 1+ == €, Ve 1 emy. g, V€4
o Ising % Itot [ <B Y ]) ( 2 + <ry v J) + 8 €M, + 2 < ks 7Y >) \I/w(ﬁ,y)]

2(t — z)(t — y) (t —x) 2(y — x) I—ux p 2(z — t)
I (B, yei) 1+ e Y lecn,, e -
v 2 s [2<t ) < N (] = M P = e t>) ‘I’”““’y)]

- Ising X Itot

(1 8oy 2 (B, o) (vei, ve;)
( (t —x)? - — 20t —a)(t—2) ) 2(y— ) Lisle.y)

= o s e (525 + 5 ) ko)
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and that I3 simplifies to

(B,7e;){vei ver)
i)ty
Bovedvejven) ¢
Ty asa)

o | (B vei){vej ver)

R e e

I3 = (P)-class terms + I, x I2, { )‘I’i,j,f(il?, Y, 2)

2
+ ]sing X IT@H |:4(

As a consequence we are led to the equality

(L_12Vs(t)V)se, = (P)-class terms + L, {ax (H,-(x)+ ! G,-(:):))}

x—t
+ Loing [@ +0s) (2(15 iﬁggl j)nzema,mw)]

+ Ling [am (%w@)] — Liing % Loing [ax (2( t 5 x)”(il Ve y))] ,

allowing to recover the desired expression for the remainder term:

50l = L [0 (Fl) + —Gi0) )|
+ Loing [&B (%\I’(@)] -, {&p (2(t iﬁg(etj)_ (o y))} .

As for the second part of the statement, we see from its expression that for (3, e;) negative
enough the remainder term £_ )5 ,(c) defined from Equation (4.1) goes to zero. Moreover
in that case the equality is seen to hold in the sense of weak derivatives, see e.g. [10, Equation
(5.7)]. We can conclude like in the proof of Proposition 3.5. O

4.1.2. The L_; 1, descendant. We now turn to the L_; ; ; descendant, for which the analog
statement is the following:

Lemma 4.2. One can find a quantity £_ 11)s.p(c) for which (L_111Vs(t)V)se0—L£—1,1,1):5.,0(C)
is (P)-class. The Li_y111Vp descendant defined fort € R and (o, ) € An p41 via

(4.4) (Loiaa V(@) V) = lim (L_111Vs(t)V)sep — £-1.1,1)60()

4,e,p—0
satisfies the property that, in the weak sense,

(4.5) (L_111Vs(t)V) = 0} (Va(t) V).



HIGHER-SPIN SYMMETRY IN THE sls BOUNDARY TODA CFT II 33

Along the proof of Lemma 4.2, we will provide an explicit expression for this remainder
term. Namely we will show that it is given by

’g—(l,l,l);é,e,p(a) = Ising |:a:c (é(ﬁt’zelé ):|
(4.6) (8, ve:) (8,7¢5)
+ [sing |i8x (2(t _ i’) Gi(x)]]-wEH&s - szng |i ( J>@Zj( ):| ):|
+ Aé,a,p + Bé,a,p + Cé,e,pa
(8, yei) (1 + 23
(4.7) Asep = Liing | 0 - (t<_ o7 : ) W;(z)

Bre) (14 932) (8,960 (8,1e)
R 2 ) ? ) o
B57570 T ]smg a’b‘ 2(t . y)g + 2(t _ S(Z)(t . ;) \Dl,](x> y)

(4.8)

(B,7e)) <1 + @) (B, 7€) (B, ve;)
O 2(t — 7) + 2(t —x)(t — ) Vi)

(e
@ (S )

Lo [0 (<4<t<—ﬁ’y7>2>— y)) ista)) e |

where ¥; is explicit but rather tedious to write (we provide its expression in Equation (4.15)
below), while §; and O, ; are given by

+ Ising

2 (38 + ver, €, O,

@) (S ) vt

2N+M
— 1sing a7 N *i,g xay)

— 2y —2)

{vej,ver)
Isin X Ire \Ijz j » I )
+ Lsing g [ 20y — 2) Gt (Y, %)
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(4.11)

g 35 €5, Ok €;, AL

3 + 7‘33a76f> (vei, vey)
- re \IIZ 'y Y
g |:< t— Z + 2(1, — Z) ,J7f($ Y Z)

N+M 76f Oék>
- [Z 20— o) L (@ 9:2) Ui gy, 2, 0) |

p k)

<76f> 76m>
+ Lsing X Ireq [m

Finally ©;(x) is defined via the same expression as O, ,(z,y) but with ¥, ;(z,y) being
replaced by ¥, (z).

Proof. Like for the previous lemma we only sketch the main steps and leave the details of
the computations to the (very motivated!) reader. We can write the potentially singular
terms in the expression of (L_111V3(t)V)s., as I1 + 1> + I3, with

[ Bee (14932 (24 892) w303, 9e) (1+ 232 ) (8, )
L= Liing 2(t — x)3 * ; 4t — 2)2(t — 2) i)
386 (RN (Braw) RN (B (B ol
e | 26— a) < D e D s ) R
' 3(Be)? (145 (R (B '
+Lsing _]l:ceHé,%(t_x)(t_f) ( t—;: + kz:: 20— =) ‘I’z(l')_ ;
L= [t20t 3<B77€z> (1 + g ) <577€j> n 3<B,’}/61> <B,’}/€j><5,0ék> \I/Z-J»(;U,y)

At — z)*(t —y) 8(t —x)(t —y)(t — z)

e { 3(B,vei)*(B, ve))
L4t — 2)(t —Z)(t —

y) ]]-wEH(;’s \Ili,j (LU, y):| ; and

73 <5,7€i><5>7€j><ﬁ>7€f> (x Py
b 4“[8(t—w><t—y><t—z> Haste 4‘

Our goal is, like before, to rewrite the latter to make appear derivatives of the correlation
functions. And to do so we rely on the same techniques as above.
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For the sake of simplicity let us first assume that pup; = g2 = 0 so that we can discard
terms with Z. Then using symmetrization I is given by I; = (P)-class terms + I where

(Bayes) .
e (57V€i> (1 + ;’ ) 2+ (ﬁ,;/ i) 72]1er55 ) 2N+M 7€z,ak ( )
Lo e 2(t — x)? t—x T—ux Zkl (e —2) ]
(Byei) 2 N+M
<5 762') I+ 2 ’Y ]190€H5 ’7617 al 1 <B7 ’76i> 1
Isin ’ = 0, [Si" [ Vi ]
* 9[2(15—3;’) t—2x T—zx g 2(z — x) (@) + 12t — o) (@)
IN+M
. 308 + vei, o)
with 0} (z) = <—’\IIZ ) and
)= 30 Pt e

) . 2N+M (38 + (1+ @)yei, ag) 2 3(B, au) (B, cu) + (38 + ves, au) (yes, o)
vi(@) = < > 2(t — 21,)2 t 2 At — 2)(t — =) i)

k=1 k=1
Based on the same reasoning as in the previous sections we thus end up with

I, = (P)-class terms + R}
Byei
(8.7e) (14 29)

<ﬁ ’7€z> 1
+ Lsing | Os 2t — 2)? \I’Z(I)+2(t_ )9 () + 95 (x) where we have set
(B,ve:) (1+ (Byeq) 2N+M
Rl —— NG ’ ' 2 + Z <B7 7€z><35 + YEi, O(k) <fy€i7 76]) U, (l’ y)
1 - sing tot 2(t _ [L’)2 pot 4(t _ :L’)(t _ Zk.) 2($ _ y) (2%} 9

