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Abstract

In this work, we study the quantization of Carrollian conformal scalar theories, includ-
ing two-dimensional(2D) magnetic scalar and three-dimensional(3D) electric and magnetic
scalars. We discuss two different quantization schemes, depending on the choice of the
vacuum. We show that the standard canonical quantization corresponding to the induced
vacuum yields a unitary Hilbert space and the 2-point correlation functions in this scheme
match exactly with the ones computed from the path integral. In the canonical quanti-
zation, the BMS symmetry can be realized without anomaly. On the other hand, for
the quantization based on the highest-weight vacuum, it does not have a unitary Hilbert
space. In 2D, the correlators in the highest-weight vacuum agree with the ones obtained
by taking the ¢ — 0 limit of the 2D CFT, and there is an anomalous term in the commu-
tation relations between the Virasoso generators, whose form is similar to the one in 2D
CFT. In 3D, there is no good definition of the highest-weight vacuum without breaking the
rotational symmetry. In our study, we find that the usual state-operator correspondence

in CFT does not hold in the Carrollian case.
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1 Introduction

Carrollian symmetry, the ultra-relativistic (¢ — 0) contraction of the Poincar’e symme-
try, was independently discovered by L’evy-Leblond [1] and Sen Gupta [2] in the 1960s. It
consists of the translations along spatial the temporal directions, the rotations among spatial

directions, and the Carrollian boosts defined as

=% t=t—b-7 (1.1)
Subsequently, it was recognized as a viable kinematic group [3]. Since then, people have
explored Carrollian symmetry and Carrollian particle dynamics in numerous works. In the ¢ —
0 limit, the light-cone collapses, resulting in trivial dynamics for a Carrollian particle which
runs without moving [1,4]. However, non-trivial dynamics may arise in complex scenarios,
such as zero energy Carrollian particles [5], multiple interacting Carrollian particles [6,7], one-
loop effects in Carrollian scalar [8], Carrollian particles in electromagnetic field [9], Carrollian
swifton models and Carrollian nonlinear electrodynamics [10,11], and Carrollian field theories

coupled to Carrollian gravity background with an extra Ehresmann connection [12,13]. Recent



progress on classical Carrollian dynamics has been covered in [14, 15] and the references
therein. In recent years, Carrollian symmetry have found various applications in the study
of gravitational waves [16,17], fractons [18-24], gravity and cosmology [25-35], fluid [36—40],
tensionless strings [41-43], and especially in flat holography.

From a bottom-up perspective, the holographic dual of a spacetime is largely constrained
by its asymptotic symmetry group (ASG). For an asymptotically flat spacetime in Einstein’s
gravity, its ASG was studied in the 1960s by Bondi et.al. [44-46]. This so-called Bondi-
Metzner-Sachs (BMS) symmetry, including the supertranslation and superrotations, is an
extension of Poincar’e symmetry [47]. Quite remarkably, it turns out that the global aspect of
BMS441 symmetry corresponds to the d-dimensional Carrollian conformal symmetry [48,49].
As a result, the Carrollian conformal symmetry plays a key role in flat holography [50-63]
and celestial holography [64—66].

Carrollian field theories has been an active area of study in the past few years [30, 34,
67-91]. Among these works, the constructions of Carrollian theories were discussed in [30]
by using the Hamiltonian formalism, in [34,84] by using Galilean theories as seed theories,
and in [90] by a novel method from null reduction to preserve the off-shell invariance. In
[77,79,80], the authors discussed the quantization of some 2-dimensional Carrollian theories.
Additionally, there are studies on reducing massless quantum field theories in Minkowski
spacetime to null infinity and doing quantization of the resulting boundary theories [56,92-94].
These efforts motivate further discussions on canonical quantization of Carrollian theories.

In this paper, we will focus on the Carrollian conformal scalar theories in d = 2 and d = 3.
In d = 2, the Carrollian conformal symmetry extends to BMS3 symmetry, which contains
infinite number of generators {l,,, m,} with l,, being Virasoro generators, leading to the super-
rotations, and m,, being a set of commuting generators, leading to the super-translations. In
d = 3, the Carrollian conformal symmetry extends to BMS, generated by two sets of Virasoro
generators {l,,l;} corresponding to super-translations, and one set of commuting generators
my,n corresponding to super-translations. Since the infinite dimensional BMS3 and BMS,
symmetries share similar structure with the symmetry of CFTs, we can discuss them by using
a similar method. In contrast, for d > 4, the symmetry extends to BMS;,1 symmetry, where
the super-rotation part contains only finite number of generators. Thereby the Carrollian
conformal theories in d > 4 should be treated in different ways.

The main motivation for this work is to discuss the realizations of different vacua in
quantum theories. The vacua were initially discussed in [95], and were further explored in
[41,96,97] for there own motivation. In [41], the authors proposed three different quantization
schemes with different vacuum conditions. Here, we use massless Carrollian scalar theories
to realize the induced vacuum and the highest-weight vacuum. It turns out that in d = 2

Carrollian magnetic scalar theory, the canonical vacuum corresponds to the induced vacuum.



We manage to find a realization of the highest-weight vacuum, which breaks the unitarity of
the Hilbert space. For d = 3 Carrollian scalar theories, the canonical vacuum also corresponds
to the induced vacuum, while there is no simple way to realize the highest-weight vacuum
without breaking the rotational symmetry.

Another motivation for this work is to discuss the forms of the correlation functions.
In [73], the authors found two different forms of correlation functions of the Carrollian con-
formal field theories by solving the Ward identities, namely the power-law form and the Dirac
delta-function form. In fact, both of the forms are reasonable. On one hand, the Carrollian
conformal theories can be viewed as the ¢ — 0 limit of CFTs, which suggests that the corre-
lation functions should exhibit power-law behaviors of the space-time coordinates by taking
the ¢ — 0 limit in CFT correlators. On the other hand, it has been shown in [90] that directly
applying the path-integral formalism yields the correlation functions with Dirac delta-function
in spatial directions multiplied by a power-law function in the time direction, i.e. something
like t™0"6(4=1)(z). In this paper, we make it clear that two forms of the correlation functions
stem from different quantization schemes. More precisely, the correlation functions in purely
power-law forms correspond to the highest-weight vacuum, while the correlation functions in
delta-function forms correspond to the induced vacuum.

In an earlier paper [77], the authors have valuable discussions on the highest-weight
quantization of the 2D Carrollian free electric scalar theory on the cylinder R x .S with non-
trivial central charges. They have calculated the correlation functions, which are of power-law
forms in space-time coordinates after mapping to the plane. They have further showed that
this theory is not unitary in this quantization. However, the authors did not discuss the
anomaly-free canonical vacuum. In fact, the discussions on the electric and magnetic scalar
theories in 2D are quite similar, and thus we do not pay much attention to the 2D electric
scalar theory in this work. Instead, we focus on the quantizations in 2D magnetic scalar
and 3D electric and magnetic scalar theories. The interested readers can easily apply our
discussions to get the canonical quantization of 2D electric theory.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we examine the Carrollian
magnetic scalar theory in d = 2. We begin by providing a brief review of the BMS3 symmetry,
and further explore the classical symmetry of the theory. Through canonical quantization,
we find that the theory behaves as infinite sets of quantum mechanics. We compute the
correlation functions and find they are exactly the same as the ones computed via path
integral. Next we consider alternative quantization conditions on the vacuum. It turns out
that the highest-weight vacuum condition yields power-law correlation functions, although
it breaks the unitarity of the Hilbert space. In section 3 and 4, we extend the discussions
to d = 3 magnetic and electric Carrollian scalar theories. The discussion of d = 3 theories

parallels to that of d = 2 theory, except that the BMS, symmetry on R x R? requires some



modifications. Finally, we draw the conclusions in section 5.

2 Magnetic scalar in d = 2

In this section, we discuss the quantization of massless Carrollian magnetic scalar on
a cylinder R x S. It is natural to carry out the canonical quantization, which leads to the
induced vacuum, a BMS3 invariant unitary theory, and the 2-point correlators matching
with the results from path integral. It is also possible to discuss the highest-weight vacuum,
similar to the one in 2D CFT, after giving up the unitarity. This quantization scheme leads
to correlation functions in power-law forms, which matches the structure from taking ¢ — 0
limit from CFT.

