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Abstract

In D dimensional de Sitter space, a scalar field has an infinite tower of special

tachyonic mass values at which enhanced shift symmetries appear. After modding out

by these shift symmetries, these fields correspond to the unitary irreducible representa-

tions of the de Sitter group known as the discrete series. We show that in D = 2 these

theories have global conformal symmetry. In all but the massless case, these theories

have no stress tensor and the conformal symmetry does not act in the usual way on the

scalar field. We find the conformal symmetry by explicitly computing the correlators

of the shift invariant local operators and showing that they take conformally invariant

forms. We also demonstrate how these fields are self dual in D = 2, and dual to the

shift invariant massive vector fields, which are therefore also conformally invariant.
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1 Introduction

On D dimensional de Sitter space (dSD) with radius 1/H, a massive scalar field ϕ exhibits

shift symmetries for the specific masses

m2
k = −k(k +D − 1)H2 , k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (1.1)

where the integer k is called the level of the shift symmetry [1]. The value k = 0 corresponds

to the massless scalar field, and the higher k’s are all tachyonic. The explicit form of the

shift transformation for level k is

δϕ = SA1···Ak
XA1 · · ·XAk . (1.2)

Here XA(x) is the standard embedding of the dSD space into an auxiliary flat Lorentzian

ambient space of dimension D + 1 with metric ηAB = diag(−1, 1, . . . , 1), where the dS



hyperboloid is the surface ηABX
AXB = 1/H2, and SA1···Ak

is a constant ambient space

tensor which is fully symmetric and fully traceless.

Despite their tachyonic masses, these fields correspond to unitary irreducible represen-

tations of the de Sitter group, known as the discrete series scalars (see [2–10] for reviews of

the representation theory of the de Sitter group). This correspondence occurs once the shift

symmetries (1.2) are modded out, i.e. gauged. This gauging removes the would-be unstable

modes of the tachyonic mass, leaving a stable unitary theory. The unitarity can be seen

field theoretically by noting that these theories arise as the decoupled longitudinal modes of

massive higher spin fields as the higher spin fields approach their maximal depth partially

massless [11–14] values from above [1,15]. Since the maximal depth partially massless value

corresponds to the Higuchi bound [16,17], this limit is unitary.

These shift symmetric scalars make an appearance in various diverse and seemingly

unrelated contexts. The massless case, k = 0, has been extensively studied due to its

potential importance in the cosmology of the early and late universe, see e.g. [18,19]. Other

aspects of this case and its quantization are discussed in e.g. [19–26] (see [27] for recent work

on the possible cosmological effects of the other k values.) The k = 1 case has emerged

in studies related to the conformal factor in quantum gravity [28–33]. In D = 2, it can be

seen explicitly that it arises when gravity is coupled to a conformal matter field with large

central charge in dS2 (see footnote 6 of [34] and discussions in [29,35]). As discussed recently

in [35], the discrete series scalars in D = 2 are realized in a topological SL(N,R) BF theory

(at least at the level of the pre-Hilbert space, namely the states that exist before projecting

to the gauge invariant states). The case N = 2 is related to de Sitter gravity [36, 37].

Finally, another completely different context in which these field appear is the following: the

fluctuations in the entanglement entropy in a D dimensional conformal field theory (CFT)

across a spatial D − 1 sphere as the state fluctuates away from the vacuum is described by

a k = 1 scalar field propagating on the auxiliary kinematic space of spatial spheres, which is

a dSD [38, 39] (the k ≥ 2 cases describe a similar situation involving higher spin conserved

currents).

These shift symmetries are seemingly unrelated to the so(2, D) global conformal sym-

metry of the dSD space itself (as opposed to the so(1, D) conformal symmetry of the bound-

ary, which comes from the isometries of dSD). On dSD, there is a well known conformal
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mass value where the scalar field acquires the full so(2, D) conformal symmetry of dSD,

m2
conformal =

D(D − 2)

4
H2 . (1.3)

At this mass value, conformal symmetry acts in the usual linear, local manner on ϕ, and

there are no other mass values for which this is true (see [40] for a recent exposition in our

conventions). For D > 2, this conformal mass squared is positive, and so it does not coincide

with any of the shift symmetric values in (1.1). For D = 2 on the other hand, the conformal

mass value is zero, which corresponds to the k = 0 shift symmetric value.

In this paper, we will see that the remaining shift symmetric fields in D = 2, i.e.

those with k ≥ 1 in (1.1), are also conformally invariant, and hence define CFTs living on

dS2. This conformal symmetry is hidden, in the sense that it does not act in the standard

local manner on ϕ, though it is still linearly realized. This can happen because once the

shift symmetries are gauged, ϕ is no longer a proper gauge invariant operator in the theory,

but is more like a gauge field. The gauge invariant operators are field strengths made from

combinations of derivatives of ϕ which are invariant under the shift symmetries (1.2). We

will find the conformal symmetry of these theories by computing the two-point correlators

of the appropriate field strengths and seeing that they have the unique structure dictated

by conformal symmetry. Thus the conformal symmetry acts in the standard manner on the

gauge invariant field strengths, which behave as primaries under conformal transformations,

though not on the gauge field ϕ. Since these theories are free, the conformal symmetry of

the two-point correlators is sufficient to establish conformal symmetry for the whole theory

(up to possible anomalies at coincident points).

For k ≥ 1, the removal of the non-shift invariant operators by gauging the shift sym-

metry also removes the stress tensor, so these new CFTs do not have a well-defined stress

tensor. They have the structure of generalized free CFTs built on conserved traceless sym-

metric tensor fields.

