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Recent work on cosmological amplitudes has established reality conditions (derived from unitarity)

for general particle-creation processes in flat FLRW cosmologies, in the Bunch-Davies wavefunction.

In light of these results, we propose a new class of large-N holographic gauge theories with d spatial

dimensions, which we call Kosmic Field Theories (KFTs), of which only a subset are conformal

(KCFTs). By imposing an appropriate — d dependent — complex phase for the number of colours N

and the t’ Hooft coupling λ, we show that the complex phases of n-point functions in a KFT match

the reality conditions required by d+1 bulk unitarity, to all orders in bulk and boundary perturbation

theory, including loop diagrams. Since N2/λ is imaginary in all dimensions, the class of (parity-even)

KFTs has no overlap with the class of Wick rotations of unitary QFTs. We also make a preliminary

investigation of positivity conditions, which might constrain the overall ± sign of N2 and λ.

Although SU(N) models with adjoint matter can be defined in generic real dimensions d, several

features of the class of KFTs are nicer when d is odd, allowing N2 to be real. This includes the

possibility of non-oriented and/or open string duals, reality of the effective number of degrees of

freedom, and closure under RG flow beyond the leading order in a 1/N expansion. This could explain

why we live in a cosmology with an even number of spacetime dimensions.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Holography and the Success of AdS/CFT

Over the past twenty–five years, the gauge/gravity duality has provided the most compelling frame-

work we possess for a non–perturbative definition of string theory. The AdS/CFT correspondence,

conjectured by Maldacena in 1997 [1], posits a precise equivalence between a conformal field theory

(CFT) living on the boundary of an asymptotically Anti–de Sitter (AdS) spacetime and a string/M-

theory (or supergravity in the appropriate limit), propagating in the bulk of that spacetime. The

duality relates strongly–coupled quantum field theory (QFT) dynamics to semiclassical gravity, pro-

viding calculational power as well as deep conceptual insights into black hole physics, thermalisation,

and the emergence of spacetime itself.

The most famous concrete realisation of AdS/CFT is the correspondence between type IIB string

theory on AdS5 × S5 (supported by a self-dual 5-form flux) and N = 4 supersymmetric Yang–Mills

theory in four dimensions. The gauge theory side is a well–defined local QFT with manifest unitarity

(which implies reflection positivity in the Euclidean setting), and a rich set of global and supersym-

metries. On the gravity side, the theory admits a controlled 1/N expansion at finite λ, where N is

the number of colours in the gauge group and λ = g2N the ’t Hooft coupling. The two sides of the

correspondence match precisely: correlators of boundary operators reproduce scattering amplitudes

of bulk fields, and partition functions agree when sources are appropriately identified.

The conceptual and computational utility of AdS/CFT has made it the dominant paradigm in

holography [1–3]. And yet, observational cosmology indicates that our universe is not asymptotically

AdS, but approximately de Sitter (dS) at late times. Observational evidence from the cosmic microwave

background [4], large-scale structure surveys [5, 6], and the accelerated expansion of the universe

inferred from Type Ia supernovae [7, 8] all strongly indicate that de Sitter space is the appropriate

maximally symmetric model for cosmology. The near scale-invariance of the CMB spectrum and the

near-flat spatial curvature of the universe further support an early inflationary epoch consistent with

quasi-de Sitter expansion [9–11]. Thus a natural and pressing question arises: does there exist a de

Sitter analogue of AdS/CFT — a holographic duality relating quantum gravity in de Sitter space to

some boundary theory?

1.2 History of de Sitter holography at Late Time

Attempts to construct a dS/CFT duality date back to the late 90s / early 2000s, not long after

Maldacena’s original derivation of AdS/CFT.

The first significant proposal we are aware of was by Hull [12, 13], who constructed nonunitary

variants of string theory (the II∗ andM∗ theories), and noticed that they admit intrinsically Euclidean

‘E-branes’ with dSp ×Hq compactifications (cf. [14, 15]). These examples were pathological since the

bulk theories are nonunitary. There was also a related attempt by [16] to interpret the sphere factor

in AdSp × Sq as Wick rotated de Sitter universe.

After this, proposals were made byWitten [17] and Strominger [18] for dS/CFT based on scattering

in de Sitter from past to future infinity. Strominger, emphasizing the importance of the conformal

group Spin(d+1, 1), proposed that correlators of operators on I+ and (the antipodally identified) I−

could be interpreted as n-point functions of a Euclidean CFT. Maldacena [19] modified this proposal

by suggesting that the Hartle–Hawking wavefunction of the universe in de Sitter space could be

interpreted as the generating functional of a Euclidean CFT living on the asymptotic future boundary

I+, with no role for I− (cf. [20]).
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Subsequent research groups have significantly advanced the study of holographic cosmology; here

we can only give an inadequate summary.1 One line of research [48–54] is based on the complex

gravitational path integral approach of Hartle, Hawking, and Hertog. This approach considers a

complex contour of the de Sitter gravitational path which looks like Euclidean hyperbolic space,

and attempts to match it to known examples of supergravity with AdS/CFT duals (possibly with

a minisuperspace truncation and/or complex field values). A distinct approach [55–70], pioneered

McFadden and Skenderis2, uses the “domain wall/cosmology correspondence” (developed in [72, 73]) to

investigate more general FLRW models. In this version of holographic cosmology, one identifies a dual

nonunitary “pseudo-QFT”, either by analytically continuing AdS/CFT models, or else by postulating

them directly. To attempt to match experiment (e.g cosmic microwave background fluctuations), these

authors typically define the boundary in d = 3 by analytically continuing the number of colours as

N2 → −N2, and the momenta as pµ → ipµ, which agrees with a special case of the manipulations

that we will consider below.

In a separate line of research, a concrete realisation of dS/CFT was obtained via the vector Sp(N)

model3 in d = 3 [77–81], but this involves an exotic Vasiliev “higher spin” gravity dual in dS4. These

may be regarded as an N → −N analytic continuation of the O(N) dual to higher spin gravity in

AdS [82–84], which have been speculated to arise from a tensionless limit of string theory [83, 85, 86].

More recent attempts to construct exact nonunitary boundary duals for Einstein gravity in dS3 arise

from taking a limit of a complex level k in WZW models [87–94]; or from the complex Liouville model

[95–99] with central charge c = 13 + iν.

1.3 Obstacles to de Sitter holography

The dS/CFT proposal is aesthetically appealing: it mirrors the AdS dictionary while respecting the

fact that de Sitter has spacelike conformal boundaries. However, significant obstacles have prevented

the establishment of a concrete duality to Einstein gravity de Sitter backgrounds. In what follows, we

restrict attention to holographic cosmology models formulated at future infinity I+, and we do not

review approaches based on timelike or static–patch boundaries.

The first obstacle to a formulation of de Sitter holography at I+ is the absence of reflection

positivity. Any candidate Euclidean boundary theory dual to a de Sitter bulk cannot satisfy all the

Osterwalder–Schrader axioms: the would–be correlators derived from the bulk wavefunction fail to

obey reflection positivity. This failure means that the boundary theory, if it exists, cannot be a con-

ventional unitary Euclidean QFT. Unlike AdS/CFT, where unitarity and positivity on the boundary

guarantee bulk consistency, in dS/CFT we are forced to relinquish these properties of the boundary

theory at the outset. Instead, we need to identify some novel property of the boundary dS/CFT field

theory, which implies bulk unitarity.

The second obstacle is more conceptual. In AdS/CFT the radial direction corresponds to the

energy scale of the CFT, and the Hamiltonian of the CFT generates time translations in the bulk. In

1Our historical review concerns itself mostly with “late time” holographic cosmology models where the dual field

theory is related to I+, ignoring the long history of proposed duals to the de Sitter static patch or horizon. Some

specific proposals for de Sitter holography that do not involve I+, including constructions using timelike boundaries

and horizon thermodynamics, hyperbolic and flux compactifications in string theory [21–25], dualities based on double-

scaled SYK [26–32], TT + Λ–type deformations of suitable seed CFTs [33–42], and other horizon-based constructions

(see e.g. [43–46] for reviews). These are conceptually distinct from the I+–based framework considered in this paper,

although there might be ways of interpolating between them using a T 2 deformation [42, 47].
2Some early comments are in Appendix A of [71].
3This model was initially studied by LeClair [74], who later argued that the model has a pseudo-hermitian Hamil-

tonian [75, 76]. However, the proper signs in a theory with Grassmannian fields can be subtle, so it is not necessarily

completely clear from this what is the most appropriate sign in the dS/CFT context.
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de Sitter space, the situation is more subtle: the natural slicing relevant for cosmology is spatially flat

FLRW coordinates, and the bulk time evolution is not generated by a boundary Hamiltonian in the

same way. This complicates the interpretation of the bulk–boundary dictionary.

A third obstacle arises from the nature of the mass-dimension relation in dS/CFT. Considering

the case of scalars for specificity, in AdS/CFT we have the following relation:

∆(∆− d) = m2L2
AdS (1.1)

and bulk stability requires that m2L2
AdS ≥ −d2/4, which is compatible with the conditions for unitary

scalar representations (∆ ∈ R and ∆ ≥ (d− 2)/2)) of the Lorentzian conformal group Spin(d, 2). On

the other hand, for dS/CFT we have the reversed rule

∆(∆− d) = −m2L2
dS , (1.2)

and unitary scalar representations of the de Sitter conformal group Spin(d + 1, 1) must either be in

the range 0 ≤ ∆ ≤ d (complementary series) or ∆ = d/2 + iν (principal series). This means that

any field theory with a “usual” spectrum (having scalar operators with increasing real values of ∆)

will necessarily have tachyons in the spectrum with m2 < 0, signalling bulk instability. This happens

because the sign of the m2 term gets reversed in the all-timelike “Euclidean AdS” contour of de

Sitter spacetime [100]. (Conversely, if the spectrum is entirely real, there will be no particles in the

principal series, with mass above m2L2
AdS = d2/4.) This suggests that perhaps a theory with a normal

spectrum will be dual to a negative tension string in dS.4 Such a string theory would have a spectrum

of increasingly tachyonic particles, rather than a spectrum of increasingly massive ones.

On the bulk side, there are many restrictions concerning the existence of genuine de Sitter vacua

in standard superstring theory. Several classical no–go theorems show that under certain fairly general

assumptions (compact internal manifold, two-derivative supergravity, no orientifold or other negative-

tension sources, standard form fields and fluxes) consistent compactifications to stable de Sitter are

impossible; a canonical statement along these lines is the Maldacena–Nuñez no–go result for classical

supergravity compactifications [102]. See also the earlier constraints in the literature (e.g. Gibbons

and related analyses) that highlight the difficulty of obtaining positive cosmological constant solutions

in simple supergravity truncations. These theorems do not, however, rule out all constructions: by

including ingredients outside their assumptions one may evade the conclusions.5

Finally, explicit candidate boundary theories for dS/CFT have mostly remained elusive, with

the exceptions mentioned above. Without supersymmetry, or top-down string derivations of the

duality, it is difficult to constrain the spectrum and interactions of the hypothetical boundary theory.

Consequently, while dS/CFT remains an alluring idea, concrete progress has been limited compared

to the spectacular success of AdS/CFT.

4Higher spin models of dS, which might correspond to tensionless strings, evade the problems listed above by having

no single-trace scalar operators in their ∆ > d spectrum — only gauge fields of increasing spin, for which the unitary

bounds are more forgiving. However, unlike the AdS case, it does not seem to be possible to continuously take the

tensionless limit of string theory in dS, because it requires passing over a gap in the allowed dimensions ∆ of unitary

operators [101].
5Notable examples and strategies that circumvent the classical no–go restrictions include flux compactifications with

orientifold planes and warping [103], the KKLT construction employing non-perturbative effects plus anti-D3 brane

uplifts [104], and more recent proposals that exploit combinations of classical fluxes, metric fluxes, orientifolds and

higher-derivative (α′) corrections. For recent discussions and critical overviews of the status of de Sitter constructions

in string theory (see e.g. [105, 106]). Consequently, statements that rely on “no de Sitter vacua in string theory” must

be qualified by the assumptions of the corresponding no–go theorem: in practice the space of consistent ingredients is

large, and the existence (or otherwise) of fully controlled supersymmetric de Sitter vacua remains an active and subtle

subject of research.
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1.4 The Cosmological Optical Theorem

In this article, we intend to study reality conditions for dS/CFT by placing the implications of bulk

unitarity in a central role. We thus turn to reviewing these constraints as they have been studied in

recent cosmology literature.

Recent work has made significant progress in identifying the constraints of unitarity for quan-

tum field theory on cosmological spacetimes. First, constraints from unitarity on the perturbative

wavefunction were derived, known as the Cosmological Optical Theorem [107–111], as well as for the

cosmological analogue of the flat space S-matrix [112–114].) These constraints include:

• Hermitian Analyticity : constraining the phase of an individual Feynman diagram, up to an

overall minus sign (see [115–117] for a complementary proof of Hermitian Analyticity for all

tree-level diagrams involving massless and conformally-coupled scalar fields in the external legs

of the Feynman diagram, as well as [118–120] for the implications of these phases for cosmological

observables).

• Cutting Rules: that relate the amplitude of a complex Feynman diagrams to simpler ones in

which an edge is cut, similar to the flat-space cosmological optical theorem.

This first result, hermitian analyticity, was then extended to the case of non-perturbative bulk QFT

by means of a Cosmological CPT Theorem [121]. This paper also derived perturbative constraints to

all orders in loops.

As discussed in [121], unitarity has two aspects. One aspect of bulk unitarity, which we call

Reflection Reality (RR), is equivalent to the assertion that the bulk inner product is hermitian (though

possibly with an indefinite norm). RR takes the form of a Z2 symmetry acting on bulk Euclidean

correlators, and implies the hermitian analyticity conditions. For a Lorentz-invariant local Lagrangian,

this implies that the correlators also respect CRT symmetry.6

The second aspect of unitarity is that, conditional on the reality conditions encoded in RR, we

must also impose certain positivity conditions to ensure that the bulk Euclidean correlators satisfy the

Reflection Positivity (RP) condition. This ensures that the bulk theory has a positive norm, not just

a real one. Importantly, this second step (RP conditional on RR) is a much milder constraint on

the space of local bulk field theories, than the first step (RR itself) is. It was argued that the only

local Lagrangian theories which violate RP but satisfy RR, are theories in which certain bad discrete

choices are made (e.g. the introduction of a fundamental field with a negative-norm propagator, or

that violates spin-statistics). Thus, among field theories satisfying RR, an order unity fraction of

these should also (“accidentally”) satisfy RP and be unitary.

Therefore, imposingRR symmetry on holographic cosmology, should already go 95% of the way to

identifying the class of theories with unitary duals. Put another way, for any specific proposed dS/CFT

model, for which the bulk dual is weakly coupled and satisfies RR, it should be straightforward to

manually check by hand whether any of the bulk fields have negative norm states, in their propagating

degrees of freedom. And in the case where the theory is unitary, this unitarity should be generically

robust to any RR-compliant changes in the coupling constants.

1.5 Constaints on the Cosmological Wavefunction from Reflection Reality

Under mild assumptions about the analytic structure of quantum field theory in curved spacetimes,

the bulk RR symmetry implies that the cosmological wavefunction must satisfy a non–perturbative

6For Lorentz-violating Lagrangians, [121] identified distinct implications for RR and CRT.
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conjugation symmetry. Consider the wavefunctional coefficients ψn that appear when we expand the

late–time cosmological wavefunction in terms of boundary field configurations. For any flat FLRW

background, RR asserts that the Bunch-Davies wavefunction satisfies[
ψn(η; x; Ω)

]∗
= ψn

(
η; −eiπx; e−iπΩ

)
, (1.3)

where η denotes conformal time, x the boundary coordinates, and Ω a Weyl factor specifying the bulk

metric [121]. This condition holds non–perturbatively with respect to the bulk QFT,7 on any Cauchy

slice of the bulk evolution, including at the asymptotic future boundary η → 0−. However, in this

paper we will be interested in the expansion of (1.3) in bulk perturbation theory:[
ψ(L)
n (η;k)

]∗
= eiπ((d+1)L−1)ψ(L)

n (η; e−iπk) , (1.4)

where L is the number of loops in the bulk and d is the boundary dimension. This formula was

obtained by explicitly performing the bulk Ω rotation, which turns out to mainly just affect the factor

of
√
g in the front of the bulk action, producing the exponential prefactor in front of the RHS of (1.4).