2.1 BMS; symmetry

Consider a theory living on a flat cylinder with coordinates (7, o), where 7 is the temporal
direction, and o € [0,27) is the spatial direction. The Carrollian manifold consists of the

cylinder as the manifold, a degenerated metric g, and a time-like vector é ,

0 0
= = =T, 0. )
g (0 1) ) ¢ (170)5 12 ) (2 1)

The BMS3 transformations are the symmetries keeping the metric g and time-like vector f
invariant up to an overall conformal factor, and thus the generating vectors ({7,£%) obey the

Carrollian conformal Killing equations,
0,67 = 0,87, 9,¢° =0, (2.2)
The solution is given by
§" =0, f(0)r+g(o), & = [f(o), (2.3)

where f(o) and g(o) are arbitrary functions of o. Thus the infinitesimal and finite coordinate

transformations are respectively

or =& =9, f(o)T + g(0o) T

0o F (o)1 + G(0)
S0 =& = f(o) N '

F(o)

(2.4)

It should be stressed that the transformation on the S! part & = F(o) is an automorphism

which keeps S! invariant. In fact, the corresponding algebra is the Virasoro algebra. Thus we



can draw the conclusion that the BMS3 transformation maps a equal-7 slice S* to another S!
which may not be of equal 7, and there is no BMS3 transformation that can map a equal-7
slice to a point.

The BMS3 symmetry is generated by two sets of infinite number of infinitesimal trans-

formations. The corresponding generators are
l, = —nre™ 0, + i 9,, m,=1ie"°d;, m,ncZ, (2.5)
and the Lie brackets are:
Ly ln) = (M= n)lpsn, Iy mn] = (m—n)mpin,  [Mm, my] = 0. (2.6)

The corresponding finite transformations are:

lp—g: T=T, 0 =041\,

lngo: F=-——) &=—In(e™ +n)), (2.7)
1+ niee n

mn: 7=1+iXe", &=o0,

where A is the transformation parameter.

2.2 Classical symmetries of the d = 2 magnetic Carrollian scalar theory

In this section, we discuss the BMS3 symmetry and the anisotropic scaling symmetry of

the 2D magnetic scalar theory, whose action is

1
S = —2/d20 210, ¢ + Dy dOnd (2.8)

with the fundamental bosonic fields being 7w and ¢. The equations of motion of the funda-

mental fields can be read from the action (2.8),

m: Or¢p =0,

(2.9)
¢: O+ 02p=0.

The theory lives on the cylinder, thus we may expand the fields in terms of orthogonal and

complete basis of S!, i.e. the functions e, n € Z,

QZ)(Ta U) = Z ¢n€—ino
" , , (2.10)
(1,0) = Z e M + tn2g,e "0



Different from the relativistic case, it is meaningless to further define the rising and lowering

operators ¢, = a, + a' | because an + ain always show up as a whole.

—n>

It can be checked the theory (2.8) is invariant under the BMS3 transformations (2.4).

Under BMSj3 transformation, the fields transform as

T02F + 0,G

7(7,5) = (0, F) <w<r, o)+ 0 i) - 5 (2

2
(Pt )aw,o—)),

(2.11)

where F' and G are the same functions in (2.4). The infinitesimal transformations are

(2.12)
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where £ is the vector generating the corresponding BMS3 transformation. The BMSs3 trans-

formations are generated by the stress tensor, which is given by

_1
ng _ ( 2aa¢aa¢ 1 7780(25 ) ' (2'13)
0 §ao'¢ao¢

The BMS3 charges can be read by Q¢ = —i [ do fﬁTﬂT with £ being defined in (2.5):

L, = —i/da (—n7TT +iT7)e™ = Z —2mi(n — a)TaPn—a,
@ (2.14)
M, = —i/da Tg 1€ = Zﬂ'a(n - a)gbagbnfa-
a

These charges are exactly the modes in the expansion of stress tensor components

1 .
I = =17 =) oM™,
1 " ‘ (2.15)
7 = Z —(Ly, —inTMy)e .

7 — 21
2.3 Canonical quantization

To quantize a theory means to define a Hilbert space on a equal-time slice of the space-
time. The fundamental fields are the operators acting on the Hilbert space and satisfying the
canonical commutation relations. In this section, we carry out the canonical quantization of
the magnetic scalar theory. It turns out that the modes of the fundamental fields share similar

structure with position operator x and momentum operator p, which generate the Heisenberg



algebras, such that the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian and hence the vacuum state are in the
rigged Hilbert space. We will firstly introduce the rigged Hilbert space and then turn to
the canonical quantization of the magnetic scalar theory. The canonical quantization in fact

realizes the induced vacuum in the literatures.

2.3.1 Rigged Hilbert space

In quantum mechanics, we may use a set of eigenstates |x) of position operator x as a
basis of the Hilbert space H. Similarly, the eigenstates |p) of momentum p also make up a
basis of H. Strictly speaking, however, neither |x) nor |p) is in H since both of them are Dirac

delta-function normalized:
(z|2) = 6(x — '), (plp") =o(p—p"). (2.16)

The mathematical structure describing such states like |z) or |p) is referred to as the rigged
Hilbert space, which is also called Gelfand triplet. [98,99]
A generic rigged Hilbert space is defined by a triplet (®, H, ®*) with

®CHCP. (2.17)
In the triplet, H is the Hilbert space in which the states have finite norm

o) Il = V(¢lg) <00, Vi) €, (2.18)

® is the physical space in which all the physical observables O have finite expectation values
(9|O]p) <00,  V|p) €D, (2.19)

and ®* is the dual space of ®. A state |¢) € ® have well-defined inner product with any state
%) € &%
(16), [67)) = (¢7|¢) < o0, (2.20)

where (|9), [¢*)) = (|¢*),|p))* denotes the inner product. Since |¢p) € & C &>, the norm
of |¢) is finite || @) || = /{(#|¢) < oo, which coincide with the fact that ® C H. Although

a generic state [¢*) € ®* could have divergent inner product with itself, we still formally

define the inner product (¢*|¢*), and denote its norm by || |¢p*) || = / (¢™|0™).

For example, in the 1D quantum mechanics, the rigged Hilbert space in the position-space

representation is realized as

S(R) c H = L*(R) c S*(R), (2.21)



where the Hilbert space H = L?(R) is composed of the square integrable functions, the
physical space is the Schwartz space S(R), namely the space of rapidly decreasing functions,
and its dual space S*(R) is the space of tempered distributions. As mentioned above, the
states |z) have divergent inner product with itself (x|x) — oo, and thus they are not in the
Hilbert space but in the dual space |z) € ®*. By the Gelfand-Maurin theorem, the set {|x)}
serve as a basis of ®. This means for any physical state |¢) € ®, there is a unique expansion

in terms of |x)

9= [dole)@le), Vi) €@, (222)
and the resolution of the identity is given by
I= /da: |z) (x| . (2.23)

The above discussion also applies to the states |p).
It should be stressed that the states |z) are the “generalized” eigenstates. Usually a state

le) € @ is called an eigenstate of operator O if
Ole) =ele), (2.24)
with e being the eigenvalue. Consequently in any inner product there is

(07[Ole) = (Ole), [67)) = e(le), [67)) = e(d7|e),  VIo™) € &~ (2.25)

However, since |z) € ®* are in the dual space, the inner product is well defined with respect
to the states in ®. Thus it is reasonable to make relation x |x) = x |z) valid only in the inner

product with the states in ®:

(@] x" ) = (I8) , x|2)) = 2(|9) . [2)) = z (zl¢),  V[) € @. (2.26)

A state |x) satisfying (2.26) is called the generalized eigenstates of x. Notice that x |x) = x |z)

does not always holds, and especially, x does not generically annihilate |z = 0)
x|z =0) # 0. (2.27)

2.3.2 Canonical quantization and the Hilbert space

In flat relativistic spacetime, the Lorentzian signature differs from the Euclidean signature

by the sign of the first component of the metric

g* = diag{—1,1},  ¢® = diag{1,1}. (2.28)



In the quantization, this difference causes a sign difference in the Hermitian conjugation
(@) (r,0) ~ ®%(1,0), (®E) (1,0) ~ D5 (=7, 0), (2.29)
as well as a sign difference in the canonical commutation relation:
[l TT4n] = i6(0), [®F Mge] = —id(0), (2.30)

where TIgpa is the canonical momentum of field ®* in signature A. However, as in (2.1),
the metric of the Carrollian manifold is degenerate, hence the difference between Lorentzian
signature and Euclidean one in Carrollian manifold cannot be reflected through the metric.
Given a Carrollian manifold, there is no prior choice of the signs in the canonical commutation
relations in the quantization. In this paper, we work in the Lorentzian signature such that
the Hermitian conjugation of a fundamental field ® is ®'(7,0) ~ ®(7, o), while the canonical
quantization condition is [®,Ils] = id(0).

