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Abstract. In the paper, we review the recent construction of the Liouville conformal field theory
(CFT) from probabilistic methods, and the formalization of the conformal bootstrap. This model
has offered a fruitful playground to unify the probabilistic construction of the path integral, the
geometric axiomatics of CFT by Segal and the representation theoretical content of the conformal
bootstrap. We explain and extract the main steps and ideas behind the construction and resolution
of this non-compact CFT.

Contents

1. Introduction 2
1.1. Brief physics history of Conformal Field Theory 2
1.2. Conformal Field Theory in Mathematics 6
1.3. Subsequent or related works and applications 8
1.4. Organization of the manuscript 9
2. Segal’s approach of CFT 9
2.1. Classical field theory 9
2.2. Path integral and Segal’s picture 10
2.3. Hilbert space and reflection positivity 11
2.4. Conformal invariance 12
2.5. Structure constants 12
2.6. Segal’s axioms for CFT 13
2.7. Geometric building blocks and their amplitudes 15
3. The probabilistic construction of the path integral 17
3.1. Structure constants and DOZZ formula 21
4. Segal’s axioms in Liouville CFT 22
5. Hamiltonian 24
5.1. The Free Field Hamiltonian 25
5.2. The Liouville Hamiltonian 26
6. Local conformal symmetries 27
6.1. Flow of deformations 27
6.2. Representation of the Virasoro algebra 29
6.3. Matrix coefficients of the disk with 2 points on the basis ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ 32
6.4. Stress energy tensor 33
6.5. Computation of the building block amplitude and holomorphic factorization 35
7. Conformal Bootstrap 37
7.1. Bootstrap for 4-point correlation on S2 37
7.2. Genus 2 surface 39
8. Conformal blocks 40
8.1. Moduli and Teichmüller spaces 41

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

12
78

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 1
9 

M
ar

 2
02

4



2 COLIN GUILLARMOU, ANTTI KUPIAINEN, AND RÉMI RHODES
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1. Introduction

1.1. Brief physics history of Conformal Field Theory. Quantum Field Theory (QFT) pro-
vides the basic framework for the study of physical systems with infinite number of degrees of
freedom. It was originally introduced for the purpose of extending the quantum formalism to the
description of the electromagnetic field and its interaction with charged matter, also described by
fields. In QFT, quantum fields are viewed as a map Wα ∶ x ↦ Wα(x) taking values in the space
of operators acting on a Hilbert space H, and depending on space-time x = (t,x) (here t ∈ R
and x ∈ Rd, d = 3 being the physical case), and possibly other data (index α). The basic objects
of interest, with direct experimental connection, are the Wightman functions, which are matrix
elements ⟨Ω,Wα1(x1) . . .Wαn(xn)Ω⟩H with Ω ∈H a special vector called the vacuum state. In the
50’s, a set of axioms were postulated to these functions that define a Wightman QFT. One assumes
to have a representation of the space time symmetry group, namely the Poincaré group, as opera-
tors acting on H. Then these axioms postulate regularity properties of the Wightman functions in
their arguments xi and their behaviour under the action of the Poincaré group. In particular, two
special operators are singled out in this representation: the generator of time translations defines
the Hamiltonian operator, i.e. the energy of the QFT, and the generator of spatial translations
defines the momentum operator.

An important observation going back to Julian Schwinger is that the Wightman functions have
an analytic continuation to the so-called Euclidean domain of imaginary time x = (it,x) with
t real. Furthermore, in that domain, the field operators at different points have a probabilistic
interpretation and can be viewed as random (generalized) functions Vα(x) defined on the Euclidean
spacetime x = (t,x) ∈ Rd+1. The analytically continued Wightman functions are then given by

(Ω,Wα1(x1) . . .Wαn(xn)Ω) = ⟨Vα1(x1) . . . Vαn(xn)⟩(1.1)

where ⟨−⟩ denotes the expectation in the underlying probability space. These correlation functions
of the fields are then the fundamental objects of interest in the Euclidean QFT. A concrete formal
expression for the expectation ⟨−⟩ is provided by Richard Feynman’s path integral, which is a
formal integration measure over some functional space E(Σ) of maps ϕ ∶ Σ →M , where Σ is the
Euclidean space-time (Rd+1 or a manifold in general) and M is the manifold in which the fields
take values. In the simplest QFT, M = R and the maps ϕ ∶ Σ → R are then called scalar fields.
Feynman’s path integral is based on an action functional S, which has the same origins as the
action functional in the Lagrangian description of a classical field theory where it is studied via
the calculus of variations. This action functional is a map S ∶ E(Σ) → R, and the path integral
takes the form

(1.2) F ↦ ∫
E(Σ)

F (ϕ)e−
1
h̵
S(ϕ)Dϕ

where Dϕ is the formal Lebesgue measure on E(Σ), h̵ the Planck constant and F are test functions
on E(Σ). The correlation functions are then formally given by

⟨Vα1(x1) . . . Vαn(xn)⟩ = ∫ Vα1(x1, ϕ) . . . Vαn(xn, ϕ)e−
1
h̵
S(ϕ)Dϕ(1.3)
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where the functionals Vα(x,ϕ) depend locally on ϕ (i.e. on ϕ(x) and possibly its derivatives) and
their exact form depends on the model.

The formula (1.3) can be viewed as a Gibbs measure describing classical statistical mechanics
where S(ϕ) is the energy of the field configuration ϕ provided the Planck constant h̵ is replaced
by the temperature variable. This analogy provided the basis for the grand synthesis of the 1970s,
which allowed to extend QFT techniques to the study of phase transitions in condensed matter
and to non-equilibrium systems such as turbulence in fluid flow.

In mathematics, the precise definition of the path integral (1.2) posed a hard problem. The
typical field configurations for the measure (1.2) are expected to be generalized functions on Σ,
like distributions in the sense of Schwartz, and making sense of S(ϕ) for a nonlinear S is then not

obvious. When S is a quadratic functional in ϕ, the formal measure e−
1
h̵
S(ϕ)Dϕ can be interpreted

as a Gaussian measure on a space of distributions. The physically relevant case is the Gaussian
Free Field (GFF) where

S(ϕ) = 1

4π
∫
Σ
∣dϕ∣2gdvg

is the Dirichlet energy (here g is a Riemannian metric on Σ with volume form vg) and, taking it
as a starting point, one could try to study its perturbation by non-Gaussian terms in S, namely

(1.4) S(ϕ) = 1

4π
∫
Σ
(∣dϕ∣2g + µV (ϕ))dvg.

In the 70’s this program was carried out in several cases of so-called superrenormalisable QFT’s1

and in the 80’s to some renormalisable asymptotically free cases2 as well.
In physics the path integral was originally viewed as a formal but convenient way to derive

perturbation (in µ in (1.4)) theory around the free field and this approach led to spectacular
experimental success in weakly coupled theories such as quantum electrodynamics. However, in
many cases, such as in the theory of strong nuclear force or in the theory of second order phase
transitions, this perturbative approach failed and nonperturbative methods were called for. To
tackle such problems, a new picture of QFT based on the renormalisation group theory by Ken
Wilson emerged. In that approach one probes the space of all QFTs by a flow generated by coarse
graining and scaling. The fixed points of this flow are called conformal field theories (CFT) and
the small and/or large scale properties of other QFTs are expected to be described by a CFT.

A CFT is a QFT with a larger space time symmetry group extending the Poincare invariance,
namely it is invariant under the conformal group. In statistical mechanics, it is conjectured that a
physical system, tuned at the critical temperature where a second order phase transition occurs,
exhibits scale invariance and the QFT describing it becomes scale invariant. Also, it was first con-
jectured by Polyakov [Pol70] that, under general conditions, a scale invariant QFT is also invariant
under conformal transformations. Systems that undergo a second order phase transition see their
correlation length diverge as they approach the critical point. Then, their continuum limit can be
described by a conformal field theory. In this context there is a striking phenomenon know as crit-
ical universality which refers to the fact that, near the critical point, the continuum limit becomes
independent of the microscopic details of the underlying models, and many different systems are
described by the same conformal field theory. The canonical example of a system with this be-
haviour is the Ising model. In physics, spectacular progress has been made since then by classifying
all possible CFTs and by using this classification to identify the CFT arising in the scaling limit of
lattice statistical physics models. Such a philosophy has also spread over mathematics in the field

1Roughly speaking, these are QFTs requiring to tame only a finite number of ultraviolet divergencies to be defined.
2In such theories the effect of the non-Gaussian terms become small in small spatial scales and the theory becomes

Gaussian upon zooming into such scales.
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of statistical physics, as exemplified by the proof of the conformal invariance of the lattice Ising
model by Chelkak-Smirnov [Smi10, CS12] or the conformal invariance of percolation [Smi01].

The simplest CFT is the (massless) free field and it describes the small scale behaviour of the
aforementioned superrenormalisable and asymptotically free theories. It also describes the large
scale behaviour in the simplest ferromagnetic second order phase transitions in high dimensions
d ⩾ 4. However other examples of CFTs are non-perturbative and finding concrete examples
has been a challenge. In particular numerical approaches using the renormalisation group have
proved to be challenging. The bootstrap approach, developed in physics since the 60’s, is a non-
perturbative method that has allowed to study CFTs both analytically and numerically. The origins
of the modern bootstrap approach lie in the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) introduced by
Wilson in [Wil69]. He postulated that a QFT can be characterized by a family of local fields
(Wα)α∈L (namely for each x, Wα(x) is an endomorphism of H) so that the field operators satisfy
an expansion

⟨Ψ,Wα(x)Wβ(y)Ψ′⟩H = ∑
γ∈L

cγαβ(x − y)⟨Ψ,Wγ(x)Ψ′⟩H(1.5)

for all Ψ,Ψ′ in some dense domain in H. The series involves in general infinitely many terms,
among which all but finitely many of the functions cγαβ(x−y) are nonsingular. A similar expansion is

expected to hold for the Schwinger functions (1.1). If the QFT is a CFT, it was argued in [FGG73],
[Pol74] that this series can be drastically simplified. First, there is a set of special local fields
(Wα)α∈S, called primary fields, so that all other local fields can be expressed as their (multiple)
derivatives. Second, using the conformal symmetry, if Wα1 and Wα2 are primary fields, the OPE
(1.5) can be written solely in terms of the primary fields so that in the Euclidean setup it reads as

⟨Vα1(x1)Vα2(x2) . . . Vαn(xn)⟩ = ∑
γ∈S

Cγα1α2
(x1 − x2, ∂x1)⟨Vγ(x1)Vα3(x3) . . . Vαn(xn)⟩(1.6)

where Vγ are primary fields and the differential operators Cγαβ(x−y, ∂x) are completely determined

in terms of the three point correlation functions ⟨Vα1(y1)Vα2(y2)Vγ(y3)⟩, whose dependence on the
yi’s in turn is explicit due to the conformal symmetry, up to a constant Cα1,α2,γ . These constants are
called the structure constants of the CFT. Obviously, by iterating (1.6), the correlation functions
are completely determined in terms of the structure constants. Last but not least, it was argued
in [Mac77b] and proved in [Mac77a] under some (axiomatic) assumptions that the sum in (1.6) is
convergent for x1 − x2 small enough.

Thus we are led to the picture that, in order to ”solve a CFT”, one needs to determine its
primary fields and determine the structure constants. Actually, only a subset of the primary fields
enters the sum3 in (1.6) and these fields are said to be in the spectrum4 of the CFT. Thus they
form a family that is closed under the OPE. As we will see later, the spectrum is related to the
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian of the conformal group, as represented in the Hilbert space of the
QFT. To find the spectrum and the structure constants, physicists explored the consequences of
the OPE as applied to four-point functions ⟨Vα1(x1)Vα2(x2)Vα3(x3)Vα4(x4)⟩. We can evaluate this
by applying the OPE to Vα1 and Vα2 or to Vα1 and Vα3 both leading to quadratic expressions in
the structure constants. Their equality is called the crossing symmetry equation and it turns out to
pose strong constraints on the spectrum and the structure constants. Up to plugging some further a
priori knowledge on the model in the crossing symmetry equations, they may determine completely
the spectrum and the structure constants. The first successful application of this approach was

3This holds for a unitary QFT or a reflection positive statistical field theory, concept that we will soon explain.
4The terminology is misleading in mathematics: as we will see, these states correspond to some eigenstates of

some operator, whereas the term spectrum is rather used in maths for the eigenvalues.



REVIEW ON PROBABILISTIC CONSTRUCTION AND CONFORMAL BOOTSTRAP FOR LIOUVILLE CFT 5

carried out in the ground breaking work by Belavin, Polyakov and Zamolodchikov in 1984 [BPZ84]
in the context of two dimensional CFTs: under the assumption that the spectrum is finite, they
classified the so-called minimal models.

In two dimensions, the (Euclidean) conformal group is PSL(2,C) consisting of Möbius transfor-
mations of the extended complex plane, i.e. the Riemann sphere. However this symmetry is just a
tip of the iceberg. The local conformal symmetry were used in [BPZ84] to uncover a rich algebraic
structure in 2d CFT. The crux of their approach was the postulate of a local field, the stress
energy-momentum tensor in CFT. Recall that, in a Wightman QFT, the generators of space-time
translations are represented by the operators of energy and momentum in the Hilbert space of the
QFT. However in a classical field theory with a local action functional, the energy and momentum
are integrals over space of energy and momentum densities which can be collected to a tensor val-
ued local field called the energy-momentum tensor. Thus in the corresponding QFT one expects
such a local field to exist. In a 2d CFT, this tensor reduces to one complex valued field T (z) and
it was observed by [BPZ84] that correlation functions should be holomorphic in the arguments of
T -insertions and furthermore have an explicit OPE of the form

(1.7) T (z)Vα(u) =
∆α

(z − u)2Vα(u) +
1

z − u∂uVα(u) + reg

T (z)T (u) = c

2

1

(z − u)4 +
2

(z − u)2T (u) +
1

z − u∂uT (u) + reg(1.8)

where reg denote regular terms as z − u → 0. Here ∆α is called the conformal weight of the field
Vα and the number c ∈ C the central charge of the CFT. Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov then
showed that these OPE have drastic consequences to the structure of a CFT. Being holomorphic
with eventual poles, the stress energy tensor can be expanded as a Laurent series and the coefficients
of the series provides a family of operators (Ln)n∈Z, as well as the the Laurent expansion of the

complex conjugate T̄ (z) provides another family of operators (L̃n)n∈Z. These operators Ln, L̃m form
two commuting representations of the Virasoro algebra, namely with the commutators obeying

[Ln,Lm] = (n −m)Ln+m +
c

12
δn,−mId

and the same relation for the family (L̃n)n∈Z. These families provide a representation of the lo-
cal conformal symmetries. Furthermore, these operators act on the primary fields Vα to produce
new states, called descendant states, of the form L̃m1 . . . L̃ml

Ln1 . . .Lnk
Vα with mj , ni ∈ Z−. The

correlation functions of such states can be inductively obtained from those of Vα, T (z), T̄ (z) by
performing nested contour integrals.

Inserting these assumptions to the operator product expansion (1.6), Belavin-Polyakov and
Zamolodchikov drew two conclusions. First, the coefficient operators in (1.6) are determined al-
gebraically and, due to the commutation of the two representations of the Virasoro algebra, they
factor into holomorphic and antiholomorphic parts which could be studied separately. In particu-
lar, one can formulate the crossing symmetry equations for the holomorphic and antiholomorphic
parts separately. Their solutions were dubbed (four point) conformal blocks. The original correlation
functions were then obtained as sesquilinear combinations of the conformal blocks. In particular,
an infinite class of solutions isolated by [BPZ84] gives rise to the so-called minimal models, each of
which has a finite set of primary fields. The result of these considerations is a beautiful conjectural
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structure for the correlation functions5: if α = (α1, . . . , αn),
⟨Vα1(z1) . . . Vαn(zn)⟩ =∑

a

ρ(a,α)∣Fa,α(z1, . . . , zn)∣2(1.9)

where {Fa,α(z1, . . . , zn)}a is a finite family of conformal blocks, holomorphic in the region of non-
coinciding points and ρ(a,α) is a product of structure constants. The structure constants are
model dependent whereas the conformal blocks Fa,α are purely representation theoretical and a
universal feature of CFT. After the paper [BPZ84], the formalism was extended to a large classes of
rational CFT6 such as the Wess-Zumino-Witten models and their cosets. The reader may consult
the pedagogical review on CFT by Ribault [Rib14]. A numerical approach to solving the bootstrap
equations also in dimensions greater than two was developed in [PRV19] with spectacular results
on the 3d Ising model and other theories. However, to reconcile the conformal bootstrap with the
path integral proved challenging, and this has some importance. Indeed, the conformal bootstrap
is a powerful tool to construct and classify CFT but it does not make easily connections with
statistical physics models, thus making the identification of the CFT arising in the scaling limit of
lattice models sometimes tricky, whereas the path integral is the first accessible object from these
scaling limits.

1.2. Conformal Field Theory in Mathematics. In math, the paper of Belavin-Polyakov-
Zamolodchikov [BPZ84] was both a challenge and a deep source of inspiration. There were several
approaches developed to axiomatise what a conformal field theory should be in mathematical
terms.

Based on representation theory and algebraic geometry, the concept of Vertex Operator Algebras
was introduced by Borcherds [Bor86] and Frenkel-Lepowsky-Meurman [FLM88] (see also [Fre07]
or [Hua97] for more recent developments) and this led to a rigorous formalism for some aspects
of rational CFTs (say with finite spectrum, like the minimal models). However, the mathemati-
cal connection between the approach of Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov [BPZ84] and the path
integral is left open.

Friedan and Shenker [FS87] developped an abstract mathematical formulation of 2d CFT in
terms of analytic geometry on moduli space of Riemann surfaces, by viewing correlation and parti-
tion functions as analytic functions on the moduli space (with marked points for the correlations).
They introduced a holomorphic vector bundle on the moduli space and a projectively flat Hermit-
ian connection. The partition function is viewed as the norm squared, in the Hermitian metric,
of a holomorphic section of the vector bundle. This approach has been the inspiration for further
works in algebraic geometry.

Alternatively, Graeme Segal [Seg88] designed a set of axioms to capture the conformal bootstrap
approach to CFTs using a geometrical perspective (for a nice introduction to mathematicians see
[Gaw96]). They are based on heuristics derived from the path integral, if exists, and are perhaps
the most intuitive way to understand the Operator Product Expansion. Also they are fundamental
to obtain a consistent CFT on all closed surfaces. But, as conceded by Segal himself [Seg88], they
are rather demanding and finding non trivial examples of CFTs obeying these axioms turned out
to be a difficult task: he wrote “The manuscript that follows was written fifteen years ago...I just
wanted to justify my proposed definition by checking that all know examples of CFTs did fit the
definition. This task held me up...”.

The paper [BPZ84] was originally motivated to solve the Liouville CFT, which was introduced
by Polyakov as a model for random Riemannian metrics in 2 dimensions arising in string theory
(see the reviews [Kle91, Nak04, Tes01, Sei90]). In his article [Pol08], Polyakov explains about the

5in the simplest case of diagonal minimal models.
6Roughly speaking, rational CFT have the simplest possible algebraic structure, namely a finite spectrum.
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(a) Random triangulation (b) Local zoom in the tri-
angulation once conformally
embedded into the Riemann
sphere

Figure 1. Triangulation of the Riemann sphere sampled from the uniform prob-
ability measure.@T.Budd

paper [BPZ84]: “It started with the attempt to build a conformal bootstrap for the Liouville theory.
We worked on it with my friends Sasha Belavin and Sasha Zamolodchikov. We developed a general
approach to conformal field theories, something like complex analysis in the quantum domain. It
worked very well in the various problems of statistical mechanics but the Liouville theory remained
unsolved. I was disappointed and inclined not to publish our results.” The Liouville model later
played a central role in models of 2d quantum gravity and random surface theory in the references
[KPZ88] and [Dav88, DK89], in particular as scaling limit of Random Planar Maps, sort of random
probability measures on all the possible triangulations of a Riemann surface (see Figure 1). The
reader may consult [Kos15] for a physics review on the topic, and [DKRV16, Section 5.3] or
[GRV19, Section 5.5] for mathematical conjectures relating random planar maps and Liouville
CFT. Mathematical progress on this aspect has been achieved in [HS19].

