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Abstract

We give an equivalence of categories between: (i) Mobius vertex algebras which
are equipped with a choice of generating family of quasiprimary vectors, and (ii)
(not-necessarily-unitary) Mobius-covariant Wightman conformal field theories on the
unit circle. We do not impose any technical restrictions on the theories considered
(such as finite-dimensional conformal weight spaces or simplicity), yielding the most
general equivalence between these two axiomatizations of two-dimensional chiral
conformal field theory.This provides new opportunities to study non-unitary vertex
algebras using the lens of algebraic conformal field theory and operator algebras,
which we demonstrate by establishing a non-unitary version of the Reeh-Schlieder
theorem.
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1 Introduction

It is a fundamental mathematical challenge to establish a rigorous axiomatization of
quantum field theory (QFT), and in general this problem remains wide open except
in very specialized contexts. In recent years, axiomatic QFT has received particular
attention in the context of two-dimensional chiral conformal field theories (CFTs), as
these theories are sufficiently structured to enable a rigorous mathematical treatment
while at the same time exhibiting a wide variety of mathematical connections (to oper-
ator algebras and subfactors, to representation theory and modular tensor categories,
to vector-valued modular forms, and to many other areas). There are many proposed
axiomatizations of two-dimensional chiral CFTs, each of which captures different
aspects of the physical theory, and none of which have been rigorously demonstrated
to provide a complete description of chiral CFT. It is conjectured that these different
axiomatizations are essentially equivalent, and there have been recent breakthroughs
in comparing different axiomatizations under certain technical hypotheses [6, 28].

In this article we demonstrate the equivalence of two well-known axiomatizations
of two-dimensional chiral CFTs. We establish this equivalence in the most general
way possible, without any reliance on auxiliary technical hypotheses or restrictions on
the models under consideration, such as the existence of an invariant inner product (a
positive-definite sesquilinear form giving rise to “unitarity”’). Proving equivalences at
this level of generality has largely been viewed as an aspirational (but not necessarily
feasible) goal of axiomatic QFT, which we achieve here through a detailed analysis
of the mathematical structures in question.

The first axiomatization that we consider is the non-unitary version of the (bosonic)
Wightman axioms on the unit circle S! C C, with Mobius symmetry (i.e. symmetry
group Mob := PSU(1, 1), the holomorphic automorphisms of the unit disk). The key
data of such a theory is a collection F of operator-valued distributions (or Wightman
fields) acting on a common invariant vector space of states D, along with a compatible
positive-energy representation of Mob.

The second axiomatization that we consider is (N-graded, bosonic) Mobius vertex
algebras. These are vertex algebras graded by non-negative integer conformal dimen-
sions, with symmetry given by the complexified Lie algebra su(1, 1)¢ = sl (C).

We prove the following main result.

Main Result There is a natural equivalence of categories between non-unitary Mobius-
covariant Wightman conformal field theories on S' and Mébius vertex algebras
equipped with a family of quasiprimary generators.

Our result does not require unitarity or the existence of an invariant bilinear form
(invariant in the sense of vertex algebras, see Section 4 for further discussion), and
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we do not require that the homogeneous subspaces for the grading by conformal
dimensions be finite-dimensional. There are many important examples of CFTs arising
in mathematical and theoretical physics which require this level of generality, and in
particular non-unitarity arises from the CFT-approach to classical critical phenomena,
and from string theory. Specific examples include the non-unitary Virasoro minimal
models, affine vertex algebras at non-critical level (both universal and simple quotient),
bosonic N-graded affine W-algebras (again universal and simple quotient), and the By -
ghost vertex algebra with central charge ¢ = 2 (along with other “A-graded” vertex
algebras which arise in logarithmic conformal field theory). As a result of our theorem
there are canonical Wightman CFTs associated to these models, which demonstrates
significant functional analytic regularity that is not otherwise apparent.

The constructions going from suitably defined Wightman CFTs to vertex algebras
and back are given in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively. These are shown to give an
equivalence of categories in Section 3.3. The vertex algebra V associated to a Wight-
man CFT with domain D is constructed as a certain subspace }V C D. Conversely,
the Wightman CFT associated to V is constructed as an extension V C D C [[V(n),
where [] V(n) is the algebraic completion (see Section 3.1). We note that at this level
of generality (allowing each weight space V(n) to be infinite-dimensional) it is not a
priori clear that there is a single Wightman CFT for each vertex algebra, and it seems
plausible that there could be families of ‘Wightman completions’ of a single vertex
algebra. However, as a consequence of our result, there is indeed a unique Wightman
CFT for each Mobius vertex algebra generated by quasiprimary fields.

A very useful and inspiring heuristic discussion on the connection between Wight-
man CFTs and vertex algebras can be found in [19, §1.2]. However, the arguments
given there do not appear to be aimed to give precise mathematical details on this
connection. More recently, three of the present authors gave a rigorous proof that
unitary Mobius vertex algebras were equivalent to unitary Wightman CFTs possess-
ing an additional analytic property called uniformly bounded order, provided that
the homogeneous subspaces for the grading by conformal dimensions were finite-
dimensional [24]. The present article generalizes the previous result to possibly
non-unitary theories, also dropping the requirements of uniformly bounded order and
finite-dimensional weight spaces. As the techniques historically used to study Wight-
man theories involve careful analysis of the norm topology on the space of states, there
is significant new work required to generalize our previous results to the non-unitary
setting.

We also demonstrate in Section 4 that the correspondence constructed in this article
is compatible with invariant bilinear forms, invariant sesquilinear forms, and invariant
inner products.

Theorem Let D be a Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT and letV C D be the associ-
ated Mobius vertex algebra. Then every invariant inner product (unitary structure) on
D restricts to an invariant inner product on 'V, and conversely every unitary structure
on V uniquely extends to one on D. The same holds for invariant sesquilinear forms
(involutive structures) and invariant bilinear forms.

We are left with a striking and clear correspondence between two well-known
axiomatizations of two-dimensional chiral conformal field theory, without any reliance

) Birkhauser



66 Page4of48 S.Carpietal.

on additional technical hypotheses. We are motivated in part by the possibility to
provide such an equivalence, which is not often possible in the wild landscape of
axiomatic quantum field theory. We are also motivated by intriguing links between
non-unitary conformal field theories and the unitary world of algebraic conformal field
theory. Given a Wightman CFT on S' and an interval / C S!, consider the algebra
P(I) generated by Wightman fields ¢(f) smeared by test functions f supported
in the interval 7. Such Wightman nets of algebras have been studied in the context
of unitary quantum field theories [27], and there is a substantial effort underway to
understand the relationship between unitary vertex algebras, unitary Wightman nets,
and the usual nets of algebras of bounded observables (i.e. conformal nets) studied in
algebraic conformal field theory [6, 28]. On the other hand, as a result of our present
work, there exists a Wightman net for every Mobius vertex algebra, including non-
unitary ones. Such nets could give an avenue to apply methods generally used in the
unitary framework of algebraic quantum field theory in the more general setting of non-
unitary models. Previously such links have been probed only at the level of categories
of representations [8]. As a first demonstration of the potential of this approach we
prove a version of the Reeh-Schlieder Theorem (regarding the cyclic and separating
property of the vacuum vector) for non-unitary theories in Appendix A.

Finally, there is strong motivation to understand functional analytic aspects of non-
unitary vertex algebras as a part of studying links between algebraic and geometric
aspects of the theory, as in [16, 17]. More recently, analytic considerations of non-
unitary vertex algebras have played a key role in the study of conformal blocks [12—-14],
and such considerations also feature in the construction of functorial CFTs in the sense
of Segal [25].

In future work, it would be interesting to relate modules for vertex algebras to
representations of the corresponding Wightman nets, which would fit into the broad
program underway in the unitary setting to relate vertex algebra modules to represen-
tations in algebraic conformal field theory [7, 10, 11, 29, 30]. Such relations should
enable further correspondences between full two-dimensional conformal field theories
in various approaches, cf.[1, 2, 21].

2 Preliminaries on Wightman CFTs and Maobius vertex algebras

An operator-valued distribution on the unit circle S! with domain a vector space D
is a linear map
¢ C™(S") — L(D),

where L£(D) is the space of linear operators on D. In this article, we will typically
study operator-valued distributions whose domain D is infinite-dimensional, and we
will require some topological considerations with respect to the action of sets of such
distributions on D.

If F is a set of operator-valued distributions on S with a common domain D, then
a linear functional A : D — C is called compatible with F if the multilinear maps
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C>®(§"k — C given by
(f1.-- s fO = AMer(f) - o (f)®) 2.1

are continuous in the f; forall ¢y, ..., ¢x € Fand ® € D. Note that multilinear forms
C>®(S"* — C are separately continuous if and only if they are jointly continuous
since C*°(S 1) is a Fréchet space [31, Cor. §34.2]. We write D;- for the space of all
linear functionals compatible with F. Recall that a set X’ of linear functionals on D
is said to separate points if for every non-zero ® € D there is a A € X such that
A(D) £ 0.

Definition 2.1 A set F of operator-valued distributions with domain D acts regularly
if D separates points.

If we imagine that F consists of a family of Wightman fields (i.e.the operators ¢ ( f)
are smeared quantum fields), then it is natural that functionals A : D — C should have
the property that expressions (2.1) are continuous in the smearing functions f;. Thus,
the condition of regularity serves to exclude certain nonphysical actions that have the
property that functionals cannot distinguish states. The following example illustrates
the pathological behavior of nonregular actions.

Example2.2 Let D = T(C*®(S")) = @2, C°(S")®* be the tensor algebra, and for
f e C®(SY let p(f) € L(D) be the operation of left-multiplication by f in D. The
space D carries a regular action of 7 = {¢}. Let Z C D be the left ideal generated
by trigonometric polynomials C[z*'] ¢ C*®(S!). Let D = D/Z, and observe that
for each f € C°°(S") the action of @ (f) descends to an operator ¢(f) € L(f)) The
action of F = {(} on D is not regular. Let 2 € D be the unit of the tensor algebra,
and let © € D be its image under the canonical projection. For any f € (C[zil] we
have @( £)Q = 0, and thus any A € D;_ vanishes on @( f)$2 for any f € C®(S"). In

particular, if f € C>®(S") \ Clz*!], then @(f )2 is non-zero but lies in the kernel of
all A € D;__.

Remark 2.3 A non-regular action of F on D descends to aregular action on the quotient
D/Dy, where Dy = ﬂxeD*f ker A.

Let e, € C*®(S') be the function e, (z) = z". The condition that F acts regularly
on D ensures that the operators ¢( f) are determined by the modes ¢(e,,) in a certain
sense that we will make precise below. This is in contrast with Example 2.2, in which
P(en)S2 = 0 for all n but $(£)$2 # 0 for some f € CX(SH).

We now introduce certain topologies on D associated with the action of F. We
assume here that the reader is familiar with (or indifferent to) the fundamentals of
topological and locally convex vector spaces, and defer the relevant background and
additional details to Appendix B.

Definition 2.4 Given a family F of operator-valued distributions on S' with domain
D, the F-weak topology on D is the weak topology induced by the linear functionals
D7 That is, the F-weak topology is the coarsest topology such that every A € D_*F is
continuous.
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For a topological vector space X, amap T : X — D is F-weakly continuous
precisely when A o T' is continuous for all 1 € D’%. The family F acts regularly
precisely when the F-weak topology is Hausdorff. We will see in Lemma 2.8 below
that for ¢ € F the expressions ¢(f)® are continuous in f € C*®(S 1y when D is
given the F-weak topology, so indeed ¢( f) is determined by the modes ¢ (e, ) when
F acts regularly.

There is a second natural topology on D associated with the action of F. For
Oly - € Fand ® € D, let
oot CO(SH - D

.....

be the linear map

So1rr,@(f1® - @ fi) = 01(f1) - - o (fr) D.

We equip the algebraic tensor product C*®(S1)®* with the projective topology, for
which continuous linear maps C*®(S1)®* — X correspond to continuous multilinear
maps (see Appendix B).

Definition 2.5 Given a family of F of operator-valued distributions on S! with domain
D, the F-strong topology on D is the colimit (or final) locally convex topology induced
by the maps Sy, ..o, @ foroy, ..., gp € Fand ® € D. That s, the F-strong topology
is the finest locally convex topology such that the maps Sy, ... 4, o are continuous.

.....

Equivalently, the F-strong topology is the finest locally convex topology on D
such that expressions @1 (f1) - - - ¢k (fx)® are continuous in the functions f; (jointly,
or equivalently separately by [31, Cor. §34.2]).

Remark 2.6 For a locally convex space X, a linear map 7 : D — X is continuous
precisely when T o Sy, .. o, @ is continuous for all ¢y, ..., ¢ € Fand ® € D [22,
Thm. 12.2.2]. In particular, a linear functional A : D — C is F-strongly continuous if
and only if A € D%, and so the weak topology on D induced by the space of F-strong
continuous linear functionals is precisely the F-weak topology.

We now have the following alternate characterizations of the regularity of an action
of FonD.

Lemma 2.7 Let F be a set of operator-valued distributions on S* with domain a vector
space D. Then the following are equivalent.

i) F acts regularly on D, i.e. DY separates points.
ii) The F-weak topology on D is Hausdorff.
iii) The F-strong topology on D is Hausdorff.
iv) There exists a locally convex Hausdorff topology on D such that the maps

(f1,. s f) = o1(f) - ok (fr) @

are continuous C*®°(SY* — D forall g1, ..., pr € F and ® € D.
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Proof As noted above, the implication (i) — (ii) follows immediately from the
definitions of regularity and the F-weak topology. The identity map D — D is
continuous from the F-weak topology to the F-strong topology, and thus (ii) —

(iii). The F-strong topology is locally convex by definition, and thus (iii) —> (iv)
is tautological. Finally, if t is a locally convex Hausdorff topology on D as in (iv),
then we have an inclusion of continuous duals (D, 7)* C D;-. By the Hahn-Banach
theorem (D, t)* separates points [22, Thm. 7.7.7]. Hence so does D%-, and the action
of F is regular. O

Both the F-strong and F-weak topologies are quite natural, and so it is not surpris-
ing that the fields F act continuously when D is given one of these topologies.