By definition, the conjugation conditions of the real fields ¢ and 7 and their modes are

The canonical momentum of field ¢ is IIy = —7. Thus the commutation relation is simply!
. —1
[o(T,01), —7(T,09)] = i0(01 — 02), [, Tn] = %(Sern. (2.32)

Actually the micro-causality requires the commutation relation

[¢(T1,01), B(72,02)] =0,
[p(71,01), m(72,02)] = —id (01 — 02), (2.33)

[W(TDO—I)’ 7r(7—2a 02)] = i(Tl — 7'2)62(5((71 — Uz).

The commutators vanish once o1 # o9, which means the information stays at fixed spatial
point.

To define the Hilbert space properly, we should consider the algebra of the modes. The
¢n, and 1, modes can be divided into one set of doublet {¢g, 7o} and infinite sets of quadruplet
{&n, ®—n,Tn, T—n}, such that every set is the minimal one that have non-vanishing commutator
and is closed under Hermitian conjugation. To make things simpler, we further divide each

quadruplet set into two sets of doublet by reorganizing the modes through a Bogoliubov

"More rigorously, it should be the Dirac comb III(c) = 3" (o + 27n) rather than Dirac delta-function
0(o) since the o direction is periodic.
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transformation:

(Z)n (¢n + o ) 7r7cl = 7(7Tn + W—n)7

fz n>1. (2.34)

V2

The upper script ¢ and s are for cosine and sine functions, since these modes appear in the

ﬁbi = (Qi)n - stn)a WfL = 7(7Tn - an)y

expansion of the fields as

o(1,0) = ¢po + Z V2 ¢ cosna + V2 ¢f sinno,
nl (2.35)
n(r,0) =m + Z V2(7€ 4+ mn%¢¢) cosno + V2(mS + n?¢3) sinno,

n=1

and moreover, all the modes are Hermitian now

(g0)T =0, (e5) =05, (65)" =5,

(2.36)
(mo)' =m0, (i)t =i, () =
Thus the modes in the theory are divided into the sets,
{¢077TO}7 {(bfwﬂ—fz}v {¢’fl7ﬂ-’fl}7 (2'37)

each of which makes up a Heisenberg algebra since the commutation relations between the

modes in (2.37) are

—1 —1 —1
(B0.m0] = 2= (660 78] = Fodmns [0 m3) = o (239)

This result implies that the theory is made up of infinite sets of quantum mechanics (2.37).

The Hamiltonian H = —Mj in terms of these modes
o oo
H= Z T pap_q = Z ma?|¢q|? Zﬂ'a (65)* + (5)?) (2.39)
a=—00 a=—00

is bounded below. The energy eigenstate is also the eigenstates of qﬁf/ * modes, thus are similar
to the position eigenstate in quantum mechanics?. Noticing that there is no preference state
under ¢g and my modes, since these modes are absent in the Hamiltonian. In this work, we
choose the basis states to be the eigenstates of ¢y such that the correlation functions from

canonical quantization agree with the ones from path integral quantization. In summary, the

20One may consider the Fock space structure with creating and annihilating operator all® ~ (bc/g

ins! s, as/® ~ ngC/ S _im/s, However, these states are not eigenstates of the Hamiltonian.

11



eigenstates are the tensor product of

la) = |ag) @ |af) ® |af) @ [a3) @ [a3) @ - -+, (2.40)
with
dola) = apla), oY% a) =ad*|a),
1 .
Pn |ar) = 7(@2 +iay) o) = an |, (2.41)

¢—nla) = —=(aj, —iag) |) = a_n ).

G- %
[\)

The canonical vacuum is chosen to be
|vac) = | = 0). (2.42)

This vacuum is the lowest energy state (vac| H |vac) = 0 and has vanishing vacuum expectation
values(VEVs) for all the BMS3 generators, which will be discussed shortly. This canonical
vacuum corresponds to the induced vacuum in [41]. One disadvantage of the above choice is
that the eigenstate (2.40) and the vacuum are non-normalizable. Indeed, it follows the general

discussions in quantum mechanics that
(a] = )T = (a0 ® (af| @ (@} ® (a§| @ (03| @ -+, (2.43)

and thus the inner products is defined as

[e.e]

(&) = (ap|ao) H aclal) H aslas) = 6(ap — ao) [ 6(af — af) Ha S—ad). (2.44)
n=1 n=1

The inner product (&|a) is divergent as & — «, and the non-normalizable nature of the states
leads to divergence in w7 propagator.
Nevertheless, we can consider the expectation value (O), of operator O in the state |a)

which is defined as 3 ~
o), _ 0l0la) | (3]0]a) + (0] 013)

@ (o)) a—a 2 (a|a)

, (2.45)

where the subscript « is for the state |«). This definition is compatible with Hermiticity of
the operator O:
4 Ot ta Ha)* + (& O la)*
O, — i B0 + (@ O118) _ (0l O&) + @O a)

a—a 2 (a|a) a—a 2 (a|a) @

where we used (&|a)" = (&|a). Thus a Hermitian operator has real expactation values.

Similar to the discussions in quantum mechanics, we can also define the eigenstates

12



|k) = |ko) ®|K]) ®|K]) @ |KS) ®|KS) ®- -+ of mp and mcl/s modes, and find the overlapping with

)

oo
(a|k) = (k|a)" = exp{—2mirpap} H exp{—2mi(k; a5, + K505}

n=1

= H exp{—2mikpa_pn} = exp{ —2mi Z ﬁnan}.
n

neL

(2.47)

Thus we can insert the identity operator I = [([]dk) |k)x| or T = [(]]da) |a)a| into the
correlators to simplify the calculations.

It should be stressed that the only meaningful quantity is the VEVs of the operators.
As discussed in 2.3.1, the state ¢g |vac) is not always null. For example, it will be proved in
(2.57) that the inner product of 7 |vac) and ¢q |vac) is non-vanishing,

(vac| mopo |vac) = ;—; # 0. (2.48)

Thus, it is only reasonable to say (¢g) = 0, while ¢¢ |vac) is not strictly null.
Now that the quantization is defined, let us discuss the symmetry generators. By def-
inition, the VEVs of most of the generators of the BMS3 symmetries and the anisotropic

symmetries are vanishing

<Ln;£0> = <Mn> =0. (2.49)

The operator Ly has ambiguity in the ordering of the modes (2.14). We choose the Weyl

ordering such that the generator is Hermitian,

Lo =) mia(ta$—a+ ¢—ama), (2.50)

with (Lo)' = Lg. In this ordering, its VEV is vanishing, (Lo) = 0. Considering the VEVs of
commutators Ly, L,,], we see that the anomaly term ar(m) in [Ly,, L,] = (m — n)Lyin +

ar,(m)dm4n vanishes,
0= ([Ln, L-n]) = 2n (Lo) + ar(n) = ar(n). (2.51)

There is no ordering ambiguity in My, and the anomaly aps(m) in [Ly,, M,] = (m—n)Mp,4n+
ap;(m)dm+n vanishes as well. Thus the theory is anomaly free. In this ordering, the tress
tensor is Hermitian (T})" = T/ by (2.15). In the vacuum, the expectation value of the stress

tensor vanishes
(TH(r,0)) = 0. (2.52)

Physically this means that the vacuum contains no energy, momentum and stress.

