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Abstract: Conformal quantum mechanics has been proposed to be the CFT1 dual to AdS2.

The N -point correlation function that satisfy conformal constraints have been constructed

from a non-conformal vacuum and the insertion of a non-primary operator. The main goal

of this paper is to find an interpretation of this oddness. For this purpouse, we study possi-

ble gravitational dual models and propose a two-dimensional dilaton gravity with a massless

fermion for the description of conformal quantum mechanics. We find a universal corre-

spondence between states in the conformal quantum mechanics model and two-dimensional

spacetimes. Moreover, the solutions of the Dirac equation can be interpreted as zero modes of

a Floquet-Dirac system. Within this system, the oddness of the non-conformal vacuum and

non-primary operator is elucidated. As a possible application, we interpret the gauge symme-

tries of the Floquet-Dirac system as the corresponding infinite symmetries of the Schrödinger

equation which are conjectured to be related to higher spin symmetries.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.15248v2
mailto:rodrigoardon.e@gmail.com


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 CQM review 3

3 Geometric description: an exploration 9

3.1 Worldine 9

3.2 |t〉 basis and Dirac equation in 1+1 15

4 The general dual proposal and conclusions 19

A Self-adjoint test of R 21

1 Introduction

Conformal quantum mechanics, CQM, is a subject continuously studied1 since its birth [3,

4]. Physical applications range from systems such as magnetic monopoles, magnetic vortex,

molecular dynamics, neutral atoms and charged wires, Efimov effect, black holes, membranes

to quantum cosmology, see e.g. [5–15] and references within. In the light of the AdS/CFT

duality [16–18] , CQM has been proposed to be the CFT1 dual to AdS2 in [19, 20]. The key

message explained in [19], based on previous results given in [4], is that correlation functions

of primary operators that satisfy the conformal structure can be built from a non-conformal

vacuum, the so called R-vacuum, and an operator that is not primary.

The reason of this oddness is attributed to the fact that in CQM we are dealing with a

Hilbert space rather than a Fock space as in any d ≥ 2 CFT. In d = 1 one cannot construct

a normalized vacuum state that is annihilated by all the generators of the conformal group.

It turns out that the combination of the R-vacuum with the non-primary operator conspire

in the correlation functions to respect conformal constraints. This can be taken to be just

a particularity in the AdS2/CQM dictionary. However, since the system corresponds to the

simplest playground to study AdS/CFT, further analysis must be done in order to give more

sense of the aforementioned oddness.

On the other hand, since CQM can be realized in physical systems, such analysis can be

always contrasted with physical reasoning. This may take an orthogonal direction of [19, 20],

since they are based on symmetries rather than a specific model. Nevertheless, one of the

goals of this work is to complement their conclusions.

1A list of papers are detailed in the references of [1, 2].
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Concretely, taking the CQM realization to be the dipole-charge system as studied in

[7], one deals with a radial inverse square potential. The three-dimensional Schrödinger

equation reduces to one-dimensional CQM model defined in [4]. In [21–26] and references

within, it has been shown that the attractive radial inverse square potential problem leads to

self-adjoint extensions, the notion of renormalization and anomalies in CQM. This is intuitive

since a bound state arising from the attractive potential implies a physical scale and therefore

this will break scale invariance at the quantum level. Regarding the self-adjoint extensions,

ambiguities arise for the adequate boundary conditions. Interestedly, these and other subjects

has been addressed in [27] from an effective field theory perspective.

However, these results should be contrasted with [2], where a fully conformally invariant

quantum mechanics for all values of the coupling constant has been constructed. The main

argument is that the notion of quantum anomalies can be traced to the non-trivial topology

of classical phase-space. Therefore, once proper covering of the phase space is constructed

the dynamics becomes smooth and the quantization can be constructed.

In [4] some of the above issues do not arise since their analysis is based on the repulsive

inverse square potential problem. Nevertheless, the one-dimensional CQM model faces the

intertwined issue that the Hamiltonian H is not self-adjoint and the ground state is not

normalizable. This is overcome by means of the conformal structure. A compact operator

R is chosen for the evolution of the system. The new lowest eigenstate is normalizable and

is referred as to the R-vacuum. The same path is taken in [19, 20], where the R-vacuum

corresponds to the lowest state of the representation.

One can take another approach regarding the issue of having non-normalizable vacuum

state as discussed in [28]. Not having a normalizable vacuum state does not imply the absence

of a physically well-defined description. It rather indicates that the quantization needs to take

into consideration possible constraints on the canonical variables, see e.g. [29]. In the case

of the inverse square potential, the constraint is realized classically as the restriction to half

phase-space2. In fact an interpretation of this “ill-defined” Hamiltonian is found in [30].

Hence, the inverse square potential as a realization of CQM is by far not a trivial model.

From an AdS/CFT perspective, a natural question arises: what is the holographic description

of this potential that encompass all of its properties? The results of [4, 19, 20] indicates a dual

description for the repulsive case. This avoids the discussion regarding anomalies associated

with bound states. As mentioned, the results in [19, 20] are independent of a particular model

to CQM3 and the general prescription for the N -point function is given. These functions are

in agreement with the conformal structure and are constructed in terms of a non-conformal

vacuum and the insertion of non-primary operator. Moreover, these N -point functions should

correspond to the ones computed in AdS2.

If this is the case, two main questions arises:

• The computation in the AdS2 side, using the usual prescription, involves a conformal

2This is close related to [2].
3Works in these lines are vast. Consider e.g. [31–33] and references within.
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invariant vacuum. The CFT1, in the view of [19, 20], does not. Is the R-vacuum

and a non-primary operator, together with their conspiracy to respect the conformal

structure, realized in a gravitational setup?

• What is the physical interpretation of the non-primary operator?

This work is devoted to answering these questions. It is organized as follows: in section

II we review the CQM model developed in [4] and its application to AdS/CFT developed

in [19, 20]. In section III, partially motivated by [11, 12, 14] we undertake a geometrical

exploration of possible dual models. The exploration is based on the R operator expressed in

two bases: {|q〉} and {|t〉}. For the former, the eigenvalue problem of the operator is obtained

by considering the canonical quantization of a worldline in a negative curved spacetime.

Moreover, we can interpolate between the Hamiltonian of the system and the R operator

by tuning the corresponding Wheeler-DeWitt equation of the worldline. The Hamiltonian

case turns out to be the massless/tensionless limit. If the static background is considered

to arise from the near-horizon geometry of a Reissner-Nordström black hole, the mass and

charge must satisfy 2
3

√
2M < Q < M . Another possibility with less fine tuning is that the

background corresponds to a solution of a two-dimensional dilaton gravity in the weak gravity

limit.

