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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 c→ 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 (c → 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

x⃗ ′ = x⃗, t′ = t− b⃗ · x⃗. (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 c→
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
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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

BMSd+1 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 {ln,mn} with ln being Virasoro generators, leading to the super-

rotations, and mn being a set of commuting generators, leading to the super-translations. In

d = 3, the Carrollian conformal symmetry extends to BMS4 generated by two sets of Virasoro

generators {ln, l̄n̄} corresponding to super-translations, and one set of commuting generators

mn,n̄ corresponding to super-translations. Since the infinite dimensional BMS3 and BMS4

symmetries share similar structure with the symmetry of CFT2, we can discuss them by using

a similar method. In contrast, for d ≥ 4, the symmetry extends to BMSd+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.
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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 c→ 0 limit of CFTs, which suggests that the corre-

lation functions should exhibit power-law behaviors of the space-time coordinates by taking

the c→ 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 tm∂nδ(d−1)(x). 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× 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 BMS4 symmetry on R × R2 requires some

4



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 × 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 c → 0

limit from CFT.

2.1 BMS3 symmetry

Consider a theory living on a flat cylinder with coordinates (τ, σ), where τ is the temporal

direction, and σ ∈ [0, 2π) is the spatial direction. The Carrollian manifold consists of the

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

g =

(
0 0

0 1

)
, ζµ = (1, 0), µ = τ, σ. (2.1)

The BMS3 transformations are the symmetries keeping the metric g and time-like vector ζ̂

invariant up to an overall conformal factor, and thus the generating vectors (ξτ , ξσ) obey the

Carrollian conformal Killing equations,

∂τξ
τ = ∂σξ

σ, ∂τξ
σ = 0. (2.2)

The solution is given by

ξτ = ∂σf(σ)τ + g(σ), ξσ = f(σ), (2.3)

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

transformations are respectivelyδτ = ξτ = ∂σf(σ)τ + g(σ)

δσ = ξσ = f(σ)
,

τ̃ = ∂σF (σ)τ +G(σ)

σ̃ = F (σ)
. (2.4)

It should be stressed that the transformation on the S1 part σ̃ = F (σ) is an automorphism

which keeps S1 invariant. In fact, the corresponding algebra is the Virasoro algebra. Thus we
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can draw the conclusion that the BMS3 transformation maps a equal-τ slice S1 to another S1

which may not be of equal τ , and there is no BMS3 transformation that can map a equal-τ

slice to a point.

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

formations. The corresponding generators are

ln = −nτeinσ∂τ + ieinσ∂σ, mn = ieinσ∂τ , m, n ∈ Z, (2.5)

and the Lie brackets are:

[lm, ln] = (m− n)lm+n, [lm,mn] = (m− n)mm+n, [mm,mn] = 0. (2.6)

The corresponding finite transformations are:

ln=0 : τ̃ = τ, σ̃ = σ + iλ,

ln̸=0 : τ̃ =
τ

1 + nλeinσ
, σ̃ =

i

n
ln
(
e−inσ + nλ

)
,

mn : τ̃ = τ + iλeinσ, σ̃ = σ,

(2.7)

where λ 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

S = −1

2

∫
d2σ 2π∂τϕ+ ∂σϕ∂σϕ (2.8)

with the fundamental bosonic fields being π and ϕ. The equations of motion of the funda-

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

π : ∂τϕ = 0,

ϕ : ∂τπ + ∂2σϕ = 0.
(2.9)

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

complete basis of S1, i.e. the functions einσ, n ∈ Z,

ϕ(τ, σ) =
∑
n

ϕne
−inσ

π(τ, σ) =
∑
n

πne
−inσ + τn2ϕne

−inσ
(2.10)
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Different from the relativistic case, it is meaningless to further define the rising and lowering

operators ϕn = an + a†−n, because an + a†−n always show up as a whole.

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

Under BMS3 transformation, the fields transform as

ϕ̃(τ̃ , σ̃) = ϕ(τ, σ),

π̃(τ̃ , σ̃) = (∂σF )
−1

(
π(τ, σ) +

τ∂2σF + ∂σG

∂σF
∂σϕ(τ, σ)−

1

2

(
τ∂2σF + ∂σG

∂σF

)2

∂τϕ(τ, σ)

)
,

(2.11)

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

δϕ(τ, σ) = ϕ̃(τ̃ , σ̃)− ϕ(τ, σ) = 0,

δπ(τ, σ) = π̃(τ̃ , σ̃)− π(τ, σ) = −∂τξτπ + ∂σξ
τ∂σϕ,

(2.12)

where ξ is the vector generating the corresponding BMS3 transformation. The BMS3 trans-

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

Tα
β =

(
−1

2∂σϕ∂σϕ π∂σϕ

0 1
2∂σϕ∂σϕ

)
. (2.13)

The BMS3 charges can be read by Qξ = −i
∫
dσ ξβT τ

β with ξ being defined in (2.5):

Ln = −i
∫
dσ (−nτT τ

τ + iT τ
σ )e

inσ =
∑
a

−2πi(n− a)πaϕn−a,

Mn = −i
∫
dσ T τ

τ ieinσ =
∑
a

πa(n− a)ϕaϕn−a.

(2.14)

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

T τ
τ = −T σ

σ =
∑
n

1

2π
Mne

−inσ,

T τ
σ =

∑
n

1

2π
(Ln − inτMn)e

−inσ.

(2.15)

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
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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:

⟨x|x′⟩ = δ(x− x′), ⟨p|p′⟩ = δ(p− p′). (2.16)

The mathematical structure describing such states like |x⟩ 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 (Φ,H,Φ×) with

Φ ⊆ H ⊆ Φ×. (2.17)

In the triplet, H is the Hilbert space in which the states have finite norm

|| |ϕ⟩ || =
√

⟨ϕ|ϕ⟩ <∞, ∀ |ϕ⟩ ∈ H, (2.18)

Φ is the physical space in which all the physical observables O have finite expectation values

⟨ϕ| O |ϕ⟩ <∞, ∀ |ϕ⟩ ∈ Φ, (2.19)

and Φ× is the dual space of Φ. A state |ϕ⟩ ∈ Φ have well-defined inner product with any state

|ϕ×⟩ ∈ Φ×:

(|ϕ⟩ , |ϕ×⟩) = ⟨ϕ×|ϕ⟩ <∞, (2.20)

where (|ϕ⟩ , |ϕ×⟩) = ( |ϕ×⟩ , |ϕ⟩)∗ denotes the inner product. Since |ϕ⟩ ∈ Φ ⊆ Φ×, the norm

of |ϕ⟩ is finite || |ϕ⟩ || =
√
⟨ϕ|ϕ⟩ < ∞, which coincide with the fact that Φ ⊆ H. Although

a generic state |ϕ×⟩ ∈ Φ× could have divergent inner product with itself, we still formally

define the inner product ⟨ϕ×|ϕ×⟩, and denote its norm by || |ϕ×⟩ || =
√

⟨ϕ×|ϕ×⟩.
For example, in the 1D quantum mechanics, the rigged Hilbert space in the position-space

representation is realized as

S(R) ⊂ H = L2(R) ⊂ S×(R), (2.21)
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where the Hilbert space H = L2(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 |x⟩ have divergent inner product with itself ⟨x|x⟩ → ∞, and thus they are not in the

Hilbert space but in the dual space |x⟩ ∈ Φ×. By the Gelfand-Maurin theorem, the set {|x⟩}
serve as a basis of Φ. This means for any physical state |ϕ⟩ ∈ Φ, there is a unique expansion

in terms of |x⟩
|ϕ⟩ =

∫
dx |x⟩ ⟨x|ϕ⟩ , ∀ |ϕ⟩ ∈ Φ, (2.22)

and the resolution of the identity is given by

I =
∫
dx |x⟩ ⟨x| . (2.23)

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

|e⟩ ∈ Φ is called an eigenstate of operator O if

O |e⟩ = e |e⟩ , (2.24)

with e being the eigenvalue. Consequently in any inner product there is

⟨ϕ×| O |e⟩ = (O |e⟩ , |ϕ×⟩) = e(|e⟩ , |ϕ×⟩) = e ⟨ϕ×|e⟩ , ∀ |ϕ×⟩ ∈ Φ×. (2.25)