Lemma 2.8 Let F be a set of operator-valued distributions on S' acting regularly
with domain D equipped with the F -strong topology. Then for ¢ € F the natural map
@ : C®(SY) x D — D is separately continuous. The same holds if D is equipped
with the F-weak topology.

Proof First, fix f € C(ShH. For any ¢, ..., ox € F and ® € D, the expression

o(Ho1(f1) - o (fr)®

is continuous in the f; by the definition of the F-strong topology, and thus ¢(f) :
D — D is continuous by Remark 2.6. Similarly, for fixed & € D expressions ¢(f)P
are continuous in f, and we conclude that ¢ is separately continuous.

Now consider if D is given the F-weak topology. For A € D’ the expression
M@ (f)P) is evidently continuous in f, and it just remains to show that ¢(f) acts
continuously on (D, F-weak). Let D* be the algebraic dual of D, and let ¢(f)* :
D — DF be the adjoint action. If A € D7 then

(@(* V(@1 (f1) - o (f)®) = Me(Her1(f1) -+ e (fi)P) (2.2)

is continuous in the functions f;, so ¢(f)* leaves D7 invariant. Thus if ®, is a net
in D converging F-weakly to & then

Me(H)Pn) = (@(f)* N Pn = (@(H VP = Me(/)P).

Hence ¢(f)®, converges F-weakly to ¢ (f)®P and ¢(f) acts continuously on D. O

We now assume our vector space D is equipped with a family F of operator-
valued distributions on S! as well as a representation U : Mob — End(D), where
Mob = PSU(1, 1) is the group of holomorphic automorphisms of the closed unit
disk. We mention here for clarity that we will use the notation U for the representation
throughout the paper, in particular, for when the theories are not unitary. As this nota-
tion is commonly used for representations of the global symmetry group we continue
to use it as the setting of our paper is clear. As in [6, §6], for y € Mo6b we denote by
X, e C>°(S) the function

. d .
Xy (@) = =i log(y '),

) Birkhauser
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which takes positive real values since y is an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism
of S'. For f € C*®°(S") and d € Z=o we denote by B4(y) f € C®(S") the function

BaH@ =X, N T @) (2.3)

An operator-valued distribution with domain D is called Mobius-covariant with
conformal dimension d under the representation U if for every y € Mob and every
f € C>®(S") we have

Ue(HU) ™ = oBa) f)

as endomorphisms of D. We say that a vector & € D has conformal dimensiond € Z
if U(Ry)® = e/” ® for all rotations Ry € Mob.

We now present the not-necessarily-unitary version of the Wightman axioms for
two-dimensional chiral conformal field theories on the circle S'. Historically, the
Wightman axioms have been closely entwined with unitary theories, where the space
of states D possess an appropriate inner product. Non-unitary versions of the Wightman
axioms have also appeared in various contexts such as the mathematical description
of gauge fields, see e.g.[26, §6.4]. In this article we will generally refer to the non-
unitary theories in question simply as Wightman conformal field theories for the sake
of brevity.

Definition 2.9 Let D be a vector space equipped with a representation U of Mdb
and a choice of non-zero vector 2 € D. Let F be a set of operator-valued dis-
tributions on S! acting regularly on their common domain D. This data forms a
(not-necessarily-unitary) Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT on S! if they satisfy
the following axioms:

(W1) Mdbius covariance: For each ¢ € F there is d € Zx>( such that ¢ is Mobius-
covariant with conformal dimension d under the representation U.

(W2) Locality: If f and g have disjoint supports, then ¢ (f) and ¢, (g) commute for
any pair ¢1, ¢2 € F.

(W3) Spectrum condition: If ® € D has conformal dimension d < 0 then ® = 0.

(W4) Vacuum: The vector €2 is invariant under U, and D is spanned by vectors of

the form @1 (f1) - - - o (fi) 2.

A Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT is a quadruple (F, D, U, 2), but we will fre-
quently refer to the family F of fields or the domain D as a (M&bius-covariant)
Wightman CFT when the remaining data is clear from context.

Lete;(z) = z/ € C*®(S"), and let

V(n) = span{pi(ej,) - - or(ej )| j1 + -+ + jx = —n}.

By Mdbius covariance (W1) the vectors in V' have conformal dimension n, or in
other words U (Ry) acts on V(n) as multiplication by "7 .
Lemma 2.10 Let (F,D,U,2) be a Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT, and suppose D
is equipped with the F-strong topology.

W Birkhauser
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i) The map U : Mob xD — D is separately continuous.
ii) @nzo V(n) is dense in D.

The same holds for the F-weak topology.

Proof First consider the F-strong topology. Fix ® € D, and we will show that U (y)®
is continuous in y. By the vacuum axiom we may assume without loss of generality
that ® = @1 (f1) - - - ok (fr) 2. We have

UWer(f1) o (fi)2 = o1(Bay, ) f1) -+ 0k (Ba, (v) fr) 2.

The smooth function B;(y) f depends continuously on y, and thus U(y)e1(f1) - - -
ok (f1)2 depends continuously on y as well. Now consider a fixed y € Mob, and by
the same argument U (y)@1(f1) - - - ok (fx)2 depends continuously on the f;. Hence
by Remark 2.6 and the vacuum axiom U (y)® depends continuously on @, proving
(1). The argument is similar for the F-weak topology.

For (ii), note that ), ., V(n) is dense since Laurent polynomials are dense in
C>®(S"), and V(n) = 0 for n < 0 by the spectrum condition. O

Let DNV (n)* denote the space of linear functionals A € D’ such that A[y ;) = 0
when m # n. The following technical observations will be essential in constructing
vertex algebras from Wightman CFTs.

Lemma 2.11 Suppose that (F,D,U,2) satisfies all of the axioms of a Mobius-covariant
Wightman CFT except perhaps for the spectrum condition.

i) Forn € Z, D N V(n)* separates points in V(n).
i) If @nzo V(n) is F-strongly (or F-weakly) dense then the spectrum condition
holds.

Proof First we prove (i). From the definition of a Wightman CFT, D7 separates points
so given v € V(n) we may choose A € D} such that A(v) # 0. For z = e”,
let , = U(Ry) € Mob be rotation by z € S'. If r} is the adjoint operator, then
ri) € Dy Let Ay : D — C be given by

1
(D) = — D, rEA) e dz.
n( ) 277:1 /gl Z ( rZ )DDF Z
To see that the integral exists, observe that
(e1(fD) - ok (fR2, r;kk)D)D*f = (¢1(Ba, (r) f1) - - - 0 (Bap (r2) fi) 2, /\)D’D} .

Since (z, f) — Ba(r;) f is jointly continuous S' x C®(S1) — C*(S!),and A € D,
the expression (@1 (f1) - - - ¢k (fr)S2, r¥A) is jointly continuous S' x C*®(S1* — C,
and thus the integral defining A, exists. Moreover, we see that A € D;_-. Ifu e V(im),
then A, (u) = 8pmA (), s0 ky € D NV(n)* and 1, (v) = A(v) #O.
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For part (ii), it suffices to consider the F-strong topology. Let W(n) C D be the
subspace of vectors with conformal dimension n. Note that

V(n) = span{pi(ej,) - gr(e;)Q| Y ji = —n} C W(n)

but equality is not immediate (it is e.g. a consequence of Proposition 3.16). Now fix
n < 0 and let v € W(n). To verify the spectrum condition we must show that v = 0.
Let A € D%, and as above let A, = % fsl z_”_lrjk dz. Then A, (v) = A(v), but A,
vanishes on @mzo V(m). Since the latter space is assumed to be dense, and A,, € D}
is continuous, we have A, = 0. Hence A(v) = 0, and since D}- separates points we
have v = 0, as desired. O

We will later see that for every A € V(n)* there is a unique extension to a linear
functional in D} that vanishes on V(m) (when m # n) — see Proposition 3.16.

The notion of Wightman CFT presented in Definition 2.9 generalizes the unitary
notion of Wightman CFT considered in [24] in several ways. Most notably, the domain
D does not have an inner product. We also do not assume that €2 is the unique Mob-
invariant vector up to scale, and we do not require that the eigenspaces for the generator
of rotation are finite-dimensional.

The requirement that F act regularly on D is necessary, as there exist pathological
examples of quadruples (F, D, U, 2) that satisfy all of the requirements to be a Wight-
man CFT except for the regularity of the action of F. Indeed, we can refine Example 2.2
to produce a quadruple with non-regular action for which the only finite-energy vectors
are scalar multiples of the vacuum, despite D being infinite-dimensional.

Example 2.12 Let Xy C COO(SI) be the closed span of 7!, z72, ... These are the
functions f in C°°(S') that extend to holomorphic functions outside the unit disk
which vanish at infinity. We similarly define X>¢. Let p : C*°(S 1y > X be the
projection with kernel X>¢. Let D = S(X.o) = @,fio SK(X~o) be the symmetric
algebra, and let © € S%(X_() be the unit. Let ¢ be the operator-value distribution
with domain D where ¢(f) acts by multiplication by pf in S(X-¢). This action is
evidently regular. The family 7 = {¢} acts locally on D since the symmetric algebra
is abelian, and the vacuum vector is cyclic for F.

Define a representation of Mob on X_o by U(y) f = p(f o y~!), and extend this
representation to S(X_o) (this representation is better understood as the quotient of
the natural representation of M6b on X< by constant functions). The representation
has positive energy, and 2 is Mob-invariant. Moreover we have for f € C*®(S!)

Upf =p((pfHey™) =p(for™
(as the constant component is annihilated by p)

and it follows that U(»)¢(f) = ¢(f o y"HU(y) = ¢(B1(¥) /)U(y). Hence ¢ is
Mobius covariant with conformal dimension 1, and we have shown that (F, D, U, Q2)
is a Wightman CFT.

Now let X, ¢ C*®(S") be the dense subspace of functions which extend holo-
morphically to a neighborhood of S'. Then X, is invariant under U (y). Moreover, a
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function f lies in X, precisely when its Fourier coefficients decay sufficiently rapidly,
and thus &, is invariant under p as well. Let Z C D be the left ideal generated by
pX, C X-p,and observe that 7 is invariant under ¢ ( f) and U (y) forall f € c®sh
and y € Mob. Let D=D /Z, let Q € D be the i image of €2 under the canonical pro-
jection, and let ¢(f) and U (y) be the operators on D induced by ¢(f) and U(y),
respectively. The quadruple (F.D,U,Q) satisfy all of the requirements of a Wight-
man CFT except for regularity of the action of F. We have

V(n) = span{@i(ej,) - a(ej)Q | ji + -+ jx = —n} = {0}

for all non-zero n € Z since ej € &,

Remark 2.13 1f (F, D, U, Q) satisfy all of the requirements of a Wightman CFT except
that the fields F do not act regularly, then we can obtain a Wightman CFT on a quotient
of D.Let Dy =) reDs ker A. Since D is invariant under the adjoint actions ¢ (f)*
and U (y)*, it follows that Dq is invariant under ¢(f) and U(y), and so we have
actions of smeared fields and Mo6b on the quotient D = D/Dy. So long as Dy # D,
these actions give a Wightman CFT on D.

If one applies this procedure to the example (F, D, U, ) constructed in Example
2.12, then one obtains the trivial Wightman CFT. Indeed, we can check that D=
CQ@Dy as follows. Returning to the notation of Example 2.12, we have 7 = B, IN
SK(X_¢), and thus

D =CQ e P 5" (Xw0)/@ N S (X))
k=1

Hence it suffices to check that an arbitrary A € @}__ vanishes on each of the spaces
SK(X_0)/(Z N S¥(X_p)) when k > 1. Note that this space is spanned by vectors
of the form @(f1)---@(fx)$2. When one of the functions f; lies in X, we have
©o(f1) - o(fi)2 € T and thus @(f1)--- @(fr)2 = 0. Hence for any A € Dj% we
have

Me(f)--o(fin2) =0 (2.4)
when some f; lies in X,,. Since &}, is dense in C (s l) and A € f)}__ it follows that
(2.4) holds for arbitrary functions f; € C*(S 1, and we conclude that A vanishes on
Sk(xX_0)/ (T N S"(X<0))~ when k > 1. Hence D = CQ @ Dy as claimed, and D is
spanned by the vacuum €.

With these distinctions in mind, we give the corresponding notion of vertex algebra
after some brief preliminaries. Let Lie(Mo6b) be the three-dimensional real Lie alge-
bra of M6b = PSU(1, 1). If Mob is regarded as a subgroup of the group Diff(S!) of
orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of the unit circle S!, then Lie(M&b) is identi-
fied with a three-dimensional subspace of the space of smooth vector fields Vect(S')
on S'. Each vector field is identified with a differential operator f (ew)d% for some

smooth function f(e'”), and the Lie bracket is given by [fd%, g dd—ﬂ] =(f'g—fg) %,
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where f’ denotes j—{;. Note that this bracket is the opposite of the bracket of vector
fields, which is the natural choice when identifying Vect(S') with the Lie algebra of
Diff (S'). The complexification Lie(Mob)¢ = s((2, C) of Lie(Mab) is spanned by the
elements {L_1, Lo, L1}, where L,, is the complexified vector field —ieimﬁ%. The
vector fields L,, satisfy the commutation relations

(L, Ll = (m —n)Lyyn,  m,n=-1,0,1.

In a representation of Lie(Mob)c, we will frequently abuse notation and write Ly for
the operator corresponding to the vector field indicated above.

If V is a vector space we write End(V)[[zil]] for the vector space of formal power
series in z! with coefficients in End(V). Given v € V and A(z) = Y,z AnZ" €
End(V)[[zF']], we have a formal series A(z)v = Zn A, vZ" with coefficients in V.
Forany B € End(V) we have [A(z), B] = Y, [A,, Blz" € End(V)[[z*']]. If B(w) is
another formal series in a second formal variable w, then the expression [A(z), B(w)]
makes sense as a formal series in z¥! and w*!.

