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Abstract: Quantum field theory on two- and three-dimensional fuzzy anti-de Sitter spaces

is introduced and studied. We find a complete set of solutions to the fuzzy Klein-Gordon

equation and identify the commutative limit in which they reduce to classical scalar field

modes. After introducing the noncommutative boundary via semi-classical states, the

fuzzy modes are used to obtain the boundary two-point function. In both two and three

dimensions, this gives an interesting two-parameter deformation of the conformal two-

point function. For the fuzzy AdS2, the two-point function is given explicitly in terms of

the Appell function F1.
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1 Introduction

Many attempts to quantise gravity have emerged from theoretical considerations over the

past decades. While it is impossible to single out or adopt one approach due to the lack of

experimental or observational data, general relativity hints at certain properties that the

full quantum theory of gravity should have. In particular, based on the area law of black

hole thermodynamics, it has been conjectured that gravity is holographic, meaning that

the degrees of freedom related to a spacetime region are encoded at its boundary. The
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most concrete realisation of this principle through the AdS/CFT correspondence, [1–3],

has led to numerous investigations of classical and quantum fields on anti-de Sitter space.

The original AdS/CFT correspondence related string theory on AdS5 × S5 to N=4 super

Yang-Mills theory in four dimensions, but it has since been extended to other models of

gauge/gravity duality, not necessarily involving string theory. Moreover, even without a

concrete model of quantum gravity in mind, one can study asymptotically AdS spacetimes

with additional matter content and use the well-developed holographic dictionary to extract

different properties of the boundary field-theory duals. This procedure, called the bottom

up approach, has led to a successful holographic description of several systems in condensed

matter physics, [4]. For example, Einstein’s gravity with a negative cosmological constant,

a U(1) gauge field and a complex scalar in the bulk was shown to lead to superconductor

behaviour in the dual field theory, thus realising a holographic superconductor in (2 + 1)

dimensions, [5].

Another aspect of quantum gravity that is common to most approaches, is that at suffi-

ciently small length scales the notion of points becomes meaningless, and the spacetime

coordinates come to be described by non-commuting operators. The microscopic origin

of noncommutativity varies across different models and will not concern us in this work.

Instead, our starting point will be a fixed noncommutative (or quantum) spacetime, singled

out by symmetry and consistency requirements. From there, one can proceed to define and

study quantum field theory on this background, hoping that the difference compared to its

commutative counterpart captures the leading quantum-gravitational effects.

Apart from its relation to gravity and models of condensed matter physics, anti-de Sitter

space can potentially be used as a regulator for ordinary QFT in flat space. This idea,

first proposed in [6], was recently combined with insights from conformal bootstrap, [7], to

give a modern take on the S-matrix bootstrap, with promising initial results, [8]. Similar

questions have also been explored in the noncommutative context. In particular, [9] studied

the potential of the fuzzy sphere, [10], to serve as a regulator for quantum field theory on

the Moyal-Weyl plane.

With the above various roles of AdS spaces in mind, in this work we will initiate the

study of quantum field theory on the fuzzy anti-de Sitter space. For simplicity, we restrict

our attention to two and three dimensions. Among various approaches to noncommutative

geometry, fuzzy AdS spaces that we use are constructed within the frame formalism of [11].

The basic idea of the formalism, in short, is the quantisation rule that replaces coordinates

and elements of a moving frame of some classical manifold by operators on a Hilbert

space. This procedure is to respect the classical frame relations, which are reproduced by

quantum commutators. Along with a number of quantum spaces that have been analysed

within this approach, starting with the fuzzy sphere, the formalism has recently been used

to formulate noncommutative versions of de Sitter and anti-de Sitter spaces in various

dimensions, [12–14]: we call these the fuzzy (A)dS spaces. One of the benefits of working

in the frame formalism is that it allows for a natural definition of classical and quantum field

theory, giving a mathematical framework to study field quantisation and renormalisation

on curved noncommutative spaces. The main objectives of this work are, 1) to determine
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the complete set of free field modes on fuzzy AdS2 and AdS3 spaces, and 2) to compute

the corresponding boundary two-point function for the free scalar field. We find that the

two-point function reduces to the commutative one in a particular limit of parameters that

characterise the space, which is thus identified as the commutative limit.

The relation between NC geometry and AdS/CFT is not by itself a new one. There have

been several different proposals for noncommutative versions of (A)dS, and within some,

dynamics of quantum fields in the bulk and/or on the boundary was studied. In [15–17], the

authors proceed by analogy with the fuzzy sphere and define the fuzzy (A)dS2 by promoting

the classical embedding coordinates to generators of SO(2, 1); the Laplacian is defined as

the quadratic Casimir of the symmetry algebra. This approach has the favourable property

of keeping the manifest SO(2, 1) symmetry. After passing to a Moyal-Weyl description of

the product, [16, 17] analyses the boundary two-point function, working to the first order in

the ⋆-product expansion. This gives an interesting result - the two-point function turns out

to be the same as in the commutative case, up to a rescaling of time. Somewhat differently,

h- and q-deformed versions of the hyperbolic plane were constructed in [18, 19]. The authors

analysed the scalar field two-point function which is largely controlled by the underlying

quantum group symmetry and reduces to the commutative case upon setting h = 0 or q = 1,

respectively. Deformation-based models have also been analysed in dimensions higher than

two, including a non-formal deformation quantisation of BTZ black holes (locally isometric

to AdS3) carried out in [20, 21]. This analysis was restricted to geometry and did not

include quantum fields.

Perhaps the main difference of ours compared to the above approaches lies in the use of

semi-classical states, which provide us with notions of classical geometry such as points,

regions and the spacetime boundary. In addition, spacetime coordinates, scalar fields

etc. are operators on a Hilbert space rather than elements of an abstract algebra. The

boundary-two point function for the fuzzy AdS2 computed in this work, (1.1), is again a

deformation of the commutative one, inequivalent to any of the above given. Our models

are perhaps most similar to covariant quantum spaces, see [22–24] and references therein,

that arise as solutions to IKKT-like matrix models.1 It is an interesting open question to

try an realise fuzzy AdS spaces in the same manner.

Summary of results Let us now describe the results of the present work in more details.

We begin in Section 2 by defining fuzzy AdSd+1 spaces, with the focus on two and three

dimensions (d = 1, 2). Our approach uses several well established constructions, however

put together in a very particular way. As already mentioned, the spacetime coordinates are

defined as operators acting in a unitary irreducible representation of the symmetry group

SO(d, 2). They are accompanied by momenta, another set of operators, so as to form

a noncommutative frame in the sense of [11]. The commutation relations in the algebra

are used to define differential and tensor calculi, which in turn suffice for the definition

of classical field theory. While one of the advantages of the frame formalism is a natural

1A closer comparison between our fuzzy dS4 space and that of [22, 23] was carried out in [25], revealing

some differences in the definition of coordinates and momenta, as well as the Laplacian.
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treatment of gauge fields, we will focus on scalar field theory. In the two-dimensional case,

the above part of our construction mostly coincides with the h-deformed Lobachevsky

plane, [11, 18], upon Wick-rotating to Lorentzian signature. However, in contrast to [11,

18], we will insist that coordinates and momenta are not elements of an abstract algebra,

but operators in a certain discrete series representation of SO(d, 2), labelled by a negative

integer l. Therefore, the fuzzy space will be specified by two parameters, l and the constant

of noncommutativity k̄. An immediate further observation is that the fuzzy AdS3 comes

with more degrees of freedom than its commutative counterpart, which organise into an

internal space S1. The consistency of this fact with the existence of a commutative limit

is discussed in detail in later sections.

The second principal ingredient that we make use of are the so-called semi-classical states.

These are defined similarly to generalised coherent states in the sense of Perelomov, [26],

i.e. as translates of a certain reference state by group elements. In our case, the reference

state is the lowest-weight vector of the discrete series representation and translations are

performed by means of (exponentials of) momenta. Semi-classical states are used to define

the notion of local measurements and therefore make contact with ordinary, commutative

geometry.2

Sections 3 and 4 are dedicated to the analysis of solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation

on the fuzzy AdS2 and AdS3, respectively. We use the method advocated in [25], that can

be applied to any noncommutative space of Lie algebra type and reduces the eigenvalue

problem of the fuzzy Laplacian, originally an operator equation, to a partial differential

equation in ordinary, commutative variables. For AdS spaces, the resulting differential

equation is completely integrable and it is straightforward to write down a complete set of

eigenfunctions, that is, eigenoperators. In order to understand properties of these solutions,

we will study the expectation values of the eigenoperators (i.e., field modes) in semi-classical

states. These can be computed exactly, see equations (3.14) and (4.11) for AdS2 and AdS3,

respectively. Remarkably, in the limit |l| ≫ k̄−1 ≫ 1, these expressions reduce precisely to

the commutative field modes. This fact will motivate us to identify the latter as the classical

limit. In three dimensions, the fuzzy modes carry three quantum numbers, one more than

the commutative ones. However, in the above limit the dependence on the additional

quantum number is lost and one-parameter families of noncommutative solutions reduce

to the same classical solution.

The complete set of field modes paves the way towards the definition and analysis of quan-

tum field theory. In Section 5, we consider the simplest such theory, namely the free massive

scalar. We shall follow the standard rules of quantisation and demand that creation and an-

nihilation operators corresponding to field modes satisfy canonical commutation relations,

thus generating the usual Fock space. After defining correlation functions and establishing

the Wick theorem, we proceed to the main subject of the section – the computation of the

boundary two-point function. The latter is computed using the modes of Sections 3 and 4,

and we again write its expectation values in semi-classical states. In two dimensions, the

2In contrast to some approaches, we do not use the semi-classical states to define a quantisation map.
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result can be written exactly in terms of standard special functions,

G∂∂ =
2−1−2∆Γ(∆ − 2l)2

Γ(−2l)2Γ
(
∆ + 1

2

)2
∆

(
1

−lk̄

)2∆

F1

(
2∆,∆ − 2l,∆ − 2l, 2∆ + 1;

i⟨t̂1⟩
lk̄

,
−i⟨t̂2⟩
lk̄

)
.

(1.1)

Here, ∆ is the conformal dimension of the fundamental field ϕ, related to its mass in

the usual way, ⟨t̂i⟩ are expectation values of the time coordinate in aforementioned semi-

classical states and F1 denotes the Appell function. We show that in the limit |l| ≫ k̄−1 ≫
1, (1.1) reduces to the usual conformal two-point function. In three dimensions, we do

not have a closed form expression for the two-point function such as (1.1), but can write

an expansion in |l|−1 and k̄ for it, with all terms given by linear combinations of Appell

functions. It is shown that the three-dimensional two-point function also reduces to the

conformal two-point function in the commutative limit. We end Section 5 by showing

pictorially how the commutative and noncommutative two-point functions compare for

certain finite values of l and k̄.