Furthermore, in the presence of bulk log divergences (or more generally, bulk quantum anomalies)

at L ≥ 1, there can be corrections to (1.4), due to an anomalous dependence on the scale factor of the

metric. The simplest way to deal with them is by dimensional regularisation, in which case formula

(1.4) holds exactly for the regulated theory in fractional d dimensions.

Crucially, these conditions do not rely on conformal invariance or reflection positivity of the

boundary theory. Instead, they follow directly from bulk unitarity of the cosmological time evolution.

Thus even though the boundary theory in holographic cosmology is necessarily non–reflection positive,

the bulk RR symmetry provides an exact constraint that any consistent holographic dual must satisfy.

Because these results do not depend on conformal invariance, they may be applied to several different

classes of holographic cosmology models. This includes:

• Traditional dS/CFT, in which the boundary theory is conformally invariant, and the bulk theory

is exactly de Sitter up to small fluctuations.

• FLRW/QFT models, where the scale factor a(η) takes some other form that differs from dS,

discussed in e.g. [55] and its progeny. This would include examples in which a dS/CFT is

deformed by turning on various single-trace terms, resulting in a non-trivial β function in the

holographic RG flow.

• T 2/CSH models, in which a dS/CFT is deformed by a double-trace T 2 deformation [122–124].

As the effect of the T 2 deformation is to move the holographic boundary theory inward to a

finite cutoff surface [125–129], it may be applied to a dS/CFT model to obtain a theory living

on a Cauchy slice at finite η, which is known as Cauchy Slice Holography [42, 130–134].

In all of these cases, (1.3) gives a powerful and rigid condition, for checking whether the boundary

field theory is compatible with the reality conditions required by unitarity (and CRT symmetry).

7We do not have a rigorous argument for gravity because of (i) the conformal mode problem, and (ii) the difficulty

in defining quantum gravity non-perturbatively, but the perturbative relation below appears to hold for all graviton

amplitudes that we have examined.
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1.6 Kosmic Field Theories

In this paper we will identify a class of boundary gauge theories, which we call Kosmic Field Theories

(KFT),8 which are constructed to satisfy (1.3), and thus have bulk duals that satisfy RR.

A KFT is a large N gauge theory which satisfies a different reality conditions on their parameters

N (number of colours) and λ = g2N (the ’t Hooft coupling) than unitary field theories do. In the ’t

Hooft expansion of the boundary gauge theory, each Feynman diagram contributes with a factor

ψn ∼ N χ λ Ē−V̄ , (1.5)

where χ = V̄ − Ē + F̄ is the Euler characteristic of the ribbon graph. For a U(N) or SU(N) theory

without quarks, χ is always even, so diagrams always come with even powers of N .

This corresponds to the genus expansion of a hypothetical dual string theory (weakly coupled at

large N), which we assume lives in a higher dimensional d+1 bulk for the usual reasons. Although we

do not know how to identify a bulk worldsheet model for this bulk string theory (or relate it to any

other known string models e.g. compactifications of D = 10 superstrings or D = 26 bosonic strings),

we can treat it in a “bottom-up” fashion as an unknown bulk theory, which we will assume is described

by a weakly coupled (and therefore nearly classical) bulk Lagrangian of some particle theory. In other

words, we assume that the string worldsheets have a well-defined limit where they look like a Feynman

diagram expansion.

At this point, Eq. (1.3) dictates a specific phase for each ψn, arising from the transformation of

the bulk and boundary Weyl factors under conjugation. By matching these two structures, we find

that the only way to satisfy Eq. (1.3) consistently across all diagrams is to allow N and λ themselves

to be complex, with the precise phases depending on the spacetime dimension d. This matching leads

us to the following phase choices:

N2 ∝ ±eiπ(d−1)/2 , (1.6)

λ ∝ ±eiπd/2 , (1.7)

where the ∝ symbol expresses agreement of the complex phase, and these formulae are derived in

general (possibly fractional) boundary dimensions d. One reason for considering fractional dimensions

is that it enables easy use of dimensional regularisation (dim reg) to deal with bulk or boundary

divergences. Assuming we do that, (1.6) and (1.7) give us the correct phases (up to a real ± sign) to

match a unitary bulk theory, at least to all orders in bulk and boundary perturbation theory, including

diagrams with one or more bulk loops.9 This is a significant extension of previous work on holographic

cosmology which has mostly looked at tree-level amplitudes, see e.g. the discussion in [70].

Note that shifting d → d + ϵ can introduce an extra complex phase into N2 or λ, even though

these quantities are purely real/imaginary at integer d. These extra phases are more than just a formal

nicety; as discussed in [121] they encode physics that is required for bulk unitarity, and thus in the

absence of dim reg our rules would have to become considerably more complicated. These shifts can

only appear in the finite part of a Feynman diagram (or subdiagram) which is log divergent, and they

have an imaginary sign relative to the log divergent term; thus we refer to them as “imaginary shifts”.

8The term kosmic, derived from the Greek κóσµoς (kosmos), reflects both the cosmological nature of the dual

spacetime, and the emergent structure of time in these theories. We Romanise the kappa κ to the letter ‘K’ because the

abbreviation ‘CFT’ is already taken.
9At least for processes not involving tachyons or principal series fields in the bulk. While we hope that the work of

[121] can be extended to principal series fields, we did not consider that case carefully. Tachyons, on the other hand,

might create problems with the definition of the Bunch-Davies vacuum, that again we did not address carefully.
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Although analytically continuing N may seem unusual, interpreting N away from positive integers

has already been studied fairly extensively in the mathematics literature10 (see e.g. [135–148]) and

has recently been explored in the context of large-N matrix models [25, 149]. Analytically continuing

λ is more straightforward, as this is simply a modification of coefficients in the Lagrangian; the main

concern here is that the the Euclidean path integral will not converge nonperturbatively, if it happens

that the real part of the Lagrangian is unbounded below. However, arbitrary phases of λ are always

permitted at the level of naive perturbation theory, which is (by definition) analytic in the coupling

constants.

Importantly, we do not motivate these complex values of N and λ by analytic continuation from

any known example of AdS/CFT, as there is no guarantee that a good example of dS/CFT will be

continuously connected to an example of AdS/CFT, especially as a unitary dS bulk theory cannot

be supersymmetric. Instead, we obtain these phases by starting on the cosmology side, and directly

computing the constraints (1.3) due to bulk unitarity. Thus our methodology is quite different from

some prior work, e.g. [12, 16, 54, 150–152], attempting to construct dS/CFT from AdS/CFT by

analytically continuing N and λ so as to reverse the sign of the cosmological constant (Λ → −Λ).

However, such continuations inevitably produce a non-unitary bulk theory, with e.g. imaginary fluxes.

As our approach imposes (the RR subset of) bulk unitarity from the start, we believe it is more

promising than approaches which tamper with the unitarity of the bulk theory.

Regardless of d, (1.6) and (1.7) imply that a KFT will always have

N2

λ
∈ iR , (1.8)

which implies that the KFTs that we consider will in fact never be unitary.11 In even dimensions

λ is real but N2 is imaginary, whereas in odd dimensions N2 is real but λ is imaginary. In no

case are both real simultaneously. This is a striking departure from the familiar AdS/CFT case,

where both parameters are positive integers or real couplings. (1.8) also implies that that the tree-

level holographic counterterms are always imaginary, which is consistent with prior expectations for

holographic cosmology [19, 56–63, 65–71, 134].12

In a theory with multiple independent couplings λ1, λ2 . . ., all of them must satisfy the condition

(1.7); or equivalently one can place a single complex factor of 1/λ outside the whole action, and

introduce a set of real coefficients which vary from term to term. Additionally, if we want the theory

to have a weakly coupled semiclassical bulk limit, we should require |N | ≫ 1, and also |λ| ≫ 1 if we

want to avoid the highly stringy regime. (But, for reasons stated below, we also want to take g ≪ 1

to avoid worrying about non-perturbative instanton effects which might spoil our analysis.)

1.7 Regime of Validity

As the argument for (1.6) and (1.7) uses perturbation theory on both the bulk and boundary side,

one might worry about the validity of our expansion, e.g for a weakly coupled bulk at large |λ|, where
the boundary theory becomes strongly coupled. However, it is not a requirement of our argument

that the perturbation series in λ actually be numerically tractable, or even within the (apparent or

10AT thanks Adrián López-Raven and Davide Gaiotto for making him aware of the existence of Deligne categories.
11In this paper we consider only parity-even theories, in which the Euclidean coupling λ should be real. If we allow

parity-odd theories, it might be possible to satisfy this condition if the Lagrangian is constructed exclusively from

parity-odd terms, as in the case of e.g. Chern-Simons theory.
12This may be most easily seen by considering the boundary conditions for a canonically normalised graviton field in

the bulk.
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actual) radius of convergence. All that is needed is that we are in the regime where the amplitude

is an analytic continuation of the perturbation expansion, so that the phase expected in perturbation

theory continues to hold.13

To be sure, this kind of analytic continuation might be spoiled by a truly non-perturbative effect,

such as a boundary instanton, as these cannot be analysed using boundary Feynman diagrams. How-

ever, a Yang-Mills instanton has an amplitude ∼ e−1/g2 ∼ e−N/λ, which means that suppressing them

only requires |g| ≪ 1 (assuming Re(g2) > 0) which at large N is compatible with |λ| ≫ 1, suggesting

however that we also need λ > 0 for a non-perturbatively well-defined theory. For d ̸= odd, this can

be arranged by correctly choosing the ± sign for the coupling of the Yang-Mills action.

On the other hand, in d = odd, λ ∈ iR, and thus instantons are right on the edge of being

problematic. But this is just one manifestation of the fact that everything about the path integral

is now oscillatory. This phenomenon is familiar in the case of Lorentzian path integrals, weighted by

eiS , indicating that the path integral is “on the edge” of convergence, and thus needs to be defined

by deforming it slightly into a convergent region, and then taking the limit back to the edge (an iϵ

expansion), similar to how the oscillatory Gaussian integral:∫ ∞

−∞
dx eix

2/2a (1.9)

may be defined by introducing a small damping factor as |x| → ∞. The exotic feature of the d = odd

KFT, is simply that it is oscillatory in Euclidean signature rather than Lorentzian signature.

Given the above, we believe that the KFT conditions above can be compatible with the holo-

graphic limit |N | → ∞, fixed |λ| ≫ 1. This means than an inherently very strongly coupled dS/CFT

(analogous to e.g. the ABJM model in d = 3, or the d = 6 (2,0) CFT in the case of AdS/CFT) might

not be within our regime of validity. It would be interesting to check whether our condition for bulk

unitarity can be extended to situations with truly non-perturbative boundary or bulk effects, but such

an analysis goes beyond the scope of this paper.

1.8 Imposing Additional Conditions on the KFT

In some wavefunction coefficients (e.g. for 2-point functions and central charges), a particular choice

of the real signs (±) will be required by imposing full bulk unitarity. This is closely related to

the criterion that the the cosmological wavefunction be normalisable. But, such constraints require

thinking about bulk Reflection Positivity (RP), so they do not follow from imposing (1.3) alone. These

must be imposed separately.14 Assuming these ± choices are correct in every wavefunction coefficient,

we expect that the bulk Local Lagrangian will be unitary, and hence that all other implications of

unitarity (including cutting rules) should also hold. We will take a preliminary stab at identifying

such positivity conditions in Section 4.

As stated above, not every KFT is conformal (just like not every unitary QFT is conformal, and

not every statistical field theory is conformal). Those that are conformal, we refer to as KCFTs; these

would be candidates for dS/CFT models. This requires looking for KFTs that are also fixed points of

13The reason the analysis is so forgiving is that we are only trying to demonstrate a reality condition; and if a function

f(x) is e.g. real in its Taylor expansion about x = 0, the analytic continuation of f to arbitrary real values of x will also

be real, so long as one does not pass through a singularity on the real axis, and so long as the function really is analytic.

The same does not necessarily hold for positivity conditions, as the analytic continuation of a function which is positive

on an interval, can easily become negative outside of it.
14We reserve the right (and give permission to others) to restrict the term KFT to those field theories satisfying these

stronger positivity constraints, if that turns out to be convenient in the light of future developments.
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the RG flow. Conceptually, one expects such fixed points to appear generically at non-zero values of

λ, only if the conditions for being a KFT are closed under RG flow. We will show that this is the case

at leading order in a 1/N expansion in Section 3.4. But additional subtleties arise at subleading orders

in when integrating out a handle of the worldsheet. Thus, if we restrict attention to large N , then

the identification of KCFTs (and thus dS/CFTs) at large values of |λ| may be tricky, but becomes a

well-defined question in principle.15

If the boundary field theory were unitary, the number of colours would be quantised (N ∈ Z ⊆ R),
which is possible for a KFT only when N2 > 0, implying d = odd. Remarkably, it turns out that

several other nice properties also only occur when d = odd. As we discuss in Section 4.1, these are the

only dimensions where “central charge”-like quantities, counting the number of degrees of freedom, are

real. Also, as we shall show in Section 3.4, when d = odd the conditions for being a KFT are also closed

under RG at subleading orders in 1/N . Perhaps it is only in these cases where it is nonperturbatively

consistently take N to be finite.

Furthermore, it is also only possible to consistently include open or non-oriented strings when

d = odd! For other values of d, we cannot make the assignments work consistently for either non-

oriented strings (with gauge group O(N) or Sp(N)), nor can we consistently add “quarks” in the

fundamental representation. The reason is that in string theory, open and non-orientable string

diagrams are potentially ambiguous: the same value of χ can be interpreted as a Feynman diagram

with different numbers of bulk loops L. And the phase required by (1.3) is only independent of L

when d = odd.

This suggests that perhaps it will be easier to find consistent examples of holographic cosmology

with an even number of spacetime dimensions on the gravity side. As the only experimentally known

instance of quantum cosmology has d = 3, this conjecture is at least compatible with the experimental

data, and might even help to explain it.

1.9 The Sign of the String Tension

Since it is hard (although likely not impossible) to find string theory vacua in de Sitter, we expect

a corresponding issue to arise when constructing “good” KFTs. And, indeed, there does remain at

least one serious unsolved problem from our list in Section 1.3 — although whether it is the “same”

problem remains to be seen.

Specifically, the most important remaining issue that we will not solve in this paper is the dual

problems of how to: i) avoid tachyons in the bulk spectrum, and ii) obtain massive particles in the

principal series. Ideally, somebody else will write a paper solving these problems, and then hopefully

their solution can be combined with a reality condition like the one in this paper, to provide a well-

behaved class of holographic cosmology models.

While the existence of a tachyon field is actually compatible with bulk unitarity16 — in the sense

of preservation of a positive norm, under finite amounts of Lorentzian time evolution — it signals an

instability of the vacuum, or rather an inability to invariantly define a vacuum state in the first place,

as well as (relatedly) causing a new instability to appear in the Euclidean piece of the Hartle-Hawking

contour.

15Although lattice simulations are likely infeasible due to the presence of complex phases.
16This is true notwithstanding the absence of unitary representations of the dS group with ∆ primaries corresponding

to tachyonic values m2 < 0. As a tachyon field has some modes that exponentially grow or decay, there is no invariant

notion of a 1-tachyon Hilbert space. But this does not preclude an action of the de Sitter group on the complete Hilbert

space of a free tachyon field, which can presumably be decomposed into the usual unitary representations.
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As an ’t Hooft string will typically have an infinite number of excitations with different m2 values,

the solutions to (i) and (ii) are likely to be the same as each other — the point is that the bulk string

needs to have positive tension instead of negative tension. Regardless of the sign of λ, it does not

appear to be possible to solve this problem for a weakly coupled gauge theory with adjoint fields, since

in the free limit the value of single-trace operators will be given by their engineering dimensions, which

are always real. Worse still, one expects an infinite number of tachyon fields, whose m2 is unbounded

below.