13



In conclusion, with respect to the vacuum, the generators of the symmetry algebra obey

the following commutation relations
[Lma Ln] = (m - n)Lm+n7 [Lma Mn] = (m - n)Merm [Mma Mn] =0. (2'53)

These relations can be recovered by the realization of the generators in term of the modes.
Besides, the action of a generator G on the field ® gives the corresponding infinitesimal
transformation 6® = ££,0,P + [G, ®]. It can be checked that the actions indeed match with
(2.12):

gzn = nTeino’ ggn — _ieina,
[Ln, ¢] = ie" ) = _fgnaugb’ (2.54)
[Ly, 7] = —n1e™ 0,1 + i€ Oy — ne'™ m + in*1e 0y
= _fgnaﬂ/ﬂ- - 87'52717[' + 8o—§znao-(z)7
&y, = —ie™7, &5, =0,
[Mn, 6] = 0= €}y, 049, (2.55)

(M, 7] = ie"” T+ ne'’ ) = _‘fﬁ\L/[naﬁﬁr - 6T§X/In7r + 806}-\4n80¢7

By using the mode expansions, we can calculate the 2-point correlation functions. It is

easy to see that VEVs of two ¢, modes are always vanishing

<¢m¢n> =0. (2.56)

For the correlator between one ¢,, and one m,, we should insert the identity to do the calcu-
lation. For example, we have

(pomo) = lim lim <1|> ({&] pommo o) + (] goo |))

a—0a—a 2 {0|o

= lim lim 1> (/dmo doro (dolko) (Kolag) +/d/~€o ko (ko) (fio|5<0>>

ap—0 ag—a 2 <6[0 |040

= lim lim % <_Z/dﬁ;0 e2miR0ag + _Z/Clﬁco 62771';@0@6)
ad =00y —0 2 (Golap) \ 4 4

=i
CArx’

(2.57)

For more general modes, we have

—1 7
<¢m7rn> = E(Serm <7Tm¢n> = E(Serna (2'58)
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which is consistent with the commutation relation (¢mmn) — (Tpdm) = ([m, Tn]) = 2 6mtn.
The VEVs of two 7, modes is divergent. Considering (mom) for example, we choose box

normalization to regularize the divergence and find

{momo) = lim lim 3G ((&| momo |r) + (| moo |&))

dro k2 exp{2mirgay ¥ + k2 exp{ —2mikgay,
— lim limf 0 Ko P{ 00} '0 E){ 00}
af =0 ay —0 2fd/€0 exp{27rmoao }

K . o (2.59)
box normalization lim  lim f_ K dro KoKo exp{27rm0a0 } + Kokg exp{—27rmgoz0 }
ay —0 K—00 2 f_KK dro exp{2mirooyg }

taking oy —0 fist . 1 1

K—o00 3 €

Here we see the divergence of (momg) is € 2. This divergence is intrinsic. To be more explicit,

the uncertainty principle for a unitary theory requires

(#5) (m5) > | (¢omo) I = (¢om0) (mocho) = i((<¢oﬂo> + (modo))? — ({domo) — (mocho))?)

= (Re{(¢om0)})* + 161772 = %

(2.60)

Thus as we taking (¢o¢po) — 0, (momg) — oo is divergent. This holds true for the modes with

nonzero n as well

1
(T ) ~ 6—25m+n. (2.61)

However the coefficients in divergence depend on the normalization scheme, which lead to
an arbitrary function in the correlator (wm).With the above results, we can read the 2-point

correlators of the fields:

(@(11,01)p(12,02)) = 0,

(6(r1, o1)m(72,02) = — 50(012),
(2.62)

(m(71,01)P(72,09)) =

(m(1,01)7(72, 02)) =

where f is an arbitrary function. Here we have used 7o = 7 — 7 and 019 = 01 — 09 for

simplicity. By the identity that (m(y,01)7(72,02))" = (w(72,02)m(11,01)), we see that f
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satisfies f*(o) = f(—0o). Thus the time-ordered propagators are

(To(r1,01)9(72,02)) = 0,
(To(r,on)m(n2, 02) = — Ssign(r2)d(12),  (Tr(r,01)6(r2,02)) = & sign(ri2)d{orsz),

(Tm(r1,01)m(72,02)) = %(9(7'12”(012) +0(—112) f(—012)) + %\712|325(012),

€

(2.63)

where 6 is the Heaviside step function.

2.3.3 Path integral quantization

The other way to quantize the theory is by using the path integral. Now we need to first

symmetrize the action (2.8) by adding some total derivative terms,

S = _% / d*0 210, + 05005¢ + Or(—7¢) + 05 (— s ®)

2o Yoo L 1,52
= /d 0 590rm = SO + S d0,¢ (2.64)

192 19 & .
= [ & 270 277 = [ d?c ®'D®
[aoon (s ) (0) = [ oo
192 1
D= ( 216" 287) , &= <¢> . (2.65)
—5(97 0 s

Thus the generating functional reads

where

Z[J) = /Dqsm exp{i5+i/d20 J¢¢)+J7rﬂ'}
. 1 1
= /D¢D7r exp{i/d% DD + 5.]*@ + 2¢TJ} (2.66)

1 .
= Nexp{i/d201d202 — ZJT(O'l)D_l(O'l — 0'2).](0'2)},

where N is numerical coefficient given by the Gaussian integral, and G(o1—02) = D~ (01 —09)

is the Green’s function of the operator D. Using the Fourier transformation, we get

R _iw\ i 0 _2

2 2 e*'iwffikcr — Z W w efio.m‘fiko
iw 0 (2m)2 \ 22 2k

2

kEZ w w?

dw
6(0)=% [ oy

kEZ

(2.67)
:< 0 —sign(r)8(c) )
sign(r)d(o)  A(o) + |71056(0)
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The function A(o) needs some clarifications. It stems from the integral contour for the
Feynman propagator, i.e. time-ordered propagator. To see this term, we should add a mass
term of 7 field, —%m,%mr, to the Lagrangian®. This mass term modifies the derivative operator.

In the momentum space, the modified derivative operator and Green’s function reads

k2 w
_ dw 5 "9\ —iwr—ike
zw m2 (& )

_ T

kEZ 2

, (2.68)
2m 2w
Z dw w2— m2 k2 w2—m2k2 e—in—ikU
2iw 2k2 ’
keZ w2 —m2 k2 w2—m2 k2
Doing the integral along the contour as shown in Figure 1, we have
- ik
Z/dw _m2k2 iwt—iko
keZ
— Z / dw 2k e—sz iko
= (w— (mzk —i€))(w + (mzk + i€)) (2.69)
_ Z —ik —zmﬂk\ﬂ —iko
kEZ

ma=e2—0 1
= m—(%(a +malr]) ZE=EE S f(0) = A(0).

™

In the last step, taking m, — 0 gives a power-law divergence times a function of o. In fact,
one can choose different ways to regularise this divergent integral. For example, —%m,ﬂr@ﬁﬂ
results in Grr(0) ~ m%T(S (o). Nevertheless, the Feynman propagator of 7w(o1)m(02) leads to a
power-law-divergent function of o1 — 9. Using the Hadamard regularization to subtract the

divergence, we get the regular term

Greg Z/ alv —sz—ika — Z 2k2|7_|6—ika — |T‘a25(0_)’ (270)
kez PV keZ
which corresponds to the principal value. The contour of the principal-valued integral is
shown in Figure 2. Thus the the full integral is given by

Grn(0) = A(0) + |7]0%6(0). (2.71)

For other components of G, we find that there is no pole in m, appearing in the correlator,

and after taking the m, — 0 limit we read (2.67).

3 Although this mass term %miﬂ'ﬂ breaks the Carrollian symmetry, it is very helpful in calculation. The
mass m, will be eventually taken to be 0 to recover the symmetry. The mass term of ¢ change k? term to
k2 + mi, which gives no help in calculation.
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@ @ @
—mgk + ie
x Mgk I
x ~ m’;k
mgk — i€
(@) — (b) Mg 20 ©)

Figure 1: In the complex w plane, the contour of the integral in equation (2.69) is the blue curve in
(a). This integral is equivalent to the integral of Feynman propagator along the contour shown in
(b). In taking the m, — 0 limit, the two poles merge into one, and the contour shown in (c) is taken
as running through the pole.

o

Figure 2: The contour of the principal-valued integral in the complex w plane.

Now we can finally calculate the correlators. We have

1 5 g
(®i(01)®j(02)) = Z[J)i63;(01) i0J j(02)

za) . (2.72)
J=0

Straightforward calculations shows that they match exactly with the time-ordered correlation

functions in the canonical quantization (2.63):

(@i(01)®j(02)) = %(Gij(fflz) + Gji(o21))
_ < 0 —%Sign(712)5(012) ) (2'73)
ssign(112)d(012)  A(o12) + 5|712/026(012)
2.3.4 Hilbert space

As defined in section 2.3.2, the Hilbert space is made of infinite copies of L?(R) with basis
|a). Similar to what we learnt in quantum mechanics, |a) is not in the Hilbert space, since
all of them are not normalizable. But all the states in the Hilbert space can be decomposed

into the basis states |a), thus it is enough to consider the basis states. The basis states are
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related to the vacuum by

la) = Nexp{—Qm'Zanﬂ_n} 0) = V(a)|0), (2.74)

where N is the normalization factor. When all the components of « are equal o, = «aq, the
operator V(ag) is a vertex operator which can be realized by inserting the operator at the

origin (1 = 0,0 = 0).

