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1 Introduction

The Holographic Principle [1, 2] has been our preferred path in attempts to understand the
quantum nature of gravity in recent years. After the initial ideas originating from the area
law of black hole entropy, holography has become almost synonymous with its formulation
in Anti de Sitter (AdS) spacetimes through the celebrated AdS/CFT correspondence [3].
The Maldacena conjecture gave us the first concrete dual pair involving type IIB superstring
theory on AdS5 × S5 in the bulk and N = 4 SU(N) Supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory on
the four-dimensional (4d) flat boundary of AdS5. This is sometimes called the AdS5/CFT4
correspondence to distinguish it from similar correspondences in other dimensions.

The more recent AdS4/CFT3 correspondence connects type IIA superstring theory on
AdS4 × CP3 with ABJM theory [4], which is a N = 6 Superconformal Chern-Simons matter
theory with a gauge group U(N) × U(N) living on the 3d boundary of AdS4. When the
string coupling becomes large, type IIA superstring theory goes over to M-theory and hence

– 1 –



J
H
E
P
1
1
(
2
0
2
4
)
0
0
6

for generic values of parameters, ABJM theory is dual to M-theory on AdS4 × S7/Zk. There
is also a generalisation of ABJM theory to unequal gauge groups U(M) × U(N) [5]. For
more details on the subject, the reader is pointed to the review [6].

Of late, there is a renewed interest in the formulation of holography beyond its original
home in AdS, specifically to asymptotically flat spacetimes (AFS). The case of 4d asymptoti-
cally flat space in the bulk is of particular interest because of its obvious connection to the
real world. There has been a wealth of new connections in the infra-red established between
seemingly unrelated corners of asymptotic symmetries, soft theorems and memory effects [7].
Questions of holography in this context have followed in a natural way.

There are now two principle routes to flat holography, viz. Celestial and Carrollian
holography. Celestial holography is the proposal that the holographic dual to 4d AFS is
a 2d relativistic CFT which lives on the celestial sphere at null infinity. This makes use
of the fact that the bulk Lorentz group acts as global conformal transformations on the
celestial sphere. The reader is pointed to the recent reviews [7–10] and the references within.
Carrollian holography, on the other hand, proposes a co-dimension one hologram in terms
of a 3d Carrollian CFT. A Carrollian theory can be obtained from a relativistic one by
sending the speed of light c to zero [11, 12] and these are naturally defined on null surfaces.
In contrast with Celestial holography, the Carrollian version takes into account the whole
Poincare group which now acts as global Carrollian conformal transformations on the whole
of the null boundary, crucially keeping track of the null direction. An incomplete set of
references on Carrollian holography is [13–24] and older work in this direction, especially
in the context of lower dimensions include [25–33].

The approaches to flat holography have been principally bottom up, with Celestial
holography relying on bulk physics to learn about the features of the dual 2d CFT, and
Carrollian holography mainly adopting a similar approach. However see some recent attempts
at top-down approaches involving twistor theory [34, 35]. It is natural to attempt to build a
theory of flat holography by taking a systematic limit of AdS/CFT [36–38] and some recent
attempts in this direction include [17, 21, 23, 39, 40]. We will be interested in this line of
inquiry and will focus on 4d AFS. The large radius limit of AdS induces a Carrollian limit in
the boundary CFT [26]. With this in mind, our aim is to build the Carrollian equivalent of
the ABJM model to connect this to the flat version of the AdS4/CFT3 correspondence. In
this paper, we take the first steps towards this broader goal. We construct the Carrollian
limit of Chern-Simons (CS) matter theories in d = 3.

It is by now well known that Carrollian limits come in two varieties called the electric and
magnetic limits. Given the action of a relativistic quantum field theory, one can systematically
expand out the relevant dynamic fields in powers of the speed of light (this expansion is
called the Carroll or c-expansion, where c is the speed of light) and the leading term in this
action is what goes under the name of the Electric theory. This is, by construction, invariant
under Carroll symmetries. The Carrollian electric theories exhibit ultralocal correlation
functions containing spatial delta-functions [14, 41, 42]. Such correlators of Carrollian CFTs
can be mapped to S-matrix elements in the bulk 4d asymptotically flat spacetimes by the
so-called modified Mellin transformation [14, 43, 44]. Electric Carrollian CFTs are thus
prototypical of holograms of flat spacetime. In our paper, we will mostly be interested in
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Electric Carrollian theories. Magnetic Carrollian theories arise out of the next-to-leading
order (NLO) terms in the above mentioned c-expansion. The NLO term by itself is not
Carroll boost invariant and in order to restore Carrollian symmetries, one needs to put in
appropriate Lagrange multipliers. We will briefly look at Magnetic Carrollian CSM theories
in two appendices at the end of the paper.

