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◮ finite # of highest weight states ◮ continuum of highest weight states
◮ lot of general technology available ◮ only some specific models feasible
◮ axiomatized structure ◮ lack of general structural results
◮ prototype examples: ◮ prototype examples:

ŝu(2)k WZNW model H+
3 model ((ŝl(2, C)k WZNW))

↓ ↑

minimal models Liouville Theory
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� Away from criticality: Liouville sector
� Need to treat non–compact curved spacetime backgrounds
� In particular: Anti–de–Sitter (AdS) spaces
� benefit of AdS3: SL(2, R) group manifold −→ WZNW model

� even nicer: euclidean rotation to SL(2, C)/SU(2) = H+
3
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◮ need a prescription how to reach the upper patch z > u

◮ good news: this can be done
◮ other good news: there are even two possibilities!

• analytic continuation [Giveon,Kutasov,Schwimmer’01],[Adorf,Flohr’08]

• continuity at u = z [Adorf,Flohr’07]
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