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Carrollian holographic duals are non-local
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Mapping the S-matrix of a generic theory of flat space gravity coupled to matter to correlation
functions of a putative Carrollian dual, we show that bulk interactions imply boundary non-locality.

Introduction. The basic idea of the Carrollian hologra-
phy program is rooted in symmetry. In an asymptot-
ically flat spacetime, Poincaré transformations act on
null infinity as a conformal extension of Carroll sym-
metry [IH4], motivating the possibility that theories of
flat space gravity are dual to conformal Carrollian the-
ories [Bl [6]. (There is a related proposal of a celestial
dual living at spatial infinity [7H9].) The pursuit of this
idea has met some successes and challenges (see [10] for
a recent review with an exhaustive list of references).
One success is a reinterpretation of the flat space limit
of AdS/CFT [IIHI6] as a double-scaling limit, in which
one simultaneously takes the large N parameter of a dual
CFT to infinity while also taking the boundary speed of
light to zero [I7HI9]. However there are also challenges,
in that the quantum mechanical behaviour of Carrollian
field theories is markedly different from that inferred from
flat space gravity [20H38].

The standard approach in Carrollian holography so far
has been to use an analogue [I8] [39H43] of the AdS/CFT
dictionary to map the S-matrix to functions. On account
of the bulk Poincaré symmetry, these functions obey con-
formal Carrollian Ward identities and are interpreted as
correlation functions of operators in a dual description.
Much work has been done in this vein, inferring proper-
ties of putative duals from the S-matrix of bulk theories.
So far there has been rather little work done concerning
the operator interpretation of these functions. Besides
studies of the quantization of Carrollian field theories,
we note the work of [44], [45] which studied aspects of an
operator product expansion.

In this paper we are interested in the operator inter-
pretation of putative Carrollian duals, in particular the
rather basic question of whether these duals are local or
not. In relativistic field theory, the definition of locality
is that commutators of local operators vanish outside the
light-cone [46], which in turn implies causality. In Carrol-
lian field theories, the situation is more fragile since light-
cones collapse and different spatial locations are causally
disconnected. Locality then mandates that all commu-
tators of local operators vanish at nonzero spatial sepa-
ration. We would like to see if this stringent condition is
met.

To answer this question we must first tackle the prob-
lem of boundary operator ordering. The standard dic-
tionary relating the S-matrix to Carrollian correlators
[18] B9-43] borrows from the Hilbert space and opera-

tors of the flat space theory, implicitly building a Hilbert
space by acting with creation/annihilation operators for
massless fields on the bulk vacuum. The basic bound-
ary operators are the integral transform (in null bound-
ary time) of those creation/annihilation operators. In
this dictionary operators fall into one of two types, fu-
ture and past, respectively superpositions of positive
(negative)-frequency modes built from annihilation (cre-
ation) operators on future (past) null infinity. Future
operators are of course related to past ones by the S-
matrix. Bulk causality implies that future operators com-
mute with each other, and past operators commute with
each other. In free theories, future operators and past
operators commute unless they have the same spatial
momentum, which in a ‘dual’ means they commute at
nonzero spatial separation. However, unsurprisingly, we
find that this is no longer true in the presence of bulk
interactions, implying a violation of boundary locality.
This is the main result of our paper.

One might wonder if the existing dictionary mapping
the S-matrix to Carrollian correlators is the culprit, and
that this work implies the need for an improved version.
While in our opinion the current dictionary is not satis-
factory, since operator insertions are built from superpo-
sitions of only positive or negative frequency modes, the
central physical fact underlying our analysis — that bulk
interactions imply in-operators no longer commute with
out-operators — will appear in any improved dictionary
and we expect will lead to the same result. Indeed, we
attempt to construct a modified dictionary that treats
past and future equally, and yet under it, bulk interac-
tions still imply boundary non-locality.

Our result can also be understood intuitively using the
flat-space limit of AdS/CFT [13| 14, 16]. There, past
operators are really CFT operators acting in a small time
band concentrated around a fixed boundary time while
future operators live in a small time band a light-crossing
time AT = L later, with L the AdS radius. From this
point of view future operators live in the light-cone of
past operators and so, of course, they do not commute.

We explore these ideas using the simplest possible bulk
model, scalar ¢3 theory in four dimensions, but as we
have stressed above, the underlying physics is general.