However, since |x⟩ ∈ Φ× are in the dual space, the inner product is well defined with respect

to the states in Φ. Thus it is reasonable to make relation x |x⟩ = x |x⟩ valid only in the inner

product with the states in Φ:

⟨x|x† |ϕ⟩ = (|ϕ⟩ ,x |x⟩) = x(|ϕ⟩ , |x⟩) = x ⟨x|ϕ⟩ , ∀ |ϕ⟩ ∈ Φ. (2.26)

A state |x⟩ satisfying (2.26) is called the generalized eigenstates of x. Notice that x |x⟩ = x |x⟩
does not always holds, and especially, x does not generically annihilate |x = 0⟩

x |x = 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

gL = diag{−1, 1⃗}, gE = diag{1, 1⃗}. (2.28)
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In the quantization, this difference causes a sign difference in the Hermitian conjugation

(ΦL)†(τ, σ) ∼ ΦL(τ, σ), (ΦE)†(τ, σ) ∼ ΦE(−τ, σ), (2.29)

as well as a sign difference in the canonical commutation relation:

[ΦL,ΠΦL ] = iδ(σ), [ΦE,ΠΦE ] = −iδ(σ), (2.30)

where ΠΦA is the canonical momentum of field ΦA 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 Φ is Φ†(τ, σ) ∼ Φ(τ, σ), while the canonical

quantization condition is [Φ,ΠΦ] = iδ(σ).

By definition, the conjugation conditions of the real fields ϕ and π and their modes are

ϕ†(τ, σ) = ϕ(τ, σ), π†(τ, σ) = π(τ, σ), ϕ†n = ϕ−n, π†n = π−n. (2.31)

The canonical momentum of field ϕ is Πϕ = −π. Thus the commutation relation is simply1

[ϕ(τ, σ1),−π(τ, σ2)] = iδ(σ1 − σ2), [ϕm, πn] =
−i
2π
δm+n. (2.32)

Actually the micro-causality requires the commutation relation

[ϕ(τ1, σ1), ϕ(τ2, σ2)] = 0,

[ϕ(τ1, σ1), π(τ2, σ2)] = −iδ(σ1 − σ2),

[π(τ1, σ1), π(τ2, σ2)] = i(τ1 − τ2)∂
2δ(σ1 − σ2).

(2.33)

The commutators vanish once σ1 ̸= σ2, which means the information stays at fixed spatial

point.

To define the Hilbert space properly, we should consider the algebra of the modes. The

ϕn and πn modes can be divided into one set of doublet {ϕ0, π0} and infinite sets of quadruplet

{ϕn, ϕ−n, πn, π−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

1More rigorously, it should be the Dirac comb X(σ) =
∑

n δ(σ + 2πn) rather than Dirac delta-function
δ(σ) since the σ direction is periodic.
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transformation:
ϕcn =

1√
2
(ϕn + ϕ−n),

ϕsn =
−i√
2
(ϕn − ϕ−n),


πcn =

1√
2
(πn + π−n),

πsn =
−i√
2
(πn − π−n),

n ≥ 1. (2.34)

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

expansion of the fields as

ϕ(τ, σ) = ϕ0 +
∞∑
n=1

√
2 ϕcn cosnσ +

√
2 ϕsn sinnσ,

π(τ, σ) = π0 +

∞∑
n=1

√
2(πcn + τn2ϕcn) cosnσ +

√
2(πsn + τn2ϕsn) sinnσ,

(2.35)

and moreover, all the modes are Hermitian now

(ϕ0)
† = ϕ0, (ϕcn)

† = ϕcn, (ϕsn)
† = ϕsn,

(π0)
† = π0, (πcn)

† = πcn, (πsn)
† = πsn.

(2.36)

Thus the modes in the theory are divided into the sets,

{ϕ0, π0}, {ϕcn, πcn}, {ϕsn, πsn}, (2.37)

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

modes in (2.37) are

[ϕ0, π0] =
−i
2π
, [ϕcm, π

c
n] =

−i
2π
δm,n, [ϕsm, π

s
n] =

−i
2π
δm,n. (2.38)

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

The Hamiltonian H = −M0 in terms of these modes

H =

∞∑
a=−∞

πa2ϕaϕ−a =

∞∑
a=−∞

πa2|ϕa|2 =
∞∑
a=1

πa2((ϕca)
2 + (ϕsa)

2) (2.39)

is bounded below. The energy eigenstate is also the eigenstates of ϕ
c/s
n modes, thus are similar

to the position eigenstate in quantum mechanics2. Noticing that there is no preference state

under ϕ0 and π0 modes, since these modes are absent in the Hamiltonian. In this work, we

choose the basis states to be the eigenstates of ϕ0 such that the correlation functions from

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

2One may consider the Fock space structure with creating and annihilating operator a
c/s
n ∼ ϕ

c/s
n +

iπ
c/s
n , a

c/s
n ∼ ϕ

c/s
n − iπ

c/s
n . However, these states are not eigenstates of the Hamiltonian.
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eigenstates are the tensor product of

|α⟩ = |α0⟩ ⊗ |αc
1⟩ ⊗ |αs

1⟩ ⊗ |αc
2⟩ ⊗ |αs

2⟩ ⊗ · · · , (2.40)

with
ϕ0 |α⟩ = α0 |α⟩ , ϕc/sn |α⟩ = αc/s

n |α⟩ ,

ϕn |α⟩ =
1√
2
(αc

n + iαs
n) |α⟩ = αn |α⟩ ,

ϕ−n |α⟩ =
1√
2
(αc

n − iαs
n) |α⟩ = α−n |α⟩ .

(2.41)

The canonical vacuum is chosen to be

|vac⟩ = |α = 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

⟨α| = |α⟩† = ⟨α0| ⊗ ⟨αc
1| ⊗ ⟨αs

1| ⊗ ⟨αc
2| ⊗ ⟨αs

2| ⊗ · · · , (2.43)

and thus the inner products is defined as

⟨α̃|α⟩ = ⟨α̃0|α0⟩
∞∏
n=1

⟨α̃c
n|αc

n⟩
∞∏
n=1

⟨α̃c
n|αc

n⟩ = δ(α0 − α̃0)

∞∏
n=1

δ(αc
0 − α̃c

0)

∞∏
n=1

δ(αs
0 − α̃s

0). (2.44)

The inner product ⟨α̃|α⟩ is divergent as α̃→ α, and the non-normalizable nature of the states

leads to divergence in ππ propagator.

Nevertheless, we can consider the expectation value ⟨O⟩α of operator O in the state |α⟩
which is defined as

⟨O⟩α =
⟨α| O |α⟩
⟨α|α⟩

= lim
α̃→α

⟨α̃| O |α⟩+ ⟨α| O |α̃⟩
2 ⟨α̃|α⟩

, (2.45)

where the subscript α is for the state |α⟩. This definition is compatible with Hermiticity of

the operator O:

⟨O†⟩α = lim
α̃→α

⟨α̃| O† |α⟩+ ⟨α| O† |α̃⟩
2 ⟨α̃|α⟩

= lim
α̃→α

⟨α| O† |α̃⟩∗ + ⟨α̃| O† |α⟩∗

2 ⟨α̃|α⟩
= ⟨O⟩∗α (2.46)

where we used ⟨α̃|α⟩∗ = ⟨α̃|α⟩. Thus a Hermitian operator has real expactation values.

Similar to the discussions in quantum mechanics, we can also define the eigenstates
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|κ⟩ = |κ0⟩⊗ |κc1⟩⊗ |κs1⟩⊗ |κc2⟩⊗ |κs2⟩⊗ · · · of π0 and π
c/s
n modes, and find the overlapping with

|α⟩

⟨α|κ⟩ = ⟨κ|α⟩∗ = exp{−2πiκ0α0}
∞∏
n=1

exp{−2πi(κcnα
c
n + κsnα

s
n)}

=
∏
n∈Z

exp{−2πiκnα−n} = exp

{
−2πi

∑
n

κnα−n

}
.