If one thinks of the representation theoretical content of CFT as an infinite dimensional version
of the classification of representations of finite dimensional Lie groups, then Liouville CFT is
the analog of SL2(R), which involves continuous principal series (continuous spectrum), whereas
rational CFTs, like minimal models, are the analog of compact Lie groups. Liouville CFT also
differs from many other theories in that it has a heuristic path integral description. The study of
the crossing symmetry equations was challenging and, only after 10 years, a conjectural solution
was given in physics by Dorn-Otto [DO94] and independently by Zamolodchikov-Zamolodchikov
[ZZ96], which was thus dubbed the DOZZ formula. This solution was later confirmed to be correct
in [KRV20] through a probabilistic construction of Liouville CFT [DKRV16, GRV19]. This provides
a test case for both providing a mathematical construction of a CFT and deriving the conformal
bootstrap solution rigorously from that setup.

The natural setup for the Liouville theory (and in fact for 2d CFT in general) is 2d surfaces with
a complex structure, i.e. Riemann surfaces. These in turn can be viewed as Riemannian surfaces: a
complex stucture determines a conformal class of Riemannian metrics. Thus, fixing a closed surface
Σ and a smooth Riemannian metric g on TΣ, the Liouville action functional of a smooth ϕ ∶ Σ→ R
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is given by

(1.10) SL(ϕ, g) =
1

4π
∫
Σ
(∣dϕ∣2g +QKgϕ + 4πµeγϕ)dvg.

Here ∣ ⋅ ∣g is the induced metric on T ∗Σ, vg the Riemannian volume measure, Kg is the scalar

curvature of the metric g, µ > 0 and γ > 0 and Q parameters. At the classical level and for Q = 2
γ ,

the critical points ϕc of the Liouville action give rise to metrics eγϕcg which have constant scalar
curvature. If the surface has genus ⩾ 2, ϕc is a minimiser and the new metric has constant negative
curvature7. In this Riemannian setup, conformal invariance can be formulated as covariance under
two actions on the space of smooth metrics: the action of the group of smooth diffeomorphisms
ψ ∶ Σ→ Σ and the action of Weyl scalings g → eϕg with ϕ ∈ C∞(Σ). Indeed by a change of variables

SL(ϕ ○ ψ,ψ∗g) = SL(ϕ, g)(1.11)

and using Keφg = e−φ(Kg +∆gφ) one readily checks

SL(ϕ, eφg) = SL(ϕ + 1

2
Qφ, g) − Q2

16π
∫
Σ
(∣dφ∣2g + 2Kgφ)dvg(1.12)

provided we take Q = 2/γ. We will see later that in the quantum theory this value gets modified
to Q = 2/γ + γ/2.

To study the path integral (1.3) with the action (1.10), we still need the local fields for Liouville

CFT. It turns out these are formally given by Vα(z, ϕ) = eαϕ(z) with α ∈ C so that the correlation
functions are formally given by

(1.13) ⟨
n

∏
i=1

Vαi(zi)⟩ = ∫
Σ
(
n

∏
i=1

eαiϕ(zi))e−SL(ϕ,g)Dϕ.

The modification of the classical action functional (1.10) by the term ∑αiϕ(zi) in (1.13) has an
interesting geometric interpretation. Indeed, for αi ∈ R the extremizers in its presence are constant
curvature metrics with conical curvature singularities at the zi’s, see [Tro91]. Hence the path
integral (1.13) can be seen as the probabilistic theory of random Riemannian surfaces: it describes
random fluctuations around such metrics.

In the present manuscript, we review the probabilistic construction of this path integral [DKRV16,
GRV19] using Gaussian multiplicative chaos theory (Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos) and how this
led to the derivation of the conformal bootstrap in the series of works [KRV20, GKRV20, GKRV21]
culminating to the Liouville CFT version of the expression (1.9). Perhaps most interestingly, this
series of works offers a unified picture, in the context of a non trivial interacting CFT, of all the
concepts relating probability, moduli space theory, representation theory and spectral/scattering
theory, presented in this introduction.

1.3. Subsequent or related works and applications. Many integrability formulas for Gauss-
ian Multiplicative Chaos theory (in the one dimensional context) have been conjectured in statis-
tical physics in the study of disordered systems. In particular an explicit formula for the moments
of the total mass of the Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos measure on the circle (based on exponen-
tiating the free boundary GFF) was proposed by Fyodorov-Bouchaud [FB08] (for generalizations
to other 1d geometries like the segment see the work by Fyodorov-Le Doussal-Rosso [FLDR09]
and Ostrovsky [Ost09, Ost18]). It turns out that their formula is a particular case of the structure
constants for LCFT with boundary. Building on [KRV20], the structure constants of boundary
Liouville CFT were determined in a series of works by Ang-Rémy-Sun-Zhu [ARS21, ARSZ23]. The
simplest and more pedagogical instance is the derivation of the Fyodorov-Bouchaud formula via

7This picture is also valid in genus 0 or 1 if one considers further conical singularities on the Riemann surface.
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CFT techniques by Remy in [Rem20], extended by Remy-Zhu to the case of an interval in [RZ20].
Baojun Wu initiated in [Wu22] the study of the conformal bootstrap for surfaces with a boundary
in the case of the annulus. Building on this work, the law of the random modulus for RPM with
the topology of an annulus was obtained by Ang-Remy-Sun in [ARS22].

The structure constants in Liouville CFT, i.e. the DOZZ formula, is expected to encode many
other statistical physics models in some way. This has been highlighted via the powerful interplay
between Liouville CFT and Schramm Loewner Evolution (or Conformal Loop Ensembles), which
can be coupled via the Mating of Tree formalism8 [DMS21, AHS23]. This has led to unexpected
results for various statistical physics models, like the computation of the three point correlation
functions of Conformal Loop Ensembles [AS21], shown to be given by the imaginary DOZZ formula,
or backbone exponent in critical percolation [NQSZ23] .

Liouville CFT fits as a particular case of a more general CFT called Toda conformal field theory,
where the field takes values in the Cartan algebra of a semi-simple Lie algebra. This model is also
related to the AGT correspondence. The probabilistic construction was done recently by Cerclé-
Rhodes-Vargas [CRV23] and Cerclé [Cer22] has been able to prove the formula of Fateev-Litvinov
for the 3-point function for certain range of parameters. The general expression of the 3-point
function is not known in physics.

A path integral based on the Liouville action functional with imaginary parameters was con-
structed in [GKR23], based on the compactified Gaussian Free Field and imaginary Gaussian
Multiplicative Chaos theory. In physics this path integral is conjectured to describe the scaling
limit of critical loop models such as Potts and O(n) models. It is proved that the path integral
satisfies Segal’s axioms of CFT and has conjecturally the structure of a logarithmic CFT.

In another development, Liouville correlation functions show up in a seemingly completely differ-
ent setup of four dimensional gauge theories (N = 2 supersymmetric Yang-Mills) via the so-called
AGT correspondence [AGT10] (see the work by Maulik-Okounkov [MO19] and Schiffmann-Vasserot
[SV13] for the mathematical implications in quantum cohomology of these ideas). The AGT corre-
spondence conjectures that that the conformal blocks in Liouville CFT coincide with special cases
of Nekrasov’s partition function [Nek03]. A probabilistic representation of the 1-point toric Vira-
soro conformal block for central change greater than 25 based on Gaussian multiplicative chaos
was obtained in [GRSS24].

1.4. Organization of the manuscript. We first review Graeme Segal’s definition of CFT in
Section 2. Then the path integral construction is sketched out in Section 3 and we explain how
it fits Segal’s definition of CFT in Section 4, in particular we construct the Hilbert space and
the Liouville amplitudes. From Segal’s axioms of CFT, we explain then how to construct the
Hamiltonian of Liouville CFT in Section 5 and how it can be diagonalized. In Section 6, we further
exploit Segal’s axioms in order to construct a representation of the full symmetry algebra, which
acts on the primary states to form the descendant states. Then we explain how this representation
connects to the stress energy tensor and how this leads to explicit computations for the geometrical
building block amplitudes. Combining this elements, we state the conformal bootstrap in Section
7 and describe the construction of the conformal blocks in Section 8.

2. Segal’s approach of CFT

2.1. Classical field theory. A classical field theory can be described roughly as follows. A field
on a manifold Σ is a function ϕ ∶ Σ → V where V is another manifold, or more generally ϕ is a
section of a bundle on Σ with fiber V . The simplest case which occupies us in this review is a

8A framework developed by Duplantier-Miller-Sheffield to study the coupling between SLE or CLE and the GFF
in terms of more classical probabilistic objects such as Brownian motion, Levy process, and Bessel process.
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C
Σ1 Σ2

Figure 2. A surface cut along a circle C

scalar field where V = R and Σ is a Riemannian manifold with metric g. One needs a topology on
the space E(Σ) of fields, for example in the scalar case, this can be the Sobolev space Hs(Σ, V )
for some s ∈ R. An action is then a continuous functional

SΣ ∶ E(Σ)↦ C.
An important property of physical action functionals is locality. This means that the action is
given as SΣ(ϕ) = ∫Σ s(x,ϕ)dvg(x) where vg is the Riemannian volume and s(x,ϕ) depends on ϕ
only through a finite number of derivatives of ϕ at the point x. Thus if we decompose Σ = Σ1 ∪Σ2

where Σ1 ∩Σ2 = ∂Σ1 = ∂Σ2 is a codimension one submanifold then

SΣ(ϕ) = SΣ1(ϕ) + SΣ2(ϕ).(2.1)

In classical field theory the typical problem is to find the critical points of SΣ, which often leads to
PDEs. For example, the Dirichlet energy on a closed Riemannian manifold (Σ, g) with boundary,

with f ∈H1/2(Σ):

SΣ,f ∶ Ef ∶= {ϕ ∈H1(Σ) ∣ϕ∣∂Σ = f}→ R, SΣ,f(ϕ) = ∫
Σ
∣dϕ∣2gdvg

admits a unique minimum ϕ0, which is a critical point of SΣ,f , solving the Dirichlet problem

∆gϕ0 = 0, ϕ∣∂Σ = f.

2.2. Path integral and Segal’s picture. Given a classical field theory as above, in the Euclidean
(or probabilistic) Field Theory, we aim to construct a measure

(2.2) e−SΣ(ϕ)Dϕ

on the space of fields E(Σ) where Dϕ should be understood as the “uniform measure” on E(Σ),
i.e. some measure invariant under the symmetries of the action functional. When attempting
to make sense of (2.2), one encounters the problem that the support of the putative measure
consists of (generalized) functions for which the action is not defined and a rigorous definition
consists of delicate regularisations, renormalizations and limiting procedures. Nevertheless the
formal expression (2.2) provides a motivation for how the locality property of the classical field
theory (2.1) should be reflected in the probabilistic setup. Using naively (2.1) and the corresponding
formal factorisation of Dϕ, we can formally perform the path integral first over fields ϕi on Σi with
fixed boundary values ϕi∣Σ1∩Σ2 = φ and then integrate over φ. Given an observable F that also
factorises, i.e. F (ϕ) = F1(ϕ1)F2(ϕ2), we are led to

∫
E(Σ)

F (ϕ)e−SΣ(ϕ)Dϕ = ∫
E(Σ1∩Σ2)

AΣ1,F1(φ)AΣ2,F2(φ)Dφ

with

(2.3) AΣi,Fi(φ) ∶= ∫
E(Σi)

1ϕ∣∂Σi
=φFi(ϕ)e−SΣi

(ϕ)Dϕ.

For a probabilist, such a factorisation can be interpreted as a conditioning on E(Σ1 ∩Σ2) and this
is indeed how we will approach this question later. The conditional path integrals Ai are called
amplitudes of the manifolds Σi with boundaries Σi.
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Applying this idea to the correlation functions, i.e. F =∏Vαi(xi), we cut small balls Bi around
each insertion point xi and the result should be of the form

⟨Vα1(x1) . . . Vαn(xn)⟩ = ∫ AΣ∖∪Bi,1(φ1, . . . , φn)
n

∏
i=1

Ψi(φi)
n

∏
i=1

Dφi

where Ψi is the amplitude of the ball Bi with observable F = Vαi(xi).
In the 80’s Graeme Segal gave an axiomatics for 2d CFT, based on these intuitions. The axioms

deal with amplitudes AΣ associated to Riemann surfaces with boundary given by a union of circles
and obeying a composition property upon cutting the surface along circles. This reduces the study
of a CFT to the study of the amplitudes of simple building blocks namely disks, annuli and pairs
of pants. Before stating these axioms we will make a detour to explain a bit the thread of ideas
that led to obtaining the Hilbert space of a QFT from the path integral.

2.3. Hilbert space and reflection positivity. We explained in introduction how relativistic
(Lorentzian) QFT leads to Euclidean QFT using a Wick rotation, justified by the positivity of
energy. An important question is whether we can go the opposite direction, namely, starting from
a Euclidean path integral, can we get a relativistic QFT out of it? In the 70s, Osterwalder and
Schrader [OS73] proposed a set of axioms for a Euclidean field theory that allows to construct a
relativistic Wightman QFT by analytic continuation. The key axiom for this is a positivity property
called OS positivity or reflection positivity. Following this discovery, Euclidean fields became the
fundamental tool to investigate relativistic field theory. The beautiful simplicity of this approach
is that it relies on a positivity condition, and in many cases this positivity is easy to preserve
in approximating (cutoff) field theories. Their condition of OS positivity yields the existence of
the Hilbert space H, along with the existence of a positive-energy Hamiltonian. Let us briefly
summarize how this goes in order to connect it to the amplitudes of the previous subsection. The
reader may consult the review by Jaffe [Jaf18] for more details.

Suppose the Euclidean space time is of the form Σ = R × S where R is the Euclidean time.
Suppose we have an expectation ⟨F ⟩ = ∫ F (ϕ)dµ(ϕ) defined by a measure µ on some space E(Σ)
of fields ϕ ∶ Σ → R. Let F be the space of functions F ∶ E(Σ) → C measurable w.r.t. ϕ∣Σ+ where
Σ+ = R+ × S i.e. functionals depending on the field variables at t ⩾ 0. Reflection positivity is the
condition

⟨F̄ΘF ⟩ ⩾ 0

for all F ∈ F where ΘF is a time reflection (ΘF )(ϕ) = F (θϕ) and (θϕ)(t,x)) = ϕ(−t,x). Thus
⟨F̄ΘG⟩ defines an inner product in F and the OS Hilbert space is obtained by modding out zero
norm states and completing: H is the completion of F/{F ∶ ⟨F̄ θF ⟩ = 0}. The Hamiltonian H is
then obtained from time translations in F : it is the generator of a contraction semigroup

e−tH[F ] = [TtF ]

where TtF (ϕ) = F (ϕ(⋅ + t)) for t ⩾ 0.
The existence of H and H thus follow under quite general assumptions on a QFT. In many

concrete cases like the Liouville CFT, H can indeed, as expected from the classical case, be realized
as an L2 space on some space E(S) of fields defined on the fixed time slice S: H = L2(E(S), dν)
where ν is a positive measure on E(S). If we have a 2d CFT on the Riemann sphere we can take
Σ+ the unit disc (think of the radial coordinate as e−t, t ∈ R+) and then the ”zero time” slice is
the equator, i.e. the unit circle T. Thus, in such a setup, we would expect the Segal amplitudes
AΣ∖∪iDi of the previous subsection naturally define elements in the tensor product H⊗n. We now
turn to a more precise formulation of Segal’s axioms.
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2.4. Conformal invariance. As explained in the introduction we will consider field theories
where the underlying space is a Riemannian manifold (Σ, g). The action functional then is viewed
as a function of the fields and of the metric so that we shall denote it SΣ,g(ϕ). We assume given
a collection of datas ⟨Vα1(x1) . . . Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g depending on the surface (Σ, g) and some index
α, which are functions of the points x1, . . . , xn on Σ. Of course, the bracket ⟨−⟩Σ,g stands for
expectation values with respect to the putative path integral (2.2) but it makes sense to be given
these datas even though the path integral is ill-defined: these are just functions, called correlation
functions. The first condition, usually assumed for all QFTs, is

(1) Diffeomorphism covariance: if ψ ∶ Σ→ Σ′ is a diffeomorphism, then 9:

⟨Vα1(ψ1(x1)), . . . Vαm(ψm(xm))⟩Σ′,ψ∗g = ⟨Vα1(x1) . . . Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g(2.4)

The second condition, imposed for CFTs is local scale invariance. In two dimensions it reads as

(2) Conformal covariance : Let ω ∈ C∞(Σ). Then

⟨Vα1(x1) . . . Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,eωg = ecS
0
L(Σ,g,ω)e−∑

m
j=1 ∆αjω(xj)⟨Vα1(x1) . . . Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g(2.5)

where

(2.6) S0
L(Σ, g, ω) ∶=

1

96π
∫
Σ
(∣dω∣2g + 2Kgω)dvg

is called the Weyl anomaly.

The parameters c and ∆α are the same as in (1.7): c ∈ C is a parameter depending on the CFT,
called the central charge and ∆α ∈ C is called the scaling dimension or conformal weight of
the operator Vα. As before Kg is the scalar curvature of g (twice the Gauss curvature).

Let us note also that in CFT the expectation ⟨−⟩Σ,g is not normalised. Its mass ⟨1⟩Σ,g ∶= ZΣ,g is
called the partition function. It satisfies the same axioms as above with m = 0. Notice that this
means that the partition and correlation functions, viewed as function on the metric on a fixed
conformal class [g], is completely explicit and determined by its value at the minimizer, which is
the constant curvature metric, and that it is also invariant by diffeomorphisms. All in all, it says
that partition function can be viewed as a function on the moduli space of complex structures
(or conformal classes) and the n-point correlation function as a function on the moduli space of
complex structures with n marked points. The local conformal symmetries that will be discussed
in Section 6 allow us to show, in certain cases, that these functions on moduli space satisfy certain
differential equations, called BPZ or Ward identities, sometimes leading to exact formulas. This
is the approach used in [BPZ84] for the sphere, and more generally by [FS87] for higher genus
surfaces.

2.5. Structure constants. An immediate consequence of these axioms is that the spatial depen-
dence of the three point function on the sphere is determined up to a constant. Indeed consider the
sphere S2, which we can represent as the complex plane Ĉ with the point ∞ added, and equip it
with the round metric gS2 = g(z)∣dz∣2 with g(z) = 4

(1+∣z∣2)2
. For 3 points z1, z2, z3 ∈ Ĉ let γ ∈ PSL2(C)

be a Möbius transformation mapping them to (0,1, eiπ/3). Using first (2.4) with ψ = γ and then

(2.5) and the relation ∣γ(z) − γ(z′)∣ = ∣z − z′∣∣γ′(z)∣1/2∣γ′(z′)∣1/2 it is readily checked that

⟨Vα1(z1)Vα2(z2)Vα3(z3)⟩S2,gS2 =C(α1, α2, α3)
3

∏
j=1

g(zj)−∆αj ∣z1 − z2∣2(∆α3−∆α2−∆α2)

× ∣z1 − z3∣2(∆α2−∆α1−∆α3)∣z2 − z3∣2(∆α1−∆α2−∆α3)

(2.7)

9We formulate this for scalar fields Vα
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where C(α1, α2, α3) = ⟨Vα1(0)Vα2(1)Vα3(eiπ/3)⟩S2,gS2 . We used also that the conformal anomaly

vanishes for the Möbius map γ. The constant C(α1, α2, α3) is called the structure constant of

z1

z2

z3

the CFT and is a fundamental quantity of a CFT, as we shall see later.