For the |t〉 basis, the geometrical description does not requires a worldline but rather a

fermion. The equation of the R operator is obtained from the Dirac equation in a non-static

background. This yields a complex geometry and a general interpretation of the N -point

function in terms of the fermion. Moreover, the solutions of the Dirac equation can be

interpreted as zero modes of a Floquet-Dirac system. Within this interpretation, the main

questions are answered in great detail.

In section IV we propose a general dual description and conclusions. The general dual

model is based on the results of the exploration and consist of a two-dimensional dilaton

gravity with a massless fermion. The equation of motion of two distinct dimensionally reduced

systems correspond to the action of the R operator in the {|q〉} and {|t〉} basis. Finally, we

give a summary of the relation between the parameters of the CQM and Floquet-Dirac models.

As an application, we discussed the possible interpretation of the gauge symmetries of the

Floquet-Dirac system as the corresponding infinite symmetries of the Schrödinger equation

which are conjectured to be related to higher spin symmetries.

2 CQM review

The departure point is the conformal quantum mechanics model given in [4]. The classical

Hamiltonian of the model is given by

H(p, q) =
1

2
p2 +

g

2

1

q2
, (2.1)
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where g is a dimensionless coupling constant. The equations for the canonical variables are

ṗ = g
q3

and q̇ = p. Combining the equations we obtain q̈ = g
q3
. The solutions are

q(t) =
√

v2(t− t0)2 + q2(t0), (2.2)

p(t) =
v2(t− t0)

√

v2(t− t0)2 + q2(t0)
, (2.3)

where v2 = g
q2(t0)

. For g > 0 (v2 > 0) and v2(t − t0)2 ≫ q2(t0) we obtain q ∼ vt and p ∼ v.

On the other hand, for g < 0 (v2 < 0) and |v2|(t − t0)2 → q2(t0) we obtain p → −∞ and

q → 0 . These regimes are illustrated in Figure 1.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

−3

−2

−1

0

1

q

p V (q)

Figure 1. Classical solutions in phase space for t ≥ t0 and q(t0) = 1. The dashed curve corresponds to

g < 0 (attractive case) and the regular curve to g > 0 (repulsive case). In the subfigure, the potential

is shown for the repulsive and attractive cases.

For the repulsive case, g > 0, the particle is asymptotically free. For the attractive case,

the particle reaches the q = 0 singularity (the boundary in phase-space) in a finite time. This

can be calculated from Eq. (2.2) to be ∆t = q2(t0)√
|g|

.

At the quantum level, the Schrödinger equation is

1

2

[

− d2

dq2
+

g

q2

]

ψ = Eψ. (2.4)

As discussed in [25, 26], H can be Hermitian (or symmetric) but not self-adjoint. Let φ and ψ

be two square integrable functions that vanish, together with their first derivative, at q →∞.

Then,

〈φ|Hψ〉 = 〈Hφ|ψ〉 + 1

2

(

φ∗
dψ

dq
− ψdφ∗

dq

)∣

∣

∣

∣

q=0

. (2.5)
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We further restrict ψ to vanish, together with its first derivative, at q = 0. Then, we find

that H is Hermitian in the respective domain. Notice that the domain of the adjoint is larger

since φ and its derivative are not restricted at q = 0. Therefore, H is not self-adjoint.

On the other hand, the ground state wave function is

ψ0(q) =

{

c+q
1
2
(1+

√
1+4g) + c−q

1
2
(1−√

1+4g) g 6= −1
4

c1q
1
2 + c2q

1
2 ln(q/a) g = −1

4

. (2.6)

The logarithmic solution breaks scale invariance due to the presence of the scale a. The

condition that the wave function and its derivative must vanish at q = 0 can only be applied

for the g 6= −1
4 case. It corresponds to demanding 1

2 ± 1
2

√
1 + 4g > 0 and −1

2± 1
2

√
1 + 4g > 0.

Only the positive root can satisfy both restrictions for g > 0. The problem with the resulting

solution, together with its first derivative, is that it diverges as q → ∞. These intertwined

issues are encountered in [4] for the repulsive case g > 0. The study for other values of the

coupling and the self-adjoint extensions has been carried out in great detail in [25, 26] and

discussed in [2, 7].

In order to deal with the issues for the repulsive case one should notice, as in [3–6], that

the classical equations of motion are invariant under

t′ =
at+ b

ct+ d
, (2.7)

q′(t′) =
1

ct+ d
q(t), (2.8)

p′(t′) = (ct+ d)p(t)− cq(t), (2.9)

where a, b, c, d ∈ R and ad− bc = 1. After arranging the parameters into a matrix form

G =

(

a c

b d

)

, (2.10)

and considering two successive transformations over t we see that G is an element of the

group SL(2,R). It is well known that there is a two-to-one homomorphism between SL(2,R)

and the conformal group in one dimension SO(2, 1). Therefore, we found that our system

(after restricting some parameters) is conformally invariant. We can see this by noticing

that the transformation includes time evolution (parametrized by b with a = d = 1, c = 0),

dilatations (parametrized by a with d = 1/a, c = b = 0) and special conformal transformations

(parametrized by c with a = d = 1, b = 0).

These three transformations can be interpreted as one-parameter family of canonical

transformations. As known, the generator of time evolution is H. For dilatations we set

a = 1 + α
2 where α is small. Then,

q′(t)− q(t) = −α{q,Ht− 1

2
pq}, p′(t)− p(t) = −α{p,Ht− 1

2
pq}. (2.11)
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Therefore the generator of dilatations corresponds to

D(p, q, t) = Ht− 1

4
(pq + qp). (2.12)

Similarly, the generator of special conformal transformations is defined as

K(p, q, t) = Ht2 − 1

2
(pq + qp)t+

1

2
q2. (2.13)

One can verify that D(p, q, t) and K(p, q, t) are actually constants of motion. Moreover, H,
D and K satisfy

{D,H} = −H, {D,K} = K, {K,H} = −2D, (2.14)

where {, } is the Poisson bracket. This is the explicit realization of the sl(2,R) algebra.

The time independent generators H, D0 = D(p, q, 0) and K0 = K(p, q, 0) naturally also

satisfy the sl(2,R) algebra. After its quantization, i.e. {·, ·} → 1
i
[·, ·], the algebra in the

Cartan-Weyl basis reads

[R,L±] = ±L±, [L−, L+] = 2R, (2.15)

where

R =
1

2

(

1

t∗
K0 + t∗H

)

, L± =
1

2

(

1

t∗
K0 − t∗H

)

± iD0, (2.16)

where t∗ is introduced by dimensional reasons and it is set to unity for convenience.

As discussed in [4, 19], the generator R is compact and therefore its spectrum is discrete.