While known Carrollian quantum theories behave dra-
matically differently from what we infer from the flat
space S-matrix, one might hope that there are yet un-
known Carrollian duals to flat space gravity that exist as
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solutions to a suitable bootstrap. However, the absence
of locality in a Carrollian dual description implies the
lack of an operator product expansion, the most impor-
tant ingredient in any bootstrap, and therefore dashes
this hope upon a rock.

Our focus here is exclusively with the possibility of a
Carrollian dual to the flat space S-matrix, but it is worth
noting that putative celestial duals are also non-local,
although for different reasons [47H50].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In the next Section, we review the existing dictionary
between the S-matrix of massless fields and conformal
Carrollian correlators. We then demonstrate our central
result, that bulk interactions mandate boundary non-
locality. We go on to construct an improved dictionary,
but this improvement does not restore locality. In the
Appendix, we discuss other regulatory schemes for lo-
cal Carrollian theories and why old computations of “en-
tanglement entropy” in a putative Carrollian dual to 3d
gravity coupled to matter cannot be interpreted as a mea-
sure of entanglement.

Review. We briefly recall the map between S-matrices
in asymptotically flat spacetimes and Carrollian correla-
tion functions [39, [40, [5I]. There is a similar dictionary
relevant for “celestial holography.” For definiteness, con-
sider a real scalar ¢ in 34+1-dimensional Minkowski space.
In the free theory one has the standard mode expansion

oto) = [ s e (w7 ol ) 1)

With local interactions, the asymptotic field is expressed
in terms of aj, Jout Operators. Since our interest is
massless scattering, we use the standard null-momentum
parametrization [52]

Pr=w(l+2z 247 —i(z-2),1-22), (2)

where w > 0 is the energy and (z,Z) are stereographic
coordinates on the celestial sphere.

In the conformal compactification, .#* is coordina-
tized by (u,z,z) and £~ by (v,z,Z). The map from
asymptotic operators to Carrollian ones is implemented
by a Mellin-like transform in null time [39] 40} 51, 53] 54]:

2 (u,2,2) = / dww™1 (aout(w,z,i) e 4 (h.c.)) ,
0

@ﬁ(v,z,é) = / dw w™ (ain(w,Z,Z) e WU 4 (h.C.)) ,
0
(3)

where we keep the conformal dimension A arbitrary but
for clarity, we have not included the arbitrary normal-
ization constant. This flexibility captures multi-particle
states [55] and simultaneously avoids the IR issues that
afflict correlators where we assign the naive dimension
A =1 to the dual of massless fields [41]. Indeed, [55]
emphasizes that multi-trace primaries in the parent CFT
generically lead to A differing from the extrapolate dic-
tionary of [40].
The BMS, algebra [56] 57] takes the form

[L'ru Lm] = (n - m) Ln+m 5 [-Z/n; Lm] = (n - m) I/ner 5
[Lna Mr,s] - (nTl - 7‘) Mr+n,s 5 (4)

[ina M, s] = (n L 3) MT,s+7La [Mr,sa Mp,q] =0.

Here {L,,L,} generate superrotations on the celestial
sphere and M, s generate supertranslations. The in-
spiration behind the Carrollian approach to flat-space
holography rests on the isomorphism between and
the infinite-dimensional lift of the 3d conformal Carrol-
lian algebra [3, 4]. Using the transformation properties
of the creation/annihilation operators, one finds that the
boundary fields in (3)) transform as BMS, primaries [53].
Thus effects a change of basis from plane waves to
conformal primaries [39, [40, 511 53, [68].

Inserting into S-matrix elements, specifically ma-
trix elements of products of in/out operators, gives a
Mellin integral representation of celestial correlators. For
a process with p outgoing and n — p incoming particles
we have
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with € > 0 implementing the usual ie prescription to
render the Mellin integrals convergent [59].

Using the (antipodal) identification of the celestial
spheres at .+ and .#~ [40], one may trade v for u and
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work entirely at .# 7. The dynamical content of scatter-
ing is then encoded in the “out” sector and, correspond-
ingly, in the resulting Carrollian correlators.