One of the important differences between holography in AdS4 and 4d AFS is the
symmetry structure at the boundary. A usual recipe for holography is to consider the
asymptotic symmetry group (ASG) as the symmetry that dictates the dual field theory.
The ASG is the group of allowed diffeomorphisms for a given set of boundary conditions
modded out by the trivial diffeomorphisms. For many cases, as with AdS4, the ASG is
simply the isometry group of the background i.e. SO(3,2). In 4d AFS, however, the ASG
at its null boundary enhances from the usual Poincare group ISO(3,1) and becomes the
infinite dimensional 4d Bondi-van der Burg-Metzner-Sachs (BMS4) group [45, 46]. The 3d
dual field theory is hence supposed to inherit this infinite dimensional asymptotic BMS4
symmetry from the bulk [13]. Although this process is non-trivial from the point of view
of the Carrollian limit of the CS-matter theory, we will show later in the paper that the
3d Carrollian field theory that we obtain in the limit does admit this infinite dimensional
symmetry structure. For the uninitiated, this may seem like a magic trick since the original
theory only had finite dimensional symmetries. BMS symmetries are isomorphic to conformal
Carroll symmetries which are conformal isometries of the background null structure [47–49]
and hence the degeneration of the background Lorentzian structure to form the Carrollian
structure gives rise to these infinite symmetries.1 We elaborate on this later in the paper.

The main surprise in our paper comes in the next part of our analysis. In this work, we
are develop a specific 3d Carrollian CFT as a putative dual to a gravitational theory in 4d
AFS. As we mentioned above, there is also the Celestial approach which proposes a 2d dual
relativistic CFT. The 2d Celestial CFT does not depend on the null direction and lives only
on the celestial sphere. In an attempt to obtain a 2d Celestial CFT from a 3d Carrollian one,
we propose to reduce the 3d Carrollian theory along the null direction. The null reduction of
the non-Abelian Carrollian CS matter theory interestingly leads to a 2d Euclidean Yang-Mills
theory. The choice of matter here is crucial. We find that only bifundamental matter leads
to 2d non-abelian Yang-Mills, while fundamental matter leads to 2d electrodynamics. The
Carroll limit of the bosonic version of the ABJM theory with SU(N) × SU(N) gauge group
will lead us to SU(N) Yang-Mills theory in 2d. We also comment on the more general SU(N)
× SU(M) theory. We may expect the null-reduced theory to represent a 2d Celestial CFTs,
but a priori Yang-Mills theory in d = 2 is not conformally invariant. We argue that the
theory one gets from the limit inherits scale invariance, and hence full conformal invariance
in d = 2, through the process of null reduction.

An outline of the rest of the paper is the following. We take a quick tour of Carrollian
and Conformal Carrollian symmetries in section 2. Here we also touch upon aspects of
representation theory we would need later in the paper. We focus on Abelian Chern-Simons

1The expectation that the theories obtained in the Carrollian limit would lead to infinite dimensional
symmetries in generic dimension was shown to be true at the level of equations of motion for a wide variety of
theories in [50].
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matter theories in section 3 and explain the c-expansion and obtain the Electric and Magnetic
Carroll CSM theories. We discuss the emergence of infinite dimensional conformal Carroll
symmetries of the Electric theory in the main text while the symmetry structure of the
Magnetic sector is discussed in appendix A. We then give some details of the null reduction
of Carroll CSM theories and obtain 2d electrodynamics starting from the electric theory.
The magnetic theory is discussed in appendix B. Section 4 contains the generalisation to
non-Abelian CSM theories, its Carrollian construction and the details of the null reduced
theory which now becomes a 2d SU(N) Yang-Mills if we begin with bi-fundamental matter
in CS theory with gauge group SU(N) × SU(N). We also outline the construction for the
general SU(N) × SU(M) theory and discuss how the null-reduced theory shows an emergent
2d conformal symmetry making it a candidate 2d Celestial CFT. In appendix C, we give
a more detailed construction of obtaining the 2d theory from the 3d bifundamental theory.
We conclude with various remarks.