It might be (in the sense that the authors are not aware of a theorem to the contrary) that a

strongly coupled theory with large and complex λ would solve this problem. In N = 4 Super Yang-

Mills, operators whose dimension ∆ is not protected all become heavy (∆ ≫ 1) in the holographic

limit. Perhaps, in the dS/CFT case, the holographic limit sends unprotected operators to large complex

dimensions, in a way that matches unstable massive particles.17

Or, it might instead be the case that some fundamentally new idea is required to obtain a field

theory dual to a positive tension string in dS. Whatever that new idea turns out to be, we expect that

consistency with (1.3) will remain an important check on what kinds of boundary duals are acceptable

in holographic cosmology models.

That said, the existence of a tower of tachyons does not seem to lead to a direct mathematical

inconsistency, in the context of this paper’s results, at least not at the level of bulk perturbation

theory. If all operators in the CFT have positive dimension Re(∆) > 0, then on a technical level, the

tachyon instability actually does not lead to divergent results as η → 0− in dS-Poincaré, due to the

postselection of the irrelevant “source” to be finite at late times. (Assuming we interpret the Bunch-

Davies initial boundary condition in such a way as to also disallow tachyon modes that exponentially

grow to the past.) And yet, the instability is still present at the level of unrestricted bulk unitary time

evolution from given initial conditions. Relatedly, if we turn on an irrelevant source with ∆ > d, then

the amplitude of the dual bulk field grows with time. Hence, at late enough times we expect that

bulk perturbation theory should break down (at least when expanded around the original vacuum).

However the same is true for irrelevant sources in AdS/CFT, in the z → 0 limit.

At a bare minimum, one can still use a dS/CFT dual to tachyons to calculate perturbative pro-

cesses involving only non-tachyonic operators (e.g. those in the complementary and/or discrete series,

including e.g. gravitons, bulk gauge bosons, and scalars in the range 0 ≤ ∆ ≤ d). We find it remark-

able that, after imposing the KFT conditions, such amplitudes will perfectly satisfy the correct (often

non-trivial) complex phases for a unitary bulk dual at tree level (modulo possible ± signs).18

1.10 Plan of the Paper

The plan of the rest of this article is as follows:

In Section 2, we will review recent work on reality and positivity conditions for the Bunch-Davies

wavefunction. Our main results are in Section 3, where we apply these conditions to boundary gauge

theories, and use them to determine the phases for N2 and λ, up to an overall ± sign. We will also

discuss issues related to the choice of boundary gauge group (related to oriented vs. non-oriented) and

the matter sector (related to closed vs. open), and the issue of when the KFT condition is closed under

RG flow. In Section 4, we make a first stab at determining this ± sign from bulk unitarity, although

17It might also be that, in the limit λ ≫ 1, the tachyonic masses get large m2 → −∞, in which case it would still

be possible to formally integrate out the tachyon fields to obtain a (hopefully now stable) EFT limit. But this is less

satisfactory since at any finite value of λ, the tachyons would still be there.
18At higher loop orders, it will be more difficult to exclude the contributions of tachyons, since they might run around

the loops.
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Figure 1. Penrose diagram of de Sitter spacetime illustrating multiple foliations and key geometric features.

The blue dashed lines represent the Poincaré slicing, which is conformally flat, covers only half of the spacetime,

and asymptotes to the future boundary (shared with the global slicing of de Sitter); this slicing is most relevant

for inflationary cosmology, as it naturally describes an expanding universe with flat spatial sections. In this

framework, we are metaobservers at I+, where late-time cosmological correlators are measured. The red

dashed lines correspond to the global slicing, which foliates the entire spacetime into spatial (D − 1)-spheres

of constant global time. The thick red horizontal line at the top denotes the future de Sitter boundary I+,

where the holographic dual in the dS/CFT correspondence is proposed to reside and encode information about

cosmological correlators. The green shaded region indicates the static patch accessible to an observer at the

South Pole. Each point in the interior of the diagram corresponds to a (D − 2)-sphere whose radius varies

across the diagram: it shrinks to zero at the left and right edges, representing the South Pole and North Pole

respectively, which are the poles of the spatial slices. This shrinking radius captures the spherical geometry of

spatial sections in global coordinates.

(apart from the central charge) our analysis is limited to the case of weakly coupled boundary 2-point

functions. In Section 5 we give five reasons for thinking that holographic cosmology makes more sense

when d = odd than when d = even. Finally, in Section 6 we discuss our results and possible future

directions.

2 Constraints for Holographic Cosmology

Inspired by the AdS/CFT correspondence, holographic cosmology posits that quantum gravity in cos-

mological spacetimes — particularly in de Sitter (dS) space — can be described by a lower-dimensional

conformal field theory (CFT), i.e. a dS/CFT correspondence. An early version of the dS/CFT cor-

respondence was proposed by Strominger in [18]. Strominger conjectured that quantum gravity in
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asymptotically Lorentzian de Sitter space is dual to a Euclidean CFT living on the spacelike future

boundary I+ of dS (see Figure 1). This conjecture was based on the matching of isometries between

de Sitter space and the Euclidean conformal group, and supported by the asymptotic behaviour of

bulk fields near I+, which Strominger interpreted as defining boundary operators in the dual CFT.

However, he did not frame the correspondence in terms of the Wavefunction of the Universe (WFU)

(sometimes referred to as the cosmological wavefunction) or a bulk gravitational path integral.

In contrast, Maldacena [19] later proposed a refinement of dS/CFT, where the Hartle-Hawking

(or Bunch-Davies) WFU is computed via an analytic continuation of a Euclidean AdS path integral.

This approach provides a more concrete realisation of dS/CFT by leveraging the better-understood

gravitational path integral in AdS, providing a more precise bulk gravitational definition of the duality.

In this framework, the WFU is interpreted as the generating functional for the dual Euclidean CFT.

In d spatial dimensions (hence D = d + 1 spacetime dimensions), the wavefunction Ψ[φ] for a bulk

field with boundary value φ is given by

Ψ[φ] ≡ ZdS[φ] = exp

{
−

∞∑
n=2

[
n∏
a=1

∫
ddka
(2π)d

φ(ka)

]
ψn(k)

}
, (2.1)

where the coefficients ψn(k) are the boundary wavefunction coefficients at future infinity. The resulting

wavefunctional Ψ[φ] is typically taken to be the Bunch–Davies state [153], which corresponds to the

inflationary vacuum in QFT on curved spacetime, but also arises naturally from the gravitational

path integral in quantum cosmology. In particular, it arises as the late-time semiclassical limit of the

Hartle–Hawking “no-boundary” wavefunction [154, 155], which is a proposed solution to the WDW

equation, defined via a Euclidean path integral over compact 4-geometries with a specified boundary

3-metric γ:

ΨHH[γ, ϕ] =

∫
DgDφe−SE [g,φ] . (2.2)

This defines a wavefunctional over spatial geometries and field profiles on a final spacelike slice. In the

semiclassical (WKB) regime where the path integral is dominated by classical saddles, one can write

Ψ[hij , ϕ] ≈ exp

(
i

ℏ
W [hij , ϕ]

)
, (2.3)

whereW is the Hamilton–Jacobi functional evaluated on the classical solution [132, 156]. This connects

the no-boundary proposal to the Bunch–Davies wavefunctional, providing a conceptual bridge between

quantum cosmology and quantum field theory in curved spacetime (see also [157] for a recent attempt

to make this equivalence more precise). The Bunch–Davies wavefunctional is evaluated in terms of a

field basis φ,19 usually living at the late-time inflationary boundary at η0 = 0− (but in principle can

be defined at any finite time slice η0), i.e. it is given by the following QFT in curved spacetime path

integral

ΨBD[η0;φ] =

∫ ϕ(η0)=φ

ϕBD(−∞)=0

Dϕ eiS[ϕ] = exp

{
−

∞∑
n=2

[
n∏
a=1

∫
ddka
(2π)d

φ(ka)

]
ψn(η0;k)

}
, (2.4)

and is conjectured to have the form of a generating functional of a Euclidean CFT, as expressed in

the right hand side of (2.1). Notice that this parameterisation does not require any saddle-point

19Here φ can be any spinning field, hence for the case of pure gravity φ would correspond to boundary gravitons/metric

fluctuations, with their indices suppressed.
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approximation of the bulk path integral that defines Ψ. In fact, the wavefunction coefficients ψn can

be found non-perturbatively from

ψn(η0;k) ≡ ψ′
n(η0;k)(2π)

dδd
( n∑
a=1

ka

)
= −δ

n logΨ[η0;φ]

δφk1
· · · δφkn

∣∣∣∣
φ=0

, (2.5)

where the prime in ψ′
n is used to explicitly highlight that these wavefunction coefficients contain the

momentum-conserving δ-function, which comes from the Fourier transform of translation invariance.

2.1 Relation to the Cosmological CPT Theorem

The Cosmological CPT Theorem [120, 121] provides a foundational framework for understanding the

interplay of the discrete symmetry of CRT with Scale Invariance and Unitarity in realistic cosmolog-

ical settings. (This work builds on the foundation of the perturbative unitarity constraints derived

in the Cosmological Optical Theorem [107–110].) The key insight underlying the theorem is that the

Poincaré patch of de Sitter allows for a natural analytic continuation between expanding and contract-

ing patches. A global SO+(1, 1) ⊂ SO+(d+ 1, 1) Lorentz boost in de Sitter becomes, when restricted

to a single Poincaré patch, a scaling transformation Dλ acting as

(η,x) 7→ (λη, λx) . (2.6)

The discrete 180◦ rotation corresponds to an analytic continuation D−1 : (η,x) 7→ (e±iπη, e±iπx),

which we term Discrete Scale Invariance. In a realistic inflationary context where full de Sitter invari-

ance (specifically SCTs), is broken, this discrete remnant survives and becomes central to identifying

symmetry constraints on observables.20 At the level of the cosmological correlators these symmetries

act as a Z2 × Z2 structure generated by CRT and D−1, but at the level of the wavefunction this

extends to a non-abelian cover group Aut(Z).
The Cosmological CPT Theorem relates these discrete symmetries via the following logic:

Scale Invariance + Unitarity =⇒ CRT invariance ,

Discrete Scale Invariance + Reflection Reality =⇒ CRT invariance ,

CRT invariance + Discrete Scale Invariance =⇒ Reflection Reality ,

CRT invariance + Reflection Reality =⇒ Discrete Scale Invariance .

Remarkably, the CRT symmetry results in a constraint on the phase of the wavefunction coefficients

ψn in dS/CFT at η = 0.21 This constrains the wavefunction coefficients to be some specific complex

phase (up to a real sign) which is only purely real or purely imaginary in some special cases.

On the other hand, Reflection Reality (RR) is a fundamental requirement of bulk unitarity that

all physically consistent theories must satisfy. This too fixes the complex phase of the wavefunction

coefficients, but even at η = 0 it is necessary to do some analytic continuations. (In [121] this was

achieved by finding the form CRT at the late-time boundary where η = 0, which can be derived

20In [158–164] the authors assume the existence of a CPT-reflected universe to derive observational constraints. The

Cosmological CPT theorem not only proves that CRT is a symmetry of the expanding universe, but also enables us

to determine non-trivial constraints in the expanding Poincaré patch without any need for analytic continuation to a

contracting one.
21In some dimensions the phase at higher loop order is different from the phase at tree-level. There are also additional

subtleties associated with bulk UV and IR divergences.
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independently by combining RR with the boundary form of scale invariance, i.e. what CFT people

call dilatations.) However, the advantage of RR is that it can be applied to any flat Friedmann-

Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) cosmology, even without scale invariance.22

For ease of notation we will refer to this constraint on ψn as RR below. However in a holographic

cosmology context (e.g. dS/CFT), it should always be remembered that when we say RR, this refers

to the implications of the bulk RR symmetry on the boundary theory. The boundary field theory

itself is neither reflection-positive, nor typically even reflection-real!

2.2 Non-perturbative Constraints on the Cosmological Wavefunction

We will now examine how these symmetries act on the WFU Ψ and particularly on its Taylor-expanded

coefficients ψn in (2.4), which encode bulk correlation functions (see e.g. [19, 61–63, 68, 70, 156, 165–

169]). A key result of the Cosmological CPT framework is that these constraints of ψn hold non-

perturbatively, allowing us to go beyond previous results reliant on perturbative expansions [107–110].

Throughout this section, we use “non-perturbative” to refer to results that hold non-perturbatively

within a bulk QFT on a fixed curved spacetime background, as we don’t know how to treat gravitons

non-perturbatively.23 Of course these results can be expressed at each order in perturbation theory,

but they have additional content if the amplitude is non-analytic in the coupling constant. That is, the

constraints are not derived by truncating at any particular loop order, but rather follow from symmetry

principles or the analytic structure of QFT in curved spacetime. However, we do not claim to include

genuinely non-perturbative quantum gravitational effects — such as gravitational instantons, vacuum

tunnelling, or large-N resummation — unless explicitly stated.

The action of the discrete symmetries on the wavefunction coefficients is:

CRT : [ψn(η;x; Ω)]
∗
= ψn(e

−iπη;−x; e−iπΩ) , (2.7)

D±
−1 : ψn(η;x; Ω) = ψn(e

±iπη; e±iπx; Ω) , (2.8)

RR : [ψn(η;x; Ω)]
∗
= ψn(η;−eiπx; e−iπΩ) , (2.9)

where the complex analytic continuation of the Weyl factor Ω ensures these transformations stay

within the original dS space (or, for the case of RR, any general flat FLRW spacetime).

Importantly, because ψn arises from a single-sheeted path integral (unlike in-in correlators Bn),
24

it can carry non-trivial phases under these continuations due to monodromies, especially around branch

points in the complex η- and x-planes. Given that RR represents a non-perturbative constraint that

any wavefunction arising from bulk unitary time evolution is required to satisfy, this is the cosmolog-

ical or dS/CFT analogue of reflection positivity. This answers one of the outstanding fundamental

questions of how bulk unitary time evolution manifests itself in holographic cosmology, where the

boundary theory is seemingly “non-unitary”, but still dual to a unitary bulk.

22We believe that the constraints in our paper probably also apply to non-flat cosmologies, but our current derivation

uses flatness.
23Although our derivation of the discrete symmetry is not completely rigorous for the case of perturbative gravitons

because of the conformal mode problem in Euclidean signature, an examination of their wavefunction coefficients shows

that they do in fact obey exactly the same conditions as perturbative matter fields.
24Some similar, yet distict, analytic continuations in the in-in formalism were performed in [170–179].
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Perturbative Constraints

We can also expand the non-perturbative identities above to arbitrary loop order in perturbation

theory. In this context, we write the loop-expanded wavefunction coefficient as

ψn =

∞∑
L=0

ψ(L)
n , (2.10)

where ψ
(L)
n denotes the contribution from L-loop diagrams in the bulk. Taking the Fourier transform,

we find:

CRT :
[
ψ(L)
n (η0;k)

]∗
= eiπ(d+1)(L−1)ψ(L)

n (e−iπη0;k) , (2.11)

D±
−1 : ψ(L)

n (η0;k) = e±iπdψ(L)
n (e±iπη0; e

∓iπk) , (2.12)

RR :
[
ψ(L)
n (η0;k)

]∗
= eiπ((d+1)L−1)ψ(L)

n (η0; e
−iπk) . (2.13)

These relations hold for UV-finite amplitudes, or for power-law divergent diagrams if you throw out

such divergences (this can always be done, without introducing a new scale, by choosing an appropriate

RG scheme). Log divergent diagrams are more subtle, but these formulae can be applied directly if

the divergence is regulated using dimensional regularisation (dim-reg) to non-integer d. However, just

as in flat space QFT, one must be careful and consistent with the choice of renormalisation scheme. In

loop integrals, there can be non-trivial finite terms arising from the Taylor expansion to non-integer

d, if these terms multiply with a pole (log divergence) in the d → integer limit; hence even if one is

ultimately interested in integer d, it is necessary to know the correct phases at non-integer values of

d. On the other hand, tree-level diagrams (L = 0) are UV divergence-free, and therefore respect the

above identities exactly regardless of the choice of renormalisation scheme.