(2.47)

Thus we can insert the identity operator I =
∫
(
∏
dκ) |κ⟩⟨κ| or I =

∫
(
∏
dα) |α⟩⟨α| 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 ϕ0 |vac⟩ is not always null. For example, it will be proved in

(2.57) that the inner product of π0 |vac⟩ and ϕ0 |vac⟩ is non-vanishing,

⟨vac|π0ϕ0 |vac⟩ =
−i
4π

̸= 0. (2.48)

Thus, it is only reasonable to say ⟨ϕ0⟩ = 0, while ϕ0 |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 L0 has ambiguity in the ordering of the modes (2.14). We choose the Weyl

ordering such that the generator is Hermitian,

L0 =
∑
a

πia(πaϕ−a + ϕ−aπa), (2.50)

with (L0)
† = L0. In this ordering, its VEV is vanishing, ⟨L0⟩ = 0. Considering the VEVs of

commutators [Ln, Lm], we see that the anomaly term aL(m) in [Lm, Ln] = (m − n)Lm+n +

aL(m)δm+n vanishes,

0 = ⟨[Ln, L−n]⟩ = 2n ⟨L0⟩+ aL(n) = aL(n). (2.51)

There is no ordering ambiguity inM0, and the anomaly aM (m) in [Lm,Mn] = (m−n)Mm+n+

aM (m)δm+n vanishes as well. Thus the theory is anomaly free. In this ordering, the tress

tensor is Hermitian (Tµ
ν )† = Tµ

ν by (2.15). In the vacuum, the expectation value of the stress

tensor vanishes

⟨Tµ
ν (τ, σ)⟩ = 0. (2.52)

Physically this means that the vacuum contains no energy, momentum and stress.
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In conclusion, with respect to the vacuum, the generators of the symmetry algebra obey

the following commutation relations

[Lm, Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n, [Lm,Mn] = (m− n)Mm+n, [Mm,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 Φ gives the corresponding infinitesimal

transformation δΦ = ξµG∂µΦ + [G,Φ]. It can be checked that the actions indeed match with

(2.12):

ξτLn
= nτeinσ, ξσLn

= −ieinσ,

[Ln, ϕ] = ieinσ∂σϕ = −ξµLn
∂µϕ,

[Ln, π] = −nτeinσ∂τπ + ieinσ∂σπ − neinσπ + in2τeinσ∂σϕ

= −ξµLn
∂µπ − ∂τξ

τ
Ln
π + ∂σξ

τ
Ln
∂σϕ,

(2.54)

ξτMn
= −ieinσ, ξσMn

= 0,

[Mn, ϕ] = 0 = −ξµMn
∂µϕ,

[Mn, π] = ieinσ∂τπ + neinσ∂σϕ = −ξµMn
∂µπ − ∂τξ

τ
Mn
π + ∂σξ

τ
Mn
∂σϕ,

(2.55)

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

easy to see that VEVs of two ϕn modes are always vanishing

⟨ϕmϕn⟩ = 0. (2.56)

For the correlator between one ϕn and one πn, we should insert the identity to do the calcu-

lation. For example, we have

⟨ϕ0π0⟩ = lim
α→0

lim
α̃→α

1

2 ⟨α̃|α⟩
(⟨α̃|ϕ0π0 |α⟩+ ⟨α|ϕ0π0 |α̃⟩)

= lim
α0→0

lim
α̃0→α

1

2 ⟨α̃0|α0⟩

(∫
dκ0 α̃0κ0 ⟨α̃0|κ0⟩ ⟨κ0|α0⟩+

∫
dκ0 α0κ0 ⟨α0|κ0⟩ ⟨κ0|α̃0⟩

)
= lim

α+
0 →0

lim
α−
0 →0

1

2 ⟨α̃0|α0⟩

(
−i
4π

∫
dκ0 e

2πiκ0α
−
0 +

−i
4π

∫
dκ0 e

2πiκ0α
−
0

)
=

−i
4π
.

(2.57)

For more general modes, we have

⟨ϕmπn⟩ =
−i
4π
δm+n, ⟨πmϕn⟩ =

i

4π
δm+n, (2.58)

14



which is consistent with the commutation relation ⟨ϕmπn⟩ − ⟨πnϕm⟩ = ⟨[ϕm, πn]⟩ = −i
2π δm+n.

The VEVs of two πn modes is divergent. Considering ⟨π0π0⟩ for example, we choose box

normalization to regularize the divergence and find

⟨π0π0⟩ = lim
α→0

lim
α̃→α

1

2 ⟨α̃|α⟩
(⟨α̃|π0π0 |α⟩+ ⟨α|π0π0 |α̃⟩)

= lim
α+
0 →0

lim
α−
0 →0

∫
dκ0 κ

2
0 exp

{
2πiκ0α

−
0

}
+ κ20 exp

{
−2πiκ0α

−
0

}
2
∫
dκ0 exp

{
2πiκ0α

−
0

}
box normalization
============= lim

α−
0 →0

lim
K→∞

∫K
−K dκ0 κ0κ0 exp

{
2πiκ0α

−
0

}
+ κ0κ0 exp

{
−2πiκ0α

−
0

}
2
∫K
−K dκ0 exp

{
2πiκ0α

−
0

}
taking α−

0 →0 fist
============ lim

K→∞

1

3
K2 ∼ 1

ϵ2
.

(2.59)

Here we see the divergence of ⟨π0π0⟩ is ϵ−2. This divergence is intrinsic. To be more explicit,

the uncertainty principle for a unitary theory requires

〈
ϕ20
〉 〈
π20
〉
≥ | ⟨ϕ0π0⟩ |2 = ⟨ϕ0π0⟩ ⟨π0ϕ0⟩ =

1

4
((⟨ϕ0π0⟩+ ⟨π0ϕ0⟩)2 − (⟨ϕ0π0⟩ − ⟨π0ϕ0⟩)2)

= (Re{⟨ϕ0π0⟩})2 +
1

16π2
≥ 1

8π

(2.60)

Thus as we taking ⟨ϕ0ϕ0⟩ → 0, ⟨π0π0⟩ → ∞ is divergent. This holds true for the modes with

nonzero n as well

⟨πmπn⟩ ∼
1

ϵ2
δm+n. (2.61)

However the coefficients in divergence depend on the normalization scheme, which lead to

an arbitrary function in the correlator ⟨ππ⟩.With the above results, we can read the 2-point

correlators of the fields:

⟨ϕ(τ1, σ1)ϕ(τ2, σ2)⟩ = 0,

⟨ϕ(τ1, σ1)π(τ2, σ2)⟩ = − i

2
δ(σ12),

⟨π(τ1, σ1)ϕ(τ2, σ2)⟩ =
i

2
δ(σ12),

⟨π(τ1, σ1)π(τ2, σ2)⟩ =
1

ϵ2
f(σ12) +

iτ12
2
∂2δ(σ12),

(2.62)

where f is an arbitrary function. Here we have used τ12 = τ1 − τ2 and σ12 = σ1 − σ2 for

simplicity. By the identity that ⟨π(τ1, σ1)π(τ2, σ2)⟩∗ = ⟨π(τ2, σ2)π(τ1, σ1)⟩, we see that f
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satisfies f∗(σ) = f(−σ). Thus the time-ordered propagators are

⟨T ϕ(τ1, σ1)ϕ(τ2, σ2)⟩ = 0,

⟨T ϕ(τ1, σ1)π(τ2, σ2)⟩ = − i

2
sign(τ12)δ(σ12), ⟨T π(τ1, σ1)ϕ(τ2, σ2)⟩ =

i

2
sign(τ12)δ(σ12),

⟨T π(τ1, σ1)π(τ2, σ2)⟩ =
1

ϵ2
(θ(τ12)f(σ12) + θ(−τ12)f(−σ12)) +

i

2
|τ12|∂2δ(σ12),

(2.63)

where θ 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 = −1

2

∫
d2σ 2π∂τϕ+ ∂σϕ∂σϕ+ ∂τ (−πϕ) + ∂σ(−ϕ∂σϕ)