2 Carroll and conformal Carroll symmetries

Carroll symmetry, first introduced by Levy-Leblond [11] and Sengupta [12], has become
very important of late with emerging applications in a wide variety of physical scenarios,
starting from condensed matter [51, 52] and ultra-relativistic fluids [53, 54] to gravitational
physics [42, 55] and string theory [56–59]. These symmetries arise naturally on null surfaces
and hence are found on the event horizons of generic black holes and also at the asymptotic
null boundary of flat spacetimes, where the symmetries enhances to their conformal version.
The latter is where we would be interested in for our explorations in this paper. In order to
set up our calculations in the coming sections, below we give a quick summary of Carroll and
conformal Carroll symmetry first from an algebraic and then from a geometric point of view.

2.1 Algebraic and geometric preliminaries

The Carroll algebra is an Inönü-Wigner contraction of the relativistic Poincare algebra where
one takes the speed of light to zero (c → 0). The conformal Carroll can be obtained by
a similar contraction of the relativistic conformal algebra. Starting with the differential
representation of the relativistic conformal algebra:

Jµν = xµ∂ν − xµ∂ν , Pµ = ∂µ, D = xµ∂µ, Kµ = 2xµxν∂ν − xνxν∂µ (2.1)

one can take the c → 0 limit by sending t → ϵt, xi → xi to get the set of generators for
the conformal Carroll algebra:

H = ∂t, Pi = ∂i, Jij = xi∂j − xj∂i, Bi = xi∂t (2.2a)
D = t∂t + xi∂i, K = xixi∂t, Kj = 2xj(t∂t + xi∂i) − (xixi)∂j . (2.2b)

The non-zero commutation relations of these above generators that form the conformal
Carrollian algebra are:

[Jij , Bk] = δk[jBi], [Jij , Pk] = δk[jPi], [Jij , Kk] = δk[jKi], [Bi, Pj ] = −δijH,

[Bi, Kj ] = δijK, [D, K] = K, [K, Pi] = −2Bi, [Ki, Pj ] = −2Dδij − 2Jij ,

[H, Ki] = 2Bi, [D, H ] = −H, [D, Pi] = −Pi, [D, Ki] = Ki. (2.3)
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The sub-algebra {Jij , Bi, Pi, H} forms the Carroll algebra. We will now focus on (2+1)-
dimensions. Let us recombine the above generators as

L0 = 1
2(D + iJxy), L−1 = −1

2(Px − iPy), L1 = 1
2(Kx + iKy), (2.4a)

L̄0 = 1
2(D − iJxy), L̄−1 = −1

2(Px + iPy), L̄1 = 1
2(Kx − iKy), (2.4b)

M00 = P0, M01 = Bx − iBy, M10 = Bx + iBy, M11 = K0. (2.4c)

Using the differential representation of the conformal Carroll algebra and the definitions (2.4),
we obtain a suggestive form for the Conformal Carroll generators:

Ln = zn+1∂z + 1
2(n + 1)znt∂t, L̄n = z̄n+1∂z̄ + 1

2(n + 1)z̄nt∂t, Mnm = znz̄m∂t. (2.5)

where z = x + iy and z̄ = x − iy. The conformal Carroll algebra now takes the form

[Ln, Lm] = (n − m)Ln+m, [L̄n, L̄m] = (n − m)L̄n+m, (2.6a)

[Ln, Mrs] =
(n + 1

2 − r
)
M(n+r)s, [L̄n, Mrs] =

(n + 1
2 − s

)
Mr(n+s). (2.6b)

[Mrs, Mpq] = 0. (2.6c)

where n = −1, 0, 1 and r, s = 0, 1. If we now extend the generators (2.5) for arbitrary integer
n, r, s, the algebra above (2.6) is infinite dimensional. This algebra is isomorphic to the four
dimensional Bondi-van der Burg-Metzner-Sachs algebra (BMS4) which is the asymptotic
symmetry algebra of asymptotically flat 4d spacetimes at the null boundary [45, 46].