Boundary non-locality. Consider massless scalar ¢3
theory. In perturbation theory, the interacting theory has
an interacting vacuum |Q2) evolved from the free field vac-
uum |0) using the interaction picture Hamiltonian. Using
standard QFT techniques to express aout(p) in terms of
ain(p), we find [60]

(Q]aout (P1) [aout (P2), al, (p3)] al, (p4)]€2)

= Afree + Aexchange + Acollinear + O()\ ) )

where

Afree = (27T)6(2Ep1)(2Ep2)5(3)(p1 - P4)5(3) (P2 — P3),

-Aexchange = i(27r)4>\2 5(4) (pl +p2 —p3 — p4) (7)
1 1 1
— + — + - s
s+ t4iie u+ie

where s = (p1 +p2)?, t = (p1 — p3)*, u = (p1 — pa)?, and
there is a O()\?) collinear contribution Acoltinear delta-
function supported on ps o p3 or py x ps whose details
depend on the renormalization scheme.

Here Acxchange is the standard sum of exchange
diagrams contributing to the S-matrix and is the
one responsible for boundary non-locality. It comes
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solely from the time-ordered part of (@ There
is no such contribution in the out-of-time-ordered
term (Qaou (P1)al, (Ps)dout (P2)af, (P4)[Q). To see this,
note that at the level of asymptotic states, we have
S’a;rn(p)|Q) = al .(p)|Q) + [multi-particle states] [61].
In massless A¢° theory, the first subleading terms
at O(\) come from 1 — 2 splittings which are
kinematically forced to be collinear when all legs

are on-shell. In the time-ordered matrix element
(ot (P1)dou (p2)al, (P3)al, (P4)|92), each ], is con-
verted by S into an alut plus its collinear multi-particle
tail, and the O(A\?) piece in which the two resulting one-
particle out-states scatter through the usual 2 — 2 kernel

produces Aexchange: By contrast, in the mixed ordering

(Qaou (p1)af, (P3)aout (P2)al, (P4)|) each agy(p;) is al-
ready adjacent to an aiTn(pj), so at generic kinematics
the only contribution at O(\?) comes from the diago-
nal 1 — 1 part Saf (p)|Q) ~ al . (p) |Q), which enforces
P1 = p3 and p2 = ps. The multi-particle components in
S afn(p) |Q2) can contribute only when the extra on-shell
quanta are exactly collinear with one of the external legs;
these degenerate configurations are precisely isolated by
the delta functions in Acollinears and so do not build up
an additional exchange kernel.
It is useful to record the commutator

o (1) (P2)] = (2)°2Ep, 0¥ (b1 = pa) + i [ e P76 (2)

2
35 [ [atedis o - o) (<2 (o), 1] + 07 [63(a), )] ) + OOV,

where ¢ is the interaction picture field. It is these ¢f
dependent terms that imply boundary non-locality.

(8)

From the standard dictionary , an expression of the
form @ corresponds to

<q)(%41t (uh 21, 21) [(I)(ﬁft(’uﬂa 22, 22); q)ﬁd (Ug, 23, 23):| q)i?f (7_[,4, 24, 24)>

= / (H dw; W?ileiéiwiui> (Qaout(p1) [aout(p2)7a§n(p3)] aiTn(P4)|Q>-

From the boundary perspective, one would naively ex-
pect this expression to break down into a product of two
point structures weighted by appropriate space-time de-
pendent factors. Indeed according to the standard HPPS
argument [62], bulk locality in AdS arises from the so-
lutions to the crossing conditions on the CFT 4-point
correlator. One would obtain those crossing conditions
via an OPE expansion and equating the resulting OPE

(

blocks. If one is drawing analogy from AdS/CFT, one
would expect @ would break down into a product of
Carrollian OPEs [44] [45] weighted by appropriate OPE
blocks. This expectation is spectacularly wrong and @D
is inconsistent with an OPE on account of the exchange
term.

The dictionary is known to give the complicated
result [I8), 4T, 54} 63]
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where
o — 1 294%234 ot — 1 234214 o — 1 294214
1= =" 9= =", 3= = -
D z12713 D 23712 D 23713
224734 224214
op=—, D=2"—"—42—"—""—
D 212213 293713
(11)
and z, Z are the conformal cross ratios
212234 _ Z12Z34
2= —), Z=———"- (12)
213224 Z13%24
Ijo,1)(x) is the indicator function
1, ifxe[0,1]
Ljo,1y () = o (13)
0, otherwise

The role of the indicator function is simply to constrain
the magnitude of the conformal cross ratio depending
on the particular channel under consideration [64]. By
choosing A; # 1, we avoided IR singularities in .
For the t-channel process, the indicator functions imply
0 < z < 1. To avoid clutter we have only indicated the
t-channel process. The others have analogous structures
but most importantly are proportional to 6(|z — z|).