We have thus treated the one-fold integral: let us now turn to the two-fold ones. And to
start with, we first rewrite I, as

I, = (P)-class terms

[ (3080 (14 952) B9 546, v (8. e,
sing 4(t _ ZL’) (t — y) * 8(t — l’)(t - y)

3(8,7e:) (1+ €52 (8,7ey)
‘I’z’j z,y
At — ) (t —y)

tw’ o) Uy 5(2,y)

)
(= z)

- Ising X [reg

3(B,vei) (B, ve;) (1 + 48 veﬂ) ON+M 308, ve:) (B2 e, (B, )
W0 2 S at | Y

k=1

- Ising X [reg

Then using symmetrization and expressing the above in terms of derivatives like before some
tedious computations show that

I, + R} = (P)-class terms + I, + I; + Ry + R3, where:
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(Bres)
Py [ax ((B,veﬁ(l +55) <ﬁ,vei><5,vej>> \Ifi,j@,y))]

2(t —y)? 20t —z)(t —y)

) o~ ((Bren (e on) | (B (BB +e ar)  (Bye) e o) o
fona [‘3’“‘ ( > (e e ) q’”“’”)]
Ifmg [890 (ﬁ%’j(x,y) } with

1 o = <76jaak> <5>7€j><7€j,ak> (o
Yig(®:9) — (4(y —z)? At — )y — Zk)) Yisl@,9)
ON+M (vej, ap)(ve;, cu) (36 + 2ve;, ag)(ve;, ou) i n
T (s + g 2 ) vt and
2 . (B,7€:) (38 + vei, vey) 2 (0 (o wi
[2 - ]szng X [reg |iam (( 4(t _ l’)(t _ y) + ﬁi,j( 7y)) \IIZJ( 7y)):| th
2 (o) (36 + vei, ves) (1 + 7@“;”@”)
S 2t~ y)?

2 (38 + yei,vey) (vew aw) + (38 + ver, aw)(ves, ves) + 6(B, ve;) (5, o)

*‘Z; At —y)(t — z) )@“@W»

The extra terms R} and R3 are equal to

(B, 7e) (1 +E22) (5 ye) (B, 7e) | (veives) B
( 2t —y)? ==y ) 2 =2 Vijp(@,y,2)

2 (8, ve) (ves an)\ (vei, ver)
2 J 7 7 2
g X o I ; (4(15 —x)(y — Zk)) 2(z — 2) Vias(t:y Z)]

Ry =1

sing X ItOt

s o SR (B B8t ae o) | Boaedbean) ere)y
g > J | D (PR + e ) S vostan >]

R% = Ising X [reg X Itot |:(<B776Z> <3B + 7675776]‘)) <76i’7€f>

\Ili ) I .
™) S G vates)

An important point to highlight is that in the (P)-class terms we have included expressions
of the form —1I2, [%_yfm(x,y)\lfi,j(x,y)] where f;; is regular at z =y, x = t and y = .
At first sight it may not be clear why the singularity %—y would be integrable. However we

can separate between the case where ¢ # j, for which ¥, ;(z,y) ~ |z — y|V2 as |[x —y| — 0,
and when ¢ = j in which case by symmetry in z,y the latter can be reduced to a regular
quantity. This allows to treat the two-fold integrals and discard such terms.



HIGHER-SPIN SYMMETRY IN THE sls BOUNDARY TODA CFT II 37

Now to transform the three-fold integrals we first split I3 as I3 = (P)-class terms + I3 with

s [BoyelBedBoven) g
[ [smg |: 8(t—l’)( )( ) \I]%Jvf( Y ):|

2 (8, 7vei) (B, ve) (B, ves)

+ Iszng [?“69 |: (t — :L')( )(t ) \Di,]}f(z’ Y, Z):|
2 [308, 7€) (B, ve (B, vey)

+ Lsing X 1req { 8(t—2)(t—y)(t — 2) Vijr(2,y, Z)}

Likewise we see that RY + R2 = I .+ L5 s, + L5, where

(8 veJ
L r? [Cﬁwwﬂ+ ) w”QW3%”)§§fZ“%A%%@]

v \T 2y Ay
3 i <5 7€2> <7637ak> <7€27’76f> (2
‘*@W_Z;<@@—@<—ww) 2a—z) oI

n ]Sslng -2NiM <<6, ’}/6]') <35 + YEj, Oék> + <57 76j> <76i7 Oék) ) <76i7 76f> ‘;[]i,j,f(xu Y, )]

pat At —y)(t — z) At —y)(z —2) ) 2(x = 2)

Lo =12

sing

(Bre)(1+ 252 (Be)(Bren) | enren)
L“[( Wy ) o) )
)

2 (B, ve) (38 +vei, vep) \ (vei ve)
oy | (PRSI ) SR )
[2N+M
2 (B,7€;) (38 +vej, aw) | (Boves)(vei,aw) | (vea ver) o
+ Liing X reg i ,; < W—y)t—2) M-y zk)) 2(z — 2) Wigs(@,y. >]
oL F2N+M B,ve;) yej,o@ <”)/€i,’76f>\11' _
+ szng reg Zl t _ ZZI' _ Zk) 2(:1: — Z) zJ,f(x) Y, Z) .

'y (B, vei) (38 + vei, ves) | (vewver) o
]s,r,r '_Iszng X Ifeg |i< 4(t — x)(t _ y) ! ) 2(:(: _ Z) \Ijl,j,f(x>y>z):| .

Gathering these terms together with that coming from I3 we arrive to the equality
Iy + Ry + RS = (P)-class terms + I3 + I3 + I3 + Ry + R3, with

2

Bep, [8 (((ﬁ,yeﬁ(ﬁ,veﬁ N %M (B,7e;) (vey, an) +2]§:M <’7€j705k><’7€f705l>> \Ifi,jvf(x,y,z)ﬂ :

M—p)—2) 2 M-y | 2 Ay ) 2)

(B, vei)(ve;,ve
I = ]szzng ILreq [ ( 7 57¢5) + 05 5(z,y,2) | Vijp(x,y, 2)

ST
+I2 [a << 5 76j 3ﬁ+76ja76f> + <6776j><76i776f>) . f(fE y Z)):| X
smg T’eg z 2,7, ) J )

y)(t = 2) At —y)(x - 2)
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I3 = Ty x I, {&c <<35+76i776j>i?:j—726)]21>5J—rj;ﬁﬁemﬁﬁeﬁ\Ili’j’f(x’y’Z))} ‘

In the above 9, ; f(x,y, 2) is defined by

(4.12)

NN (BB e an) | ean) | () | (e an) (e ep)
usslanpna) = 3 (P eca) Gl Bl o1

)
IN+M (3 e ve i e e e e _—
N Z ( B+renver) | ey f>) (v >) (vej, vep)(vei, on)

k=1

2(t — z2) 2@ —2) ) 2(y — 2 Ay — 2)(xr — z)
<3B + e ver) +(B,7e) 1+ {veg,vep)\ (ves, ver)
*( 20t — =) BT )2<y—z>

while the additional terms are given by

N+M
R 1 r | [ veg ji (3. v vej vef,aw bewrendy )
sing tot 4(t - Z - Zk> 2(:(: o w) Z,j,f,m P e )

RE— 12 x L x I (B, vei) (ves, ver) (vei, vem) .
sing g X Lot _ 8(t—x)(y—z)(aj—w) g f, (x,y,z,w)
—1Zg X Ireg X Lot [ (8,7€;) (38 + €, ver) (vei, vem)
’ L 8(t —y)(t — 2)(z — w)
[2 X Ireg X [tot <5’ 76j><,y€i’ fyef)(’yei?,yem) \I/
L 8(t—y)(x — 2)(x —w)