We believe that the above results are a promising start and warrant further investigations

of quantum field theory on fuzzy AdS spaces. Some of the future directions are discussed

in the concluding section. Apart from the inclusion of interactions, these include analysis

of symmetries of boundary correlators, extensions to higher dimensions and the case of

positive curvature.

2 Fuzzy AdS bulk in two and three dimensions

In this section, we review the material necessary for the construction of scalar field theories

on the fuzzy AdS2 and AdS3 spaces. The first subsection is dedicated to the ordinary,

commutative, anti-de Sitter space. We will write down the Laplacian and its eigenfunctions,

before discussing the scalar field propagator and the boundary limit. In the second and

third subsection, fuzzy AdS2 and AdS3 spaces are defined. We introduce coordinates, vector

fields, differential calculus, including the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and semi-classical

states. These are the essential ingredients used to construct noncommutative field modes

and two-point functions in later sections.

2.1 Scalar fields on AdS

We will mostly study the AdSd+1 space using Poincaré coordinates (z, xµ) in which the

metric reads

ds2 = ℓ2AdS

dz2 + ηµνdx
µdxν

z2
, µ, ν = 0, . . . , d− 1 . (2.1)

Throughout this work, we shall set the AdS radius to ℓAdS = 1. The Minkowski boundary

sits at {z = 0} and we will write coordinates on it as (xµ) = (t, xi). The metric ηµν is of

mostly-positive signature.

Our main object of study is quantum field theory of a real scalar on the fixed AdS back-

ground. The field, denoted ϕ, is expanded in modes of the free theory. The latter satisfy
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the Klein-Gordon equation

∇2ϕ = M2ϕ ≡ ∆(∆ − d)ϕ , ∆ =
d

2
+

√
M2 +

d2

4
≡ d

2
+ ν . (2.2)

We have denoted the mass of the field by M and the conformal dimension of the corre-

sponding field on the boundary by ∆. For future convenience, we have also defined the

quantity ν in the second equation. In Poincaré coordinates, the Laplacian takes the form

∇2 = z2
(
∂2
z − ∂2

t + ∂xi∂xi
)
− (d− 1) z∂z . (2.3)

It commutes with translations in t and xi, leading to eigenfunctions

f(z, t, xi) = e−i(ωt−kix
i)z

d
2

(
c1Jν

(√
ω2 − kiki z

)
+ c2Yν

(√
ω2 − kiki z

))
. (2.4)

The two linearly independent solutions behave near the boundary as z∆ and zd−∆, respec-

tively. For most of this work, we will use the first solution, and denote it by ϕω,k. The

normalisation constant c1 in two and three dimensions is given in Appendix A.

The propagator on AdSd+1 reads, see e.g. [27],

Gcomm
bb (z1, x1; z2, x2) =

C∆

ζ∆ 2F1

(
∆,∆ − d− 1

2
; 2∆ − d+ 1;−4

ζ

)
, (2.5)

where ζ is the chordal distance between the pair of points (z1, x1) and (z2, x2). In Poincaré

coordinates,

ζ =
ηµν(x1 − x2)

µ(x1 − x2)
ν + (z1 − z2)

2

z1z2
, (2.6)

and the normalisation constant C∆ is given by

C∆ =
Γ(∆)

2π
d
2 Γ
(
∆ − d

2 + 1
) . (2.7)

In Appendix A we review how the propagator (2.5) arises as an integral over the field

modes (2.4). In this work, we will be particularly interested in correlation functions on

the boundary. In the boundary limit the propagator reduces to the (prefactor times the)

conformal two-point function

Gcomm
bb (z1, x1; z2, x2) → (z1z2)

∆ C∆

(x1 − x2)2∆ ≡ (z1z2)
∆ Gcomm

∂∂ (x1, x2) . (2.8)

The last equality defines the two-point function Gcomm
∂∂ (x1, x2), which, notice, we take not

to be unit-normalised. This way of obtaining correlation functions of the boundary theory

is in line with the extrapolate dictionary, [28]. In the commutative case, it gives the same

form of the two-point function of operators dual to the scalar field as the standard Gubser-

Klebanov-Polyakov-Witten dictionary, [2, 3], but it does not require computations using

the (Euclidean) action.
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2.2 Fuzzy AdS2

Classically, gravity can be described as geometry of a Riemann or a Riemann-Cartan space.

In the tetrad formulation, which is for many purposes in physics more fundamental, the

basic field is the moving frame eα = e
µ
α(x)∂µ, where {xµ} denote coordinates, α = 0, . . . ,

are frame indices and µ = 0, . . . , d are coordinate indices. The metric is locally flat, that is

in frame indices gαβ = ηαβ. In coordinate indices, gµν(x) = eαµ(x) e
β
ν (x) ηαβ , where e

α
µ(x)

is the matrix inverse of the frame eµα(x). Other characteristics of a Riemann-Cartan space,

like connection and torsion can be introduced.

The basic assumption of the NC frame formalism is that quantisation of a curved space is

done in a locally flat frame, that is, that vector fields eα are quantised as noncommutative

derivations eα = [p̂α, ]. This corresponds to the following quantisation prescription

eµα(x) = eαx
µ 7→ eµα(x̂) = [p̂α, x̂

µ] , (2.9)

and introduces momenta p̂α as a noncommutative version of the frame. Relations in the

momentum algebra mostly determine differential geometry of a specific NC space: for

example, if momenta form a Lie algebra, the corresponding noncommutative space is of

constant curvature (assuming, in addition, a torsionless connection), [11].

We will not discuss further properties of the NC frame formalism, nor shall we explain the

details of the construction of fuzzy spaces that we use: the fuzzy AdS3 was introduced in

[14], while fuzzy AdS2 is defined in complete analogy with fuzzy dS2, [25].

The simplest way to quantise AdS2 space is in Poincaré coordinates. We use the following

quantisation of coordinates and momenta:

ẑ = ik̄E+ , p̂z = H , (2.10)

t̂ = −ik̄H , p̂t = E+ , (2.11)

where H,E± are generators of SL(2,R), acting in a certain discrete series representation

T−
l , with l a negative integer or half-integer. Our conventions regarding the group SL(2,R)

and its representations are collected in Appendix B. Using the realisation of the discrete

series written there, the coordinates and momenta assume the form of differential operators

ẑ = k̄ξ , p̂z = ξ∂ξ + l + 1 , (2.12)

t̂ = −ik̄ (ξ∂ξ + l + 1) , p̂t = −iξ , (2.13)

that act on functions f(ξ) of a positive real variable ξ . Finally, k̄ is a constant, referred to

as the constant of noncommutativity.

Differential and pseudo-Riemannian geometry of the fuzzy AdS2 is encoded in coordinate-

momentum and momentum-momentum commutation relations. The former, i.e. the frame

relations

[p̂z, ẑ] = ẑ , [p̂t, t̂] = ẑ , (2.14)

mean that the momenta {p̂z, p̂t} are to be thought of as noncommutative analogues of the

classical vector fields

ez = z∂z , et = z∂t . (2.15)
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In the following, we will study eigenfunctions of the scalar Laplace-Beltrami operator,

which reads

∆ϕ = [p̂z, [p̂z, ϕ]]− [p̂z, ϕ]− [p̂t, [p̂t, ϕ]] . (2.16)

The Laplacian (2.16) is uniquely specified by the rules of frame formalism. Let us, however,

mention that some other versions of the Laplace operator have also been considered in the

literature. A common choice that was studied in related models, [22, 29], is to drop the

linear term [p̂z, ϕ] from (2.16). We will call the resulting operator the d’Alembertian and

denote it by □ . A comparison of the Laplacian and the d’Alembertian in the case of the

fuzzy de Sitter spaces was done in [25], where it was found that their eigenfunctions are

related by multiplication by a simple factor. For reasons to be explained in subsequent

sections, we shall use the Laplacian (2.16) for the remainder of this work.

Note that our definition of the fuzzy AdS2 involves two parameters, k̄ and l. The latter

characterises the discrete series representation T−
l . Looking ahead, the classical AdS space

arises upon taking |l| to be large and k̄ to be small. This will be elaborated in great detail

in Sections 3 and 5.

The notion of local measurements on the fuzzy AdS2 is established through semi-classical

states. The latter are states |x⟩ in the Hilbert space, labelled by points of the classical

spacetime, such that for a local observable O with the noncommutative analogue Ô, the

value O(x) is approximated by ⟨x|Ô|x⟩. In the case at hand, the semi-classical states are

generated by acting with (exponentials of) momenta on the lowest-weight vector |Ψ0⟩ in

the Hilbert space, see Appendix B,

|λ, c⟩ ≡ λ−p̂z e−cp̂t |Ψ0⟩ . (2.17)

The lowest-weight vector is the solution to equations Ẽ−|Ψ0⟩ = 0, H̃|Ψ0⟩ = −l|Ψ0⟩. In our

realisation of the discrete series, it is given by the function

Ψ0(ξ) =
ξ−2l−1e−ξ

22l+1/2
√

πΓ(−2l)
≡ Nξ−2l−1e−ξ . (2.18)

Expectation values of coordinates in the lowest-weight state are

⟨Ψ0|ẑ|Ψ0⟩ = −lk̄ , ⟨Ψ0|t̂|Ψ0⟩ = 0 , (2.19)

and therefore this state corresponds to the classical point (z0, t0) = (−lk̄, 0). Expectation

values of coordinates in other semi-classical states follow by the frame relations (2.14) and

the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula and read

⟨λ, c |ẑ|λ, c⟩ = λ⟨Ψ0|ẑ|Ψ0⟩ = −lk̄λ , (2.20)

⟨λ, c |t̂|λ, c⟩ = ⟨Ψ0|t̂+ cẑ|Ψ0⟩ = −lk̄c . (2.21)

These expectation values are nothing else but the coordinates of the classical point obtained

from (z0, t0) by a flow along the integral curves of ez and et,

λez ecet · (z0, t0) = (λz0, t0 + cz0) = (−lk̄λ,−lk̄c) . (2.22)
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In our realisation of the discrete series, the semi-classical states are

⟨ξ|λ, c⟩ = N λl ξ−2l−1 e−
1−ic
λ

ξ , N =
(
2π 24l Γ(−2l)

)−1/2
. (2.23)

From here, one can also see that the semi-classical states satisfy the completeness relation

∞∫
−∞

dc

∞∫
0

dλ

λ
|λ, c⟩⟨λ, c| = − 4π

2l + 1
I , (2.24)

where I denotes the identity operator. Indeed, denoting the left-hand side by P , we have

⟨ξ|P |ξ′⟩ = N2

∞∫
0

dλλ2l−1(ξξ′)−2l−1e−
ξ+ξ′
λ

∞∫
−∞

dc e
i(ξ−ξ′)

λ
c (2.25)

= 2πN2ξ−4l−2δ(ξ − ξ′)

∞∫
0

dλλ2le−
2ξ
λ = −2−2l+1

2l + 1
ξ−2l−1δ(ξ − ξ′) .