Crucially, for odd d, the Ω-dependence in the non-perturbative symmetries becomes trivial, and

so (apart from the non-trivial shifts described above, arising from UV log divergences) in this case the

phase is independent of the loop order L.

These results provide a precise and universal classification of the phases up by the cosmological

wavefunction coefficients under discrete symmetries. They can be used to predict interference patterns,

identify allowed EFT interactions, and exclude certain non-local or non-unitary theories at the level

of the wavefunction [119]. This lends hope that preserving these discrete symmetries may also help

resolve some of the deeper questions concerning in quantum gravity in de Sitter space.

Phase of the de Sitter Wavefunction. The CRT formula (2.11) has significant implications for

holographic cosmology. By pushing the wavefunction coefficients to the future boundary where, for

light fields, the time dependence factorises straightforwardly, and the resulting boundary wavefunction

coefficient, ψ
(L)

n , no longer depends on η. Thus, we find it is possible to deduce the phase of an arbitrary

wavefunction coefficient in de Sitter spacetime:

arg(ψ
(L)

n ) = −π
2

(
(d+ 1)(L− 1) + dn−

∑
α

∆α

)
+ πN , (2.14)

where the last term indicates that CRT can only fix the phase up to an overall ± sign. ∆ is the

conformal dimension of the n operators ϕ+ used to differentiate the boundary wavefunction Ψ[ϕ−],

which is written in the basis of the conjugate operators ϕ− with dimension d−∆.

From a holographic cosmology or dS/CFT perspective, Eq. (2.14) allows us to determine the

phases of arbitrary n-point functions in the dual CFT. In dS/CFT, the objects with dimension d−∆
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are the “sources” of the CFT partition function ZCFT = Ψ, while the ones with dimension ∆ are the

“operators”. But from a cosmology perspective, both are operators in the bulk Hilbert space, and

we have to choose a basis. In cosmology, one normally chooses this basis by writing Ψ as a function

of whichever field component falls off more slowly, which would imply that ∆ ≥ d/2, but the phase

formula above would still be valid if we make the opposite choice.25 This result holds for any boundary

wavefunction coefficients that are UV and IR-finite (i.e. free from logarithmic divergences in η or the

UV cutoff ϵ), as well as the coefficient in front of the leading log(η) divergence for any IR-divergent

wavefunction coefficients, or the leading log(ϵ) divergence for any UV-divergent diagram.26

If we restrict attention to the case where all particles have ∆ = d, as for the stress-tensor and

massless scalar fields, we find the phase (2.14) is independent of n; hence massless scalar fields and

gravitons have real boundary wavefunction coefficients to all loop order in even spacetime dimension,

provided they don’t diverge in the UV. For tree-level, IR-finite and scale-invariant Feynman-Witten

diagrams in cosmology, this was recently found independently [115, 116], with additional implications

explored in [120].27

In summary, the Cosmological CPT Theorem provides a symmetry-based foundation for under-

standing the analytic structure of cosmological wavefunctions. Its implications range from the consis-

tency of the dS/CFT correspondence, to constraints on the phase structure of cosmological correlators,

to no-go theorems for certain parity-violating interactions. This framework therefore offers a robust

and theoretically checkable approach to quantum gravity in spacetimes with a positive cosmological

constant.

3 Reality Conditions for Kosmic Field Theories

Although the boundary theory is non–reflection positive in dS/CFT and thus unusual compared to

the familiar AdS/CFT examples, the Cosmological CPT Theorem [121] implies non-perturbative con-

straints that we can impose on the putative dual. In particular, we can ask: what classes of holographic

field theories are consistent with bulk unitarity?

3.1 Bulk Unitarity in Holographic Cosmology

A non-perturbative constraint corresponding to unitary bulk time evolution in any flat FLRW back-

ground was established in [121]. Importantly, this RR condition does not presuppose conformal

invariance of the bulk spacetime and thus the dual boundary theory: it applies more generally to

large-N holographic field theories, with conformal field theories (CFTs) arising only as the special

subclass realised at conformal fixed points. In terms of wavefunctional coefficients,

RR: [ψn(η;x; Ω)]
∗
= ψn

(
η;−eiπx; e−iπΩ

)
, (3.1)

which holds on any Cauchy slice, i.e. for any value of conformal time η (including the asymptotic

future boundary η → 0−, where the dual theory is proposed to live in dS/CFT). Regardless of whether

η = 0− or η = finite, we will hold η fixed in what follows. Accordingly, we will not explicitly write the

dependence on η in the functional form of ψn (although it is implicitly there).

25While an extension of these results to heavy fields in the principal series, where ∆ = d/2 + iν, we leave this for

future work. Doing so would require making the unpleasant decision to either sacrifice self-adjointness, or conformal

invariance of the boundary conditions. See e.g. [180–189] for discussions regarding the principal series.
26There is also an extra correction for diagrams with spinor propagators, see [121] for more details.
27For UV divergences more care is needed, see e.g. [109, 120, 190, 191].
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Instead, we will consider the effects of performing a uniform complex Weyl transformation Ω̄ of

the boundary theory. Thus we write:

RR:
[
ψn(x; Ω̄; Ω)

]∗
= ψn

(
−eiπx; Ω̄; e−iπΩ

)
, (3.2)

with Ω̄ and Ω denoting the Weyl factors of the boundary and bulk metrics, respectively. A boundary

Weyl rotation by eiπ, accompanied by a complex diffeomorphism28, can be used to remove the eiπx

rotation, yielding the equivalent relation:

RR:
[
ψn(x; Ω̄; Ω)

]∗
= ψn

(
−x; eiπΩ̄; e−iπΩ

)
. (3.3)

For parity-even theories, this further simplifies to

RR:
[
ψn(x; Ω̄; Ω)

]∗
= ψn

(
x; eiπΩ̄; e−iπΩ

)
, (3.4)

which is the form we will use in the analysis which follows.

This relation may also be directly justified by noting that the combination of the bulk Ω and

the boundary Ω̄ is simply to deform the
√
gtt component of the metric, from the value +i to −i,

which is equivalent to replacing an expanding universe with a contracting universe29. By CRT, the

resulting Bunch-Davies amplitudes must then be the complex conjugate of the original amplitude.30

Although in [121] we derived the RR relation for flat FLRW cosmologies in the Bunch-Davies state,

this justification appears to work for the Bunch-Davies state in any perpetually expanding cosmology.

From the point of view of complex analysis, it is important to note that this rotation of
√
gtt

stays in the region where ordinary QFT path integrals should converge. This argument is valid at

the level of bulk QFT. Although as usual the graviton is subject to the conformal mode problem,

inspection of simple amplitudes indicates that perturbative graviton amplitudes appear to obey the

same relationship.31

28The boundary Weyl rotation will have the effect of also rotating any boundary operator insertions. Since we

are assuming our boundary theory depends covariantly on the background metric, all diffeomorphism transformations

are automatically preserved in our covariant theory. Hence, we can use diffeomorphism transformations to rotate the

operator insertions back!
29The bulk Weyl factor Ω and boundary Weyl factor Ω̄ must rotate in opposite directions under RR to ensure that

only the time direction is Wick-rotated, while spatial directions remain spacelike. Concretely, the bulk metric takes the

conformally flat form ds2 = Ω2(−dη2 +dx2), whereas the boundary metric is induced as ḡij ∼ Ω̄2δij . If both Ω and Ω̄

were rotated by the same phase, all coordinates — including the spatial ones — would be Wick-rotated, rendering the

boundary metric fully timelike or spacelike. By instead taking

Ω → e−iπΩ , Ω̄ → e+iπΩ̄ , (3.5)

the analytic continuation affects only the time coordinate, keeping spatial slices spacelike and preserving the physical

interpretation of RR as a reflection through the light cone.
30This result is for a Lorentz-invariant, parity-even theory. In a theory with terms in the Lagrangian that are odd

under parity or time reversal, one must use (3.3), and the analysis of [121] shows that the result really requires the local

Lagrangian to satisfy RR symmetry.
31In the previous argument, we were not taking into account gravitational back-reaction, but just doing bulk QFT in

curved spacetime. Oddly, if we do take into account gravitational back reaction on the geometry (without worrying too

much about the conformal mode problem) then the final result (3.4) also appears to also apply to global de Sitter in the

Hartle-Hawking state. Although one might worry at first that the bulk Ω rotation will do bad things in the Euclidean

part of the Hartle-Hawking contour, this is compensated for by the fact that an eiπ/2Ω̄ half Weyl rotation, also changes

the (gravitationally back-reacted) scale factor a(t)2 from cosh2(t) to sinh2(t), resulting in a hyperbolic geometry of fixed

signature. Then, performing the remaining half of the Ω̄ rotation, one comes back to cosh2(t) again, but now with the

opposite sign of the Euclidean piece of the Hartle-Hawking contour. Upon doing the Ω rotation, one ends up with the

correct signs for the usual contracting Hartle-Hawking contour.
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χ = 2(1 − g)

χ = V̄ − Ē + F̄

ℐ+Ω̄

Ω

β

α

γ

Figure 2. A connected Feynman diagram with Euler characteristic χ = V̄ − Ē + F̄ on the boundary metric

ḡab and Weyl factor of Ω̄ is dual to a string worldsheet of genus g with χ = 2(1− g) with bulk metric gab and

Weyl factor of Ω. This motivates the interpretation of large-N gauge theories in the ’t Hooft limit as dual

to closed strings, even in cosmological settings. Schematic correspondence between a 2-loop boundary ribbon

graph at I+ and bulk closed-string worldsheet sphere (genus g = 0) diagram. The simplest ribbon Yang-Mills

diagram (with at least 1 vertex) that contributes at bulk tree-level is shown.

3.2 Closed Oriented Gauge Theories

Large-N gauge theories in the ’t Hooft limit [192–194] provide a mechanism for a stringy reorganisation

of perturbation theory in terms of ribbon graphs (see Figures 2 and 3).32

We will consider a boundary theory defined with respect to a fixed background metric ḡ, whose

dynamical matter fields can include gauge fields Aµ, Dirac spinor fields ψ, and/or scalars ϕ, but

possibly other types of matter as well. As the boundary theory need not be unitary, it is possible

that some fields might have negative norm or even violate spin-statistics (as long as all gauge-invariant

combinations satisfy spin-statistics33). Hence, in what follows we distinguish “spinor” from “fermion”,

and “integer-spin” from “boson”.34

For the time being, we assume that the gauge group of the gauge bosons Aµ is either U(N) or

SU(N), and that all fields transform in the adjoint representation thereof. This means that the dual

worldsheet theory will be oriented. (It is also permissible to consider a product gauge group G1×G2 . . .

as long as each of their N1, N2, . . . scales with the appropriate phase, and the matter fields each carry

a colour and anticolour, which may however be charged in distinct gauge groups. It is also possible to

32Not every ’t Hooftian gauge theory is conformal: the large-N limit with fixed λ = g2N merely ensures a string-

like genus expansion of Feynman diagrams. Conformal invariance requires the theory to sit at a fixed point of the

renormalisation group (as in N = 4 SYM), while generic large-N gauge theories such as SU(N) QCD are not conformal.
33This is so that the bulk theory satisfies spin-statistics, and thus has a chance at being unitary.
34As spin-statistics violating fields effectively count as a negative number of degrees of freedom, this possibility may

be useful in obtaining theories with a net negative central charge, as required for dS/CFT in d = 4n − 1 dimensions,

whereas a net positive number of degrees of freedom is required in d = 4n+ 1 dimensions.
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χ χ

χ

β

α

αα

γ = 2(1 ℐ g)

γ = V̄ ℐ Ē + F̄

Ω̄

Ω

Figure 3. The genus 1 analogue of Figure 2, showing the schematic correspondence between a 4-loop boundary

ribbon graph at I+ and bulk closed-string worldsheet torus (genus g = 1) diagram. This is the simplest non-

planar Feynman diagram with F̄ ≥ 3, allowing purely SU(N) fields to interact (it vanishes in pure Yang-Mills

due to Jacobi identities, but could contribute in other theories). Here we have chosen to interpret 2 of the 6

trivalent vertices as single-trace operator insertions (shown as circles) while the other 4 arise from expanding

the boundary Lagrangian.

introduce uncharged particles by a trick that will be described below.)

We will also assume that the boundary and bulk field theories are defined over a continuous

range of dimensions d (so that the loop expansion of the RR phase formula can be safely applied via

dim reg). For simplicity, we also assume that the boundary theory is parity-even (as parity-violating

theories are more complicated to dimensionally regulate), in the sense that we can flip any or all of

the coordinates without changing the unperturbed Lagrangian, and we assume that this property is

inherited by the Lagrangian of the dual bulk theory; including (by bulk Lorentz invariance) the bulk

imaginary time coordinate τ = it. Because the boundary theory is non-chiral, there is an action of

spatial reflections on the spinor fields, which means that they are really pinor fields. This in turn

implies that all traces of an odd number of their γµ matrices vanish, as even in odd dimensions the

permutation symbol ϵµνσ... with d indices is not available. This will eliminate an annoying sign issue

later on. The same applies to any half-integer spin fields appearing in the bulk dual.35

In the simplest type of ’t Hooftian gauge theory, the Lagrangian consists exclusively of single-trace

terms, of the schematic form

I =
N

λ

∫
ddx

√
ḡ Tr(M [A,ϕ, ψ; ḡ]) , (3.6)

where λ = g2N is the ’t Hooft coupling, M is an N × N matrix obtained by summing over some

matrix products of the N ×N fields (A, ϕ and ψ), and Tr is the trace over the N colour indices. We

assume that this action is covariant and gauge-invariant. It is acceptable to have multiple independent

couplings, as long as each term scales like 1/λ. The coefficients in our Lagrangian shall be defined so

35Except that in that case the forbidden permutation symbol would have d+ 1 indices.
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that all amplitudes are real, apart from the dependence on λ and N , which are allowed to be complex.36

This will allow us to derive the equation for N and λ from bulk unitarity considerations.

The cosmological wavefunction Ψ (equivalently, the generating functional) is then given by the

holographic dictionary as follows:

Ψ[ḡµν , JO, . . .] ≡ Z[ḡµν , JO, . . .] =

∫
DADϕDψ exp

(
−I[A, ϕ, ψ; ḡ] +

∫
N

λ
ddx

√
ḡ
∑
i

Ji · Oi

)
,

(3.7)

where each Ji represents a source for the single-trace matter field operators Oi, which we assume are

normalised with the same N/λ scaling, and hence have the same reality conditions, as the parameters

in the unperturbed Lagrangian. Thus, the reality condition for our boundary sources J is the same as

the reality condition for the boundary Lagrangian, and this does not need to be chosen independently.

This in turn implies a reality condition for the correlators obtained by differentiating with respect to

the J ’s. It is also permitted to differentiate with respect to gab to obtain the stress-tensor T ab.

In order to make the effects of the Ω̄ rotation completely clear, we adopt the convention that each

source J takes the form of an unweighted tensor, dotted into an O with the same number of indices.

Hence, the density of each term comes entirely from the explicit factor of
√
ḡ out front.

For a half-integer spin source, the sources must additionally depend on a spinor index in an internal

spin space. This requires introducing a spin-connection. Even on a curved background, all correlators

with an odd number of half-integer spins vanish. Correlators with an even number of spins, are

implicitly defined by parallel transporting the spins into some point p, so that all spin-gauge-invariant

information may be encoded by integer-spin tensors at p. Thought of in this way, there is no such

thing as a correlator with uncontracted spins — they always contract in a loop, allowing some γµ

trace identity (tracing over the spinor index, not N) to be used.