\Ili7j7f7m(x7 y’ Z? w):|

sing

i7j7f7m(x7 y’ Z? w):| N

We now have some new four-fold integrals to treat. We see that they give rise to the following
remainder terms:

[glng [reg am ( ( <57 7€j> <’Y€f7 76m> \I]i,j,f,m(xu Y, 2, ’UJ) + ﬁi,j,f,m) ):|

At —y)(z —w)
2 2 [ (e vep)(ves, vem) | 3B+ e+, ven(vevem)\ L
- 2 x 22 [0 (T4 TS L) vt )|

[ vej, ven)(Yes, Vem

2N+M

(vej: ar)(ver vem)
4.13 /192 m\Ly Y, <, = \Ijz m\Ly Y, <, .
( ) I (ZL’ Y,z w) kz:; 2(y—2k)(2 _w) I (ZL’ Y,z w)
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Recollecting all the terms that we have obtained above we recover the expression provided
in Equation (4.6) up to the 1,cpm;_ term in that we get

S0 ) = Ly 00 (#770) 4 120 )

2 <ﬁ776]’> (x
- [ (250000
[ (B (14 25)
(4.14) T Lsing |02 2=y i
o [ (809 (1 952) | preasae)
~ fona | O 2wy Ay ) Y

o (5625wt )

where we see that ¢¥:2~"(x) admits the very nice, simple and for sure accurate expression

(4.15)
W= (2) = 0] () = Liing [0} (2,9)] = Lreg [07;(2,9)] + Luing X Lreg [Vij.p(2,y, 2)]
2N+M
Z (763"%)(76/‘,%)\1,
Pt Ay — zx)(z — z)
(3B + vei, ves) (vej, ver) + 3(B,ve;) (B, vey)
\I]i 1 )
[ =)t —2) a0
- [s2mg [reg [792‘,]‘7f,m(l', Y% ’UJ)]
Lvem) | (384 e +vej, ver) (e, vem)
_ I ) 12 <fy€ fyef><fyej fye > < J f J \I] .
e " e K ie =)y —w) =2y —w) )

1'2 ]2 </76j7 ”Y€n> <fy€f7 ”Y€m> \I/
S T

+ 1%

sing

i,j,f(xv Y, Z)

+ 12

reg

i,j,f,m,n(x7 Y, z,w, w):| .

Now, let us no longer make the simplifying assumption that pp1 = g2 = 0. Then we get
the extra term in I;:

2N+M

3(8,ye)? 1+ P53 (B, o)
Loing [ﬂfGHM(t—x)(t—f)( . ; 2(t — z,) ilw)

)
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and its counterpart for I5:

o [ 38,7628, e;) i
— Liing {4(15 —2)(t—z)(t—y) ]erHa,s\Ill,J( ,y)]

3(8,vei)*(B, ve;) y
- ]sing X [reg |fl(t — l’)(t — i’)(t — y) 1m€H675\I]Z,](x,y):|

3(6,ve:) (B, ve;)? (o
-t -y —g) el ’y)} '

- [sing X Ireg [

Moreover the algebraic manipulations that allowed to derive the expression of the remainder
term in the case pp 1 = pup2 = 0 remain valid without this assumption, the main difference
lying in the fact that derivatives give rise in addition to a x’% term. For one-fold integrals
this corresponds to the additional term

(B, 7ves) (1 n %>

<B7 7€z> 91 72]]-IEH5,5
2(t — x)?

2(t—x)i(x) T —I

+ [sing \I]Z(SL’) -+

For two-fold integrals this yields the extra term (we have used the symmetry in z, T to cancel
some quantities)

B, vei) B e M (B,vei) (ve;, a V1 pem;,
e [<< )40, 1e) z pow) | Plaetsey
=

2(t — z)(t At —z)(y — zx) T —I
(B 7‘32><35 +vei, ve;) \ Y *Loen, .
— Lin I —=, , .
’ K -ai-y ) eor Y

As for the three-fold integrals, we get the additional quantities

(B, vei) (vej, ver)y?
Fring X fr [ o)y - _z)‘l”"j’f’m(x’y’Z’“’”IEHM
B,vej)(vei, ver)y
+[s2ing X Ir’eg { (< yj(>< )( f> x) \Ijzgfm(f Y,z w)]]‘Z'EH(;YE .

The four-fold and five-fold integrals only give rise to (P)-class terms.



We now treat successively these integrals. In the same fashion as the integral over
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one-fold integral can be rewritten as (up to (P)-class terms)

(B, vea (1 + 254)

<ﬁ77€i>2

o

2N+M
+ [sing [am (

- Ising X Itot

- Ising X Itot

[2N+M

)

2t — 1)2 20t — 2)(t — 7)

o)
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[2

sing’

the

(B,vei) (vei, ar) (vei, ve;)

At —z)(T — z) 2(z —y)

‘Ifi,j(% y)]ler&S]

(8,vei)(vei ax) | (B, ’761><3ﬁ+”ye“ak> (B, 7vea) (e on) o i
; (4(t —x)(Z — z) 4t —T)(t — 21) (t 2)(z — Zk)) U, ( )]lmeH&E)]
- (B e (1 + wzﬂ) (B,7ei)? (vei, ve;)
( 2t — 7)? W)t~ 1)) 2w —y) Ty Lo

) z](xay)> ]leH(;,S
) \I]’lj(:[:7 y)) ]}‘SCEH(;,E

(vei, vey)
) ( ! \I]i,j,f(xayaz)]leH(;,S

vej, e
) < (j f>> \Ili,j,f(x7y7z>]lm€]}]1575

[2N+M
(B,7€:) (38 + yei, o) | (B,ve5) (vei, aw) ) {vei, ves)
-t x| 3 (PRI R S0 ‘I’“(x’y”xeﬂ‘*] |
Likewise the remaining two-fold integrals containing the Z terms are the sum of (P)-class
terms and
L 'a <5 ve(Be) | NS Bae) e on) | (8,76 (e )
e —T)(t—y) = At-T)(y— ) A —y) (T — )
2 (B,7e:)? _|_2N+M (B, 7€) (vei, ax) + (B, vei) (e, o)
sing 2t—2)(t—z) = At-2)(@—2) 4t -T)(r— )
,V€i) vez,veﬁ
szng T’eg [ax < t — ZIZ' y) 7 j(z? y) ]l:(:EH(;,E:|
B, ve:) 35+761,7€J> (B,vei) (v %vej)) T, ) 1 ]
tao 1 [0 ( (PR R ) Pt ) e
and the extra three-fold integrals given by
r 2N+M
2 sr, | [PediBoe) (B,vei) (vej, an) | (Byve){ves, an)
sing % _(2(t—:2)(t—y) * ; 4t —z)(y — ) At —y)(T — z) z)
([ Boae® RN Boe)besan) (B (e an)
Liing X Lio _(2(15 —o—1) ; 1 —2) (7 —2) A=) (@ — )

|

<B7 fyel> <fyei7 fyej> <fyei7 ’y€f> o z
W -0y 20 —z) w0y )LEH“'S]
(B,7¢:) (36 +ei ve;) )
A(t—z)(t - y)

Ising X Ireg X Itot |:

(B,7ei)(vei, ve;)
At —7)(z —y)

Y€, YE
< f>\Ili,j,f(xvyvz))]]‘$€H6,s:| :

