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Monte-Carlo Q —2
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Bootstrap: simple spectrum (subset Of POllS) === analytic continuation of MM Kac table to generic ¢
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technique in Liouville bootstrap
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construct FW: degeneracy

solve A .uaW), AwbarW), Acars(W), Aappa(WV)
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Comparison with lattice

e order of magnitude
e behavior as a function of Q
e analytic structure
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in Liouville degenerate amplitude recursions
(and its non-diagonal generalization) (I)l 5, (1)2 . analytic bootstrap solution

Potts: only cI>2,1 degenerate (energy operator)
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Virasoro structure

based on the log OPE: conformal invariance + self-duality

statesupto (h,h) = (2,2) :
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different fields and log structures at generic c =y  dentical structure for percolation and polymers at c=0
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Summary

e conformal bootstrap approach + lattice algebra
numerically determined four-point cluster connectivities
e further study the “renormalized” Liouville recursion
analytic bootstrap solutions?
e identity Virasoro module identical for percolation and polymers

much more to understand about ¢c=0 LCFT!
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