We can now precisely specify the flavor of vertex algebras that we will consider. !

Definition 2.14 An (N-graded) Mobius vertex algebra consists of a vector space V
equipped with a representation {L_1, Lg, L1} of Lie(M6b)c, a state-field correspon-
dence Y : V — End(V)[[z¥!]], and a choice of non-zero vector € V such that the
following hold:

(VA1) V =@, V(n), where V(n) = ker(Lo — n).

(VA2) Y(R2,z) = Idy and Y (v, 2)Q|,—¢o = v, i.e. Y (v, 2)2 has only non-negative
powers of z forall v € V.

(VA3) Qis Lie(Mob)-invariant, i.e. L,,2 =0 form = —1,0, 1.

(VA4) [Lyp, Y(v,2)] = Z;f’jol ('"jﬂ)zmﬂ—jY(Lj_lv, 2and Y (L_jv,z) = diZY(v, 2)
forallve Vandm = —1,0, 1.

(VAS) For each u, v € V, there exists N sufficiently large such that

(z—w)N[Y(,2), Y(u, w)] =0.

An immediate consequence of (VA3) is that Q € V(0). For v € V, we write
Y(0,2) = Y ez Vomz ™!, where vgy) € End(V) are called the modes of v. A
vector v € V is called homogeneous (with conformal dimension d) if it lies in
V(d). As a consequence of the Lgp-commutation relation, when v is homogeneous
with conformal dimension d we have [Lg, von)] = (d — m — Dv,). Hence vy
maps V(n) into V(n +d —m — 1). A vector v € V is called quasiprimary if it is
homogeneous and L1v = 0. A field Y (v, z) is called quasiprimary if its corresponding
vector v is a quasiprimary vector.

We say that a Mobius vertex algebra V is generated by a (possibly infinite) set of
vectors S if V is spanned by monomials in the modes of only those vectors acting on

! The term Mébius vertex algebra has been used in the literature to describe various slightly different
notions (see e.g.[4, 15, 18, 19]). In some cases, authors include the possibility of fermionic fields, with the
corresponding super version of the locality axiom; the term Mobius vertex superalgebra is also used in this
case. Additionally, some authors replace our N-grading with a more general grading. We do not foresee any
significant obstacles to generalizing our results to Mobius vertex superalgebras graded by a lower-bounded
subset of %Z.
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Q2. Note that we do note make assumptions on the modes v(,), v € S, such as requiring
that n < —1. As the axioms give a correspondence between states and fields, one can
equivalently refer to a Mobius vertex algebra as being generated by a set of fields if
the modes of a set of fields generates in the above sense.

We record two useful identities satisfied by the modes of a vertex operator (see [19,
§4.8]), the Borcherds product formula:

()@ = 2:(1V<> (-t = (D" k=) - 2.5)

and the Borcherds commutator formula:

ad m
AREDD ( j)(u<j>v)<m+k-j>~ (2.6)

j=0

Note that when the sums of operators on the right-hand sides of (2.5) and (2.6) are
applied to a vector, all but finitely many terms vanish.

3 Equivalence between Mobius vertex algebras and Wightman CFTs
3.1 From vertex algebras to Wightman CFTs

In this section we construct a Wightman CFT from a Mobius vertex algebra V =
Doy V(n). The first step is to construct operator-valued distributions from the for-
mal distributions Y (v, z), as follows. For v € V(d), the degree-shifted mode v,, is
defined by v, := v(;,4+4—1), which gives an alternative field expansion Y (v, z) =
Z;.lifoo vz "4, so that v, V(m) C V(m — n). We extend the definition of v,
to non-homogeneous vectors by linearity. Let us write V' for the restricted dual
V' = @2, V(n)*, which is to say linear functionals on V' that are supported on
finitely many V(n). We note that this is strictly smaller than the algebraic dual V*. We
denote by V the algebraic completion, defined as a direct product

Vi=[]vm.
n=0

and we embed V C V in the natural way. We equip V with the weak topology induced
by the pairing with V.
For f € C®(S') we define

Yow f: V-V
by
Yo, Hu=>" fmvau,

nez
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where f (n) is the n-th Fourier coefficient of f.

We now show that the maps Y%(v, f) may be extended to act on an invariant domain
D C V. The first step is the following lemma, which has an identical proof to [24,
Lem.2.7].

Lemma3.1 Forallv',...,v*, u € Vandu' €V, there exists a polynomial p such
that

| (l),lnlv,zn2 e vln‘1ku, u’)v » | < |p(m1, N mk)|
forall imy,...,mg) € 7k, The polynomial depends on the vectors v/, u, and v, but

the degree of p is bounded from above by a number that is independent of u and u’.

We refer the reader to [24] for a proof. A very similar argument, however, yields
the following observation.

Lemma3.2 Letv!,...,v* e Vandletn € Z>o. Then
V(n; vl,-u ,vk) = span{v,lnI ~~vfnk§2|m1 + -+ mp = —n}

is finite-dimensional.

Proof We proceed by induction on k, with the cases k = 0 and k = 1 being immediate.

Now fix k > 2, and suppose dim V(n’; ul, ..., uz) < oo when £ < k. First observe
that when m; < —n and m| + ---my = —n we must have my + ---my; > 0, and
hence
vl Q=0
mi my
Next observe that
Vo', 0k =
0
Z le(n +my;v°, ..., vk)+
mi=—n
span{v,h1 -~-vfnkQ|m1 4+ -4+ mg =—n, m > 0}
and each of the subspaces v V(n +m; v, ..., vk) is finite-dimensional by the

inductive hypothesis, so it sufﬁces to show that the final term is finite-dimensional as
well.

By the Borcherds commutator formula (2.6), if m| > O and m| + - - - my = —n we
have
k k ditdj—1
1 k 2 1 k
vml-~~vka=va2-~ [vml,vm] : mAQEZ Z Vn; v? v d1+lv LUt
Jj=2 j=2 s=0

The subspace on the right-hand side is finite-dimensional by the inductive hypothesis
and independent of m 1, . .., my, and thus we conclude that V(n; vl v") is finite-
dimensional as well. O
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If fe (C[zil], then Y 0(v, f) maps V into V. Our next lemma gives an estimate for
these maps Y°(v, f) in terms of the N-Sobolev norm of f. Recall that for N € R>o,
the N-Sobolev norm on C*®(S!) is given by

1/2
1flly = (Z FQOIR¢ +n2>N> : 3.1

nez

We denote by HY (S 1) the Hilbert space completion of C*° (S 1 under this norm, which
consists of L2-functions with finite N-Sobolev norm. The locally convex topology on
C>(Sh is induced by the norms ||-|| v, and a linear map from C>°(SY) to a Banach
space is continuous precisely when it is bounded with respect to some N-Sobolev
norm. We then have the following estimate, which is a simplification of [24, Lem.
2.8].

Lemma3.3 Forallvy,...,vi,u € V,u' €V, and Laurent polynomials f1, ..., fr €
C[z*"], we have

‘(Y‘)(vk, fi) - Yo, fl)u,u/)v’v,' = Clifilly - felly -

The number N depends only onthe v, and the constant C depends onthe {v;}j=1,...
u, and u'.

The auxiliary domain D and the topology on it. By Lemma 3.2, the assignment
(fis-oos f) = YO, fi)--- YOy, f1)u gives a map

o
(C[zil]k — l_[ V(n; v, ..., v, u)
n=0

with each space V(n; vy, ..., vk, u) finite-dimensional. By Lemma 3.3, this exteng\s
to a continuous multilinear map again taking values in ]_[ZOZO V(n; vy, ..., v, u) C V.
Thus for each vy, ..., vg, u € V, there exists a unique continuous multilinear map
Xopoovpu : CO(SH >V
such that when f, ..., fr € C[z*'] we have
Xop oo (f1 - fi) = YO0k, fi) - YO (w1, fou. (3.2)

Let Dy = CQ,andfork =1,2, ... set

Dy = span{ Xy, . w.a(fi ..., fi)[v; €V, fj € C2(SH c V.

We have Dy C Dy by considering v = Q. Let D = | ;2 Dx C v, equipped with
the subspace topology (i.e. the weak topology induced by the linear functionals V', in
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which a sequence (or net) ®; € D converges to ® if and only if A(P ;) converges to
A(D) forall A € V).

Lemma3.4 Forallv € Vand f € C®(S") there exists a unique continuous linear
map Y (v, f) : D — D such that:

i) Y(v, Oy =Y, f).
ii) The expressions Y (vy, f1) - - - Y (vk, fx)S2 are (jointly) continuous in the functions
fi-
In addition, we have D = span{Y (vi, f1)--- Y (vk, fi)Q |k € Z>p,vj € V, fj €
C®(ShH).

Proof We first consider uniqueness. When f1, ..., fi are Laurent polynomials, the
condition Y (v, f)|y = YO(v, f) determines the value of Y (vy, f1)--- Y (v, fx)2 €
V. The value of such expressions in D is then uniquely determined by continuity in
the functions f;.

We now show existence. We wishtodefine Y (v, f)on Xy, v.o(f1,..., fx) € Dk
by the formula

Y(U, f)le ..... vk,Q(fh'-'afk) :Xv,vl,...,vk,ﬂ(f’ flv-"sfk)v (33)

but must check that this is well-defined.

First, consider if f is a Laurent polynomial. The modes v, map V(m) to V(m — n),
and thus the adjoint (transpose) operator vs maps V(m)* into V(m +n)*. Hence there
is an adjoint map Y°(v, f)* : V' — V' such that for u € V and u’ € V' we have

(Yo(v, Pu, u/)V,V’ = (u, YO, f)*u’)

AV

Thus if f, fi, ..., fx are Laurent polynomials we have

(Xvovsemalfo fro oo fidow) = (YO0, YO i fi) - Y1, foou,u)
= (Y f - Y1 fou, YO, )
= (Xurvana ooy 0, Y0, ).

As the first and last terms are jointly continuous in f1, ..., fi by (3.2), we have

(Xt Fo freee 00053 = (Xoy a1 0, Y00 )
(3.4)
whenever f is a Laurent polynomial and fi, ..., fi are smooth functions on S'.

We now argue that (3.3) is well-defined for all £, fi,..., fx € C®(S"). Let
Xi: (V® C®(S1))® — D be the linear map corresponding to the multilinear map
Xy, v @(f1, ooy fr),sothat Dy is the range of X;.Let7 = @,fio(V@)Coo(Sl))@k,
and let X : 7 — D be the map given by X on the kth direct summand of 7. We wish
to show that if £ € 7 and X(E) = 0, then X (v ® f ® B) =0 as well.
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Fix E as above. By (3.4), if f is a Laurent polynomial we have for all u’ € V'
(f{(v ®f® E), u) - (;”((E), YO(u, f)*u’) —o,

andso X(v® f ® ) = 0. On the other hand, X (v ® f ® &) is continuous in f, and
0 X(v® f ® E) = 0 vanishes for all f € C*(S"). Thus there is a well-defined map
Y(v, f) : D — D satisfying (3.3).

By construction we have Y (vy, f1) - Y (v, fi)2 = Xy, o, f1s -0, fo). It
follows immediately that such expressions span D. Moreover, since Xy, y,Q 1S
continuous in the functions f; we have shown that property ii) of the lemma holds for
the operator Y (v, f). For property i), we note that ¥ (v, f)|y agrees with Y(v, f)
by (3.2) when f is a Laurent polynomial, and thus for all f by continuity. O

Remark 3.5 From Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 we have shown a version of the uni-
formly bounded order property for the operator-valued distributions Y (v, f), namely
that for any vy, ..., v € V, there is a positive number N such that for every
u € Vthe map (fi,..., fx) — Y1, f1)...Y (v, fi)u extends to a continuous
map HN(Sl)k — V.

We have constructed a family of operator-valued distributions Y (v, f) on D. We
next consider Mdobius covariance of these distributions, which will hold when v is
quasiprimary. To this end we introduce

Vop = span{v € V| v is quasiprimary} = ker L.

Remark 3.6 Let Vac()) = ker L_; be the vacuum subalgebra of V. Then V is
completely reducible as a Lie(Mob)c-module if and only if V(0) = Vac(}V) and
Vac(V) Nim L1 = 0. If V is completely reducible as a Lie(M&b)c-module, then V is
spanned by vectors of the form L" v for n > 0, where v € Vqp. It follows from the
axioms that L" ;v € Cv(_,_1)L, and thus V is generated by quasiprimary vectors.
More details and proofs are given in [19, see Prop.4.9].

Note that Vop = @ Vop N V(n), so that every vector in Vgp may be written
uniquely as a sum of homogeneous quasiprimary components. Let

Dap = span{Y (vy, f1) -+ Y (v, fi)R |k € Z=o, v € Vap, fj € CX(SH} € D.

Let us assume that V is generated by Vgp as a vertex algebra, in which case V C Dgp.
If V is completely reducible as a Lie(Mdb)c-module (i.e. if it is spanned by vectors
of the form Lk_ (v with v € Vgp), then it is evidently generated by Vgp as a vertex
algebra and moreover Dgp =D as Y (L_yv, f) = Y (v, if’ —mf) whenv € V(m).

Remark 3.7 Note that the requirement that ) is generated by Vqp is strictly weaker than
the requirement that V is completley reducible as a Lie(M6b)c-module. An example
is the By -ghost VOA with ¢ = 2 (see [3] for a comprehensive discussion). This VOA
is generated by two quasiprimary vectors, namely B(—1)€2 and y(_1)<2, that have con-
formal dimension 1 and 0, respectively. In this case, V(0) = span{y(”_l)Q | n € Z>o}
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and each of these vectors is the highest-weight vector of a highest-weight Lie(M&b) -
module. It is straightforward to show that the vectors {L_ly(’[ 1)9 | n € Z~o} each
generate a Lie(Mob)c-submodule inside the corresponding highest-weight module.
Alternatively, one can also verify that L18_1)y—1)2 € CQ and B—1)y-1)2 # 0,
and so Vac(¥) Nim L; # 0.