2.6. Segal’s axioms for CFT. To define the amplitudes and their cutting and pasting we need
to introduce surfaces with parametrised boundaries. We call a Riemann surface with parametrized
boundary a compact oriented surface Σ with boundary ∂Σ = ∪bj=1∂jΣ (where ∂jΣ are the connected

components, thus circles), a complex structure J , and analytic parametrizations of the boundaries

ζj ∶ T→ ∂jΣ.

This means in particular that ζj extends holomorphically on a neighborhood of T to a neighborhood

of ∂jΣ. Note that θ ↦ ζj(eiθ) can be either positively oriented or negatively oriented inside Σ (which

has an orientation): for example, the circle θ ↦ eiθ is positively oriented in AT and θ ↦ e−T+iθ is
negatively oriented in the annulus AT . In the case of positive orientation induced by ζj , we say

In

Out
AT

Figure 3. In/out boundaries on AT

that ∂jΣ is outgoing while for negative orientation we say that ∂jΣ is incoming. A metric g on
Σ is said admissible if it is compatible with the complex structure J (i.e. the rotation of angle
π/2 in the tangent space TxΣ according to gx is equal to Jx for each x ∈ Σ) and

ζ∗j g =
∣dz∣2
∣z∣2 near T.

We shall write ζ = (ζ1, . . . , ζb) for the parametrizations of ∂Σ, and we will also consider marked
points x = (x1, . . . , xm) and weights α = (α1, . . . , αm) attached to the marked points. Consider two
admissible surfaces (Σ1, g1,x1,α1,ζ1) and (Σ2, g2,x2,α2,ζ2) with respectively b1 and b2 boundary
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components; if ∂iΣ
1 is incoming and ∂jΣ

2 is outgoing, we can form a new admissible surface
(Σ, g,x,α,ζ) with b1 + b2 − 2 boundary components by gluing Σ1 to Σ2 along ∂iΣ

1 and ∂jΣ
2: this

is done by setting Σ = (Σ1⊔Σ2)/ ∼ where ∼ means that we identify ζ1i (eiθ) = ζj(eiθ). We check that

g1 and g2 glue smoothly to a metric g on Σ and we set x = x ∪ x2, α = (α1,α2) and ζ = (ζ̂1i , ζ̂
2

j)
where ζ̂

1

i is ζ1 with ζ1i removed

ζ̂
1

i = (ζ11 , . . . , ζ1i−1, ζ1i+1, . . . , ζ1b1)

and similarly for ζ2j .
In the sense of Segal, a CFT is a correspondence between disjoint copies of circles and tensor

product of a (separable) Hilbert space H

(1)
b

⊔
j=1

T→H⊗b

and between Riemann surfaces with admissible metrics, marked points (with weights) and parametrized
boundary and amplitudes, which are bounded operators on tensor products of H:

(2) (Σ, g,x,α,ζ)→ AΣ,g,x,α,ζ ∈H⊗b
+ ⊗ (H∗)⊗b−

where b+ is the number of positively oriented boundary circles and b− is the number of negatively
oriented ones. Each copy of H is attached to a boundary component in this correspondence. The
element AΣ,g,x,α,ζ can also be considered as an operator H⊗b− → H⊗b+ , which in turn is Hilbert-

Schmidt. If H = L2(E(T), µ0)) represents the L2 on the space of fields (for some measure µ0),
one writes H⊗b = L2((E(T)b, µ⊗b0 ) and the amplitude AΣ,g,x,α,ζ can be represented as an integral
kernel

AΣ,g,x,α,ζF (φ) = ∫
E(T)b−

AΣ,g,x,α,ζ(φ,φ′)F (φ′)dµ⊗b
−

0 (φ′)

which represents the path integral

(2.8) AΣ,g,x,α,ζ(φ) = ∫
Eφ(Σ)

m

∏
j=1

Vαj(ϕ,xj)e−SΣ,g(ϕ)Dϕ

where Eφ(Σ) = {ϕ ∈ E(Σ) ∣ϕ∣∂jΣ = φj} is a subspace of fields on Σ with fixed boundary values
given by φ = (φ1, . . . , φb). There are 3 fundamental properties required on these amplitudes to
define a CFT. The first two are as in the case of the correlation functions
(1) Diffeomorphism invariance: if ψ ∶ Σ→ Σ′ is a diffeomorphism, then

(2.9) AΣ′,ψ∗g,ψ(x),α,ψ○ζ = AΣ,g,x,α,ζ ,

where ψ(x) ∶= (ψ(x1), . . . , ψ(xm)) and ψ ○ ζ ∶= (ψ ○ ζ1, . . . , ψ ○ ζb).
(2) Conformal covariance: if ω ∈ C∞0 (Σ ∖ ∂Σ) (i.e. ω vanishes near ∂Σ), then

(2.10) AΣ,g′,x,α,ζ = ecS
0
L(Σ,g,ω)e−∑

m
j=1 ∆αjω(xj)AΣ,g,x,α,ζ ,

where c ∈ C is the central charge and α ↦∆α the conformal weights for α ∈ S.
The final property allows us to compose amplitudes by gluing the underlying surfaces:

(2) Gluing property: if (Σ1, g1,x1,α1,ζ1) and (Σ2, g2,x2,α2,ζ2) are two admissible surfaces
and (Σ, g,x,α,ζ) the glued surface along ∂iΣ

1 and ∂jΣ
2. Then the amplitude of the glued surface

is given by

(2.11) AΣ,g,x,α,ζ(φ̂1
i , φ̂

2
j) = ∫

E(T)
(AΣ1,g1,x1,α1,ζ1(φ

1)AΣ2,g2,x2,α2,ζ2(φ
2))∣φ1

i =φ
2
j=φ

dµ0(φ).
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In terms of elements in tensor products of H, this can also be written as

(2.12) AΣ,g,x,α,ζ = Trij(AΣ1,g1,x1,α1,ζ1

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
∈H⊗b

1
+⊗(H∗)b

1
−

⊗AΣ2,g2,x2,α2,ζ2

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
∈H⊗b

2
+⊗(H∗)b

2
−

) ∈H⊗b1++b2+−1 ⊗ (H∗)b1−+b2−−1

where Trij means the contraction (trace) of the i-th H∗ component in AΣ1,g1,x1,α1,ζ1 with the j-th
H component in AΣ2,g2,x2,α2,ζ2 .

Technically, it may happen that the amplitude of some surfaces can still be defined but do not
belong to H⊗b+ ⊗(H∗)b− , but in some extended Hilbert spaces. The main property that is required
in the end is that the amplitudes can be glued and that when gluing surfaces with boundary into
a closed surface, the result converges as an element in C or R, giving sense to the partition and
correlation functions.

2.7. Geometric building blocks and their amplitudes. The gluing property of amplitudes
allows to express the correlation functions in terms of amplitudes of a few basic surfaces. In this
section, we explain briefly the basic building blocks of a CFT.

(1) The disk with 1 point. Consider the disk (D, g) with a marked point 0, attached weight
α ∈ C, and parametrization ζ0 ∶ eiθ ↦ eiθ for the boundary. Here we have chosen a smooth admissible
metric gD,ad = g(z)∣dz∣2 with g(z) = g(∣z∣) a function of ∣z∣ equal to 1/∣z∣2 near ∣z∣ = 1 and g(z) = 0
near z = 0. We extend the metric gD,ad on C by g(z) = 1/∣z∣2 for ∣z∣ > 1. Then for λ > 1, let

Lλ ∶ D → λD the dilation Lλ(z) = λz and write gλ = (Lλ)∗gD,ad = (λ−2 g(z/λ)g(z) )gD,ad. Using (2.10)

for the first equality and (2.9) for the second (with ψ = Lλ), we have the following identity of
amplitudes

AλD,g1,0,α,λζ0 = e
cS0

L(λD,gλ,g)−∆α log(λ2)AλD,gλ,0,α,λζ0 = e
cS0

L(λD,gλ,g1)−∆α log(λ2)AD,g1,0,α,ζ0

where we recall (2.6). A few lines computation gives that

S0
L(λD, gλ, g1) =

π

12
log(λ)

showing the scaling relation

(2.13) AλD,g1,0,α,λζ0 = λ
−2∆α+

c
12AD,g1,0,α,ζ0 .

λTT0

Figure 4. Disks D and λD, with marked point z = 0

(2) The annuli. For q ∈ D○, the annulus Aq = D ∖ (∣q∣D○) is equipped with the flat metric gA =
∣dz∣2/∣z∣2 and the boundary parametrizations ζAq

∶= (ζ1, ζ2) defined by

ζ1 ∶ T→ T, ζ(eiθ) ∶= eiθ, ζ2 ∶ T→ ∣q∣T, ζ2(eiθ) ∶= qeiθ.
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For q, q′ ∈ D, we observe that the gluing Aq#(qAq′) of the annulus Aq with qAq′ by identifying the

AqqAq′0 1

qq′q

Figure 5. Aq glued to qAq′ is Aqq′

outgoing boundary of qAq′ with the incoming one of Aq leads to the annulus Aqq′ . Since the metric
gA is invariant by dilation z ↦ qz, we deduce from (2.10) and (2.9) that, viewing the amplitude of
the annulus as an operator H →H,

AAqq′ ,gA,ζAqq′
= AAq ,gA,ζAq

○AAq′ ,gA,ζAq′
.

This implies that the map

q ∈ D↦ Tq ∶= AAq ,gA,ζAq
∈ L(H)

is a complex semi-group. Restricting to q = e−t with t > 0, this gives a real semi-group Te−t =
e−t(H−

c
12
) where H − c

12 is the generator. Here we warn the reader that some care is needed due
to the fact that often the generator is not bounded, and a priori not necessarily self-adjoint.
For Liouville theory, we shall see later that H is self-adjoint. This Hamiltonian plays a key role
in the conformal bootstrap method, which will essentially consists in decomposing the pairing
of building block amplitudes using a basis of eigenfunctions of H. An amazing feature here is
that this basis is constructed from Segal amplitudes of disks. In this direction, let us make an
important observation. If we glue the disk (D, g1,0, α, ζ0) with marked point 0, attached weight
α, admissible metric g1 = gD,ad defined above and boundary parametrization ζ0(eiθ) = eiθ, to
the annulus (etAe−t , gA, etζAe−t

): we obtain the disk (note that gA#g1∣D = g1∣etD in view of our

definitions of gλ above)

(etAe−t#D, gA#g1,0, α, etζ0) = (etD, g1,0, α, etζ0).
Using Segal’s gluing axiom, this tells us that

AetD,g1,0,α,etζ0 = Te−tAD,g1,0,α,ζ0

thus, by the scaling relation (2.13),

Te−tAD,g1,0,α,ζ0 = e
t( c

12
−2∆α)AD,g1,0,α,ζ0 .

This implies that

(2.14) Ψα ∶= AD,g1,0,α,ζ0 is an eigenstate of H ∶ HΨα = 2∆αΨα.
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(3) Pairs of pants. A pair of pants is a surface with genus 0 and 3 boundary components. It can
be represented in the Riemann sphere as

P = Ĉ ∖ ∪3j=1Dj

with Dj three disjoint (topological) disks containing respectively z1 = 0, z2 = 1 and z3 = eiπ/3,
with ζj ∶ T → ∂Dj some analytic parametrization of ∂Dj . We put an admissible metric gP on
P. We can glue three disks D1,D2,D3 = D with admissible metric g1 on the three boundary

D2D1

D3

0 1

ei
π
3

Figure 6. Pair of pants given by Ĉ ∖ ∪3j=1Dj

components of the pants, by using the parametrizations ζ = (ζ1, ζ2, ζ3), this gives a sphere S2
with a metric ĝ obtained from the gluing of gP with g1 on each glued disk D, and there are
three marked points (x1, x2, x3) = (0,1, eiπ/3) given by the center of the three glued disks Dj . By
the uniformization theorem on the sphere, there is a unique conformal, orientation preserving,
diffeomorphism Φ ∶ (S2, ĝ) → (S2, gS2) such that Φ(xj) = xj . Using Segal’s gluing axiom and the
properties (2.4) and (2.5) for the correlations, we get

⟨AP,gP,ζ
,Ψα1 ⊗Ψα2 ,Ψα3⟩⊗3H =

3

∏
j=1

g(xj)∆αj ∣Φ′(xj)∣−2∆αj ecS
0
L(S

2,gS2 ,ĝ)⟨Vα1(0)Vα2(1)Vα3(ei
π
3 )⟩S2,gS2

=C(α1, α2, α3)
3

∏
j=1

∣Φ′(xj)∣−2∆αj ecS
0
L(S

2,gS2 ,ĝ)

where we recall that gS2 = g(z)∣dz∣2 and we used (2.7) for the second line. This means that the
pants amplitude evaluated against the eigenvectors Ψα produces the structure constant.

3. The probabilistic construction of the path integral

We describe now the construction of the Liouville CFT on closed Riemann surfaces. We use
probabilistic methods to give a mathematical sense to the path integral (1.2) when the action
functional S is given by the Liouville functional

(3.1) SL(ϕ, g) ∶=
1

4π
∫
Σ
(∣dϕ∣2g +QKgϕ + 4πµeγϕ)dvg

on a given two dimensional connected compact Riemannian manifold (Σ, g) without boundary.
First we stress that, at the classical level and when the value of Q is set to Q = 2

γ , finding the

minimizer, call it u, of this functional allows one to uniformize (Σ, g). Indeed, the metric g′ = eγug
has constant scalar curvature Kg′ = −2πµγ2 and it is the unique such metric in the conformal class
of g.
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At the quantum level, one wants to make sense of the following measure on some appropriate
functional space Σ (to be defined later) made up of (generalized) functions ϕ ∶ Σ→ R

(3.2) F ↦ ⟨F ⟩Σ,g ∶= ∫
Σ
F (ϕ)e−SL(ϕ,g)Dϕ

where Dϕ stands for the “formal uniform measure” on Σ, with the following constraints on the
parameters

(3.3) γ ∈]0,2], Q = 2

γ
+ γ
2
, µ > 0.

Up to renormalizing this measure by its total mass, this formalism describes the law of some
random (generalized) function ϕ on Σ, called Liouville field, which stands for the (log-)conformal
factor of a random metric of the form eγϕg on Σ.

To make sense of this path integral, we first begin with the analysis of the quadratic part in the
action, which gives rise to the Gaussian Free Field (GFF). The GFF is given by a random series:
consider an orthonormal basis (ej)j ⩾ 0 of eigenfunctions of ∆g with eigenvalues (λj)j ⩾ 0 (and with
λ0 = 0) and a sequence of independent and identically distributed random variables (aj)j defined
on some probability space (Ω,F ,P), which are distributed as real Gaussians N (0,1). The GFF on
(Σ, g) is then the random series

(3.4) ∀x ∈ Σ, Xg(x) =
√
2π ∑

j ⩾ 1

aj
ej(x)√
λj

.

This series converges in the Sobolev space Hs(Σ) ∶= (1 +∆g)−s/2(L2(Σ)), for any s < 0 and with
scalar product defined using the metric g, as can be seen with the computation of the expectation
of his Hs(Σ)-norm. This random variable has vanishing expectation E[Xg(x)] = 0 and covariance
E[Xg(x)Xg(y)] = Gg(x, y) (both equalities to be understood in the distributional sense), and Gg
is the Green function of the Laplacian on Σ with boundary condition fixed by imposing the vg
mean over Σ to vanish.

The interpretation of the Gaussian measure corresponding to the squared gradient in the Liou-
ville action is then

(3.5) ∫ F (ϕ)e−
1
4π ∫Σ ∣dϕ∣

2
gdvgDϕ ∶= ( Volg(Σ)

det′(∆g)
)1/2∫

R
E[F (c +Xg)]dc

for any nonnegative measurable function F on H−s(Σ), where det′(∆g) is the regularized determi-
nant of the Laplacian, defined as in Ray-Singer [RS71]. Note that the series (3.4) is almost surely
orthogonal to constant functions so that the dc integral stands for integration over constant modes.
The formal equality (3.5) is an analogy with the finite dimensional setting for Gaussian integrals.
To complete the Liouville action, the other terms will be seen as Radon-Nikodym derivatives with
respect to this Gaussian measure. The curvature term will raise no difficulty as a linear perturba-
tion of the Gaussian measure but the nonlinear (exponential) term in the Liouville action (3.1) is
more problematic and requires the theory of Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos theory introduced by
Kahane [Kah85] in the eighties (see [RV14] for a review). Indeed, the GFF is a.s. a distribution so
it cannot be understood as a pointwise defined function and cannot be exponentiated straightfor-
wardly. One has to mollify the GFF, say with a mollification at scale ϵ in the metric g, to get a
family of regularisations (Xg,ϵ)ϵ>0, whose covariance is of the form Gg,ϵ(x, y) = ln 1

dg(x,y)+ϵ
+O(1)

with dg the distance in the metric g. One can then define the random measure on Σ by

(3.6) Mg
γ (dx) ∶= lim

ϵ→0
ϵγ

2/2eγXg,ϵ(x) vg(dx)
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where the limit holds in probability in the sense of weak convergence of measures. The limiting
object is non trivial if and only if γ ∈ (0,2), and this is the reason for our constraint on γ. The
reader may consult [GRV19, Section 3] for a pedagogical introduction to the construction of these
random measures for non-probabilists.

The mathematical definition of the Liouville path integral (3.2) on (Σ, g) is then
⟨F ⟩Σ,g ∶=(det′(∆g)/Volg(Σ))−1/2(3.7)

× ∫
R
E[F (c +Xg) exp ( −

Q

4π
∫
Σ
Kg(c +Xg)dvg − µeγcMg

γ (Σ))]dc

for F nonnegative and measurable on H−s(Σ). The total mass of this measure, obtained with F = 1
which is also called the partition function, is not necessarily finite. This can be understood at the
level of the zero mode (also called minisuperspace approximation): this consists in forgetting any
GFF contribution and get (up to the metric dependent overall factor)

∫
R
e−Qχ(Σ)c−µe

γc

dc

using the Gauss-Bonnet formula ∫ΣKG dvg = χ(Σ), with χ(Σ) the Euler characteristics of Σ. On
the Riemann sphere (χ(Σ) = 2) or the torus (χ(Σ) = 0) the above integral is diverging, whereas on
hyperbolic surfaces (χ(Σ) ⩽ − 2) the integral is finite.

Our first claim is that the measure (3.7) exhibits a bunch of interesting symmetries

Theorem 3.1. [DKRV16, DRV16, GRV19] Assume (3.3) and let g be a smooth metric on Σ. The
path integral obeys:

(1) the total mass is finite iff χ(Σ) ⩽ − 2
(2) Weyl covariance: for each bounded continuous functional F ∶ H−s(Σ) → R (with s > 0)

and each ω ∈ C∞(Σ),

⟨F ⟩Σ,eωg = ⟨F (⋅ − Q
2 ω)⟩Σ,g exp (

cL
96π
∫
Σ
(∣dω∣2g + 2Kgω)dvg)

where cL = 1 + 6Q2 is a parameter called the central charge.
(3) Diffeomorphism invariance: Let ψ ∶ Σ′ → Σ be an orientation preserving diffeomorphism

and let ψ∗g be the pullback metric on Σ′. Then, for bounded measurable F ∶ H−s(Σ) → R
with s > 0,

⟨F ⟩Σ′,ψ∗g = ⟨F (⋅ ○ ψ)⟩Σ,g.
The key probabilistic component in the convergence of the path integral is the finiteness of

negative moments of the Gaussian multiplicative chaos: E[Mg
γ (Σ)s] < ∞ for all s ⩽ 0. The Weyl

covariance expresses how the path integral reacts to local changes of scales, and this is a stronger
statement than the standard global symmetries like scale invariance; this is a first manifestation
of the local conformal symmetries which will be discussed further later in the paper. The key
components for the proof of the conformal covariance are: the conformal invariance of the GFF,
i.e. if g′ = eωg

∫
R
E[F (Xg + c)]dc = ∫

R
E[F (Xg′ + c)]dc,

the conformal change eωKg′ =Kg +∆gω and the Girsanov transform.