Terms involving bosonic fields can be contracted by an integer number of powers of the metric

gab in O, but these will drop out when doing the full Ω or Ω̄ rotation, at least in the absence of log

divergences or quantum anomalies. Terms involving spinor propagators (like ψ(γµ∂+ iAµ)ψ) are a bit

more subtle since they require a (bulk or boundary) vielbein eaµ to be defined. This counts as “half”

of a metric, and would result in an extra minus sign, any time there are an odd number of γµ symbols,

in either the boundary Feynman diagram (because of the eiπΩ̄ rotation) or the bulk Witten diagram

(because of the e−iπΩ rotation). This will in turn lead to an extra i sign in the reality condition for

ψn (see Eq. (3.18) below). Fortunately, this annoyance is absent in a parity-even theory, since traces

of an odd number of γµ symbols always vanish for the reason stated previously.37

It is also permissible to add terms to the Lagrangian with an arbitrary number of traces, so long

as each term comes with appropriate powers of N and λ:

I =

∫
ddx

√
ḡ

[
N2

λ
CT +

N

λ
Tr(. . .) +

1

λ
Tr(. . .) Tr(. . .) +

1

Nλ
Tr(. . .) Tr(. . .) Tr(. . .) + . . .

]
, (3.8)

where here CT is a pure counterterm (e.g. an Einstein-Hilbert term R) with no dependence on the

fields, and a term with t traces has a power of N2−t out front. A vertex with t traces represents a

36I.e. we choose them so that if λ and N were real, the amplitudes would be real. This would be a necessary although

not sufficient condition to define a Statistical Field Theory; in an SFT the amplitude for each history (which is now

interpreted as a probability weight) must additionally be non-negative.
37Chiral theories are likely to be more subtle, and so we leave a careful analysis of these for future work. The

boundary spinor issue can presumably be dealt with by making a judicious choice for the sign of the spinor propagator

terms in the boundary Lagrangian. But the bulk spinor issue might be more subtle, since it is not immediately apparent

how to count the total number of spinor propagator terms in a particle limit of the bulk worldsheet, simply by staring

at the dual boundary Feynman diagram.
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Figure 4. A worldsheet is pinched on a circle to form a double-trace vertex that creates/annihilates 2 strings.

We normalise such vertices in such a way that the N scaling of both diagrams is the same.

process that creates or annihilates t different strings. If such multi-trace vertices are interpreted by

smoothing them out a bit into connected tree-level worldsheets (Figure 4), then the genus expansion for

single-trace terms (described in more detail below) will continue to hold. This is also the appropriate

scaling w.r.t. N for multi-trace terms that are generated by a T 2 deformation of the boundary field

theory, when moving the boundary a finite distance into the bulk as in [42, 125–134]. Similarly, one

can also define correlators of multi-trace operators by inserting multi-trace sources Ji; these must be

inserted with the same factors of N and λ as in (3.8); otherwise the same conventions hold as in the

single-trace case.

In order to write down an SU(N) theory, it is necessary to restrict attention to the traceless part

of the N ×N matrix. For a given field ϕ, this can be done by taking the traceless combination:

ϕ̃ = ϕ− 1

N
Tr(ϕ). (3.9)

This projection onto SU(N) will introduce multi-trace terms into the Lagrangian, and it can be checked

that such terms scale with N in a way compatible with (3.8). Similarly, it is also possible to incorporate

fields transforming in the trivial representation of SU(N), by thinking of them as a matrix for which

only the trace (the U(1) factor of some U(N) adjoint) appears in the action. But be warned, such

neutral particles will count as an entire string for purposes of the genus expansion defined below; so

for example a circular 1-loop Feynman diagram would have genus g = 1, like a torus.

For Yang-Mills, or more generally any SU(N) theory where interactions only involve commutators,

the amplitudes are actually exactly the same as those of U(N) Yang-Mills, apart from the U(1) photon’s

1-loop circular diagram with no vertices. Hence, the U(N) theory automatically factorises into the

interacting SU(N) and free U(1) component. But the same may not hold for theories with other types

of Lagrangians, e.g. if matter has a Tr
(
Φ4
)
interaction term.

In either the U(N) case or the SU(N) case, there is always a factor of N2 − 1 for any pure Yang-

Mills vacuum bubble (with at least one vertex), ensuring that the amplitude vanishes for the trivial

N = 1 case. This factor arises because the total number of colour loops (and hence the N scaling)

is not always preserved by the commutator. The subleading -1 term can be thought of either as a

non-planar contribution, or else as coming from projecting out the U(1) contribution along a single

edge in the vacuum bubble. On either interpretation, in what follows we must regard the subleading
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-1 term as having a genus g one higher than the leading N2 term.38

3.3 Reality Conditions for N and λ

With the normalisation in (3.6), the connected n-point functions of single-trace operators admit the

standard ribbon-graph expansion

ψn ≡ ⟨O1 · · · On⟩conn ∼ N V̄−Ē+F̄λ Ē−V̄ = Nχλ Ē−V̄ , (3.10)

where V̄ , Ē, F̄ are the numbers of vertices, internal edges/lines, and faces (index loops), and

χ = V̄ − Ē + F̄ = 2(1− g) (3.11)

is the Euler characteristic of the ribbon graph, and g is the genus of the associated closed and orientable

string worldsheet. We place a bar39 over boundary quantities to distinguish them from bulk quantities

with the same names, e.g. the edges E and vertices V of the bulk Feynman diagram (treating strings

as particles), for which we instead have:

χ = 2(V − E) = 2(1− L), (3.12)

where L is the number of bulk loops,40 V is the number of vertices in the bulk Witten diagram

(including the boundary operator insertions) and E is the number of bulk edges (including bulk-

boundary propagators).41

Boundary Weyl rotation. The boundary Weyl rotation eiπΩ̄ now has the effect of rotating the

boundary metric components and the volume factor

ḡab → e2πiḡab =⇒ √
ḡ → eiπd

√
ḡ , (3.13)

which in turn rotates a (covariant, parity-even) integer spin boundary action by

I → eiπdI . (3.14)

In any Feynman diagram, this provides an eiπd factor for every vertex V̄ , and an extra e−iπd factor

for every internal edge Ē, since we invert the action for the propagator. (Additionally, for any spinor

field propagator term with an odd number of derivatives, we would obtain an extra minus sign due

to the contraction of the derivative with the bulk vielbein, but again for a parity-even theory we may

neglect this phase for the reasons stated above.) This yields

RR:
[
ψn(x; Ω̄; Ω)

]∗
= e iπd (V̄−Ē)ψn(x; Ω̄; e

−iπΩ) . (3.15)

38Apart from this overall N2 − 1 factor, Jacobi identities require a minimum of 5 loops to have a non-planar contri-

bution to a Yang-Mills vacuum bubble! This is analogous to the fact that there is no non-planar contribution to the

beta function until four loops [195–197].
39As a mnemonic, you can think of this bar as being the horizontal line drawn on the top of the Penrose diagram of

de Sitter, to represent I+.
40This should not be confused with the number of bulk (momentum) loops, which is given by 1− L̄ = V̄ − Ē; hence

L̄ = F̄ + 1− χ.
41On the condition that we insert only single-trace operators on the boundary, we can exclude the boundary insertions

and bulk-boundary propagators from the count, and get the same net answer.
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Bulk Weyl rotation. For the same reasons, the bulk Weyl rotation Ω → e−iπΩ gives us a factor of

e−iπD per bulk vertex, and eiπD per bulk propagator. Taking into account that D = d+ 1, this gives

us a factor e−iπ(d+1)(V−E), where

V − E = χ/2 = (V̄ − Ē + F̄ )/2. (3.16)

Hence, the reflection-reality condition becomes, in terms of boundary variables:

RR:
[
ψn(x; Ω̄; Ω)

]∗
= exp

{
iπ

2

[
2d(V̄ − Ē)− (d+ 1)(V̄ − Ē + F̄ )

]}
ψn(x; Ω̄; Ω) , (3.17)

where again we neglect the extra minus sign from spinor propagators for the same reason as stated

above.

From (3.17) we can solve directly for the phase of ψn:

ei arg(ψn) = ±
(
ψn
ψ∗
n

)1/2
(3.18)

= ± exp

{
iπ

4

[
(d+ 1)(V̄ − Ē + F̄ )− 2d(V̄ − Ē)

]}
(3.19)

= ± exp

{
iπ

4

[
(d− 1)(V̄ − Ē + F̄ ) + 2(V̄ − Ē + F̄ ) + 2d(Ē − V̄ )

]}
(3.20)

= ± exp

{
iπ

4

[
(d− 1 + 2c1)(V̄ − Ē + F̄ ) + 2(d+ 2c2)(Ē − V̄ )

]}
, (3.21)

where in the last line we used that for closed string diagrams the Euler characteristic

χ = 2(1− g) = V̄ − Ē + F̄ ∈ 2Z (3.22)

is always even, introducing integers c1, c2 ∈ Z to parametrise the degeneracy of the phase.

Phases and the effective large-N parameters. Comparing (3.10) with (3.21) one may package

the phase as complex redefinitions of N and λ:

N ∝ e(iπ/4)(d−1+2c1) , λ ∝ e(iπ/2)(d+2c2) , (3.23)

in agreement with the results (1.6) and (1.7) quoted in the introduction. Due to the integer shifts of c1
and c2, N has 4 possible phases and λ has 2 possible phases. Note, however, that for a U(N) theory,

all perturbative amplitudes are invariant under N → −N , so it might be better to think in terms of

N2 and λ, as shown in (1.6).

This makes manifest that RR generically forces at least one of N,λ to be complex, since λ ∈
R ⇐⇒ d ∈ 2Z, but N ∈ R ⇐⇒ d ∈ 2Z+1, i.e. the boundary theory is non-unitary in the usual sense.

Hence, in holographic cosmology, no unitary ’t Hooftian gauge theory satisfies bulk RR! (At least in

the parity-even case.)42

3.4 Closure Under RG flow

The next thing to check is whether our proposed phases for N and λ result in a class of theories which

is closed under RG flow. If not, it would raise the question of whether our assignments are physically

42Of course all unitary boundary theories satisfy RR on the boundary, because reflection positivity is implied by

reflection positivity. But throughout this paper, RR means reflection reality of the bulk Euclidean theory.
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meaningful, as imposing them at one value of the UV cutoff ϵ1 would lead to a different result than

imposing them at another value ϵ2.

More precisely, the question is whether there exists a natural choice of RG scheme for which this

is the case. Power law divergences can always be removed by a suitable choice of scheme (in fact,

this happens automatically in RG schemes based on analytic continuation, such as dim reg or zeta

function). Therefore, at least perturbatively, it is only necessary to check whether the right phases

are obtained for log divergent diagrams.

We will find that this is in fact the case for all diagrams that do not change the topology of the ’t

Hooft worldsheet (and thus are independent of N). For diagrams that do change the topology, there

can sometimes be an unexpected phase, which we attempt to interpret at the end of this subsection.

In general, (non-exact) renormalisation proceeds by identifying a divergent subdiagram of the

Feynman graph, containing one or more loops, and replacing it with a counterterm vertex.43 Now in

an ’t Hooftian gauge theory, a loop can be contracted to a vertex in multiple ways, depending on the

relation to the colour structure (see Figure 3). The following examples illustrate the range of possible

processes:

1. One or more colour cycles can be contracted. If all the vertices involved are single-trace, this

generates a β-function for another single-trace vertex, which is independent of N because the

topology does not change.44

2. A loop not containing a colour cycle can be “pinched” down to a point, as in Figure 4 shown

previously. This results in a β function for a multi-trace operator. Given theN dependence of the

multi-trace terms in (3.8), such pinching processes are not regarded as changing the worldsheet

topology, and as a result we do not need to worry about the N dependence of such β functions.

3. An entire sphere is integrated out, to form a counterterm at a single point. In the case where

all vertices are single-trace, this results in a “pure counterterm”.45 This is a zero-trace operator,

and yet because there is already the correct factor of N2 in the CT factor of (3.8), again, this

already has the right factors of N .

4. An entire handle is integrated out. This increases the value of χ → χ + 2 and thus results in a

subleading 1/N2 correction to the β function.

5. An entire Riemann surface Σ with genus g ≥ 1 is integrated out. This is a combination of the

previous 2 cases, and thus also results in a subleading 1/N2 correction.

Let us refer to processes #1-3 as “topologically trivial” (since they don’t change the π1 homotopy

group) and processes #4-5 as “topologically nontrivial” (because they do).

Topologically Trivial RG. For topologically trivial RG, we can ignore N as a parameter and

simply think about λ, which as stated above scales as

λ ∝ ±eiπ(d/2). (3.24)

43If this subdiagram itself contains a divergent subdiagram, there can be nested divergences (giving rise to e.g. prod-

ucts of logs). Here we assume such cases can be dealt with iteratively, and thus consider a simple diagram which is

either log divergent or not.
44If any of the operators are multi-trace, the extra strings produced simply “go along for the ride” without partici-

pating in a meaningful way. Hence, the resulting counterterm has as many “extra traces” (beyond 1) as the sum of the

extra traces that went into it.
45If there are vertices with “extra traces”, the resulting counterterm has that many total traces.
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In this case, the RG flow is closed in arbitrary dimension d. In dim reg of a weakly coupled perturbation

expansion, log divergences manifest as poles in the dependence of the amplitude on d. Such poles can

appear only when d = rational. At the leading order where log divergences appear, the statement of

closure is that when all vertices and edges in the diagram receive the appropriate phases given (3.24),

the resulting counterterm vertex also does. This requires that

λĒ−(V̄−1) = λL̄ ∝ ±1, (3.25)

whenever L̄ is such as to permit a log divergence. To build intuition let us look at a scalar field theory

with an arbitrary potential:

I =
1

λ

∫
ddx

√
ḡ
[
∂µϕ∂

µϕ+ V (ϕ)
]
. (3.26)

In this case, the superficial degree of divergence of a subdiagram Γ is

D[Γ] = L̄d− 2Ē − 2n∂ , (3.27)

where the first term comes from the L̄ integrals over d components of momentum p, Ē counts the

number of massless 1/p2 propagators, and n∂ is the number of extra derivatives appearing in the

resulting counterterm (which is always even by covariance). In fact the Ē term doesn’t matter, because

the n∂ term already means we can only constrainD mod 2.46 The existence of a log divergence requires

that

D = 0 =⇒ L̄d mod 2 = 0. (3.28)

Hence, L̄ = 2n/d for some integer n, and plugging into (3.24) we obtain

λL̄ ∝ ±eiπn = ±1, (3.29)

which verifies the closure relation (3.25).47 A special case of this result is that when d = odd, log

divergences only occur with an even number of loops, so that a pure imaginary action is closed under

RG.

At first sight, the addition of particles with spin complicates the narrative, but in fact the same

result holds, at least given our simplifying assumption of a parity-even theory. For example, vec-

tor bosons can allow couplings with an odd number of derivatives, e.g. Aµϕ∂
µϕ (scalar QED) or

[Aµ, Aν ]∂
µAν (Yang-Mills). But, at least in a parity-even theory, the same results follow. A covariant

vertex will always satisfy n∂ + nA = even, due to the fact that all indices must be contracted with

the boundary metric ḡµν .
48 Since nA, the number of external Aµ lines,49 is always conserved mod

2 by RG flow (our only options are to Wick-contract them or else have them stick out of the final

counterterm vertex), the condition (3.28) is the same as the scalar case.

The same conclusion holds for half-integer spin fields. In this case, spinor propagator terms like

ψγµ(∂µ+ iAµ)ψ have n∂ +nA = odd, but these cancel in a parity-even theory due to the vanishing of

traces of odd number of γµ matrices. Hence, for a general parity-even theory, the complex phase for

λ is closed under general topologically-trivial RG flows, i.e. at leading order in a 1/N expansion.

46For the same reasons, adding covariant higher derivative terms to the Lagrangian won’t change the story.
47In fact, this closure argument works for any linear dependence of arg(λ) on d, as long as λ ∈ R whenever d = even.
48If we were not imposing the parity-even assumption, then there would also be the possibility of contracting with

the permutation symbol ϵµν..., which has an odd number of indices when d = odd. This might affect the appropriate

reality conditions for parity-odd terms in a KFT.
49More generally, the number of fields whose polarisation tensor has an odd number of indices.
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There is another, more abstract, argument which establishes the same conclusion. This argument

notes that the phase in (3.24) originally arises from a complex rescaling of the x coordinate in (3.1).