=

∫
d2σ

1

2
ϕ∂τπ − 1

2
π∂τϕ+

1

2
ϕ∂2σϕ

=

∫
d2σ (ϕ π)

(
1
2∂

2
σ

1
2∂τ

−1
2∂τ 0

)(
ϕ

π

)
=

∫
d2σ Φ†D̂Φ,

(2.64)

where

D̂ =

(
1
2∂

2
σ

1
2∂τ

−1
2∂τ 0

)
, Φ =

(
ϕ

π

)
. (2.65)

Thus the generating functional reads

Z[J] =

∫
DϕDπ exp

{
iS + i

∫
d2σ Jϕϕ+ Jππ

}
=

∫
DϕDπ exp

{
i

∫
d2σ Φ†D̂Φ+

1

2
J†Φ+

1

2
Φ†J

}
= N exp

{
i

∫
d2σ1d

2σ2 −
1

4
J†(σ1)D̂

−1(σ1 − σ2)J(σ2)

}
,

(2.66)

whereN is numerical coefficient given by the Gaussian integral, and G(σ1−σ2) = D̂−1(σ1−σ2)
is the Green’s function of the operator D̂. Using the Fourier transformation, we get

G(σ) =
∑
k∈Z

∫
dω

(2π)2

(
−k2

2 − iω
2

iω
2 0

)−1

e−iωτ−ikσ =
∑
k∈Z

∫
dω

(2π)2

(
0 −2i

ω
2i
ω

2k2

ω2

)
e−iωτ−ikσ

=

(
0 −sign(τ)δ(σ)

sign(τ)δ(σ) A(σ) + |τ |∂2σδ(σ)

)
.

(2.67)
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The function A(σ) 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 π field, −1
2m

2
πππ, to the Lagrangian

3. This mass term modifies the derivative operator.

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

˜̂
D =

∑
k∈Z

∫
dω

(2π)2

(
−k2

2 − iω
2

iω
2 −m2

π
2

)
e−iωτ−ikσ,

G̃(σ) =
∑
k∈Z

∫
dω

(2π)2

 2m2
π

ω2−m2
πk

2 − 2iω
ω2−m2

πk
2

2iω
ω2−m2

πk
2

2k2

ω2−m2
πk

2

 e−iωτ−ikσ.

(2.68)

Doing the integral along the contour as shown in Figure 1, we have

G̃ππ(σ) =
∑
k∈Z

∫
C
dω

2k2

ω2 −m2
πk

2
e−iωτ−ikσ

=
∑
k∈Z

∫
dω

2k2

(ω − (mπk − iϵ))(ω + (mπk + iϵ))
e−iωτ−ikσ

=
∑
k∈Z

−ik
mπ

e−imπk|τ |e−ikσ

=
1

mπ
∂δ(σ +mπ|τ |)

mπ=ϵ2→0
========

1

ϵ2
f(σ) = A(σ).

(2.69)

In the last step, taking mπ → 0 gives a power-law divergence times a function of σ. In fact,

one can choose different ways to regularise this divergent integral. For example, −1
2mππ∂

2
σπ

results in G̃ππ(σ) ∼ 1
mπ
δ(σ). Nevertheless, the Feynman propagator of π(σ1)π(σ2) leads to a

power-law-divergent function of σ1 − σ2. Using the Hadamard regularization to subtract the

divergence, we get the regular term

Greg
ππ (σ) =

∑
k∈Z

∫
P.V.

dω
2k2

ω2
e−iωτ−ikσ =

∑
k∈Z

2k2|τ |e−ikσ = |τ |∂2δ(σ), (2.70)

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

Gππ(σ) = A(σ) + |τ |∂2δ(σ). (2.71)

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

and after taking the mπ → 0 limit we read (2.67).

3Although this mass term 1
2
m2

πππ breaks the Carrollian symmetry, it is very helpful in calculation. The
mass mπ will be eventually taken to be 0 to recover the symmetry. The mass term of ϕ change k2 term to
k2 +m2

ϕ, which gives no help in calculation.
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Figure 1: In the complex ω 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 mπ → 0 limit, the two poles merge into one, and the contour shown in (c) is taken
as running through the pole.

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

Now we can finally calculate the correlators. We have

⟨Φi(σ1)Φj(σ2)⟩ =
1

Z[J]

δ

iδJi(σ1)

δ

iδJj(σ2)
Z[J]

∣∣∣∣
J=0

. (2.72)

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

functions in the canonical quantization (2.63):

⟨Φi(σ1)Φj(σ2)⟩ =
i

4
(Gij(σ12) +Gji(σ21))

=

(
0 − i

2sign(τ12)δ(σ12)
i
2sign(τ12)δ(σ12) A(σ12) +

i
2 |τ12|∂

2
σδ(σ12)

)
.

(2.73)

2.3.4 Hilbert space

As defined in section 2.3.2, the Hilbert space is made of infinite copies of L2(R) with basis

|α⟩. Similar to what we learnt in quantum mechanics, |α⟩ 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 |α⟩, thus it is enough to consider the basis states. The basis states are
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related to the vacuum by

|α⟩ = N exp

{
−2πi

∑
n

αnπ−n

}
|0⟩ = V (α) |0⟩ , (2.74)

where N is the normalization factor. When all the components of α are equal αn = α0, the

operator V (α0) is a vertex operator which can be realized by inserting the operator at the

origin (τ = 0, σ = 0).

V (α0) = N exp{−2πiα0 π(τ = 0, σ = 0)} = N exp

{
−2πi

∑
n

α0πn

}
. (2.75)

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

V (α) = N exp

{
−i
∫
dσ αnπ(τ = 0, σ)e−inσ

}
= N exp

{
−2πi

∑
n

αnπ−n

}
. (2.76)

The vertex operator V (α0) is a special case of V (α) which degenerate to the origin. Thus the

basis states of the Hilbert space correspond to line operators V (α) 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 τ = −∞ 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

Ln≥1 |vac⟩h =Mn≥1 |vac⟩h = 0, (2.77)
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while Ln≤−1 |vac⟩h ̸= 0 and Mn≤−1 |vac⟩h ̸= 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

Ln≥1 |h⟩ =Mn≥1 |h⟩ = 0. (2.78)

In this subsection we prove that the nontrivial highest-weight states are non-unitary. Here

“nontrivial” means that Ln≤−1 |h⟩ ≠ 0 and Mn≤−1 |h⟩ ≠ 0, which generate descendent states.

In the theory at hand, only ϕn and πn are the fundamental modes acting on states.

The commutation relations and the conjugation relations of ϕn and πn modes tell that the

modes can be decomposed into infinite sets of operators {ϕ0, π0} and {ϕn, πn, ϕ−n, π−n} for

n ≥ 1. Thus the Hilbert space H can be taken as direct product of sub-Hilbert spaces

H = H0 ⊗ H1 ⊗ H2 ⊗ · · · with {ϕ0, π0} acting on H0 and {ϕn, πn, ϕ−n, π−n} acting on Hn.

A state in H can be decomposed as |ψ⟩ = |ψ0⟩ ⊗ |ψ1⟩ ⊗ |ψ2⟩ ⊗ · · · . The condition on the

highest-weight state |h⟩ (2.78) can be realized in two different ways:

(i) ϕn̸=0 |h⟩ = 0,

(ii) ϕn≥1 |h⟩ = πn≥1 |h⟩ = 0.
(2.79)

The condition (i) leads to trivial highest-weight state

|h⟩ = |ψ0⟩ ⊗ (|αc
1 = 0⟩ ⊗ |αs

1 = 0⟩)⊗ · · · Ln |h⟩ =Mn |h⟩ = 0 n ∈ Z, (2.80)

where |ψ0⟩ is an arbitrary state in H0, and |αc/s
n≥1 = 0⟩ are the eigenstates of ϕ

c/s
n≥1 modes

and |ψn⟩ = |αc
n = 0⟩ ⊗ |αs

n = 0⟩ ∈ Hn. The state |h⟩ is an excited state from the canonical

vacuum which transforms trivially under the BMS3 symmetry. It is a trivial highest-weight

state because L−n and M−n would not generate new descendent states.