Now we turn to the construction of the correlation functions of Liouville CFT which are basically
expectation values of Laplace exponents of the Liouville field, meaning we want to plug arbitrary
functionals of the form F (ϕ) = ∏mj=1 eαjϕ(xj) in the path integral (3.7). Yet, the GFF is not a
well-defined function as it belongs to H−s(Σ) for s > 0, so that the construction requires some
care.
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We fix m distinct points x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Σm (m ⩾ 0) with respective associated weights
α = (α1, . . . , αm) ∈ Rm. We define the correlation functions via the regularisation procedure

⟨Vα1(x1) . . . , Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g ∶= lim
ϵ→0
⟨Vα1,ϵ(ϕ,x1) . . . , Vαm,ϵ(ϕ,xm)⟩Σ,g(3.8)

where we have set, for fixed α ∈ R and x ∈ Σ,

V α
g,ε(ϕ,x) = εα

2/2eα(ϕϵ(x)).

The index ϵmeans that we regularise the field with a mollification at scale ϵ, like we did to regularise
the GFF. The operators Vα(x) are often called vertex operators. Under some conditions, the above
limit makes sense and is non trivial, as summarized in the following statement

Proposition 3.2. Consider the set of conditions, called Seiberg’s bounds,

m

∑
j=1

αj > χ(Σ)Q, and ∀j = 1, . . . ,m, αj < Q.(3.9)

The limit (3.8) exists and is positive iff the Seiberg bounds are satisfied.

Note that, for the correlation functions to exist, one must have at least three vertex insertions
on the Riemann sphere or at least one vertex insertion on the torus, whereas the partition function
makes sense on hyperbolic surfaces. There is a geometric interpretation if one thinks of vertex oper-
ators as quantum analogs of conical singularities on Riemann surfaces: recalling that minimizers of
the Liouville functional give metrics with uniformized negative curvature then the Seiberg bounds
echoes standard geometric conditions for Riemann surfaces to carry metric with negative curvature
[Tro91] (for instance, the Riemann sphere must then have at least three conical singularities).

The first condition on the Seiberg bound can be understood as a probabilistic Gauss-Bonnet
theorem. Again it can be understood if focusing on the minisuperspace approximation, in which
case the zero mode contribution boils down, using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem to analyse the
curvature term, to

(3.10) ∫
R
esc−µe

γc

dc, with s ∶=
m

∑
j=1

αj − χ(Σ)Q.

This integral is finite provided s > 0. The second condition is related to the multifractal nature of
the random measureMg

γ . Indeed, in the expression (3.8), one can perform first the c integration, and
then the Cameron-Martin theorem to the exponential terms to land on the following probabilistic
expression for the correlation functions, interesting in its own right,

⟨Vα1(x1) . . . , Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g = C(g,x,α) µ−sΓ(s)E[Zg,x,αγ (Σ)−
s
γ ]

where s is as above, Γ is the usual Gamma function, Zg,x,αγ (Σ) is a random variable defined by

(3.11) Zg,x,αγ (Σ) ∶= ∫
Σ
eγ∑

m
j=1 αj2πGg(xj ,x)Mg

γ (dx),

and C(g,x,α) is a less relevant totally explicit function of the parameters

(3.12) C(g,x,α) ∶= (det
′(∆g)

Volg(M)
)−

1
2 exp (∑

i

α2
i

2
2πmg(xi, xi) + 2π∑

i<j

αiαjGg(xi, xj))

with mg the Robin mass of the Green function

(3.13) mg(x) ∶= lim
x→x′

Gg(x,x′) +
1

2π
log(dg(x,x′)).
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In the expression (3.11), the integrand presents a singularity of the form ∣x−xj ∣γαj around the point
xj and the question is then whether this singularity is integrable with respect to Mg

γ (dx). Classi-
cally one obtains αjγ < 2 but the regularity properties of Mg

γ are more subtle than the Lebesgue
measure: this measure has random local Hölder exponents but if one fixes a point deterministically
then it has Hölder exponent around this point given by γQ − δ for any δ > 0, so that one ends up
with the condition αj < Q in order for Zg,x,αγ (Σ) to be well defined. The expectation is then finite
due to existence of negative moments for Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos measures (see [RV14]).

The symmetries of the path integral (Theorem 3.1) then translates to the correlation functions
as

Proposition 3.3. [DKRV16, DRV16, GRV19] Assume the Seiberg bounds are satisfied.

(1) Weyl covariance: For each ω ∈ C∞(Σ),
⟨Vα1(x1) . . . , Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,eωg
⟨Vα1(x1) . . . , Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g

= exp ( cL
96π
∫
Σ
(∣dω∣2g + 2Kgω)dvg) −

m

∑
j=1

∆αjω(xj)

where cL = 1+6Q2 is the central charge and the real numbers ∆αi, called conformal weights,
are defined by the relation ∆α ∶= α

2 (Q −
α
2 ) for α ∈ R.

(2) diffeomorphism invariance: Let ψ ∶ Σ′ → Σ be an orientation preserving diffeomorphism
and let ψ∗g be the pullback metric on Σ′. Then,

⟨Vα1(x1) . . . , Vαm(xm)⟩Σ′,ψ∗g = ⟨Vα1(ψ(x1)) . . . , Vαm(ψ(xm))⟩Σ,g.

3.1. Structure constants and DOZZ formula. In the conformal bootstrap description of
CFTs, an important role is played by the three point functions on the Riemann sphere, which
can be identified with the extended complex plane Ĉ by stereographic projection. Apart from the
dependence on the weights, all other parameters of the three point functions can be fixed using
symmetries as explained in (2.7): for gS2 = g(z)∣dz∣2 with g(z) = 4/(1 + ∣z∣2)2 the round metric,

⟨Vα1(z1)Vα2(z2)Vα3(z3)⟩Ĉ,gS2(3.14)

=∣z1 − z3∣2(∆α2−∆α1−∆α3)∣z2 − z3∣2(∆α1−∆α2−∆α3)∣z1 − z2∣2(∆α3−∆α1−∆α2)(
3

∏
i=1

g(zi)−∆αi)

×C0Cγ,µ(α1, α2, α3)
where C0 is a universal normalization constant (ζR is Riemann zeta function)

(3.15) C0 =
√
πe−

1
4
+2ζ′R(−1)−Q

2(1−2 log(2))

and Cγ,µ(α1, α2, α3) is called the structure constants.
Dorn and Otto [DO94] (1994) and independently Zamolodchikov and Zamolodchikov [ZZ96]

(1996) proposed a remarkable explicit expression, the so-called DOZZ formula, for the structure
constants. The original proposal, considered as a guess even in physics standards, was later given
strong support by Teschner [Tes95]. A mathematical proof only appeared more than twenty years
later in [KRV20].

We introduce now the DOZZ formula. We set l(z) = Γ(z)
Γ(1−z) where Γ denotes the standard Gamma

function. We consider Zamolodchikov’s special holomorphic function Υ γ
2
(z) by the following ex-

pression for 0 <R(z) < Q

(3.16) lnΥ γ
2
(z) = ∫

∞

0

⎛
⎝
(Q
2
− z)

2
e−t −

(sinh((Q2 − z)
t
2))

2

sinh( tγ4 ) sinh(
t
γ )
⎞
⎠
dt

t
.
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The function Υ γ
2
is then defined on all C by analytic continuation of the expression (3.16) as

expression (3.16) satisfies the following remarkable functional relations:

(3.17) Υ γ
2
(z + γ

2
) = l(γ

2
z)(γ

2
)1−γzΥ γ

2
(z), Υ γ

2
(z + 2

γ
) = l(2

γ
z)(γ

2
)

4
γ
z−1

Υ γ
2
(z).

The function Υ γ
2
has no poles in C and the zeros of Υ γ

2
are simple (if γ2 /∈ Q) and given by the

discrete set (−γ2N −
2
γN) ∪ (Q +

γ
2N +

2
γN). With these notations, the DOZZ formula is defined for

α1, α2, α3 ∈ C by the following formula where we set ᾱ = α1 + α2 + α3

(3.18)

CDOZZ
γ,µ (α1, α2, α3) = (π µ l(

γ2

4
) (γ

2
)2−γ2/2)

2Q−ᾱ
γ

Υ′γ
2
(0)Υ γ

2
(α1)Υ γ

2
(α2)Υ γ

2
(α3)

Υ γ
2
( ᾱ2 −Q)Υ γ

2
( ᾱ2 − α1)Υ γ

2
( ᾱ2 − α2)Υ γ

2
( ᾱ2 − α3)

.

The DOZZ formula is meromorphic with poles corresponding to the zeroes of the denominator of
expression (3.18). The next theorem is the first result connecting the probabilistic Liouville theory
to special functions

Theorem 3.4. [KRV20] Assume the Seiberg bounds are satisfied. Then the structure constant for
the Liouville theory is Cγ,µ(α1, α2, α3) = CDOZZ

γ,µ (α1, α2, α3), i.e.

⟨Vα1(0)Vα2(1)Vα3(∞)⟩S2,gS2 =
C04

−∆α3−∆α1

2
CDOZZ
γ,µ (α1, α2, α3).

The reader can consult the lecture notes [Var17] for more on the DOZZ formula, at the level of
both its heuristic derivation or its proof.

4. Segal’s axioms in Liouville CFT

Since the Liouville action (1.10) is local, one can expect the Segal axioms to be valid for the
Liouville path integral. In the case when the surface Σ is closed, this amplitudes are nothing but the
partition function and correlation functions defined in the previous section, with E(Σ) = H1(Σ).
When Σ has a non empty boundary (and we stick to the notations in Subsection 2.6), then the
Liouville amplitude (2.8) involves, like in the case of the Dirichlet energy, the space of maps
Eφ(Σ) = {ϕ ∈ H1(Σ) ∣ϕ∣∂jΣ = φj}, which can be itself decomposed as Eφ(Σ) = H1

0(Σ) + Pφ,
where H1

0(Σ) is the Sobolev space of functions vanishing on the boundary and Pφ stands for the
harmonic function on Σ that coincides in local coordinates with the boundary values collected in
the vector φ, meaning Pφ = φj ○ ζ−1j on ∂jΣ. Note that if we decompose ϕ ∈ Eφ(Σ) as ϕ = ϕ0 +Pφ
with ϕ0 ∈H1

0(Σ) then the Dirichlet energy obeys

∫
Σ
∣dϕ∣2gdvg = ∫

Σ
∣dϕ0∣2gdvg + ∫

Σ
∣dPφ∣2gdvg.

The second term in the rhs can be interpreted in terms of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator (DN
map for short) on Σ. Equip the unit circle T with the probability measure dθ/(2π) and let (⋅, ⋅)2
stands for the canonical inner product on L2(T)b. The definition of the DN map DΣ ∶ C∞(T)b →
C∞(T)b reads

DΣφ = (−∂νPφ∣∂jΣ ○ ζj)j=1,...,b
where ν is the inward unit normal vector fields to ∂jΣ. Then the Green formula connects the
Dirichlet energy of the harmonic extension to the DN map

(4.1) ∫
Σ
∣dPφ∣2gdvg = 2π(φ,DΣφ)2.



REVIEW ON PROBABILISTIC CONSTRUCTION AND CONFORMAL BOOTSTRAP FOR LIOUVILLE CFT 23

We can thus write formally the amplitude (2.8) as
(4.2)

e−
1
2
(φ,DΣφ)2 ∫

H1
0(Σ)

m

∏
j=1

Vαj(ϕ0 + Pφ, xj)e
− 1

4π ∫Σ (QKg(ϕ0+Pφ)+4πµe
γ(ϕ+Pφ))dvge−

1
4π ∫Σ ∣dϕ0∣

2
gdvgDϕ0.

As we will soon explain, one can completely makes sense of this expression. There is however
a big issue with this formulation: the gluing of amplitudes requires the Hilbert space to be the
space L2(T) equipped with the ”uniform measure”, which can be understood as follows. Write any
φ ∈ L2(T) as

∀θ ∈ R, φ(θ) = c +∑
n/=0

φne
inθ

where the Fourier coefficients φn ∈ C obey φ−n = φ̄n. The uniform measure should be dc ⊗n ⩾ 1

(dRe(φn)⊗dIm(φn)) but there is, of course, no mathematical meaning of such a measure. On infi-
nite dimensional spaces, we usually work instead with Gaussian measures, which are well defined.
So we want our measure to be

(4.3) e−(Dφ,φ)2dc ⊗
n ⩾ 1

( n
8π

dRe(φn)⊗ dIm(φn))

where D is some operator defined by

(Dφ,φ)2 ∶= 2∑
n>0

n∣φn∣2;

the n/8π factor comes from the fact that for each n > 0, e−2n∣φn∣
2
dRe(φn)dIm(φn) has total

mass 8π/n on R2, and we want a probbility measure. A rigorous way to define this measure is

reparametrize the Fourier coefficients φn, for n > 0, as φn = xn+iyn
2
√
n

, then the measure defining the

formal expression (4.3) is

µ0 = dφ0⊗
∞

∏
n=1

e−
x2n
2
−

y2n
2

2π
dxndyn

and the real coordinates (xn, yn)n ⩾ 0 behave under µ0 as i.i.d. standard Gaussian on a probability
space ΩT = (R2)N. Note that µ0 also produces a Gaussian measure (through the random variable φ)
supported on the Sobolev type space H−ϵ(S1), for any ϵ > 0. Under µ0, the random trigonometric
series φ obtained this way turns out to coincide with the law of the whole plane GFF restricted
to the unit circle. The Hilbert space for the Liouville CFT will be

H ∶= L2(H−ϵ(S1), µ0) = L2(R ×ΩT, dc⊗
∞

∏
n=1

e−
x2n
2
−

y2n
2

2π
dxndyn).

The amplitudes need to be corrected to cancel out the extra factor e−(Dφ,φ)2 that we put in the

measure µ0. So we need to multiply the amplitudes by e
1
2
(Dφ,φ)2 for each boundary component so

that this compensates exactly for the term e−(Dφ,φ)2 in µ0 when we glue two boundary components
in H. If the boundary fields on the surface Σ are collected in φ in (H−ϵ(S1))b, we still denote by
D the operator

(Dφ,φ)2 =
b

∑
j=1

(Dφj , φj)2.

So we need to multiply (4.2) by e
1
2
(Dφ,φ)2 . The integral over H1

0(Σ) in (4.2) then makes sense
with the help of the GFF with Dirichlet boundary conditions Xg,D. It has a series expansion of
the type (3.4) but now with (ej)j ⩾ 0 an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian with
Dirichlet boundary conditions, with eigenvalues (λj)j ⩾ 0 and the sum runs over j ⩾ 0. The random
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series converges in H−s(Σ) (−1/2 < s < 0) and has now the Green function for the Laplacian with
Dirichlet boundary condition has covariance and we have the interpretation

(4.4) ∫
H1

0(Σ)
F (ϕ0)e−

1
4π ∫Σ ∣dϕ0∣

2
gdvgDϕ0 ∶= (det′(∆g))

−1/2
E[F (Xg,D)]

for any nonnegative measurable function F on H−s(Σ), where det(∆g,D) is the regularized deter-
minant of the Laplacian with Dirichlet b.c., defined as in Ray-Singer [RS71]. Starting from this
observation, the construction is then similar to the path integral, dealing with the Dirichlet GFF
instead of the GFF on closed surfaces. The definition is

(4.5) AΣ,g,x,α,ζ(φ) = (det(∆g,D))
−1/2

e−
1
2
(φ,(DΣ−D)φ)2

lim
ϵ→0

Eφ[
m

∏
j=1

V
αj
g,ε (xj ,Xg,D + Pφ)e−

Q
4π ∫ΣKg(Xg,D+Pφ)dvg−µM

g
γ (Xg,D+Pφ,Σ)]

where Eφ means expectation conditional on φ (we integrate outXg,D), the Gaussian Multiplicative
Chaos measure is again defined as the limit

(4.6) Mg
γ (ϕ,dx) ∶= lim

ϵ→0
ϵγ

2/2eγϕϵ(x) vg(dx),

with ϕϵ stands for a mollification at scale ϵ of the field ϕ, and where we have set, for fixed α ∈ R
and x ∈ Σ,

V α
g,ε(x,ϕ) = εα

2/2eα(ϕϵ(x)).

Using Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos theory, one can justify the existence of the limits for γ ∈ (0,2)
and αj < Q. The amplitudes are in H⊗b if the Seiberg bound ∑j αj > χ(Σ)Q, and the Euler
characteristic is equal to χ(Σ) = 2 − 2g − b.

Theorem 4.1. [GKRV21] If αi < Q for each i, the amplitudes AΣ,g,x,α,ζ ∈ eac−L2(H−s(Σ)b) where
a > −∑mi=1 αi +Qχ(Σ), they satisfy the conformal equivariance and diffeomorphism invariance of
(2.9) and (2.10) and the gluing property (2.11). When considered as integral kernels of operators,
they are bounded as maps

AΣ,g,x,α,ζ ∶H⊗b
− →Hb+

if b+/− is the number of outgoing/incoming boundary components of Σ.

5. Hamiltonian

As explained in Section 2.7, the Segal amplitudes of the annuli Ae−t generates a semi-group Tt

and its generator is called the Hamiltonian of the Liouville theory. Its spectral resolution plays
a key role in the conformal bootstrap. Below we discuss its probabilistic construction, following
[GKRV20, Section 4 & 5] and [GKRV21, Section 6].

When viewed as integral kernel of an operator on L2(H−s(T)), the Segal amplitude of the
annulus Ae−t

(5.1) AAe−t ,gA,ζAe−t
(φ1, φ2) =

e
− 1

2
((DA

e−t
−D)(φ1,φ2),φ1,φ2)2

det(∆Ae−t ,D
)1/2

Eφ1,φ2[e−µM
gA
γ (XgA,D+P (φ1,φ2),Ae−t)]

where XgA,D is the Dirichlet GFF on Ae−t .
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5.1. The Free Field Hamiltonian. The Free Field part corresponds to taking µ = 0. Using the
Fourier decomposition in the angular variable θ for functions on the annulus Ae−t , a direct compu-

tation leads to the following expression for A0
Ae−t ,gA,ζAe−t

(φ1, φ2) = e−
1
2
((DA

e−t
−D)(φ1,φ2),φ1,φ2)2 the

free-field amplitude

A0
Ae−t ,gA,ζAe−t

(φ1, φ2) = exp ( −
(c − c′)2

2t
− ∑
n ⩾ 1

(x′n − e−ntxn)2
2(1 − e−2tn) −

x2n
2
+ (y

′
n − e−ntyn)2
2(1 − e−2tn) −

y2n
2
)

where φ1(θ) = c+∑∞n=1 xn+iyn2
√
n
einθ+∑∞n=1 xn−iyn2

√
n
e−inθ and φ2(θ) = c′+∑∞n=1

x′n+iy
′
n

2
√
n
einθ+∑∞n=1

x′n−iy
′
n

2
√
n
e−inθ.

The determinant of Laplacian can also be computed explictly using separation of variables:

det(∆Ae−t ,D
)−1/2 = (π

t
)1/2e

t
12 ∏
n ⩾ 1

(1 − e−2nt)−1.

The action of A0
Ae−t ,gA,ζAe−t

is diagonal with respect of the variables xn, yn, c: we recognize the

integral kernel (2πt)−1/2e−(c−c′)2/(2t) of the heat operator e
t
2
∂2c in the 0-mode variable c. The semi-

group e−t(∂
∗
xn∂xn) associated to the 1-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator (the measure being

(2π)−1/2e−
x2n
2 dxn and the adjoint ∂∗xn taken with respect to this measure) has for integral kernel

(called Mehler kernel)

e−t∂
∗
xn∂xn (xn, x′n) =

1√
1 − e−2t

exp ((x
′
n − e−txn)2
2(1 − e−2t) −

x2n
2
).