This same phenomenon – conformal symmetry that appears at the level of correlators

of gauge invariant operators but not in the usual way in the action – also occurs for linearized

gravity (i.e. the free massless spin-2 field) in D = 4, on both flat [41] and curved [40] space:

the action is not invariant when the linearized metric is transformed in the usual way as

a conformal field, but correlators of the Weyl tensor (which are invariant under the gauge

symmetries – linearized diffeomorphisms in this case) take the proper conformal form. The
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same happens for all the higher spins > 2 in D = 4, whereas the spin-1 case, i.e. Maxwell

electromagnetism, has conformal symmetry in D = 4 in the usual way acting on the action,

and therefore also the gauge invariant correlators [42]. Like the D = 2 scalars with k ≥ 1,

the massless higher spin theories for s ≥ 2 do not have a gauge invariant stress tensor. In

these senses, the level k shift symmetric scalar in D = 2 is a toy model for a massless spin

k + 1 field in D = 4; in particular, the k = 1 case is a toy model for linearized gravity.

In D = 2, the shift symmetric scalars have a self duality [43], analogous to electromag-

netic duality in D = 4 and generalizing the T-duality of the massless scalar in D = 2. This

duality stems from the fact that in D = 2 the scalar discrete series representations each split

into two irreducible halves (see [23,44,45] for reviews of the representation theory of the dS

group in D = 2). In addition, a massive scalar is dual to a massive vector in D = 2, and

the shift symmetric scalars for k ≥ 1 are dual to the shift symmetric vectors. Here we will

be able to see all these dualities explicitly at the level of the correlators of gauge invariant

operators. The conformal symmetry of the shift symmetric scalars then implies that all the

shift symmetric vectors also have a hidden conformal symmetry, in the same hidden manner

as the k ≥ 1 scalars.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we review conformal symmetry for

scalar fields in de Sitter space and the shift symmetric fields. In Section 3 we explicitly

demonstrate that the correlators of the shift invariant field strengths have the conformal

structure. In Section 4 we demonstrate the self duality of the shift symmetric scalar fields

in D = 2 and their duality with the shift symmetric vector fields, showing that the shift

symmetric vector fields are also conformal in dS2. We conclude in Section 5 and discuss

some open problems.

Conventions: We work on de Sitter space with radius 1/H, so that the Riemann

tensor is given by Rµνρσ = H2 (gµρgνσ − gµσgνρ) (the curvature conventions are those of [46]).

The spacetime dimension is D and the metric signature is mostly plus. The notation (· · · )T
means to take the fully symmetric and fully traceless projection of the enclosed indices, e.g.

t(µν)T = 1
2
(tµν + tνµ)− 1

D
gµνt

ρ
ρ.

When working with correlators we use Euclidean de Sitter, which is the sphere of radius

1/H. We make use of stereographic projective coordinates xµ in which the metric becomes

gµν = Ω2(x)ηµν , Ω(x) ≡ 1

1 + H2

4
x2

, (1.4)
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where x2 ≡ ηµνx
µxν and ηµν = diag(1, . . . , 1) is the flat Euclidean metric. In these coordi-

nates, conformal flatness is manifest, as is the flat space limit H → 0.

We often use the variable Z = cos(Hµ) ∈ [−1, 1] with µ the geodesic distance between

x and x′, so that Z = 1 (µ = 0) is the coincident point on the sphere and Z = −1 (µ = π/H)

is the antipodal point. In the coordinates (1.4), Z takes the form

Z = 1− H2

2
Ω(x)Ω(x′)(x− x′)2 . (1.5)

In a CFT on dSD, the form of the two point functions of conformal primaries at

separated points are completely fixed: for a spin s primary Oµ1···µs of scaling dimension

∆, in the coordinates (1.4) the two point function becomes the following up to an overall

constant (see [40] for details):

⟨Oµ1···µs(x)Oµ′
1···µ′

s
(x′)⟩dS = Ω(x)−∆+sΩ(x′)−∆+s⟨Oµ1···µs(x)Oµ′

1···µ′
s
(x′)⟩flat , (1.6)

where

⟨Oµ1···µs(x)Oµ′
1···µ′

s(x′)⟩flat =
1

|x− x′|2∆
I
(µ′

1

(µ1
· · · Iµ

′
s)T

µs)T
, Iµµ′ ≡ ηµµ′ − 2

(x− x′)µ(x− x′)µ′

(x− x′)2
,

(1.7)

is the unique conformal structure for two point functions on flat space [47].

2 Scalar fields on dS2 and conformal symmetry

Consider a canonical free scalar ϕ of mass m in dSD. The Lagrangian is

L =
√
−g

(
−1

2
∇µϕ∇µϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2

)
. (2.1)

The standard form of a conformal transformation on ϕ is

δϕ = −
[
ξµ∇µ +

∆

D
∇ · ξ

]
ϕ , (2.2)

where ∆ is a real number giving the scaling dimension of ϕ and ξµ is a conformal Killing

vector of dSD, i.e. a vector field satisfying the conformal Killing equation ∇(µξν)T = 0

(see [40] for details).

5



The Lagrangian (2.1) has (2.2) as a symmetry for only one value of m2 and ∆, given

by

m2
conformal =

D(D − 2)

4
H2, ∆ =

D

2
− 1 . (2.3)

In particular, in D = 2 the theory is conformally invariant under (2.2) only for the massless

case m2 = 0, with scaling dimension ∆ = 0.

2.1 Correlator

Consider the scalar correlator ⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩. For simplicity we work on Euclidean dSD, which

is just the sphere of radius 1/H. By dS symmetry, the correlator depends only on the

geodesic distance between x and x′. Away from the coincident point x = x′, it must be

regular and must be annihilated by the Klein-Gordon operator ∇2 −m2. At the coincident

point, it must have the same singularity as the flat space correlator. These requirements fix

the correlator to be (see [40,48] for details)

⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩ = HD−2Γ(δ+)Γ(δ−)

2DπD/2Γ(D/2)
2F1

(
δ−, δ+;

D

2
;
Z + 1

2

)
, (2.4)

where

δ± ≡ D − 1

2
±
√

(D − 1)2

4
− m2

H2
. (2.5)

Here Z is the variable defined in the conventions at the end of Section 1.