In order to understand this statement, we adopt the Schrödinger picture. The eigenvalue

problem of the generator R result

1

4

[

− d2

dq2
+

g

q2
+ q2

]

ϕ = rϕ. (2.17)

The “effective” potential is V ∼ g
q2

+ q2 and due to the presence of the q2 term, R is bounded

from below. Notice the “effective” potential corresponds to a three-dimensional isotropic

harmonic oscillator4.

Equation (2.17) can be factorized by means of the superpotential, see table 4.1 in [37],

W (q) = q − 2r0 − 1
2

q
, r0 =

1

2

(

1±
√

1

4
+ g

)

, (2.18)

where r0 ≥ 3
4
5. This restriction on r0 can only be satisfied by the positive root of r0 and

g > 0. From the creation and annihilation operators

A† = − d

dq
+W (q), A =

d

dq
+W (q), (2.19)

4We refer to the reader to [34–36] for a detail discussion of transformations (including their proposal called

“conformal bridge transformations”) between quantum systems that enjoy conformal symmetry.
5This expression is obtained from the comparison between l (the azimuthal quantum number of the three-

dimensional isotropic harmonic oscillator) and r0. They are related by 2r0 = 3
2
+ l. Since l ≥ 0 we obtain

r0 ≥ 3
4
.
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we obtain (4R−4r0)ϕn = (4rn−4r0)ϕn = A†Aϕn = 4nϕn. Thus rn = r0+n for n = 0, 1, . . ..

The ground state is of the form

ϕ0 = Cq
1
2
+ 1

2

√
1+4ge−

q2

2 . (2.20)

Notice that the exponential factor makes the difference with respect to Eq. (2.6). The ground

state satisfies ϕ0(0) = 0 and ϕ′
0(0) = 0. Therefore the only remaining issue to address is the

self-adjointess of R. As shown in appendix A, R is in fact self-adjoint.

From a group theory point of view, [19] arrives to the same result from

R|n〉 = rn|n〉, n = 0, 1, . . . , r0 > 0, 〈n′|n〉 = δn′n. (2.21)

r0 corresponds to the lowest weight of the representation and |0〉 is the lowest state referred

as to the R-vacuum. The action of the ladder operators and Casimir are

L±|n〉 =
√

rn(rn ± 1)− r0(r0 − 1)|n± 1〉, (2.22)

C|n〉 = r0(r0 − 1)|n〉, (2.23)

where the Casimir operator is given by

C = 1

2
(HK0 +K0H)−D2

0 = R2 − L+L−. (2.24)

The key point to stress is that for a generic r0, which has to be determined from the dynamics,

not all the generators of the algebra in the Cartan-Weyl basis annihilate the R-vacuum6. We

know that in [4] r0 ≥ 3
4 .

In terms of the {H,D0,K0} basis, this translates to the statement that there is no state

|Ω〉 that is simultaneously annihilated by the all generators. Nevertheless, in [4, 19], it was

shown that in spite of the absence of a conformal invariant vacuum, correlation functions

obeying conformal constraints can be constructed.

The first step is to consider the representation

H = i
d

dt
, D0 = i

(

t
d

dt
+ r0

)

, K0 = i

(

t2
d

dt
+ 2r0t

)

, (2.25)

where t ∈ R. They satisfy the (quantized) sl(2,R) algebra together with equations (2.24) and

(2.23). The R operator becomes

R =
i

2

((

t∗ +
t2

t∗

)

d

dt
+ 2r0

t

t∗

)

, (2.26)

where we have restored t∗. It is useful to define the states |t〉 such that 〈t|R|n〉 = R〈t|n〉 =
rn〈t|n〉. Then,

〈t|n〉 = Cn

(

t∗ − it
t∗ + it

)r0+n 1

(1 + t2

t2
∗

)r0
. (2.27)

6Indeed: R|0〉 = r0|0〉, L−|0〉 = 0 and L+|0〉 =
√
2r0|1〉.
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It is interesting to notice that

〈t1|t2〉 =
∞
∑

n=0

〈t1|n〉〈n|t2〉,=
t4r0∗

[(t∗ + it1)(t∗ − it2)]2r0
∞
∑

n=0

|Cn|2(r(t1, t2))n, (2.28)

where

r(t1, t2) =
(t∗ − it1)(t∗ + it2)

(t∗ + it1)(t∗ − it2)
. (2.29)

Using the ratio test, the sum converges if L|r| < 1, where L = limn→∞
|Cn+1|2
|Cn|2 . Following [4],

the constants are

Cn = (−1)n
√

Γ(n+ 2r0)

Γ(n+ 1)
. (2.30)

Then L = 1 and for |r| < 1 we obtain

〈t1|t2〉 =
t2r0∗ Γ(2r0)

(2i(t1 − t2))2r0
. (2.31)

It is intriguing that the inner product gives the two-point function expect from the CFT1.

This suggest that the states |t〉 may be coherent states. But from

∞
∫

−∞

dt |t〉〈t| =
∑

n,m=0

∞
∫

−∞

dt 〈m|t〉〈t|n〉|m〉〈n| = t∗
∑

n,m=0

Cmn(r0)|m〉〈n|,

Cmn(r0) = 2(−1)1+m+n+2r0CmCn(m− n− 2r0)Γ(4r0 − 1) sin(2r0π), (2.32)

we see that the states |t〉 do not resolve the unity and therefore the coherent interpretation

must be discarded7. However, as shown in [19], there exists a sort of “displacement” operator

O(t) defined as

|t〉 = O(t)|0〉, (2.33)

O(t) = N(t)e−ω(t)L+ , (2.34)

N(t) =
√

Γ(2r0)

(

ω(t) + 1

2

)2r0

, (2.35)

ω(t) =
t∗ + it

t∗ − it
. (2.36)

Therefore, the two-point function corresponds to 〈0|O†(t1)O(t2)|0〉. As stated in [19], the R-

vacuum is not conformally invariant and O(t) is not a primary but the combination conspire

to give a conformal two-point function. The general prescription for the N -point function is

given [19, 20]. Let O∆(t) be a primary operator, then the N -point function is of the form

〈t1|O∆(t2) · · ·O∆(tN−1)|tN 〉 = 〈0|O†(t1)O∆(t2) · · ·O∆(tN−1)O(tN )|0〉. (2.37)

Moreover, these N -point functions should correspond to the ones computed in AdS2.