Lsing X Ireg X Iyot K 2(x — 2)
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By combining these three-fold integrals with the ones obtained before we get that the three-
fold integrals can be rewritten as (P)-class terms plus

vt (G755 o))

[ ((B,vei) (e, ver)
_'_]szmg X ]Teg 8?; ( 4(t _ S(Z)(Lf’ _ Z]; \I]i,j,f(xa Y, Z) ]lmeH&E

[ (vei, ver)(vei, vem)
Iszzng X Iv?eg 83; ( 4(1, —fZ)(ZL' o w) \I]i,jvf,m(xvya sz) ]]‘ZBEHJ,s :

where we have used symmetry in x,Z to remove singular terms. Recollecting terms and
discarding (P)-class terms we get

(4.16)

<6>7€z>(1 + M)
,8 (1,1,1) ,6,5,;) £H8171071)75757p(a) + Ising [ax ( Q(t — [i’)2 2 \Ill(x) ]leHé,s

2N+M ﬁ 76;)(762, ak> <ﬁ7762> )
smg [ ( t— [L’)(ZL’ _ Zk) Q(t )9 (LL’)) \Ill(x>> ]lmeHa,s]

k=1

(B, vei)( B ve) e~ | ﬁ ve;) (e, a)
_Ifmg _a <<2( j J —|— Z J x_Zk) \I/M(:L’,y) ]ler&S

| (8, 7€) 28, ve5) (e, )
Liing _&”<<2(t—y)(t—y)Jr 2 4t — )(‘—a))qj @ >> lyeH‘s’fl

k=1
g o ((Bye)(veives) o
Loy I |2 (e, ) ) e,
2 <B776J><7€i77€f> o
+Ising X Ireg _am ( 4(t y>( - ’UJ) @2,]7f($,y, Z) ]lmGH&E
){ve;

B,ves)(vess vey)
+1% X Ty |0 << J V(2 y, 2) | Lyen,
g i 4( )( ) J,f( ) yEH; .

i e;, e €, Yem
—I12 x I |0, <<V4Ey7—fz>)<(z]—10) >\I]i,j,f,m(xay7sz)> ]lyeHa,s} :

Finally, the last part of the claim (expressing the L_;; ; descendant in terms of derivatives)
follows from the very same arguments as before. O

4.2. Singular vector at the level three. We have seen in the previous section that fully-
degenerate fields, corresponding to Vertex Operators Vi with 5 = —xw; for x € {7, %}, give
rise to singular vectors at the second level W_j, 5. Actually from such fields we can further
define singular vectors at the level three, leading to higher equations of motion.
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4.2.1. Higher equations of motion at the level three. To do so we define the singular vector
W_3 3 to be given by

2 4 8
(4.17) Yz, = (W—?, + <§ + ;) L_s— ;L—lz - FL—l,Ll) Vi

where 8 = —xw; with x € {7, %} More precisely it is defined as follows:

Definition 4.3. Assume that = —xw; with x € {7, %} and take t € R as well as (B, a) €
An 1. The singular vector _s ,, is defined within half-plane correlation functions via

Ysx()V) =
4 8

(Wb OV + (34 2) @ealsOV) = S LoaabiloV) -

(4.18) (L_1,11Va(H) V).

Like before, the singular vector W_s . is actually not null in general but is seen to be equal
to a sum of descendants of other primary fields. However here we will make the simplifying
assumption that this singular vector gives rise to a null vector, which translates on an
assumption on the cosmological constants:

Theorem 4.4. Assume that = —yw; with x € {7, %}, and assume that jir o — ptr2 = 0.
Then the singular vector at the third level ¥_s, 1s equal to

2
(4.19) Vg = —FD—l,xw—Zx

where D_y ,, is of the form D_y, = a(x)L_1 + b(x)W_1 with a,b such that
2 _2
4.20 a L:xwl-‘r’yel + b W:XUJ1+’Y€1 _ { Ye1 — ;P fOT’ X = 5
(4.20) () L7y (x) 1 vey — ey for x =7.
Like before these equalities are to be understood in the sense of Theorems 3.2 and 3.7.

Remark 4.5. Though we have not conducted the computations when we no longer assume
that o — pre = 0, the arguments that we have developed along the proof of Theorem j.4
suggest that in general we can write the singular vector at level three as a sum

(v - 2) + D \Vire, if yx=2
Vosy = (tr2 — fir2) DooViiye, + 7 (7 7/ (20 + pa) Doy §+w X 5
—36()DVeiaye, if x =7

where D_3Vgy+e, 15 a descendant at the second order of Vaie, for which
8 4
D (u) = F@ﬁ + ez, u) + ;<Q + B+ yesz, u)
e 8 3
DE*(u,0) = 5 (303,0)(8,0) + 5 (5. ren o) + (B, 0)ren, ) + readrea,oh ) = o)
This can be rewritten as V_z, = f)—lxqﬁ—l,x - %D_wa_%( which emphasizes that the

singular vector at the level three does not give rise to a new primary field but is rather a
linear combination of descendants of the singular vectors at level one and two.



44 BAPTISTE CERCLE AND NATHAN HUGUENIN

Proof. Since at the regularized level we have the equality
X 2 4 8
W_ 24+ —)L3——-L 15,——L_ Vs(t)V)se, =0
<< 3+ <3 + X) 3 » 1,2 & 1,1,1) 3()V)sep

we only need to focus on the remainder terms that occur in the limit. And more specifically
we need to show that if py o — ptr2 = 0 then

. —~ 2\ ~

5?%0 W _3500(a)+ (% + _) £ 350 0()
(4.21) r X .
FQ—(Ll,l);a,a,p(a) = —(¥_3, V).

For this purpose we will need the explicit expressions of the remainder terms from Equa-
tions (2.14) and (2.16), as well as from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2. Based on these expressions we
can write the left-hand side in Equation (4.21) as the sum I} + I5 + I3 + I, where in I}, we
have gathered all the k-fold integrals that appear in these statements.

4 ~
—;9—(1,2);6,64)(@) -

Before entering into the computations, let us stress that since we have made the assumption
that pip 2 — pr2 = 0 and because (3, ve;) < 0 for ¢ = 1 remainder terms of the form

Iging X Irl?eg [aﬂcl (F’i17"'7ia+b(x1> e ?xa+b)\lli($1> e >$a+b))}

where Fj, .. ; ., is regular at x; = t and x; = x; for all 4,j < a vanish in the limit along
the same lines as in the proofs of Theorems 3.2 and 3.7. As a consequence we will not take
such terms into account later on. The proof will be divided in two parts: first of all we will
assume that up; = pp2 = 0 and then proceed to the general case. To compute the limit
of these remainder terms we will rely on Lemmas A.4 and A.5 below, where for the sake of
simplicity we will make use of the notations

72) r (lj) I(1—~?)

CV(H) = —pp,sin (7?? 2) Iya

r(1—’y7
)F@)r(l—y?)l
T

and

(4.22)

2
A (p) = (:u2L,1 — 2pr,1 /LR COS (W%) + 1R

P
so that ¢, (u)1,<1 = ¢} (1) + S (p).

The case pp1 = pp2 = 0. Thus to start with let us assume that pp; = pp2 = 0, so that
we can discard the integrals containing 1,cp;_ terms. Then we have, up to (P)-class terms,

ha(er)a+ 20i(8)) + (3 + 2) = 20+ B30) — (B e (1 + 23°)
=

- <<2J§:M —2ho(e;)w; (k) — %<ﬁ> ap) — %(ﬁ,v@)@ﬁ RA ak>> ‘I’z(fl?))