For the conformal mass value (2.3) when D > 2, the correlator reduces to a simple

form which upon using the coordinates (1.4) can be seen to be the form (1.6) compatible

with conformal symmetry [40].

2.2 Discrete series values

The correlator (2.4) is well defined as a function of m2 except when m2 takes the values

m2
k = −k(k +D − 1)H2, k = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . , (2.6)

where we have δ+ = d + k, δ− = −k. At these mass values there is a simple pole (coming

from Γ(δ−)). These are precisely the mass values corresponding to the scalar discrete series
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representations for dSD, and it is at these values that the theory (2.1) acquires the Galileon-

like extended shift symmetry (1.2).

Despite the fact that the discrete series mass values are tachyonic (m2
k < 0) for k ≥ 1,

these representations are all unitary. Realizing these unitary representations requires gauging

the shift symmetry (as discussed in e.g. [22]). At the level of local operators, this means that

we consider only local operators that are invariant under the shift symmetries (1.2). The

basic such operator is the symmetric and traceless “field strength” tensor Fµ1···µk+1
, which is

constructed from the (k + 1)-th symmetrized traceless derivative [1],

Fµ1···µk+1
≡ ∇(µ1 · · · ∇µk+1)Tϕ . (2.7)

Although the correlator (2.4) is divergent, if we regularize the divergence, the correlators of

Fµ1···µk+1
will be finite as the regulator is removed. Since all other invariant operators are

constructed from derivatives and powers of this operator modulo the equations of motion [43],

it is these finite correlators which define the discrete series theories. We will see explicitly

how this works for D = 2 in what follows.

3 Conformal symmetry of the discrete series in D = 2

In this section we demonstrate that the discrete series scalar theories, as defined above, have

global conformal symmetry in D = 2.

In D = 2 the two point correlation function (2.4) for the massive scalar becomes,

⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩ = 1

4π
Γ(δ+)Γ(δ−) 2F1

(
δ−, δ+; 1;

Z + 1

2

)
, (3.1)

with,

δ± ≡ 1

2
±
√

1

4
− m2

H2
. (3.2)

This is well defined except for the shift symmetric mass values (2.6)

m2
k = −k(k + 1)H2, k = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . , (3.3)

where we have δ+ = k + 1, δ− = −k. In these cases there are simple poles coming from the

Γ(δ−).
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3.1 k = 0

We start with the case k = 0, the massless scalar, which is already well known to be conformal

in D = 2: the is the one case in which the conformal mass value (2.3) overlaps with one of

the shift symmetric values (2.6).

In this case the field is massless, m2 = 0, and has the simple shift invariance under the

transformation

ϕ(x) → ϕ(x) + S , (3.4)

where S is a constant. Gauging this shift symmetry, the basic field strength operator (2.7)

is a vector operator, given by taking a single derivative of ϕ,

Fµ = ∇µϕ . (3.5)

Let us see that the correlator of this shift invariant operator is finite. Starting with

the correlator (3.1), we define the Green’s function G0 by regularizing and isolating the

divergence by setting δ− → ϵ, δ+ → 1− ϵ and then expanding for small ϵ. We get1

G0(Z) ≡
1

4πϵ
− 1

4π
log(1− Z) + const. +O(ϵ) . (3.6)

The divergence is now isolated as a 1/ϵ pole. Different ways of regularizing may change the

coefficient of this pole or the value of the additive constant finite part, but the coefficient of

the logarithm is regulator independent. Due to this logarithmic dependence, the expression

(3.6) is not conformally invariant (despite the fact that in this case the action is conformally

invariant under the standard conformal transformation (2.2)). To form the correlator of Fµ,

we take a derivative of (3.6) at each of the points x and x′,

⟨Fµ(x)Fµ′(x′)⟩ = ∇µ∇µ′G0(Z), (3.7)

where ∇µ′ indicates the covariant derivative with respect to x′. Plugging in (3.6), the deriva-

tives can be evaluated using the rules in [48], and the result is

⟨Fµ(x)Fµ′(x′)⟩ = H2

4π(1− Z)
(gµµ′ + 2nµnµ′) . (3.8)

Here gµµ′(x, x′) is the parallel propagator along the geodesic between x and x′, nµ(x, x
′) is the

unit normalized tangent vector to this geodesic at x, pointing away from x′, and nµ′(x, x′)

1We find the package HypExp [49] useful for Taylor expanding the hypergeometric functions.
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the analogous normal at x′ pointing away from x. (See Appendix A of [40] for more details

on this setup and a summary of the rules for taking derivatives of these quantities, in our

conventions).

The result (3.8) is finite as expected (the 1/ϵ pole is a constant and is killed by the

derivative), and is regulator independent (the regulator dependent additive constant in the

finite part is killed by the derivative). The interesting fact for us is that this correlator for Fµ

is now conformally invariant: it has the correct structure for a two-point function of a spin-1

primary of scaling dimension ∆ = 1. To see this, we rewrite it in terms of the conformally flat

coordinate system (1.4). Using (1.5) and similar rules for the other quantities (see Appendix

A of [40] for a summary) the correlator (3.8) becomes

⟨Fµ(x)Fµ′(x′)⟩ = 1

2π|x− x′|2

(
ηµµ′ − 2

(x− x′)µ(x− x′)µ′

(x− x′)2

)
. (3.9)

This has the conformally invariant structure (1.6) for s = 1 and ∆ = 1 (so that the factors

of Ω in (1.6) vanish).

For D > 2, the correlator of Fµ will still be finite, but it will not have the conformal

structure.

Gauging the shift symmetry thus gives a CFT where the primary operator is a vector

with weight 1. This is well known, and is the same story as that of the massless scalar in

D = 2 flat space (as presented in e.g. chapter 2 of [50]), where the scalar correlator has

logarithms that break conformal symmetry but the correlators of the derivative of the scalar

are conformal. Below we will see that a similar story occurs for the other discrete series

scalars, though with the crucial difference that the conformal symmetry is not seen in the

usual way in the action.