We now give a geometric account of these symmetries [47–49]. In flat space, it is very
evident the Carroll limit makes the Minkowski metric degenerate. The metric with covariant
indices becomes:

ηµν =


−c2 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 1

 , ηµν
c→0−−→ hµν =


0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , (2.7)

while the contravariant version takes the following form

ηµν =


− 1

c2 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , −c2ηµν c→0−−→ Θµν =


1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 = θµθν , where θµ =


1
0
0

 . (2.8)

It is clear from the above that we have

hµνθν = 0 (2.9)

One can generalise this structure to define general Carrollian manifolds with the pair (hµν , θµ).
Formally, a Carroll manifold is defined as a d-dimensional manifold endowed with a degenerate
symmetric positive covariant tensor field hµν and nowhere vanishing vector field θ which
generates the kernel of h. This is a “weak” Carrollian structure as opposed to a “strong”
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structure which also requires the existence of a symmetric affine connection compatible
with both h and θ.
The Carroll algebra is obtained as the isometry of a flat Carroll manifold

Lζθµ = 0, Lζhµν = 0. (2.10)

Here Lζ represents a Lie derivative along the vector field ζ. This actually leads to an infinite
dimensional algebra, which reduces to the finite dimensional Carroll algebra we obtained
above in the limit when we restrict to linear functions. We shall mostly be interested in the
conformal structures on these manifolds. The conformal isometry is generated by

Lζθµ = λθµ, Lζhµν = −2λhµν . (2.11)

Here λ is the conformal factor.2 For flat Carroll backgrounds, the solution to the conformal
isometry equations above is given by:

ξ =
(

α(xi) + t

2∂if
i(xj)

)
∂t + f i(xj)∂i. (2.12)

Here xi denotes the (d− 1) spatial directions of the d-dimensional Carroll manifold. α(xi) are
arbitrary functions of these spatial coordinates and parametrise supertranslations. f i(xj) also
satisfy conformal killing equations on the spatial slice. We are interested in the case d = 3
and hence here f i(xj) are restricted to be to be holomorphic/anti-holomorphic functions,
i.e. f ≡ f(z) and f̄ ≡ f̄(z̄). It is clear from the above that we can define the generators of
the algebra of Carrollian conformal isometry as follows

L(f) = f(z)∂z + t

2∂zf(z) ∂t, L(f̄) = f̄(z̄)∂z̄ + t

2∂z̄ f̄(z̄)∂t, M(α) = α(z, z̄)∂t. (2.13)

If we break this up into modes

f(z) =
∑

n

anzn+1, f̄(z̄) =
∑

n

ānz̄n+1, α(z, z̄) =
∑
r,s

br,szrz̄s

L(f) =
∑

n

anLn, L(f̄) =
∑

n

ānL̄n, M(α) =
∑
r,s

br,sMr,s (2.14)

it is straight-forward to check that the generators are the same as (2.5) and obey the infinite
dimensional BMS4 algebra.

2.2 Aspects of representation theory

In this subsection, we briefly recall aspects of representations of Carrollian CFTs. The
construction of the representations of Carrollian CFTs is similar to the relativistic conformal
case. Our construction here would be important to understand the symmetries of the specific
Carrollian field theories, i.e. the Carroll CSM theories we will focus on later in the paper.

2In general, one could choose different conformal factors λ1 and λ2 for θ and h and this would lead to
the so-called N -conformal Carroll algebras, where N = −λ2/λ1 and this is related to the anisotropy factor
z = N/2 which dictates the relative scaling of space and time under dilatations. From the point of view of
holography of asymptotically flat spacetimes, where the bulk is a 4d relativistic spacetime, we are interested
in 3d field theories that have uniform scaling of space and time, z = 1 and the above choice is valid.
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Let us consider how conformal Carrollian symmetry acts on a generic field Φ which can
be looked upon as a multiplet of different fields ϕi:

Φ =


ϕ1
...

ϕn

 . (2.15)

We first focus on the little group that keeps the origin (t = 0, xi = 0) invariant. This is the
subgroup generated by the rotations, Carroll boosts, dilatations, and Carroll SCTs. The
action of the generators on Φ is given by

[Jij , Φ(0)] = SijΦ(0), [Bi, Φ(0)] = BiΦ(0), [D, Φ(0)] = ∆Φ(0), (2.16a)
[Ki, Φ(0)] = kiΦ(0), [K, Φ(0)] = kΦ(0). (2.16b)

The little group generators form a matrix representation at the origin. We can set k and ki

to zero as a consequence of the algebra of these generators, and this is very similar to the
usual relativistic CFT analysis. The representations of the whole conformal Carroll algebra
are induced from this. The transformations of the fields under the action of the different
generators of the algebra at arbitrary points are given by using the translation generators
on the generators to move them to act on the field at that point