We will now construct a representation of U : Méb — L(Dgp) for which the
Wightman fields Y (v, f)|pg, are covariant for all v € Vgp and for which the vacuum
2 is invariant. Note that such a representation is unique if it exists, as the covariance
condition implies

U)Y i, f1) - Yok, fi)2 =Y (1, Ba, (V) f1) -+ Y (U, Ba, (V) ).

So the difficulty is in showing that a linear map satisfying the above condition exists,
i.e.showing that if a linear combination of vectors of the form

Y(vr, f1) - Y (v, fi)2

vanishes, then so does the corresponding linear combination of

Y (1, Ba, (V) f1) - - Y (Uk, Ba (V) fi) 2.

We first extend the representation of Lie(Mob)c furnished by the Mobius vertex
algebrastructureon Vtoa representatlon on Dgp. Recall that Lie(M6b)c is spanned by
complexified vector fields g(e”y) on the circle, where Ly corresponds to — elk? %.

Let V* be the algebraic dual of V, and note that the adjoint operators L} : V* — V*
leave V' invariant. We claim that the closure of the graph I'(Ly) C V x V in YxV
is the graph of a densely defined linear operator. Indeed, suppose that v; is a netin V

such that v; — O and Lyv; — vin V. Then for any A € V' it holds that

A(v) = lim A(Lgv;) = lim(L{A)(vj) = 0.
J j

As V' separates points in V, we conclude that v = 0 and that the closure of I'(Ly)
is the graph of a densely defined operator as claimed. Taking linear combinations we
obtain a densely-defined operator on V for every X € Lie(Mo6b), which we denote by
7 (X).

Lemma 3.8 Let V be a Mobius vertex algebra that is generated by a set of quasipri-
mary vectors. Then for any g% € Lie(Mob) the domain of (g %) contains Dqp

and n(gd%) leaves Dqp invariant. Moreover, if v is quasiprimary with conformal
dimension d we have

[7(gL), Y (v, Hl=Y(v,(d— D& f — g4

as endomorphisms of Dgp.
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Proof 1If v € Vgp(d) then the commutation relations between Y (v, z) and the Lj from
the definition of a Mdbius vertex algebra imply that when f € C[z*'] is a Laurent
polynomial we have

(g L), Y(v, N =Y (v, (d— )% f— g4

as endomorphisms of V. Thus if fi, ..., fi are Laurent polynomials and vy, ..., vx €
Vop, then we have

m(@)Y (v, f1) - Y (v, )R

k
=Y Y@, f) Y, = DS =g G Y, foR (3S)
j=1

where d is the conformal dimension of v ;. For arbitrary f1, ..., fr € C (S l), choose
sequences of Laurent polynomials2 finsuchthatlim, o fjn = fjin C(S 1), and
observe that

nli)noloY(vl, Sin) Y (r, fren) =Y i, f1)-- Y (v, fr)2

and

. dfjn
Tm Y1, fia) Y (), @y = D5 fin— 85 - ¥ (ks frn)$2

=Y, 1) Y, dj — D& £ — g0y oy (o, )R

inV by Lemma 3.4. Hence Y (v, f1) - - Y (v, fx)S2 lies in the domain of n(g%)

and (3.5) holds for f; € C*°(S 1y 1t follows that n(gd%) leaves Dqp invariant and we
have the desired commutation relation with smeared fields. ]

We now turn to constructing the desired representation U : Méb — L(Dgqp). The
following lemma will allow us to define U(y) ona )V C D.

Lemma 3.9 LetV be a Mobius vertex algebra which is generated by a set of quasipri-
mary vectors. Then for any y € M&b there exists a unique linear map U°(y) : V —
Dqp such that

U Y (ur, f1) - Y (g, f)R =Y (1, Bay (V) 1) -~ Y (0k, Bay (7) fi) 2.

forall vy, ..., v € Vop with conformal dimensions d;j and all f; € Clz*".

Proof Uniqueness is clear as the required formula for U°(y) determines its value on
V. In order to show existence of U 0()/), we must show that if a linear combination of
vectors of the form Y (v, f1)--- Y(vk , fx)S2 vanishes, then so does the corresponding

2 fin € €°°(S1) and it is not the n-th Fourier coefficient of fj-

) Birkhauser



66 Page 20 of 48 S. Carpietal.

linear combination of vectors of the form ¥ (v?, Bay (W) fi)--- Y (v¥, Ba, () fi)2. We
use standard ODE techniques.

The exponential map exp : Lie(Mob) — Mob is surjective, so we may choose
g% € Lie(M&b) such that exp(g%) =y.Lety, = exp(tg%) be the corresponding
one-parameter subgroup of Mab. Let v!, ..., v* € Vor and consider the function
u : R — Dgp given by

() =Y, Bay (y) 1)+ Y 0, Ba, (7o) fi) 2.

We will now show that u extends holomorphically to a neighborhood of R (when Dgp
is given the weak topology induced by V'), and compute its derivative.

The map R — Mob = PSU(l, 1) given by ¢ +— y; extends holomorphically
to a neighborhood of R (taking values in complex Mobius transformations of the
Riemann sphere = PSL;,(C)). For each ¢ € R, the Mo6bius transformation y; leaves
S! invariant, and thus for a sufficiently small neighborhood of R the corresponding
Mabius transformations map S! into C*. Thus if f € C[z*']is a Laurent polynomial,
the function R x S! — C given by (¢, z) — (B4(y:) f)(z) extends holomorphically to
aneighborhood of R x S!. It follows that the map R — C*°(S!) sendingt — Ba(y1) f
extends holomorphically to a neighborhood of R.

Fix A € V(n)*. By Lemma 3.4, the expressions A(Y (v!, f1)--- Y (X, fr)S2) are
jointly continuous in f; € C*°(S 1. Thus for fixed Laurent polynomials fi, ..., fi €
C[z*"], the function

t (Y, B (r) f1) - Y (O, Bay (v) f)R)

extends holomorphically to a neighborhood of R. As this neighborhood is independent
of A, the function

Y, Bay, (v) 1) - - YO, B, (ve) )2

extends holomorphically to a neighborhood of R, as previously claimed.
We now differentiate the above function of ¢. A straightforward computation [24,
Eqn. (3.4)] shows that

d
B0 f =~ D% Ba(y) [ — gL 1Ba(y) f] (3.6)

with the derivative taken in C*°(S!). Comparing (3.6) with the commutation relation
of Lemma 3.8 we obtain for any A € )’

iA(Y(v1 Ba, (v f1) - -- Y (0 Q) =
T s Bay (i) J1 V", Ba (v) f)R) =

Il
.M”

MY Bay ) D) Y LBy (v) )+ Y (5, Ba, (1) ) )

1

J

MY QN By (V) f1) - [T (@ ). Y, )]+ Y (08, B, (v) fO) )

Il
.M”

1

J
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= MY W' Ba ) f) - Y (05, Ba () i)
Since the adjoint operator n(gd%)* leaves V' invariant, we may iterate the above
argument to obtain
" 1 k
W/\(Y(v Bay (Vo) 1) - YOO8, Ba, (V) fOR) =
= M(m (g )" Y @', Bay (r) 1) -+ Y W5, Ba, () f)2).

Since A was arbitrary we have

m

d
— Y, Bay(v) 1) - YOO8, Ba, (V) f)2 = (3.7)

dm
=m(g )" Y (W', Bay (1) f1) -+ Y (05, Ba, (v) fO) 2.

We now complete the proof of existence of the map U%(y) : V — Dqp. Sup-
pose that a certain linear combination of vectors of the form Y (v!, f1)---Y vk, o
vanishes. That is, suppose we have

£
DYeh fi) YN, fi)Q=0
i=1

for £, ki € Z>o, vi-J quasiprimary vectors with conformal dimension d; ;, and f; ;
Laurent polynomials. Then, by the above, the function

14
L Y YN Ba ) fi) - Y OON By () fi k)R (3.8)
i=1

extends holomorphically to a neighborhood of R, and by (3.7) the derivatives of (3.8)
atr = 0 are given by

12
m . .
o Y@ By (0 f) - YO B 0 fr)R | =
i=1

t=0

14
=m(gH)" D YN fi) YN fi )@
i=1
=0.

Since the Taylor series of (3.8) at + = 0 is identically zero, the function vanishes
identically. In particular, specializing to t = 1 yields
Z . .
SV Bay D fi) - YW B () fri)@ = .
i=1
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We conclude that the desired map U°(y) is well-defined, as required. O
We now address the problem of extending U°(y) to an endomorphism of Dap.

Lemma 3.10 Let V be a Mobius vertex algebra that is generated by a set of quasipri-
mary vectors. Then for any y € Mob there exists a unique linear map U (y) € L(Dgp)
such that

UWy)Y vy, f1) - Y(vk, )= Y1, Bay(¥) f1) - Y (Vk, Ba, (V) fr)R.
forall vy, ..., v € Vop with conformal dimensions dj and all f; € Cco(sh.

Proof Let ® € Dgp, and recall that Dgp C V = Hsio V(n). Thus we may
canonically write ® = Y °°  u" with u” € V(n) (and the sum converging in the
weak topology induced by V'). We would like to define U(y)® = Y .2 U O(Hu”,
but first must check convergence of the sum. It suffices to consider a vector & =
Y, fi) - Yk, fi)Q with v; € Vop and f; € C®(S!). Recall from Lemma 3.2
that the continuous map multilinear map C*°(S")* — Dqp given by

(fiseeos f) > YU F1)--- YOOF, f)R

takes values in H?,o:o Vvl ..., 0 withVn; vl ..., vk) afinite-dimensional sub-
space of V(n). Thus by the universal property of the projective tensor product ® [31,
Prop. 43.4] we have a continuous linear map

o0
C®(8") ®r -+ ®r C¥(S") = [[ Vv’ ... 5.
n=0

As Hf,o:o V(n; vl vk) is complete, by [31, Thm. 5.2] (see also Appendix B for
the completion of topological vector spaces) we may extend this map to a continuous
linear map

o0
Co¥(SH®x - @ C(SH) — [[ Vs v, .05
n=0

where ®; is the completed projective tensor product (see [31, §43]). We have a natural
isomorphism of topological vector spaces

C¥SH®y -+ ®,C®(SH = Cc®((sH")

by [31, Thm. 56.1] (extended to the manifold S' via partition of unity). Thus we
conclude that there exists a continuous linear map

S Co(SH) = [ v v'. ... 05
n=0
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characterized by

S(fi®x - ®x ) =Y, f1)-- YO, fQ.
Now fix v!,...,v¥ € Vand fiy..., fr € C°°(S1), and consider
o0
YU f)- YO, Q=0 =) u",
n=0

again with u” € V(n). Let V(y) : C®°(SH%) — C®((S")¥) be the continuous linear
map such that

Vy)ei(z1) - gr(zk) = (Ba, (v)g1)(z1) - - - (Bay (¥) &k) (k)

for all g; € C°(S'). Forn € Z, let P, : C®((SH%) — C*°((S1H¥) be the natu-

ral projection onto the closed span of monomials z}" - - ~z,'(”‘ withny + -+ ng =
—n (whose kernel is spanned by monomials with ny + --- 4+ ny # —n). For
F(z1,...,2t) = fi(z1) - fi(zx), by construction we have S(P,F) = u" and

S(V(y)P,F) = U°(y)u", where U" is defined in Lemma 3.9. Since }_, ., P, = id
(with convergence pointwise as operators on C*°((S 1)k)) and both S and V(y) are
continuous, we have convergence of the sum

YU =) S(V(y)PF)
n=0

n=0

to S(V(y)F) =Y (1, Ba, (¥) f1) -+ - Y (Vk, Bay (¥) fi) 2.

As the action of U%(y) on u” € V(n) is well-defined by Lemma 3.9 and does not
depend on the choice of {v/}, we have obtained both a well-defined map U (y) given
by U(y)® =) 02U O(y)u™ along with the required covariance relation. O

Since By (v1)Ba(y2) = Ba(y1 o y2), the maps U (y) furnish a representation of
Mob on Dqp. For v € Vgp the operator-valued distribution Y (v, f) | Dop is evidently
covariant with respect to this representation.

Theorem 3.11 Let V be a Mébius vertex algebra, let S C V be a set of quasiprimary
vectors that generate V as a vertex algebra, and let

Dg = span{Y (v, f1) -~ Y (v, f)R |k € Zso,vj € S, fj € C(SH).
Let Fs ={Y (v, f)lpslveES, f € C>®(SY)} and for y € Mob let Us(y) = U(y)]s.
Then (Fs, Ds, Us, Q) is a (not-necessarily-unitary) Mobius-covariant Wightman

CFT.

Proof We have a family of operator-valued distributions Fs on Dg C Dqp C V. Note
that V C Ds since S generates V. By Lemma 3.4 we have V' C D% (, where we
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note that it suffices to check continuity of (Y (vy, f1) - Y (vt, fi)®, u’) in the special
case ® = Q since Dy is generated from 2 by Fg. Hence D;- ¢ separates points, as V'

separates points in V, and so Fg acts regularly. The subspace Dg is invariant under
U by Lemma 3.10, and by the same lemma the fields Y (v, f) are Mobius covariant,
which verifies the first axiom of a Wightman CFT.

We now check the locality axiom. Let vi,vy € S, let u € V and let
u' € V. By the vertex algebra locality axiom, the formal distribution (z; —
)V ([Y(vl, z1), Y(v2, 22)u, u/) vanishes for N sufficiently large, and thus the cor-
responding distribution (f1, f2) = ([Y (v1, f1), Y (v2, f2)]u, u’) is supported on the
diagonal z1 = z» (see [19, Cor. 2.2] and [6, Prop. A.1]). Hence when f and f> have
disjoint support we have

[Y(v1, f1), Y(v2, fo)lu =0 forallu € V.