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

suming the Hilbert space is unitary, for given n ≥ 1 and arbitrary state |ψ⟩ ∈ H, we have

⟨h|ϕnϕ−n |h⟩ ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ = ||ϕ−n |h⟩ ||2|| |ψ⟩ ||2 ≥ |(|ψ⟩ , ϕ−n |h⟩)|2, (2.81)

where we have used the Cauchy inequality. Since [ϕm, ϕn] = 0, we know that ⟨h|ϕnϕ−n |h⟩ =
⟨h|ϕ−nϕn |h⟩ = 0. Thus

|(|ψ⟩ , ϕ−n |h⟩)|2 = 0, (2.82)

which means ϕ−n |h⟩ is a null state. For the same reason π−n |h⟩ is a null state as well.
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Moreover, the commutation relations lead to

−i
2π

|h⟩ = [ϕn, π−n] |h⟩ = ϕnπ−n |h⟩ − π−nϕn |h⟩ = |null⟩,

i

2π
|h⟩ = [πn, ϕ−n] |h⟩ = πnϕ−n |h⟩ − ϕ−nπn |h⟩ = |null⟩,

(2.83)

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⟩h 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⟩h
and h ⟨vac| are defined as

ϕn>0 |vac⟩h = πn≥0 |vac⟩h = 0, h ⟨vac|ϕn≤0 =h ⟨vac|πn<0 = 0. (2.84)

Notice that π0 only annihilates the in-vacuum |vac⟩h but not the out-vacuum h ⟨vac|. The

excited states are generated by ϕn≤0 and πn<0 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 ϕ0 mode to the left of π0 mode. After the

normal ordering, L0 takes the following form

L0 =
∑
a>0

2πia(ϕ−aπa − π−aϕa). (2.85)

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

Ln≥−1 |vac⟩h =Mn≥−1 |vac⟩h = 0,

h ⟨vac|Ln≤−1 =h ⟨vac|Mn≤−1 = 0.
(2.86)

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

the symmetry generators,

[Lm, Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n + aL(m)δm+n,

[Lm,Mn] = (m− n)Mm+n + aM (m)δm+n,
(2.87)

where aL and aM are the anomalous terms. Using the Jacobi identity, we get

aL(n) = cL1 n
3 + cL2 n, aM (n) = cM1 n

2 + cM2 . (2.88)
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Further considering VEVs of the commutators of the generators, we get

aL(n) =
1

6
(n3 − n), aM (n) = 0. (2.89)

The anomaly aL 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:

⟨ϕ(τ1, σ1)ϕ(τ2, σ2)⟩ = 0,

⟨ϕ(τ1, σ1)π(τ2, σ2)⟩ =
−i
2π

1

eiσ12 − 1
,

⟨π(τ1, σ1)ϕ(τ2, σ2)⟩ =
−i
2π

1

e−iσ12 − 1
,

⟨π(τ1, σ1)π(τ2, σ2)⟩ =
−iτ12
2π

eiσ12(eiσ12 + 1)

(eiσ12 − 1)2
.

(2.90)

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 c → 0

limit of the correlators in a CFT. To see this, we can map the theory to a plane by a BMS3

transformation,

t = iτeiσ, x = eiσ,

ϕ̃(t, x) = ϕ(τ, σ),

π̃(t, x) = −ie−iσ

(
π(τ, σ) + iτ∂σϕ(τ, σ) +

τ2

2
∂τϕ(τ, σ)

)
.

(2.91)

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

example,

⟨ϕ̃(t1, x1)π̃(t2, x2)⟩ = − 1

2π

1

x12
, ⟨π̃(t1, x1)π̃(t2, x2)⟩ =

1

π

t12
(x12)3

. (2.92)

3 Magnetic scalar in R× R2

Using almost the same method with the one in section 2, we can discuss the d = 3

magnetic scalar theory with BMS4 symmetry. The BMS4 symmetry in principle can be

realized on any Carrollian manifold R×R2 with R2 being a generic Riemann manifold. But

in practice, it is hard to consider the BMS4 transformations on the simplest R × S2, the 3D

analog of cylinder. The reason is that in the S2 part the orthogonal basis is the spherical

oscillators. This basis is covariant under the so(3) = {L0,±1, L̄0,±1} part of the BMS4 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× R2.
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3.1 BMS4 symmetry on R× R2

Consider the 3-dimensional Carrollian manifold consisting of R × R2 with coordinates

xµ = (x0 = t, x1, x2), a degenerated metric, and a time-like vector taken to be

g =


0 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

 , ζ = (1, 0, 0). (3.1)

The BMS4 symmetry transformations keep g and ζ invariant. Thus the Carrollian conformal

Killing equations on the vector ξµ = (ξ0, ξ1, ξ2) are

∂0ξ
0 = ∂1ξ

1 = ∂2ξ
2, ∂0ξ

1 = ∂0ξ
2 = 0, ∂2ξ

1 = −∂1ξ2. (3.2)

The solutions of ξ1 and ξ2 are conjugate harmonic functions on (x1, x2) ∈ R2. Therefore, it is

better to solve the equations in terms of the complexified coordinates (t, z, z̄) with z = x1+ix2

and z̄ = x1 − ix2. The Carrollian conformal Killing equations are now

∂tξ
t =

1

2
∂ξ +

1

2
∂ξ̄, ∂tξ = ∂tξ̄ = 0, ∂ξ̄ = ∂̄ξ = 0. (3.3)

Here ∂ = ∂z, ∂̄ = ∂z̄, and the components of the conformal Killing vector are ξ = ξ1 + iξ2,

ξ̄ = ξ1 − iξ2. The solution is given simply by

ξt =
1

2
(∂f(z) + ∂̄f̄(z̄))t+ g(z, z̄), ξ = f(z), ξ̄ = f̄(z̄), (3.4)

where f̄(z̄) = (f(z))∗ is the complex conjugation of f , and g is an arbitrary real function.

Thus the coordinates transform infinitesimally and finitely as
δt = ξt =

t

2
(∂f(z) + ∂̄f̄(z̄)) + g(z, z̄)

δz = ξ = f(z)

δz̄ = ξ̄ = f̄(z̄)

,


t̃ = (∂F (z)∂̄F̄ (z̄))

1
2 t+G(z, z̄)

z̃ = F (z)

˜̄z = F̄ (z̄)

. (3.5)

The BMS4 symmetry is generated by three sets of infinite number of generators,

ln = −n+ 1

2
tzn∂t − z(n+1)∂z, l̄n̄ = − n̄+ 1

2
tz̄n̄∂t − z̄(n̄+1)∂z̄, mn,n̄ = −znz̄n̄∂t, (3.6)
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with the commutation relations

[lm, ln] = (m− n)lm+n, [l̄m̄, l̄n̄] = (m̄− n̄)l̄m+n, [lm, l̄m̄] = 0,

[lm,mn,n̄] =

(
m+ 1

2
− n

)
mm+n,n̄, [l̄m̄,mn,n̄] =

(
m̄+ 1

2
− n̄

)
mn,m̄+n̄,

[mm,m̄,mn,n̄] = 0.

(3.7)

Since the BMS4 generators transform the real coordinates xµ to complex ones, only the combi-

nations of BMS4 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 BMS4-invariant magnetic scalar theory is given by

S = −1

2

∫
d3x 2π∂tϕ+ ∂iϕ∂iϕ, (3.8)

with i = 1, 2. The fundamental fields are π and ϕ, and the corresponding equations of motion

can be read from the action (3.8),

π : ∂tϕ = 0,

ϕ : ∂tπ + ∂i∂iϕ = 0.
(3.9)

The fields can be expanded in the Fourier basis as

ϕ(x) =

∫
d2k⃗ ϕ(k⃗)e−ik⃗·x⃗,

π(x) =

∫
d2k (π(k⃗) + tk⃗2ϕ(k⃗))e−ik⃗·x⃗,

(3.10)

where x⃗ = (x1, x2) and k⃗ = (k1, k2).