These considerations show that

A0
Ae−t ,gA,ζAe−t

=
√
2πet

cL
12 e−tH

0

where H0 is the Free Field Hamiltonian

(5.2) H0 ∶= −1
2
∂2c +

∞

∑
n=1

n(∂∗xn∂xn + ∂
∗
yn∂yn) +

Q2

2
.

The Laplacian −1
2∂

2
c is the generator of the Brownian motion, and ∂∗xn∂xn and ∂∗yn∂yn generate

Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes. This aspect can also be read in the decomposition of the Gaussian
Free Field X =XD,D + Pφ on the disk D using the radial coordinates (t, θ)↦ e−t+iθ

X(e−t+iθ) =X0(t) + c + ∑
n ⩾ 1

einθXn(t) + ∑
n ⩾ 1

e−inθXn(t)

with X0(t) a Brownian with covariance min(t, t′), Xn(t) = xn(t)+iyn(y))

2
√
n

with xn(t), yn(t) indepen-
dent Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes. The propagator e−tH

0
can then be represented as the following

Markov process: for F ∈ L2(H−s(T)) with s > 0

(5.3) e−tH
0

F (φ) = e−
Q2

2
tEφ[F ((X ○ e−t)∣T)].

The operator H0 is associated to the quadratic form

Q0(F,F ) ∶=
1

2
∥∂cF ∥2H +∑

n

n(∥∂xnF ∥2H + ∥∂ynF ∥2H) +
Q2

2
∥F ∥2H

and is self-adjoint. It can be diagonalized by using the family Ψ0
Q+ip,k,ℓ for p ∈ R,k, ℓ ∈ N where

Ψ0
α,k,ℓ ∶= e(α−Q)c ∏

n ⩾ 1

Hekn(xn)Heℓn(yn), p ∈ R, k = (kn)n∈N, ℓ = (ℓn)n∈N
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where Hek(x) = (−1)kex
2/2∂kx(e−x

2/2) is the Hermite polynomial and N is the set of finite sequences
of integers. If ∣k∣ ∶= ∑n nkn, we have (H0 − 2∆α + ∣k∣ + ∣ℓ∣)Ψ0

α,k,ℓ = 0 for all α ∈ C.

5.2. The Liouville Hamiltonian. Using the expression (5.1) for the integral kernel of the annulus
propagator Te−t and the Markov properties of the GFF, one can write this operator under the
Feynman-Kac representation (just as (5.3)), with X =XD,D + Pφ the GFF on the disk,

(5.4) Te−tF (φ) = e−
Q2t
2 Eφ[F ((X ○ e−t)∣T)e

−µ ∫A
e−t
∣z∣−γQMγ(X,dx)].

Since Te−t is a self-adjoint bounded semigroup, there is a self-adjoint generator H, i.e. Te−t = e−tH,
which is then computed by differentiating at t = 0:

(5.5) H =H0 + µV, V (φ) ∶= ∫
T
eγφ(θ)dθ

where the potential V can be represented as a multiplication by a positive function if γ <
√
2, of the

form V = eγcV0 for some V0 independent ot c such that V0 ∈ Lp(ΩT) for all p < 2/γ2 (if γ ∈ [
√
2,2),

V has to be understood via a quadratic form and is a non-negative operator). The domain of H
is defined from the semi-group, and it is a non-tivial result [GKRV20, Section 5.2] that H is the
operator coming from the Friedrichs extension of the quadratic form

Q(F,F ) = Q0(F,F ) + µ⟨V F,F ⟩H with domain D(Q).

The potential, as function of c, acts as a barrier for c→∞ while at c→ −∞ it becomes negligible,
which roughly means that in this regime H behaves like the free field Hamiltonian. For the toy

c

eγc
incoming wave

reflected wave

Figure 7. The toy model potential V = eγc

model operator Hmod ∶= −1
2∂

2
c +eγc on L2(R), we can easily show that the spectrum is only made of

continuous spectrum [0,∞) and for each p ∈ R there is a unique solution ψp of (Hmod− p
2

2 )ψp(c) = 0
which satisfies for some S(p) ∈ C

ψp∣R+ ∈ L2(R+), ψp∣R− = eipc + S(p)e−ipc + ψ̃p, with ψ̃p ∈ L2(R−).

Here, eipc is an incoming plane wave (and an eigenfunction of the free operator −1
2∂

2
c ) while

S(p)e−ipc is an outgoing reflected plane wave as c→ −∞. Moreover, ψp can be written in terms of
modified Bessel function and thus extends to p ∈ C meromorphically as a C∞(R) function. For the
true Hamiltonian H, a similar result is proved:

Theorem 5.1. [GKRV20] For each k, ℓ ∈ N with ∣k∣+ ∣ℓ∣ = N , there is a connected open set ΩN ⊂ C
containing (Q+ iR)∪ (−∞,Q−CN) for some CN > 0, and an analytic family10 α ∈ Ωk,ℓ ↦ Ψα,k,ℓ ∈

10Here c− denote a smooth function on R equal to c on (−∞,0) and 0 in (1,∞)
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e(−∣Q−Re(α)∣−ε)c−H such that (H − 2∆α − ∣k∣ + ∣ℓ∣)Ψα,k,ℓ = 0 and satisfying the following properties:

(Intertwinning) ∀α < Q −CN , Ψα,k,ℓ = lim
t→+∞

et(2∆α+∣k∣+∣ℓ∣)e−tHΨ0
α,k,ℓ,

(spectral resolution) ∀u, v ∈H, ⟨u, v⟩H =
1

2π
∫
∞

0
∑

k,ℓ∈N

⟨u,ΨQ+ip,k,ℓ⟩2⟨ΨQ+ip,k,ℓ, v⟩Hdp.

If α < Q, the interwining formula leads to

Ψα(φ) = e(α−Q)cEφ[e−µ ∫D ∣x∣
−γαMγ(X,dx)] = AD,∣dx∣2,0,α,ζ0(φ)

with X =XD,D + Pφ, i.e. the eigenstate for α < Q is the disc amplitude as expected from (2.14).

The difficult part is to extend analytically the eigenstate to the non-probabilistic region, in
particular to Q + iR. The proof is done using scattering theory.

Q

Spectrum line

Q + iR

0

Im α

Re α

Probabilistic region

Analyticity region

Q −CN

Figure 8. Region of analyticity ΩN ∩ Im(λ) ⩾ 0 is the gray region. The proba-
bilistic region is the region where the interwtining formula still converge.

6. Local conformal symmetries

The Hamiltonian of Liouville CFT encodes the effect of dilations on the path integral. Yet
the theory has way more symmetries, the local conformal symmetries, that still can be captured
by Segal’s framework. Recall that the Hamiltonian was defined as the generator associated to
the semigroup of annulus amplitudes. Local conformal symmetries emerge when considering more
general annuli, when one boundary is given by the image of the unit circle by a conformal map.

6.1. Flow of deformations. More precisely, let Hol(D) be the complex vector space of holomor-
phic maps on the unit disk f ∶ D → C which are smooth up to the boundary S1 = ∂D. Segal’s
semigroup of holomorphic annuli is the open subset of Hol(D) defined by

(6.1) S ∶= {f ∈ Hol(D) ∣ f(0) = 0, f∣T injective and f(D) ⊂ D○}
Such a f ∈ S defines an amplitude AAf ,g,ζf on the annulus Af ∶= D ∖ f(D), with boundary

f(T)

T

Af

f(D)
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parametrization ζf ∶= (ζ1, ζ2) defined by

ζ1 ∶ T→ T, ζ(eiθ) ∶= eiθ, ζ2 ∶ T→ f(T), ζ2(eiθ) ∶= f(eiθ).
In fact, the choice of the amplitude associated to f is unique up to the choice of the admissible
metric g on Af . There is a choice of specific admissible metric for which the operator H →H with
integral kernel given by the amplitude AAf ,g,ζf has a nice Feynman-Kac representation. For this,
consider the operator H →H defined by

TfF (φ) ∶= ∣f ′(0)∣
Q2

2 E [F((X ○ f +Q ln ∣f
′

f
∣)∣T)e

−µ ∫Af
∣x∣−γQM

g=∣dz∣2
γ (X,dx)] ,

where X ∶= XD + Pφ, XD is the Dirichlet GFF on the unit disk D and expectation above is with
respect to XD.

Proposition 6.1. [BGKR24b] For f ∈ S and g = eω ∣dz∣2 conformal to. ∣dz∣2 and admissible, then

eW (f,g)TfF (φ1) = ∫ AAf ,g,ζ(φ̃1, φ̃2)F (φ̃2)dµ0(φ̃2)

for some constant W (f, g) which is is explicit but whose value will not serve in this review.

In fact, S has a natural structure of complex manifold, as an open subset of Hol●(D), made up
of those f ∈ Hol(D) such that f(0) = 0. Furthermore, the operators Tf compose nicely in the sense
that Tf1Tf2 = Tf1○f2 for f1, f2 ∈ S so that we have a representation of the semigroup S with the
Tf ’s. A natural further step is thus to identify the representation of the Lie algebra associated to
S. For this, note that the tangent space to S is made up of holomorphic vector fields v(z)∂z with
v ∈ Hol●(D). Such a holomorphic vector field is called Markovian if

(6.2) Re(z̄v(z)) < 0, ∀z ∈ T.
This condition ensures that its flow, defined by the ODE ∂tft(z) = v(ft(z)) with f0(z) = z, is a
family of holomorphic univalent maps with ft+s(D) ⊂ ft(D) for all t, s ⩾ 0 and so that ft(D)→ {0}
as t→∞.

Proposition 6.2. [BGK+22] Let v(z)∂z be a Markovian vector field, and ft its flow. Then the
family (Tft)t ⩾ 0 is a continuous contraction semigroup on H, with a generator Hv which can be
decomposed as

(6.3) Hv =
∞

∑
n=0

vnLn +
∞

∑
n=0

v̄nL̃n, if v(z) = −
∞

∑
n=0

vnz
n+1

where

(6.4) Ln = L0
n +

µ

2
∫

2π

0
einθeγφ(θ)dθ, L̃n = L̃0

n +
µ

2
∫

2π

0
e−inθeγφ(θ)dθ.

Here Ln, L̃n and Hv are unbounded operators on H, mapping continuously D(Q)→ D′(Q).
We should comment on the statement of this proposition. First, note that the operators Tf

make sense in the case µ = 0, which we call the case of Q-GFF, and then the expansion (6.3) is in

terms of the operators (L0
n)n and (L̃0

n)n since Ln = L0
n and L̃n = L̃0

n when µ = 0. The operators

L0
n and L̃0

n are thus the generators of the Q-GFF. It turns out that we can have a completely
explicit description of these operators on H, which is called the Sugawara construction. We will
not expand this any further here because it will not be important for our discussion, we refer

to [GKRV20, Section 4.4.]. When µ /= 0, the potential term ∫ 2π
0 einθeγφ(θ)dθ appearing in the

expression of Ln (and similarly for L̃n) is a Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos on the unit circle and
must then be defined as before with a regularization procedure. It makes sense µ0-almost surely
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when γ is small enough, meaning γ2 < 2 as predicted by Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos theory
(the circle has dimension 1). When 2 ⩽ γ2 < 4 this random variable cannot be anymore defined
by Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos theory but still makes sense as a multiplication operator. In
any case, we obtain the operators Ln and L̃n as explicit perturbations of the Q-GFF generators.
Finally we stress that the Hamiltonian of the Liouville theory corresponds to v0(z) = −z, in which

case ft(z) = e−tz is the flow of dilations, and then we get H = L0 + L̃0. Let us explain where the
commutation relation between the Ln comes from: observe that for Markovian v,w ∈ Hol●(D)

e−tHve−sHw = e−sHwte−tHv

where wt(z) ∶= w(f−1t (z))

(f−1t )
′(z)

and ft is the flow ∂tft(z) = v(ft(z)) and f0(z) = z. This relation uses the

fact that, if hs is the solution of the flow ∂shs(z) = w(hs(z)) and h0(z) = z then h̄s ∶= ft ○ hs ○ f−1t
is the solution of the flow ∂sh̄s(z) = wt(h̄s(z)) and h̄0(z) = z. Differentiating this relation at t = 0
we obtain

[Hv,Hw] =H[v,w]
with [v,w] the commutator of the two vector fields. We deduce that the families (Ln)n ⩾ 0 and

(L̃n)n ⩾ 0 commute, i.e. [Ln, L̃m] = 0, and, specializing to v = zn,w = zm, that they obey the

commutation relations of the Witt algebra [Ln,Lm] = (n −m)Ln+m (and similarly for the L̃n’s).
In fact, this argument is not quite correct due to the fact that LnLm can not be easily defined due
to domain issues, but it can be made rigourous for µ = 0, i.e. for [L0

n,L
0
m].

6.2. Representation of the Virasoro algebra. Actually, restricting to positive modes (n ⩾ 0)

does not give the full picture. The definition of the operators Ln, L̃n ∶ D(Q) → D′(Q) can be
extended to n ∈ Z by the relation: ∀F,G ∈ D(Q)

⟨L−nF,G⟩H ∶= ⟨F,LnG⟩H and ⟨L̃−nF,G⟩H ∶= ⟨F, L̃nG⟩H.
The same definition applies to the µ = 0 case, with D(Q) replaced by D(Q0), and the operators

L0
n and L̃0

n produce two commuting unitary representations of the Virasoro algebra, which is the

central extension of the Witt algebra. The fact that the two families (L0
n)n∈Z and (L̃0

n)n∈Z commute

is expressed by [L0
n, L̃

0
m] = 0. The representations are unitary in the sense that (L0

n)∗ = L0
−n and

(L̃0
n)∗ = L̃0

−n. And finally they obey the commutation relations of the Virasoro algebra, namely for
all n,m ∈ Z

[L0
n,L

0
m] = (n −m)L0

n+m +
cL
12
(n3 − n)δn,−m,(6.5)

[L̃0
n, L̃

0
m] = (n −m)L̃0

n+m +
cL
12
(n3 − n)δn,−m(6.6)

where cL = 1 + 6Q2 is the central charge. To understand the case µ /= 0 and give a sense to the
commutation relations of the Ln and to capture the origins of the probabilistic representation, we
need to come back to the eigenstates Ψ0

Q+ip,k,ℓ of the free Hamiltonian (5.2). These eigenstates are

generated by the Heisenberg algebra (whose creation operators increase the degrees of the Hermite
polynomials) but are not so much adapted to the symmetries in the Liouville theory. We shall
therefore use a more adapted basis. For this, let us start with the state Ψ0

α ∶= Ψ0
α,0,0, which is an

eigenstate H0Ψ0
α = 2∆αΨ

0
α. Actually, it is not hard to see, using basic GFF computations, that

it is even an eigenstate of both L0
0 and L̃0

0, that is L0
0Ψ

0
α = ∆αΨ

0
α and L̃0

0Ψ
0
α = ∆αΨ

0
α, and that

it is annihilated by the L0
n and L̃0

n for n > 0, meaning L0
nΨ

0
α = 0 and L̃0

nΨ
0
α = 0. Then, using the

commutation relations (6.5), one can see that, for m > 0, L0
−mΨ

0
α is another eigenstate of L0

0 (and

similarly for L̃0
−m)

L0
0(L0

−mΨ
0
α) = L0

−mL
0
0Ψ

0
α + [L0

0,L
0
−m]Ψ0

α = (∆α +m)L0
−mΨ

0
α.
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Iterating this procedure, we construct a large family of eigenstates L0
−m1

. . .L0
−mk

L̃0
−m̃1

. . . L̃0
−m̃k̃

Ψ0
α,

but there are some redundancies: indeed, using the commutation relations and the fact that Ψ0
α is

annihilated by the positive modes, one can restrict to sequences of integers with m1 ⩾ . . . ⩾ mk

and m̃1 ⩾ . . . ⩾ m̃k̃. Such finite sequences of decreasing integers are called Young diagrams.
We will denote by T the set of Young diagrams. An element ν ∈ T is thus a sequence of integers
with the further requirements that ν(k) ⩾ ν(k + 1) and ν(k) = 0 for k large enough. For a Young
diagram ν we denote its length as ∣ν∣ = ∑k ν(k) and its size as s(ν) =max{k ∣ν(k) /= 0}. Given two
Young diagrams ν = (ν(i))i∈[1,k], ν̃ = (ν̃(i))i∈[1,j] with size k and j, we define the operators

L0
−ν = L0

−ν(k)⋯L0
−ν(1), L̃0

−ν̃ = L̃0
−ν̃(j)⋯ L̃0

−ν̃(1).

We set

Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ = L0

−νL̃
0
−ν̃ Ψ

0
α,(6.7)

with the convention that Ψ0
α,0,0 ∶= Ψ0

α. The states Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ are called the descendant states of Ψ0

α.

Proposition 6.3. [GKRV20] For all α ∈ C and each pair of Young diagrams ν, ν̃ ∈ T ,

L0
0Ψ

0
α,ν,ν̃ = (∆α + ∣ν∣)Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃ , L̃0
0Ψ

0
α,ν,ν̃ = (∆α + ∣ν̃∣)Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃

and thus, since H0 = L0
0 + L̃0

0,

H0Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ = (2∆α + ∣ν∣ + ∣ν̃∣)Ψ0

α,ν,ν̃ .

The next step is to construct a basis of H out of these eigenstates and this is a non trivial task
carried out in [FF84] using the Kac determinant. First one has the change of basis formula (with
N = ∣ν∣ + ∣ν̃∣)

(6.8) Ψ0
α,ν,ν̃ = ∑

k,l,∣k∣+∣l∣=N

MN
α,kl,νν̃Ψ

0
α,k,l,

for some coefficientsMN
α,kl,νν̃ polynomial in α ∈ C. The matrixMN

α is invertible for α ∈ C, outside of
a set of discrete values located on the real line. In particular, when α is restricted to the spectrum
line Q + iR, the family (Ψ0

Q+ip,ν,ν̃)p∈R,ν,ν̃∈T is a complete family of eigenstates of H, but they are
not orthogonal. An important input is then to identify the Gram-Schmidt coefficients. The inner
products of the descendant states obey (as a measure in the p variable)

(6.9) ⟨Ψ0
Q+ip,ν,ν̃ ,Ψ

0
Q+ip′,ν′,ν̃′⟩H = δp=p′δ∣ν∣,∣ν′∣δ∣ν̃∣,∣ν̃′∣FQ+ip(ν, ν′)FQ+ip(ν̃, ν̃′)

where the matrices (FQ+ip(ν, ν′))∣ν∣=∣ν′∣=N are positive definite and called the Schapovalov forms;

we denote by F−1Q+ip its inverse. The following spectral decomposition thus holds: for u, v ∈H

⟨u, v⟩H =
1

2π
∑∫

R
⟨u,Ψ0

Q+ip,ν′,ν̃′⟩H⟨Ψ0
Q+ip,ν,ν̃ , v⟩HF −1Q+ip(ν, ν′)F −1Q+ip(ν̃, ν̃′)dp(6.10)

where the sum runs over Young diagrams ν, ν̃, ν′, ν̃′ ∈ T such that ∣ν∣ = ∣ν′∣ and ∣ν̃∣ = ∣ν̃′∣.

One can then define the states

(6.11) Ψα,ν,ν̃ ∶= ∑
k,l,∣k∣+∣l∣=N

MN
α,kl,νν̃Ψα,k,l.