7See e.g. [38] for details on coherent states.
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3 Geometric description: an exploration

3.1 Worldine

As a warm up, let us consider a worldline in AdS2 in the Poincaré patch. The metric is given

by

ds2 =
L2

Q2
(−dT 2 + dQ2), (3.1)

where L is the radius of AdS2. For d = 2 we have two boundaries, we restrict the analysis

for one of them. The action is considered to be

S = −M
∫

dλ

√

−gµν(X)ẊµẊν , (3.2)

where M > 0 is a mass parameter, Xµ = (T,Q) and ˙ = d
dλ . Due to reparametrization

invariance, the Hamiltonian of the system is constrainted to vanish [39]

H ≡ gµν(X)PµPν +M2 = 0, Pµ =
−MgµνẊ

ν

√

−gµ′ν′(X)Ẋµ′Ẋν′
. (3.3)

In the Schrödinger picture, after choosing the ordering of the operators displayed in Eq. (3.3),

the constraint becomes the Wheeler-DeWitt equation
(

∂2

∂T 2
− ∂2

∂Q2
+
M2L2

Q2

)

Ψ = 0. (3.4)

By writing the wave function as Ψ = e±iωTψ(Q) we obtain −ψ′′ + (ML)2/Q2ψ = ω2ψ.

After setting g = M2L2

2 and E = ω2

2 , we recover Eq. (2.4). The relation between

the Wheeler-DeWitt equation and the Schödinger equation is also found in [14]. For our

case, it should not be a surprise since the group SL(2,R) is a subgroup of the isometries

of the spacetime. Moreover, the action is reparametrization invariant and the conformal

transformation given in Eq. (2.7) corresponds to a subcase.

The interesting point is that the potential emerges from the conformal factor. Notice

that g > 0 and therefore the worldline describes the repulsive case. Moreover, we see that

the Euclidean worldline8 will cover the attractive case. The T -dependence on the wave func-

tion shows the difference between the two cases: it oscillates for g > 0 and exponentially

decays/grows for g < 0.

Another model can be constructed based on the results given in [14]. Consider the

Polyakov action

S =

∫

dλL, L =
1

e
GIJ(Y )Ẏ I Ẏ J + eΛ, (3.5)

where e is an auxiliary field and GIJ (Y ) corresponds to the metric of a d-dimensional space-

timeM. Substituting the equation of motion of e we obtain

S = 2
√
Λ

∫

dλ

√

GIJ(Y )Ẏ I Ẏ J . (3.6)

8We set T = −iTE , the resulting equation is obtained by the substitution of M2 → −M2 in Eq. (3.4).
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The momenta computed from Eq. (3.5) are

PI =
∂L
∂Ẏ I

=
2

e
GIJ(Y )Ẏ J , Π =

∂L
∂ė

= 0. (3.7)

We see that Π = 0 corresponds to a primary constraint. The Hamiltonian result

H =
e

4
H, H = GIJ(Y )PIPJ − 4Λ. (3.8)

The consistency condition Π̇ = 0 implies that H is a secondary constraint and applying again

the consistency condition no further constraint is found. The system is first class. Let us

assume now that the metric is of the form

GIJ(Y )dY IdY J = f(q)dq2 + h(q)gµν(y)dy
µdyν, q ≥ 0. (3.9)

Then,

H =
1

f(q)

[

P 2
q +

f(q)

h(q)
gµν(y)PµPν − 4Λf(q)

]

. (3.10)

At the quantum level, the wave function Ψ must satisfy the quantum constraints Π̂Ψ = 0 and

ĤΨ = 0. In the Schödinger picture we obtain

∂Ψ

∂e
= 0,

[

− ∂2

∂q2
− f(q)

h(q)
�y − 4Λf(q)

]

Ψ = 0, (3.11)

where for the second expression, the Wheeler-DeWitt equation, we follow the ordering as

displayed in Eq. (3.10) and �y = gµν(y)∂µ∂ν . The first part of Eq. (3.11) indicates that

Ψ is independent of e. For the Wheeler-DeWitt equation we write Ψ(q, y) = ψ(q)Θ(y) and

assume �yΘ = − g
L2Θ where here L is an intrinsic length scale. The final equation result

[

− d2

dq2
+
f(q)

h(q)

g

L2
− 4Λf(q)

]

ψ = 0. (3.12)

Let q = Lq̄ and Λ = Λ̄
L2 , where q̄ and Λ̄ are dimensionless. The line element of this spacetime

M is

ds2 = L2f(Lq̄)dq̄2 + h(Lq̄)gµν(y)dy
µdyν. (3.13)

From the equations (3.12) and (3.13) we see that f , h and gµν must be dimensionless. By

choosing

f(q) =
q2

L2
= q̄2, h(q) =

q4

L2

1

L2 − ᾱq2 =
q̄4

1− ᾱq̄2 , (3.14)

we obtain
[

− d2

dq̄2
+

g

q̄2
− 4Λ̄q̄2

]

ψ = gᾱψ. (3.15)

If we further choose Λ̄ = −1
4 and ᾱ = 4r

g
, the dimensionless eigenvalue problem of the

R-operator given in Eq. (2.17) is recovered. Let us set d = 2 and gµν(y)dy
µyν = −dy2.

– 10 –



Therefore Θ±(y) = Θ0 exp(±
√
gy

L
). Notice that GIJ has Lorentzian signature and therefore

the line segment action result S = −
∫

dλ
√

−GIJ(Y )dY IdY J . The minus sign arises from

the square root terms. In the massless/tensionless limit, defined as Λ → 0, we recover the

dimensionless version of Eq. (2.4) for ᾱ = 2Ē
g
.

The resulting spacetime line segment is

ds2 =
q2

L2

[

− q2

L2 − ᾱq2dy
2 + dq2

]

, ᾱ ≥ 0. (3.16)

In order to study the signature we study the behavior of the function

F (q) =
q2

L2 − ᾱq2 . (3.17)

The function is discontinuous at q∗ = L√
ᾱ
. For 0 ≤ q < q∗ we have F ≥ 0 and F < 0 for

q > q∗. In order to fix the Lorentzian signature we push the “wall” at q∗ to infinity, i.e. we

demand ᾱ→ 0. Since ᾱ = 4r
g
= 4r0+4n

g
and r0 ≥ 3

4 , we obtain

√
g√

3 + 4n
→∞. (3.18)

Therefore
√
g ≫

√
3 + 4n for all n. For large and finite g, the geometrical description will be

accurate below some nc. In particular for the ground state we only demand that g ≫ 3.