That is,
[Y(v1, f1), Y(v2, f2)1Y (a1, g1) -~ - Y(ax, gr)2 =0

foralla; € Sand g; € Cl[z*']. By the joint continuity of such expressions in g |
(which shows that V is F-weakly dense in Dy) and the cyclicity of €2, we see that
[Y (v1, f1), Y (v2, f2)]® = O for all ® € Dy, and thus the locality axiom holds.

The vacuum axiom holds by construction, and the spectrum condition holds by
Lemma 2.11. O

3.2 From Wightman CFTs to vertex algebras

Let F be a Wightman CFT with domain D, with vacuum vector €2 and representation
U : Mob — L(D). Let V(n) C D be the finite energy subspace

V(n) = spanfgi(ej,) - - gi(ej)R |k € Z=0, ) ji = —n, ¢; € F},

where e;(z) = z/,and let V = @nzo V(n) C D. Note that when n < 0 we have
V(n) = 0 by the spectrum condition of a Wightman CFT, and V is F-strongly dense
in D.

We will show that V carries the structure of a Mobius vertex algebra generated
by the point-like quasiprimary fields corresponding to F. For ¢ € F with conformal
dimension d, the corresponding point-like field is a formal sum

P@) =) plenz "

nez

The key steps are to establish the vertex algebra locality condition

z—wV @), W)l =0
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for N sufficiently large, as well as differentiating the representation U to a representa-
tion of Lie(Mob)¢ for which we have the infinitesimal Mobius covariance condition

L, $@] = ("L + (m + D2"d)p(z), m=—1,0,1.

From there, we will invoke general results that say that families of covariant local

fields produce vertex algebras (see [19, Thm. 4.5] for the case of vertex algebras, or

more specifically [24, Thm. A.1] for a slight variant for Mobius vertex algebras).
We begin by establishing Mobius covariance.

Lemma 3.12 There is a unique representation i : Lie(Mob)c — L(D) such that for
all ¢ € F with conformal dimension d and all g% € Lie(Mob) we have JT(gd%)SZ =
0 and

[7(g5), ()] = p((d — 1) %& — 45,

Proof Uniqueness of such a representation follows immediately from the cyclicity
of the vacuum (W4). Let g% € Lie(Mob), and let y; € Mob be the associated
one-parameter group. We have

Uyoer(fD) -+ on(f)2 = @1(Ba, (v) f1) - - - @ (Ba, (V1) fn) €2,

where d; is the conformal dimension of ¢; € F. The derivative of 8;(y;) is given (as
in [24, Eqn. (3.4)]) by

~ Bay)f =d— 1% g4

dt

with the derivative taken in the space of smooth functions on S'.
Give D the F-strong topology. Since expressions ¢1(f1) - - - ¢, (f)S2 are jointly
continuous in the f;, we have

77| Voo en(fa)2

t=0

=010 (dj = DG fi =g F) (R (B9
j=1

In particular, for every ® € D the expression U (y;)® is differentiable at t = 0,
and we define n(g%)@ = %L:O U (y;)®. We have JT(gdd—ﬂ)Q = 0 by the Mobius
invariance of the vacuum, and from (3.9) we obtain the desired commutation relation
for [ (g d%), o(f)]. A direct calculation shows that 7 is a Lie algebra representation.

O

Recalling that L, = m(—ie"’ %) form = —1,0, 1, one can apply Lemma 3.12
term-by-term to the modes of ¢(z) to deduce the infinitesimal covariance relation

L, @)1= ("L + (m + 1)2"d)d(2). (3.10)
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We now turn our attention to establishing the vertex algebra locality condition.
Recall that V' denotes @ —o V(n)*; that is, the space of linear functionals on V that
are supported on finitely many )(n). By abuse of notation we write D% N V' for the
subspace of D consisting of linear functionals A such that A[y, € vV, and similarly
for DZ N V(n)*. By Lemma 2.11 D% N V(n)* separates points in V(n), and so
D;fL- NV’ separates points in V. The endomorphism L_; = 7 (—ie~ it d +g) of (3.10)
and Lemma 3.12 gives an endomorphism of D by the lemma. Moreover the adjoint
(transpose) operator L* | leaves D7 invariant, becauase if 1 € D7, then we have by
the same lemma

(L M) (@1 (D) o (fR)

=) Zcm(fo —(d; — e fi +ie TP ) (o |

which depends continuously on the f;, so L* |1 € Dj_.. Hence L* | leaves D;_- ny
invariant, mapping D7 N V(n)* into D% N V(n — 1)*.

If X is a linear functional on a vector space V and A(zy, ..., zx) is a formal series
with coefficients in V, then we write A(A(zy, ..., zx)) for the corresponding formal
series with coefficients in C.

Lemma 3.13 Let ¢1, @2 € F with conformal dimensions d| and dy, respectively. Then
for every & € V' the formal series

(z1 — 22)M T2 (01(21)2(22)Q)

is a polynomial in z| and z> after expanding (z1 —z2)? T using the binomial theorem.

Proof We use standard vertex algebra arguments which go through in the present
context. From the positivity of the energy and the L- and L _{-commutation relations
(3.10), we can deduce (as in the proof of [24, Thm. 3.11]) that ¢;(z2)S2 has only
non-negative powers of zo, and if u := @2(z2)Q |;,—0 is the constant term, then
u € V(d»). The formal power series e2L-1y and @(z2)L2 both solve the initial value
problem %F (z2) = L_1F(z2) with F(0) = u. This initial value problem has a
unique solution in V[[z3]], and we conclude ¢ (z2)Q = e?2L~14 as formal series.

Similarly, we consider the formal series in zlil and z; given by e ~2L-19; (z1)e?2L-1.
It satisfies the initial value problem d “—F(z1,z22) = —[L_1, F(z1,z22)] with
F(z1,0) = ¢1(z1). Taking each coefﬁ01ent of z|" separately, it is straightforward
to see that this initial value problem has a unique solution in End(V)[[zlil, z2]]. Let
lz,.2,91(21 — z2) denote the series in End(V)[[zlil , 22]] obtained by expanding each
term (z; — z2)™ as a binomial series with positive powers of z». This series satisfies
the same initial value problem, and so we have

L L
T2 91 (2)e T = 1 5, 01(21 — 22).
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Putting the two calculations together, we obtain an identity of formal series

P1@DP2(22)Q = 2111 L 91(z1 — z2)u.

Hence .
Me1zD@2(22)R) = (2510 (12,2,01 (21 — 22)u).

As L* | maps V(n)* into V(n — 1)*, it acts nilpotently on A and the sum defining
e?1 L% is finite.

Consider a term of this sum, which is of the form ((L*_l)mk)(g?yl (z1 — z2)u). It
suffices to prove the lemma for . € V(d)* and then take linear combinations, in which
case there is at most one non-zero term in the sum defining this expression. That is, if
we write §1(z) = Y. @1.,2" "% then

(LED"M@11 — 22)u) = (21 = 2) " D01 dy—aemtt).
Since this term is non-zero only when m < d, we have that
(@1 = 220, (L))" V(@121 — 22)u) = 1y, Clzr — 22) 7"
for a constant C, which is a polynomial in z; and z>. We conclude that
(@1 — 2", L @M@ — 22)u)

is a polynomial in z; and z;, and we are done. O

Lemma 3.14 Let F be a Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT, and let ¢y, ¢ € F. Then
@1 and @, are local in the sense of vertex algebras.

Proof Let X : C*®(S!) x C*®(S!) — End(D) be the operator-valued distribution
corresponding to the formal series (z] — zg)d1+d2 [@1(z1), $2(z2)] after expanding out
the binomial (z1 — z2)%+%. More precisely, we first define X on pairs of functions
(en, em), where e, (z) = 7", by

@1 — 2911, Gae) = Y X(en em)zy" "

n,mez

and these coefficients lie in End()). However expanding (z; — 22)4142 we see that
X is a (finite) linear combination of distributions of the form

(f,8) = leilen - ), pa(em - 8], (3.11)
which extends to a genuine distribution X : C* (SHxC>®(S") — End(D) as claimed.
Moreover, we see from this formula that X (f, g) = 0 when f and g have disjoint

support, i.e. the support of X is contained in the diagonal of S! x S'.
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LetA € Dj_- NV, and note that since A € D;_- the distribution

(f,8) = AMX(f,2)RQ)

is indeed continuous in f and g. Applying Lemma 3.13 twice, we see that this distri-
bution, which corresponds to the formal series (z] — 22)41 2 ([91(21), $2(22)1K), is
given by integration against a trigonometric polynomial. As noted above this distribu-
tion (and hence the corresponding polynomial) has support contained in the diagonal
of S' x S!, and thus must be identically zero. Since DN )’ separates points in V) by
Lemma 2.11 we conclude that X (e;,, e,,,)Q2 = 0 forall n,m € Z. As X(f, g)2is F-
weakly continuous in f and g, this implies that X (f, g)Q = Oforall f, g € C*®(S!).

Recall that X is a linear combination of distributions of the form (3.11). Hence
if f and g are supported in an open, non-dense interval / of the circle, then the
Reeh-Schlieder property (Corollary A.3) implies that X(f, g) = 0. Now choose
three intervals that cover S! such that the union of any two is contained inside some
interval, and let {x;} be a partition of unity subordinate to this cover. Then X (f, g) =
ZiS,j:I X(fxi,gxj) = 0 for arbitrary f, g € C* (8. In particular X (e, €,) = 0
foralln, m € Z, and we conclude that the formal series (z1 —z2)?' T2[(1(z1), $2(22)]
is identically zero, as desired. O

We can now state and prove one of our main results, constructing a Mobius vertex
algebra from a Wightman theory.

Theorem 3.15 Let F be a (not-necessarily-unitary) Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT
on S' with domain D, and let V C D be given by

V = span{gi(ej,) - - gr(ej )|k € Zxo, ji € Z, ¢; € F}.

Then there is a unique structure of Mobius vertex algebra on V such that for every
¢ € F with conformal dimension d there is a quasiprimary v, € V(d) such that
P@2) =Yy, 2) € EndOWV)[[zE!]]. The set S = {vy | @ € F} generates V.

Proof We equip V with the representation of Lie(Mob)¢ from Lemma 3.12. To show
that the point-like fields ¢(z) generate a Mobius vertex algebra, we invoke [24, Thm.
A.1] (see also [19, Thm. 4.5]). To invoke this theorem, we need to verify that:

V=@, ker(Lo —n)

Q is Lie(Mob)-invariant

For every ¢ € F, ¢(z)S2 has a removable singularity at z = 0
For every ¢ € F, there exists a dy, € Zx¢ such that

el S

L. ¢@] = "L + (m+ D"d)@z) m=-1,0,1

5. Forevery ¢, ¥ € F, we have (z — w)N[(ﬁ(z), 1/Af(w)] = 0 for N sufficiently large
6. V = span{gi(ej,) - gr(e; )Rk >0, ji € Z, ¢; € F}.
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The first point follows from the fact that ¢;i(ej,) - - - (e, )2 is an eigenvector for
Lo with eigenvalue — Y j; by the commutation relation of Lemma 3.12. The second
point and fourth point also follow from Lemma 3.12 along with Equation (3.10). The
fifth point holds by Lemma 3.14, and the sixth point is the definition of V.

We now argue the third point, that ¢(z) has a removable singularity at z = 0. The
argument is the same as in [24, Thm. 3.11]. Let ¢,, = (,o(e,,).3

We must show that ¢_,,Q2 = 0 forn < d — 1. When n < 0 this identity holds by
the spectrum condition which implies that ker(Lo — n) = 0 for these n. So we now
considern =0, ...,d — 1. From the L_{-commutation relation of ¢ we have

Q=L 19 n1Q.

We repeatedly apply this identity, starting with n = 0, to obtain 0 = @yQ2 = --- =
©_q+152, as desired.

Thus by [24, Thm. A.1] there exists a unique structure of Mdbius vertex algebra on
V, with the same L,, such that for every ¢ € JF with conformal dimension d we have
Y (9—af2, z) = ¢(z). The vector ¢_4 is quasiprimary, as

Lig_q2=[L1,9_4]Q2 = lig(l)[Ll, Y(p-aR2,2)]2

= lin%(zzd% +22d)Y (94, 2)2 = 0.
= ’

By the sixth point, the set S in the statement of the theorem generates V. This completes
the proof of the existence statement.

For uniqueness, note that the set {lim,_o@(z)2} generates any vertex algebra
satisfying the statement of the theorem. The modes of the corresponding fields are
determined by the fields ¢(z), and the modes of the remaining fields are then deter-
mined by the Borcherds product formula (2.5). The grading operator L is determined
by the requirement that the conformal dimension of lim,_. ¢(z)€2 matches the con-
formal dimension of ¢. The operators L4 are then determined by the commutation
relations with the generating fields. We conclude that the Mobius vertex algebra con-
structed above is the unique such structure satisfying the requirements of the theorem.

O

As a corollary of the proof of Theorem 3.15 we have that if ¢ € F is non-zero and
has conformal dimension d then

d =inf{n € Z=q | p(e_n)Q # 0}, (3.12)

and in particular this gives a proof that the conformal dimension of a Wightman field
is uniquely determined.

We conclude this section with a canonical realization of the domain D of a Wight-
man CFT.

3 Note that g, is the n-th mode of a single field ¢ and not the n-th field. We use this notation only here and
in the next paragraph.
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Proposition 3.16 Let F be a Mébius-covariant Wightman CFT on S' with domain
D, and let V C D be the corresponding Mobius vertex algebra from Theorem 3.15.
Equip D with the F-strong topology and equipV = I—[ZC’:O V(n) with the weak topology
induced by V'. Then the identity map idy extends to a (necessarily unique) injective
continuous linear map 1 : D — V.

Proof First, we claim that for any & € D there exists a unique sequence ¥, € V(n)
suchthat ® = Y @, converging in the F-strong topology. We first consider existence.
It suffices to establish existence for & = ¢ (f1) - - - @ (fk)$2. Arguing as in the proof
of Lemma 3.10, there exists a continuous map S : C*°((S 1Y%y — D such that

S(U1®x -+ ®x fi) = e1(f1) - @k (S

forall f; € C°(S 1, where D is the completion of D in the F-strong topology (see
Appendix B) and

(f1 ®r -+ ®x fi)(@1,...,2k) = fiz1) -+ fi(zk).