As linear combination of eigenstates of the Liouville Hamiltonian associated to the same eigenvalue,
the properties of the eigenstates Ψα,k,ℓ transfer to the Ψα,ν,ν̃ ’s
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Theorem 6.4. [GKRV20] For each ν, ν̃ ∈ T with ∣ν∣+ ∣ν̃∣ = N , there is a connected open set ΩN ⊂ C
containing (Q + iR) ∪ (−∞,Q −CN) for some CN > 0, and an analytic family α ∈ Ων,ν̃ ↦ Ψα,ν,ν̃ ∈
e(−∣Q−Re(α)∣+ε)c−H such that (H − 2∆α − ∣ν∣ − ∣ν̃∣)Ψα,ν,ν̃ = 0 and satisfying the following properties:
Intertwining:

∀α < Q −CN , Ψα,ν,ν̃ = lim
t→+∞

et(2∆α+∣ν∣+∣ν̃∣)e−tHΨ0
α,ν,ν̃ .

Spectral decomposition: for u, v ∈H

⟨u, v⟩H =
1

2π
∑

ν,ν′,ν̃,ν̃′
∫
R+
⟨u, ,ΨQ+ip,ν′,ν̃′⟩H⟨ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ , v⟩HF−1Q+ip(ν, ν′)F−1Q+ip(ν̃, ν̃′)dp

where the sum runs over Young diagrams ν, ν̃, ν′, ν̃′ ∈ T such that ∣ν∣ = ∣ν′∣ and ∣ν̃∣ = ∣ν̃′∣.

The spectral decomposition above is the cornerstone of the conformal bootstrap: it will serve
as a Plancherel type formula on the Hilbert space. Yet, we need more information on the eigen-
states ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ to be in position to evaluate their correlation functions. Using the intertwining
property on the real line, some scattering theory agument and the form (6.4) of Ln, one can
show that the eigenstates on the spectrum line ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ can be constructed through the action
of the Virasoro generators on the primary states, like in the GFF case. The operators Ln and
L̃−n can be easily defined on the weighted space e−Ac−D(Q) (for A > 0) where the ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ ’s

live in, and we show that L−nΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ = ΨQ+ip,ν′,ν̃ for some ν′ ∈ T and L̃−nΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ = ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃′

for some ν̃′ ∈ T , and furthermore that these quantities belong to e−εc−D(Q). This implies that

Lν = L−ν(k)⋯L−ν(1) and L̃−ν̃ = L̃−ν̃(j)⋯ L̃−ν̃(1) are well defined as operators acting on the vector
space WQ+ip ∶= span{ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ ∣ν, ν̃ ∈ T }, and one has:

Proposition 6.5. [BGK+22] For p ∈ R+, ν, ν̃ ∈ T one has

ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ = L−νL̃−ν̃ ΨQ+ip.

Moreover, Ψα,ν,ν̃ admit an analytic extension to α ∈ C in weighted D(Q) spaces and the relation
above extends as well.

When acting on WQ+ip, the Ln and L̃n satisfy the Virasoro commuting relations introduced in
(6.5) and (6.6).

The relation of Proposition 6.1 between annuli amplitude and the generator of Ln + L̃n can
be promoted to a differentiability result on amplitudes, which will be crucial to understand the
conformal blocks and Ward identity.

Proposition 6.6. [BGKR24b, BGKR24a] Let (Σt, gt,x,ζt) be a 1-parameter C1 family of surfaces

with parametrized boundary and admissible metrics, with Σt sitting inside a closed surface (Σ̂, ĝ)
and gt conformal to ĝ on Σt. If α are weights attached to x satisfying Seiberg bounds, ζ1, . . . , ζb+ are
the outgoing boundary parametrizations and ζb++1, . . . , ζb the incoming ones, then t ↦ AΣt,gt,x,α,ζt

is C1 as map D(Q)⊗b− → D′(Q)⊗b+, and

∂tAΣt,gt,x,α,ζt ∣t=0 = −AΣ0,g0,x,α,ζ0 ○
b−

∑
j=1

H(j)vb++j +
b+

∑
j=1

H(j)vj ○AΣ0,g0,x,α,ζ0

+ cL(
b

∑
j=1

σj

12
Re(vj0) + ∂tS0

L(Σt, g0, gt)∣t=0)AΣ0,g0,x,α,ζ0

where H
(j)
vj is the action of Hvj = ∑n∈Z vjnLn + v̄jnL̃n on the j-th copy of D(Q)⊗b± and vj ∶=

∂t((ζ0j )−1 ○ ζtj)∣t=0 = −∑n∈Z vjnzn+1, with σj = 1 if j > b+ and σj = −1 if j < b+.
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Let us consider a particular case where b+ = 0 and Σ ⊂ Ĉ with metric g0 conformal to the flat
metric ∣dz∣2, and for simplicity we assume that ζj(z) = xj + z for z ∈ T. Let v be a holomorphic
vector field v near Σ, then its flow ft generates conformal transformations and we can consider the
image surface Σt = ft(Σ) with parametrization ζt = (ft ○ ζ1, . . . , ft ○ ζb) and metric (ft)∗g0, and we
set xt = (f−t(x1), . . . , f−t(xm)) for the marked points. The diffeomorphism invariance of amplitudes
gives AΣt,gt,x,α,ζt = AΣ,g0,xt,α,ζ and, differentiating at t = 0, one obtains from Proposition 6.6 (see

[BGKR24a])

Lemma 6.7 (Ward identity). If v is a holomorphic vector field defined on a neighborhood of Σ

in Ĉ, then with vj = ζ∗j v = −∑n∈Z vjnzn+1∂z

∂tAΣ,g0,xt,α,ζ ∣t=0 = −AΣ,g0,x,α,ζ

b

∑
j=1

H(j)vj .

This is the form of the Ward identities appearing for instance in the Vertex operator algebra
language. We will see soon another probabilistic formulation in terms of the stress energy tensor.

6.3. Matrix coefficients of the disk with 2 points on the basis ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃. In this section,
we explain in simple terms how the Ward identity of Lemma 6.7 allows to compute the matrix
elements of the disk amplitudes on the basis ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ , i.e. the values of

AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃)

where D∗ = {z ∈ Ĉ ∣ ∣z∣ ⩾ 1}, x = (x1, x2), α = (α1, α2), ζ(eiθ) = eiθ and g0 is an admissible metric.
This will be essential in the conformal bootstrap method to calculate the 4-points correlation
functions on S2. Another approach will be explained below using the stress energy tensor, which for
computational purpose is somehow more efficient, in particular when there are several descendants
like for computing the matrix coefficients of pairs of pants. Consider the vector field v = −z−n+1∂z
for n ⩾ 1. Then, if fvt is the flow of v and f ivt the flow of iv, by Lemma 6.7 we have

2AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(L−nΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃) =∂tAD∗,g0,fv−t(x),α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃)∣t=0
− i∂tAD∗,g0,f iv−t(x),α,ζ

(ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃)∣t=0.

Writing xj(t) ∶= xj + tx−n+1j for j = 1,2, we see by taking ν = ν̃ = ∅ that

(6.12) AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,n,∅) =
1

2
(∂t⟨VQ+ip(0)Vα1(x1(t))Vα2(x2(t))⟩Ĉ,ĝ0 − i∂t⟨VQ+ip(0)Vα1(x1(it))Vα2(x2(it))⟩Ĉ,ĝ0)

where ĝ0 is the metric11 obtained by gluing g0 on D∗ with ∣dz∣2 on D. Using the expression (3.14)
for the 3-point function, one obtains an expression of the form

AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,n,∅) = w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, n,x)AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip)

for some explicit coefficient w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, n,x) holomorphic in x1, x2. We can do the same

with L̃−n instead of L−n (using +i∂t in (6.12)), and we observe that

AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,∅,n) = w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, n,x)AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip).

11ĝ0 is only piecewise smooth and continuous at T, but this can be made smooth by modifying conformally the
metric ∣dz∣2 in D using the Weyl covariance formula.
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Now this relation can be iterated using (6.12) and we can compute AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃) from
AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,ν′,ν̃′) with ν = (ν′, n) for some n ⩾ 1 and ν̃ = (ν̃′, k) for some k ⩾ 1. Ultimately,
this shows that
(6.13)

AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃) = w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, ν,x)w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, ν̃,x)AD∗,g0,x,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip)

where w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, ν,x) are coefficients that are holomorphic in x1, x2 and can be computed
iteratively by application of linear differential operators in the variables x1, x2, with holomorphic
coefficients, acting on the function (3.14). This will discussed further below, in particular in The-
orem 6.10, from the Stress Energy tensor.

6.4. Stress energy tensor. As we have seen above, the descendant states can be understood as
the effect of infinitesimal deformations of the complex structure of the disk amplitude ΨQ+ip. There
is actually another way to deform the complex structure: varying the metric in the amplitudes. And
this observation is at the core of the probabilistic representation of the descendant states, which we
explain now. The idea is to differentiate correlation functions or amplitudes, which depend on the
metric g, with respect to the inverse of the metric. This has the effect of inserting a new random
field called the Stress Energy Tensor (SET for short) in the amplitudes. This is a general expected
feature of CFT but it takes an explicit form when specializing to Liouville CFT (see [Oik21] for
more details). To be more explicit, we keep on the discussion when the underlying Riemann surface
is a subset of the Riemann sphere, which we identify with the extended complex plane, equipped
with a conformal metric g ∶= eω ∣dz∣2. The holomorphic part of the SET then formally reads for
z ∈ C

(6.14) ∀z ∈ C, T (ϕ, z) ∶= Q∂2zz(ϕ + Q
2 ω)(z)+ ∶ (∂z(ϕ +

Q
2 ω)(z))

2 ∶

and its anti-holomorphic part is the complex conjugate. The SET does not make sense as a random
field but can be given sense at the level of correlation functions/amplitudes as the limit of a
regularized SET and the notation ∶ − ∶ above means Wick ordering. If u1, . . . , uk are distinct point

in C, we will collect them in the vector u = (u1, . . . , uk) ∈ Ck (and similarly for v ∈ Ck̃) and we will
use the notation

T (ϕ,u) ∶=
k

∏
j=1

T (ϕ,uj) and T̄ (ϕ,v) ∶=
k̃

∏
j=1

T̄ (ϕ, vj).

Correlation functions involving the SET are quantities of the type

⟨T (ϕ,u)T̄ (ϕ,v)Vα1(x1) . . . , Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g,(6.15)

which are defined similarly to (3.8) with a regularisation procedure and the Wick ordering is a way
to control the divergencies coming from the squared gradient. Amplitudes with SET insertions are
defined similarly by plugging the products T (ϕ,u)T̄ (ϕ,v) in the expression (4.5), again using a
regularisation. One important feature of the SET is that these amplitudes are holomorphic in u
and antiholomorphic in v with eventual poles at the vertex insertions x. From now on, we will
skip the dependence on ϕ of the SET in the notations, thus writing T (u) and T̄ (v), and we will
use the notation AΣ,g,x,α,ζ(T (u)T̄ (v),φ) for amplitudes with SET insertions.

One can then provide a probabilistic representation of the descendants in terms of contour
integrals of disk amplitudes with SET insertions. For this we need to introduce a few notations.

Given two Young diagrams ν, ν̃ with respective size k, k̃ and u ∈ Ck, v ∈ Ck̃, we denote

(6.16) u1−ν ∶=∏u
1−ν(i)
i , v̄1−ν̃ ∶=∏ v̄

1−ν̃(i)
i .
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Let f ∶ Ck ×Ck̃ → C and a ∈ Ck, b ∈ Ck̃. We will denote multiple nested contour integrals of f as
follows:

∮
∣u−a∣=δ

∮
∣v−ã∣=δ̃

f(u,v)dv̄du

∶= ∮
∣uk−ak ∣=δk

⋯∮
∣u1−a1∣=δ1

∮
∣vk̃−ãk̃ ∣=δ̃k̃

⋯∮
∣v1−ã1∣=δ̃1

f(u,v)dv̄1 . . .dv̄k̃du1 . . .duk

where δ ∶= (δ1, . . . , δk) with 0 < δ1 < ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ < δk < 1 and similarly for δ̃. We always suppose δi ≠ δ̃j for

all i, j. Finally, for u ∈ Ck as u = (u1, . . . , uk) we will write u(l) for the vector in Ck−1 with the
same entries as u with l-th entry removed and we will sometimes iterate this procedure to remove
further entries and write u(l,l

′) and so on. The same notations are used for the vector v. We claim

Lemma 6.8. Let α ∈ R and ν, ν̃ ∈ T with ∣ν∣ + ∣ν̃∣ = N and α < Q − CN (given by Theorem 6.4).
Then

Ψα,ν,ν̃(φ̃) =
C

(2πi)s(ν)+s(ν̃) ∮∣u∣=δ ∮∣v∣=δ̃
u1−νv1−ν̃AD,∣dz∣2,0,α,ζD(T (u)T (v), φ)dvdu.

This formula follows from basic Gaussian computations in the Q-GFF case (i.e. µ = 0) and
then can be transferred to the Liouville case via the intertwining property of Theorem 6.4 and
the Feynman-Kac formula (5.4). This formula will be crucial for the next step on the one hand
because it identifies descendants as disk amplitudes (with SET insertions) so that they fit into the
Segal picture and on the other hand because correlation functions with SET insertions have a clear
structure of poles in the variables u and v which can be determined by the Ward identities

Proposition 6.9 (Ward Identity). Equip the extended complex plane Ĉ with a conformal metric
g = eω ∣dz∣2. Then

⟨T (u)T (v)
m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g =
1

2

k−1

∑
l=1

cL
(uk − ul)4

⟨T (u(k,l))T (v)
m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g

+
k−1

∑
l=1

( 2

(uk − ul)2
+ 1

(uk − ul)
∂ul)⟨T (u(k))T (v)

m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g

+
m

∑
i=1

( ∆αi

(uk − zi)2
+ ∂zi +∆αi∂ziω

(uk − zi)
)⟨T (u(k))T (v)

m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g

and

⟨T (u)T (v)
m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g =
1

2

k̃−1

∑
l=1

cL
(v̄k̃ − v̄l)4

⟨T (u)T (v(k̃,l))
m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g

+
k̃−1

∑
l=1

( 2

(v̄k̃ − v̄l)2
+ 1

(v̄k̃ − v̄l)
∂v̄l)⟨T (u)T (v(k̃))

m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g

+
m

∑
i=1

( ∆αi

(v̄k̃ − z̄i)2
+ ∂z̄i +∆αi∂z̄iω

(v̄k̃ − z̄i)
)⟨T (u)T̄ (v(k̃))

m

∏
i=1

Vαi,g(zi)⟩Ĉ,g.

By applying recursively these formula we can obtain all the poles of the correlation functions
with SET insertions. The idea of the proof is conceptually simple even though computationally
painful: it consists in applying Gaussian integration by parts to the SET expression and then in
reorganising all the terms in a clever way.
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6.5. Computation of the building block amplitude and holomorphic factorization. We
can now coordinate Segal’s gluing with the Ward identities to compute the amplitudes of building
blocks evaluated at the eigenstates of the Liouville Hamiltonian. Any genus-g surface (Σ, g,x) with
m marked points can be cut along 3g−3+m curves, producing 2g−2+m geometric building blocks;
The building blocks considered here are:

(1) the surfaces diffeomorphic to a disk with two marked points and one parametrized boundary
circle,

(2) the surfaces diffeomorphic to an annulus with one marked point and two parametrized
boundary circles,

(3) the surfaces diffeomorphic to a pair of pants with three parametrized boundary circles.

We call (P,xmp,ζ) such a complex building block. Here the boundary is ∂P = ∪bi=1∂iP with
parametrization ζ = (ζ1, . . . , ζb), b ∈ {1,2,3}, and xi, i ∈ {b+1, . . . ,3}, are points in the interior of P
collected in the vector xmp (the superscript mp refers to “marked point”). We have also set σi = −1
if the boundary component ∂iP is outgoing and we set σi = 1 if ∂iP is incoming. We collect in the
vector αmp the weights αi < Q, i = b + 1, . . . ,3, attached to the marked points in xmp, satisfying
the condition ∑3

j=b+1 αj > χ(Σ)Q so that the amplitude associated to P is in H⊗b. We fix also an
admissible metric gP on P.

The amplitude AP,gP ,xmp,αmp,ζ is a function AP,gP ,xmp,αmp,ζ ∶ Hs(T)b → C. Let us use the
notation

⟨AP,gP ,xmp,αmp,ζ ,⊗bj=1fj⟩H⊗b ∶= ∫ AP,gP ,xmp,αmp,ζ(φ)(
b

∏
j=1

fj(φj))dµ⊗b
0 (φ).(6.17)

As explained above for the disk with 2 marked points, we can evaluate the matrix coefficients of the
amplitude on the eigenbasis ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃ , that is when fj = C(1+σj)/2ΨQ+ipj ,νj ,ν̃j with C the complex
conjugation.

We will represent P under a model form as a subset of the Riemann sphere Ĉ as follows:
we glue b discs Dj = D to each boundary curve ∂jP using the parametrization ζj ∶ T → ∂jP to

obtain a closed Riemann surface P̂ that is biholomorphic conformal to Ĉ with its standard complex
structure. Denote by xj ∈ P̂ the center of Dj , j = 1, . . . , b and collect these entries in xdi = (xj)j=1,...,b
(the superscript di refers to “disc insertion”, i.e. to emphasize that it collects the added xj ’s lying

in the disks glued to the pant to obtain Ĉ). We will also write x ∶= (x1, x2, x3) = (xdi,xmp) for
the set of 3 punctures of the punctured sphere P̂. The biholomorphism Φ ∶ Σ̂ → Ĉ is unique if we
ask that Φ(xj) = zj where z = (z1, z2, z3) is any fixed collection of 3 disjoint points on the sphere.
Let us define, for j = 1, . . . , b, the maps ψj ∶= Φ ○ ζj , which extend holomorphically from T to (a

neighborhood) of D and satisfying ψj(0) = zj (resp. of D∗ ∶= Ĉ ∖ D○ and satisfying ψj(∞) = zj)
if ζj is incoming (resp. outgoing) by construction of Φ. If o(z) ∶= 1/z is the inversion, one has

that Ĉ∖∪bj=1ψj(o(1−σj)/2(D)) with the parametrizations ψj ∣T of the boundary is biholomorphic to

(P,ζ) and ψj(D) are topological disks in C with analytic boundaries. Define the conformal radius
of ψj(D) by

(6.18) Radzj(ψj(D)) ∶= ∣ψ′j(0)∣.

The main result concerning the computations of building block amplitudes is the following:

Theorem 6.10. [GKRV21] Let (P,xmp,ζ) be a building block. Let αj = Q+ipj, pj ∈ R, j = 1, . . . , b,
let αj < Q for j = b + 1, ..,3 and denote α = (α1, α2, α3). Assume (recall that χ(P) is the Euler
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characteristic of P)

(6.19)
3

∑
j=b+1

αj − χ(P)Q > 0.

Then, if ν = (ν1, . . . , νb) ∈ T b and ν̃ = (ν̃1, . . . , ν̃b) ∈ T b, the following formula holds

⟨AP,gP ,xmp,αmp,ζ ,⊗bj=1C(1+σj)/2Ψαj ,νj ,ν̃j ⟩H⊗b = C(P, gP ,∆α)CDOZZ
γ,µ (α̃)

×wP(∆α,ν,z)wP(∆α, ν̃,z)P (z)(6.20)

where α̃ = (α̃1, α̃2, α̃3) with α̃j = Q+iσjpj for j = 1, .., b and α̃j = αj for j = b+1, ..,3. Furthermore:

● the function wP is a polynomial in the conformal weights ∆α = (∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆α3) with
coefficients depending only on, and in a holomorphic way on, the uniformizing maps ψj,
and on the Young diagram

wP(∆α,ν,z) = ∑
n=(n1,n2,n3)

an(P,ν,z)∆n
α,

where wP(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆α3 ,∅,z) = 1 and the sum runs over n ∈ N3 with finitely many coeffi-
cients an(P,ν,z) that are non zero, ∆n

α ∶=∏3
j=1∆

nj
αj .