V(ap) = N exp{—2miag (1 = 0,0 =0)} = Nexp{—Qm' Zaoﬂ'n}. (2.75)

For generic constant «, the operator V(«) is generated by line operators at 7 = 0:

Via) = Nexp{—i / do anm(T =0, a)e“w} = Nexp{—Zm' > anw_n}. (2.76)

The vertex operator V(ay) is a special case of V(a)) which degenerate to the origin. Thus the
basis states of the Hilbert space correspond to line operators V' («) rather than local vertex
operators.

Furthermore, it seems that the discussions of the state-operator correspondence in CFT
can not be directly extended to the Carrollian case. In the conformal case, there is cylinder-
to-plane map, which maps the past-infinity time slice on the cylinder to the origin on the
plane. This means that a state in the Hilbert space of the cylinder is equivalent to a local
operator inserting at the origin on the plane. On the other hand, as discussed in section
2.1 for the Carrollian case, there is no transformation that maps the past-infinity equal-time
slice 7 = —oo to a point. Thus the state-operator correspondence can not be expected in

Carrollian conformal field theory. This discussion is also valid for higher dimensional cases.

2.4 Non-unitary canonical quantization

In the process of quantization, it is possible to select different vacua by relaxing some
requirements. In this section, we consider the highest-weight vacuum, and the price to pay
is the loss of the unitarity. As introduced in [41], there are multiple vacuum conditions. The
Hilbert space defined in section 2.3.2 realize the induced vacuum in the literature, while the
vacuum condition in this section realize the flipped vacuum.

To be precise, the condition on the highest-weight vacuum is

Ly>1 |vac), = My>1 |vac), =0, (2.77)
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while L,<_1 |vac), # 0 and M,<_1 |vac), # 0 give descendent states of the vacuum. The

subscript h stands for the highest weight.

2.4.1 Non-unitarity of the highest-weight states

Consider a highest-weight state |h) satisfying
Lp>11h) = Mp>1|h) = 0. (2.78)

In this subsection we prove that the nontrivial highest-weight states are non-unitary. Here
“nontrivial” means that L,<_1 |h) # 0 and M,<_1 |h) # 0, which generate descendent states.

In the theory at hand, only ¢, and m, are the fundamental modes acting on states.
The commutation relations and the conjugation relations of ¢, and m, modes tell that the
modes can be decomposed into infinite sets of operators {¢g, mo} and {¢,, 7, d_p, 77—} for
n > 1. Thus the Hilbert space H can be taken as direct product of sub-Hilbert spaces
H=HoR@H1 & Ha® -+ with {¢o,m} acting on Ho and {dy, T, d—n, T_pn} acting on H,.
A state in H can be decomposed as |¢) = [g) ® |1) @ |h2) @ ---. The condition on the
highest-weight state |h) (2.78) can be realized in two different ways:

(Z) (bn;éo ‘h> = 07

(2.79)
(17)  ¢n>1|h) = mp>1|h) = 0.
The condition (7) leads to trivial highest-weight state
h) = 1P0) @ (Jla] =0) @ [af =0)) @+ Ln|h) = Mp|h) =0 neZ, (2.80)

where |1)p) is an arbitrary state in Hg, and ’0‘2/281 = 0) are the eigenstates of ¢;/281 modes
and |¢p) = |af, =0) ® |a), =0) € H,,. The state |h) is an excited state from the canonical
vacuum which transforms trivially under the BMS3s symmetry. It is a trivial highest-weight
state because L_,, and M_, would not generate new descendent states.

On the other hand, the condition (éi) leads to non-unitarity of the Hilbert space. As-

suming the Hilbert space is unitary, for given n > 1 and arbitrary state |¢)) € H, we have

(bl b [h) (WI) = llo—n [} IPI1) |12 > [(1) , d—n [RD)P, (2.81)

where we have used the Cauchy inequality. Since [¢y,, ¢n] = 0, we know that (h| ¢nd—_p |h) =
(h| p—npn |h) = 0. Thus
(19} s d—n R =0, (2.82)

which means ¢_, |h) is a null state. For the same reason m_, |h) is a null state as well.
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Moreover, the commutation relations lead to

2_77_[2: |h> = [an,ﬂ'_n} |h> = QnT_p |h> — T_nbn |h> = |null>,
' (2.83)

i
o |h) = [Tn, d—n] |h) = Tn@—n|h) — _nmn |h) = |null),

which is a contradiction. Thus in conclusion, the non-trivial highest-weight states break
the unitarity of the Hilbert space. Nevertheless, we can choose the vacuum |vac), to be a

nontrivial highest-weight state and give up the unitarity.

2.4.2 Canonical quantization with the highest-weight vacuum

We define the highest-weight vacuum in a non-unitary Hilbert space. The vacuum |vac),,

and j, (vac| are defined as

¢n>0 |VaC>h = ﬂ'nZO ’V&C>h = 0, h <vac\ ¢n§0 =h <vac\ Tn<0 — 0. (2-84)

Notice that 7y only annihilates the in-vacuum |vac), but not the out-vacuum j (vac|. The
excited states are generated by ¢, <o and 7, modes acting on the vacuum.

For this vacuum, the normal ordering for non-zero modes is to put the positive modes
to the right, the negative modes to the left, and ¢g mode to the left of 7y mode. After the

normal ordering, L takes the following form

Lo = Z 2mia(¢_qTa — T—aPa)- (2.85)

a>0

Other generators have no ordering ambiguity. Thus the vacuum is invariant under

L >_1 |vacC = M, >_1 |vacC = 0,
n>—1[vac), = Mp>—1 |vac),, (2.86)
h <VaC| Lng_l =h <vac\ Mng_l = 0.

In this vacuum, there are non-trivial anomalous terms in the commutation relations among

the symmetry generators,

{Lma Ln] = (m - n)Lm—i-n +ar (m)(sm-i-n,

(2.87)
[Lma Mn] = (m - n)Mm-‘rn + C’/M(m)ém—}—na
where ay, and aps are the anomalous terms. Using the Jacobi identity, we get
ar(n) = cknd +ckn, ap(n) = Mn? + L. (2.88)
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Further considering VEVs of the commutators of the generators, we get
L3
ar(n) = g(n —n), ap(n)=0. (2.89)

The anomaly ar, has a similar form to the one in 2D CFT.

Using the definition of the vacuum (2.84), we can easily read the 2-point correlators:

(@(11,01)p(12,02)) =0,

—i 1
(¢(11,01)7(12,02)) = o iz _ 17
= 1 (2.90)

(m(11,01) (72, 02)) =

27 e~io1z — 1’
—iTy9 €912 (eicflz +1)
2w (eto12 —1)2

(m(11,01)7 (72, 02)) =

These propagators can not be read by using the path integral. These correlation functions
are of power-law forms in plane, which match the structures of those by taking the ¢ — 0
limit of the correlators in a CFT. To see this, we can map the theory to a plane by a BMS;
transformation,

t=1i7e’, r=e9,

d’(t? (E) = ¢(Tv U)? (2.91)

7(t,x) = —ie <7T(T, o) +it0s0(1,0) + 7-2287-¢(7', 0)) .

The correlation functions on the plane are of power-law forms in the plane coordinates. For

example,
N 11 1 t12

(p(tr, x1)7 (L2, v2)) = "o (w(ty, 21)7 (2, 22)) = — (1) (2.92)

3 Magnetic scalar in R x R?

Using almost the same method with the one in section 2, we can discuss the d = 3
magnetic scalar theory with BMS; symmetry. The BMS; symmetry in principle can be
realized on any Carrollian manifold R x R? with R? being a generic Riemann manifold. But
in practice, it is hard to consider the BMS, transformations on the simplest R x S2, the 3D
analog of cylinder. The reason is that in the S? part the orthogonal basis is the spherical
oscillators. This basis is covariant under the so0(3) = {L¢ 11, Lo +1} part of the BMS, algebra,
but it is not closed under the actions of other transformations in BMS4. Thus in this section,

we discuss the magnetic scalar theory on R x R2.