3.2 k = 1

According to (3.3), for k = 1 in D = 2 the scalar field has a mass m2 = −2H2. This theory

is invariant under the shift transformation of the scalar field realized by the ambient space

Galileon-like transformation

δϕ = SAX
A . (3.10)
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The invariant field strength (2.7) is then a symmetric traceless rank-2 tensor, made from two

derivatives of the field,

Fµν = ∇(µ∇ν)Tϕ . (3.11)

We define the Green’s function G1 by regularizing and isolating the divergence in the

scalar two point function (3.1) via δ− → −1 + ϵ, δ+ → 2− ϵ and expanding for small ϵ,

G1(Z) ≡
Z

4πϵ
− Z

4π
log(1− Z) + (degree 1 polynomial in Z) +O(ϵ) . (3.12)

Different choices of regularization may change the coefficient of the 1/ϵ pole, or the coef-

ficients of the polynomial in the finite term, but the coefficient of the log will be regulator

independent.

The correlator of Fµν is then

⟨Fµν(x)Fµ′ν′(x
′)⟩ = ∇(µ∇ν)T∇(µ′∇ν′)TG1(Z) , (3.13)

which can be computed using the rules described in Appendix A of [40]. The result can be

written as

⟨Fµν(x)F
µ′ν′(x′)⟩ = 3H4

2π(1− Z)2

[
Ĩ
(µ′

(µ Ĩ
ν′)T
ν)T

− (1 + Z)
(
g µ′

[µ g ν′

ρ nν]n
ρ + 2gµ

′[ρ′g α′

ν nν′]nρ′gµα′

)]
,

(3.14)

Ĩµµ′ ≡ gµµ′ + 2nµnµ′ . (3.15)

The 1/ϵ pole has cancelled and the result is finite and regularization independent, depending

only on the structure of the log term in (3.12) and its coefficient.

The part of (3.14) proportional to Ĩ
(µ′

(µ Ĩ
ν′)T
ν)T

gives precisely the conformally invariant

form (1.6) for a spin s = 2 conformal primary of weight ∆ = 2. The rest of (3.14) does not

have this conformally invariant form, however it vanishes identically in D = 2 because it

involves antisymmetrizing over more than two indices. In the conformally flat coordinates

(1.4), and using (1.5) and the similar rules for the other quantities in Appendix A of [40]

(which gives Ĩµµ′ = Ω(x)Ω(x′)Iµµ′ with Iµµ′ as defined in (1.7)), the correlator (3.14) becomes

⟨Fµν(x)F
µ′ν′(x′)⟩ = 6

π

1

|x− x′|4
I
(µ′

(µ I
ν′)T
ν)T

. (3.16)

We thus see that, in D = 2, the k = 1 discrete series scalar defines a CFT on dS2. It

is a generalized free CFT built on the symmetric traceless primary operator Fµν . Note that
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∆ = 2 saturates the unitarity bound for a spin-2 operator in D = 2, so Fµν is a conserved

operator, ∇νFµν = 0, as can be seen upon plugging in (3.11) and using the Klein-Gordon

equation for ϕ, or directly by taking the divergence of the correlator (3.14).

Note that, unlike the k = 0 case, the k = 1 theory does not have a well-defined stress

tensor. For k = 0, the stress tensor involves only derivatives of the field, so it is shift invariant,

can be written in terms of the field strength Fµ = ∇µϕ, and is included as an operator in the

theory. For k = 1, the canonical stress tensor is no longer invariant under the extended k = 1

shifts (and cannot be made so by improvements), so it cannot be expressed in terms of Fµν

and is not an operator in the theory. Note that Fµν itself is a symmetric traceless conserved

operator with ∆ = 2, just like a stress tensor; but it is not a stress tensor because it does not

generate the conformal transformations: to generate the conformal transformations it would

have to have a non-vanishing three point function, but it is linear in ϕ and so its three point

function is zero.

There is an analogy between what we have seen for the k = 0 and k = 1 scalars in

D = 2 on the one hand, and what occurs for electromagnetism and linearized gravity in

D = 4 on the other hand. Electromagnetism is conformally invariant only in D = 4: the

action is conformally invariant in the standard way and the correlators of the gauge invariant

Maxwell field strength tensor have the conformally invariant structure [42]. Also, the stress

tensor can be made gauge invariant by improvement and is expressible in terms of the field

strength, and thus it exists as an operator in the theory. All of these statements have analogs

in the k = 0 scalar theory in D = 2. Linearized gravity is also conformally invariant only in

D = 4: the correlators of the linearized Weyl tensor (the basic gauge invariant field strength,

analogous to the Maxwell field strength of electromagnetism) have the conformally invariant

structure [41]. However, unlike electromagnetism, the action is not conformally invariant

in the usual way. There is no stress tensor, because the canonical stress tensor cannot be

made gauge invariant through improvements. This situation is analogous to the k = 1 scalar

theory in D = 2.

3.3 General k

We now show that the discrete series scalars for all k are conformal in D = 2. The calculation

below is a Euclidean version of a similar calculation which can be found in Appendix A.3
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of [51]. We define the Green’s functions Gk by regularizing and isolating the divergence in

the scalar two point function (3.1) via δ− → −k+ ϵ, δ+ → 1+ k− ϵ and expanding for small

ϵ,

Gk(Z) ≡
1

4πϵ
Pk(Z)−

1

4π
Pk(Z) log (1− Z) + (degree k polynomial in Z) +O(ϵ). (3.17)

Here, Pk(Z) is the k-th Legendre polynomial of Z, which is a degree k polynomial in Z.