Under the BMS4 transformations (3.5), the fields transform as

ϕ̃(x̃) = (∂F ∂̄F̄ )−
1
4ϕ(x),

π̃(x̃) = (∂F ∂̄F̄ )−
3
4

{
π(x) +

(
t∂̄2F̄

2∂̄F̄
+

∂̄G

(∂F ∂̄F̄ )
1
2

)
∂ϕ(x) +

(
t∂2F

2∂F
+

∂G

(∂F ∂̄F̄ )
1
2

)
∂̄ϕ(x)

−

(
t∂2F

2∂F
+

∂G

(∂F ∂̄F̄ )
1
2

)(
t∂̄2F̄

2∂̄F̄
+

∂̄G

(∂F ∂̄F̄ )
1
2

)
∂tϕ(x) +

(
∂∂̄G

2∂F ∂̄F̄
− t∂2F ∂̄2F̄

8∂F ∂̄F̄

)
ϕ(x)

}
.

Here we used x̃ = (t̃, x̃1, x̃2) as the transformed coordinates for simplicity. Infinitesimally, the

24



fields transform as

δϕ(x) = ϕ̃(x̃)− ϕ(x) = −1

2
∂tξ

0ϕ,

δπ(x) = π̃(x̃)− π(x) = −3

2
∂tξ

0π +
1

2
∂iξ

0∂iϕ+
1

4
∂i∂iξ

0ϕ.

(3.11)

It can be checked that the theory (3.8) is invariant under the BMS4 symmetry up to total

derivatives,

S̃ = S −
∫
d3x (total derivatives). (3.12)

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

Tµ
ν =

(
− 1

4
∂iϕ∂iϕ+

1
4
ϕ∂i∂iϕ

3
4
π∂1ϕ− 1

4
ϕ∂1π

3
4
π∂2ϕ− 1

4
ϕ∂2π

0 1
2
∂1ϕ∂1ϕ+

1
4
∂2ϕ∂2ϕ− 1

4
ϕ∂1∂1ϕ

3
4
∂1ϕ∂2ϕ− 1

4
ϕ∂1∂2ϕ

0 3
4
∂1ϕ∂2ϕ− 1

4
ϕ∂1∂2ϕ

1
4
∂1ϕ∂1ϕ+

1
2
∂2ϕ∂2ϕ− 1

4
ϕ∂2∂2ϕ

)
, (3.13)

satisfying the conserved current equation ∂µT
µ
ν = 0, the traceless condition TrTµ

ν = 0, and the

Carrollian stress tensor structure T i
0 = 0, T i

j = T j
i. Thus the charges Qξ = −i

∫
d2x ξµT 0

µ

generated by the Carrollian conformal Killing vectors ξµ are conserved,

∂0Qξ = −i
∫
d2x ∂0ξ

µT 0
µ + ξµ∂0T

0
µ = −i

∫
d2x ∂i(ξ

µT i
µ) = 0. (3.14)

Thus the theory is classically Carrollian conformal invariant. The BMS4 charges are defined

by

Ln = i

∫
d2x

n+ 1

2
t(x1 + ix2)nT 0

0 +
1

2
(x1 + ix2)(n+1)(T 0

1 − iT 0
2),

L̄n̄ = i

∫
d2x

n̄+ 1

2
t(x1 − ix2)n̄T 0

0 +
1

2
(x1 + ix2)(n̄+1)(T 0

1 + iT 0
2),

Mn,n̄ = i

∫
d2x (x1 + ix2)n(x1 − ix2)n̄T 0

0.

(3.15)

Notice that these charges only involve three degrees of freedom in the stress tensor, while

two other degrees of freedoms, T 1
1 and T 1

2, are not used. Thus Ln, L̄n̄,Mn,n̄ are not all the

modes in the expansion of the stress tensor. Another remarkable thing is that the expressions

of BMS4 charges in terms of ϕ(k⃗) and π(k⃗) 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
∫
d2k⃗ f(k⃗)π(k⃗)∂nϕ(k⃗). However, one can check that the explicit expressions

of BMS4 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 R2 are not closed under extended BMS4 transformations.
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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

ϕ†(x) = ϕ(x), π†(x) = π(x), ϕ†(k⃗) = ϕ(−k⃗), π†(k⃗) = π(−k⃗). (3.16)

The canonical momentum of field ϕ is Πϕ = −π, thus the commutation relation is defined as

usual:

[ϕ(t, x⃗1),−π(t, x⃗2)] = iδ(2)(x⃗1 − x⃗2), [ϕ(k⃗), π(p⃗)] =
−i
4π2

δ(2)(k⃗ + p⃗), (3.17)

and other commutations are vanishing. Here δ(2)(x⃗) = δ(x1)δ(x2) is the delta-function of the

2-dimensional spatial coordinates, and δ(2)(k⃗) is similar. The micro-causality is immediately

read by plugging in the commutation relations:

[ϕ(x1), ϕ(x2)] = 0,

[ϕ(x1), π(x2)] = −iδ(2)(x⃗1 − x⃗2),

[π(x1), π(x2)] = i(t1 − t2)∂i∂iδ
(2)(x⃗1 − x⃗2).

(3.18)

The commutators vanish once the spatial coordinates are not equal to each other x⃗1 ̸= x⃗2,

which means that the information stays at fixed spatial point.

The Hamiltonian H = iM0,0 in these modes is lower bounded:

H =
1

2

∫
d2x k⃗2ϕ(k⃗)ϕ(−k⃗) = 1

2

∫
d2x k⃗2|ϕ(k⃗)|

2
≥ 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:
ϕc(k⃗) =

1√
2
(ϕ(k⃗) + ϕ(−k⃗)),

ϕs(k⃗) =
−i√
2
(ϕ(k⃗)− ϕ(−k⃗)),


πc(k⃗) =

1√
2
(π(k⃗) + π(−k⃗)),

πs(k⃗) =
−i√
2
(π(k⃗)− π(−k⃗)),

k1 ≥ 0, k2 ∈ R.

(3.20)

These modes are Hermitian,

(ϕc(k⃗))† = ϕc(k⃗), (ϕs(k⃗))† = ϕs(k⃗),

(πc(k⃗))† = πc(k⃗), (πs(k⃗))† = πs(k⃗),
(3.21)

and they do form pairs of the Heisenberg algebras

{ϕc(k⃗), πc(k⃗)}, {ϕs(k⃗), πs(k⃗)}, (3.22)

with the commutation relations being

[ϕc(k⃗1), π
c(k⃗2)] =

−i
4π2

δ(2)(k⃗1 − k⃗2), [ϕs(k⃗1), π
s(k⃗2)] =

−i
4π2

δ(2)(k⃗1 − k⃗2). (3.23)

The fundamental fields in terms of these modes are

ϕ(x) =
√
2

∫ +∞

0
dk1

∫ +∞

−∞
dk2 ϕ

c(k⃗) cos (k⃗ · x⃗) + ϕs(k⃗) sin (k⃗ · x⃗),

π(x) =
√
2

∫ +∞

0
dk1

∫ +∞

−∞
dk2

(
πc(k⃗) + tk⃗2 ϕc(k⃗)

)
cos (k⃗ · x⃗)

+
(
πs(k⃗) + tk⃗2 ϕs(k⃗)

)
sin (k⃗ · x⃗).

(3.24)

The bases in the rigged Hilbert space are chosen to be the eigenstates of ϕ(k⃗) 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 |α(k⃗)⟩ states,

|α⟩ =
∏
k⃗∈R2

|α(k⃗)⟩ , (3.25)

in which
∏

k⃗∈R2 denotes the generalized direct product with continuous parameter k⃗ ∈ R2.