Now RG flow is just a real rescaling of x. Any two such rescalings commute with each other. Hence

— at least to all orders in boundary perturbation theory where the continuations are analytic — the

flow must be closed under RG. Of course, this argument requires that the original theory with real λ

be closed under RG, but this is obvious since if all amplitudes are real then there is no opportunity

for an imaginary component to arise.

An advantage of this more abstract argument is that it makes it clear that the closure continues

to hold even in the presence of imaginary shifts arising if we do dim reg, in a manner compatible with

our d-dependent phases (see the discussion under (1.7)). Although the resulting imaginary shifts are

finite in the presence of a single log divergence, they might potentially contribute to a divergence in

the case of a doubly divergent Feynman diagram with a log2 divergence (i.e. at second order in the

RG flow).

Topologically Nontrivial RG. Let us now consider the topologically nontrivial case. Of course N

is not itself renormalised, but it can enter into the β-functions of vertices. In general (except perhaps

in a superrenormalisable theory) there is no way to preclude 1/N2 corrections from entering into the

β-functions at sufficiently high order in perturbation theory, and their log divergences do not appear

to be constrained by any similar parity argument. Thus, if we also demand that renormalisation also

respects our reality condition, we need

N2 ∝ ±1 =⇒ d = odd. (3.30)

It would appear that our condition for being a KFT is not closed for e.g. d = even dimensional

boundary field theories.

We are not certain how to interpret this fact, given that the complex N2 rotation is apparently

required for bulk unitarity. But it could be that the genus expansion must be treated in a fundamentally

different way than the λ expansion, and that the differing phases in the higher genus expansion keep

track of some important physical effect. In the context of dS/CFT, a boundary UV divergence should

correspond to a bulk IR divergence; thus we should look for a physical bulk phenomenon that can

only occur for IR divergences involving loops.50

An example of such a phenomenon in de Sitter is particle decay. If e.g. a ϕ particle is unstable,

it will decay into n > 1 other particles before reaching I+, hence its probability to not decay should

diminish exponentially with proper time. This reduction of the amplitude for the 1-particle state,

is given by a diagram involving L̄ = n loops (which destructively interferes with the process where

no decay occurs). From a mathematical perspective, nothing prevents us from post-selecting onto

a scenario in which the particle reaches I+ without decaying, even though this process occurs with

0 probability in the limit η0 → 0−. However, an anomalous dimension is introduced into the dual

associated boundary operator O, as a result of the need to introduce a normalisation factor which

diverges as η0 → 0−.51

50IR divergences in dS/CFT were recently studied in [70], although they did not explicitly discuss issues related to

postselection or decay processes.
51We can apply the same postselection procedure to cases in which the de Sitter vacuum is itself metastable, and has

a small nonzero probability p to decay in any unit de Sitter volume. This leads to an exponential decay for survival in

all space regions, which is formally exp(−pVol[dS]). Such a term may be absorbed into a d-dimensional cosmological

constant in the effective action logZ of the boundary theory — so there is still a well-defined boundary dual — but

the sign of this counterterm is real, not imaginary, and therefore does not correspond our condition (3.8) for zero-trace

counterterms. This merely apparent deviation from the requirements imposed by bulk unitarity, is physically explained
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In general, decay leads to an imaginary shift in the mass of the unstable particle: m2 → m2 − iε,

which is an IR divergent phenomenon because (in a given scattering process) it can occur anywhere

on the external particle leg. By the mass relation (1.2), m2L2
dS = ∆(d−∆), this leads to a shift in ∆

away from a unitary representation of the conformal group Spin(d+ 1, 1). Let us work to first order

in ε. In the principal series, this corresponds to an increase of the real part: Re[∆] = d/2 + O(ε),

which has a nice semiclassical interpretation as representing the additional exponential factor due to

decay. In the complementary series, it should lead to an imaginary O(ε) shift. Either way, it leads to

a result not permitted by the naive unitary single-particle representations (not because the dS bulk

theory is truly non-unitary, but because the probability leaked into multi-particle states). Hence, there

should exist a bulk 1-loop process which has a complex sign relative to the tree-level expectations for

unitarity, and this sign might be provided by integrating out handles in the ’t Hooft worldsheets.52

It might also be relevant that in a renormalisable theory,53 these topologically nontrivial diver-

gences disappear if we fix the boundary momenta pµ going around all noncontractible π1-cycles of the

’t Hooft worldsheet. (Perhaps, with the motivation that the integration over such momenta is more

easily dealt with on the bulk side of the duality, rather than on the boundary side.) This stipulation

means that we can only integrate momentum around the colour faces. As an example, consider ϕn

theory in d dimensions. In any vacuum bubble (with fixed π1 momenta), the number of d-momentum

integrals
∫
ddp is given by F̄ − 1 (the last one doesn’t count because it is redundant with the others).

Of the edges Ē, each one has a factor of 1/p2.

Since each edge has two faces next to it, it is clever to associate one factor of 1/p with each face,

so that a face with exactly d edges contributes nothing to the degree of divergence D. Then, in order

for a subdiagram Γ to be divergent, it needs to satisfy the criterion

s(Γ) := Average(Edges per Face in Γ) < d, (3.31)

where the inequality on the sides s is strict because either (i) the subdiagram is incomplete, in which

case the edges on its boundary (which are connected to only one face in the divergent subdiagram)

have an extra 1/p associated with them, or (ii) the diagram is the entire bubble,54 in which case the

final face is redundant as stated above. Now the marginally renormalisable theories (ϕ6 in d = 3, ϕ4

in d = 4, and ϕ3 in d = 6) lie at precisely the threshold for a tiling with n different d-gons lying flat

in a plane. That is, the conditions of renormalisability for general d is

1

n
+

1

d
≥ 1

2
, (3.32)

which is the same as the conditions for a non-negatively curved tiling if we substitute s for d. Saturation

of this inequality corresponds to a graph Γ with χ = 0 (e.g. a torus), but as (3.31) is strict, this cannot

actually be divergent. Hence, a divergent diagram always has χ > 0, and as a result it must be simply

connected.55 For a superrenormalisable theory, we have the stronger result that the average curvature

by the fact that some probability “went elsewhere” (to whatever the final state of vacuum decay is) and was not captured

by our choice of boundary field theory at I+. The general lesson is that contexts involving postselection should lead

to corrections to the reality conditions defining a KFT. A similar vacuum decay phenomenon should arise in unstable

vacua, from loop amplitudes involving tachyons (whose existence is hard to avoid in weakly coupled boundary duals, as

discussed in Section 1.9) but we do not consider such amplitudes carefully in this article.
52Even when d = odd, such a sign could appear if the IR divergent diagram also has a UV log divergence, necessitating

the use of dim reg, and hence (according to (1.6)) a slightly non-real value for N2.
53For the usual reasons, a nonrenormalisable theory is potentially ill-defined in the UV, unless it can be given a UV

completion by a better behaved theory.
54If some of the vertices are multi-trace, the “extra traces” may simply be ignored in this argument.
55Here we are assuming orientability, but even in the non-orientable case χ = 1, the resulting homotopy group is

π1 = Z2, which has finite order and thus does not permit a net flow of momentum around a noncontractible cycle.
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of the diagram is bounded below by some positive coefficient, and this is precisely why such theories

are superrenormalisable, i.e. only a finite number of divergent diagrams exist. This explains why the

same formula (3.32) applies to both tilings and renormalisation.56

This analysis may be extended to spinor and vector couplings. Although the relationship to tilings

becomes more complicated, fixing the π1-momenta still suffices to eliminate topologically nontrivial

RG, in any renormalisable theory. Although massless spinor propagators contribute only 1/p to

momentum integrals, the valence of renormalisable vertices becomes correspondingly more limited, in

a way that continues to enforce χ > 0 for all divergent subdiagrams.

3.5 Open and Non-Oriented Cases

It seems natural to ask if there is a similarly nice choice of phases for open and/or non-oriented strings,

ensuring the satisfaction of bulk RR to all orders. The answer appears to be no, at least for general

dimension d. For generic real d, there appears to be no choice of phase that works for all bulk diagrams,

regardless of the order of loops L. However, again for d = odd, the requisite phase is independent of

L, and we find that the same phases work as before.

In the ’t Hooft duality, open strings are obtained by adding quarks in the fundamental representa-

tion, while non-oriented strings are obtained by replacing the gauge-group with an orthogonal group

O(N) or a symplectic group Sp(N). In all cases, we can continue to define the Euler number from the

boundary as:

χ = V̄ − Ē + F̄ , (3.33)

and we discover that χ is odd in some cases, leading to terms in the expansion with odd powers of N .

But the relationship of χ to the bulk Witten diagrams becomes more fraught. (Clearly, L = χ/2− 1

must fail, since L must be a natural number.)

In general, a Riemann surface may have g ≥ 0 handles, b ≥ 0 open boundary circles, and c ≥ 0

cross-caps. The allowed topologies form a monoid under the connected sum operation, subject to a

single relation: 3 crosscaps = 1 handle + 1 crosscap. The Euler characteristic is:

χ = 2− 2g − b− c, (3.34)

These may be interpreted as string diagrams, which degenerate to Feynman diagrams along various

limits [198], or Witten diagrams if we allow particles to reach an asymptotically dS boundary. However,

if b + c ≥ 2, then there exist multiple interpretations of the same string diagram as Witten diagrams

with different numbers of loops L. For example, the Riemann surfaces with b + c = 2, χ = 0, are

composed as follows:

• 2 boundaries = Cylinder,

• 2 cross-caps = Klein Bottle, &

• 1 boundary + 1 cross-cap = Möbius Strip.

56In fact, the five interacting superrenormalisable ϕn theories (with integer n > 2 and d > 2) are in 1-to-1 correspon-

dence with the five Platonic solids. In each case, the maximal sized divergent Feynman graphs Γ have exactly half the

element count of the corresponding Platonic solid. The reason for the “half” is that actually the non-orientable case

χ = 1 works best because F̄ = L̄+χ−1. E.g. a maximally divergent diagram for ϕ3 theory in d = 5 would have V̄ = 10,

Ē = 15, and L̄ = 6; and one example of such a diagram would be an antipodally identified dodecahedron. (There are

others, because the faces are only required to be pentagons on average.)
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In each of these cases, there exist particle interpretations which have both L = 0 (tree-level) and L = 1

(loop-level). For example, in the case of the Cylinder (perhaps dressed with vertex operators going

to the boundary), we may interpret it either as an open string (L = 1) or as a closed string that is

created, propagates along an edge, and then is annihilated (L = 0). This is the famous open-closed

string duality; see e.g. Figure 3.6 of Polchinski [198]. This is quite unlike the torus where we could

only interpret it as being L = 1.57 Similarly, although the Klein Bottle and Möbius Strip may be

interpreted as loops of a closed and open string respectively (glued with a twist), they may also be

viewed as tree-level processes by thinking of the cross-cap(s) as the creation or annihilation of a closed

string.

Now, let us compare to the effects of the bulk Ω rotation, and its relationship to N .58 As shown

above, RR requires each bulk Witten diagram to have a contribution to its phase of

e(iπ/2)(d+1)(V−E) = e(iπ/2)(d+1)(1−L), (3.35)

which, if it is to be explained by a rotation of N , requires that

Nχ = ±e(iπ/2)(d+1)(1−L) (3.36)

for all possible choices of L associated with a given string diagram. As L differs by units of 1,

consistency therefore requires

d = odd, N ∈ R, (3.37)

where the second condition is on N rather than N2 because χ can be odd. Hence, we find the very

surprising result that (assuming holographic duality to an ’t Hooftian gauge theory), open and/or

non-oriented strings are allowed only in an even dimensional de Sitter spacetime!59

Even then, we are not completely out of the woods, because the restriction on d means we cannot

sidestep issues related to bulk quantum log divergences, by doing dimensional regularisation of both

sides (as we proposed for the U(N) adjoints case). The proper treatment of such divergences might

then lead to additional consistency conditions, which we leave for future work.60

Open-Closed Euler Number. A few more words are helpful concerning the open-closed case. The

simplest types of bulk vertex each have a calculable contribution to the Euler characteristic. This can

be calculated to be:

χ = 2(Vcl − Ecl) + (Vop − Eop), (3.38)

where “cl” (closed) represents a vertex or edge involving closed strings only, while “op” (open) rep-

resents a vertex or edge involving some open strings traced together in a circle (plus any number of

57Assuming of course that we do not allow an entire handle to be compressed into a single vertex of the bulk theory.
58There is no corresponding issue with Ω̄ rotation, as this can be calculated directly from Ē − V̄ .
59Since the moduli space of the full worldsheet string theory is ambiguous with respect to L, one might wonder what

the phase of the string diagram itself is. However, this is itself an ambiguous question, because the contour of integration

over the worldsheet moduli parameters can be deformed in various ways. All that really matters is that the contour has

the right asymptotics at the boundary of the moduli space. In order to obtain a Lorentzian string S-matrix in e.g. flat

spacetime, the iε prescription for string theory [199] states that as the worldsheet degenerates along any direction, this

degeneration should (asymptotically) be integrated along a Lorentzian proper time contour. At the boundary of the

moduli space, the L value of the worldsheet becomes unambiguous, and in this limit string theory gives the same factors

of i that are expected from ordinary particle field theory.
60The example of AdS/CFT suggests that the UV finiteness of the bulk string theory could be an automatic con-

sequence of finding a fully valid dS/CFT correspondence, in which case there might well be no need to dimensionally

regulate the bulk theory. (This should not be confused with the story of boundary UV divergences, which are dual to

bulk IR divergences.)
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closed strings). From this perspective, we can immediately see the problem. For a diagram involving

open strings only, we could make things work by selecting

N ∝ ±eiπd/2, (3.39)

while for closed strings we want N2 on the LHS as stated above. These conditions are only compatible

when d = odd, as stated above. (For bulk tree-level correlators, we can make everything work by

also taking Nf , the number of quark flavours, to scale as Nf ∝ ±N , thus ensuring that all tree-level

correlators scale like N2. But this does not work in the general case, as can be seen from the fact that

b is a topological invariant of the Riemann surface, while L is not.)

Vector Models. However, (3.39) does give the right scaling for vector models, such as the analyti-

cally continued O(N) model, in which all of the boundary fields are in the fundamental representation.

The only “single-trace” combinations are doublets (schematically of the form ϕ · ϕ, but possibly with

derivatives). These seem to be dual to higher-spin gravity models, with the best studied being the

duality [77] between an Sp(N) model of scalar fermions in d = 3, and Vasiliev gravity in D = 4.

Here, the boundary theory can be free (which means that λ plays no role in perturbation theory). In

the bulk, all correlators are rational, and thus seem to come from the tree-level contribution alone,

presumably implying that loop contributions cancel [200].

4 A Glance at Positivity Conditions

Although the RR condition is necessary for bulk unitarity, it is not sufficient. It needs to be supple-

mented with the statement that the norm of every bulk state is positive.

We do not yet have a good understanding of what this positivity condition should look like as

applied to the boundary theory, but we can check some specific features. (Some constraints from only

having states with positive norm have been explored in [201–209], and explained in a particularly

pedagogical way in [210].) We will do this under the dS/CFT assumption that the boundary is

conformally invariant.

In this section we will look at the sign imposed by unitarity for the central charge c (measuring

the net number of degrees of freedom of the model) and the 2-point function of scalar operators in the

complementary series 0 ≤ ∆ ≤ d.

4.1 Sign of the Central Charge

Although in general [121] only derived a reality condition, the sign of the tree-level central charge c in

a dS/CFT can be determined from the positivity of the Newton constant G > 0.

By the central charge c of a CFT, we mean any overall measure of the degrees of freedom, whether

via a trace anomaly (when d = even), the sphere partition function (when d ̸= even), the 2-point

entropy of the stress-tensor (in any d) or the universal piece of the boundary entanglement entropy,

in each case defined so that unitary theories have c > 0. But even for dS/CFT, in cases where two

different measures of c exist, their phase agrees in every example that we have checked.