Different choices of regularization may change the coefficient of the 1/ϵ pole, or the coeffi-

cients in the polynomial in the finite term, but the coefficient of the log will be regulator

independent. From this, we want to compute the correlator of the field strength (2.7),

⟨Fµ1···µk+1
Fµ′

1···µ′
k+1

⟩ = ∇(µ1 · · · ∇µk+1)T∇(µ′
1
· · · ∇µ′

k+1)T
Gk(Z). (3.18)

At this point, we can greatly simplify the computation by working directly in the

conformally flat coordinates (1.4), and in addition use complex coordinates on the Euclidean

plane. Taking the Cartesian coordinates on the plane to be xµ = (x, y), we define the usual

complex coordinates,

z = x+ iy, z̄ = x− iy . (3.19)

The ordinary derivates are then

∂ ≡ ∂z =
1

2
(∂x − i∂y), ∂̄ ≡ ∂z̄ =

1

2
(∂x + i∂y) . (3.20)

The metric on Euclidean dS2 now reads,

gµν = Ω2(z, z̄)

(
0 1

2
1
2

0

)
, gµν = Ω−2(z, z̄)

(
0 2

2 0

)
, Ω(z, z̄) =

1

1 + H2

4
zz̄

. (3.21)

The field strength (2.7) is a symmetric traceless tensor. As such, it only has two

independent components in D = 2. Those two components are the one with all z indices

and the one with all z̄ indices (all the mixed components contribute only to the traces, as

can be seen from the fact that the metric (3.21) is off-diagonal). In terms of the (x, y)

coordinates these are

F ≡ Fz···z =
1

2
(Fx···x − iFx···xy) , F̄ ≡ Fz̄···z̄ =

1

2
(Fx···x + iFx···xy) . (3.22)
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Since the field strength has only two components, there are only three correlator components

we need to compute,

⟨F (z, z̄)F (z′, z̄′)⟩ = ∇k+1∇′k+1

Gk(Z) ,

⟨F̄ (z, z̄)F̄ (z′, z̄′)⟩ = ∇̄k+1∇̄′k+1Gk(Z) ,

⟨F (z, z̄)F̄ (z′, z̄′)⟩ = ∇k+1∇̄′k+1Gk(Z) . (3.23)

Here, we use the covariant derivatives in complex coordinates, ∇ ≡ ∇z, ∇′ ≡ ∇z′ , ∇̄ ≡
∇z̄, ∇̄′ ≡ ∇z̄′ . Another nice thing about the conformal complex coordinates is that the only

nonzero Christoffel symbols are those will all z’s or all z̄’s,

Γz
zz = −H2

2
Ω z̄ , Γz̄

z̄z̄ = −H2

2
Ω z . (3.24)

When acting on a tensor with sz of the z indices and sz̄ of the z̄ indices, the covariant

derivatives thus take the form

∇ = ∂ − sz
H2

2
Ωz̄, ∇̄ = ∂̄ − sz̄

H2

2
Ωz . (3.25)

In terms of z, z̄, the variable Z that the correlators depend on can be written as

Z = 1− H2

2

1

(1 + H2

4
zz̄)

1

(1 + H2

4
z′z̄′)

(z − z′)(z̄ − z̄′) . (3.26)

Now, from direct computation using (3.25), we can see that all the repeated complex deriva-

tives of Z vanish,

∇2Z = ∇̄2Z = ∇′2Z = ∇̄′2Z = 0 . (3.27)

Since we can never have more than one covariant derivative of one type hitting Z, we have,

for any function f(Z),

∇kf(Z) = f (k)(Z)(∂Z)k , ∇̄kf(Z) = f (k)(Z)(∂̄Z)k , (3.28)

where f (k)(Z) is the k-th derivative of f(Z) with respect to Z. Now the field strength

correlators now can be calculated in terms of ordinary derivatives of the Green’s function

(3.17) for the level k scalar,

⟨F (z, z̄)F (z′, z̄′)⟩ = ∇k+1∇′k+1Gk(Z)

= G
(2k+2)
k (Z)(∂Z)k+1(∂′Z)k+1 + · · ·+ (k + 1)!G

(k+1)
k (Z)(∂∂′Z)k+1 .

(3.29)
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The expression for ⟨F̄ F̄ ⟩ is obtained by taking ∂ → ∂̄, ∂′ → ∂̄′ and the expression for ⟨FF̄ ⟩
is obtained by taking ∂′ → ∂̄′.

From (3.29), we can immediately see that the result after plugging in (3.17) for Gk(Z)

will be finite and regularization independent, depending only on the structure of the log and

its coefficient: the 1/ϵ pole and the non-log finite part are degree k polynomials in Z and

there are always more than k derivatives acting on Gk(Z).

The result for the correlators is (see Appendix A for the proof)

⟨F (z, z̄)F (z′, z̄′)⟩ = (−1)k+1(2k + 1)!

4π

1

(z − z′)2(k+1)
,

⟨F̄ (z, z̄)F̄ (z′, z̄′)⟩ = (−1)k+1(2k + 1)!

4π

1

(z̄ − z̄′)2(k+1)
,

⟨F (z, z̄)F̄ (z′, z̄′)⟩ = 0 .

(3.30)

This is the correct conformal form for the two point function of a traceless symmetric spin k+

1 primary in D = 2, with ∆ = k+1. In the z, z̄ coordinates, the general conformal correlator

(1.7), with the complex components O(z, z̄), Ō(z, z̄) of Oµ1···µs(x) defined analogously to

(3.22), becomes

⟨O(z, z̄)O(0)⟩ = (−1)s

2s
1

(zz̄)∆−sz2s
, ⟨Ō(z, z̄)Ō(0)⟩ = (−1)s

2s
1

(zz̄)∆−sz̄2s
, ⟨O(z, z̄)Ō(0)⟩ = 0 ,

(3.31)

and we see that this structure matches (3.30) for ∆ = s = k + 1. In the xµ coordinates, we

thus have

⟨Fµ1···µk+1
(x)F µ′

1···µ′
k+1(x′)⟩ = 2k−1(2k + 1)!