L :Ising ax \Ill(x)

+Isin a:c
7 P (t —z)(t — 21)
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Likewise we can write that I, = A + B with

(4.23)

o Who(e)diey; 2B ves) + H(Bre)(Bes) 4 (B,e,) (1 + L)

A= Lo (e 25+ (=)~ y) ) e
(4.24)

o s o (5 ) )

8 sy (B,ve;) 35+7€]>Oék> (B,ve;) (vei, ax)
+ — 3 smg [ x (( Z 4( t—Zk) + 4(t—y)($—zk)> \Di,j(x>y)>]

-1
27h2(€i)5i7é' 2 W 7€'> 8 W 762')(354'762',76')
+Isin XIre |:am< L + — : 4 Y : J ‘;[]i,' z,Yy .
o X Do |0\ n)a—n) TXT—0)-9) T8 de-oi—y) )Y
Finally the three- and four-fold integrals are given by

(4.25)

__8 (ByeBes) g 5 ve;) (ver, an)
]3 = —X_lglng [a <<4(t _] t_Z Z J Z_Zk)> \I]i,j,f(x,y,Z))]

B At —y)(t - 2) At —y)(z — 2)
8 2 <57 ’Y€z> <fy€j7 fyef>
- F[szng Ireg [aﬂ? < 4(t — l’)(y _ Z) \Ili,j7f(x>y> Z)):| and
8 3 <57 76j> <76fa 76m>
(4.26) I, = X?’Ismg Ly [&E < 10— 10— w) \I/m,f’m(:c,y,z,w))] :

We will treat successively these four types of remainder terms to see that they give rise to
the right-hand side in Equation (4.21).

One-fold integrals. For this let us start by looking at the one-fold integrals, and first of all
to the ones do not contain any T term. To treat such integrals we begin with terms that

contain a singularity (t . The corresponding quantity is then given by
ha(ed)(a + 2w(8)) + (¥ +2) = $0+ 25%) — (e 1+ O3
Ising ax \Ijl ([L’)
(z —1)?
Using the value of = —yw;, the numerator is found, somewhat amazingly, to be equal to

dia(2y— %)(1 — 1) which vanishes for y € {v, %} The subsequent term in one-fold integrals,

corresponding to singularities of the form i, is given (up to negligible terms) by

L [396 <<2NiM —2ha(e;)w; (o) — iw, ag) — %<ﬁ776i><35 + 7€, ak)) \IQ(:C))] .

2 (t—2)(t — 21)
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To start with for ¢ = 2 this coefficient is seen to be zero for both y =~ and y = % Likewise
for Y = v and ¢ = 1 miraculous simplifications occur and this coefficient is actually seen to

vanish. If however we assume that y = % and ¢ = 1 then the coefficient is equal to

3 2
v, 6 vy 2 2
2 2 T2 A

walay) + 2wy (ag) + 5 ( le + yey, ag) 5 (v 7)(761 7p, ),

where we have used that p = 3w; —e;. As a consequence and in agreement with Lemma A .4
the corresponding remainder term converges towards

2N+M 2
2 <761 — 3P ak)
._ 2 E 2l
(427) Tl — _7 (7 - ;) (/~’LL,1 _I_ /~’LR,1) — 2(Zk - t) <V»Yel—%w1 (t)V>

To summarize we have that I; = (P)-class terms + 7,1, _2

Two- and three-fold integrals: the largest singularities. Let us now turn to the two- and
three-fold integrals, in which case the remainder terms are given by Equations (4.23), (4.24)
and (4.25). And to start with like before we first consider the largest singularities, that is
we gather terms with integrands of the form m where both v and v are in Ig4: this
corresponds to A defined in Equation (4.23) and the very first term in Equation (4.25).

These terms are a priori divergent in the ¢, €, p — 0 limit. However miraculous simplifications
allow to show that there are actually asymptotically given by

(4.29
A X83 ., {ax (“z 76J>)<(B )> U, 1z, y, z))] = (P)-class terms + 7,1, _
~ i o NEM (T s e~ gy Ve
i B [0 (2 st ) = g (e )

with 79 described in Lemma A.6 below, and where this limit is justified.

The remaining two-fold integrals. As a consequence we are only left with integrals that
have a singularity of order 1 at t = x or t = y. Let us thus consider the remaining two-fold
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integrals from Equations (4.24) and (4.28):

2N+M

4 (vei, ax) {(ver, o)
= a0 kz <2(t—$)(z: —yy ) = 2<t—y><z:—y)‘I’“(‘C’yM
_ ﬁ 2 i gy <6776i><76]’7ak> (x

ol | (( 2 -G —y>> ! ’”)]
_ i 2' | sy <577€]><3B + ”Yej704k> <B7fyej><fyei7ak> (x

i o | << D ([ R T x>> ol ”)]

. 29ha(e)diz; | 2 (Biyey) 8 (B, 7€) (38 + vei, vey) (o
o 00 (G0 S e Ty ) Pt

and to begin with let us assume that
will contribute

Let us first treat the three integrals ranging over I fmg,
X = % Then in agreement with Lemmas A.4 and A.5 the integral over I2

sing
to the limit by

2N+M

(4.29) ry = —2 (7 — %) (pera + ,uR,l)Ismg[ Z %(Vvei(y)vﬁ+vel(t)v>>:|'

If we take y = v then we see that such integrals simplify to

4, 2 (36 + 2vey, ag,) (ves, a) ,
s 0:(( X 20—y 30 ) P )]

For ¢« = 1, we can use the equality 38 + 2ye; 4+ yes = 0 to infer that the corresponding term
vanishes in the limit. If we now assume that ¢ = 1 then thanks to Lemma A.5 below we
have that the remainder term converges toward (recall that ¢Z(u) = 0 for v > 1)

2N+M

o écz (38 + 3ver, ax)
(430) S1 = v (I’l’) ; 2(Zk _ t) <VB+2761 (t)V>

For the integrals over I, X I,¢4 like before we rely on the theory of voodoo calculus: in the
case where (7, j) = (2, 1) simplifications occur and we see that the corresponding I,y X Lreg
integral is given, up to a term that vanishes in the limit, by

which is seen to converge to zero in the limit thanks to the assumption that iz 9 — g2 = 0.
For 1 = j = 2 we see that the integrand is identically zero, so we are left with the cases
where ¢ = 1. If we take j = 2 then we get
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which converges to 0 since (3,7e;) < 0. When j = 1 and y = v we again rely on our faith
in the beauty of CFT, thanks to which the integrand is actually zero. Finally when we take
j=1land y = % the corresponding term is given by

et o (50 - e B i) vote)

which in the limit (via Lemma A.4) will yield a term

(4.31) ry = %(% )i+ 1) ey K”el P ”6”) (. y>]

2(t —y)

To wrap up for the two-fold integrals, we see that we arrive to the following conclusion:
8 (B, 7ve;)(B,vey)
A+B—-—=I lax< L U, (2,y, 2
(4.32) X3 At —y)(t - 2) 310 02)
= (P)—class terms + (1o +r3 + r4)]lX:% + 511, =

The three- and four-fold integrals. Therefore it only remains to treat the remaining three-
and four-fold integrals, coming either from Equations (4.25) and (4.26), and given by:

; "~ (B ves) (veg, an)
o Flsing [am (( Z At —y)(z — Zk)) qji,j,f@v%@)]