The delta function §(|z—Zz|) cannot arise from an ultra-
local Carrollian OPE like that appearing in the free field
result. Rather it enforces the constraint that the confor-
mal cross ratio is real. We can understand this from the
following fact. Using the SL(2;C) invariance to move
three of the insertions to the equator of the celestial
sphere, momentum conservation enforces that the fourth
point lies on the equator as well. This is a non-local struc-
ture that depends on all four insertions in the boundary
field theory. It has no counterpart in the standard way
AdS bulk locality arises from the solutions to the cross-
ing equation of the boundary CFT four-point function
[62]. Instead, in flat space, local bulk interactions gener-
ate non-local structures in a Carrollian dual.

Let us ask if, as in ordinary field theory, analytic
continuation in boundary time relates different order-
ings to each other. Consider the free theory. Since
(Ola}, (P2)out (P1)]0) = 0, we infer

([ (u1, 21, 21), Pi (uz, 22, 22)]) (14)
= (Do (ur, 21, 21) Py (uz, 22, 22))

which is not what one infers from analytic continuation
of the RHS in boundary time.

(10)

For this reason we obtain out-of-time-ordered corre-
lators not by analytically continuing in boundary time
but by directly considering the matrix elements of out-
of-time-ordered strings of asyt’s and afn’s.

Non-locality from the flat space limit of AdS/CFT. The
source of the non-locality in the four-point function
can be traced to the interaction terms in the second
and third lines of the commutator of boundary opera-
tors in . We will now see how this is consistent with
the flat space limit of AdS/CFT [11}, 13 16] [65H67]. Con-
sider a bulk theory that arises from the large radius limit
of a theory in AdS, and work in coordinates where the
global AdS line element is

ds? L? ( dr?

- cos2(p) \ L?

with L the AdS radius, so that boundary time is 7. The
operators encoding the flat space S-matrix in the deep
interior are smeared over time bands of O(1) width lo-
cated at T = i%. The operators encoding out-states are
inserted in the band at 7 = —1—%, whereas the operators
encoding in-states are in the band at 7 = —%. Moreover
there is a relative antipodal flip between past and future,
in the sense that in-states of definite spatial momentum
are inserted at an angle {2 on the boundary sphere, and
out-states of the same spatial momentum are inserted at
the antipode Q4. See Fig. [l One can see this antipodal
flip at the level of symmetry algebra when you restrict
the CFT isometries to the time bands around 7 = :t%
[68] and this antipodal flip is crucial to obtain Carrollian
correlators in the limit [17].

If one considers a free theory in the bulk AdS, then of
course one has the standard mode decomposition [69, [70].
One can take the boundary limit and obtain the CFT op-
erators in terms of those modes. If the bulk Hamiltonian

is free, bulk time evolution evolves the modes at 7 = — &~

2
to antipodally-flipped ones at 7 = %, so that the com-
mutator of past and future modes is the standard equal
time commutation relation. However, bulk interactions
lead to corrections. The resulting evolution operator can
still be perturbatively corrected as long as the bulk inter-
actions obey microcausality [71]. Such bulk interactions
result in anomalous dimensions for the boundary opera-
tors O(7,?) dual to the bulk field but nevertheless

|:O<T:+LQW,91A)7O<T:_LZ7T,QQ>:| (16)

+dp* + sin2(p)d92> ,  (15)
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FIG. 1. A cartoon of how a flat space scattering amplitude
is obtained from the large radius limit of AdS/CFT.

will be proportional to . From this perspective, the
non-locality of Carrollian correlators simply arises be-
cause future operators are related to the past ones by
evolution by the ADM Hamiltonian of global AdS.