22



3.1 BMS, symmetry on R x R?

Consider the 3-dimensional Carrollian manifold consisting of R x R? with coordinates

ot = (20 = t, 2!, 2%), a degenerated metric, and a time-like vector taken to be

o = O

0
0. ¢=(1,0,0). (3.1)
1

The BMS, symmetry transformations keep g and ¢ invariant. Thus the Carrollian conformal

Killing equations on the vector &# = (€9, €1, €2) are
Bo€” = Dg' = Bg?, et = e =0, e = —01E”. (32)

The solutions of ¢! and ¢2 are conjugate harmonic functions on (z!, 22) € R2. Therefore, it is
better to solve the equations in terms of the complexified coordinates (¢, z, z) with z = x! +iz?

1 422, The Carrollian conformal Killing equations are now

and Z ==
;1 1. - - - =
0" = S06+ J06, OiE = D=0, OE =g =0. (33)

Here 0 = 0., 0 = 0z, and the components of the conformal Killing vector are & = ¢! + &2,

€ = €1 — €2, The solution is given simply by

€ =500 + 3@ +9(2,2), €= (), E= (), (3.4)

where f(z) = (f(2))* is the complex conjugation of f, and g is an arbitrary real function.

Thus the coordinates transform infinitesimally and finitely as

(OF(2)0F ()2t + G(z, %)
(2) . (3.5)
(%)

it =€ = L05() +07(2) +9(22) (i
52 =€ = f(2) ’
6z=£=f(2)

AR [N
I
oS!

The BMS, symmetry is generated by three sets of infinite number of generators,

1 - n+1
In = _”;‘ t2"0, — 2"o,, I = s

2 tz"9, — 2", Mpn = —2"2"0,  (3.6)
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with the commutation relations

[lrm ln] = (m - n)lm+n7 [lﬁ’w Zﬁ] = (m - ﬁ)Zm+n7 [lmy Zﬁz] = 07
1 - m+1
[lm,mnﬁ] = <Tn;_ — 7’L> mm+n7ﬁ, [lm, mn,ﬁ] = (TI’L;- — ’FL> mn7m+ﬁ, (37)

[mm,ﬂn mn,ﬁ] = 0.

Since the BMS, generators transform the real coordinates z* to complex ones, only the combi-
nations of BMS, generators which generate real transformations correspond to the symmetry

transformations of the Carrollian manifold.

3.2 Classical symmetries of the d = 3 magnetic Carrollian scalar theory

The BMS,-invariant magnetic scalar theory is given by
1 3
S = ) d’z 2w0:p + 0;00; ¢, (3.8)

with ¢ = 1,2. The fundamental fields are 7 and ¢, and the corresponding equations of motion

can be read from the action (3.8),

T Op =0,
' (3.9)
¢: O+ 0;0;0 =0.
The fields can be expanded in the Fourier basis as
o) = [ E o(ye .
(3.10)

w(o) = [ @k (w() + R o(E)e .

where & = (2!, 22) and k = (k!, k?).

Under the BMS, transformations (3.5), the fields transform as
9(F) = (OFOF) 14(x),
~ = tO*F oG t0*F oG .
#(%) = (OFOF) 1 {77(:6) + ( + >1> 0¢(z) + ( + ) do(x)
2

20F  (9FOF 20F  (9FOF)>
_(wr oG WF 06\, ¢(w)+( 890G t62F52F> 4(c)
20F ' (9FoF): ) \ 20F  (9FoF): ) 20FOF  8OFOF '

Here we used & = (£, &', #%) as the transformed coordinates for simplicity. Infinitesimally, the
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fields transform as

56(x) = (@) — olx) = —501L%,
2 ) ) (3.11)
on(a) = 7(7) — m(x) = 50T + 020 + 10:0:E°6.

It can be checked that the theory (3.8) is invariant under the BMS, symmetry up to total
derivatives,

S=5- /d?’x (total derivatives). (3.12)

The stress tensor for the 3D magnetic scalar theory is given by

—10i90ip+50;0i¢ 2r01p— PO Sm0ap—fpOam
T = 0 1010016+ 1020020— 190101 ¢ 201¢02¢— % $01020 , (3.13)
0 301 ¢02¢— 101020 101001 ¢+ 3020020 — 5 02026

satisfying the conserved current equation 9, 7%, = 0, the traceless condition Tr T%, = 0, and the
Carrollian stress tensor structure 7% = 0, T ij = Tji. Thus the charges Q¢ = —i [ d*x &'T,

generated by the Carrollian conformal Killing vectors £# are conserved,
60@5 = —i/dzl‘ 805'U'T(L + 5"80T0M = —i/d2:17 ai(fuTiM) =0. (3.14)

Thus the theory is classically Carrollian conformal invariant. The BMSy charges are defined
by
1 1
L, = i/de %t(wl + i2®)" T + 5(:51 +iz?) (T — 7)),
1

_ | _ _
Ln=i / 4’ ”; t(zt —iz®)" TS, + 5(3:1 +iz?) (T 4079, (3.15)

Myn = i/dQ:L' (z! +ix®)" (2! —ix?)"TY,.

Notice that these charges only involve three degrees of freedom in the stress tensor, while
two other degrees of freedoms, Tl1 and T12, are not used. Thus L,, Lz, M,, 7 are not all the
modes in the expansion of the stress tensor. Another remarkable thing is that the expressions
of BMS, charges in terms of (ﬁ(l;) and W(E) modes are not as simple as the ones in 2D case.
Actually, the straightforward generalization of the expressions of BMS3 charges (2.14) in this
case should be [ a2k f(k)m(k)0"¢(k). However, one can check that the explicit expressions
of BMS, charges are much more complicated than this expression, especially for negative
indices. This is due to the power-law factors in (3.15), and the essential reason underlying is

that the Fourier bases of spacial R? are not closed under extended BMS, transformations.

25



3.3 Canonical quantization

In this subsection, we discuss the standard canonical quantization and match the cor-
relation functions with those from path integral. It turns out that the result is the natural

extension of the 2-dimensional case studied in section 2.3.

3.3.1 Canonical quantization and the Hilbert space

The Hilbert space is defined on the equal-time slice. Since the fields are real, the Hermi-

tian conjugation are defined as

¢'(2) = d(a), ='(z) =w(z), (k) =o(-k), =l(k)=n(-k). (3.16)
The canonical momentum of field ¢ is Il = —, thus the commutation relation is defined as
usual:
- - . - - —1 -
[b(t, 31), —7(t, 7)] = i) (F — ), [9(k), m(p)] = mfsm(k‘ +9), (3.17)

and other commutations are vanishing. Here (2 (#) = §(z')d(22) is the delta-function of the
2-dimensional spatial coordinates, and 5(2)(E) is similar. The micro-causality is immediately

read by plugging in the commutation relations:

(22)] = —i6®) () — Fy), (3.18)
[m(x1), m(x2)] = i(ty — t2)0:0;6) (&) — ).

—~
8
—
|

The commutators vanish once the spatial coordinates are not equal to each other 7y # s,
which means that the information stays at fixed spatial point.

The Hamiltonian H = iMj g in these modes is lower bounded:

H= ;/d% Ro(R)o(—F) = ;/d% R2l6(R)|? > 0. (3.19)

Similar to the case in section 2, we can reorganize the modes as pairs of Heisenberg algebras
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by Bogoliubov transformations:

cI i % 7
¢°(k) = \/2(¢(k7) + o(=k)),
¢°(k) = E(GW“) — ¢(=Fk)),
( - 1 - -
m(k) = —=(n(k) + 7(=k)),
} \_/? . ) ki >0, ks € R.
m (k) = ﬁ(ﬂ(k) —m(=k)),

and they do form pairs of the Heisenberg algebras
{o°(k), m°(B)},  {&°(R), *(R)},

with the commutation relations being

—1

6 (R 7 ()] =

The fundamental fields in terms of these modes are

+oo +o0 . N ., B
P(z) = \/5/0 dky /_ dky ¢°(k) cos (k- Z) + ¢° (k) sin (k - ©),

+ (WS(E) e ¢S(E>) sin (£ - 7).

SOk — k), [@° (), " (o)) = @5(2)(’51 — Fa).