The prefactor multiplying the delta function arises due to the fact that states |ξ⟩ are not

normalised to δ-function, see Appendix B. Comparing the last equation with the inner

product (B.6) in the discrete series gives the resolution of the identity (2.24). The overlaps

of the semi-classical states are

⟨λ, c |λ′, c′⟩ =
(
λ+ λ′ + i(cλ′ − c′λ)

2
√
λλ′

)2l

. (2.26)

These are all the properties of the semi-classical states that we will need in the following

sections. For a general discussion similar generalised coherent states in the context of group

theory, see [26], and [30] more specifically in noncommutative geometry.

2.3 Fuzzy AdS3

A model of the fuzzy AdS3 which satisfies the axioms of the frame formalism was proposed

in [14]. As in two dimensions, coordinates and momenta are constructed using generators

of the classical isometry group acting in some irreducible representation. The isometry

group of AdS3 is locally isomorphic to SO(2, 2) ∼ SL(2,R) × SL(2,R) and we denote its

generators by {H,E±} and {H̄, Ē±}. The bared generators commute with unbared ones

and both sets satisfy the usual sl(2,R) brackets. Following [14]3, we put

ẑ = −2ik̄

√
E+Ē+ , p̂z = H + H̄ , (2.27)

x̂ = ik̄

√Ē+

E+

(
H − 1

4

)
+

√
E+

Ē+

(
H̄ − 1

4

) , p̂x = E+ + Ē+ , (2.28)

t̂ = ik̄

√Ē+

E+

(
H − 1

4

)
−

√
E+

Ē+

(
H̄ − 1

4

) , p̂t = E+ − Ē+ . (2.29)

3More precisely, our coordinate generators have the opposite sign compared to [14].
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The generators act as operators in the representation T−
l ⊗ T̄−

l of so(2, 2). In particular,

properties of the discrete series representations ensure that E+, Ē+ are positive operators

and thus their positive square roots may be defined. Explicitly, using the realisation of the

discrete series detailed in Appendix B, we substitute in the above expressions

H = ξ∂ξ + l + 1 , E+ = −iξ , H̄ = ξ̄∂ξ̄ + l + 1 , Ē+ = −iξ̄ , (2.30)

to turn coordinates and momenta into differential operators that act on functions f(ξ, ξ̄).

More generally, we could have allowed for different parameters l and l̄ for the discrete series

representations of the two SL(2,R) factors. In the following we will stick to the simplest

choice l = l̄, made above.

The discussion of differential geometry and semi-classical states from the previous subsec-

tion carries to the present case in the obvious way. The action of the Laplacian on scalars

reads

∆ϕ = [p̂z, [p̂z, ϕ]]− 2[p̂z, ϕ]− [p̂t, [p̂t, ϕ]] + [p̂x, [p̂x, ϕ]] . (2.31)

The semi-classical states are given by

|λ, b, c⟩ = λ−p̂ze−bp̂xe−cp̂t |Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0⟩ , (2.32)

where |Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0⟩ is the lowest-weight vector in the representation space. Explicitly, as

functions of ξ and ξ̄, these states are

⟨ξ, ξ̄|λ, b, c⟩ = N2λ2l
(
ξξ̄
)−2l−1

e
i
λ (ξ(b+c+i)+ξ̄(b−c+i)) , (2.33)

where the normalisation constant N was introduced in (2.23). The overlaps are

⟨λ, b, c |λ′, b′, c′⟩ =
(
(λ+ λ′ + i ((b− c)λ′ − (b′ − c′)λ)) (λ+ λ′ + i ((b+ c)λ′ − (b′ + c′)λ))

4λλ′

)2l

.

Expectation values of coordinates in semi-classical states are determined as in two dimen-

sions. In the lowest-weight state, a direct computation gives

⟨Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0|ẑ|Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0⟩ =
Γ
(
1
2 − 2l

)2
Γ(−2l)2

k̄ , ⟨Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0|t̂|Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0⟩ = 0 = ⟨Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0|x̂|Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0⟩ .

From here, the frame relations lead to expectation values in general states

⟨λ, b, c |ẑ|λ, b, c⟩ =
Γ
(
1
2 − 2l

)2
Γ(−2l)2

k̄λ , (2.34)

⟨λ, b, c |t̂|λ, b, c⟩ =
Γ
(
1
2 − 2l

)2
Γ(−2l)2

k̄c , (2.35)

⟨λ, b, c |x̂|λ, b, c⟩ =
Γ
(
1
2 − 2l

)2
Γ(−2l)2

k̄b . (2.36)
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We will simply write ⟨ẑ⟩, ⟨t̂⟩, ⟨x̂⟩, if the semi-classical state in question is understood. In

the next sections, we will need the asymptotic form of these expressions for large |l|,

⟨λ, b, c |ẑ|λ, b, c⟩ ∼ −2lk̄λ , ⟨λ, b, c |t̂|λ, b, c⟩ ∼ −2lk̄c , ⟨λ, b, c |x̂|λ, b, c⟩ ∼ −2lk̄b . (2.37)

The main difference between two- and three-dimensional fuzzy AdS spaces is that the latter

contains internal degrees of freedom not present in the commutative case. A quick, non-

rigorous, way to appreciate this fact is by counting variables that are used to characterise

fuzzy functions. For the fuzzy AdS2, the Hilbert space of the discrete series representation

T−
l is made up of single-variable functions f(ξ). Consequently, the operators Ô on this

space can be thought of as functions of two variables, the operator’s matrix elements

⟨ξ|Ô|ξ′⟩. This matches the dimension of the commutative space. In the case of the fuzzy

AdS3, the Hilbert space consists of two-variable functions f(ξ, ξ̄) and thus the operators

are represented by functions of four variables ⟨ξ, ξ̄|Ô|ξ′, ξ̄′⟩, one more than the classical

dimension. In Sections 4 and 5, it is exhibited how these additional degrees of freedom are

consistent with the existence of a commutative limit.

3 Scalar field theory on the fuzzy AdS2

In this section, we will solve the Klein-Gordon equation on the fuzzy AdS2 and analyse

properties of the solutions. In the first subsection, a complete set of free field modes is

determined. In the second, we find expectation values of these modes in semi-classical

states. It is shown that in the limit l → −∞ the properly normalised modes reduce to

their commutative counterparts.

3.1 Solutions to the noncommutative Klein-Gordon equation

The aim of this subsection is to determine a complete set of eigenfunctions of the fuzzy

Laplacian (2.16). This requires solving an equation for operator-valued functions, for which

no general solution methods are available. In order to proceed, one may try to choose

noncommutative coordinates in which the equation simplifies – such an approach was

used for the fuzzy dS2 and dS4 in [25] to reduce the fuzzy Klein-Gordon equation to

its commutative analogue. In this work, we will follow a different path, also introduced in

[25], which allows to write, for any noncommutative space of Lie-algebra type, the fuzzy

Klein-Gordon equation as a partial differential equation in ordinary variables. In addition,

for AdS spaces the Laplace operator admits sufficiently many first integrals, allowing for

the complete solution theory.

Recall that the algebra of functions on the fuzzy AdS2 is given by

A = End(Hl) ∼= T−
l ⊗ (T−

l )∗ ∼= T−
l ⊗ (T−

l )B . (3.1)

In the last step, we used the fact that taking the dual of a discrete series representation

is equivalent to applying the Bargmann automorphism, see Appendix B. We shall realise

the first factor in (3.1) according to Appendix B, by functions of the variable ξ ≡ ξL;

for the second factor, the variable is denoted by ξR. Putting everything together and
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using properties (B.4) of the Bargmann automorphism, we can think of A as consisting of

two-variable functions f(ξL, ξR) and write the momenta as differential operators

adp̂z = ξL∂ξL + ξR∂ξR + 2l + 2 , adp̂t = −i (ξL − ξR) . (3.2)

The expression for the Laplacian (2.16) as a differential operator in variables (ξL, ξR)

directly follows. To find its eigenfunctions, we introduce polar coordinates (ρ, φ) through

ξL = ρ sinφ , ξR = ρ cosφ , ρ ∈ (0,∞) , φ ∈
(
0,

π

2

)
. (3.3)

The range for the angle φ comes form the fact that both ξL and ξR are positive. This fact

will come to play an important role in the following. Let us look for eigenfunctions of ∆ of

the form ϕ(ρ, φ) = ρ−2(l+1)g(ρ, φ). In terms of g(ρ, φ), the Klein-Gordon equation reads

ρ2
(
∂2
ρ + 2 cos

(
φ+

π

4

)2)
g = M2g . (3.4)

Since the equation does not involve derivatives with respect to φ, we may consider solutions

of the form g(ρ, φ) = f(ρ) δ(φ− φ0). Defining

β =
√
2 cos

(
φ0 +

π

4

)
, β ∈ (−1, 1) , (3.5)

we obtain the equation for f(ρ)

ρ2
(
∂2
ρ + β2

)
f = M2f . (3.6)

The solution that is regular at ρ = 0 is

f(ρ) = cβ
√
ρ Jν (βρ) , (3.7)

where cβ is a normalisation constant. We shall denote the corresponding field mode by ϕβ.

Plugging back in the prefactors, we get

ϕβ(ρ, φ) = cβ δ(φ− φ0) ρ
−2l− 3

2 Jν (βρ) . (3.8)

The coefficient cβ will be fixed in the next subsection by considering the commutative limit.

The modes {ϕβ} form a complete set of solutions to the fuzzy Klein-Gordon equation.

3.2 Classical limit and boundary behaviour

The physical and geometric properties of modes ϕβ that were found in the previous sub-

section are obscured by the choice of variables (ρ, φ). Had we used another realisation

for the discrete series representations, the field modes would have looked very different.