Notice that we have a collection of spacetimes Mn, in principle one per each state |n〉.
In order to study their properties we find the Ricci scalar to be

Rn = −2L2ᾱn(4L
2 − ᾱnq

2)

q2(L2 − ᾱnq2)2
= − 2

L2
F(ᾱn, q̄), F(ᾱn, q̄) =

ᾱn(4− ᾱnq̄
2)

q̄2(1− ᾱnq̄2)2
. (3.19)

Notice that F diverges at q̄ = {0, 1√
ᾱn
} and is positive and bounded from below only between

these points. The second “wall” is located at the same place of the one in F and in this

interval F(q̄∗ =
√

3−
√
7 1√

ᾱn
) = 1

3 (37 + 14
√
7)ᾱ2

n is a global minimum. Therefore, as we

push the “wall” to infinity the Ricci scalar asymptotically goes to zero. Hence the spacetimes

have negative curvature and they are asymptotically flat. The singularity at q = 0 is expected

and therefore whether it is a true singularity or not is not relevant to our discussion.

For the massless/tensionless case we see that ᾱ = 0 for the ground state E = 0. We find

that F ≥ 0 and therefore the Lorentzian signature is fixed and the manifold is flat. In fact,

it corresponds to a right Rindler wedge after the coordinate transformation q = Le
ξ

L . The

proper acceleration is 2
L
. In this case, to each continuous energy there is a corresponding

spacetimeME provided that g ≫ E for all E.

Hence, we conclude that the correspondence of space timesMn orME is actually realized

for states close to the ground state for a strongly coupled scenario. Since Rn,RE → 0 as

ᾱ → 0, Mn or ME asymptotically behaves as a Rindler spacetime in that limit. This can

been seen from

ds2 = e
4ξ
L

[

− 1

1− ᾱe 2ξ
L

dy2 + dξ2

]

= e
4ξ
L

[

−
(

1 + ᾱe
2ξ
L +O(ᾱ2)

)

dy2 + dξ2
]

. (3.20)
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The comparison between ground states is summarized in Table 1. The key ingredient for the

Schrödinger CQM Wheeler-DeWitt SpacetimeM

HψE=0 = 0 −∆Ψ = 0, Λ = 0, g > 0 Flat

Rϕrn=r0 = 0 (−∆+ 1)Ψ = 0, Λ = −1
4 , g ≫ 3 Negative curved

Table 1. Spacetime realization of the H-vacuum and R-vacuum. The operator ∆ is the Laplacian of

the corresponding spacetimeM.

comparison is the resulting Wheeler-DeWitt equation given in Eq. (3.15). It corresponds to

a Schrödinger equation with an effective potential of the form

Veff =
g

q̄2
− 4Λ̄q̄2, (3.21)

and the eigenvalue is ǭ = gᾱ. We see that only for negative Λ̄ the potential is bounded from

below. On the other hand, we are required to consider ᾱ→ 0 in order to fix the signature of

the spacetime and this is achieved by considering the strong coupling limit.

If we compare this results with the CQM model, we see that the issue of compactness of

the operator translates into the mass/tension of the worldline propagating in M. The fact

that the lowest energy eigenvalue of the compact operator is not zero corresponds to a non-

vanishing parameter ᾱ and consequently a deviation from Rindler spacetime. The existence

of ᾱ translates to curvature corrections to the flat case.

For the “physical” spacetime we consider small ᾱ which corresponds to a negative cur-

vature manifold. The null geodesics are

y = c±
(

L ln
( q

L

)

− ᾱL

4

( q

L

)2
+O(ᾱ2)

)

. (3.22)

The logarithmic part corresponds to the 2-dimensional light cone. The ᾱ “deformation” pulls

the logarithmic curve down and produces a global maximum at
√
2L√
ᾱ
, see Figure 2. The

existence of this turning point is consistent with the confinement property of V ∼ g
q2

+ q2

in the CQM model. This feature is enjoyed for negative curve manifolds, e.g. we encounter

similar behaviour of the geodesics in AdS2.

Following the results of [11, 12], we are motivated to think that the ᾱ “deformations”

from Rindler arise from corrections of the near-horizon geometry of a black hole and for this

purpose let us consider a spherical symmetric non-rotating black hole solution in d dimensions.

The metric is given by

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2

d−2. (3.23)

Let us assume that f(r) = 0 has at least one real solution rh. In the case of several real

solutions, rh is taken to be the largest. Near the horizon we have f(r) = f ′(rh)(r − rh) +

– 12 –
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1
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q̄

|y
−
c|/
L

Figure 2. Plot of a null geodesics. The dashed curved corresponds to ln q̄ and the solid curve to

ᾱ = 0.1.

1
2f

′′(rh)(r − rh)2 + . . .. The sign of the correction to the flat metric is determined by f ′′(rh).

Notice that both dt2 and dr2 are modified.

As a first example consider Schwarzschild, i.e. f(r) = 1 − 2M
r
. We have rh = 2M ,

f ′(rh) = 1
rh

and f ′′(rh) = − 2
r2
h

. A second example is the charged black hole, i.e. f(r) =

1− 2M
r

+ Q2

r2
. We obtain rh =M +

√

M2 −Q2 and

f ′(rh) =
2
√

M2 −Q2

(
√

M2 −Q2 +M)2
, f ′′(rh) =

6Q2 − 4M(
√

M2 −Q2 +M)

(
√

M2 −Q2 +M)4
. (3.24)

Notice that for 2
3

√
2M < Q < M we have f ′(rh), f ′′(rh) > 0. From Einstein’s equations of

motion in d = 4 we see that the Ricci scalar for the charged solution vanishes. This follows

from the traceless of the electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor. Then,

0 = R4 = R2 +
1

r2
RS2 − 2f(r)

r2
, (3.25)

or

R2 = −
2

r2
+

2

r2

(

1− 2M

r
+
Q2

r2

)

=
2Q2

r4
− 4M

r3
, (3.26)

where R2 is the Ricci scalar of the 2d timelike submanifold. For r > Q2

2M we obtain R2 < 0

and R2 → 0 as r →∞. Therefore, we find a near horizon correction of a charged black hole

that is compatible with Eq. (3.20) for Q = εM where 2
3

√
2 < ε < 1. Moreover, near the

horizon the spacetime is negatively curved. Setting r − rh = 1
f ′(rh)

ef
′(rh)ξ we obtain

ds2⊥ = ef
′(rh)ξ

[

−(1 + ᾱef
′(rh)ξ + . . .)dt2 + (1− ᾱef ′(rh)ξ)dξ2

]

, (3.27)
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where

ᾱ =
f ′′(rh)

2(f ′(rh))2
=

6ε2 − 4(1 +
√
1− ε2)

8(1 − ε2) . (3.28)

Notice that as ε → 2
3

√
2 we obtain ᾱ → 0. After comparing Eq. (3.27) with Eq. (3.16) we

see that the exponential function of the fine tune charged black hole scales differently from

the “deformed” Rindler spacetime. Only for ξ small we can claim that the ᾱ “deformation”

arises from curvature corrections of a charged black hole.