8 ,Ye;5) 35+76 , e B,ve;){ves, ve
_ Flsmg reg { (( J J f) + ( ])( f> ‘I’i,j,f(l',y,z)

y)(t —z) 4t —y)(z — 2)
- F]szng 7‘39 |iam ( t _ LU ] Z) \I]i,jj(x,y, Z)
4 V€i, Ve > (ve1,7e))
—[2- ]re 8 J v i, j\4Ls Y, - ’ J \IIZ i\ I
_'_X smgx g|: <2t—l’ y) 1, ,](ZL’ Y Z) 2(t—y)(z—y) 71,](']: Y Z)
8 B,7e;) 7‘3f Yem)
I3 7”6 2 \Ilz , f,m\4Ly Y .
P AL R
The integral over I3, , is treated using Lemma A.5 below and yields
4.33 A | S enaw) Visore, (Voo (2)V
(1.3 2= S0y | 3 G Vi (0, (V)|

As for the other integrals, by explicit computations they simplify to

=0y % oy [0 (222002

2y 15 BB +yenyer)  Oenren)  x Genre) Ny
N L (§ e R = e = A |

pal (ves, vem)
X2 [gmg X I, reg |:8$ ((t _ yf)(z _ ’UJ) \I]i,Lf,m(xv Y, =, w) :
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According to Lemma A .4 the latter will give a remainder term for y = %:

2 <fy€'7fyef>
4.34 Ts == 72 Y — )L, + KR, [sin X Ire |i]7\11 WJs t,y, Z)
(438 1= = )t ) ing X T | 5 B (60 2)

while for x = v the corresponding remainder term is

_4 (38 + 3ve1,vey)
53 ’_acfy(u’)lreg [ Q(t N Z) <VB+2’Y€1 (t)V’YGf (Z)V>:|

(4.35)

(vess vem)
- ;C-y(u’)lsing X [reg {mqjl,l,ﬁm(tata Z,'lU) :

Recollecting terms. Finally we have treated all the remainder terms that appear in the
expression of the singular vectors. After this process the only remaining terms are

(ri+re+rs+rs+ Ts)]lxzz + (51 + s2 + 83)Ix=.
il <1

To start with, in the case where y = v we obtain a remainder term given by %ci(p,) X

2N+M

; <3ﬁ2_é_zjy—61t’)ak> <‘/2’761 —Yw1 (t)V) - L‘eg [<36 ;(ifyflt’)fyef> <V’yei (x>vﬁ+2“/e1 (t)V>
+ Ising [ Z %(Vyei(ﬂf)v&mwl (t)V)]

<7€i,7‘3j>
2(z —y)

The above is nothing but the descendant (aL_; + bW _1)Vjs19,., where a,b satisfy

- [sing X Ireg [ <V'yei (I)V'yej' (y)vﬂ-i-}ym (t)V>:| :

aLZP 4 bW = 3(yer — qwn) = —3ha.
Therefore we infer that when pp; = pp2 = 0:

4
(4.36) Vogy = _acgy(li)D—lﬁvﬁHver

When x = % the remaining terms coming from the 7, are given by 72(% — ) (ppa + fr1) X

2N+M

> <7621(Z—k ;_p;)a g (Vier—20, (V) = Ly [(’7612(; i t; ) Ve, 1)V 20 (t)V)]
k=1

2N+M

1
+ Ising [ﬁqjlﬁ(ta y)] + [sing [ Z

k=1

(ves, o)
SV (Vo2 (V)]

- [sing X [reg [%O/’Y@i (y)v’yej (Z)Vyel—%wl (t)V>] .
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Like in the proof of Theorem 3.7, since (ye; — %wl, ve;) < 0 for i = 1,2 we can rewrite the
latter using integration by parts, and get

2N+M (vey — 2, o) (e — 2, ve;)
1 Ve (V) = . Iy (Vs (DY
kz:; 2(Zk _ t) < “/61—;w1( ) > g 2(y . t) < v j(y) “/61—;401( ) >
(ver — %Wla ve;) — 20j=2
— Ising[ 2(y _ t) <V'Yej (y)VVel_%wl (t)V>] .

We recognize here the definition of the descendant (aL_; + bW _1)V_, >~ where a and b

Ye1— S wi
are chosen in such a way that

(& _2(1.1 2
+ bwzll = e~ ap-

2
e1—-w
Ye1— L w1

ali_,

As a consequence we arrive to the equality

2
(4.37) ¢_37% = 72 (7 - ;) (foa+ pr1) D—17%V5+ve1-

By remembering the expression of the singular at the level two from Theorem 3.7 we recover
the desired result in this case.

The general case. Let us now no longer make the assumption that pp; = pp2 = 0. Then
the remainder terms feature extra terms, given by

. 8 <B776i>(1+M)
J= _?[sing la"’ ( 2(t — x)? ? () Loens.

8 ey <ﬁ77€i><76i70ék> 5 ’Yez
st |0 32 (G TH 0 * o o) 8o ) e
138) 8 (5%M5W>2MMWV€V%k

( ) ]2 890 2( —i’)(t—;)_'_ ; 4( ] I—Zk \I’m IEGH(S,E

)
g e )
. 53 e o, ( Boresf ZE (8, ve] 16], k)>>\1, ) H]

At—y)t—y) = Alt-y)(y— 2

(B,ve:) (vei, ve;)
®(4@_@@_y>

8
+ F]sing X Ireg

\I]Z](x y) x€Hs .
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In the above we have removed terms that vanish in the limit. Then we can rewrite the

latter via the same reasoning as in Lemma A.6: up to (P)-class terms

8 (B, e (1 + £35)
- ?]sing [832 ( 2(t _ i’)2 \Ilz(x) ]]-wEH(;’s

it o (20 e i)

- %I o ( 2 ()~ g e z)‘l“(“”)> |

4 (ve1,vei) v (ve1,vei) .
o 0 (g7 L e - e )|

As a consequence we obtain

o 8_7 | 1 2N+M <’}/€Z’,ak> o (o
J= X215m9 [af ( 2t — ) ( Z (t —:Z')(:Z' — Zk) + @2( )) \IIZ( )) ]leHa,s]

E ) r AN+M <5’7€]><fy€2,0€k> (o ]
% fing _a,c (( At —y)(z Zk)) Pial ’y)) leHé's_
)

1

k=
r IN+M 7
8 (B, e; > vej, o
+ Flfmg ( ( ( . ! ) \Ili,j (I, y) ]lyEHa,s

— 4 Y)I(J — 2
4 (ve1,vei)
— sin e a:c - (3K ’ 1
X2(7 X) g X g |: ( t—l’)(l’—y) 1, (ZL’ y) €ty e
4 (yer, ve:)
_'__[sin XIre |:8x( v i\T, Y
 fona 2 B |0\ gy )
The limit is computed in Lemma A.5: for y = ; it vanishes while for y = v we get
4 2N+M (es, )
=—c! VTG O/ o (V) — 6;(t
=Sl (| 22 G Wan (V) - 0400
=208 | S W (0 0V)
gl 2(y — 1)
By definition of ©; from Equation (4.11) we see that this extra term is given by
4
(4.39) 1= () (D1 Vagare, (V).

By combining with the expression obtained above for the case with ug = 0 we arrive to the

desired conclusion when this assumption is no longer made:

4
(4.40) Y3y = _;CW(IJJ)D—LWVﬁHver

All in all, this allows to conclude for the proof of Theorem 4.4.
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APPENDIX A. TECHNICAL ESTIMATES AND AUXILIARY COMPUTATIONS

We gather here some technical estimates and auxiliary computations that are used through-
out the paper. For the sake of completeness we reproduce the results [14, Lemmas 2.4 to
2.8], and also prove several convergence results that are used for the computations of the
singular vectors at levels two and three.