The physically relevant properties of ϕβ are revealed by computing their matrix elements

between semi-classical states. This is carried out in the remainder of the section.

We denote the expectation values of modes in semi-classical states by

⟨ϕβ⟩ =
(
22l+1π

)2 ∞∫
0

∞∫
0

(ξLξR)
2l+1dξL dξR ϕβ(ξL, ξR)⟨ξL|λ, c⟩⟨ξR|λ, c⟩∗ . (3.9)
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By plugging in the solutions (3.8) and the explicit form of semi-classical states (2.23), and

integrating over the delta function in φ, the last expression is reduced to

⟨ϕβ⟩ =
2π λ2lcβ
Γ(−2l)

∞∫
0

dρ ρ−2l− 1
2 Jν(βρ) e

− ρ
λ
(sinφ0+cosφ0)+

icρ
λ

(sinφ0−cosφ0) . (3.10)

To evaluate the integral, we use the formula, [31], section 6.621,

∞∫
0

dxxµ−1e−αxJν(βx) =

(
β
2α

)ν
Γ(ν + µ)

αµΓ(ν + 1)
2F1

(
ν + µ

2
,
ν + µ+ 1

2
; ν + 1;−β2

α2

)
, (3.11)

which is valid for

Re(α+ iβ) > 0 , Re(α− iβ) > 0 , Re(µ+ ν) > 0 . (3.12)

Parameters β and ν have the same meaning in (3.11) and in our setup, while the other are

related by

µ = −2l +
1

2
, α =

√
2− β2 + icβ

λ
. (3.13)

Thus, the conditions (3.12) are satisfied and we arrive at the expression for the modes

⟨ϕβ⟩ =
2π λ2l cβ
Γ(−2l)

(
β
2

)ν
Γ(ν − 2l + 1

2)

αν−2l+1/2 Γ(ν + 1)
2F1

(
ν − 2l + 1

2

2
,
ν − 2l + 3

2

2
; ν + 1;−β2

α2

)
. (3.14)

This is one of the main results of the present section. Recall that λ and c are proportional to

expectation values of coordinates ⟨ẑ⟩ and ⟨t̂⟩, see equations (2.20)-(2.21). Upon substituting

these expressions in (3.14), the mode is turned into a function of coordinates. We go on to

exhibit some properties of this function. Firstly, for small values of λ ∼ ⟨ẑ⟩, one obtains

⟨ϕβ⟩ ∼ ⟨ẑ⟩ν+
1
2 = ⟨ẑ⟩∆, which agrees with the behaviour of commutative modes near the

boundary, as explained in Section 2.1. This observation will be important later when we

compute the boundary two-point function of operators dual to the scalar field on the fuzzy

AdS. Had we used noncommutative modes proportional to Yν(βρ) in (3.8), we would have

obtained ⟨ϕβ⟩ ∼ ⟨ẑ⟩d−∆, with d = 1, which again coincides with the commutative behaviour

of the other linearly independent solution.

More importantly, the modes (3.14) reduce to the ones on the ordinary AdS2, (2.4), by

taking the limit l → −∞. This result will be at the root of our claim that the latter gives

the commutative limit of the fuzzy AdS2. To establish it, we begin from the limit formula

relating hypergeometric and Bessel functions, [32], section 5.7,

Jν(z̃) = lim
a,b→∞

(
z̃
2

)ν
Γ(ν + 1)

2F1

(
a, b; ν + 1;− z̃2

4ab

)
. (3.15)

Here, z̃, ν can be arbitrary complex numbers and a, b tend to infinity through complex

values. We put

a = −l +
ν + 1

2

2
, b = −l +

ν + 3
2

2
, (3.16)
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which implies

z̃2 = 4

(
−l +

ν + 1
2

2

)(
−l +

ν + 3
2

2

)
β2(√

2− β2 + icβ
)2 ⟨ẑ⟩2

l2k̄2
. (3.17)

Therefore, in the l → −∞ limit a and b go to infinity, while z̃ remains finite,

z̃ ∼ 2β⟨ẑ⟩

k̄
(√

2− β2 − i ⟨t̂⟩lk̄ β
) ∼ 2β⟨ẑ⟩

k̄
√
2− β2

. (3.18)

Applying (3.15) to the expression (3.14) for the modes and simplifying, we get

⟨ϕβ⟩ ∼ 2πcβ

√
2⟨ẑ⟩
k̄

(√
2− β2 − i

β⟨t̂⟩
lk̄

)2l−1/2

Jν

(
2β⟨ẑ⟩

k̄
√
2− β2

)

∼ 2πcβ
(
2− β2

)l− 1
4 e

−i
2β⟨t̂⟩

k̄
√

2−β2

√
2⟨ẑ⟩
k̄

Jν

(
2β⟨ẑ⟩

k̄
√
2− β2

)
. (3.19)

To get to the second line, we used the familiar limit giving the exponential function,

ex = lim
n→∞

(
1 + x

n

)n
. We shall introduce the suggestive notation

ω =
2β

k̄
√

2− β2
, ω ∈

(
−2

k̄
,
2

k̄

)
. (3.20)

Then, the limiting form of the modes is written as

⟨ϕβ⟩ ∼
4πcβ√

k̄

(
8

4 + k̄2ω2

)l− 1
4 1√

2
e−iω⟨t̂⟩√⟨ẑ⟩ Jν (ω⟨ẑ⟩) . (3.21)

In terms of the dependence on ⟨ẑ⟩ and ⟨t̂⟩, these are precisely the classical modes of Section

2.1. Had we used the d’Alembertian modes instead of the Laplacian ones, the result would

have lacked the
√
⟨ẑ⟩ factor in front of the Bessel function, and the order of the Bessel

function would have been different from ν. This further motivates our choice of Laplacian

over d’Alembertian. Matching the overall normalisations instructs us to put

cβ =

√
k̄

4π

(
8

4 + k̄2ω2

)−l+ 1
4

. (3.22)

The coefficients cβ are not fully determined by the above argument because (3.21) is valid

only in the l → −∞ limit and therefore the right hand side of (3.22) may be multiplied by

an arbitrary function of l that tends to one in this limit. Equations (3.14) and (3.21) are

the main results of the present section.

4 Scalar field on the fuzzy AdS3

This section is dedicated to the Klein-Gordon equation on the fuzzy AdS3 and its solu-

tions. In the first subsection, which is largely similar to Section 3.1, a complete set of
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eigenfunctions of the Laplacian is found. The main difference compared to AdS2 is that

now noncommutative modes carry one more quantum number than their commutative

analogues. Their expectation values in semi-classical states are determined in the second

subsection. Since the calculation follows the same pattern as in two dimensions, most of it

is relegated to Appendix C. At the end of the second subsection, we show how taking the

l → −∞ limit gives rise to classical modes. In particular, the dependence on the additional

quantum number disappears in this limit.

4.1 Solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation

We follow the same strategy as in two dimensions and, for this reason, we will be brief.

Fuzzy functions, i.e. the elements of the operator algebra

A = End
(
Hl ⊗ H̄l

)
, (4.1)

are represented by integral kernels ϕ(ξL, ξR, ξ̄L, ξ̄R). On them, the momenta act as

adp̂z = ξL∂ξL + ξR∂ξR + ξ̄L∂ξ̄L + ξ̄R∂ξ̄R + 4l + 4 , (4.2)

adp̂t = −i
(
ξL − ξR − ξ̄L + ξ̄R

)
, adp̂x = −i

(
ξL − ξR + ξ̄L − ξ̄R

)
. (4.3)

From these expressions, the Laplacian (2.31) is readily computed. The operator greatly

simplifies by passing to variables

ξL = χL eζL , ξ̄L = χL e−ζL , ξR = χR eζR , ξ̄R = χR e−ζR , (4.4)

and further introducing

ρ =
√

χ2
L + χ2

R , tanφ =
χR

χL
, ζ± =

1

2
(ζL ± ζR) . (4.5)

Acting on functions of the form ϕ = ρ−
8l+7
2 g(ρ, φ, ζ+, ζ−), the Klein-Gordon equation

reduces to the following equation for the function g(ρ, φ, ζ+, ζ−),(
ρ2∂2

ρ − 4ρ2
(
1− cosh 2ζ− sin 2φ

)
− 3

4

)
g = M2g . (4.6)

Similarly as in two dimensions, the Laplacian contains derivatives with respect to the

variable ρ only. We may therefore look for solutions of the form f(ρ) δ(φ−φ0)h(ζ+) δ(ζ−−
ζ−0) with an arbitrary function h(ζ+). We further simplify the ansatz by assuming that

g(ρ, φ, ζ+, ζ−) = f(ρ) δ(φ− φ0) δ(ζ+ − ζ+0) δ(ζ− − ζ−0) . (4.7)

We also define

γ2 = cosh 2ζ−0 sin 2φ0 − 1 . (4.8)

The general solution for f(ρ) is given in terms of Bessel functions. Picking the solution

regular at ρ = 0 and plugging it back into the mode, we arrive at

ϕγ = cγ ρ
−4l−3 Jν(2γρ) δ(φ− φ0) δ(ζ+ − ζ+0) δ(ζ− − ζ−0) , (4.9)
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where, recall, ν =
√
1 +M2. We shall further assume that γ2 > 0. This additional

condition ensures that the argument of the Bessel function Jν is real, i.e. that the solution

(4.9) does not increase exponentially for ρ → ∞. The normalisation constant cγ will be

discussed below. The mode ϕγ is characterised by three quantum numbers: γ, ζ+0, ζ−0,

and thus would be more properly denoted by ϕγ,ζ+0,ζ−0 . As anticipated in the introduction

to this section, there is one quantum number more, than the scalar modes on commutative

AdS3 space have. In the remainder of the text, we shall usually omit the labels ζ+0, ζ−0

with the understanding that both ϕγ and cγ implicitly depend on them.

4.2 Properties of solutions: classical limit and boundary behaviour

In this subsection, we shall study the expectation values of modes (4.9) in semi-classical

states and in particular, their classical limit. Since the analysis is similar to that in two

dimensions, we relegate most of the derivation to Appendix C.

By definition, the expectation value of the mode ϕγ in the semi-classical state |λ, b, c⟩ is

given by

⟨ϕγ⟩ = (22l+1π)4
∞∫
0

(ξLξ̄LξRξ̄R)
2l+1 dξL dξ̄L dξR dξ̄R (4.10)

× ϕγ(ξL, ξ̄L, ξR, ξ̄R)⟨ξL, ξ̄L|λ, b, c⟩⟨ξR, ξ̄R|λ, b, c⟩∗ .