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

The bases in the rigged Hilbert space are chosen to be the eigenstates of <Z>(£) modes, and

thus the basis states are the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. To be more specific, the basis

states are defined as direct product of |a(k)) states,

o) = T lek)).

keRr2

(3.25)

in which HEeRQ denotes the generalized direct product with continuous parameter k € R2.

The states |a(k)) are the eigenstates of ¢(k) modes, therefore |a) is an eigenstate of ¢(k)
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modes as well
(k) ) = HH o(k) la(k) = [[ ak)|a®) = a®)|a). (3.26)

The vacuum is the lowest energy state,
|vac) = |a = 0). (3.27)
The conjugation of the basis states are defined as

(ol =] (). (3.28)
keR2
These basis states are d-function-like normalized,
(@ay =[] @@la@)= ] ok —akE)) =da-a). (3:29)

K.k’ eR2 k' eR2

Here §(c — @) is defined as the product of delta functions &(c(k) — @(k')) for every k, k' € R2.
a

In fact, it is natural to view c(k) as a function of k, and (o — @) as the delta function in the

sense of functional integral. For a functional F'(«), we have
/[Da] (e — @)F[a] = F(&). (3.30)

Similar to the case in 2D, the vacuum expectation value of operator O is defined as

L . (& Ola) + (a| O &)
(0) = limy <é§% 2 (Gl ' (3:31)
We can also define the eigenstates of W(l;) modes as
k) = (k) - (3.32)

keRr2

The inner product of |k) and («a] is

(alr) = (xla)* = ] \/%exp{—zm%(n(/%’)a(—/%’))}.
keRr? (3.33)

x exp{—47r2i/d2k (s(Fra(-F)) }

and the identity operator is defined as I = [[Da] |a)a| or I = [[Dk] |k)k|. Using the identity
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operator, it can be checked that the eigenstates of QS(E) modes are generated by an operator

V[a] defined on the ¢ = 0 surface,

Via] = Nexp{i / &2k a(B)r(t =0, f)e—“?'f}. (3.34)

The fact that the operator V[a] is a 2-dimensional operator indicates that there is no well-
defined state-operator correspondence in 3-dimensional magnet scalar theory.
Similar to the calculation in the 2D case, the 2-point correlators of the fundamental fields
are
(9(z1)0(x2)) =0,
(@) (e2)) = 507 (@12),
(3.35)

({1 )b(2)) = 20 (),

(m(z1)m(22)) = elzf(fm) n itz

5 %63 (213).

Here f(Z) is a generic function, whose form relies on the explicit regularization scheme, and

it satisfies f*(¥) = f(—Z). It is straightforward to get the time-ordered propagators:

(T {o(z1)d(x2)}) = 0,

(T{e(z1)m(22)}) = ;Sign(tmﬁ@)(flz),
i (3.36)

(T {m(z1)o(z2)}) = §Sign(t12)5(2)(flz),

(T {r(a0)r(@2))) = 5 (O(t12) 7 Fr2) + 0~ (~F12)) + D250 71),

As will be shown below, they agree with the ones calculated from the path integral.
At last, we briefly discuss the quantum BMS, symmetry. In the quantization, we use the

Weyl ordering as the normal ordering. For example, we have
1 1
TO1p — 57‘1’51@54— 561@2571‘. (3.37)
Plugging this into the stress tensor, we find that the VEV of the stress tensor is vanishing
(T") = 0. (3.38)
Hence the generators of the BMS, symmetry have vanishing VEVs,

<Ln> = <IJFL> = <Mn,ﬁ> . (3.39)
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Similar to the 2D case, we find that the BMS, algebra is anomaly free and the commutation

relations are

[Lon, Ln] = (m — n)Lingn,  [Lim, L] = (M — 2)Liins L, Lin] = 0,
(3.40)

m = m
[Lyn, My5) = (5 — n) Mpyinn, [Ln, Mpa] = (5 — ﬁ) My, mya-

Using the canonical commutation relations of the fundamental fields (3.17), it can be checked

that the actions of BMS, generators on the fields agree with (3.11).

3.3.2 Path integral quantization

The calculations in path integral are similar to the ones in 2D. We first symmetrize the
action (3.8),
1
5= / B 20y + 0006 + Oh(—m6) + Oi(—$0i0)

— / P %wﬂr - %wa@ + %@52(;5 (3.41)
= /d% ' D®,

in which the derivative operator and the fundamental fields are denoted by

1321
p- (2 2% . ®= a8 (3.42)
—%ék 0 s

Therefore, the sourced partition function for this theory is
Z[J] = /DqﬁDﬂ exp{i5+i/d3x Jod + Jﬂn}
B ® DB+ LT+ Lt
= [ D¢Dr expli d:U‘I)D‘I’—I—§J ‘I’—I—ii’J (3.43)

1 .
= Nexp{i/d3az1d3x2 - ZJT(xl)D_l(xl - :UQ)J(JUQ)}.

Here N is the overall factor, and G(x; —x3) = D~ (2 — x2) is the Green’s function respecting

to the derivative operator D. After Fourier transformation, we have

k2 iw\ ! i
G(.I) _ / dwd?k T2 2 e—iwt—ik:c _ / dwd?k (0 __% e—iwt—ik:c
(2m)3 L 0 (2m)3 b 2k2

- 0 —sign(t)6) (1)
B sign()0@(Z)  A(F) + [t|520)(Z) .
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The function A(Z) in the G, component is a power-law divergent term. As in the 2D case,
the divergence in this term comes from the integral of w, and the explicit form of A(Z) depends
on the regularization scheme. We can further get the propagators of the fundamental fields,

which matches exactly with the ones read in the canonical quantization (3.36),

(Pi(z1)®j(22)) = %(Gz‘j(ﬂ?m) + Gji(w21))

B 0 —Lsign(t12)6® (Z12) (3.45)
Lsign(t12)0®) (T12) i[t12|0%0 (1) + A(T12))

3.4 Non-unitary canonical quantization

As discussed earlier, the BMS, generators have complicated expressions in terms of qb(E)
and TI'(E) modes. Therefore, it is hard to read the action of the modes on the vacuum from
the highest-weight condition, i.e. the positive BMS, charges annihilate the vacuum. In this
subsection, we directly define the highest-weight vacuum by the action of the modes, and
discuss the form of the correlation functions.

In order to keep the canonical commutation relations between ¢(k) and w(k), if ¢(k)
annihilates the in-vacuum ¢(k) |vac) ,, = 0 for a given k, then m(—k) should not annihilate the
in-vacuum 7(—k) |vac) n 7 0, and at the same time, the out-vacuum satisfies p(vac| p(k) # 0
and p(vac|m(—k) = 0. This statement remains true after exchanging ¢ and m. Hence, one

definition of the highest-weight vacuum is

(k) [vac), =0, =(k)|vac), ki >0,

Z =0 (3.46)
w(vac| ¢(k) = wvac|m(k) =0, ki <O,

which is illustrated in Figure 3(a). The correlation functions of the fundamental fields are

(p(z1)p(x2)) =0,

(d(a1)m(x)) = ;;uéufz)
3.47
(1) (2)) = 21”1125@32) (3.47)

—t12 2 2 2
m(x1)m(22)) = — | ——=d(x 8 o(x
(rlar)(as)) = 52 (iadtets) + Srobalet
It is immediately noticed that, the correlation functions are power-law in x! and §-functions
in 22. This form breaks the rotational symmetry, therefore the above definition of the highest-
weight vacuum seems not to be physically meaningful. Moreover, there are two other options

in defining the highest-weight vacuum, as shown in 3(b) and 3(c). Neither of them is physically
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acceptable, as they also break the rotational symmetry.

ka

¢(k) (k)

Figure 3: Three definitions of the highest-weight vacuum in 3D magnetic scalar
theory. In each case, the red parts annihilate the in-vacuum |vac), , while the blue
parts annihilate the out-vacuum p(vac|.

To conclude this subsection, we find that in the highest-weight quantization schemes,
there is no satisfactory definition of the vacuum such that the corresponding correlation

functions are of power-law forms in the spatial directions as well as of the rotational symmetry.
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4 Electric scalar in R x R2

The quantization of the d = 3 electric scalar theory with BMS, symmetry is also straight-

forward. The BMS, invariant electric scalar theory in R x R? is given by
3, 1 2
S= [ d'z 5 (09)" (4.1)
The equations of motion of the fundamental fields can be read as
¢: 9l =0. (4.2)

The fields can be expanded as

o) = / &k (B(F) + tx(F))e 7. (4.3)

To see the manifest BMS, symmetry of the action, recall that the field ¢ is a BMSy scalar

and it transforms under BMS, transformations (3.5) as

&(%) = (OFIF) " 1¢(x), (4.4)

and infinitesimally

- 1
0(x) = 6(F) — () = — 0", (4.5)
Given in [100], the stress tensor for 3D electric scalar theory is
1 2 3 1 3 1
3(0:0)° 3010019 — 100,016 301002 — 3001020

T+ = 0 —1(019)? 0 : (4.6)
0 0 —1(09)?