π

1

|x− x′|2(k+1)
I
(µ′

1

(µ1
· · · Iµ

′
k+1)T

µk+1)T
, (3.32)

with Iµµ′ as in (1.7). Note that the complex coordinates automatically take care of all the

D = 2 dimension dependent identities that would be involved in a direct comparison like we

did in section 3.2.

For D > 2, the correlators of the field strengths will still be finite, but they will not

have the conformal structure. Thus the scalar shift symmetric fields in higher dimensions

are ordinary QFTs rather than CFTs.

∆ = s saturates the CFT unitarity bound for conformal primaries and is the value for

a conserved current. The field strength tensor is indeed conserved, ∇µFµµ2···µk+1
= 0, which
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can be checked directly using the equations of motion or the correlator (3.31). In complex

coordinates the conservation condition becomes

∂̄F = ∂F̄ = 0 . (3.33)

(These are ordinary derivatives, no connection terms are needed for dS2 in these coordinates.)

This means that F is holomorphic and F̄ is anti-holomorphic, as can be seen from (3.30).

We see that the level k discrete series scalar with its shift symmetry gauged defines a

CFT. It is a generalized free CFT built on a conserved spin k+ 1, ∆ = k+ 1 primary. Note

that the 2 point function (3.32) is positive for all k, so these discrete series theories are all

unitary.

4 Dualities

In D = 2, the discrete series scalars are self dual and they are dual to massive vector

fields [43]. Here we will see how these dualities work at the level of correlators.

4.1 Self duality

In D = 2 Euclidean space we can split symmetric traceless tensors into imaginary self dual

and anti-self dual parts: for the level k field strength tensor (2.7) this split is as follows,

F±
µ1···µk+1

=
1

2

(
Fµ1···µk+1

∓ iϵνµ1
Fνµ2···µk+1

)
,

ϵνµ1
F±
νµ2···µk+1

= ±i F±
µ1···µk+1

, Fµ1···µk+1
= F+

µ1···µk+1
+ F−

µ1···µk+1
.

(4.1)

In terms of the z, z̄ coordinates, we have for the complex components as defined in (3.22)

(note that in these complex coordinates the metric determinant is negative so we use ϵµν =

iΩ
2

4
ϵ̃µν , where ϵ̃µν is the epsilon symbol with ϵ̃zz̄ = 1),

F+ = 0, F̄+ = F̄ , F− = F, F̄− = 0, (4.2)

so F̄ and F are nothing but the self dual and anti-self dual parts of the field strength tensor.

From (3.30), we have ⟨FF̄ ⟩ = 0 and so the self dual and anti-self dual parts decou-

ple from each other and theory splits into two decoupled sectors. Furthermore, the self

dual sector has holomorphic correlators and the anti-self dual parts have the corresponding
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anti-holomorphic correlators given by complex conjugation. This generalizes to k > 0 the

well known holomorphic factorization of the massless scalar CFT in D = 2. At the level

of representation theory, this factorization is reflected in the fact that the discrete series

representations of dS2 each split into two irreducible chiral parts.

4.2 Duality with the massive vector field

Consider the Lagrangian for a massive vector field Aµ with mass mA on dSD,

L =
√
−g

(
−1

4
F 2
µν −

1

2
m2

AA
2

)
. (4.3)

The correlation function for this theory on Euclidean dSD can be found in [48, 52, 53] and

can be written as

⟨Aµ(x)Aµ′(x′)⟩ = f1(Z)gµµ′ + f2(Z)nµnµ′ , (4.4)

with

f1(Z) =
(Z2 − 1)

(D − 1)
G′

A(Z) + ZGA(Z) , (4.5)

f2(Z) =
(Z2 − 1)

(D − 1)
G′

A(Z) + (Z − 1)GA(Z) , (4.6)

and

GA(Z) =
HD

m2
A

(1−D)Γ(δ+ + 1)Γ(δ− + 1)

2D+1πD/2Γ(D/2 + 1)
2F1

(
δ− + 1, δ+ + 1;

D + 2

2
;
Z + 1

2

)
, (4.7)

where

δ± =
(D − 1)

2
±
√

(D − 3)2

4
− m2

A

H2
. (4.8)

This correlator is singular in both the massless case (due to the 1/m2
A factor), and at

the poles of Γ(δ− + 1), corresponding to the following mass values

m2
A = −(kA + 2)(kA +D − 1)H2, kA = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (4.9)

These are the mass values for the level kA shift symmetric vector [1]. The invariant field

strength for these shift symmetric vectors is a rank kA + 2 symmetric traceless tensor,

F (A)
µ1···µkA+2

= ∇(µ1 · · · ∇µkA+1
AµkA+2)T . (4.10)
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In D = 2, δ± of the scalar (2.5) and δ± of the vector (4.8) are equal if m2 = m2
A. This

reflects the fact that in D = 2, a generic massive scalar field is dual to a massive vector field

with the same mass mA = m. This duality is realized via the operator relations

ϕ =
1

m
ϵµν∇µAν , Aµ = − 1

m
ϵµν∇νϕ , (4.11)

in Euclidean dS2, which are consistent with each other upon using the equations of motion.

We can see this duality explicitly from the correlators: taking D = 2, the functions

f1(Z) and f2(Z) in (4.4) simplify to

f1(Z) =
H2

m2
A

Γ(δ+ + 1)Γ(δ− + 1)

8π

[
2 2F1

(
δ−, δ+, 1;

Z + 1

2

)
+ Z 2F1

(
δ− + 1, δ+ + 1, 2;

Z + 1

2

)]
,

f2(Z) =
H2

m2
A

Γ(δ+ + 1)Γ(δ− + 1)

8π

[
2 2F1

(
δ−, δ+, 1;

Z + 1

2

)
+ (Z + 1) 2F1

(
δ− + 1, δ+ + 1, 2;

Z + 1

2

)]
.