The integrals can be performed exactly, see Appendix C, giving the solution

⟨ϕγ⟩ = 28l+5π4N4 cγ λ
4l sin(2φ0)

Γ(ν + 1− 4l)

Γ(ν + 1)

γν

αν+1−4l
(4.11)

× 2F1

(
ν + 1− 4l

2
,
ν + 2− 4l

2
; ν + 1 ;−4γ2

α2

)
.

Constants N and γ were defined in (2.23) and (4.8), respectively, and α is now given

by equations (C.2)-(C.4) and (C.6). The modes (4.11) are one of the main results of

the present section. Their dependence on positions ⟨ẑ⟩, ⟨t̂⟩, ⟨x̂⟩ can be made explicit by

writing out λ and α in terms of the former. We shall only do this in the classical limit to

which we now turn; one can however immediately note that, again, for small λ (implying

small ⟨ẑ⟩) we have ⟨ϕγ⟩ ∼ λν+1 ∼ ⟨ẑ⟩∆, which coincides with the commutative behaviour

near the boundary. As in the two-dimensional case, this fact will make it possible to use a

standard extrapolate dictionary as in the commutative case to extract boundary correlation

functions.

The classical limit arises by taking l → −∞. Using properties of hypergeometric functions,

given in Appendix C, the expression (4.11) reduces to

⟨ϕγ⟩ = 27/2π2(−l)1/2k̄−1cγ (fλ0)
4l−1 sin(2φ0)

1√
4π

e−i(ω⟨t̂⟩−k⟨x̂⟩) ⟨ẑ⟩ Jν
(√

ω2 − k2 ⟨ẑ⟩
)

.

(4.12)

Note that the condition γ2 ≥ 0 ensures ω2 ≥ k2. Remarkably, the dependence of modes

on ⟨ẑ⟩, ⟨t̂⟩, ⟨x̂⟩ coincides with the classical field modes on AdS3. The constants ω and k,
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expressed in terms of quantum numbers φ0, ζ−,0 , ζ+,0, are given in (C.10). Notice that,

while the fuzzy modes carry three quantum numbers i.e. one more than the commutative

modes, their classical limit has dependence on the two combinations ω and k only. In this

way, the classical limit ‘erases’ one degree of freedom of the fuzzy space. Unlike in two

dimensions, we will not require the individual modes (4.12) to reduces to their commutative

counterparts (A.3). Indeed, the object that is required to have the correct classical limit is

the full two-point function. Due to internal degrees of freedom present in three dimensions,

the ratio of commutative and noncommutative modes in the limit should tend to the square

root of the internal space volume, i.e.
√

π/2. This leads to

cγ = k̄
22∆−8l− 7

2 (−l)∆−4lΓ
(
1
2 − 2l

)8l
Γ(−2l)2−8l (fλ0)

1−4l

π3Γ(∆ − 4l) sin 2φ0
. (4.13)

Again, any other function cγ(l) that has the same l → −∞ limit as (4.13) can be used as

normalisation.

5 Two-point function and holography

5.1 Quantum field theory

One of features of the noncommutative frame formalism is that the quantisation of the

field theory follows a natural path, closely analogous to the commutative case. For finite

matrix geometries, such as the fuzzy sphere, the most common approach to quantisation is

via the path integral. Indeed, on these geometries the path integral reduces to an ordinary

Lebesgue integral and provides a regularisation for the quantum field theory. The path

integral approach is less straightforward to apply for spaces defined via infinite dimensional

representations. In this work, we will instead use canonical methods.

Our main object of interest are n-point functions of the fundamental scalar field. We will

write Φ to signify the quantum field, in contrast to the classical noncommutative field ϕ.

The vacuum expectation value of any operator O will be denoted by ⟨O⟩ ≡ ⟨0|O|0⟩. In

particular, we wish to compute expectation values of n-point correlators in semi-classical

states

Gn(x1, . . . , xn) = ⟨x1, . . . , xn|⟨Φ⊗ · · · ⊗ Φ⟩|x1, . . . , xn⟩ . (5.1)

Here, xi are points of the classical manifold, |xi⟩ the corresponding semi-classical states

and |x1, . . . , xn⟩ their n-fold tensor product. The quantity (5.1) is expected to receive

corrections compared to the correlation function of the commutative theory, controlled by

the scale of noncommutativity.

To define the middle factor in (5.1), we begin with the mode expansion of the classical

noncommutative field ϕ,

ϕ =

∫∫∫
dω dk ds

(
ϕω,k,saω,k,s + ϕ∗

ω,k,sa
†
ω,k,s

)
. (5.2)

We have written the expansion for the fuzzy AdS3, the more complicated of the two cases

we are considering. Moreover, we denote the internal label (previously φ0) by s in order to
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indicate how the construction generalises to other backgrounds. The coefficients a, a† are

promoted to operators satisfying the canonical commutation relations,

[aω,k,s, a
†
ω′,k′,s′ ] = δ(ω − ω′) δ(k − k′) δ(s− s′) , [a, a] = [a†, a†] = 0 . (5.3)

These relations are the same as in the commutative theory, except that creation and anni-

hilation operators carry the the additional internal index s. The Hilbert space of the fuzzy

QFT is defined as the Fock space generated by {a†ω,k,s} from the vacuum state |0⟩.

The simplest correlators (5.1) are one-point functions, which are however seen to vanish

identically. Our main focus in this section are two-point functions. As in ordinary quantum

field theory, they may be expressed as integrals over modes. Denoting all the quantum

numbers collectively by Λ = (ω, k, s), we have

G2 = ⟨Φ⊗ Φ⟩ =
∫∫

dΛdΛ′ ⟨0|(ϕΛaΛ + ϕ∗
Λa

†
Λ)⊗ (ϕΛ′aΛ′ + ϕ∗

Λ′a
†
Λ′)|0⟩ (5.4)

=

∫∫
dΛdΛ′ ⟨0|ϕΛaΛ ⊗ ϕ∗

Λ′a
†
Λ′ |0⟩ =

∫∫
dΛdΛ′ ϕΛ ⊗ ϕ∗

Λ′ ⟨0|[aΛ, a†Λ′ ]|0⟩ .

Due to the canonical commutation relations (5.3), we arrive at

⟨Φ⊗ Φ⟩ =
∫∫∫

dω dk ds ⟨ϕω,k,s ⊗ ϕ∗
ω,k,s⟩ . (5.5)

The resulting two-point function is End(H)-valued and may be further evaluated between

any pair of states. Taking these to be (tensor products of) semi-classical states defines the

correlator (5.1),

G2(x1, x2) =

∫∫∫
dω dk ds ⟨x1|ϕω,k,s|x1⟩⟨x2|ϕω,k,s|x2⟩∗ . (5.6)

Continuing along these lines, we see that the free theory on the fuzzy AdS space satisfies

Wick’s theorem. Therefore, all n-point functions (5.1) are simply obtained from the two-

point function.

5.2 Two-point function on the fuzzy AdS2

The aim of this subsection is to compute the two-point function of Φ on the fuzzy AdS2.

The two-point function is given by the AdS2 analogue of (5.5),

G2 =

∫
dω ϕω ⊗ ϕ∗

ω . (5.7)

Geometric properties of G2 are revealed by computing its expectation value in a pair of

semi-classical states |λi, ci⟩, i = 1, 2. Thus, we consider

G2(λi, ci) =

∫
dω ⟨λ1, c1|ϕβ|λ1, c1⟩ ⟨λ2, c2|ϕ∗

β|λ2, c2⟩ . (5.8)

Let us firstly briefly discuss the range of integration. In the commutative case ω ∈
(−∞,∞). On the fuzzy space, we have β ∈ (−1, 1) and therefore ω ∈ (−2k̄−1, 2k̄−1).
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This is in line with the intuition that the classical space arises when k̄ is small. Substitut-

ing the expression (3.14) for the modes, we have

G2(λi, ci) = (2π)2
Γ(ν − 2l + 1

2)
2

Γ(−2l)2Γ(ν + 1)2
(λ1λ2)

2l (5.9)

×
∫

dω c2β

(
β
2

)2ν
(α1α∗

2)
ν−2l+1/2

2∏
i=1

2F1

(
ν − 2l + 1

2

2
,
ν − 2l + 3

2

2
; ν + 1;− β2

α2
(i)

)
.

For compactness of notation, we have put in the last line α(1) = α1 and α(2) = α∗
2. While

this integral looks formidable, it may be evaluated exactly in the boundary limit. In this

limit, αi → ∞, and therefore hypergeometric functions in (5.9) tend to one. We thus get

G̃∂∂(λi, ci) = 4π2 Γ(ν − 2l + 1
2)

2

Γ(−2l)2Γ(ν + 1)2
(λ1λ2)

2l

∫
dω c2β

(
β
2

)2ν
(α1α∗

2)
ν−2l+1/2

. (5.10)

We have put a tilde to signify that the boundary propagator requires a further inclusion

of the conformal factor, G∂∂ = ⟨ẑ1⟩−∆⟨ẑ2⟩−∆G̃∂∂ . Expressing everything in terms of

expectation values of coordinates,

G̃∂∂ = 4π2 Γ(ν − 2l + 1
2)

2

Γ(−2l)2Γ(ν + 1)2

(
⟨ẑ1⟩
−lk̄

)ν+1/2(⟨ẑ2⟩
−lk̄

)ν+1/2

(5.11)

×
∫

dω c2β (2− β2)2l−1/2

(
1− iω⟨t̂1⟩

2l

)2l−ν−1/2(
1 +

iω⟨t̂2⟩
2l

)2l−ν−1/2(
k̄ω

4

)2ν

.

We see that the conformal prefactor precisely cancels the dependence on ⟨ẑi⟩, leaving G∂∂

as a function of ⟨t̂i⟩ only. Committing to the choice of normalisation (3.22), we arrive at

G∂∂ =
Γ(∆ − 2l)2

42∆Γ(−2l)2Γ
(
∆ + 1

2

)2 ( 1

−l

)2∆ ∫
dω

(
1− iω⟨t̂1⟩

2l

)2l−∆(
1 +

iω⟨t̂2⟩
2l

)2l−∆

ω2∆−1 .