Let P, : C°((SH*) — C®((SH¥) be the projection onto the closed span of mono-
mials z}' -+ - z;* with ny + -+ 4+ nx = —n (whose kernel is spanned by monomials
withny + - - +ng # —n). When f1, ..., fi € C[z*'] we have

S(Pu(f1 ®x -+ ®x fi) € V(s vy, ..., v)

where v; € V is the vector corresponding to ¢;. Since V(n; vy, ..., vg) has finite
dimension, and is therefore complete [22, Thm. 4.10.3], the composed map S P, takes
values in V(n; v1, . .., vg), and in particular in V(n). Thus if ® = S(f1 ®r - - - Qx fx)
and we set ®, = SP,(f1 Q- Bx f%), then ® = > @, in (the natural extension of)
the F-strong topology on D, because ), P,(fi ®x -+ ®x fi) = f1 O -+ Qx [k
in C®((SH%) and S is continuous.

We now consider uniqueness of the sequence ®,. Suppose that > ®, = 0 with
®, € V(n) and the sum converging JF-strongly. Then any A € V(m)* N D7 extends

toD by continuity (see Appendix B) and we have
0=A(0) =) A(Py) = A(Dp).

As V(m)* N'D separates points in V(m) by Lemma 2.11 we see ®,, = 0, and since
m was arbitrary this establishes the uniqueness portion of the claim.

We now define ¢ : D — V by «(®) = ($,),>0, where &, € V(n) is the unique
sequence such that ) @, = & with F-strong convergence. This map is well-defined
by the above claim and, by inspection, ¢ is injective and restricts to the identity on
V. It remains to check that ¢ is continuous from the F-strong topology to the weak
topology on V induced by V'. By the universal property of the F-strong topology, it
suffices to check that A (11 (f1) - - - @& (fx)€2) depends continuously on the f; for any
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A € V(n)*. By the calculation above we have

A1 (fD) -+ - ok (fi)$2) = AMS Py (f1 ®x -+ ®x fi))- (3.13)

We have seen that S P, is a continuous map with values in the finite-dimensional space
V(n; vy, ..., v), and Alyg.y, ...y 18 evidently continuous. We conclude that (3.13)
is continuous in the f;, and so ¢ is continuous as claimed. O

3.3 Equivalence of categories

We have constructions in Theorem 3.11 and Theorem 3.15 that produce Wightman
CFTs from vertex algebras and vice versa. In this section we show that these con-
structions are inverse to each other, or more precisely we show that they induce an
equivalence of categories. We now introduce the relevant categories.

A homomorphism g : V — V of Mébius vertex algebras is a linear map that
intertwines the representations of Lie(M6b), maps the vacuum vector to the vacuum
vector, and intertwines the modes:

gumu) =gW)mgwm) u,vel.

Now suppose that V have V are equipped with choices of generating sets of quasipri-
mary vectors S and S, respectively. We say that g is a morphism (V, §) — W, 8) if
g is a homomorphism of Mobius vertex algebras and g(S) C S. We write MVAT for
the category of Mobius vertex algebras equipped with a choice of generating set of
quasiprimary vectors, where the superscript indicates this choice of a generating set.

If (F,D,U, ) and (}" D, U, Q) are Mobius-covariant Wightman CFTs on S!,
then a morphism F — Fisalinear mapg : D — D and a function g, : F — F such
that g(Q) = Q, g intertwines U and U, and go(f) = (g+¢)(f)g for all ¢ € F and
f € C>®(S"). Note that g, is uniquely determined by g. A straightforward calculation
shows that a homomorphism g is continuous when D and D are respectively given
the F-strong and F -strong topologies, and similarly for the F-weak and F-weak
topologies. We write MW for the category of Mobius-covariant Wightman CFTs on
st

Lemma3.17 Let (F,D,U, Q) and (j:, f), 0, S~2) be a pair of Mobius-covariant
Wightman CFTs and let (g, g«) be a morphism F — F. LtV Cc DandV C D
be the Mobius vertex algebras constructed in Theorem 3.15, and let S and S be the
respective sets of generating vectors. Then g(V) C Y and gly:(V,8) — (f), S") isa
morphism in MVAT.

Proof By definition V_is spanned by vectors of the form ¢;(ej,) - - - @k (e, )2 where
@i € Fande;(z) = z/. Since (g, g+) is a morphism we have

goi(ej) - pej )R = (g«p1)(ej) - - (gepr)(ej)2 €V,
sog(V) C V.
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We next check that g intertwines the representations of Lie(Mob). Let hd% €

Lie(Mob) and let y; € Mob be the corresponding one-parameter group. We saw in
the proof of Lemma 3.12 that the representations of Lie(Mob) on D and D are given
by differentiating U (y;), and so we have

4 d d ~ ~ 0 d
grlhizv=g | Ulmv=—| Ulngv=7hgzsgv
t=0 =0

where we used that the derivatives are taken in the F- and F-weak topologies, and g
is continuous with respect to these topologies.

Now fix ¢ € F with conformal dimension d. Let d’ be the conformal dimension
of g+, and we begin by arguing d = d’ provided g, # 0. By (3.12) we have

d=inf{n € Z>o | p(e—n)Q2 # 0},  d =inf{n € Zxo | (g+p)(e—n)$2 # O}.

As gip(e—)R2 = gp(e—,;,)Q2 wehaved < d’,~and we must show that ggo(e,d)SZ # 0.
From the previous step we know that gL, = L, g, where as usual L,, = 71(—ie‘"19 %)
and similarly for L,. Thus for n # d we have

(g:9) ()2 = gple_)Q = gL _1p(e_p 1) = = L_1(g:0)(e—nt1)2.

If (g59)(e—_q)$2 = 0, we may apply the above relation repeatedly ton = d + 1, d +
2, ... to conclude that (g*go)(e,n)fz = 0 for all n € Z>¢. But then we would have
(g59)(e_a)Q = 0, a contradiction. We conclude that d’ = d, which is to say that ¢
and g, have the same conformal dimension provided g.¢ # 0.

Next observe that Y (gv, z) = (gx9)(z), or equivalently &V = (g+®)(en—da+1)-
We therefore have

gV = g¥(en—a+1) = (g+¢)(en—ar1)g = (gV)w)&-

This means that g intertwines the actions of modes of vectors v corresponding to
¢ € F, and since such vectors generate ) we can conclude that g intertwines the
actions of modes v(,) for all v € V. Moreover the identity gg(e_z)2 = (8+9)(e—_q)Q2
implies that g§ C S. O

Lemma3.18 Let V and V be Mébius vertex algebras with generating sets S and S,
respectively. Let g : (V, S) — (f/, S) be a morphism in MVAT. Let (D, F, U, Q) and
(@, F, U, §2) be the Mobius-covariant Wightman CFTs constructed in Theorem 3.11.
Then there is a unique morphism (h, hy) : F — F such that hly = g.

Proof For v € S, we write ¢, := Y (v, -) for the corresponding Wightman field in
F, and similarly for v € S we write 0 = Y (@, -) for the Wightman field in F. For
v € S, we define hy@, = @gy € F. Since g is a morphism of vertex algebras we have
forall g1, ..., ¢ € Fandall fi, ..., fr € Clz*!]

go1(f1) - ok (fOR = (hep) (f1) - - (hap) (fi) 2.
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Since morphisms of Wightman CFTs are continuous for the - and F-weak topologies,
we can see from the above formula that a morphism (%, &) as in the statement of the
lemma is necessarily unique.

Since g intertwines the actions of Lo and Lo, the ~adjoint operator g* maps V' into
V'.AsV' C D% and V' c D* (by Lemma 3.4), and V' separates points in D, it follows

that the closure of the graph of g:V—>VinDxDis again the graph of a densely
defined linear map i : D — D.If f1, ..., fi € C®(S!), we may approximate each
fj by Laurent polynomials f; , to obtain

ho1(fin) - 0k (fin) 2 = (hseD) (f1,0) - - - (hs@t) (fien) R
— (@) (f1) -+ - (hei) (f) 2.

Hence 4 is defined on all of D and he(f) = (hy@)(f)h for all f € C®(Sh) and
¢ € F. It follows immediately that & also intertwines the representations U and U,
and we have shown that (%, h,) is a morphism F — F. 0O

Lemmas 3.17 and 3.18 upgrade the constructions of Theorem 3.15 and 3.11 to a
pair of functors F : MW — MVA™ and G : MVAT — MW. In showing that these are
an equivalence of categories, it will be helpful to note that if F is a Wightman CFT
with domain D, then the vertex algebra ) := F(F) is a subspace V C D. Conversely,
if V € MVAT and D is the domain of the Wightman CFT G (V), then V C D.

Lemma 3.19 We have the following.

i) Let (F,D, U, ) be a Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT, letV = F(F) withY C
D. Let (.7-", 75, f], §~2) =GV)withV C D. Then there is a unique isomorphism
(8,84 : F — F such that gy = id.

ii) LetV be a Mobius vertex algebra, let (F, D, U, Q) = G(V) be the corresponding
Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT with V C D. Let V C D be the Mébius vertex
algebra F(F). Then V =V as Mébius vertex algebras.

Proof We first consider (i). Uniqueness of such an isomorphism follows from the fact
that an isomorphism g : D — D is F-strong continuous and V C D is F-strong
dense. We now consider existence. By construction there is a canonical bijection
F — F which we denote by ¢ — ¢. We must verify that there exists a corresponding
bijection D — D. We have V C D and V C f);\By construction we have D C V),
and Proposition 3.16 provides a map ¢ : D <— V. We have t¢1(f1) - - ok (fr)2 =
@1(f1) - @k (fr)2 when f; € C[z*!], and since both sides are continuous in the
functions f; this extends to all f; € C*°(S 1. We conclude that ¢ maps D into D and
furnishes the necessary bijection. Part (ii) is immediate from the construction. O

The isomorphisms from Lemma 3.19 are natural in F and V respectively, and thus
we have proven the following.

Theorem 3.20 Let MW be the category of (not-necessarily-unitary) Mébius-covariant
Wightman CFTs and let MVAT be the category of Mébius vertex algebras equipped
with a generating family of quasiprimary vectors. Let F : MW — MVA™ be the func-
tor constructed on objects in Theorem 3.15 and on morphisms in Lemma 3.17. Let
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G : MVAT — MW be the functor constructed on objects in Theorem 3.11 and on mor-
phisms in Lemma 3.18. Then F and G, along with the isomorphisms of Lemma 3.19,
are an equivalence of categories between MW and MVA™,

We close the section with a brief discussion of our results in the context of theories
with full conformal symmetry rather than Mobius symmetry. The following modifi-
cation is reasonably straightforward. We could consider Wightman CFTs on S' with
an energy-momentum tensot, i.e. the family F of quasiprimary fields contains a pre-
ferred field T'(z) such that L, := T(e,) satisfy the Virasoro algebra relation with
some central charge ¢ € C and L_1, Lo, L1 agree with the generators of Mob*. Our
results give rise to a correspondence between (N-graded) conformal vertex algebras
and Wightman CFTs with energy-momentum tensor.

On the other hand, it would also be desirable to have a correspondence between (i)
conformal vertex algebras equipped with a generating family of primary vectors, and
(ii) diffeomorphism covariant Wightman theories on S'. Since the action of diffeo-
morphisms of S do not generally fix the vacuum vector, the domain of the Wightman
theory would not be spanned by expressions ¢1(f1) - - - & ( f)$2, but instead by ones
of the form @1 (f1) - - - ex (fi)U ()2 with y € Diff(S!). This raises several points to
address, including the question of exponentiating representations of the Virasoro alge-
bra to an action of Diff (S!) (on some completion of the original space) in a non-unitary
setting. These are non-trivial technical challenges that we do not consider in this arti-
cle. However, we do not see any obstructions to completing such a generalization in
the unitary setting, where the theory of exponentiating positive energy representations
of the Virasoro algebra is well-developed.

4 Invariant forms and unitary theories

In this section we show that the correspondence between Wightman CFTs on S! and
Mobius vertex algebras constructed in Section 3 is compatible with invariant bilinear
forms. The definition of an invariant bilinear form for a Mobius vertex algebra is
standard (see [9, §5.2] and [20]).

Definition 4.1 An invariant bilinear form (-, -) on a Mdbius vertex algebra V is a
bilinear form such that

(Y (v, Dur, uz) = (uy, Y (&1 (=275, 27 Hu) (4.1)

and
(Lpui,uz) = (uy, L_yur) (4.2)
forall v, uy, ur € V.

It can be convenient to introduce notation for the opposite vertex operator

Y°(v,z) = Y& (—z2)kow, 771, (4.3)

4 Note also that if we assume the CFT-type condition ker Lo = CS2 then it is enough to assume that 7 (e;,),
n = —1,0, 1, are the generators of the Mob symmetry. Then, the Virasoro algebra relations follow by [19,
Thm. 4.10].
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and in this notation the invariance condition becomes
(Y (v, 2)ui, uz) = (ug, Y° (v, 2)uz).

The map L, — —L_, extends linearly to a Lie algebra automorphism of
Lie(Mob)c which leaves Lie(Mob) invariant. Let do : Lie(Mob) — Lie(Mob) be
this restriction. In this notation, the compatibility condition (4.2) between the invariant
bilinear form and the representation 7 of Lie(M6b) on )V becomes

(T (f g5, u2) = —(ur, w(da(f £5))u2).

In order to formulate the correct notion of invariant bilinear form for a Wightman CFT,
we must integrate do to an automorphism « of Mob. It is straightforward to check
that « is given by

@y)@) =1/y(3).