For dS with G > 0, the central charge has the sign:

c ∝ eiπ(d−1)/2. (4.1)

(Note the absence of the ± symbol; the whole point of this section is to try to pin down the sign of

some things completely.) This is in agreement with bulk calculations in various dimensions [19, 77,
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95, 134, 149, 211, 212], and implies a fascinating d mod 4 pattern in the characteristic properties of

the theory. When d = even we need c to be imaginary at tree-level (but in d = 2, [95, 149] find a real

correction at L = 1, in agreement with expectations). In d = 4n+3 we need the number of degrees of

freedom to be negative (which explains the spin-statistic violation in the d = 3 dual to Vasiliev). On

the other hand, a dS/CFT in d = 4n + 1 dimensions would require a net positive number of degrees

of freedom.

Since in an adjoint Yang-Mills model, the U(N) gauge field Aµ has N2 degrees of freedom, this

suggests that we should use the + sign in (1.6), that is:

N2 = id−1, (4.2)

where here we restrict to integer dimensions, since full unitarity (unlike RR) is only possible in that

case. That would mean that the number of colours can be an integer N ∈ Z ⊆ R only when d = 4n+3,

corresponding to a positive number of degrees of freedom.61

For a free theory, c is independent of λ. Thus, if we start with a weakly coupled unitary theory

prior to doing the N and λ rotations, then (4.2) gives the correct sign for N2 (or for N in a vector

model). At strongly coupled λ one might guess we use the same sign, but it could be that there is

some critical value of λ at which c changes sign, in which case the weakly coupled behaviour may be

misleading.

4.2 Sign of the Two-Point Function

It is also instructive to check what conditions are required for the phase of the two-point function

and the normalisability condition (that the wavefunction Ψ ≡ Z is normalisable) for bulk-unitary

theories. Although it is dubious that a weakly–coupled boundary field theory could provide a consistent

realisation of holographic cosmology, in this section we will nevertheless check positivity conditions

from bulk unitarity in the free limit. In this section we will we work with our bulk CRT constraint

(2.11) rather than the RR constraint, as the two are equivalent for scale-invariant cosmologies.62

We will first consider a scalar operator O in the complementary series, whose boundary operator

satisfies 0 ≤ ∆ ≤ d. In position space, the (tree-level contribution to the) 2-point function at the

boundary CFT has the form:63

−ψ(0)
2 (η = 0−;y1,y2) ∝ f(∆) |y1 − y2|−2∆, (4.3)

where f(∆) is a phase to be determined, and the minus sign on the LHS is to cancel out the minus

sign in (2.1) that is conventionally introduced in the cosmology literature, but is not present in the

usual field theory definition of the 2-pt function. Up to a positive factor, the Fourier transform to

momentum space is (with the overall δd(k1 − k2) delta function stripped off):

−ψ(0)
2 (η = 0−;k) ∝ Γ(d2 −∆)f(∆) |k|2∆−d, (4.4)

as can be seen from the fact that there are poles in the Fourier transform whenever ∆ = d
2 + n,

for n ∈ N. Whenever ∆ is sitting at one of these poles, a nontrivial renormalisation is required

61This is a bit too hasty, since it could be that there are also an effectively a negative number of flavours of matter

fields ψ and ϕ in the action! These could overcome the positive gauge degrees of freedom. However, a possible argument

against this scenario, from looking at the free limit, will be presented in Section 4.2.
62While a Yang-Mills gauge field in d ̸= 4 is not conformally-invariant even in the free limit, it is scale-invariant,

modulo issues involving quantisation of charge which do not affect the flat space n-point functions.
63When ∆ ≥ d/2, this is modulo contact terms at y1 = y2, whose purpose is to ensure finiteness when integrating

with a smooth test function.

32



that introduces an arbitrary scale k0, leading to a factor of (−1)n+1 log(|k|/k0) in the RHS of (4.4),

replacing the divergent Γ factor, where the sign as |k| → ∞ matches the case of slightly higher ∆, and

the sign as |k| → 0 matches the case of slightly lower ∆. The reason this happens is that |k|2n is a

polynomial in the k vector, and without the log term it would Fourier transform to a pure contract

term, failing to match (4.3).

For a unitary bulk theory (and for a non-tachyon field), the Bunch-Davies wavefunction Ψ[J ]

should be normalisable. This is easiest to check in momentum space,64 where it requires (for a free

theory) that the phase of the −ψ2 coefficient is negative:

Re[−ψ2] = Re[Γ(d2 −∆)f(∆)] < 0. (4.5)

Even in an interacting theory, (4.5) should hold (at least weakly as ≤ 0) if we demand that we are

Taylor expanding the cosmological wavefunction around a peak of its absolute value (rather than a

saddle point or minimum).65

Meanwhile our CRT reality condition (2.14) implies that

f(∆) ∝ ±e(iπ/2)((d+1)−2d+2∆) = ±eiπ(∆−(d−1)/2). (4.6)

Combining (4.5) and (4.6), we deduce that in momentum space, we have

Γ(d2 −∆)f(∆) ∝ (−1)

⌊
∆−d2

⌋
eiπ(∆−(d−1)/2), (4.7)

where the sign prefactor ensures that the real part is non-positive.66 The jumps in the sign occur

whenever f(∆) is purely imaginary, and are always associated with log divergences in holographic

renormalisation.

Hence, the correct position space phase is:

f(∆) ∝ ieiπ(∆−(d−2)/2) (4.8)

whenever ∆ > (d − 2)/2, which is the case of interest when rotating from a unitary theory.67 As a

sanity check, for ∆ < d/2, the signs are the same in position and momentum space, and hence in the

window (d−2)/2 < ∆ < d/2, the real part of the phase (4.8) is negative. And the signs are real in the

conformally coupled cases ∆ = (d± 1)/2, as this is equivalent to a flat spacetime, where the vacuum

state should have time-reversal symmetry.

Next, we check what values of N and λ are required when the boundary theory is weakly coupled,

and arises from rotating a unitary theory. (Neither of these assumptions needs to be true in general;

64The reason for this, is that a k momentum state is an eigenvalue mode of the 2-pt function, and so the normalisation

criterion is simple. The position space correlator with y1 ̸= y2 is an off-diagonal element, and so its relation to

normalisability is more obscure.
65From the bulk perspective where Ψ[J ] is a wavefunction (i.e. the square-root of a probability distribution), this

“peak” is somewhat dependent on the measure used to evaluate Ψ[J ], but in the large N limit one gets tightly peaked

Gaussians, and so reasonably smooth choices of measure should agree. While from a boundary perspective, Z[J ] is

defined as a functional over J from the beginning. Evidently, some sort of measure on the sources J enters into the

dS/CFT dictionary, or it would not be possible to compare these two objects.
66That is, the real part has the opposite sign as would be expected in a Statistical CFT, for a 2-pt function without

UV divergences (∆ < d/2).
67Whenever ∆ < (d− 2)/2−n, n ∈ N, there is a sign jump in position space. Although bulk unitarity in dS does not

prohibit operators with ∆ < (d− 2)/2, in general these are more annoying because they require introducing boundary

counterterms proportional to products of dynamical boundary operators, rather than just fixed boundary sources. So

at least from a bulk perspective, you would generally want to consider the Fourier transformed basis in which the roles

of the source and operator are swapped. This would, however, correspond to a modified dual boundary CFT.
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this is merely a first pass at identifying the correct positivity constraint.) Consider first operators of

the form

Op =
N

λ
:Tr(ϕp) : , (4.9)

where ϕ is a boundary adjoint scalar, p ≥ 2 in an SU(N) theory, and for the moment we assume a

conventional structure of the particle spectrum (no negative flavours, no negative norm states, etc.),

so that all phases (including minus signs relative to unitary models) originate purely from the complex

values of the parameters N and λ.

We now examine the boundary position space 2 point function:

⟨Op(y1)Op(y2)⟩ ∝ N2λp−2, (4.10)

because in the free limit the phase comes from a simple Wick contraction of all ϕ’s in one operator

with all ϕ’s in the other. Since ϕ is a free field, the weight of Op is just p times the unitary bound:

∆p = p(d− 2)/2, and thus plugging into (4.8) we obtain

−ψ2 ∝ N2

λ
λp−1 ∝ ieiπ(p−1)(d−2)/2. (4.11)

Now taking the (p− 1) root of both sides, we have the solution:

N2 = id−1 , λ = id−2 , (4.12)

where this is the only solution that works for both p = 2 and p = 3 (the latter of which is in

the complementary series range for d ≤ 6, where ϕ3 is renormalisable).68 Hence the phase is fixed

uniquely by the boundary dimension d mod 4, with no residual ± ambiguity. This is the key point of

the exercise: in this simplified free-field limit, consistency with bulk unitarity and normalisability of

the wavefunction enforces definite complex phases for both N2 and λ.69

If we replace two of the ϕ’s in the trace (4.9) with two spinors ψ2, this adds +1 to the dimension

of ∆p, because each free spinor has a different dimension ∆ψ = (d − 1)/2. This is presumably dealt

with by the 2 extra factors of i appearing upon doing the Ω̄ rotation of the boundary vielbein eaµ in

the spinor propagator (this did not matter in Section 3.2 because there we were not concerned with

an overall minus sign).

Beyond Scalar Operators. The above analysis can also be generalised beyond the case of scalar

operators. In the case of a stress-tensor 2-point function ⟨TT ⟩, the condition is the same as for scalar

operators. Indeed, the overall stress-tensor coefficient was already fixed by c, in full agreement with

(4.2). Actually, in a free theory there are multiple stress-tensors, one for each gauge-distinguishable

species of boundary field. Enforcing positivity for each of them would additionally require the number

of each type of species to be positive. This would naively rule out a scenario with d = 4n+ 3 and yet

N2 > 0, in which the required c < 0 arises from a negative number of ϕ or ψ matter fields. However,

when interactions are introduced with |λ| > 0, only one of these stress-tensors will remain conserved,

68If the the theory is such that the operator spectrum can be restricted to include only traces with p = even, there

is a second solution sending λ→ −λ; this reverses the signs of Feynman diagrams with an odd number of vertices.
69It is worth noting that a gauge theory is most likely to be stable nonperturbatively if Re[λ] ≥ 0. This suggests

that dS/CFT is most likely to be defined in the ranges 1 ≤ d ≤ 3 and 5 ≤ d ≤ 7, with d = 4 (the critical dimension for

perturbative Yang-Mills) excluded. Nevertheless, at the level of a formal perturbation expansion, a d = 4+ ϵ expansion

to d = 5 might be a possible way to access strongly coupled gauge theories in d = 5 dimensions, where N2 > 0 is

permitted. See [213, 214] for discussion of the 4 + ϵ expansion for Yang-Mills (in the unitary case).
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and so it is not completely clear that this scenario can be ruled out in the case of a strongly interacting

theory.

If the boundary theory has a continuous global symmetry, we can also look at the correlators

of the associated conserved Noether current Jµ, which (if the matter sector it acts on is a CFT)

has dimension ∆J = d − 1, and is a conformal primary (distinct from the derivative ∂O of a scalar

operator, which is not). In this case, similar arguments show that for a unitary bulk dual (containing

a Maxwell field) the 2-point function of Jµ also has the phase

⟨Jµ((y1)J
ν(y2)⟩ ∝ ieiπ(∆J−(d−2)/2) = id−4 (4.13)

relative to the unitary case (with the index structure being the only one allowed by conservation and

scaling). Since a conserved current is bilinear in the free fields (e.g. Jµ ∼ ϕ∗∂µϕ or ψγµψ), it scales

as N2. Thus, it turns out that (starting with the unitary case) this requires the opposite sign of N2

as the spin 0 and spin 2 operators!70 This gives rise to an apparent inconsistency. This suggests the

need for either (i) some additional nonunitary feature in the boundary theory, such as rotating Jµ by

an additional factor of i, or else (ii) odd index currents must be gauged in order to have a unitary

bulk dual, or else (iii) perhaps the sign can change at strong coupling. This is another puzzle which

might help to illuminate the constraints required for a consistent example of dS/CFT.

5 Even vs Odd Dimensions

A striking outcome of our analysis is the sharp distinction between even- and odd-dimensional cos-

mological spacetimes in the formulation of Kosmic Field Theories (KFTs). Several structural features

make the case of d = odd boundary dimensions significantly more natural, and more likely to be

consistent. If any of these features play an important role in our own universe, this could potentially

explain why the cosmology we observe has an even number (d+ 1 = 4) of spacetime dimensions.

1. Central charge and large-N scaling. As discussed in Section 4.1 and [121], the number of

degrees of freedom of a KFT has to scale as id−1, where d is the boundary dimension. This means

that for even-dimensional de Sitter spacetimes (d = odd) the analogue of the central charge, scaling as

N2 at large-N , is real. This also makes it possible that N ∈ Z, thus satisfying the usual quantisation

condition for the number of colours. By contrast, in odd-dimensional de Sitter (d = even), the

central charge is imaginary at tree-level and at L = even loop order. The physical meaning of an

imaginary central charge, which nominally counts degrees of freedom, is obscure, and undermines any

straightforward interpretation in terms of the number of degrees of freedom, for KFTs in even d.

On the other hand, it is easy to construct field theories with a positive number of degrees of freedom

in d = 4n + 1, or a even negative number of degrees of freedom, in d = 4n − 1. The latter can be

done by adding spin-statistics violating ghosts, which effectively count as negative degrees of freedom.

(This is most familiar from their use as Faddeev-Popov ghosts to cancel unwanted degrees of freedom,

but in this case we be introducing them for other reasons.) This would be the case corresponding to

our own physical universe d = 3, and also holds for the Sp(N) duals to Vasiliev gravity, although our

analysis of the 2 point function in Section 4.2 suggests that it may not be possible to make this work

for weakly coupled adjoint models.

70This is not true of ∂O, the derivative of a scalar, as in this case an appropriate phase is inherited from that of the

scalar, whose ∆ is one less than that of ∂O.
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2. Closure under RG flow. As shown in Section 3.4, when d = odd, our conditions for a KFT are

closed under RG flow. For other dimensions d, this only seems to be true for topologically trivial RG

flows, i.e. at leading order in a 1/N expansion. This seems to imply that, while one could potentially

identify strongly coupled KFT fixed points in the large N limit, worldsheet loop corrections would need

to be handled separately without absorbing them into the parameters of the boundary Lagrangian.

3. Open and Non-orientable String Duality. Consistency of string perturbation theory re-

quires open–closed duality: surfaces with boundaries in the open-string channel must be equivalent to

closed-string diagrams of corresponding genus. For example, the annulus is simultaneously a one-loop

open-string amplitude and a tree-level closed-string exchange between branes. In even bulk spacetime

dimensions, Reflection Reality (RR) ensures this duality holds consistently, as shown in 3.5. In other

dimensions, RR requires relative phase factors that differ by loop order, spoiling the necessary iden-

tification of open- and closed-string channels Again, this seems to favour the case of even dimensional

bulk cosmology, i.e. d = odd.

An important caveat to the above is that we do not have access to a conformal worldsheet theory

in the bulk. The usual form of open–closed worldsheet duality arises from the conformal invariance

of the worldsheet, which implies that it is invariant under modular transformations. In our duality

statement, we are simply assuming that there exists a dual string theory description, with the usual

notion of modular invariance, and associated Feynman diagrams. The problem is simply that the bulk

loop order L of an open (or non-orientable) worldsheet is fundamentally ambiguous, because it could

potentially be associated with worldsheets with different numbers of L. Unless that ambiguity can be

resolved in a way that is local with respect to the boundary Feynman diagrams, there is simply no

way to consistently assign amplitudes so as to always result in the correct phase.

4. A Unitary Euclidean Boundary Dual. While the boundary field theory is not reflection-

positive, at some level this is not a surprise since it does not arise by Wick rotating a boundary theory.

Instead, it arises as a temporal boundary to a Lorentzian spacetime. This naturally leads to a different

choice of adjoint (†) operation than for the Wick rotation of a unitary theory.71 This is because in a

usual Euclidean field theory, the † obtained from Wick rotation reverses the sign of one of the space

dimensions τ (whichever one you are thinking of as imaginary time), while in holographic cosmology,

the adjoint † inherited from the Lorentzian bulk dual should not do so.