(5.12)

We have expressed the result in terms of ∆ rather than ν = ∆ − 1/2, the former being a

more appropriate quantum number on the boundary. Notice that the only dependence of

the two-point function on k̄ comes through the region of integration. The representation

(5.12) is expected to have the correct commutative limit. Indeed, by taking l → −∞, the

integrand reduces to ω2∆−1e−iω⟨t̂12⟩, just as in the commutative theory. Further, the k̄ → 0

limit makes the region of integration (0,∞) as is in the commutative case. However, one

needs to make sure that the integral over modes converges and commutes with the limits

l → −∞ and k̄ → 0 .

Notice that, even in the commutative case, the integral

Gcomm
∂∂ ≡ 4−∆

Γ(∆ + 1
2)

2

∞∫
0

dω ω2∆−1e−iω⟨t̂12⟩ = C∆ ⟨it̂12⟩−2∆ , (5.13)

is valid only for ∆ < 1/2. We may define Gcomm
∂∂ for ∆ > 1/2 by the right hand side of

(5.13), i.e. by analytic continuation in ∆. This is indeed the usual conformal two-point
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function, with the normalisation factor C∆ given in (2.7). We shall follow the same strategy

of analytically continuing in ∆ to define the two-point function in the noncommutative case.

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

Figure 1. Commutative and the fuzzy two-point function: l = −30, k̄ = 1/4, ∆ = 1/3, t1 = 1/2

1 2 3 4 5

0.5

1.0

1.5

Figure 2. Commutative and the fuzzy two-point function: l = −∞, k̄ = 1/20, ∆ = 1/3

Let us now go back to the integral representation (5.12) of the fuzzy two-point function.

As it turns out, the integral can be evaluated exactly in terms of the Appell function F1,

G∂∂ =
2−1−2∆Γ(∆ − 2l)2

Γ(−2l)2Γ
(
∆ + 1

2

)2
∆

(
1

−l

)2∆

k̄−2∆ F1

(
2∆,∆ − 2l,∆ − 2l, 2∆ + 1;

i⟨t̂1⟩
lk̄

,
−i⟨t̂2⟩
lk̄

)
.

(5.14)

This is one of the main results of the present work. Based on the above discussion, (5.14)

is valid when ∆ < 1/2 and should be analytically continued for ∆ > 1/2. In the former
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regime, one can directly take the limit to the commutative two-point function. Firstly,

l → −∞ corresponds to the confluent limit of the Appell function, [33], XLI.I. We obtain

lim
l→−∞

G∂∂ =
k̄−2∆

2Γ(∆ + 1
2)

2 ∆
1F1

(
2∆; 2∆ + 1;

−2i⟨t̂12⟩
k̄

)
. (5.15)

Further taking the limit k̄ → 0, using the formula 13.5.1 of [34] we obtain

lim
k̄→0

lim
l→−∞

G∂∂ =
k̄−2∆Γ(2∆ + 1)

2Γ(∆ + 1
2)

2 ∆

(
2i⟨t̂12⟩

k̄

)−2∆

= C∆ ⟨it̂12⟩−2∆ . (5.16)

Therefore, we obtain precisely the commutative two-point function given in (2.8).

For finite l and k̄, the fuzzy two-point function (5.14) provides a two-parameter deformation

of the classical one. In Figures 1 and 2 we show some examples of how the commutative

(blue) and noncommutative (red) results compare for particular values of l, k̄ and ∆. In

Figure 1 we also fix one of the times to t1 = 1/2, which is important because the non-

commutative two-point function is not translation invariant. For the second plot, we put

l = −∞, so the translation invariance is restored.

5.3 Two-point function on the fuzzy AdS3

The last observable that we study in this work is the boundary two-point function on the

fuzzy AdS3. On the boundary, the variable α tends to ∞, and therefore the mode (4.11)

reduces to

⟨ϕγ⟩ =
8π2

Γ(−2l)2
cγ

(
Γ(−2l)2

Γ(12 − 2l)2k̄
⟨ẑ⟩

)4l

sin(2φ0)
Γ(ν + 1− 4l)

Γ(ν + 1)
γν (5.17)

×
(
−4lk̄f0

λ

⟨ẑ⟩

(
1 +

iω⟨t̂⟩
4l

− ik⟨x̂⟩
4l

))4l−1−ν

.

Taking out the conformal factor and committing to the normalisation (4.13) of modes, we

get

⟨ϕγ⟩
⟨ẑ⟩∆ =

2
1
2
−∆

πΓ(∆)

(
ω2 − k2

) ν
2

(
1− iω⟨t̂⟩

4l
+

ik⟨x̂⟩
4l

)4l−1−ν

. (5.18)

The boundary two point-function is therefore

G∂∂ =

∫∫∫
dω dk dφ0

21−2∆

π2Γ(∆)2
(
ω2 − k2

)∆−1
(
1 +

iω⟨t̂1⟩
4l

− ik⟨x̂1⟩
4l

)4l−∆(
1− iω⟨t̂2⟩

4l
+

ik⟨x̂2⟩
4l

)4l−∆

.

In the ω-k plane, the integration is performed over the triangle defined by points (0, 0),(
2
k̄ ,−

2
k̄

)
and

(
2
k̄ ,

2
k̄

)
. Indeed, from the definition of ω and k, keeping in mind that 0 <

φ0 < π/2, we have |ω|, |k| < 2k̄−1. The normalisability condition γ2 > 0 can be recast

as ω2 − k2 ≥ 0. Finally, we set ω ≥ 0 as we are interested in positive frequency modes.

The (ω, k) integration region is independent of φ0, and therefore, the integration over this

quantum number is trivial.
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We find it convenient to pass to lightcone coordinates and momenta

k± = ω ± k , u± =
1

2

(
⟨t̂⟩ ± ⟨x̂⟩

)
, (5.19)

in which the relation to AdS2 is most clearly manifested. Putting everything together, the

two-point function becomes

G∂∂ =
2−1−2∆

πΓ(∆)2

4k̄−1∫
0

dk+

(
1 +

ik+u
−
1

4l

)4l−∆(
1− ik+u

−
2

4l

)4l−∆

(5.20)

×
4k̄−1−k+∫

0

dk−(k+k−)
∆−1

(
1 +

ik−u
+
1

4l + ik+u
−
1

)4l−∆(
1− ik−u

+
2

4l − ik+u
−
2

)4l−∆

.

The integral over k− is of the type we encountered in two dimensions and produces an

Appell F1 function,

G∂∂ =
2−1−2∆

πΓ(∆)2

4k̄−1∫
0

dk+ k∆−1
+

(
1 +

ik+u
−
1

4l

)4l−∆(
1− ik+u

−
2

4l

)4l−∆

(5.21)

×
(
4k̄−1 − k+

)∆
F1

(
∆,∆ − 4l,∆ − 4l,∆ + 1;

−i
(
4k̄−1 − k+

)
u+1

4l + ik+u
−
1

,
i
(
4k̄−1 − k+

)
u+2

4l − ik+u
−
2

)
.

We do not know if the remaining integral over k+ can be expressed in terms of standard

special functions. To proceed, we expand the second line above in powers of k+. Looking

at how k+ appears in relation to k̄ and l, it is seen that this power series corresponds to

that around the classical limit. In the leading order we obtain

G
(0)
∂∂ =

2−1−2∆

πΓ(∆ + 1)2

(
4

k̄

)2∆

F1

(
∆,∆ − 4l,∆ − 4l,∆ + 1;

−iu−1
lk̄

,
iu−2
lk̄

)
(5.22)

× F1

(
∆,∆ − 4l,∆ − 4l,∆ + 1;

−iu+1
lk̄

,
iu+2
lk̄

)
.

Figure 3. Commutative and the fuzzy two-point function: l = −20, k̄ = 1/2, ∆ = 1/3
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Higher orders all give Appell-type integrals and can be computed exactly and straightfor-

wardly. They are suppressed by powers of k̄ and/or l−1. Indeed, one can see that the

n-th order only involves terms that come with powers k̄a(l−1)b such that a + b ≥ n. The

expressions are bulky, so we write only the first subleading order:

G
(1)
∂∂ = G

(0)
∂∂ +

2−3−2∆

πΓ(∆)2∆

(
4

k̄

)2∆

F1

(
∆;∆ − 4l,∆ − 4l;∆ + 1;

−iu−1
lk̄

,
iu−2
lk̄

)
×
(
−k̄F1

(
∆;∆ − 4l,∆ − 4l;∆ + 1;

−iu+1
lk̄

,
iu+2
lk̄

)
+

4l − ∆
(∆ + 1)l2k̄

(
u+1 (u

−
1 − ilk̄)F1

(
∆ + 1;∆ − 4l + 1,∆ − 4l;∆ + 2;

−iu+1
lk̄

,
iu+2
lk̄

)
+u+2 (u

−
2 + ilk̄)F1

(
∆ + 1;∆ − 4l,∆ − 4l + 1;∆ + 2;

−iu+1
lk̄

,
iu+2
lk̄

)))
.

Let us return to the leading order two-point function (5.22). The factorised form in light-

cone coordinates together with our results for the AdS2 two-point function immediately

imply that (5.22) has the correct commutative limit. Indeed, repeating essentially the same

steps as above, we find

lim
k̄→0

lim
l→−∞

G
(0)
∂∂ = lim

k̄→0

2−1−2∆

πΓ(∆ + 1)2

(
4

k̄

)2∆

1F1

(
∆,∆ + 1;

4iu−12
k̄

)
1F1

(
∆,∆ + 1;

4iu+12
k̄

)
=

2−2∆

2π

(
−iu−12

)−∆ (−iu+12
)−∆

. (5.23)

Thus, we have arrived at the commutative two-point function

Gcomm
∂∂ (t1, x1; t2, x2) =

1

2π

1

(−t212 + x212)
∆
=

1

2π

1

(−4u−12u
+
12)

∆
. (5.24)

Away from the commutative limit, we may plot the fuzzy two-point function (5.20) and

inspect how it differs from its commutative analogue. In Figure 3 we show the ratio of the

two for particular values of parameters l, k̄ and ∆.4. The first point is fixed at the origin,

u±1 = 0. We see that the most significant deviations from the commutative case occur when

the second point is also close to the origin. If the first point is not at the origin, Figure 4,

the result is, unlike the commutative two-point function, no longer symmetric in u+12 and

u−12.