Indeed, at the level of matrices « is given on (% g) e SU(L, 1) (with |a|> = |b|>* = 1)

o a b\ (a b
ba) \ba
.. ic d . . .
and do is given on <£—l —ic) € su(l1, 1) (with ¢ € R) by complex conjugation as well
ic d —ic d
da <E —ic) - ( d ic)'

exp(da(f ) = a(exp(f ). (4.4)

We thus have the following notion of invariant bilinear form for a Wightman CFT.

by complex conjugation

In particular we have

Definition 4.2 Let (F, D, U, ) be a Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT on § 1 A
jointly F-strong continuous bilinear form (-, -) on D is called an invariant bilinear
form if

(@(f)®, W) = (@, (~D%p(f o Hyw) 4.5)

for all ¢ € F (with conformal dimension d), all f € C*(S 1), and all ®, ¥ € D,
and moreover
U)o, U(x(y)¥) = (2, V) (4.6)

for all y € Mob and ©, W € D.

As in the context of vertex algebras, we can introduce the notion of opposite field
@°(f) = (=D%p(fol)

) Birkhauser



66 Page 36 0of 48 S. Carpietal.

and the invariance condition (4.5) then becomes

@(HP, V) = (P, p°(/HV).

Theorem 4.3 (Correspondence between invariant bilinear forms) Let (F, D, U, 2)
be a Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT on S' and let V C D be the corresponding
Mobius vertex algebra. Then

i) Every invariant bilinear form for the Wightman CFT D restricts to an invariant
bilinear form for the vertex algebra ).

ii) Every invariant bilinear form for the vertex algebra V extends uniquely to an
invariant bilinear form for the Wightman CFT on D.

If an invariant form on 'V is nondegenerate, then so is the extension to D. Conversely,
if an invariant form on D is nondegenerate then so is the restriction to V.

Proof First suppose that D is equipped with an invariant bilinear form (-, -). Let
X € Lie(Mob), let y» = exp(tX) € Mob, and let

pr = a(exp(tX)) = exp(tda(X)).
For uy, up € V we have
WU (yur, uz) = (ur, U(p-p)u2).
Differentiating and evaluating at t = O (as in the proof of Lemma 3.12) yields
(w(X)ur, uz) = —(uy, w(da(X))uz),

as required. Now let S C V be the set of quasiprimary generators corresponding to F.
For v € S we have

(Y (v, HHur, uz) = (—=D® up, Y (v, f o DHyuy)
and in particular at the level of modes v,, € End()) we have
(Watt1, u2) = (=D% (uy, v_pu2).
Hence for v € S we have
(Y(U9 Z)uls u2) = (Mlv YO(U9 Z)u2)~

This extends to all v € V by Lemma 4.4 below, and we have established (i).

Now conversely suppose that V is equipped with an invariant bilinear form which
we denote (-, -)y. Note that a F-strongly continuous extension of such a form on V

to a bilinear form on D is unique, and so we must onl)L show existence. Recall from
Proposition 3.16 that D comes naturally embedded in V = [];2,V(n). The bilinear
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form on V naturally extends to a pairing of VV and v. First, we claim that for ¢y, . . ., ¢,
Yi,....,¥ce Fand fi,..., ft. 81...., 8 € C®(S") we have

W°@o) - ¥ (g1 (fD) - e (fOR, Dy
= (2, 0°(fi) - @°(fDY (g1) - Y (8 Dy, p- 4.7

Indeed these agree when f;, g; € C[z*!] since the form is invariant for V, and this
identity extends to all smooth functions by continuity.

With this in mind, we wish to define a bilinear form on D by extending linearly the
prescription

(@1(f) o (R, 18D - - Ve (g) )
= (Y°(g0) - ¥ (g1 (f1) - ek (fiR, D)y v (4.8)

but we must first check that this is well-defined. Suppose that for some collection of
Wightman fields ¢; ; € F and smearing functions f; ; € C>®(S") we have

0= o1, (f1.)- 0k, (fi;. Q-

Then for all ¥y, ...,y € Fand gy, ..., g € C®(SH)

0= ¥ ¥°eDer,; (i) ox;.j (fi; )R
J

and thus

0= (W) ¥ D1 (f1.)) 0k, i (fr; )R Dy
J

This shows that the prescription (4.8) is well-defined in the first input. We may repeat
the above argument (invoking (4.7)) to show that it is also well-defined in the second
input, and we conclude that (4.8) extends to a well-defined bilinear form. As (4.8)
is continuous in the functions f; and g;, the bilinear form on D is jointly F-strong
continuous, as required.

Finally, we need to check that (-, - )p p is compatible with the representation U
of Mob. Let X € Lie(Mob), let y; = exp(¢X) and recall that a(y;) = exp(tda(X)).
From the proof of Lemma 3.8 we have for ® € D

d d d
—Uy)®=—UW+s)®| = —U)Uy)®| =aX)UW)P,
dt ds s=0 ds s=0

with the derivative taken in the F-strong topology on D. Similarly

d
V@)V = m(da(X)U (a(y))W.
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Hence by the joint continuity of the bilinear form we have

d
E(U(%)Q U(a(y)¥)p

= @X)U )P, Ula(y-))¥)p + U ()P, m(da(X)U (a(y)V)p
=0.

In the last equality we used the fact that (w(X)uy, uz) = —(uy, 7(da(X))uy) for
u; € V, which extends to vectors in D by the F-strong continuity of 7(X) and
m(da(X)). Hence the above expression is independent of ¢, and as the exponential
map Lie(Mob) — Mob is surjective we then have

(O, ¥)p =U)®, U(a(y))¥)p

for all y € Mob and @, ¥ € D, as required.

Finally, we address nondegeneracy. Recall that D embeds naturally in V and that
the bilinear form on D is compatible with the pairing of VV and V. If the bilinear form
on V is nondegenerate and ¢ = (®,),>0 € D (with &, € V(n)) is non-zero, then
®,, # 0 for some n, and thus there exists v € V(n) such that

(@, v) = (P, v) #0.

A similar argument shows that the right-kernel of the form is zero, and so the form on
D is nondegenerate.

Conversely, assume that the form on D is nongenerate. By Mobius invariance, its
restriction to V is the direct sum (v, u) = Y, (v, u). Let v € V with v # 0. Then
there exists ® = ($,,),>0 € D with

0# (v, ®) =) (va, By).

n

Hence there must be some n such that (v,,, ®,) # 0, and so the left-kernel of the form
on V is zero. A similar argument shows that right-kernel is zero as well. O

We used the following fact in the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Lemma 4.4 Let V be a Mobius vertex algebra equipped with a bilinear form (-, -),
andlet S C V be aset of vectors that generate V. Suppose that the invariance condition

(Y (v, Duy, u2) = (uy, Y°(, 2)uz)
holds forv € S anduy,uy €V, and also that
(Lpuy, uz) = (u1, L_yu2)

forall uy, uy € V. Then the invariance condition holds for all v € V (i.e. the form is
an invariant bilinear form for V).
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Proof There is a (generalized) V-module structure on the restricted dual V' whose
state-field correspondence Y’ (v, z) is characterized by

YO, Du, u Yy y = W, Y (v, 2)u' )y yr

forall u, v € V and u’ € V'. This contragredient module structure was first studied in
[9, §5.2] and described further in our context with infinite-dimensional weight spaces
in the paragraphs following [15, Lem.2.22]. If f : V — V' is the map f(u) = (u, -),
then our hypothesis implies that fY (v, z) = Y'(v, z) f forall v € S, or at the level of
modes fvg) = vén) fforallv € §and n € Z. This intertwining condition extends to
all v € V by the Borcherds product formula (for V' and for V'), and we conclude that
the bilinear form is invariant. m|

It was shown in [9, Prop. 5.3.6] that every nondegenerate invariant bilinear form
on a vertex operator algebra is symmetric. Later it was observed in [20, Prop. 2.6] that
the proof does not use the hypothesis of nondegeneracy, and further examination of
the proof in [9] shows that the proof also goes through for Mobius vertex algebras as
defined in this article (that is, allowing for infinite-dimensional Lg-weight spaces and
only using M&bius symmetry rather than Virasoro). In light of Theorem 4.3, we have
the same result for Wightman CFTs.

Corollary 4.5 Every invariant bilinear form on a Wightman CFT is symmetric.

We now turn our attention to theories equipped with invariant sesquilinear forms
(which we call involutive structures), noting this includes unitary theories. In order to
do this we will need to introduce antilinear homomorphisms of Mobius vertex algebras
and Mobius-covariant Wightman CFTs. Let V and V be Mébius vertex algebras, with
vacuum vectors €2 and  and representations L, and I:n of Lie(Mob)c, respectively.
Then an antilinear map g : V — V is called a homomorphism if g(2) = € and

gV = (§Vmg,  and gL, =L,g

forallveV,meZandn =—1,0, 1.

On the Wightman side, if (F, D, U, 2) and (.7-" , @, U , fZ) are Mobius-covariant
Wightman CFTs, an antilinear homomorphism F — F is an antilinear mapg:D —
D and a function gx F — F such that g() = Qand

gp(f) = (gp)(fod)g, and  gU(y)=U((y)g
forallg € 7, f € C*(S") and y € Mob (and we recall a(y)(z) = 1/y(1))’. We

have y _
U(y)(gp)(f) = gUa(y)e(f o D),

St may be surprising that the condition gL, = L n g for vertex algebras corresponds to gU (y) = U (@(y)g
for Wightman CFTs. Note that due to the antilinearity of g, the relation gL, = L, g does not imply that g
intertwines the representations of Lie(Mob). In fact we have g (X) = 7 (da(X))g for X € Lie(Mob).
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where f denotes the pointwise complex conjugate. Just as we demonstrated in Lem-
mas 3.17 and 3.18, one can show that antilinear homomorphisms of Mdbius vertex
algebras extend uniquely to antilinear homomorphisms of Wightman CFTs, and
conversely antilinear homomorphisms of Wightman CFTs restrict to antilinear homo-
morphisms of Mobius vertex algebras.

Lemma4.6 Let (F,D, U, Q) and (.7-" D U, SZ) be two Mobius-covariant Wightman
CFTs and letV C D and V C D be the corresponding Mobius vertex algebras with
respective generating sets S and S.

i) If (84, 8) 1 F — F is an antilinear homomorphism then g(V) C V and gly is
an antilinear homomorphism of Mébius vertex algebras satisfying g(S) C S.

i) Ifg:V — V is an antilinear homomorphism of Mobius vertex algebras such that
g(S) C S, then there is a unique antilinear homomorphism (hy, h) : F — F
such that hly = g.

We omit the proof of Lemma 4.6 which is essentially identical to Lemma 3.17
and 3.18 (once we observe as above that an antilinear vertex algebra homomorphism
satisfies g (X) = n(da(X))g for X € Lie(M&b)).

Recall that an antilinear map g is said to preserve a sesquilinear form if (g®, gW¥) =
(®, W) for all vectors @, W, and that a sesquilinear form is said to be (Hermitian)
symmetric if (®, V) = (U, D).

Definition 4.7 An involutive Mdobius vertex algebra is a Mobius vertex algebra V
equipped with a sesquilinear form (-, -) and an antilinear automorphism 6 : V — V
which is involutive (9> = idy) and preserves the sesquilinear form, and such that
(-, 6 -) is an invariant bilinear form. An involutive Mobius vertex algebra is called
unitary if the sesquilinear form is an inner product that is normalized so that (2, Q) =
1.

We use the convention that sesquilinear forms are linear in the first variable, and
require that homomorphisms of Mobius vertex algebras commute with the operators
L,. The condition that (-, 6 -) is an invariant bilinear form is equivalent to having

(Y (v, ur,uz) = (u1, Y°(Ov, Duz) and  (Lyur, uz) = (u1, Loyuz)  (4.9)

for all u1,uz,v € Vandn = —1,0, 1, where z is a formal complex variable, i.e.
<aZ> =Z<'»'>'

We sometimes refer to the sesquilinear form from Definition 4.7 as an invariant
sesquilinear form, omitting reference to the involution 6.

Remark 4.8 The sesquilinear forms from Definition 4.7 are automatically Hermitian
symmetric as a consequence of the fact that invariant bilinear forms are symmetric.
If the sesquilinear form is nondegenerate then the requirement that 6 be involutive is
redundant and the automorphism 6 is uniquely determined by the sesquilinear form
(the proof is exactly as in [6, Prop. 5.1] for inner products).

We now turn our attention to invariant sesquilinear forms on Wightman CFTs.
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Definition 4.9 An involutive Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT on S is a Wight-
man CFT (F, D, U, 2) along with a jointly F-strong continuous sesquilinear form
(-, -) on D and an involutive automorphism (6, ) of F such that (fu, Ov) = (u, v)
and such that (-, 6-) is an invariant bilinear form. An involutive M&bius-covariant
Wightman CFT is called unitary if the sesquilinear form is an inner product which is
normalized so that (2, Q) = 1.

One can think of 8 as generalising the notion of a PCT operator associated with a
positive-definite form. As with vertex algebras, we sometimes refer to the sesquilinear
form of Definition 4.9 as an invariant sesquilinear form, omitting reference to the
involution.

If we write ¢ = (—1)%86,¢, then the condition that (-, §-) is an invariant bilinear
form is equivalent to

()P, W) = (@, " (HW) and (UKD, Uy)¥) = (P, ¥) (4.10)

forall &, W € D, € F,and y € Mob®. Here, as before, ? denotes the pointwise
complex conjugate of the function f.

As with involutive vertex algebras (Remark 4.8), the sesquilinear form of an invo-
lutive Wightman CFT is automatically Hermitian symmetric.

Theorem 4.10 (Equivalence of involutive and unitary structures) Let (F, D, U, Q2)
be a Mobius-covariant Wightman CFT, and let V C D be the corresponding Mébius
vertex algebra equipped with a set S of quasiprimary generators. Then we have the
following.

i) If D is equipped with a sesquilinear form and involution (0, ) making it into an
involutive Wightman CFT, then the sesquilinear form and involution 0 restrict to
an involutive structure on the vertex algebra V. The set S C V of quasiprimary
generators is invariant under 6.

ii) IfV is equipped with a sesquilinear form and involution 6 making it into an invo-
lutive vertex algebra and S is invariant under 0, then there is a unique involution
0« of F and unique extensions of the sesquilinear form and 0 to D making F into
an involutive Wightman CFT.