● P is given by

(6.21) P (z) ∶= ∣z1 − z2∣2(∆α3−∆α2−∆α1)∣z3 − z2∣2(∆α1−∆α2−∆α3)∣z1 − z3∣2(∆α2−∆α1−∆α3)

● the constant C(P, gP ,∆α) has the form

(6.22) C(P, gP ,∆α) =
b

∏
j=1

∣ψ′j(0)∣
∆Q+ipjC ′(P, gP ,∆αb+1 , . . . ,∆α3)

where C ′(P, gP ,∆αb+1 , . . . ,∆α3) is a Liouville anomaly which does not depend on pj and is
obtained by comparing (6.20) with (3.14) when ν = ν̃ = ∅, and the Weyl covariance formula
of Proposition 3.3.

The proof of this statement is a long story that we try to make short now. First, we analytically
continue the eigenstates Ψαj ,νj ,ν̃j from the spectrum line Q+ iR to the probabilistic region, namely
the real line with αj < Q−CN , with Theorem 6.4. In this region, the descendants have a probabilistic
representation in terms of contour integrals of amplitudes of a disk with flat metric, which is not
admissible, and SET insertions, see Lemma 6.8. We can trade the flat metric on the disk for another
admissible one with the Weyl invariance of amplitudes (2.9) and then map the disk to ψj(D) using
the diffeomorphism invariance of amplitudes (2.10). Now everything is set to use Segal’s gluing: the
pairing of the building block amplitudes with the amplitudes of the ψj(D)’s and SET insertions
produces, via Segal, a correlation function on the Riemann sphere of the type

⟨T (ϕ,u)T̄ (ϕ,v)Vα1(x1) . . . , Vαm(xm)⟩Σ,g
and we have to evaluate contour integrals of such quantities. It turns out that these contour
integrals can be evaluated if we know the structure of the poles, and this is where the Ward
identities (Prop 6.9) come into play. Based on this, a lengthy and tricky computation shows that
we are then left with applying partial differential operators to the three point function

P (∆α,ν, ∂z)P (∆α, ν̃, ∂z̄)⟨Vα1(x1) . . . , Vα3(x3)⟩Σ,g.
It remains to plug the exact expression (3.14) for the 3 point function in order to get the claim.
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7. Conformal Bootstrap

The conformal bootstrap is a method for computing the correlation functions of a CFT on
any surface from the 3-point correlation functions on S2 (structure constant) and an algebraic
function called conformal block. The ingredients are:
(1) Segal axioms to cut the path integral into path integrals (amplitudes) over building blocks
(pants, annuli, disks) – Section 4.
(2) The resolution of the identity using the eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian H – Section 5.2.
(3) The computation of the matrix coefficients of the building block amplitude on the eigenbasis,
based on Ward identity – Sections 6.3 and 6.5.
(4) The expression of the structure constant (DOZZ formula for Liouville) – Section 3.1.

Instead of writing the general case, where one needs to introduce a heavier amount of notations,
let us explain two examples: the 4-point correlation function on S2 and a genus 2 surface. For the
general result we refer to [GKRV21, Theorem 8.5].

7.1. Bootstrap for 4-point correlation on S2. For z ∈ C with ∣z∣ < 1, we consider the points

on S2 = Ĉ
x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) = (0, z,2,∞)

for which we put weights α = (α1, α2, α3, α4) with αi < Q and α1 + α2 −Q > 0 and α3 + α4 −Q > 0.
We view Ĉ = D∪D∗ where D is the unit disk and D∗ the exterior. We consider a metric g = g(z)∣dz∣2
on S2, invariant by z ↦ 1/z, satisfying g(z) = 1/∣z∣2 for 1/2 < ∣z∣ < 3/2, g(0) = 1 and g(z) = 1/∣z∣4
for ∣z∣ ⩾ 2, so that (D, g, ζ) and (D∗, g, ζ) are admissible surfaces with boundary if ζ(eiθ) = eiθ is
the parametrization of the boundary (incoming for D∗, ougoing for D). See Figure 9.

z

2

0

∞

Figure 9. The sphere with 4 points, cut into 2 disks along the equator.

We can use the gluing Theorem 4.1 to write, with x1 = (0, z) and x2 = (2,∞), and similarly
α1 = (α1, α2) and α2 = (α3, α4)

(7.1) ⟨
4

∏
i=1

Vαi(xi)⟩S2,g = ⟨AD,g,x1,α1,ζ ,AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ⟩H

Here we view AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ as an element in H, but we can equivalently consider it as an ele-
ment in H∗ (since the boundary is incoming), in which case the pairing above is the composition
AD∗,g0,x2,α2,ζ ○AD,g,x1,α1,ζ . The two amplitudes in the pairing are in H (or H∗ for the incoming
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one) by the assumptions on the weights αj . We can then use the spectral decomposition (6.10)

⟨
4

∏
i=1

Vαi(xi)⟩S2,g

= 1

2π
∫
∞

0
∑

ν,ν′,ν̃,ν̃′
⟨AD,g,x1,α1,ζ ,ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃⟩H⟨ΨQ+ip,ν′,ν̃′ ,AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ⟩HF −1Q+ip(ν, ν′)F−1Q+ip(ν̃, ν̃′)dp.

To compute each term, we use the factorisation (6.13) obtained as a consequence of the Ward
identity

AD∗,g,x2,α,ζ(ΨQ+ip,ν′,ν̃′) = w(∆α3 ,∆α4 ,∆Q+ip, ν
′,x2)w(∆α3 ,∆α4 ,∆Q+ip, ν̃′,x2)AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ(ΨQ+ip).

The same factorization also holds for ⟨AD,g,x1,α1,ζ ,ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃⟩H:

⟨AD,g,x1,α1,ζ ,ΨQ+ip,ν,ν̃⟩H = w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, ν,x1)w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, ν̃,x1)⟨AD,g,x1,α1,ζ ,ΨQ+ip⟩H.
Moreover, we see thatAD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ(ΨQ+ip) is the analytic continuation in α of α ↦ AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ(Ψα).
Since the eigenstate

Ψα = AD,∣dz∣2,0,α,ζ0 = e−cLS
0
L(D,g,∣dz∣

2)AD,g,0,α,ζ0

is the disk amplitude (see Theorem 5.1), we get

AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ(Ψα) = e−cLS
0
L(D,g,∣dz∣

2)AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ ○AD,g,0,α,ζ0

which by the gluing result Theorem 4.1 becomes

AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ(Ψα) = e−cLS
0
L(D,g,∣dz∣

2)⟨Vα(0)Vα3(2)Vα4(∞)⟩S2,g
and by (3.14), one gets

AD∗,g,x2,α2,ζ(Ψα) = C(g)2−2(∆α+∆α3+∆α4)CDOZZ
γ,µ (α,α3, α4)

with C(g) ∶= C0e
cL(S

0
L(S

2,gS2 ,g)+S
0
L(D,∣dz∣

2,g)) (with C0 in (3.15)), and this extends analytically to
α = Q + ip ∈ Q + iR. Similarly, one obtains

⟨AD,g,x1,α1,ζ ,Ψα⟩H =e−cLS
0
L(D,g,∣dz∣

2)⟨Vα1(0)Vα2(z)Vα(∞)⟩S2,g
=C(g)CDOZZ

γ,µ (α,α1, α2)∣z∣2(∆α−∆α1−∆α2)g(z)−4∆α2

and this extends anti-holomorphically in α = Q + ip. Gathering everything, we obtain

Theorem 7.1. [GKRV20] The 4 point correlation function on the sphere can be expressed as

⟨
4

∏
i=1

Vαi(xi)⟩S2,g =
C(g)2g(z)−4∆α2

2π
∫
R
CDOZZ
γ,µ (Q + ip,α1, α2)CDOZZ

γ,µ (Q + ip,α3, α4)∣Fp,α(z)∣2dp

Where Fp,α(z) is the Conformal Block, given by

Fp,α(z) =2−(∆Q+ip+∆α3+∆α4)z∆Q+ip−∆α1−∆α2

× ∑
ν∈T

F −1Q+ip(ν, ν′)w(∆α1 ,∆α2 ,∆Q+ip, ν,0, z)w(∆α3 ,∆α4 ,∆Q+ip, ν
′,2,∞)

We notice that the series in the conformal block is holomorphic in ∣z∣ < 1, while the term
z∆Q+ip−∆α1−∆α2 is holomorphic but multivalued and has to be thought as a function on a universal
cover of Ĉ ∖ {0,1,∞}. The convergence of this type of series is very tricky in general, due to the
large number of terms to sum. On the other hand, the convergence in ∣z∣ < 1 for almost all p ∈ R
follows from our proof of Theorem 7.1 (one can prove the convergence of the series by using some
Cauchy-Schwarz argument and comparing with the case (α3, α4) = (α1, α2)). As far as we know,
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Σ1 Σ2C2

C3

C1

Figure 10. A genus 2 surface cut into two pairs of pants Σ1,Σ2 along 3 curves
C = (C1,C2,C3).

there was no proof of the convergence of the conformal block in that case before, although the
conformal blocks are widely used in the physics literature.

7.2. Genus 2 surface. We consider a surface Σ of genus 2 that we cut along three curves
C = (C1,C2,C3), parametrized by ζ = (ζ1, ζ2, ζ3), and we obtain two pairs of pants Σ1,Σ2 with
parametrized boundary – See Figure 10. Assume that all the boundaries are incoming in Σ1 and
consider a metric g on Σ which is admissible when restricted on (Σj ,ζ) for j = 1,2.

We can use the gluing Theorem 4.1 to write

(7.2) ZΣ,g = AΣ,g = ⟨AΣ1,g,ζ ,AΣ2,g,ζ⟩H⊗3

where we view both AΣj ,g,ζ as elements in ⊗3H (or alternatively AΣ1,g,ζ ∈ ⊗3H∗ and the pairing
above is a composition). For each H×H pairing above we use the spectral decomposition 6.10 and
get

ZΣ,g =
1

(2π)3 ∫R3
+

∑
ν∈T 3,ν̃∈T 3

⟨AΣ1,g,ζ ,⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj ,νj ,ν̃j ⟩H⊗3⟨⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj ,νj ,ν̃j ,AΣ1,g,ζ⟩H⊗3

×
3

∏
j=1

F−1Q+ipj(νj , ν
′
j)F−1Q+ipj(ν̃j , ν̃

′
j)dp1dp2dp3

where ν = (ν1, ν2, ν3) and ν̃ = (ν̃1, ν̃2, ν̃3). Next we want to use the factorization (6.21) coming from

the Ward identity (with choice z = (0,1, eiπ/3) for example). For this, we represent (Σ1,ζ) under
model form, as explained in Section 6.5: we get three biholomorphic maps ψ1

j ∶ D → ψ1
j (D) ⊂ C

with ψ1
1(0) = 0, ψ1

2(0) = 1 and ψ1
3(0) = eiπ/3 and (P,ζ) is biholomorphic to Ĉ ∖⋃3

j=1ψ
1
j (D○) with

parametriztions ψ1
j ∣T of each boundary. We get from (6.21)

(7.3)

⟨AΣ1,g,ζ ,⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj ,νj ,ν̃j ⟩H⊗3 = C(Σ1, g,∆Q+ip)w(Σ1,∆Q+ip,ν)w(Σ1,∆Q+ip, ν̃)CDOZZ
γ,µ (Q + ip)

where Q+ ip ∶= (Q+ ip1,Q+ ip2,Q+ ip3), ∆Q+ip ∶= (∆Q+ip1 ,∆Q+ip2 ,∆Q+ip3) and w(Σ2,∆Q+ip,ν)
are coefficients depending in a holomorphic way on the model form biholomorphisms (ψ2

1, ψ
2
2, ψ

2
3)

associated to Σ2. We do the same with Σ2, using the the amplitudes are real valued

⟨⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj ,νj ,ν̃j ,AΣ2,g,ζ⟩H⊗3 = C(Σ2, g,∆Q+ip)w(Σ2,∆Q+ip,ν)w(Σ2,∆Q+ip, ν̃)CDOZZ
γ,µ (Q − ip).
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Using that CDOZZ
γ,µ (Q− ip1,Q− ip2,Q− ip3) = CDOZZ

γ,µ (Q + ip1,Q + ip2,Q + ip3), and combining what
we just discussed, we obtain the result:

Theorem 7.2. [GKRV21] The partition function of the genus 2 surface (Σ, g) cut along the curves
C parametrized by ζ can be written under the form

Zg =
C ′(Σ,ζ, g)
(2π)3 ∫

R3
+
∣CDOZZ
γ,µ (Q + ip1,Q + ip2,Q + ip3)∣2∣Fp(Σ,ζ)∣2dp1dp2dp3

where Fp(Σ,ζ) is the Conformal Block of Σ defined by

Fp(Σ,ζ) =
3

∏
j=1

((ψ1
j )′(0)(ψ2

j )′(0))
∆Q+ipj ∑

ν∈T 3

w(Σ1,∆Q+ip,ν)w(Σ2,∆Q+ip,ν)
3

∏
j=1

F −1Q+ipj(νj , ν
′
j)

and C ′(Σ,ζ, g) is a real valued explicit constant depending only on Σ, the parametrized curves ζ,
the metric g.

The convergence of the conformal block for almost every p also follows from our proof, and
was not proved before, as far as we know. Let us now make two important remarks, that will be
discussed further in next section:

(1) The conformal block a priori depends on the choice of cutting curves ζ.
(2) We need to choose a logarithm determination of the complex number (ψ1

j )′(0)(ψ2
j )′(0) in

order to define the conformal block. To make sense of it, we need to view Σ as a marked
Riemann surface, thus as an element in the Teichmüller space. Moreover, Σ ↦ Fp(Σ, ⋅) is
holomorphic in an appropriate sense that we shall discuss in the next Section.

8. Conformal blocks

As explained above, the partition functions of a CFT can be viewed as functions on the moduli
space Mg of Riemann surface of genus g while the m-point correlation functions are functions
on the moduli space Mg,m of Riemann surfaces with m marked points. These moduli spaces are
complex manifolds of dimension 3g−3 and 3g−3+m. The conformal blocks, in some sense, are the
holomorphic content of these partition/correlation functions when we think of the dependence in
the moduli parameter. It turns out that the Ward identities in Proposition 6.9 translate in terms
of identities on the conformal blocks, called Ward identities for conformal blocks, see (8.4). In
the Vertex Operator Algebra approach, conformal blocks are introduced as a basis of solutions of
these identities. Since these identities are only depending on the central charge (via the commu-
tation relation of Virasoro algebra) and on the conformal weights, the solutions are universal to
conformal field theories with a given central charge and family of conformal weights. Moreover,
the Ward identities for conformal blocks are holomorphic in the moduli parameters (for example
the marked points) except for some singularities when the marked points collide. The solutions are
also holomorphic in these parameters but the singularities create some monodromy for the solu-
tions, in a way similar to hypergeometric functions for instance. Since the correlation functions of
a CFT also obey some Ward identities, one can show that they can be decomposed using the basis
of conformal blocks, and the coefficients in front of these blocks are (product of) the structure
constants. The special functions that we constructed from the probabilistic amplitudes in Section
7, which we called conformal blocks, are not yet proven to be solutions of the Ward identities and
they are not a priori globally defined on the moduli spaceMg,m, due to the fact that they depend
on some choice of 3g − 3 +m cutting curves decomposing the surfaces into pairs of pants, annuli
with 1 point or disk with 2 points.

As we shall explain, it turns out that the conformal blocks are functions on the Teichmüller
spaces Tg (and Tg,m in case of marked points), which are the universal cover ofMg (andMg,m):
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they have monodromies when applying a deck transformation, i.e. a diffeomorphism of the surface
not isotopic to the identity. On the sphere with 4 points (0,1, z,∞) in the example of Section 7.1,
the moduli parameter can be chosen to be z and the monodromy of the conformal block comes
from the term z∆Q+ip−∆α1−∆α2 in Theorem 7.1, which is not univalued on Ĉ ∖ {0,1,∞}. We stress
that this is not incompatible with the correlation functions being defined on the moduli space. We
explain now how to define globally the conformal blocks, and why they are solutions of the Ward
identities.

8.1. Moduli and Teichmüller spaces. We say that a surface (Σ, J,x,ζ) is a Riemann sur-
face of type (g,m, b+, b−) if Σ is an oriented compact surface with boundary, J is a complex
structure, x = (x1, . . . , xm) is a collection of m distinct points in Σ○ and ζ = (ζ1, . . . , ζb) are
analytic parametrizations of the boundary circles ∂1Σ, . . . , ∂bΣ where ζj has outgoing orienta-
tion for j = 1, . . . b+ and incoming orientation for j = b+ + 1, . . . , b = b+ + b−. The moduli space
Mg,m,b+,b− is the set of surfaces of type (g,m, b+, b−) quotiented out by the equivalence relation:
(Σ, J,x,ζ) ∼ (Σ′, J ′,x′,ζ′) iff there is a biholomorphism Φ ∶ (Σ, J)→ (Σ′, J ′) such that x′j = Φ(xj)
and ζ ′j = Φ○ζj . This is an infinite dimensional space if b = b++b− > 0, otherwise it has complex dimen-

sion 3g−3+m. To define theTeichmüller space Tg,m,b+,b− , we fix a Riemann surface (Σ0, J0,x0,ζ0)
of type (g,m, b+, b−) and we consider the set of equivalence classes of marked surfaces (Σ,Φ, J,x,ζ)
where (Σ, J,x,ζ) is of type (g,m, b+, b−), Φ ∶ Σ0 → Σ is an orientation preserving diffeomorphism
(called a marking), analytic near ∂Σ0, such that Φ ○ ζ0j = ζj for all j ⩽ b, Φ(x0j) = xj for j ⩽ m,

and (Σ1,Φ1, J1,x1,ζ1) ∼ (Σ2,Φ2, J2,x2,ζ2) iff there is a biholomorphism Φ ∶ (Σ1, J1) → (Σ2, J2)
such that (Φ2)−1 ○Φ ○Φ1 is isotopic to the identity within the set of diffeomorphisms equal to the
identity on x0 and on ∂Σ0. It is an infinite dimensional space if b++b− > 0, otherwise it has complex
dimension 3g− 3+m. When there is no boundary, this corresponds to the usual Teichmüller space
(see [IT92] for a reader friendly reference).

8.2. Conformal block amplitude for building blocks. For simplicity, we only explain the
case when the building block is a pair of pants, i.e. a surface of type (0,0, b+, b−) with b+ + b− = 3,
following [BGKR24a]. Let BiHol(D) denote the set of biholomorphisms from D to a subset of C,
which extend holomorphically near D. Let us first recall the model form for a building block with
∂jΣ outgoing for j ⩽ b+ and incoming for j > b+, as discussed in Section 6.5: it is determined

by three biholomorphisms ψ = (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3) with ψin
j ∈ BiHol(D) for j = 1,2,3 where ψin

j ∶= ψj ○ o
(outgoing) if j ⩽ b+ and ψin

j ∶= ψj if j > b+ (incoming), where o(z) = 1/z. The moduli space
M0,0,b+,b− then identifies with

M0,0,b+,b− ≃ {ψ = (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3) ∣ψin
j ∈ BiHol(D), ψin

j (0) = x0j}

where x0 = (x01, x02, x03) = (0,1, eiπ/3). One can show that the Teichmüller space of pairs of pants
T0,b+,b− ∶= T0,0,b+,b− is in one-to-one correspondence with

T0,b+,b− ≃ {(ψ,τ ) = (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, τ1, τ2, τ3) ∣ τj ∈ R, ψin
j ∈ BiHol(D), ψin

j (0) = x0j , ψ′j(0) = eiτj ∣ψ′j(0)∣}.
In particular, we can define the map for α = (α1, α2, α3) ∈ R3

Γα ∶ T0,b+,b− → C, Γα(ψ,τ ) =
3

∏
j=1

∣ψ′j(0)∣
∆αj ei∆αj τj ,

which can be thought as a product of powers of complex conformal radii. Note that in small
open sets U ⊂ T0,b+,b− , ψj are holomorphic coordinates functions on U , ψ′j(0) are holomorphic

functions and ∣ψ′j(0)∣
∆αj ei∆αj τj = (ψ′j(0))

∆αj where the determination of the log is defined by

log(ψ′j(0)) = log ∣ψ′j(0)∣ + iτj . This means that Γα is a holomorphic function on T0,b+,b− .
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Now, we can consider the holomorphic part H1,0 of the Hilbert space H = L2(H−s(T), µ0)12 by
defining the Hilbert subspace and its orthogonal projection

H1,0 ∶= {F ∈H ∣∀n > 0, L̃nF = 0}, Π1,0 ∶H →H1,0.