A.1. Technical estimates. The statements appearing in this Subsection can be found
in [14] to which we refer for more details.

Lemma A.1. Assume that o« € Ay and consider for i = 1,2 additional insertions
xT; = (:):El), e ,a:ENi)> € HY: and y,; == (yi(l), ,yZ(Ml)) € RMi. Then for any h > 0, if for

n#m

1=1,2 the x;, y; and z stay in the domain U = {w h < min }w(”) — w™ ‘}, then there
exists C' = C}, such that, uniformly in 6, ¢, p,

2 N M; 2 N
(H H V’yei (xgn)) H V’yei <yz(m)> V)&ap < Oy H H <

)
i=1 n=1 m=1 i=1 n=1 m=1

Lemma A.2. Assume that o« € Ay and that all pairs of points in z are separated by

some distance h > 0 except for one pair (z1, z9). Further assume that {ag + as — @, e1) < 0.

Then as zy — za, for any positive n there exists a positive constant K such that, uniformly

on d,e, p:

(1) if 21,22 € H then

(Al) <V>6ap K |Zl — Z2| al’a2>+(%<a1+a2_Q’e2>2_")ﬂ<a1+O¢2*Q’62>>0 .

Y

(2) if 21,22 € R then

{ag,09) az)

(AQ) <V>6a,p K |Zl _ 22| (i((Oq-i-ocz—Q,ez))Z_n)]1<a1+a2,dez>>0 .

I

(3) if z1 € H while z € R with in addition {ay — %, e1) < 0 then

_ gl -2 B
(A 3) <V>6a,p K x |21 — Zl| % +<(< 27 2>) n>]1<a1*%62>>0

2
|21 — 20| fon .02} (((r+ 5§ e2)) _")1<a1+%*%62>>0 :

(B,ve;)
2

As a consequence for B such that (§,e;) < 0 we have that |x — t|
at x = t, where F; is of the form

F(x) =1, X< I% [rii(z, )V, (x, )]

swmmg reg

Fi(z) is continuous

With 144 = Ti4 . i, Tegular at x =1t and such that rii(z, @)V, ;(x) is integrable on 1Y,

szng
I3, while U, i(z,2) = W5 (2,20, Tp0).
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Lemma A.3. The regularized correlation functions ([Tn_, Ve, (2k) [T1ey Vi (81))s..,p are (P)-
class. Moreover for any i and j in {1,2} the following integrals are (P)-class:

1
/ <V’Y€i (LL’ + i)‘/'yej (y + i)V>5,€7pd2LL’d2y,
ipxD\ip) ¥ —
0 1
(A.4) / / (Vie, (2)Vie () V)5 pdxdy — and
-1Jo Y—7 ! =

2

1

/ / <V’Y€i ("”E)V’*/Gj (y)V>575,pd2LL’dy.
prHJ1 Y— T

In particular the following integral is (P)-class:

1
Ising X Ireg |:x—_y\pl,](x>y):|

A.2. Auxiliary computations.

Lemma A.4. Assume that § = —%wl and that F' is of the form

F(x) =1, X I% [ri;(z,2)V,;,(x, x)]

sing reg
where r;; and V, ;(z,x) are as in Lemma A.2. Then we have
) <5a 762> ' . . -
(A.5) Lsing | Ox 20— ) Fi(z) )| = (P)-class terms — (1 + pr1)Fi(t)

- ~ (Brres)
with F given by F;(x) = |t — x| 2 Fi(z), continuous at x =t (via Lemma A.2).

Proof. Using Stokes’ formula, the only terms that may not be (P)-class in the left-hand side
of (A.5) are given by

1 1 .
——(praFi(t —e)+ priFi(t+¢)) + psa / 3 (7) Fi(z +14d)dx.
€ (t—rt+r) t—x—10

Since (ye; — %wl — @, e1) < 0 we know thanks to Lemma A.2 that Wy ;(t = ¢, x) scales like
¢ when € — 0, thus we readily see that the first term of the above converges to

—(prpa + ,uR,l)ﬁl (1).

The second term can be rewritten as

5 / it — 2 — 5] "2(26)° Fy(« + i6)da
(t—rt+r)

so we have to separate the cases depending on the sign of 72 — % If v2 < % then from the
fusion asymptotics (Lemma A.2) we have that

[t — @ — i8] 2(28) " Wra(w + 6, @) = (Vier, (@1)--Vier oo (210 Ve 20, (V)

YCi(p+a) 2ye1—Zwi
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uniformly in & so that we can write the above as
s (242#3,1 / (t —x)Fi(t)dz + 0(1))
(t—rt+r)

which tends to 0 as § — 0. If 4% > 2 then again thanks to the fusion asymptotics there
exists a positive constant C' such that for n > 0 small enough,

5/ Rl 4i0) o gt (31)
(t—rt+r) (t —x) + 62

with the exponent being positive, thus finishing the proof. O

Lemma A.5. Assume that G is of the form
Gi,j(.flf,y) [fmg X Igeg [TZJ (LU Yy, T )\I]i,jyi(xv Y, w)]

where Tiji = Tijiy, i, 5 Teqular at x =y = t, and such that iz, y, )W i(x) s
integrable on 17, X I% . with W ; (2, y, %) = Vi jiy ipe(T, Y, 0150, Tpyg). and that F is as

in Lemma A.4. Then for f = —yw;:

2 [am <MG Sz, y))} = (P)-class terms — gci(u)ém(t,t) and

swmmg 2(t _ y)
(4.6) (B,7€i) 7
Lsing [@x <mﬂ($))} = (P)-class terms + 5 Oy L) Fi(t)
where G is defined by
(8, «,eﬁ (vei w )
Gijlry) =t —a| T |t —y |y — = Gij(z,y).
For g = —%wl these two limits are given by (P)-class terms.

Proof. We proceed as in Lemma A.4 and apply Stokes’ formula to the first integral to obtain

1
[s22ng [@c <HG1,1(!L",?/))} = (P)-class terms

1

+ / —— (up Gt —€,y) — priGra(t +e,v)) pa(dy).
(t—rt—e)U(t+e,ttr) L — Y

(A7)

Developing the integral yields four terms, proportional to M%m ,u%m and g 1ptp1. We first
focus on the one with coefficient 7 ; which writes

u%,l/ ly| 7' Gia(t — e, t — y)dy.
IS

Thanks to Lemma A.2, in the case where = —yw; and v < 1 we know that éu(x,y) is
continuous at x = y = t since (2ve; — yw; — @, e1) < 0. As a consequence we can write the
latter as

~ T 2 2
it (Guattt) [ F Ty ey o))
£
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and make the change of variable y <> €y to obtain

— r/e 2 9
1y 4 <G1,1(t,t)/ ly| Ty — 17 dy + 0(1)> '
1

The integral is evaluated in [12, Lemma A.2] and is equal to —2>) For the terms

proportional to pr, 11tr1 we proceed exactly the same way to obtain
=~ T/E 1 ’Y2 2
s (Gualtet) [l E 1 dy o) ).
1

2
r( % )r(1—2
We know that this integral is equal to cos (7‘(‘%) (; 8 ~ , thus recollecting the terms
7
we conclude for the proof of the first point when f = —yw; and v < 1. When v > 1
we now have (2ye; — yw; — @, e1) > 0, and therefore there is an extra term in the fusion
estimates. This yields an extra scaling factor of (ye; — Zw; — £, e,)% = (y — %)2, and thus

2 27
X 24241 . . o
an overall scaling factor of e~ "37. This exponent being positive we can conclude for the

case v > 1. For f = —%wl the very same reasoning shows that these integrals scale like

£2-7" and therefore vanish in the limit, concluding the proof.