The states |α(k⃗)⟩ are the eigenstates of ϕ(k⃗) modes, therefore |α⟩ is an eigenstate of ϕ(k⃗)
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modes as well

ϕ(k⃗) |α⟩ =
∏

k⃗′∈R2

ϕ(k⃗) |α(k⃗′)⟩ =
∏

k⃗′∈R2

α(k⃗) |α(k⃗′)⟩ = α(k⃗) |α⟩ . (3.26)

The vacuum is the lowest energy state,

|vac⟩ = |α = 0⟩ . (3.27)

The conjugation of the basis states are defined as

⟨α| =
∏
k⃗∈R2

⟨α(k⃗)| . (3.28)

These basis states are δ-function-like normalized,

⟨α̃|α⟩ =
∏

k⃗,⃗k′∈R2

⟨α̃(k⃗′)|α(k⃗)⟩ =
∏

k⃗,⃗k′∈R2

δ(α(k⃗)− α̃(k⃗′)) ≡ δ(α− α̃). (3.29)

Here δ(α− α̃) is defined as the product of delta functions δ(α(k⃗)− α̃(k⃗′)) for every k⃗, k⃗′ ∈ R2.

In fact, it is natural to view α(k⃗) as a function of k⃗, and δ(α− α̃) as the delta function in the

sense of functional integral. For a functional F (α), we have∫
[Dα] δ(α− α̃)F [α] = F (α̃). (3.30)

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

⟨O⟩ = lim
α→0

(
lim
α̃→α

⟨α̃| O |α⟩+ ⟨α| O |α̃⟩
2 ⟨α̃|α⟩

)
. (3.31)

We can also define the eigenstates of π(k⃗) modes as

|κ⟩ =
∏
k⃗∈R2

|κ(k⃗)⟩ . (3.32)

The inner product of |κ⟩ and ⟨α| is

⟨α|κ⟩ = ⟨κ|α⟩∗ =
∏
k⃗∈R2

√
2π exp

{
−4π2i(κ(k⃗)α(−k⃗))

}
.

∝ exp

{
−4π2i

∫
d2k

(
κ(k⃗)α(−k⃗)

)}
,

(3.33)

and the identity operator is defined as I =
∫
[Dα] |α⟩⟨α| or I =

∫
[Dκ] |κ⟩⟨κ|. Using the identity
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operator, it can be checked that the eigenstates of ϕ(k⃗) modes are generated by an operator

V [α] defined on the t = 0 surface,

V [α] = N exp

{
−i
∫
d2k α(k⃗)π(t = 0, x⃗)e−ik⃗·x⃗

}
. (3.34)

The fact that the operator V [α] 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
⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ = 0,

⟨ϕ(x1)π(x2)⟩ =
−i
2
δ(2)(x⃗12),

⟨π(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ =
i

2
δ(2)(x⃗12),

⟨π(x1)π(x2)⟩ =
1

ϵ2
f(x⃗12) +

it12
2
∂⃗2δ(2)(x⃗12).

(3.35)

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

it satisfies f∗(x⃗) = f(−x⃗). It is straightforward to get the time-ordered propagators:

⟨T {ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)}⟩ = 0,

⟨T {ϕ(x1)π(x2)}⟩ =
−i
2
sign(t12)δ

(2)(x⃗12),

⟨T {π(x1)ϕ(x2)}⟩ =
i

2
sign(t12)δ

(2)(x⃗12),

⟨T {π(x1)π(x2)}⟩ =
1

ϵ2
(θ(t12)f(x⃗12) + θ(−t12)f(−x⃗12)) +

i|t12|
2

∂⃗2δ(2)(x⃗12).

(3.36)

As will be shown below, they agree with the ones calculated from the path integral.

At last, we briefly discuss the quantum BMS4 symmetry. In the quantization, we use the

Weyl ordering as the normal ordering. For example, we have

π∂1ϕ −→ 1

2
π∂1ϕ+

1

2
∂1ϕπ. (3.37)

Plugging this into the stress tensor, we find that the VEV of the stress tensor is vanishing

⟨Tµ
ν⟩ = 0. (3.38)

Hence the generators of the BMS4 symmetry have vanishing VEVs,

⟨Ln⟩ =
〈
L̄n̄

〉
= ⟨Mn,n̄⟩ . (3.39)
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Similar to the 2D case, we find that the BMS4 algebra is anomaly free and the commutation

relations are

[Lm, Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n, [L̄m̄, L̄n̄] = (m̄− n̄)L̄m̄+n̄, [Lm, L̄m̄] = 0,

[Lm,Mn,n̄] =
(m
2

− n
)
Mm+n,n̄, [L̄m̄,Mn,n̄] =

(m̄
2

− n̄
)
Mn,m̄+n̄.

(3.40)

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

that the actions of BMS4 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),

S = −1

2

∫
d3x 2π∂tϕ+ ∂iϕ∂iϕ+ ∂t(−πϕ) + ∂i(−ϕ∂iϕ)

=

∫
d3x

1

2
ϕ∂tπ − 1

2
π∂tϕ+

1

2
ϕ∂⃗2ϕ

=

∫
d3x Φ†D̂Φ,

(3.41)

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

D̂ =

(
1
2 ∂⃗

2 1
2∂t

−1
2∂t 0

)
, Φ =

(
ϕ

π

)
. (3.42)

Therefore, the sourced partition function for this theory is

Z[J ] =

∫
DϕDπ exp

{
iS + i

∫
d3x Jϕϕ+ Jππ

}
=

∫
DϕDπ exp

{
i

∫
d3x Φ†D̂Φ+

1

2
J†Φ+

1

2
Φ†J

}
= N exp

{
i

∫
d3x1d

3x2 −
1

4
J†(x1)D̂

−1(x1 − x2)J(x2)

}
.

(3.43)

Here N is the overall factor, and G(x1−x2) = D̂−1(x1−x2) is the Green’s function respecting

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

G(x) =

∫
dωd2k

(2π)3

(
− k⃗2

2 − iω
2

iω
2 0

)−1

e−iωt−ikx =

∫
dωd2k

(2π)3

(
0 −2i

ω
2i
ω

2k⃗2

ω2

)
e−iωt−ikx

=

(
0 −sign(t)δ(2)(x⃗)

sign(t)δ(2)(x⃗) A(x⃗) + |t|∂⃗2δ(2)(x⃗)

)
.

(3.44)
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The function A(x⃗) in the Gππ component is a power-law divergent term. As in the 2D case,

the divergence in this term comes from the integral of ω, and the explicit form of A(x⃗) 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),

⟨Φi(x1)Φj(x2)⟩ =
i

4
(Gij(x12) +Gji(x21))

=

(
0 − i

2sign(t12)δ
(2)(x⃗12)

i
2sign(t12)δ

(2)(x⃗12) i|t12|∂⃗2δ(2)(x⃗12) +A(x⃗12)

)
.

(3.45)

3.4 Non-unitary canonical quantization

As discussed earlier, the BMS4 generators have complicated expressions in terms of ϕ(k⃗)

and π(k⃗) modes. Therefore, it is hard to read the action of the modes on the vacuum from

the highest-weight condition, i.e. the positive BMS4 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 ϕ(k⃗) and π(k⃗), if ϕ(k⃗)

annihilates the in-vacuum ϕ(k⃗) |vac⟩h = 0 for a given k⃗, then π(−k⃗) should not annihilate the

in-vacuum π(−k⃗) |vac⟩h ̸= 0, and at the same time, the out-vacuum satisfies h⟨vac|ϕ(k⃗) ̸= 0

and h⟨vac|π(−k⃗) = 0. This statement remains true after exchanging ϕ and π. Hence, one

definition of the highest-weight vacuum is

ϕ(k⃗) |vac⟩h = 0, π(k⃗) |vac⟩h = 0, k1 > 0,

h⟨vac|ϕ(k⃗) = 0, h⟨vac|π(k⃗) = 0, k1 < 0,
(3.46)

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

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ = 0,

⟨ϕ(x1)π(x2)⟩ =
−1

2π

1

x112
δ(x212),

⟨π(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ =
1

2π

1

x112
δ(x212),

⟨π(x1)π(x2)⟩ =
−t12
2π

(
2

(x112)
3
δ(x212) +

1

x112
∂2δ(x212)

)
.

(3.47)

It is immediately noticed that, the correlation functions are power-law in x1 and δ-functions

in x2. 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.