6 Summary and perspectives

In this work we initiated the study of quantum field theory on fuzzy AdS spaces. Focusing

on two and three dimensions, we determined a complete set of modes for the (noncom-

mutative) free scalar field and computed the boundary two-point function. By analysing

4The plot in Figure 3 is obtained from (5.20) by numerical integration. Alternatively, we may use the

expansion explained above and plot G
(n)
∂∂ for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . This gives similar results.
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Figure 4. Ratio of noncommutative and commutative two-point functions: (u+
1 , u

−
1 ) = (0, 0) vs

(u+
1 , u

−
1 ) = (1, 1/2)

expectation values of modes inside semi-classical states, we identified the commutative

limit

|l| ≫ k̄−1 ≫ 1 , (6.1)

in which the fuzzy two-point function reduces to the commutative one. In three dimensions,

the derivation exhibits an interesting mechanism by which the additional degrees of freedom

present on the noncommutative space are made consistent with the classical limit.

The way how the classical limit arises, even in two dimensions, is technically quite intricate.

Let us recap the main points. As mentioned, the classical regime involves taking two

limits: the representation label is sent to infinity, l → −∞, and the noncommutativity

parameter to zero, k̄ → 0 (we take from the start that ℓAdS = 1). Both these types of

limits are familiar in other examples of noncommutative spaces. Usually either only k̄ is

present, and treated as a formal parameter, or both labels occur but can be related to one

another by a Casimir-type relation. Our case is different from either of the above and there

is a curious interplay between the noncommutativity parameter k̄ and the choice of the

discrete series representation of SL(2,R). As was explained, the fact that discrete series are
realised by functions of a positive variable ξ led to the restriction on the angle φ ∈ (0, π2 )

and consequently the UV frequency cut-off, |ω| < 2
k̄ . Had we used the principal series

representation, the cut-off would not have existed. In principle, we are still free to impose

a relation between l and k̄, as long as it is consistent with (6.1). It will be interesting to

see if such a relation is implied by consistency/classical limit of some other observables not

studied in this work.

While these initial results are very promising, a number of open questions about the status

of quantum field theory on fuzzy AdS spaces remain. The main future direction that we

have in mind is to go beyond the free theory and study interactions. To this end, the

frame formalism provides natural analogues for most concepts of ordinary curved space

QFT, with a few omissions. For instance, it appears that our definition of the Laplacian

implies that one should not use the trace as the noncommutative analogue of the integral,
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but modify it by a certain factor.5 A simplistic approach, at least to boundary correlators

of weakly coupled theories, is to write the latter in terms of Witten diagrams as in the

commutative case, however with all propagators being fuzzy. E.g. for the λϕ3 theory, the

boundary three-point function would be given by

G3(x1, x2, x3) = λ

∫
AdS

dzddx
√
|g| Gb∂(z, x; x1)Gb∂(z, x; x2)Gb∂(z, x; x3) +O(λ2) , (6.2)

and similarly for other types of interaction. In (6.2), Gb∂(z, x; xi) are the fuzzy bulk-to-

boundary propagators evaluated between semi-classical states, for which we wrote integral

representations in Section 5. It would be interesting to obtain more explicit expressions for

bulk-to-bulk and bulk-to-boundary propagators and use them to study correlators such as

(6.2). It remains to be seen, though, if such expansions in modified Witten diagrams as

above are the appropriate way to compute perturbative correlators on fuzzy AdS spaces,

i.e. whether the Feynman-Witten rules follow from a consistent QFT based on an action.

We will study formal aspects of perturbative QFTs on fuzzy AdS spaces in future work.

As a different approach to the above questions, one may proceed by a further analysis

of boundary correlation functions and try to identify them either as correlators of some

deformed conformal field theory or those of an ordinary CFT, but evaluated between states

that are not conformally invariant.6 To this end, the first step will be to analyse the

symmetries of the boundary two-point functions computed in this work. Naively, the fuzzy

AdS2 two-point function (5.14) possesses none, not being even translationally invariant.

We suspect, however, that symmetries are simply not manifest in position space.

The above perspective could also offer a way of studying dynamical gravity, as opposed

to quantum field theory on a fixed background considered in this work (making the met-

ric dynamical within the noncommutative frame formalism has met with difficulties – see

however [36]). An interesting testing ground for this idea is provided by looking at fuzzy

analogues of more interesting gravitational backgrounds, in particular of black hole solu-

tions. A definition of the fuzzy BTZ black hole was already proposed in [14]. The boundary

two-point function on this background, that should be computable along the lines of this

work, is expected to give the finite-temperature two-point function of the above tentative

2d CFT. Putting all these facts into a consistent framework would be a long-term goal.

An alternative approach to including dynamical gravity in our setup begins by noticing

various similarities between fuzzy AdS spaces and covariant quantum spaces arising in the

context of IKKT-like matrix models, [22, 23, 30]. There seem to be some close relations

between these two sets of noncommutative geometries which deserve further investigation.

For instance, our semi-classical states can be used to define quantum metric and quantum

symplectic form in the sense of [30]. If this is done, the corresponding symplectic volume

is precisely the factor that appears in the resolution of the identity (2.24). On the other

hand, the quantum metric closely resembles that of classical AdS space, but differs from

5The analogous factor in the case of the fuzzy dS4 was written down in [25].
6E.g. in the limit k̄ → 0 with l finite, not elaborated in the main text, the NC two-point function is

closely related to a CFT two-point function in the presence of a hyper-primary operator, [35].
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it by certain relative signs between terms. An interesting further comparison that we will

make in the future concerns the ‘deep quantum’ regime of the two-point function. Namely,

in the present work we computed expectation values of the two-point function inside pairs

of semi-classical states, as opposed to more general matrix elements where the left and

right pairs are not the same. In the terminology of [30], this is the ‘semi-classical’ regime.

By contrast, in the ‘deep quantum’ regime, the left and right pairs of states differ from

each other, but for each pair the two semi-classical states are close to one another. For

quantum spaces that originate from matrix models, it is expected on general grounds that

the semi-classical and deep-quantum regimes are the only ones in which the two-point

functions does not approximately vanish.

While these (existing or potential) connections are intriguing, their significance remains

unclear. Nevertheless, it is tempting to try and realise our spaces as saddle points of some

modified versions of IKKT-type matrix models.

The flat space limit and cosmology We conclude by mentioning two extensions of

the above constructions that may have interesting applications. In this work, we restricted

ourselves to two and three dimensions, as well as a negative cosmological constant. The

most relevant physical applications will require to drop either one or both of these restric-

tions. A particularly interesting case is that of AdS4, for which most of the technology

is already in place. Both the differential-geometric and representation-theoretic aspects of

our construction are straightforwardly generalised to four dimensions. On the one hand,

the coordinates can be defined as components of the Pauli-Lubanski vector of so(3, 2), akin

to [13], while momenta are given by translation and dilation generators. Furthermore, uni-

tary representations of so(3, 2) are well-understood and many of them admit lowest-weight

vectors. Therefore, the construction of semi-classical states would proceed in essentially

the same way as in this work. Of course, it remains to be seen if the commutative limit

with properties as above continues to exist in four dimensions. The AdS4 is of particular

interest in view of taking the flat space limit, ℓAdS → ∞. It is natural to speculate that

this would lead to a quantum field theory on some noncommutative deformation of R1,3.

In fact, the flat space limit and its properties present an interesting open question already

for models studied in this work.

On the other hand, the case of positive cosmological constant, in particular the fuzzy dS4,

may be relevant for the early universe cosmology, where quantum gravitational effects play

and important role. To this end, the main task that remains to be done is the definition

of semi-classical states. It is still to be seen whether the principal or the discrete series

representations of SO(4, 1) provide the more appropriate version of the fuzzy dS4. In the

case of the latter, one may speculate that semi-classical states can be defined as in this work,

but this is to be further analysed. There are also some ideas for the appropriate notion of

semi-classical states for principal series representations. Ultimately, the appropriateness of

the set of states depends on having a good commutative limit. Assuming all the challenges

are overcome, the appropriate analogue of Figure 4 would be compared to inhomogeneities

in the CMB.
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A Classical propagator as a sum over modes

In this appendix, we review how the AdSd+1 propagator (2.5) arises as an integral over field

modes, focusing on d = 2, 1. Among the several two-point functions that may be studied,

we consider the vacuum expectation value of the ordinary product of field operators

Gcomm
bb = ⟨0|Φ(x1, z1)Φ(x2, z2)|0⟩ . (A.1)

In terms of field modes, the latter expands as

Gcomm
bb =

∫
dω dd−1k ϕω,k(x1, z1)ϕ

∗
ω,k(x2, z2) . (A.2)

The modes on AdS3 read

ϕω,k(x, z) =
z√
4π

e−i(ωt−kx)Jν

(√
ω2 − k2 z

)
, (A.3)

and therefore, we may write the two-point function as

Gcomm
bb =

z1z2

4π

∫
dω dk e−iω(t1−t2)+ik(x1−x2)Jν

(√
ω2 − k2 z1

)
Jν

(√
ω2 − k2 z2

)
. (A.4)

To make progress, we make the change of variables

ω = Ωcosh θ , k = Ω sinh θ , (A.5)

which gives

Gcomm
bb =

z1z2

4π

∞∫
0

dΩΩ Jν(Ωz1)Jν(Ωz2)

∞∫
−∞

dθ e−iΩ(t1−t2) cosh θ+iΩ(x1−x2) sinh θ . (A.6)

Let us denote t12 = t1−t2 and x12 = x1−x2. To regularise and evaluate the integral over

θ, we use the formula 10.9.15 from [37] (with ν = 0)

∞∫
−∞

dθ eiz cosh θ+iζ sinh θ = πiH
(1)
0

(√
z2 − ζ2

)
, Im(z ± ζ) > 0 . (A.7)

– 27 –



The ϵ-prescription we use is to first set z = −Ωt12 + iϵ and ζ = Ωx12, then apply (A.7)

and finally put ϵ = 0. Further using the relation between Hankel functions and modified

Bessel functions, we get

Gcomm
bb =

z1z2

2π

∞∫
0

dΩΩ Jν(Ωz1) Jν(Ωz2)K0

(
Ω
√
x212 − t212

)
. (A.8)

The last integral may be evaluated using the formula 6.522 3 of [31], yielding

Gcomm
bb =

1

2π

2ν√
ζ(ζ + 4)

(
ζ + 2 +

√
ζ(ζ + 4)

)−ν
. (A.9)

This coincides with the expression (2.5) upon putting in the latter d = 2 and using the

special hypergeometric identity 15.4.8 of [37].