A modified dictionary. The dictionary suggested by
generically implies that the codimension-one boundary
description of S-matrices is non-local. Intuitively, this is
expected from the fact that the degrees of freedom that
encode scattering are respectively supported in 4~ and
# 1 with antipodal matching conditions across i® [72].
(10) embodies this simple fact. Under the current map
(), the out- and in-operators become Carrollian fields
at .#T and £~ respectively. Here, we postulate another

J

[ (u1,21,21), ¥ (ug,22,22)] = (2m)* ( — im sgn(u12)) 6 (212)

+1 )\/ dwy dws d*z ¢; (z) (e"(”l*”"’)'””ze*i‘*”“l““”“2

2
+ %/ dw; dws d*zq d*zo 0(x? — z9) (—2 (ei(

dictionary that maps out- and in-operators to a single
Carrollian field. However this is not enough to cure the
non-locality uncovered above in ([10)).

Consider the boundary field built from both out- and
in-oscillators,

oo
\IJ(U7 Z, 5) :/ dw wA_l[aout((‘U?Z,Z)e_iwu—G,jn(w,Z,Z)eiwu] .
0

(17)
Using the relation agut(p) = St (p) S where S is the
S-matrix built from the interacting Hamiltonian, re-
duces to for a free theory. In an interacting theory,
however, the boundary field ¥(u, z, Z) encodes both the
initial state (through a;,) and the full evolution (through

S). An analogous construction at .~ is

U(v,z, 2 :/ dww® Ham(w, 2, 2) eV
( ) ; [ain( ) a8)

—Stal (w2 2) Se™].
\IJ('U, 2, Z) |y+*7
would be a non-trivial requirement in the interacting the-
ory, since ¥ depends on the full history via .S.

A transparent diagnostic of non-locality is

Antipodal matching, \Il(u,z72)|j+ =

[\Il(ulazl 721)7\11(11’2;22722)] =

/dw1 dw; (6_iw1u1+iw2u2 [aout (w1,21,21), al, (w2,22,%2)]

WU — W2 U
_ elwiur 22[

Aout (w2722;22)7 a’;rn (wlvzlazl)} > .
(19)

Using we find

_ 61(172*P1)'€I?61w1m*1w2u2)

pl—p2)-z1€—1w1u1+zw2u2 _ e1(p2—p1)-m1eiwlul—zwgug) ~

> [¢I($1); ¢§($2)] +6 (eim'm—iP2'me—1‘w1u1+iw2u2 _ eip2~z1—ipymeiwlul—inug) [¢%(x1)7 ¢%($2)]) ,

where we have used w19 = u; — ug and 212 = 21 — 29 for
brevity [73]. Although the O(A\?) term involves time or-
dering via §(29 —x9), the spatial integrations extend over
all space. The resulting operator insertions are therefore
non-local, producing precisely the kind of correlations in-
dicated by . In particular, the commutator does not
vanish outside the Carrollian light-cone.
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Appendix A: Regulating local
Carrollian field theories

In this Appendix, we study local two-derivative Car-
rollian field theories. Carrollian field theories are sen-
sitive both to the ultraviolet and the infrared, making
their quantization subtle. In previous work [35], two of
us studied such models using a lattice regulator, with
the result that many such models, including a Carrollian
version of scalar QED, remain sensitive to the details of
the lattice at long distance and thereby exhibit UV/IR
mixing.

Since that work appeared there has been some dis-
cussion in the community of whether the results therein
persist for other choices of regulator. Here we answer
that question, using the suite of “standard” regulators
to study Carrollian field theories.

At the two derivative level, the basic species of Carrol-
lian field theories are so-called “electric theories” like

sp= [aut'e (J0.07-Vie)) . (4

with only time derivatives, “magnetic theories” like

S = [ dud's (@du~HOCTN) . (A2
in which a field y is constrained to be time-independent,
or models which couple two such sectors together. Elec-
tric theories are sensitive to the ultraviolet thanks to their
ultralocality, while magnetic theories are sensitive to the
infrared thanks to the fact that y is time-independent.
With a lattice regulator, coupled theories behave like
electric ones when it comes to sensitivity to the UV and
IR.

In each of the following we consider simple Carrollian
field theories regulated in standard ways.

Momentum cutoff. First, consider imposing a hard
cutoff A on spatial momenta. This most closely resembles
the spatial lattice regulator considered in [35]. For theo-
ries of matter such a regulator is perfectly alright, while
for gauge theories extra care is required (in the form of
non-gauge-invariant counterterms at the cutoff scale) to

J

ensure the quantum theory is gauge-invariant. In any
case, consider a potential V' = %m2¢2 + %(ﬁg’ + ’L\T‘!‘(b‘l,
so that the lattice regulated theory is that of an on-site
quantum mechanics with a quartic potential at each site.