This result can be contrasted with the one obtained in [11]. The CQM model of [4]

is obtained from an extreme Reissner-Nordström black hole with large mass. This follows

basically from the fact that the near horizon geometry is AdS2 × S2 and the isometry group

of AdS2 is SO(1, 2)9. There are two major differences between the models: i) contrary to our

case, the probe particle in [11] is charged and can have angular momentum, ii) our black hole

is not extreme (ε 6= 1).

Moving forward to another interpretation of the spacetime, we seek a solution of a two-

dimensional dilaton gravity theory, see [40] for general models. Consider the following action

S =
1

2κ2(2)

∫

d2x
√
−G e2φ

[

R− 1

2
∇µφ∇µφ

]

−M
∫

dλ

√

−Gµν(Y (λ))Ẏ µẎ ν + Sb, (3.29)

where Sb is the boundary action needed to have a well define first functional derivative of the

action and κ2(2) = 8πG
(2)
N . The equations of motion of the metric and dilaton are

0 =
9

2
∇µφ∇νφ+ 2∇µ∇νφ−Gµν

(

17

4
∇ρφ∇ρφ+ 2�φ

)

+e−2φκ2M

∫

dλ
Ẏ ρẎ σGρµ(Y (λ))Gσν(Y (λ))
√

−Gµ′ν′(Y (λ))Ẏ µ′ Ẏ ν′

δ(x− Y (λ))
√

−G(x)
, (3.30)

0 = �φ+∇ρφ∇ρφ+ 2R, (3.31)

respectively. Recall that in d = 2 the Einstein tensor vanishes. In the weak gravity limit

κ2(2) → 0 the worldline decouples. The remaining equations can be combined to obtain

9

2
∇µφ∇νφ+ 2∇µ∇νφ−Gµν

(

9

4
∇ρφ∇ρφ− 4R

)

= 0. (3.32)

Notice that for φ = constant we obtain R = 0. For a suitable solution we consider φ = φ(q)

together with Eq.(3.16) and Eq. (3.19). The equation becomes

φ′′ +
9

8
(φ′)2 − 1

q
φ′ =

4(4q2∗ − q2)
(q2∗ − q2)2

, (3.33)

9This also true for the 5-dimensional extreme Reissner-Nordström black hole dicussed in [12]. In this case

the near horizon geometry is AdS2 × S3.
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where q∗ = R√
ᾱ
. For q∗ large and q ≪ q∗ the source of the above equation vanishes and the

solution is of the form

φ = c1 +
8

9
ln

(

c2 + 9
q2

R2

)

, φ′ =
16q

c2R2 + 9q2
. (3.34)

We choose φ(0) = 0, φ′(0) = 0 and set c2 = 1 (c1 = 0). As q grows the solution becomes

constant and we recover the flat case. We have found that the spacetime background can be

obtained as a dynamical solution of a two-dimensional dilaton gravity model10.

3.2 |t〉 basis and Dirac equation in 1+1

We search for an interpretation of |t〉 basis from the geometrical point of view. From Eq.

(2.25) and Eq. (2.26), we see that the differential operators are linear in d
dt rather then

quadratic as for the previous cases. For this reason, we study the Dirac equation of a free

massless fermion in a two-dimensional manifold. Following [41, 42], the metric is taken to be

ds2 = Ω2(t, x)(dt2 − dx2). (3.37)

After a particular choice of gamma matrices, see [41, 42], the Dirac equation becomes

i

(

∂t +
1

2

∂ ln Ω

∂t

)

Ψ = −iσx
(

∂x +
1

2

∂ lnΩ

∂x

)

Ψ. (3.38)

Let Ω, Ψ to be independent of x and

1

4

(

t∗ +
t2

t∗

)

d lnΩ

dt
= r0

t

t∗
+ irn. (3.39)

Then, from Eq. (2.26) we find RΨn = rnΨn and

Ωn(t) = ̟n

(

t∗ − it
t∗ + it

)−2rn (

1 +
t2

t2∗

)2r0

. (3.40)

After setting ̟n = 1
C2

n
, where Cn is given in Eq. (2.30), we find

〈t|n〉 = 1

Ω
1
2
n

, Ψn(t) = ψ0〈t|n〉, (3.41)

10In fact, the dilaton gravity model can be obtained from a dimensional reduction of

S =
1

2κ2
(3)

∫

d3
x
√

−G(3) R(3) + Sb, ds2(3) = ds2(2) + e
√

2
3
φ(x)dχ, (3.35)

where
∆

κ2
(3)

=
1

κ2
(2)

, ∆ =

∫

dχ. (3.36)

Notice that for a non-compact extra-dimension, we obtain the two-dimensional weak limit.
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where ψ0 is a constant spinor. This result is equivalent to a local phase transformation of the

spinor as discussed in [42]. Hence, we find the correspondence

〈t|n〉 ←→ ds2 = Ω2
n(t)(dt

2 − dx2). (3.42)

The spacetime corresponds to a complex manifold M̃n and this holds for every n. In this case

the study of the geometry is more complicated since we are dealing with a complex spacetime.

Nevertheless, the system provides another hint of the correspondence of a state in CQM and

a manifold.

From Eq. (2.28) and Eq. (2.31), the two-point correlation function is given by the outer

product
∞
∑

n=0

Tr(Ψn(t1)Ψ
†
n(t2)) = Tr(ψ0ψ

†
0)

t2r0∗ Γ(2r0)

(2i(t1 − t2))2r0
. (3.43)

Notice that the left hand side is real and positive. Therefore we restrict i2r0 = eiπr0 = 1. This

implies that r0 = 2k where k is a positive integer. Since we know that r0 ≥ 3
4 , the restriction

is always satisfied. The incompleteness of the |t〉-basis translates to
∞
∫

−∞

dtΨ†
m(t)Ψn(t) = t∗Cmn(r0)ψ

†
0ψ0, (3.44)

where Cmn(r0) is given in Eq. (2.32). The correlation functions defined in [19, 20] are

∞
∑

n,m=0

Tr(Ψm(t1)Ψ
†
n(tN ))〈m|O∆(t2) · · ·O∆(tN−1)|n〉 = Tr(ψ0ψ

†
0)〈t1|O∆(t2) · · ·O∆(tN−1)|tN 〉,

(3.45)

and the relation of the fermion with the “displacement” operator is

Ψ†
n(t) = ψ†

0〈n|O(t)|0〉, (3.46)

i.e., the matrix elements 〈n|O(t)|0〉 are proportional to the adjoint spinor. Notice that the

spinor can be written as

Ψn(t) = ψ0Cn
e2irn arctan t∗

t

(1 + t2

t2
∗

)r0
. (3.47)

Since the Dirac Lagrangian is invariant under a global U(1), the density Ψ†
n(t)Ψn(t) associated

to this U(1), peaks at t = 0 and vanishes at t→ ±∞. The charge for each n can be computed

from Eq. (3.44) by setting m = n in the expression.