If the sesquilinear form is nondegenerate on D then it remains nondegenerate on 'V,
and similarly if the form is nondegenerate on V so is the extension to D. Moreover
unitary structures on D correspond to unitary structures on V, and vice versa.

Proof First consider an involutive structure (64, ) on F. Then 6 restricts to an anti-
linear involutive Mobius vertex algebra automorphism 6]y, : V — )V by Lemma 4.6.
By Theorem 4.3, the invariant bilinear form (-, 6-) restricts to an invariant bilinear
form on V), and it follows that (-, -) and 0]y yield an involutive structure on V. If
@ € F corresponds to the state v € V(d), then

Ov =0¢(e—a)2 = (6xp)(e—a)L2.

6 Note that this is a slight departure from [24], where we required that F be invariant under the involution
T rather than 6. In the present setting we find the updated definition to be more natural, as the involution
T of fields typically does not correspond to an antilinear automorphism of the Wightman CFT.

) Birkhauser



66 Page42o0f48 S.Carpietal.

Hence the Wightman field 6,¢ € F corresponds to 6v and S is f-invariant (we have
used here the observation that 0, preserves the conformal dimension of fields).

For the other direction, suppose that we have an involutive structure on ) corre-
sponding to an involution 6 and sesquilinear form (-, -). Then the invariant bilinear
form (-, 8 - ) extends uniquely to an invariant bilinear form (-, -) on D. By Lemma4.6
we may uniquely extend 6 to an antilinear automorphism (6, 8) of F. This extension
is F-strong continuous, and thus the sesquilinear form (-, 6-) is F-strong continuous
as well. This sesquilinear form, along with (6, 6), yield an involutive structure on F
as required.

The proof of equivalence of nondegeneracy is straightforward (as in the proof of
Theorem 4.3), and the equivalence of unitarity is immediate. O

For unitary Wightman CFTs domain D can be equipped with the norm topology
coming from the inner product. This leads to a number of analytic questions, which
are discussed further in [24].

Remark 4.11 Suppose that (F, D, U, 2) is a Wightman CFT such that D is equipped
with an inner product and F is equipped with an involution 7. The definition of a
(unitary) Wightman CFT given in [24] required only that the compatibility conditions
(4.10) hold, with no mention of the PCT operator 8. However, under these assumptions
one may show that there exists a unique 6 making the associated vertex algebra ) into
a unitary vertex algebra, arguing as in [24, Thm. 3.11] based on [6, Thm. 5.16]. One
may then extend 6 to an antilinear involution (6, 6) of F by Lemma 4.6, making
(F,D, U, Q2) into a unitary Wightman CFT as defined in this article. We note that
for a general sesquilinear form on D, an involution t satisfying (4.10) does not nec-
essarily correspond to an involutive structure. Indeed, in the extreme example where
the sesquilinear form is identically zero, the compatibility conditions (4.10) impose
no constraint on the involution f, but not every set-theoretic involution of F corre-
sponds to an involutive structure. It is possible that the conditions (4.10) are sufficient
to reconstruct the PCT operator § when the sesquilinear form is nondegenerate, but
we do not address that question here.
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A The Reeh-Schlieder theorem for non-unitary
Wightman conformal field theories

In this section we work with rotation-covariant Wightman QFTs (F, D, U, Q) on S L
which differ from Mobius-covariant Wightman CFTs (Definition 2.9) only in that the
symmetry U is only a representation of the rotation subgroup Rot(S') ¢ Mab, and
accordingly the covariance condition (W 1) is weakened to only require covariance for
rotations. We write either R, or Ry for rotation by z = e'”.

For I C S' an interval (i.e. I is a connected open non-empty proper subset), we
let P(I) C L(D) be the algebra generated by smeared fields ¢( f) with supp f C I.
The goal of this section is to establish the Reeh-Schlieder theorem for the theory F,
which says that the vacuum vector 2 is cyclic and separating for the algebras P (7).
Recall that Q2 is cyclic for an algebra P C L(D) (with respect to a certain topology
on D) if PQ is dense in D, and separating for P if the only X € P such that XQ2 = 0
is X = 0. The analogous statement for unitary Wightman quantum field theories on
higher-dimensional spacetimes is well-known (see [27, §4.2] and [23]). We give here
a proof of the Reeh-Schlieder theorem in our current (not necessarily unitary) context.

Let D be the open unit disk in C, and D its closure. We denote by A(D) the space
of continuous C-valued functions on D that are holomorphic on the interior D. By the
maximum principle A(D) embeds as a closed subspace of C(S 1), and we give A(D)
the norm inherited from C(S1).

LemmaA.1 Let F be a rotation-covariant Wightman CFT. Fix ¢1, ..., px € F, and
let ) € D;_-. Let f1,..., fr € C"O(Sl) and let z1, ...,z € Sh. Then for each
j=1,---,k, the map

zj = MU RD@1 (DU (R)92(f2) - - U (R )er (fi) ) (A.D)

lies in A(D).

Proof When the functions f; are all Laurent polynomials, the expression (A.1) is a
polynomial in the z; and the conclusion follows. We now consider the general case.
By rotation covariance we have

MUR D@1 (fDU(Rz,) -+ U(R )i (fi)R)
= M1 (Bay (Ruw)) f1) - - - 9k (Ba (Ruy) f) )

where w; = z1z2---z;, and d; is the conformal dimension of ¢;. Given arbitrary
smooth f;, choose sequences of Laurent polynomials f; , such that f; , — f; in
C*°(S"). As in Section 3.1, let HVN(S') be the Sobolev space corresponding to a
number N > 0, and recall that the topology on C*°(S!) is generated by the Sobolev
norms || - || y. Since B4(Ry) acts as a unitary on H" (S!), we have convergence in
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each HV (Sh)
nan;o ﬂdj(Rw)fj,n = ﬂdj (RW)fj

that is uniform in w.
Since A € D, expressions

Mer(f) - e (fOR2) (A2)

are jointly continuous as maps C*®(S")* — C. Hence we may choose a positive
number N such that (A.2) is jointly continuous H" (S")* — C (i.e.it is a bounded
multilinear map). It follows that

1im 2 (@1(Bay (Ruy) frn) - 01 (Bay (Ru) fien) 2)
= M1 (Ba; (Rw)) f1) -+ 9k (Bay, (Rwy) f1))

uniformly in z1, ..., Zx. As each map

zj = MUR)@1(fL))U (Re)@2(f2) -+ - U(Re) @i (fie,n)$2)
= M1 (Bay (Ruw)) f1,0) - - o (Bay (Ru) fien) <)

lies in A(E) and A(B) is a closed subspace of C(S 1), the map (A.1) lies in A(E) as
claimed. =

LemmaA.2 Let F be a rotation-covariant Wightman CFT on S' with domain D, and
let I C S' be an interval. Let ) € D%, and suppose AM(X2) = 0 for all X € P(I).
Then A = 0.

Proof Fix ¢y, ..., ¢ € F, so that

Mer(f1) o (1)) =0 (A3)

whenever supp(f;) C I forj =1,...,k.Fix fi,..., fy supportedin I, and consider
the function F; : S' — C given by

Fr(2) = Me1(f) - oe—1 (fie DU (R @i (f) ).

We have F;, € A(D) by Lemma A.1. Moreover, by rotation covariance F; vanishes
on a small interval of S' about 1 (note that supp(f) is closed and the interval I is
open, so that / contains a neighborhood of supp( fi)). Thus by the Schwarz reflection
principle we have F; = 0 identically, and restricting to z € S' we have

0= Fi(z) = Mo1(f1) - - gk—1 (fr—D ek (Ba(R:) fi) Q)
forall z € S'. Hence (A.3) holds whenever fi, ..., fi_ are supported in 7, and f} is

supported in any interval of length |7|. Using a partition of unity, it follows that (A.3)
holds for arbitrary f.
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We now repeat the above argument. As before, we may show that the function

2= M1 (f1) - URD@e—1 (fr- D@k (fi)R)

vanishes identically on S', and from there deduce that (A.3) holds whenever
f1. .., fr—2 are supported in I, and f;_1, fi are arbitrary. Repeatedly applying this
argument, we see that (A.3) holds for all fi, ..., fi € C°°(S1), which means A = 0
by the vacuum axiom of a Wightman CFT. O

Corollary A.3 (Reeh-Schlieder theorem) Let F be a rotation-covariant Wightman CFT
on S with domain D. For I C S an interval we let P(I) C L(D) be the subalgebra
generated by ¢(f) with ¢ € F and supp(f) C 1. Then

i) Q2 is cyclic for P(I) with respect to the F-strong topology on D, i.e. P(I)2 is
JF-strongly dense in D.
ii) Q is separating for P(I), i.e.if X € P(I) and X2 = 0 then X = 0.

Proof For part (i), recall from Remark 2.6 that D is precisely the dual space of D
equipped with the F-strong topology. By Lemma A.2 the closed subspace P(I)2
is annihilated only by the zero functional, and so by the Hahn-Banach theorem (for
locally convex topological vector spaces) we must have P(1)Q2 = D.

For part (ii), observe that by the locality axiom of a Wightman theory the operator
X vanishes on P(I")Q2, where I’ is the interval complementary to /. By Lemma 2.8
the operator X : D — D is F-strongly continuous, and hence by part (i) we have
X =0. O

B Topological vector spaces

In this section we supplement the discussion of the topology on the domain D of a
Wightman field theory by giving additional definitions, details, and references regard-
ing topological vector spaces and locally convex spaces. We refer readers to the
textbooks [22, 31] for further reading. All vector spaces in this section are assumed to
be over the field of complex numbers.

A topological vector space is a vector space V equipped with a vector topology,
which is a topology such that the addition map V x V' — V and the scalar multiplica-
tion map C x V — V are continuous. Vector topologies are not necessarily Hausdorff
by definition, although we will primarily be interested in Hausdorff topological vector
spaces.

A seminorm on a vector space V isamap p : V — Rsq such that p(u +v) <
pw) + p() and p(aeu) = || p(u) for all u,v € V and « € C. Given a set of
seminorms on V, the corresponding seminorm topology is the coarsest topology on
V making all of the seminorms continuous. Seminorm topologies are always vector
topologies, but not every vector topology is a seminorm topology. A locally con-
vex space is a topological vector space whose topology is a seminorm topology
corresponding to some set of seminorms. Equivalently, a locally convex space is a
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topological vector space such that there exists a neighborhood basis of the origin con-
sisting of convex sets [22, Thm. 5.5.2]. Every Hausdorff topological vector space V
has a unique completion % [31, §5], and the completion of a locally convex space
is locally convex [22, Thm. 5.11.5]. We note that finite-dimensional Hausdorff topo-
logical vector spaces are complete [22, Thm. 4.10.3], as are products of complete
topological vector spaces. Every continuous linear map 7 : U — V of Hausdorff
topological vector spaces extends continuously to a map T:U—>V [31, Thm. 5.2].

Locally convex spaces play an important role in functional analysis because the
Hahn-Banach theorem holds for them. In particular, the continuous linear functionals
on a locally convex Hausdorff space separate points. Moreover, if X is a closed sub-
space of a locally convex Hausdorff space V and v ¢ X, then there exists a continuous
linear functional A : V — C such that A|x = 0 and A(v) = 1 [22, Thm. 7.7.7]. In
contrast, there exist topological vector spaces which do not admit nonzero continuous
linear functionals, such as L? spaces with0 < p < 1.

Most familiar examples of topological vector spaces, such as normed vector spaces,
are locally convex. Another source of locally convex spaces is via weak topologies
[22, §8.2]. Given a vector space V and a set of linear functionals &’ on V, the weak
topology (or initial topology) on V corresponding to X’ is the coarsest topology making
all of the functionals continuous. This is a locally convex vector topology, being the
seminorm topology corresponding to the seminorms |A| for A € X'. A sequence (or
net) v, € V converges to v if and only if A(v,) — A(v) for every A € X. A map
T : X — V is continuous with respect to the weak topology if and only if A o T is
continuous for every A € X.

Dually, we have the notion of the colimit (or final or strong) topology. Consider a
vector space V, and a family of linear maps Ty : Xy — V from topological vector
spaces X such that the images T(X;) span V. The colimit topology on V corre-
sponding to the maps 7 is the finest topology on V such that every T is continuous,
and it is a vector topology [22, §4.11]. If U is a topological vector space, then a linear
map T : V — U is continuous if and only if T o T is continuous for all s.

If each space X is locally convex then we may define a subtly different locally
convex colimit topology on V, which is the finest locally convex topology such that
each X is continuous [22, §12.2]. If U is a locally convex space then a linear map
T : V — U is continuous for the locally convex colimit topology if and only if 7 o T
is continuous for all s [22, Thm. 12.2.2].

We now discuss tensor products of locally convex spaces. If U,V , and X are vector
spaces then bilinear maps U x V' — X correspond to linear maps U ® V. — X, where
® is the algebraic tensor product. If U,V, and X are locally convex spaces, then there
is a unique locally convex topology on U ® V, called the w-topology (or projective
topology), such that jointly continuous bilinear maps U x V — X correspond to
continuous linear maps U ® V. — X [31, Prop. 43.4]. We write U ®, V for the
algebraic tensor product equipped with the 7 topology.

We now conclude by revisiting the F-strong topology. Suppose that F is a set
of operator-valued distributions on S! with domain a vector space D. For every
@1,....¢0r € F and ® € D we have a multilinear map C®(S")* — D given by
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1.y f) = ©1(f1) - - - ok (fr)®. These correspond to linear maps
Ser g CO(S) ®x -+ @7 CX(SY) — D.

We include the case k = 0, in which case S¢ : C — D assigns 1 — &. The F-strong
topology on D is then defined to be the locally convex colimit of the maps Sy, ... ;.-
Unpacking the definitions, if X is a locally convex space thenamap 7 : D — X is
JF-strong continuous if and only if 7T (¢1(f1) - - - @r (fr)P) is jointly continuous in the
fiforall g1,...,¢r € Fand ® € D.
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