(4.12)

Now compare the vector correlator ⟨Aµ(x)Aµ′(x′)⟩ with the scalar correlation function ⟨∇µϕ(x)∇µ′ϕ(x′)⟩.
In D = 2 the latter can be written

∇µ∇µ′⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩ = g1(Z)gµµ′ + g2(Z)nµnµ′ , (4.13)

with

g1(Z) =
Γ(δ+ + 1)Γ(δ− + 1)

8π
H2

2F1

(
δ− + 1, δ+ + 1; 2,

Z + 1

2

)
,

g2(Z) =
Γ(δ+ + 1)Γ(δ− + 1)

8π
H2

[
2 2F1

(
δ−, δ+, 1;

Z + 1

2

)
+ (1 + Z) 2F1

(
δ− + 1, δ+ + 1, 2;

Z + 1

2

)]
.

(4.14)

Comparing this to the vector, we can now see that we have

⟨Aµ(x)Aµ′(x′)⟩ = 1

m2
A

∇µ∇µ′⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩ − 1

m2
A

gµµ′gνν
′∇ν∇ν′⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩

=
1

m2
A

ϵµνϵµ′ν′∇ν∇ν′⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩ , (4.15)

where in the last equality we have used the relation ϵµνϵµ′ν′ = gµµ′gνν′ − gνµ′gµν′ that holds

between the epsilon symbols at the two points and the parallel propagator, and we have also

used that gµµ′∇µ′
= −∇µ, gµµ′∇µ = −∇µ′ when acting on a function of Z. The relation

(4.15) is precisely the duality relation (4.11) between the generic massive theories.
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The duality between shift symmetric theories now follows. At the values of the scalar

and vector masses where the correlation functions are singular due to shift symmetries, this

corresponds to equating

k = kA + 1 . (4.16)

The correlation functions of the shift invariant operators (4.10) formed out of A at level kA

are equivalent to correlation functions of the operators (2.7) formed out of ϕ at level kA + 1

(the k = 0 scalar is not included here and is not dual to any vector theory). The relation is

found by taking symmetrized derivatives of the basic duality relation (4.11),

F (A)
µ1···µk+1

= − 1

m
ϵ ν
µ1

F (ϕ)
νµ2···µk+1

. (4.17)

This is reflected in the correlation functions, and as shown above, these are manifestly

conformally invariant, so the shift-symmetric vector fields are also conformally invariant. As

with the k ≥ 1 scalars, this conformal symmetry is seen only in correlation functions of the

shift invariant operators and is not manifest in the usual way at the level of the action.

The various dualities and self dualities among the shift symmetric fields in D = 2 can

be summarized as follows:

(4.18)

The scalars with k ≥ 1 are self dual and dual to the vectors with kA ≥ 0, which in turn are

therefore also self dual. All of these have the hidden conformal symmetry. The k = 0 scalar

is dual to itself, and has ordinary conformal symmetry.

5 Conclusions

The shift symmetric scalars are scalar fields on de Sitter space with specific mass values,

labelled by a level k = 0, 1, 2, . . ., where extended Galileon-like shift symmetries emerge.

When these shift symmetries are gauged, the fields realize the discrete series representations
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of the de Sitter group, which are unitary representations despite the fact that the mass values

are all tachyonic with m2 < 0.

Here we have seen that these shift symmetric scalars have global conformal symmetry

in dS2. For k = 0, this is the standard conformal symmetry of the massless scalar in D = 2.

For k ≥ 1, the conformal symmetry is not realized in the standard way at the level of

the action, but is realized as conformal symmetry of the correlators of shift invariant local

operators. This is analogous to the conformal symmetry that occurs in linearized gravity.

The fact that the D = 2 shift symmetric scalars have conformal symmetry suggests

that their representations, the discrete series representations of the dS2 algebra so(1, 2),

should extend to representations of the larger algebra so(2, 2) of conformal symmetries on

dS2. The branching of representations from so(2, 2) → so(1, 2) was studied in [54, 55] and

this is indeed the case: see section 5.2 of [55].

We also saw explicitly the electromagnetic-like self duality of the D = 2 shift symmetric

scalars, as well as their duality with the shift symmetric vectors. The self duality is analogous

to the self duality of p-forms in 2p+2 dimensions that allows for chiral p-forms when p is even.

Lagrangians that propagate chiral p forms are notoriously non-straightforward to construct,

and there has been much work on this subject in the past and more recently [56–69]. It

should be possible to extend these approaches to construct similar Lagrangians for chiral

shift symmetric scalars and vectors in D = 2.

There is also a connection between the shift symmetric scalars and the higher derivative

conformal scalars with a □n kinetic term, which are conformal in the usual way at the level of

the action (see Appendix A of [70] for a summary of these theories). As discussed in Appendix

D of [1] (which elaborates on [71]), on de Sitter space these theories can be diagonalized into

a sum of ordinary canonical scalars, with alternating signs for their kinetic terms, some of

which are shift symmetric: For D ≥ 4 with D even, the □n theory is equivalent to the sum

of the first n+1−D/2 shift-symmetric scalars, but also contains other non-shift symmetric

massive scalars (including the conformal scalar). For D odd, the □n theory does not contain

any of the shift-symmetric scalars. In D = 2, however, the □n theory is equivalent to

precisely the first n shift symmetric scalars, with no extra massive fields.

As is well known, the massless k = 0 scalar when D = 2 has more than just global

conformal symmetry, it has a full infinite dimensional Virasoro symmetry generated by the
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moments of the stress tensor. We cannot generate a Virasoro symmetry in the same way for

the k ≥ 1 scalars, because they do not have stress tensors. They could conceivably still have

some larger symmetry group that is not generated by local currents, and this would be an

interesting question to look into.