In the free theory the thermal partition function is, for
V the spatial volume,

1nZ——16VZ/ddkln( 2 +m?)
0T TR ) gy e

- _vAdvgggj) In <2 sinh (ﬂ;n» 7

(A3)

where vol(B?) is the volume of a unit ball. We can com-
pare this with a hypercubic lattice approximation, where
the integral over momenta becomes the inverse volume

of a unit cell,
/ k1
(2m)d " ad’

with a the lattice spacing. In the lattice approximation
_ 7N : _ 1

we have Zy = Z| _ie With Zon_site = b (2E) and

N = V/a“ the number of lattice sites. With a momentum

cutoff we have essentially the same result with an effective

number of lattice sites Neg = V/aglff with an effective

inverse lattice volume

(A4)

1 4vol(BY)

aldy (2m)d

(A5)

We see that the momentum cutoff A regulates like a lat-
tice with A ~ 1/a as one would expect on dimensional
grounds.

When considering interactions or the correlation func-
tions of composite operators, we run into similar spatial
loop integrals. The loop integrands of electric theories
are independent of spatial momenta, and so in a lattice
approximation, or with a momentum cutoff, each spatial
loop integral becomes the factor 1/a? or 1/ad;, so this
resemblance persists in perturbation theory.

For example, taking A3 ~ A4 and treating both as small
we have (using the free-field propagator ﬁ)

i w/ d 1./ 2
(P(w, k)p(—w, —k)) = +/El27r;ldf1 ( %

W2 — m2

The one-loop correction simply gives a result propor-
tional to A4, so that in order to have a finite result
we must scale the cubic and quartic couplings as A3 =
A=4/2); and Ny = A~9)\, with tilde’'d couplings held
fixed as we send A — oco. This is the same scaling iden-

T (w/2

1 . 1
m2+l)\4 )+ (AG)

_m2)((w_w/)2 _ (w/2 _m2)

(

tified in [35] with a lattice regulator upon making the
identification A ~ 1/a.

We can also consider correlation functions of composite
operators. Even in the free theory correlations of mono-
mials ¢” are UV-divergent unless we rescale the operator
appropriately. For example, the ¢? two-point function is



dw' dK'

1

(0% (w, k)¢?(~w, —k)) = — / 21 (2m)7 (W2 — m?)((w — w')2 — m2)

which goes as A4. The rescaled operator A~%2$? then
has finite correlations. This is the same scaling identified
in [35], again with the replacement A ~ 1/a.

It is straightforward to see that the scalings of cou-
plings and operators above are needed in order to main-
tain perturbativity as the cutoff is sent to infinity.

In contrast, the IR divergences present for magnetic
theories are not regulated by a lattice regulator or a
momentum cutoff, because after integrating over the de-
gree of freedom @, there is a residual integral over time-
independent configurations of y with an effective ac-
tion —T [ d%zH(x, Vx) with T the length of the time-
interval. Whether with a lattice regulator or momentum
cutoff, the Hilbert space is spanned by eigenstates of x(z)
at each = (where x labels lattice sites in a lattice approx-
imation, or x(z) is built from a sum over Fourier modes
x(k) with |k| < A with a momentum cutoff), and the
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(

evolution operator is a field space delta function,

(XIU(T)|x') = exp (—iT/dda? H(x, Vx)) Sx —x1-
(A8)

The frequency loop integrals that appear in correlation
functions of x are IR-divergent, and those divergences
can be regulated by turning on a small temperature and
then taking the temperature to zero.

Electromagnetic theories have additional divergences
coming from the short-distance limit of magnetic

propa%ators,l for instance lim,_o(x(u,2)x(0,0)) =
—f %W where y has a tree-level mass M. These

loop integrals are of course also regulated by a lattice or
a momentum cutoff, going as a?~% or A?-2 respectively.

Pauli-Villars. From the structure above, it is clear
that a Pauli-Villars-like regulator where we add a
Grassmann-odd field of large mass mpy, > m? does not
regulate the momentum loop integrals appearing in the
electric theory. For example, consider the two-point func-
tion of the composite operator ¢2 in the free theory. With
a Pauli-Villars field we have

1

w/ d./
o) = [ 2 (

and the momentum integral is not regulated on account
of the ultralocality of the regulator field.