Let us now turn to the integral with z instead of y. In that case we can proceed as in
Lemma A.4 to see that the corresponding integral, after application of Stokes’ formula, is
given by

—pp 62 / It — 2z — 6|2 Fy(x + i0)da.
(t—rt+r)
We make the change of variables x <+ t + dx to see that the latter is given by

2 =~
—,UJBJQ_’YQ /(]. + I2)_1+7d$F1(t) + O(].)
R

r
The integral is evaluated in [12, Lemma A.1] and is given by 27" sin <7r§) (

thus concluding for the proof of the lemma. O

We eventually gather here some statements we used along the proof of Theorem 4.4.
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Lemma A.6. Recall the definition of A from Equation (4.23). In the 0,e,p — 0 limit:
(A.8)

8 ) 7 )
A— N Ifmg {QE <<45(t7—6;)<(ﬁt jezf; \I]Lj’f(x,y,Z))] = (P)-class terms+ 1ol _2

_%ISinQXIsmg[&x (QNZEM (2( DOy, () — 51000 y)\yi,l(%y)))]

pt t—x)(z —y) 2(t —y)(z —

4 2 <fy€i7/76j> o . <”Y€17”Y€j> o
+ X[szng Ireg |:8$ (2(t_x>(z_y)\lllﬂ,](x7yvz) 2(t_y>(2_y)\lll71,j(xvyvz)

where we have set
2 U, 5(t,
(Ag) Ty = 72(_ - 7)(,“[1,1 + /J“R,l)lsing[ 172(—y)i| .
Y t—vy
stng 4(t—y)(t—=)
the specific value of 5 = —xw; Wlth X € {7, %} to simplify the expression of J:

Proof. Let us write § = A — I}, [8 (M\I@J,Jc(m,y, z))} To start with we use

_ s B R o SR A
3= a0 Y~ e M)
(Byyer) IX _ A2
(A.10) - %]fmg [5:(; (1(1_7;)2‘1’11(93,?/) + m\ﬂm(% y)) ]

-t o (g et a) |

Now we claim that the following identity holds true:

1 + (B,ve1) X 2
Is21ng |:a 722\:[]i71(x7y) 2—)‘;[]171(25,];) ]

=) =)
- i (s ) - gy et
) = T o (g nsen ) - e )
= Lo [0 (NZM (T ~ Tras) ‘I’“(“"’y)> |
rafo (3 (et et ) |
To see why this is the case we note that by symmetry in ,y we have
0 = Ling % Lying [&cay (ﬁ@i,l(x,y)) ] — Luing % Loing [&cay (ﬁxyu(:ﬁ, y)) }
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We then develop the derivative in y: this is done by means of the equality

1 14 e vei, ye = ay, e
89 (H\Ijz,l(xvy)) :< 2 + < 1> + Z 2 < - 1> y) ‘;[]i,l(xvy)

t—y)? 2t—y)z-y) o 20-y)(z—

and likewise for the other term that appears there. Recollecting terms and simplifying the
expression obtained using that f = —yw; we then arrive to Equation (A.11). Thanks to
this equality we can rewrite Equation (A.10) under the form

) 21(2,y) 12(2,y)
J=2y (1 - %) Lsing X Lsing [0x<(t % y)(x g ) B (tf’ﬂf)(ﬂf y— y)>]

- %lgmg {ax (2(15 - gj;(t —2) Yira(z,y, Z))]

4 (ver,7e) o e veg) N
X]sing X Tior |i890 (Q(t — y)(z _ y) \Ill,ld(xa Y, Z) 2(t _ SL’)(Z _ y) \Illﬂd(xa Y, Z)

) %]smg " [am <2NiM ( (ver,on)  {yen, o) ) \1/1,1(:c,y)> }

= \20t-2)(z—y) 20 -y)(z—y)

4 L (e, an) (ve1, o)
_ ;]smg X ]smg [893 ( Z ( 2, Xk ‘;[]172(%?;) . 1, Xk \I@ﬂx,y))) }

— \2(t —2)(z —y) 20t —y)(zx — v)

The three-fold integrals can be dealt with by using the symmetries in the different variables
involved. We see that by doing so the integrals simplify to

Vi {‘% <2<t - z7>< s ))]

49 (vei, ve;) {ve1,7ej)
1 re T 1,7\4y Y - ‘;[]2 j\4y I .
+ Xlsmg x I, g |f9 <2(t _ I)(Z _ y) \Ill, ,](ZL’ ) Z) 2(t _ y)(Z o y) ,Lj(x Yy Z)

Now thanks to our assumption that pr o — pro = 0 together with the fact that, in virtue of
Lemma A.2, the integral

Ling [2@ G

Voer <t>vyel<y>vfye2<z>v>]

is absolutely convergent, we see that the term corresponding to ¢ = 2 in the integral over
I3, vanishes in the limit. As for the case where 7 = 1, along the same lines as in the proof
of Theorem 3.7 we see that for y = % this term goes to 0 as well. The case where ¢ = 1 and
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X = 7y requires more care: we develop the derivative in x to rewrite the integral over I fmg

3 —7? o —72 -
27 sing Kw G- pt-1)  t-pe-n—1)  2t-y)e-1)( —x)) Lrraley, >]
, 2N+M (ver, aw)
””“"9[,; 20t = 9)(=— )z - )@1,1,2@,%@]
_ 3 (ver, vei) (. 2w
218 o s i)

Then the miracle happens again: by symmetry in x,y cancellations occur and the first line
is seen to vanish. As for the other terms we can write them as derivatives in y of a function
that is well-defined at y = t and as such yield a term that vanishes in the limit. This allows
to conclude that the three-fold integrals contribute to the limit only by

b o - )]

And as a consequence we can write that

- AYS , Uoi(z,y) Via(z,y)
J = (P)-class terms + 27 (1 X) Lsing X Lsing [&B< y)>]

t—ya—y)  -o-
i 82"9[890( ( t—vsecl’j:lm‘2<t<—7;’<3:>—y>)‘I’l’l@’y))}

e
I

4 . N (ve2, ) ou) — (ver, o) .

5 ina ¢ Ling 2 ( po (2(t - Y T e — g y>)> |
4 2 <fyei7 /76]> Az 5) — <fy€17 7€]> o p

+ ]smg ITGH |:890 (2(t _ SL’)(Z — y) \I]LZJ( Y, ) 2(t — y)(z — y) \IIZJ,J( Y, ))} .

Hence it remains to treat the first line, for which it is readily seen that it vanishes if x =~
so that we may assume that y = %

Now thanks to Lemma A.2 we know that for § = —%wl the integral

1
Lsing {m (Ve (8) Vi (y)V>]

is absolutely convergent. As a consequence and since we have assumed jiy, 9 — ptgo = 0 the
term in the first line corresponding to Wy is a o(1). As for the second one it is seen to
converge to

Wy a(t, y)] ‘

2
2

ro =y (= —7v)(UL1 + URr1 Isin[
= Mg [ 2
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To summarize and after all these remarkable simplifications we see that all that is left from
Equation (A.10) is, as expected,

J = (P)-class terms + ol _2
2

4 . Rl {(ver, ax) _ (ye, o) x
R DM C e i ) R
4 M (vea, ) (ver, o)
b 3 (i etenn) - gyt )

4 {vei, ve)) N e
+ X]sing X ]reg |:890 (2(t _ SL’)(Z _ y> \Illﬂd(x?y? Z) 2(t _ y)(z _ y) \Il%l,](xvyvz) :
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