On the other hand we have,

〈n|O(t)|0〉 = Cn
e−2irn arctan t∗

t

(1 + t2

t2
∗

)r0
. (3.48)
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The operator has a complex R-vacuum expectation value. This is not a surprise since the

operator is not primary (non-zero v.e.v.) and is not Hermitian (complex v.e.v.). The time de-

pendence arises from the non-static nature of the spacetime. Recall that the matrix elements

are related to Ωn as shown in Eq. (3.41).

The spinor description of a gravitational bosonic system is not new. For example, in [43]

the cosmology of a free scalar can be reformulated in terms of a spinor. This cosmological

spinor is constructed in phase space rather than configuration space as in our case. Another

interesting example is the simulation of a time dependent gravitational FRW background

by a gauge potential in a Dirac equation as shown in [44]. We can also proceed in this

line and define the charge q and (complex) potential φ(t) such that qφ(t) = − i
2
∂ lnΩ
∂t

. From

E = −∇φ− ∂tA, we see that there is no actual electric field.

Pursuing a different interpretation, we consider

τ+ = −2t∗ arctan
t∗
t
= πt∗ − 2t∗ arctan

t

t∗
, t > 0. (3.49)

This is in the same line of the τ -time defined in [20]. The Dirac equation becomes

i
∂

∂τ+
Ψ+

n =
1

t∗

[

rn + ir0 cot
τ+
2t∗

]

Ψ+
n , (3.50)

with

Ψ+
n (τ+) = ψ0Cn

[

sin
τ+
2t∗

]2r0

e−irn
τ+
t∗ , τ+ ∈ (−πt∗, 0) . (3.51)

The spinor for t < 0 can be constructed in a similar way. Consider the Floquet operator HF

defined by11

HF = Hn + V (τ+)− it∗
∂

∂τ+
, Hn = rn, V (τ+) = ir0 cot

τ+
2t∗

, (3.52)

where Hn is the undriven Hamiltonian and V is a non-hermitian time-periodic potential with

period T = 4πt∗. Thus, after extending the range of τ+, the Dirac equation can be rewritten

as

HFΨ
+
n (τ+) = 0. (3.53)

Floquet’s theory indicates that the eigenfunctions of HF satisfy HFΦα(τ+) = εαΦα(τ+)

where Φα are called a Floquet modes and εα the quasienergies12. Floquet modes are periodic

Φα(τ++T ) = Φα(τ+) and a general state can be written as
∑

α cαΦα(τ+)e
−iεατ+ . Hence, the

solutions of the Dirac equation corresponds to an infinite set of zero modes of the Floquet-

Dirac eigenvalue problem13. Notice that the periodic potential amplitude is ir0. We have

11For details on Floquet systems see e.g. [45–48] and references within.
12It is straightforward to see that quasienergies of two modes related by Φα̃(τ+) = Φα(τ+)e

ikωτ+ (k ∈ N) can

be expressed as εα̃ = εα + kωt∗ where ω = 2π
T
. This gauge transformation allow us to map the quasienergies

into a first Floquet–Brillouin zone defined by −ωt∗
2

≤ ε ≤ ωt∗
2
.

13The zero modes are not orthogonal but they are normalizable. The norm is defined as

‖Ψ+
n ‖2 =

1

T

T
∫

0

dτ+ Ψ̄+
n (τ+)Ψ

+
n (τ+) = ψ̄0ψ0C

2
n

(1 + (−1)4r0)√
4π

Γ[ 1
2
+ 2r0]

Γ[1 + 2r0]
. (3.54)
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shown that r0 ≥ 3
4 and r0 6= 0 imply that |0〉 is not a conformal vacuum. The later translate

into the existence of the periodic potential in the Floquet-Dirac dual description.

Let us define the τ+-dependent operator U in the CQM model as

U(τ+) = P (τ+)e
iR̄

τ+
t∗ , (3.55)

where R̄|n〉 = rn|n〉. Then, 〈n|U †(τ+)|0〉 = 〈n|P †(τ+)|0〉e−irn
τ+
t∗ . If

〈n|P †(τ+)|0〉 = Cn

[

sin
τ+
2t∗

]2r0

, (3.56)

we find that O(t(τ+)) = U †(τ+) since

〈n|O(t(τ+))|0〉 = Cn

[

sin
τ+
2t∗

]2r0

e−irn
τ+
t∗ . (3.57)

Let |λ〉 be a τ+-independent quantum state in the CQM model. Then,

〈λ|U †(τ+)|0〉 =
∑

n

〈λ|n〉Cn

[

sin
τ+
2t∗

]2r0

e−irn
τ+
t∗ . (3.58)

The amplitude can be written in terms of the spinor as

〈λ|U †(τ+)|0〉ψ†
0 =

∑

n

〈λ|n〉Ψ+†
n (τ+), (3.59)

or

〈n|U †(τ+)|0〉ψ†
0 = Ψ+†

n (τ+). (3.60)

Since O is not unitary then U is also not unitary and therefore it corresponds to an almost

evolution operator of a periodic system. The form of U suggests the description of an almost

Floquet-CQM system. The non-unitarity of U can be also seen from the expression

〈0|P (τ+)P †(τ+)|0〉 =
[

sin
τ+
2t∗

]4r0
∑

n

C2
n. (3.61)

For a true Floquet system P is unitary. The above expression indicates that this can not be

true. This maybe expected if we translate the non-unitary of P in the CQM model to the

non-hermitian periodic potential in the gravitational Floquet-Dirac system.

Within the Floquet-Dirac system interpretation, the questions raised in the introduction

can be answered as follows:

• The gravitational dual is based on the Dirac equation of a massless spinor in a two-

dimensional curved background. The classical action associated to this equation is

Weyl invariant and therefore the conformal structure is expected. The R-vacuum and

O appear in the spinor solutions as a matrix element 〈0|O†(t)|n〉. Moreover, they appear

in the N -point correlation function via the outer product Tr(Ψm(t1)Ψ
†
n(tN )).
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• The spinor solutions can be interpreted as zero modes of a Floquet-Dirac system. A

Floquet-CQM system fails to be realized since the would-be evolution operator is not

unitary. The adjoint of this operator corresponds to the “displacement” operator O.