Similarly, on AdS2, the propagator is the integral over the modes

Gcomm
bb =

∞∫
0

dω ϕω(t1, x1)ϕ
∗
ω(t2, x2) =

1

2

√
z1z2

∞∫
0

dω e−it12Jν(ωz1)Jν(ωz2) . (A.10)

Again, the integral requires regularisation. We will use the formula 6.612 3 of [31] with

α = it12 + ϵ , β = z1 , γ = z2 , (A.11)

and subsequently set ϵ to zero. This process gives the two-point function

Gcomm
bb =

1

2π
Q∆−1

(
1 +

ζ

2

)
=

1

2π

Γ2(∆)
Γ(2∆)

22∆−1

ζ∆ 2F1

(
∆,∆; 2∆;

−4

ζ

)
. (A.12)

In the last step, we have used the identity 14.3.19 of [37] that relates Legendre and hyper-

geometric functions,

Q∆−1(x) =
Γ2(∆)
Γ(2∆)

2∆−1

(x− 1)∆ 2F1

(
∆,∆; 2∆;

2

1− x

)
. (A.13)

In (A.12) we recognise the two-point function (2.5).

B Representations of SL(2,R)

In this appendix, we collect some properties of the group SL(2,R) and its representations

that are used in the main text. The Lie algebra sl(2,R) is spanned by generators {H,E±}
that obey the brackets

[H,E+] = E+ , [H,E−] = −E− , [E+, E−] = 2H . (B.1)

We often make use of the linear combinations of these generators,

H̃ =
i

2
(E+ − E−) , Ẽ+ =

1

2
(E+ + E− + 2iH) , Ẽ− =

1

2
(E+ + E− − 2iH) , (B.2)
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which satisfy the same brackets as {H,E±}. These linear combinations are convenient

because H̃ generates the maximal compact subgroup of SL(2,R), and thus has a discrete

spectrum in any unitary irreducible representation.

The group SL(2,R) has two families of discrete series representations, denoted T−
l and T+

l ,

[38]. Here, l is an integer or a half-integer and for the first family l ≤ −1, while l ≥ 1

for the second family. The carrier space of T−
l will be denoted by Hl. The two types of

representations are related by (
T−
l

)∗
= T+

−l , (B.3)

where π∗ stands for the dual (contragredient) representation to π. Another way to relate

the positive and negative discrete series is by means of the Bargmann automorphism, B,

i.e.
(
T−
l

)B
= T+

−l. The Bargmann automorphism is an outer automorphism of SL(2,R)
that acts on the generators by

B(H) = H , B(E+) = −E+ , B(E−) = −E− . (B.4)

The negative discrete series representations are of lowest-weight type. The lowest-weight

vector Ψ0 satisfies

Ẽ−Ψ0 = 0 , H̃Ψ0 = −lΨ0 , (B.5)

and the representation space is spanned by vectors Ψn = Ẽn
+Ψ0.

We shall use the realisation of T−
l on the space of functions f(ξ), with ξ > 0, square-

integrable with respect to the inner product,

(f1, f2) = 22l+1π

∞∫
0

dξ ξ2l+1f1(ξ)
∗f2(ξ) . (B.6)

The action of generators on these functions reads

H = ξ∂ξ + l + 1 , E+ = −iξ , E− = −i
(
ξ∂2

ξ + 2(l + 1)∂ξ
)
. (B.7)

We use the notation f(ξ) = ⟨ξ|f⟩; due to the nontrivial measure in the scalar product in

(B.6), it is then consistent to write

⟨ξ|ξ′⟩ = (π 22l+1ξ2l+1)−1 δ(ξ − ξ′) , (B.8)

where δ(ξ − ξ′) is the standard δ-function. The ‘ket’ |ξ⟩ is proportional to the eigenvector

of ẑ ,

⟨ξ|z⟩ = (k̄π 22l+1ξ2l+1)−1/2 δ
(
ξ − z

k̄

)
, (B.9)

while the eigenfunctions of the time t̂ are

⟨ξ|t⟩ = (k̄1/2π 2l+1)−1 ξ−l−1+i t
k̄ . (B.10)

The lowest-weight vector is given by the function

Ψ0(ξ) =
ξ−2l−1e−ξ

22l+1/2
√

πΓ(−2l)
≡ Nξ−2l−1e−ξ . (B.11)
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B.1 Representations of SO(2, 2)

The Lie algebra so(2, 2) is isomorphic to the direct sum of two copies of sl(2,R),

so(2, 2) ∼= sl(2,R)⊕ sl(2,R) . (B.12)

Therefore, its representations take the form of tensor products π1 ⊗ π2 of representations

πi of sl(2,R). It is common to distinguish between the two factors by putting the bars on

all quantities connected with the second one. Following this convention, we shall denote

the tensor product of two copies of the discrete series representation T−
l by T−

l ⊗ T̄−
l .

This is naturally realised on the space of functions in two variables f(ξ, ξ̄) and has the

lowest-weight vector

Ψ0 ⊗ Ψ̄0 = N2(ξξ̄)−2l−1e−ξ−ξ̄ . (B.13)

C Field modes on the fuzzy AdS3

In this appendix, we derive the expectation values of field modes on the fuzzy AdS3 in

semi-classical states, (4.10). In coordinates (ρ, φ, ζL, ζR) from Section 4.1, and using the

expression (2.33), the integral (4.10) is re-written as

⟨ϕγ⟩ = 2N4
(
22l+1π

)4
cγ

∫∫∫∫
dρdφdζ+ dζ− λ4lρ−4l sin(2φ) e−

2ρ
λ
fλ+

2iρ
λ

(bfb+cfc) (C.1)

× Jν(2γρ)δ(φ− φ0) δ(ζ+ − ζ+0) δ(ζ− − ζ−0) ,

with

fλ = cosφ cosh ζL + sinφ cosh ζR , (C.2)

fb = cosφ cosh ζL − sinφ cosh ζR , (C.3)

fc = cosφ sinh ζL − sinφ sinh ζR . (C.4)

The integrals over delta functions are readily performed, leaving us with

⟨ϕγ⟩ = 2N4
(
22l+1π

)4
cγλ

4l sin(2φ0)

∫
dρ ρ−4l e−

2ρ
λ
fλ0+

2iρ
λ

(bfb0+cfc0)Jν(2γρ) . (C.5)

For the integral over ρ, we use the identity (3.11), with parameters

µ = 1− 4l , β = 2γ , α =
2fλ0 − 2i(bfb0 + cfc0)

λ
. (C.6)

We see that for sufficiently small λ, the conditions (3.12) are satisfied. We obtain

⟨ϕγ⟩ = 28l+5π4N4cγλ
4l sin 2φ0

Γ(ν + 1− 4l)

Γ(ν + 1)

γν

αν+1−4l
(C.7)

× 2F1

(
ν + 1− 4l

2
,
ν + 2− 4l

2
; ν + 1;−4γ2

α2

)
.

We wish to re-express the result in terms of expectation values of coordinates and take the

l → −∞ limit. In this limit, the expectation values (2.34)-(2.36) reduce to

⟨ẑ⟩ ∼ −2lk̄λ , ⟨t̂⟩ ∼ −2lk̄c , ⟨x̂⟩ ∼ −2lk̄b . (C.8)
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On the other hand, the variable α reads

α =
−4lk̄fλ0

⟨ẑ⟩

(
1 +

i

2lk̄

(
fb0
fλ0

⟨x̂⟩+ fc0
fλ0

⟨t̂⟩
))

≡ −4lk̄fλ0
⟨ẑ⟩

(
1− iω⟨t̂⟩

4l
+

ik⟨x̂⟩
4l

)
, (C.9)

where, anticipating the commutative limit, we have defined

ω = −2

k̄

fc0
fλ0

, k =
2

k̄

fb0
fλ0

. (C.10)

To take the commutative limit, l → −∞, we use the formula (3.15) with

a = −2l +
ν + 1

2
, b = −2l +

ν + 2

2
, z̃2 = 16ab

γ2

α2
. (C.11)

In the commutative limit, z̃ remains finite and tends to

lim
l→−∞

z̃ =
2γ⟨ẑ⟩
k̄fλ0

=
√
ω2 − k2 ⟨ẑ⟩ . (C.12)

Putting everything together,

⟨ϕγ⟩ =
24l+3π2

Γ(−2l)2
cγ sin 2φ0

Γ(ν + 1− 4l)

(−4l)ν+1

(
1− iω⟨t̂⟩

4l
+

ik⟨x̂⟩
4l

)4l−ν−1

(C.13)

×
(

1

fλ0

)1−4l

k̄−1⟨ẑ⟩Jν
(√

ω2 − k2 ⟨ẑ⟩
)

.

Finally, upon recognising the limit that is the definition of the exponential function, we

obtain the commutative field modes written in (4.12),

⟨ϕγ⟩ = 2
7
2π2(−l)

1
2 k̄−1cγ (fλ0)

4l−1 sin 2φ0
1√
4π

e−iω⟨t̂⟩+ik⟨x̂⟩⟨ẑ⟩ Jν
(√

ω2 − k2 ⟨ẑ⟩
)

. (C.14)

D Appell functions

Appell functions are certain generalisations of the hypergeometric function to functions

of two variables. There are four of them, F1, . . . , F4, and they are well integrated in

Mathematica. We briefly summarise the definition and some properties of F1, the function

that appears in the main text. For a comprehensive account, see [33].

The Appell function F1 may be defined through its double series expansion

F1(α, β, β
′; γ;x, y) =

∞∑
m,n=0

(α)m+n(β)m(β′)n
(γ)m+nm!n!

xmyn , |x|, |y| < 1 , (D.1)

where (α)n is the Pochhammer symbol. It is clearly symmetric under the simultaneous

exchange β ↔ β′, x ↔ y. The function may also be characterised through a pair of

differential equations that it satisfies. One of these equations reads

x(1− x)
∂2F1

∂x2
+ y(1− x)

∂2F1

∂x ∂y
+
(
γ − (α+ β + 1)x

) ∂F1

∂x
− βy

∂F1

∂y
− αβ F1 = 0 , (D.2)
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and the second is obtained by β ↔ β′, x ↔ y. As the hypergeometric function, F1 obeys

a number of relations; for particular values of variables or parameters it reduces to the

hypergeometric function. The two properties used in this work are integral representation

F1(α, β, β
′; γ;x, y) =

Γ(γ)

Γ(α)Γ(γ − α)

1∫
0

dt tα−1(1− t)γ−α−1(1− xt)−β(1− yt)−β′
, (D.3)

valid for Re(γ) > Re(α) > 0, and the reduction formula

lim
ε→0

F1

(
α,

1

ε
,
1

ε
; γ; εx, εy

)
= 1F1(α, γ, x+ y) . (D.4)

Here, 1F1(α, γ, z) is Kummer’s confluent hypergeometric function.
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