This stress tensor satisfies the conserved current equation and is chosen to be traceless. The
BMS, charges are formally the same as the magnetic sector, with the stress tensor replaced

by the electric one (4.6),

1 1
Ly =i / A’z %t(azl + i)"Y + §(x1 + ix?) (7Y — 1Y),

_ 741 _ 1 _
Ln=i / A’z ”‘; t(zt —iz®)" TS + 5(@«1 +iz?) DT 4079, (4.7)

Mpn=i | d®z (z' +iz*)"(x' —iz®)"TY,.
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4.1 Canonical quantization and the Hilbert space

In this subsection, we discuss the standard canonical quantization and calculate the
correlation functions of the electric BMS, scalar theory. Again we perform the canonical

quantization on the equal-time slice. The Hermitian conjugate conditions are
() = d(x) <= o'(k) = d(—k), x'(k) = x(—F). (4.8)

Since the canonical conjugate of the field ¢ is Il = 9;¢, the canonical commutation relation
is

[6(0), 016(2)] = (&1 — ) = [6(F), ()] = 150 (F + ). (49)

Furthermore, we can also perform a Bogoliubov transformations to organize the modes into

Heisenberg pairs {¢°(F), x*(F)}, {6 (K), " (R)}:

(4.10)

k1 ZO,kQ ER,

with
(°(k)T = ¢°(k),  (¢°(k) = ¢°(k),
) =xk), R = x5 (k).

The commutation relations are realized as

~—

(4.11)
R AR = — 6 — & SO 2 ()] = 5@ (B — F 412
[0°(k1), X“(k2)] = 707 (k1 — k2), [¢° (K1), X" (k2)] = — 07 (k1 — k2). (4.12)
472 472
Expanding in these modes, the scalar field can be expressed by
+o0 +o0 N . .
o(z) = \@/ dkl/ dks ((;SC(k) +t Xc(k)) cos (k - )
0 —0o0
+ (gbs(lg) +1 XS(E)> sin (k - @).

(4.13)

The Hamiltonian H = iMj o in these modes is clearly lower bounded

1= [ @ xR = [ @ x®)’

2
= i/d% <xc(E)2+XS(E)2) > 0. (4.14)
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Thus the Hilbert space is spanned by the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian |o) = [ pe la(k))
consisting of direct products of Heisenberg modes (k) |a(k)) = a(k) |a(K)) :

x(B)la) = T x(®)la®)) = T a®)|a®)) = a(k)|a). (4.15)

k' eR2 k' eRr2

The induced vacuum is the lowest-energy state
|vac) = |a = 0). (4.16)
One can construct the out-states as in (3.28),(3.29) and obtain a d-function normalization

(@ay= T[] (@®)a®)= ] k) —ak))=da-a). (4.17)

k' eR2 k' eR2
Similarly, the eigenstates |«) are generated by the surface operators V]a],
Via] = Nexp{i/de a(k)o(t =0, f)e”;'x}. (4.18)

Upon subtracting the renormalization factor, the 2-point correlator is

1t12

(P(z1)0(z2)) = 75(2)(9512), (4.19)
and the time-ordered propagator is
(T {ola)o(e)}) = 112500 ,), (4.20)

which again matches the result from path integral [90].
For the electric theory, by using Weyl ordering the VEVs of BMS, symmetry generators
are still vanishing,

(Ln) = (Ln) = (Mpn) = 0. (4.21)

The electric theory is also free of central charges and the quantum commutation relations are
the same as (3.40), and the commutators of the BMS, operators with the scalar field ¢(z)
agree with (4.5).

4.2 Non-unitary quantization

For the 3D electric theory, the discussions of non-unitary quantization is in the same
manner with magnetic case. Half of the ¢(k), x(k) modes can be chosen to annihilate the

-

vacuum in different quantization schemes. To be precise, for example, if x(k) annihilates the
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in-vacuum y (k) [vac) p, = 0 for a given k, then ¢(—Fk) can not annihilate it, and the out-vacuum
satisfies p(vac| x(k) # 0, p(vac|¢(—k) = 0. Similar arguments hold if we exchange ¢ and Y.
We still have different choices of the highest-weight vacuum as in the magnetic theory: for

example, one of them is given by

X(F) [vac

=0, k) [vac), = 0, ki >0,
h o(k) ‘ >h 1 (4.22)
=0

)
nlvac| ¢(k) wvac| x(k) =0, k <O0.

The correlation function of the fundamental fields in this specific highest-weight vacuum is

(6(z1)d(x2)) = fjﬁm%z). (4.23)

This form again breaks the rotational symmetry. Moreover, it can be easily checked that

there is no choice of the highest-weight vacuum without breaking the rotational symmetry.

5 Discussion

In this work, we discussed the quantizations of d = 2 and d = 3 Carrollian scalar theories,
including magnetic scalar theories in 2D and 3D and electric scalar theory in 3D. We realized
the BMS symmetries in these theories and discussed two different quantization schemes. The
standard canonical quantization yields unitary Hilbert space and the induced vacuum in the
literature. In the induced vacuum, the correlation functions exhibit the structure of a power-
law form in the time direction and derivatives of Dirac delta-function in the spatial directions,
tmd"¢4=1) and they are identical to the ones computed by using the path-integral quantiza-
tion. It is worth mentioning that this quantization scheme is anomaly-free by definition. The
other quantization scheme acquires a highest-weight vacuum and sacrifice of the unitarity of
the Hilbert space. In the 2-dimensional case, the corresponding correlation functions are of
power-law forms in the space-time coordinates, and they match the results from taking the
¢ — 0 limit of CFT correlation functions. This quantization scheme is anomalous, and the
anomaly has similar form with the one in 2D CFT. However for the 3-dimensional case, there
is no physically meaningful highest-weight quantization scheme.

In an earlier paper [34], the authors have discussed the canonical quantization of massive
Carrollian scalar theories on the plane R(*1 . In the electric scalar case, the Hamiltonian

have similar form with Lorentzian scalar theory:

H x /d(d_l)k a;%alg. (5.1)

This indicates that the spectrum of the theory forms a ladder representation, and the vacuum
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is the lowest-energy state. The authors also calculated the 2-point correlation function:
($(t1,31)P(t2, Ta)) o e M=) gDz — ). (5.2)
The m — 0 limit of the correlation function is
(@(t1, 81)p(ta, Ta)) o< |1 — ta| 0V (F1 — &), (5.3)

which matches (4.19) in canonical quantization. However, the discussion on the quantization
is subtler in our case. The Hamiltonian of the massless scalar takes the form of

Hm/fMM@z (5.4)
where qb(lZ) are commuting modes. Hence the definition of the vacuum should be treated with
more care. Moreover, besides the induced vacuum which corresponds to the m — 0 limit
of [34], we also discussed the possibility in choosing the highest-weight vacuum.

In the discussion of the canonical vacuum, we have introduced the rigged Hilbert space.
The rigged Hilbert space is a triplet ® C H C ®*, where H is the traditional Hilbert space, ®
is the space of the physical states, and ®* is its dual. Considering 1D quantum mechanics for
an example, H is the space of square integrable functions, ® is the space of rapidly decreasing
functions, and ®* is the space of tempered distributions. Due to the fact that the generic
Hamiltonian of the massless scalar theories have the form of (5.4), the energy eigenstates are
non-normalizable states in ®*. By the help of the rigged Hilbert space, we can discuss the
canonical quantization of the Carrollian massless scalar theories.

One remarkable thing we found is that the discussions of state-operator correspondence
in CFT can not be directly extended to the Carrollian case. From the symmetry perspective,
there is no BMS transformation that maps the past-infinity time slice of Carrollian manifold
to a point. This means that a state in the Hilbert space can not correspond to a local
operator. For example, as shown in section 2.3.4, the basis states of the canonical Hilbert

space correspond to line operators rather than local vertex operators.
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