For example, in the case of dS/CFT, the conformal generators acting on the Lorentzian de Sitter

group should be self-adjoint. But these are related by holographic duality to the generators of the

conformal group on the boundary Spin(d+1, 1). It is thus natural to propose that the boundary theory

is also unitary under those same generators. In other words, the Euclidean dual theory should satisfy

“Euclidean Unitarity” (EU) — not in the sense of being the Wick rotation of a QFT that is unitary in

Lorentzian signature — but rather in the sense native to Euclidean signature, in which the Euclidean

generators act in a unitary way. Even in the case of a holographic dual which is not conformal, we

could still demand unitarity with respect to the generators of the Euclidean group ISO(d).

As the boundary theory’s Hamiltonian H̄ is one of these generators, EU would require it to act in

a unitary way. If we now make the simplifying assumption that the boundary theory was reflection-

positive before rotating N and λ,72 then there already exists a positive-definite Hilbert space defined

on (d − 1)-dimensional slices of the boundary theory, and the condition for unitarity is simply that

71We are grateful to Santiago Agǘı Salcedo for making this point.
72This assumption could be violated by e.g. a boundary scalar Lagrangian with more than 2 derivatives, because then

the configuration space would have variables that are odd under reflection, which would imply the existence of states

with negative norm.
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the Hamiltonian must be anti-self adjoint rather than self-adjoint:

H̄ = −H̄†E = −H̄∗, (5.1)

where †E means the usual Euclidean dagger, and in the second line we are using the fact that in a

parity-even theory (the only kind we consider in this paper), the Hamiltonian is always transpose

symmetric: H̄ = H̄T . Also, we are defining time evolution by the usual Euclidean convention:

Ψ̄(τ) = e−τH̄Ψ̄(0). (5.2)

Then H̄Ψ = EΨ with E ∈ iR, whenever Ψ is a δ-function normalisable energy eigenstate Ψ̄ of H̄.73 It

follows from (5.1) that H̄ is purely imaginary, and hence the boundary Lagrangian is also imaginary.

As we shall see, this should be interpreted as requiring λ to be imaginary.

We now claim that a KFT satisfies EU only when d = odd, or equivalently that EU ⇔ RR only

in odd dimensions. Since in some cases N /∈ R, we need to be careful, since the interpretation of the

KFT in terms of gauge fields is obscure. To be sure we are imposing EU correctly, let us instead

consider specifically how the Hamiltonian H̄ acts on a 1-string (single-trace) state. As long as no

topology change occurs on the worldsheet, i.e. in the planar limit of 1 string → 1 string processes, the

string undergoes pure propagation rather than splitting or joining, so N plays no role. Consequently,

the dynamics of a single-string state is governed entirely by the ’t Hooft coupling λ, independent of

N . Now a KFT must satisfy

λ ∝ ±(i d) , (5.3)

and thus the expectation of an imaginary sign for bulk evolution EU appears to be met only in the

case where d = odd. Only then, can we simultaneously have unitarity both on the boundary (EU),

and have the bulk wavefunction satisfy the conditions required by RR.

It is surprising that these two principles come apart in general. That is, it seems like a bit of a

miracle that a KCFT which is not Euclidean unitary with respect to the boundary conformal group,

can nevertheless give rise to amplitudes which satisfy the RR condition coming from unitarity with

respect to bulk de Sitter generators.

5. Volume of the Conformal Group. We will mention one more way in which d = odd dimensions

is simpler, concerning the absence of log divergences in the conformal group at infinity.74

At the end of the day, we would like to use the cosmological wavefunction to evaluate the expec-

tation values for some cosmological observable X. This requires doing a path integral over 2 copies of

the boundary field theory: ∫
DḡDJ

Vol[G]
Ψ[ḡ, J ]Ψ∗[ḡ, J ]X, (5.4)

where ḡ is the boundary metric, J represents all other boundary sources, and G is the gauge group of

bulk canonical symmetries.

73For radial evolution, the energy eigenvalues that evolve unitarily correspond to ∆ ∈ iR. While this might seem to

conflict at first sight with ∆ associated with the principal (∆ = d/2 + iR) or complementary (0 ≤ ∆ ≤ d) series, in fact

there is no contradiction here. The usual values of ∆ quoted are for a primary state in the representation, and (unlike

AdS/CFT) these states are badly non-normalisable, and thus exist off the real axis for unitary evolution. By analogy,

in one particle quantum mechanics, it is possible to find wavefunctions with arbitrary complex values of the momentum

operator p̂ if you don’t care about whether Ψ(x) = eip̂x is normalisable, but only the states with real p̂ form a good

basis in general, in the absence of an analyticity condition imposed on the states.
74If we consider fractional dimensions, this one actually only requires d ̸= even, so its conditions are actually less

restrictive than the others. Perhaps it is conceptually unrelated to the others.
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Let us suppose we are considering a dS/CFT dual, so the boundary theory at I+ is conformally

invariant; then even after gauge fixing G must include a factor of 1/Vol[CKG], the group of conformal

Killing symmetries. If we ignore the finite Spin(d) rotational contribution, this is the same as the

volume of a hyperbolic space Hd+1 with the same number of dimensions as the bulk de Sitter. This is

divergent, necessitating the introduction of a small cutoff ϵ (which looks like an IR cutoff in the bulk,

and a UV cutoff in the boundary).

After throwing out power law divergences, we obtain a divergent answer as ϵ → 0 for when

d = even, and a finite one when d = odd:

Vol[Spin(d+ 1, 1)] ∝


+ log

(
ϵ−1
)
, d mod 4 = 0,

−1, d mod 4 = 1,

− log
(
ϵ−1
)
, d mod 4 = 2,

+1, d mod 4 = 3.

(5.5)

Here, we see a d mod 4 pattern, so which case arises is in synch with the value of the dS/CFT central

charge c.

The proper treatment of the cases d = 1 and d = 2 is important in string theory, as the conformal

killing symmetries of a disk and sphere worldsheet respectively. See [215] and [216] for recent discussion

of the role of the respective H2 and H3 hyperbolic geometries. In the case of the sphere, the resulting

log divergence causes the string action to vanish on-shell, and requires the use of a special ∂/∂(log ϵ)

prescription to evaluate amplitudes [217], the effect of which is that the amplitude for an exact CFT

actually vanishes in the absence of vertex operator insertions, and only the off-shell effective string

action (meaning that there is a nonzero β function in the worldsheet theory) is nonzero. On the other

hand, for the disk a finite result is obtained [218–221] even for an exact CFT, due to the finiteness of

the volume after removing the power law divergence, with a finite negative amplitude as predicted by

(5.5).

By analogy with the string theory case, when d = even one would expect that the probability

density must vanish for boundary sources J with exact conformal invariance. Additionally, the d =

4n + 1 case gives us a minus sign which is also hard to interpret from a probabilistic perspective.

However, both of these pathologies might be avoided by considering only relational observables defined

away from exact conformal invariance, as proposed recently by [222] based on previous work in [223,

224].

Taken together, these observations strongly suggest that even-dimensional cosmological spacetimes

provide the natural setting for KFT holography, while odd-dimensional cases face intrinsic obstacles

ranging from the meaning of imaginary central charges to the breakdown of open–closed string duality.

6 Discussion

In this work, we have proposed and analysed a new class of large-N field theories, which we have called

Kosmic Field Theories (KFTs), as candidate holographic duals to strings propagating on cosmological

(time-dependent) spacetimes such as de Sitter and, more generally, flat FLRW geometries. The key

technical input was the non-perturbative constraint of bulk Reflection Reality (RR), derived from

the Cosmological CPT Theorem [121], which encodes bulk unitarity at the level of the cosmological

wavefunction. We have shown how this constraint shapes the complex phases appearing in the dual

boundary theory and, in particular, forces the large-N expansion parameters N and λ to take complex
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values depending on the spacetime dimension. This leads to a new and unusual class of large-N theories

which extend the familiar ’t Hooftian gauge theories of AdS/CFT. In this discussion we summarise

our results, highlight the implications, and outline several pressing open questions.

6.1 Summary of Results

Our starting point was to formulate the action for a KFT in the ’t Hooftian normalisation

I =
N

λ

∫
ddx

√
ḡ Tr

(
M [A, ϕ, ψ; ḡ]

)
, (6.1)

and to analyse the large-N expansion of connected correlation functions,

ψn ≡ ⟨O1 · · · On⟩conn ∼ Nχ λ Ē−V̄ , (6.2)

where χ = V̄ − Ē + F̄ is the Euler characteristic of the ribbon graph. By imposing RR, which

enforces consistency with bulk unitarity, we determined the phase factors multiplying amplitudes of a

given loop order or genus, and we solved for the allowed phases of N and λ in terms of the spacetime

dimension d.

One striking outcome is that there is a fundamental obstruction to having both N and λ be real

simultaneously. In other words (at least in the parity-even case, which we are considering for simplicity)

no unitary reflection-positive large-N theory can ever satisfy the RR condition while being dual to

a unitary Lorentzian bulk spacetime. Hence, in accordance with previous expectations, holography

in cosmological spacetimes cannot be formulated in terms of ordinary unitary large-N CFTs of the

familiar AdS/CFT type. Instead, one is naturally led to either complex rank gauge theories or complex

’t Hooft coupling. (Or, upon dimensional regularisation to fractional d, both at the same time!)

Our proposal identifies a mathematical framework in which to understand dS holography and

holographic cosmology more generally: large-N theories analytically continued to complex N and λ,

with correlation functions defined by the bulk RR constraint. These are the Kosmic Field Theories

we have studied.

6.2 What is the String Dual?

A natural and pressing open question is: what precisely is the string theory dual to a KFT? For KFTs,

at least one of N and λ are complex, and hence so too are the effective couplings of the dual string

theory. This raises several questions about the target-space description.

In the well-studied AdS/CFT duality of N = 4 SYM and type IIB string theory on AdS5 × S5 we

have a clear dictionary relating N and λ to the Planck length ℓp and string length ℓs in AdS units:

N− 2
3 ∼

(
ℓp

LAdS

)
, λ−

1
4 ∼

(
ℓs

LAdS

)
(6.3)

while analogous expressions exist for dualities in other dimensions.

In the case of (6.3), reversing the sign of the cosmological constant in planck units Λ/(ℓp)
2 →

−Λ/(ℓp)
2 requires solving N2 = (−1)3/4, of which one of the 4 possible interpretations is compatible

with our proposed rotation N2 → −iN2.75 However, the justification of expressions like (6.3) depend

in a detailed way on e.g. the number of KK fibre directions, so formulas like these cannot be used as

a safe basis for extrapolating to dS/CFT dualities.

75If this idea were correct, presumably the correct choice of fourth root would be determined by a contour deformation

argument.

39



At present we do not have a useful worldsheet description. By construction we expect the bulk

theory to at least satisfy RR, and hopefully be fully unitary. However, we expect that the worldsheet

description of strings in time-dependent (cosmological) backgrounds will involve studying nonunitary

worldsheet theories, given that the X0 temporal coordinate of the string has negative norm.76

6.3 Why Even Spacetime Dimensions are Preferred

Our analysis in Section 5 also revealed a striking difference between even-dimensional spacetimes, and

other dimensions. Several features conspire to make d + 1 = even-dimensional cosmology the more

natural setting for holography:

1. The analogue of the central charge (or number of degrees of freedom) is real, though possibly

negative, at all loop orders. In odd dimensional dS, by contrast, the central charge is imaginary

at tree level and at even loop orders, with no clear physical interpretation.

2. Even-dimensional bulk spacetimes are closed under renormalisation group flow in the sense that

perturbations remain within the class of KFTs. In odd dimensions, complex phases appear in

the large-N expansion that obstruct such closure.

3. Open–closed string duality, a cornerstone of perturbative string consistency, is maintained in

even spacetime dimensions but obstructed in odd dimensions by relative phase factors induced

by RR.

4. Naively, unitary representations of the boundary conformal group would require an anti-self-

adjoint boundary Hamiltonian, ruling out reflection-positive or unitary field theories as duals.

This suggests that the boundary theory should be unitary with respect to Euclidean evolution,

but we find this result only for even spacetime dimensions.

5. For odd d + 1, there is a log divergence in the renormalised volume of the conformal group

Spin(d+ 1,1), which is absent in other dimensions.

These arguments suggest that the holographic duality between KFTs and strings on cosmological

spacetimes can be consistently formulated most easily in even-dimensional cosmologies. Perhaps, this

might even explain why our own universe is even-dimensional.

6.4 Entropy and Microstate Counting

A natural question is whether KFTs can provide a microscopic counting of the entropy associated

with de Sitter horizons and with black holes in asymptotically de Sitter spacetimes.

In AdS/CFT, the central charge and Cardy-like formulas underpin successful entropy counts. In

dS holography, by contrast, the horizon entropy is finite but lacks a universally accepted microstate

interpretation. Since KFTs are large-N theories, one might hope that the density of states they

describe could account for the de Sitter entropy. However, the fact thatN and λ are complex introduces

new subtleties: the state-counting formulae may produce phases or cancellations that must be carefully

interpreted.

A central open direction is to construct partition functions of KFTs on compact Euclidean man-

ifolds and investigate whether their asymptotics reproduce the Bekenstein–Hawking entropy of de

Sitter space. If successful, this would provide a microscopic underpinning of de Sitter entropy in a

holographic framework, much as AdS/CFT has done for black hole entropy.

76Of course this is always true even in Minkowski, but in a time-symmetric background it is easy to Wick rotate X0

to obtain a positive norm scalar field.
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6.5 RG Flows and General FLRW Backgrounds

Another avenue is to interpret KFTs in the context of renormalisation group flows. In AdS/CFT,

deformations of the boundary CFT correspond to changes in the bulk geometry away from pure AdS.

By analogy, we expect KCFTs to be dual to de Sitter, while more general flat FLRW cosmologies

correspond to RG flows away from such fixed points.

This picture is attractive: it would mean that the rich structure of cosmological spacetimes could

be understood in terms of flows in the space of complexified large-N gauge theories. It would be

useful, however, to clarify this dictionary more precisely. It would also be interesting to try to derive

an analogue of the c-theorem in this setting, perhaps as boundary duals to General Relativity theorems

(assuming a reasonable energy condition for the bulk cosmology).

6.6 Outlook

These results open a novel window on the problem of de Sitter holography. Rather than seeking a

conventional reflection–positive CFT, our analysis suggests that the appropriate boundary duals are

complexified large–N gauge theories constrained by Reflection Reality. This perspective reconciles

bulk unitarity with the non–unitarity of the boundary, and provides a precise dictionary between

phases in the cosmological wavefunction and the parameters of the boundary theory. Much remains

to be done. Some of the most urgent tasks are as follows:

• Constructing explicit examples of KFTs, either by analytic continuation of known gauge theories

or by novel constructions, and computing their correlation functions.

• Exploring RG flows of KFTs and their bulk interpretation in terms of FLRW cosmologies; with

special attention to fixed points, which would correspond to scale-invariant cosmologies. In the

case of a conformal fixed point (a KCFT), this would give rise to a dS/CFT model.

• Determine whether it is possible (at strong coupling) to eliminate tachyons and/or introduce

principal series particles.

• As a d = 5 KCFT (dual to dS6) would be compatible with a positive number of degrees of freedom

(c > 0), a d = 4+ ϵ expansion of Yang-Mills [213, 214] (but with KFT reality conditions) seems

like a possible avenue, although for pure (unitary) Yang-Mills it appears that a fixed point exists

in d = 5 (and possibly d = 6) only when N is small. For the O(N) model there is a fixed point

in d = 5 which is nonunitary at the nonperturbative level [225]; but this would not necessarily

be an obstacle to interpreting it in terms of dS/CFT.

• Developing the dictionary between KFT parameters and bulk string theory couplings, particu-

larly the worldsheet description of ’t Hooft strings with complex N or λ.

• Investigating the entropy and state-counting problem in de Sitter holography from the perspec-

tive of KFTs.

Answering these questions will help to determine whether KFTs can provide a complete holographic

description of cosmological spacetimes. Regardless of the eventual outcome, our results confirm that

time-dependent spacetimes must go beyond ordinary unitary, reflection-positive field theories. Accom-

modating ourselves to this fact will be essential for developing a consistent theory of quantum gravity

in general spacetimes.
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