Dimensional reqularization. A third standard regula-
tor is to dimensionally continue the number of spatial
dimensions, d — d — ¢, while keeping the time direc-
tion one—dimensional. For the electric scalar theory ,
e.g. with a potential V(¢) = 2m?2¢? + 32 ¢° + 32 6% as
before, all of the UV—sensitive quantities we encountered
with a hard momentum cutoff, namely the free partition
function , the one—loop correction to the propaga-
tor , and the composite two—point function ,
contain spatial integrals of the form [ d%k (k?)" whose
integrands are independent of k apart from possible pow-
ers of k2 coming from insertions of spatial derivatives in
the vertices.

In dimensional regularization, we analytically continue
these spatial integrals to d — e¢ dimensions. Since no
mass scale or external spatial momentum appears in the
integrand, they are scaleless, and the standard dimen-

@ —m)((w =P —m?) (W =Ry =) — my

(

sional-regularization prescription sets

d—e
[ G 0 =0,

Applying (A10)) to the spatial integral in the free parti-

tion function (A3]) immediately gives

n=0,1,2.... (A10)

In Z{"™7®) = 0 (A11)
up to an additive constant independent of 5 and m. Like-
wise, the one—loop self-energy in and its higher-loop
generalizations reduce to products of scaleless spatial in-
tegrals and hence vanish, so the exact two—point function
coincides with the tree—level ultralocal propagator. The
same reasoning applied to shows that connected cor-
relators of composite operators built purely from ¢ are
also proportional to scaleless integrals and are therefore
set to zero.

Exactly the same structure appears in electric Carrol-
lian gauge theories: in the electric sector, the tree—level
propagators are independent of spatial momentum, while



spatial derivatives enter only through interaction ver-
tices. Loop diagrams built purely from these electric
degrees of freedom again collapse to scaleless spatial inte-
grals of the form and hence vanish in dimensional
regularization. In this scheme the electric sector is thus
perturbatively trivial: the UV-sensitive contributions to
the partition function, loop corrections, and composite
correlators that were non—trivial with a hard cutoff or
spatial lattice are all discarded.

The fact that the logarithm of the partition function
and composite operators vanish is particularly fatal, as
those facts are inconsistent with a quantum mechanical
interpretation. For example, the vanishing of In Z implies
that the would-be Hilbert space has a single state, which
moreover has E = 0, which of course is inconsistent with
a non-trivial two-point function of ¢.

Appendix B: A comment about
entanglement entropy

One of the interesting results in the “Carrollian holog-
raphy” program is a match between the interval entan-
glement entropy of a putative Carrollian conformal field
theory, really a certain continuation of a two-point func-
tion of twist operators, with a computation in 3d gravity.
See e.g. [74].

Insofar as this result concerns the Hilbert space in-
terpretation of a putative Carrollian dual, we have two
comments about it. First, the ingredients that go into the
field theory version of this computation, the two-point
function of the twist operator, and the stress tensor in the
presence of the twist operators, are sensitive to the ultra-
violet and infrared. Even in pure 3d flat space gravity,
where there is a boundary graviton description [36], the
amplitudes of that model have enormous IR sensitivities
owing to the infinite number of conservation laws, so that
in the absence of rotation, amplitudes are proportional to
field-space delta functions, roughly §[P — P’] with P and
P’ the supermomentum profiles of the in- and out-states.
The computations of [74] involve a ratio of sensitive am-
plitudes. Optimistically, these sensitivities cancel, but
such a claim should be carefully demonstrated.

More crucially, the “modular flow” obtained from these
works is spacelike. See especially [T5HTT], e.g. Egs. (3.27)
and (3.28) and Fig. 2 of [76]. In particular, the “mod-
ular flow” is tangent to the interval. This precludes
any interpretation of these computations in terms of en-
tanglement, reduced density matrices, and so on, even
beyond the usual divergences that afflict position-space
entanglement in quantum field theory. The reason is
that the putative “reduced density matrix,” the oper-
ator that enacts the flow, would for an interval at rest

be exp (f027r dé f(@)J(@)) for J(0) the super-angular mo-

mentum. This is not even an operator on account of

J being unbounded above and below, and in relativis-
tic quantum field theory would be akin to the formal
expression exp( [ dz u*(z)P,(x)) for P, the momentum
operator, but for u spacelike.
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