(a)

(b)

(c)

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⟩h, while the blue

parts annihilate the out-vacuum h⟨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× R2

The quantization of the d = 3 electric scalar theory with BMS4 symmetry is also straight-

forward. The BMS4 invariant electric scalar theory in R× R2 is given by

S =

∫
d3x

1

2
(∂tϕ)

2. (4.1)

The equations of motion of the fundamental fields can be read as

ϕ : ∂2t ϕ = 0. (4.2)

The fields can be expanded as

ϕ(x) =

∫
d2k (ϕ(k⃗) + tχ(k⃗))e−ik⃗·x⃗. (4.3)

To see the manifest BMS4 symmetry of the action, recall that the field ϕ is a BMS4 scalar

and it transforms under BMS4 transformations (3.5) as

ϕ̃(x̃) = (∂F ∂̄F̄ )−
1
4ϕ(x), (4.4)

and infinitesimally

δϕ(x) = ϕ̃(x̃)− ϕ(x) = −1

2
∂tξ

0ϕ. (4.5)

Given in [100], the stress tensor for 3D electric scalar theory is

Tµ
ν =


1
2(∂tϕ)

2 3
4∂tϕ∂1ϕ− 1

4ϕ∂t∂1ϕ
3
4∂tϕ∂2ϕ− 1

4ϕ∂t∂2ϕ

0 −1
4(∂tϕ)

2 0

0 0 −1
4(∂tϕ)

2

 . (4.6)

This stress tensor satisfies the conserved current equation and is chosen to be traceless. The

BMS4 charges are formally the same as the magnetic sector, with the stress tensor replaced

by the electric one (4.6),

Ln = i

∫
d2x

n+ 1

2
t(x1 + ix2)nT 0

0 +
1

2
(x1 + ix2)(n+1)(T 0

1 − iT 0
2),

L̄n̄ = i

∫
d2x

n̄+ 1

2
t(x1 − ix2)n̄T 0

0 +
1

2
(x1 + ix2)(n̄+1)(T 0

1 + iT 0
2),

Mn,n̄ = i

∫
d2x (x1 + ix2)n(x1 − ix2)n̄T 0

0.

(4.7)
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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 BMS4 scalar theory. Again we perform the canonical

quantization on the equal-time slice. The Hermitian conjugate conditions are

ϕ†(x) = ϕ(x) ⇐⇒ ϕ†(k⃗) = ϕ(−k⃗), χ†(k⃗) = χ(−k⃗). (4.8)

Since the canonical conjugate of the field ϕ is Πϕ = ∂tϕ, the canonical commutation relation

is

[ϕ(x), ∂tϕ(x)] = iδ(2)(x⃗1 − x⃗2) ⇐⇒ [ϕ(k⃗), χ(p⃗)] =
i

4π2
δ(2)(k⃗ + p⃗). (4.9)

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

Heisenberg pairs {ϕc(k⃗), χc(k⃗)}, {ϕs(k⃗), χs(k⃗)}:
ϕc(k⃗) =

1√
2
(ϕ(k⃗) + ϕ(−k⃗))

ϕs(k⃗) =
−i√
2
(ϕ(k⃗)− ϕ(−k⃗)),

χc(k⃗) =
1√
2
(χ(k⃗) + χ(−k⃗))

χs(k⃗) =
−i√
2
(χ(k⃗)− χ(−k⃗))

k1 ≥ 0, k2 ∈ R,

(4.10)

with
(ϕc(k⃗))† = ϕc(k⃗), (ϕs(k⃗))† = ϕs(k⃗),

(χc(k⃗))† = χc(k⃗), (χs(k⃗))† = χs(k⃗).
(4.11)

The commutation relations are realized as

[ϕc(k⃗1), χ
c(k⃗2)] =

i

4π2
δ(2)(k⃗1 − k⃗2), [ϕs(k⃗1), χ

s(k⃗2)] =
i

4π2
δ(2)(k⃗1 − k⃗2). (4.12)

Expanding in these modes, the scalar field can be expressed by

ϕ(x) =
√
2

∫ +∞

0
dk1

∫ +∞

−∞
dk2

(
ϕc(k⃗) + t χc(k⃗)

)
cos (k⃗ · x⃗)

+
(
ϕs(k⃗) + t χs(k⃗)

)
sin (k⃗ · x⃗).

(4.13)

The Hamiltonian H = iM0,0 in these modes is clearly lower bounded

H =
1

2

∫
d2k χ(k⃗)χ(−k⃗) = 1

2

∫
d2k |χ(k⃗)|

2

=
1

4

∫
d2k

(
χc(k⃗)2 + χs(k⃗)2

)
≥ 0.

(4.14)
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Thus the Hilbert space is spanned by the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian |α⟩ =
∏

k⃗∈R2 |α(k⃗)⟩
consisting of direct products of Heisenberg modes χ(k⃗) |α(k⃗′)⟩ = α(k⃗) |α(k⃗′)⟩ :

χ(k⃗) |α⟩ =
∏

k⃗′∈R2

χ(k⃗) |α(k⃗′)⟩ =
∏

k⃗′∈R2

α(k⃗) |α(k⃗′)⟩ = α(k⃗) |α⟩ . (4.15)

The induced vacuum is the lowest-energy state

|vac⟩ = |α = 0⟩ . (4.16)

One can construct the out-states as in (3.28),(3.29) and obtain a δ-function normalization

⟨α̃|α⟩ =
∏

k⃗,⃗k′∈R2

⟨α̃(k⃗′)|α(k⃗)⟩ =
∏

k⃗,⃗k′∈R2

δ(α(k⃗)− α̃(k⃗′)) ≡ δ(α− α̃). (4.17)

Similarly, the eigenstates |α⟩ are generated by the surface operators V [α],

V [α] = N exp

{
i

∫
d2k α(k⃗)ϕ(t = 0, x⃗)e−ik⃗·x⃗

}
. (4.18)

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

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ =
it12
2
δ(2)(x⃗12), (4.19)

and the time-ordered propagator is

⟨T {ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)}⟩ =
i|t12|
2

δ(2)(x⃗12), (4.20)

which again matches the result from path integral [90].

For the electric theory, by using Weyl ordering the VEVs of BMS4 symmetry generators

are still vanishing,

⟨Ln⟩ =
〈
L̄n̄

〉
= ⟨Mn,n̄⟩ = 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 BMS4 operators with the scalar field ϕ(x)

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 ϕ(k⃗), χ(k⃗) modes can be chosen to annihilate the

vacuum in different quantization schemes. To be precise, for example, if χ(k⃗) annihilates the
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in-vacuum χ(k⃗) |vac⟩h = 0 for a given k⃗, then ϕ(−k⃗) can not annihilate it, and the out-vacuum

satisfies h⟨vac|χ(k⃗) ̸= 0, h⟨vac|ϕ(−k⃗) = 0. Similar arguments hold if we exchange ϕ and χ.

We still have different choices of the highest-weight vacuum as in the magnetic theory: for

example, one of them is given by

χ(k⃗) |vac⟩h = 0, ϕ(k⃗) |vac⟩h = 0, k1 > 0,

h⟨vac|ϕ(k⃗) = 0, h⟨vac|χ(k⃗) = 0, k1 < 0.
(4.22)

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

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ =
t12
x112

δ(x212). (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,

tm∂nδ(d−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

c → 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(d+1). In the electric scalar case, the Hamiltonian

have similar form with Lorentzian scalar theory:

H ∝
∫
d(d−1)k a†

k⃗
a
k⃗
. (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:

⟨ϕ(t1, x⃗1)ϕ(t2, x⃗2)⟩ ∝ e−im(t1−t2)δ(d−1)(x⃗1 − x⃗2). (5.2)

The m→ 0 limit of the correlation function is

⟨ϕ(t1, x⃗1)ϕ(t2, x⃗2)⟩ ∝ |t1 − t2|δ(d−1)(x⃗1 − x⃗2), (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

H ∝
∫
d2k |ϕ(k⃗)|

2
, (5.4)

where ϕ(k⃗) 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 Φ ⊆ H ⊆ Φ×, where H is the traditional Hilbert space, Φ

is the space of the physical states, and Φ× is its dual. Considering 1D quantum mechanics for

an example, H is the space of square integrable functions, Φ is the space of rapidly decreasing

functions, and Φ× 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 Φ×. 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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