Another well known fact about the massless k = 0 scalar when D = 2 is that the

topology of the field space is important. Whether the field is R valued or U(1) valued,

and whether the shift symmetry is continuous or discrete, matters for the spectrum of the

theory. This is because there can be other local operators beyond those constructed from

polynomials in the field and its derivatives, i.e. the vertex operators and winding operators,

whose spectrum depends on these topological considerations. What the analogous story is for

the k ≥ 1 fields presents many open questions, such as what compactness of the gauge group

looks like when the shift transformations have spacetime dependence, what the resulting

vertex operators look like, etc. Some work in this direction in a different context can be

found in [72].

Although we worked in de Sitter space, the same shift symmetries also exist in anti-de

Sitter space, with non-tachyonic mass values, and the conclusions about conformal symmetry

in D = 2 will also hold (see [73] for more on the effects of the AdS shift symmetries).

Finally, it would be interesting to understand what happens to the conformal symmetry

of the D = 2 scalars as interactions are included. Interactions of the shift symmetric theories

were studied in [1, 74], and in particular, the k = 1 scalar has natural self-interactions that

deform the symmetry algebra, given by the DBI theory of a 1-brane with dS2 background

geometry probing a fixed bulk (A)dS3 geometry [75, 76]. This is another point in favor of

the interpretation of the level k scalar in D = 2 as a toy model for massless spin k + 1 in

D = 4: the k = 0 theory has natural multi-field non-linear interactions (the non-linear sigma

model) analogous to the natural multi-field interactions of the massless spin-1 field (Yang-

Mills theory), and the k = 1 theory has natural non-linear self interactions (the DBI theory)

analogous to the natural non-linear self interactions of the massless spin-2 field (general

relativity).
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A Computation of the correlators

Here we prove that the correlation functions of the field strength components for general k

are given by the expressions (3.30). The starting point is (3.23), with Gk(Z) as given in

(3.17) and with Z as given in (3.26).

The 1/ϵ pole and the finite polynomial terms in (3.17) do not contribute because these

are at most degree k polynomials and there are always more than k derivatives acting on

Gk(Z), so we can take

Gk(Z) → − 1

4π
Pk(Z) ln(1− Z) . (A.1)

By directly taking covariant derivatives of Z in (3.26) with respect to the different complex

coordinates, we find the relations

∇Z∇′Z = (1 + Z)∇∇′Z , (A.2)

∇Z ∇̄′Z = −(1− Z)∇∇̄′Z , (A.3)

(∇∇′Z)

(1− Z)2
= −1

2

1

(z − z′)2
. (A.4)

We will now prove by induction that

∇k+1∇′k+1
Gk(Z) =

2k+1(2k + 1)!

4π

(∇∇′Z)(k+1)

(1− Z)2(k+1)
, (A.5)

which, upon using (A.4), immediately gives the first of (3.30).

We start by establishing the base case k = 0. Using G0(Z) → − 1
4π

ln(1− Z),

∇∇′G0(Z) =
1

4π

1

(1− Z)2
∇′Z∇Z +

1

4π

1

(1− Z)
∇′∇Z =

2

4π

∇∇′Z

(1− Z)2
, (A.6)

where in the last equality we used (A.2). This gives (A.5) for k = 0.

Now for the induction step we look at ∇k+2∇′k+2Gk+1(Z). Using (A.1) and applying

Bonnet’s recursion formula for the Legendre polynomials,

(k + 1)Pk+1(Z) = (2k + 1)ZPk(Z)− kPk−1 , (A.7)
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this can be written as

∇k+2∇′k+2
Gk+1(Z) =

1

(k + 1)
∇k+2∇′k+2

[(2k + 1)ZGk(Z)− k Gk−1(Z)] , (A.8)

Because ∇2Z = ∇′2Z = 0, this can be expanded as

∇k+2∇′k+2
Gk+1(Z) =

(2k + 1)

(k + 1)
(k + 2)2∇′∇Z

(
∇′k+1∇k+1Gk(Z)

)
+

(2k + 1)

(k + 1)
(k + 2)∇Z∇′

(
∇′k+1∇k+1Gk(Z)

)
+

(2k + 1)

(k + 1)
(k + 2)∇′Z∇

(
∇′k+1∇k+1Gk(Z)

)
+

(2k + 1)

(k + 1)
Z∇′∇

(
∇′k+1∇k+1Gk(Z)

)
− k

(k + 1)
∇′2∇2

(
∇′k∇kGk−1(Z)

)
.

(A.9)

Now plugging in our ansatz (A.5) for ∇k+1∇′k+1Gk(Z), this becomes

∇k+2∇′k+2
Gk+1(Z) =

(2k + 1)

4π(k + 1)

(∇′∇Z)(k+2)

(1− Z)2(k+2)
(A.10)

×
[
kZ
(
2k+1(2k + 1)!− 4k(2k + 1)2k(2k − 1)!

)
[kZ + 2(k + 2)]

+
(
(k + 2)(5k + 6)2k+1(2k + 1)!− 4k2(2k2 + 9k + 8)2k(2k − 1)!

) ]
.

The terms in the first line cancel, and this simplifies to

∇k+2∇′k+2
Gk+1(Z) =

2k+2(2k + 3)!

4π

(∇′∇Z)(k+2)

(1− Z)2(k+2)
. (A.11)

With both a base case and an induction step, this establishes (A.5) and thus the first of

(3.30).

The second of (3.30) follows immediately by taking z → z̄ in the above.

Finally, to show the third of (3.30), we note that, using (A.3),

∇∇̄′ ln(1− Z) = − 1

(1− Z)2
∇Z∇̄′Z − 1

(1− Z)
∇∇̄′Z = 0. (A.12)

This means that when taking the derivatives to find our correlation function,

∇k+1∇̄′k+1Gk(Z) → ∇k+1∇̄′k+1

[
− 1

4π
Pk(Z) ln(1− Z)

]
, (A.13)
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either all k + 1 of the z derivatives, or all k + 1 of the z̄′ derivatives, must hit the Legendre

polynomial Pk(Z), but in either case this vanishes because after using (3.28) we will have

(k + 1)-th derivatives of an order k polynomial.
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