4 The general dual proposal and conclusions

The geometrical exploration of the last section is summarized in Figure 3. These two descrip-

Rϕn = rnϕn RΨn = rnΨn

WDWequationworldline Dirac equation

|n〉 ↔ Mn 〈t|n〉 ↔ M̃n

Figure 3. Correspondence of a state in CQM and a 2d manifold.

tions share the correspondence of state-geometry with different dynamics, worldline versus

fermion. One may attempt to unify the description by considering fields only. For the |q〉 ba-
sis representation of the R operator, this would imply that the equation of motion of a scalar

field in a static background should correspond to the eigenvalue problem of R. If we consider

a system of a free massless scalar and free massless Dirac spinor in a fixed background, we

will run into the problem that the equation for the scalar is reduced to the wave equation

in flat spacetime. Moreover, since gravity alone is topological in two dimensions we need to

consider a dilaton gravity again for a dynamical model. Therefore, we propose the following

action

Sd=2DG+F =
1

2κ2(2)

∫

d2x
√
−G e2φ

[

R− 1

2
∇µφ∇µφ− e−2φV (φ) + ie−2φΨ̄ /∇Ψ

]

+ Sb, (4.1)

Let us consider the ansatz

ds2 = Ω2(t)(−dt2 + dx2), φ = φ(x), V (φ) = 0, Ψ = Ψ(t). (4.2)

The action becomes

Sd=1F =
1

2κ2(2)

∫

dt

[

L0U(Ω.Ω̇, Ω̈)− iL1

Ω
Ψ†
(

d

dt
+

1

2

d

dt
ln Ω

)

Ψ

]

+ Sb, (4.3)

where U is a function and

L0 =

b
∫

a

dx e2φ(x), L1 =

b
∫

a

dx = b− a. (4.4)
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Since φ(x) is not dynamic we are free to choose it such that L0 → 0 and therefore the

resulting dimensionally reduced action describes a time dependent fermion with equation of

motion i
(

d
dt +

1
2

d
dt ln Ω

)

Ψ = 0. Let x correspond to an angular variable, then x = Lθ where

L is an intrinsic scale. We assume that b = π
2 and a = −π

2 . Thus, e2φ(Lθ) must be odd in

the domain [−π
2 ,

π
2 ]. Hence, the spacetime is conformally related to the Lorentzian cylinder

of radius L. The conformal factor is given by Eq. (3.40).

Consider another ansatz

ds2 = A2(x)(−dt2 + dx2), eφ(x) =

√

2κ2(2)

∆t
ϕ(x), V (φ) =

m2

2
e2φ, Ψ = 0, (4.5)

where ∆t =
∫

dt. The action becomes

Sd=1D =

∫

dx

[

−1

2
(ϕ′)2 − A2m2

2
ϕ2

]

+ Sb. (4.6)

The equation of motion is ϕ′′ − A2m2ϕ = 0. Let us introduce the dimensionless coordinate

x̄ = mx and consider

A2 =
g

x̄2
+ λx̄2 − 4rn, (4.7)

where λ ≥ 0 is a dimensionless parameter. The resulting equation becomes

1

4

[

− d2

dx̄2
+

g

x̄2
+ λx̄2

]

ϕn = rnϕn. (4.8)

For λ = 1 we recover the R operator in the position basis. The spacetime is conformally

related to the Lorentzian strip of width ∆t.

We see that the R operator in each corresponding basis is recovered from the conformal

factor. The general dual model is shown in Figure 4. We conclude that this is a universal

Sd=2DG+F

CQM

HFΨn = 0

Sd=1FSd=1D

RΨn = rnΨnRϕn = rnϕn

〈q|n〉 ⇔ A2(Lorentzian strip) 〈t|n〉 ⇔ Ω2(Lorentzian cylinder)

Figure 4. General dual model.

correspondence between CQM states and geometries, c.f. with Figure 3. More importantly

than the CQM/geometry correspondence is the realization of the fermion as a Floquet-Dirac

system. The key points of this interpretation are:

– 20 –



i) The non-vanishing lowest weight r0 indicates that R-vacuum is not conformally invariant

and also indicates the presence of the non-Hermitian periodic potential V in the Floquet-

Dirac system.

ii) The inequality r0 ≥ 3
4 is satisfied for a strong coupling CQM.

iii) The adjoint of the “displacement” operator, i.e. O†, corresponds to a non-unitary

τ+-time evolution operator in the CQM.

iv) We can interpret the non-unitarity as the consequence non-Hermitiancy of V . This

prevents the realization of a Floquet-CQM system.

v) The conformal structure follows from the Weyl invariance of the Dirac action in two-

dimensions.

The relation of the Floquet-Dirac system with a scalar in AdS2 remains to be studied in order

to have a complete understanding of AdS2/CQM.

Finally, as a product of the dual proposal, we notice that the Floquet-Dirac equation

HFΨ = 0 may be interpreted as the dual of Ωψ = 0 with Ω = i∂t +
1
2∂

2
q − g

2
1
q2
− 1

2q
2.

As discussed in [49–51] and references within, for a constant, linear and quadratic potential

the corresponding equation Ωψ = 0 is invariant under the Schrödinger algebra sch(1) in the

presence of a central charge. Therefore, for the 1/q2+q2 potential, Ωψ = 0 is invariant under a

subalgebra of sch(1). Moreover, as conjectured in [49] and further supported for an interacting

non-relativistic particle in [50], there is a connection between the infinite symmetries of the free

Schrödinger equation and higher spin symmetries. The infinite symmetries for the Floquet-

Dirac equation should correspond to the gauge symmetry of the quasienergies. This will be

addressed in future work.
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A Self-adjoint test of R

Following [25, 52], we need to solve

1

4

[

− d2

dq2
+

g

q2
+ q2

]

ϕ± = ±iηϕ±, (A.1)

where η is real and positive. The solutions that vanish at the origin are

ϕ±(q) = C±e
∓ q2

2 q
1
2
+ 1

2

√
1+4gL

1
2

√
1+4g

iη− 1
4

√
1+4g− 1

2

(±q2), (A.2)
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where L is associated Laguerre function. Using

L
1
2

√
1+4g

iη− 1
4

√
1+4g− 1

2

(±q2) = f(g, η)

× 1F1(−iη +
1

4

√

1 + 4g +
1

2
,
1

2

√

1 + 4g + 1,±q2),

f(g, η) =
Γ(12
√
1 + 4g + 1)

Γ(12
√
1 + 4g)Γ(iη − 1

4

√
1 + 4g + 1

2 )
, (A.3)

the behaviour as q →∞ result

L
1
2

√
1+4g

iη− 1
4

√
1+4g− 1

2

(±q2) ∼ e±q2q−2iη−2r0 . (A.4)

Then,

ϕ±(q) ∼
e−2iη ln q

√
q

, (A.5)

in this limit. We conclude that ϕ± are not normalizable and therefore R is self-adjoint.
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