There is a slight issue with domains here since L̃n are not bounded, but this can still be defined
using the spectral resolution andH1,0 identifies with L2(R+×T ) by the map ΠV ∶H1,0 → L2(R+×T )

(8.1) (ΠVu)(p, ν) ∶=
1√
2π
⟨u,HQ+ip,ν,0⟩H

with HQ+ip,ν,0 ∶= ∑∣ν′∣=∣ν∣ F
−1/2
Q+ip(ν, ν′)ΨQ+ip,ν′,0 and F

−1/2
Q+ip is viewed as a symmetric matrix; see

[BGKR24a]. We can also define the adjoint Π∗V ∶ L2(R+ × T ) → H1,0 of ΠV . We note that for p
fixed, (ΠVF )(p, ⋅) is an element of the Verma module generated by the primary field ΨQ+ip.

Now, for a marked pair of pants (ψ,τ ) ∈ T0,b+,b− and P = Ĉ ∖ ∪3j=1ψin
j (D) a representative of

this pant with boundary parametrization ζ = (ψ1∣T, ψ2∣T, ψ3∣T), we define its conformal block
amplitude as the operator

B(ψ,τ) ∶ L2
comp(Rb

−

+ ;L
2(T )⊗b−)→ L2

loc(Rb
+

+ ;L
2(T )⊗b+)

(B(ψ,τ)u)(p1, . . . , pb+) ∶= (⊗b
+
ΠV ○AP,g,ζ ○ ⊗b

−
Π∗V(

uΓQ+ip(ψ,τ )
C(P, g,∆Q+ip)CDOZZ(Q + ip)))(p1, . . . , pb

+),

(8.2)

where p = (p1, p2, p3), g is any admissible metric on (P,ζ), C(P, g,∆Q+ip) is the constant (6.22)
and L2

comp (resp. L2
loc) denotes the space of L2 functions with compact support in the variable

p− ∈ Rb
−
+ (resp. the space of measurable functions that are L2 on any compact set of Rb−+ ). A

few comments are in order and to simplify let us assume b+ = 0 and b− = 3. First, B(ψ,τ) in
(8.2) is independent of the choice of gP thanks to the normalization by 1/C(P, g,∆Q+ip) (the
Weyl anomalies cancel out) and it is essentially the projection of the Liouville amplitude on the
holomorphic part H1,0 of the Hilbert space, up to the constants

ΓQ+ip(ψ,τ )
C(P, g,∆Q+ip)CDOZZ(Q + ip) = (ΓQ+ip(ψ,τ )C ′(P, gP)CDOZZ(Q + ip))−1

where C ′(P, gP) is a constant not depending on p. The evaluation of the block amplitude on the
primary states ⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj gives

B(ψ,τ)(⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj) = AP,gP ,ζ(⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj))
ΓQ+ip(ψ,τ )

C(P, g,∆Q+ip)CDOZZ(Q + ip) = ΓQ+ip(ψ,τ )

which can be seen as a normalization constant (the value on the trivial Young diagram), holomor-
phic in the Teichmüller complex coordinates ψ. The evaluation on descandents states ΨQ+ipj ,νj ,∅

can be computed from the Ward identity as in (7.3) and we get for ν(ν1, ν2, ν3)

B(ψ,τ)(⊗3j=1ΨQ+ipj ,νj ,∅) = w(P,∆Q+ip,ν)ΓQ+ip(ψ,τ )

where w are the coefficients appearing in the factorization (6.20), and are viewed as the matrix
coefficients of the operator B(ψ,τ). This makes the connection with the bootstrap description above
and the construction of the conformal block Fp in Section 7.2.

12Here the functions are assumed to be complex valued



REVIEW ON PROBABILISTIC CONSTRUCTION AND CONFORMAL BOOTSTRAP FOR LIOUVILLE CFT 43

v1
v2

Figure 11. Graph of a a genus 1 surface with 2 boundaries cut along 2 curves.
The edge relating v1 to v2 is ((1,1), (2,3)) and corresponds to C2, the edges linking
v1 to itself is ((1,2), (1,3)) and corresponds to C1.

8.3. Gluing conformal block amplitudes. The conformal block amplitude of a general surface
relies on its decomposition into geometric building blocks. Let us explain the case when there is
no marked points, for simplicity. First, we can decompose a genus g surface Σ with b boundary
components denoted ∂kΣ into j0 ∶= 2g − 2 + b pairs of pants Pj , cut along i0 ∶= 3g − 3 + b curves
Ci. One can associate a graph G with vertices vj corresponding to Pj . At each vertex we attach 3
couples (j,1), (j,2), (j,3), where each (j, k) corresponds to a boundary component ∂kPj . Now, if
Pj is glued to Pj′ in the surface Σ by the relation ∂kPj = ∂k′Pj′ = Ci, we glue the couples (j, k)
to (j′, k′) to form an edge denoted ei = ((j, k), (j′, k′)) relating vj to vj′ and here we think of
this edge as being oriented from vj to vj′ . We then take the convention that ∂kPj is outgoing and
∂k′Pj′ is incoming. Note that it is possible to take j = j′ and have edges of the form ((j, k), (j, k′))
(self-gluing). For the remaining couples (not linking two vertices) we fix an orientation, either
((j, k),∅) (outgoing) or (∅, (j, k)) (incoming) and notice that they correspond to boundaries of
Σ. All this is purely topological so far. See Figure 11 for the graph associated to the surface of
Figure 12.

Denote b+j and b−j the number of outgoing/incoming boundary components of Pj . It can be
shown that there is a natural gluing map

GlG ∶ T0,b+1 ,b−1 × ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ × T0,b+j0 ,b−j0 → Tg,b+,b−

where for simplicity we have noted T0,b+j ,b−j and Tg,b+,b− instead of T0,0,b+j ,b−j and Tg,0,b+,b− (we forget

the marked points as we only discuss the case with no marked points here). Each (ψj ,τ j) ∈ T0,b+j ,b−j
is represented by a pairs of pant (Pj ,ζj) (with parametrized boundary) under model form together

with a marking diffeomorphism Φj ∶ P0 → Pj where P0 is a fixed pant, say P0 = Ĉ∖∪3j=1D(xj ,1/4)
with (x1, x2, x3) = (0,1, eiπ/3). Gluing these pairs of pants along their boundary as prescribed by
the graph G and gluing the marking diffeomorphisms Φj together produces the map GlG . This map
is surjective but not injective, the defect of injectivity corresponding exactly to two different pair
of pant decompositions of a surface (Σ, J,ζ) along two families of curves C1i and C2i , being isotopic.
This means that, to a collection (ψ,τ ) = (ψ1,τ 1, . . . ,ψj0 ,τ j0) in T0,b+1 ,b−1 × ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ × T0,b+j0 ,b−j0 , one can

associate a marked Riemann surface (Φ,Σ, J,ζ) with b parametrized boundary circles, together
with i0 interior parametrized curves ξi ∶ T → Ci cutting the pants, and this correspondence is one-
to-one. We can then define the conformal block amplitude of (ψ,τ ), or equivalently (Φ,Σ, J,ζ,ξ)
with ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξj0), by composing the block amplitudes using partial traces in a way similar to
(2.12), except that we work in the L2(T ) space over Young diagrams, and freezing the p variables
associated to the cutting curves Ci to be pi. The conformal block BGl(ψ,τ)(p) of the glued surface
is, for p = (p1, . . . , pi0), a continuous map

BGl(ψ,τ)(p) ∶ L2
comp(Rb

−

+ , L
2(T )⊗b−)→ L2

loc(Rb
+

+ , L
2(T )⊗b+)
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∂1Σ

∂3Σ C1

C2 P1

P2

Figure 12. A genus 1 surface cut along two curves into two pairs of pants P1 and
P2.

∂1Σ

∂3Σ C21C11

C12

C22

Figure 13. Two different cutting of the surface Σ with same graph G

whose dependence in p is L2
loc(R

i0
+ ). Instead of writing a general formula, which involves more

notations, let us give a concrete example: take the surface (Σ,ζ) in Figure 12, represented by the
model form building blocks (ψ1,τ 1) and (ψ1,τ 2), and assume that the boundary parametrizations
ζ = (ζ1, ζ2) are incoming: this means that ∂jP2 are all incoming for j = 1,2,3 (thus b+2 = 0 and
b−2 = 3) and ∂1P1, ∂2P1 are outgoing while ∂3P1 is incoming (thus b+1 = 2 and b−1 = 1). The conformal
block is defined, for (ψ,τ ) = (ψ1,τ 1,ψ2,τ 2) and p = (p1, p2) the parameters associated to the
cutting curves C1,C2, by

BGlG(ψ,τ)(p)u =

∫
R2
+

∑
ν′1,ν

′
2,ν1,ν2∈T

Bψ2,τ2(s1, s2, p2;ν′1, ν′2, ν2)Bψ1,τ1(p2, p1, p1;ν2, ν1, ν1)u(s1, s2;ν′1, ν′2)ds1ds2

for u ∈ L2
comp(R2

+;L
2(T )⊗2), where here Bψj ,τ j

(⋅ ; ⋅) denotes the integral kernel of the operator

Bψj ,τ j
of (8.2).

As said above, two collections (ψ1,τ 1) and (ψ2,τ 2) in T0,2,1 × T0,0,3 can lead to the same

marked surface GlG(ψ1,τ 1) = GlG(ψ2,τ 2) in T1,0,2, which can be viewed as the same marked

surface Σ with two different parametrized cutting curves ξ1 = (ξ11 , ξ12) and ξ2 = (ξ21 , ξ22) with
images (C11 ,C12) and (C21 ,C22) respectively, see Figure 13. In order to compute the dependence of
the conformal block on the choice of parametrized cutting curves ξ1 ∶ T → C1 and ξ2 ∶ T → C2,
we can choose a 1-parameter family ξt = (ξt1, ξt2) for t ∈ [1,2], producing a family of model forms

(ψt,τ t) = (ψt1,τ t1,ψt2,τ t2) ∈ T0,2,1×T0,0,3 such that Gl(ψt,τ t) = (ψ1,τ 1) is fixed. Then, it is shown
in [BGKR24a] that:

Lemma 8.1. Under the assumption described above, the conformal block has a variation given by

∂tBGlG(ψ
t,τ t)(p) =(

cL
24πi

∫
T
vt2(S(ψt11) − S(ψt23)) +

cL
24πi

∫
T
vt1(S(ψt12) − S(ψt13)))BGlG(ψ

t,τ t)(p)
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where ψtj = (ψtj1, ψtj2, ψtj3), S(f) = (f ′′/f ′)′ − 1
2(f

′′/f ′)2 is the Schwarzian derivative of f , and

vt1 = ∂s((ξt1)−1 ○ ξt+s1 )∣s=0, vt2 = ∂s((ξt2)−1 ○ ξt+s2 )∣s=0
are the variations of the cutting curves ξt1 and ξt2.

Using this variation expression, we can define a cocycle by integrating this variation: for two
sets of parametrized cutting curves ξ1 and ξ2 as above we set

ΥΣ(ξ1,ξ2) = ∫
2

1
Θξt(vt)dt

where t ∈ [0,1] ↦ ξt is any C1-family of analytic parametrizations of the cutting curves with
endpoints ξt∣t=1 = ξ1 and ξt∣t=2 = ξ2, vt = (∂s((ξt1)−1 ○ ξt+s1 )∣s=0, ∂s((ξt2)−1 ○ ξt+s2 )∣s=0) and

(8.3) Θξt(vt) ∶=
1

2πi
∫
T
vt2(S(ψt11) − S(ψt23))dz +

1

2πi
∫
T
vt1(S(ψt12) − S(ψt13))dz.

The function ΥΣ is a cocycle in the sense that, for three sets of cutting curves,

ΥΣ(ξ1,ξ2) +ΥΣ(ξ2,ξ3) = ΥΣ(ξ1,ξ3).
When the surface Σ is closed with genus g, the cocycle ΥΣ (defined exactly as above) allows to
define a holomorphic line bundle L over Teichmüller space Tg: for G a gluing graph representing
a decomposition into j0 = 2g − 2 pairs of pants and i0 = 3g − 3 cutting curves Ci, the line LX
over a marked complex surface X ∶= (Φ,Σ, J) viewed as an element in Tg is defined as follows: if
CutG denotes the set of analytic parametrized curves ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξi0) with ξi(T) isotopic to Ci and
ξ0 ∈ CutG is a fixed element, then set

LX ∶= {F ∶ CutG → C ∣∀ξ0 ∈ CutG , F (ξ) = F (ξ0)e
cL
12

ΥΣ(ξ
0,ξ)}.

Moreover, choosing a (C1-regular) family of analytic negatively curved Riemannian metric gX for
each element X ∈ Tg, for example the hyperbolic metric, allows to put a metric ∥ ⋅ ∥L on the line
bundle L by evaluating13 the modulus of an element F ∈ LX on the (unique) geodesic γi of gX in
the homotopy class of the curves Ci, parametrized by arclength by the circle T. We show:

Theorem 8.2. [BGKR24a] Let Σ be a closed surface of genus g and G a gluing graph representing
a decomposition into 2g−2 pairs of pants. Then the conformal block X ↦ Fp(X) = FG,p(X) defined
for p ∈ Ri0+ by

Fp(X) ∶ ξ ∈ CutG ↦ BGlG(ψ(ξ),τ(ξ))(p)
is a global holomorphic section of L over Teichmüller space Tg, where

(ψ(ξ),τ (ξ)) = (ψ1(ξ),τ 1(ξ), . . . ,ψj0(ξ),τ j0(ξ))
are the model form building blocks associated to the choice of set of cutting curves ξ. Finally, the
partition function decomposes as

ZΣ,gX = C0∫
Ri0
+
ρ(p)∥Fp(X)∥2Ldp

for some C0 depending only the genus and ρ(p) is an explicit product of j0 structure constants
CDOZZ(⋅).

In the case with marked points, a similar result holds for the first part of this theorem. We remark
that the family Fp(X) as X covers Tg generate a vector space of L2(Ri0+ ) (in the p variable) where
the L2 product is defined to be weighted by the ρ(p) function. We call this space the vector space
of conformal blocks.

13In fact one adds an explicit multiplicative factor involving the Weyl anomaly S0
L, see [BGKR24a].
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8.4. Ward identity for conformal blocks. The definition of conformal blocks given in the
langage of Vertex Operator Algebra can be summarized as follows. For x1, . . . , xm some disjoint
points on a closed Riemann surface (Σ, J), we associate some vector spaces Vα1 , . . . ,Vαm with a
representation of the Virasoro algebra Ln, where Vα are Verma module, i.e.

Vα = span{L−νΨα ∣ν ∈ T }
using the notation of Section 6.2, with Ψα being a highest weight vector, killed by all Ln if n > 0.
Fix an atlas of coordinate charts wj ∶ Uj → Ĉ for j ∈ J such that the change of coordinates ωk ○ω−1j
are elements in PSL2(C). Such a family is called a complex projective structure. Without loss
of generality, we can assume that for each marked point xj there is a coordinate chart ψ−1j = ωj
that is part of the projective atlas and ψj(0) = xj . As defined in [TV15, Section 12.1], a conformal
block on (Σ, J) is a linear form

(8.4) F ∶
m

⊗
j=1

Vαj → C

satisfying the following invariance property, called Ward identity: for all meromorphic vector
field v on Σ with poles contained in x = (x1, . . . , xm), then for all u ∈ ⊗rj=1Vαj

(8.5) F(L(j)vj u) = 0

where L
(j)
vj (u1 ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗ um) ∶= u1 ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗Lvjuj ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗ um and

(8.6) vj ∶= ψ∗j v vj(z) = ∑
n∈Z

vjnz
n+1∂z, Lvj ∶= ∑

n∈Z
vjnLn.

In our setting of Liouville CFT, we can show the following version of the Ward identity (here
we only state the case of incoming boundaries and no extra marked point for simplicity in order
to connect with the discussion above).

Theorem 8.3. [BGKR24a] Consider a surface (Σ, J,ζ) of type (g,0,0, b) and let Σ̂ be the closed
surface with b marked points x1, . . . , xb obtained by gluing a disk D at each boundary ∂jΣ using
the parametrization ζj, which extends as a holomorphic embedding denoted ψj ∶ D → ψj(D) ⊂
Σ̂. Let v be a meromorphic vector field on Σ̂ with poles contained in x = (x1, . . . , xb), or more
generally a holomorphic vector field defined on a neighborhood of Σ. Take a graph G representing a
decomposition of Σ into pairs of pants with i0 analytic cutting curves ξi ∶ T→ Σ○ forming ξ ∈ CutG.
Then the following holds true for the conformal block BGlG(ψ(ξ),τ(ξ))(p) with p ∈ Ri0+

BGlG(ψ(ξ),τ(ξ))(p)(
b

∑
j=1

L(j)vj u) + ( −
b

∑
j=1

cL
24πi

∫
T
S(ψj)vjdz +

cL
12

Θξ(vgl)dz)BGlG(ψ(ξ),τ(ξ))(p)u = 0

for all u ∈ L2
comp(Rb+, ((1+ ∣ν∣)−1/2L2(T ))⊗b), where Θξ is the defect 1-form defined as in (8.3) and

vgl = (ξ∗1v, . . . , ξ∗i0v) is the vector field v restricted on the cutting curves, and Lvj are defined as in
(8.6).

The action of Lvj on L2
comp(Rb+, ((1+ ∣ν∣)−1/2L2(T ))⊗b) is only on the T variables and is under-

stood via the conjugation by the map ΠV of (8.1), and to make connection with the discussion
above, what happens is that, roughly speaking, for p fixed the space Vp ∶= span{ΨQ+ip,ν,0 ∣ν ∈ T } is
mapped to L2(T ) by ΠV (the drawback is that, due to continuous spectrum, this only makes sense
when integrated in p on some interval if one thinks of Vp as a subspace of the Hilbert space H).
The weight (1+ ∣ν∣)−1/2 is used since Ln are unbounded and we need to restrict to a domain where
they act reasonably well. We notice that here, the Schwarzian derivatives terms come from the
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fact we have not chosen a complex projective structure on the surface. The Schwarzian derivatives
appearing in the Θξ(vgl) term (recall (8.3)) can be written in terms of Schwarzian of changes of

coordinates (of the form S(ψjk ○ ψ−1j′k′) if ((j, k), j′, k′) is an edge of the graph and ψjk, ψj′k′ the

model form holomorphic maps that are glued together). In particular, choosing the model building
blocks where ψj are in PSL2(C), one gets a projective structure and the Schwarzian derivatives in
Theorem 8.3 disapear and we recover the Ward identity of (8.3).

The proof of Theorem 8.3 is related to Proposition 6.6 and consists in differentiating the block
amplitude along the variation given by the flow of the vector field v for small time (which is a

biholomorphism moving slightly Σ in Σ̂).
In conclusion, we get:

Summary: For each gluing graph G, there exists a family of conformal blocks FG,p on closed
surfaces with marked points that are holomorphic sections of a line bundle L on the Teichmüller
space Tg,m, and the conformal blocks BGlG(ψ(ξ),τ(ξ))(p) on surfaces with b boundary components
satisfy the Ward identity.
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