O(t, xi) = eiHteiPix
iO(0)e−iHte−iPix

i
, (2.17)

where O represents a generic operator, and in this case a member of the generators, and by
repeated use of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula. This yields:

[Jij , Φ(t, xi)] = (xi∂j − xj∂i + Sij)Φ(0), (2.18a)
[Bi, Φ(t, xi)] = (xi∂t + Bi)Φ(0), (2.18b)
[D, Φ(t, xi)] = (t∂t + xi∂i + ∆)Φ(0), (2.18c)
[K, Φ(t, xi)] = (x2∂t + 2xiBi)Φ(0), (2.18d)

[Ki, Φ(t, xi)] = (2xi∆ − 2xjSij + 2tBi + 2txi∂t + 2xixj∂j − x2∂i)Φ(0). (2.18e)

In the Carrollian CFTs, we label fields by their dilatation weight ∆ and consider various
spins Sij . The non-trivial features are encoded in the boost matrices Bi, as we will see below.

Action of infinite dimensional generators on fields in 3d.

We now focus on d = 3 and discuss aspects of the representations of the infinite dimensional
algebra. We define primaries of the whole infinite dimensional conformal Carroll algebra.
All fields are labelled under L0 and L̄0

[L0, Φ] = hΦ, [L̄0, Φ] = h̄Φ (2.19)

Here h + h̄ = ∆ and h − h̄ = S. Drawing analogies with usual CFT, we define Carrollian
primaries are those for which the weights cannot be lowered further:

[Ln, Φ] = 0, [L̄n, Φ] = 0, [Mr,s, Φ] = 0, ∀n, r, s > 0 (2.20)
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Quasi-primaries are primaries with respect to the global Poincare sub-algebra. In d = 3, the
algebra of the spin matrices related to Carroll boosts (Bx,By) and rotations S is given by

[S,Bx] = −By, [S,By] = Bx, [Bx,By] = 0. (2.21)

The commuting nature of the boosts makes it possible to have different boost labels for
a particular spin.

Spin 0 case: we first look at the scalar representation. This is simply obtained by setting

S = Bx = By = 0. (2.22)

With the input above, we can write down the transformation of the primaries Φ(t, z, z̄) ≡
ϕ(t, z, z̄) for the whole infinite dimensional algebra:

[Mnm, ϕ(t, z, z̄)] = znz̄m∂tϕ(t, z, z̄), (2.23a)

[Ln, ϕ(t, z, z̄)] = 1
2[(zn(n + 1)(∆ϕ + t∂t) + 2zn+1∂z)]ϕ(t, z, z̄), (2.23b)

[L̄n, ϕ(t, z, z̄)] = 1
2[(z̄n(n + 1)(∆ϕ + t∂t) + 2z̄n+1∂z̄)]ϕ(t, z, z̄). (2.23c)

Here, ∆ϕ denotes the scaling weight of field ϕ. The subscripts (n, m) > 0. This is again done by
translating the generator to (x, t) by (2.17) and using the BCH formula. We also invoke (2.20).

Spin 1 case: the spin 1 representation of rotation means that we have

Sij =


0 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

 . (2.24)

We now have options for our boost generators consistent with (2.21). One of this is the
trivial representation:

Bx = By = 0. (2.25)

The non-Lorentzian nature of the algebra means that one can have more than one repre-
sentation for the boost generators corresponding to a particular spin. We will be interested
in the non-trivial representation:

Bx =


0 0 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 , By =


0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0

 . (2.26)

These non-trivial boost matrices described are non-diagonalisable that means the components
of spinning primaries would mix under boost transformations. We will work in a basis where
the spin 1 Φ field is given by:

Φ(t, z, z̄) =


at(t, z, z̄)
az(t, z, z̄)
az̄(t, z, z̄)

 (2.27)
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where az = (ax − iay) and az̄ = (ax + iay). The action of supertranslation on the different
components is given by:

[Mnm, at] = znz̄m∂tat, (2.28a)
[Mnm, az] = znz̄m∂taz + 2nzn−1z̄mat, (2.28b)
[Mnm, az̄] = znz̄m∂taz̄ + 2mznz̄m−1at. (2.28c)

Notice that the Jordan block structure of the boosts mean that at is present in the trans-
formation of az, az̄ but only transforms into itself under supertranslations. Similarly, the
action of superrotations on the components are given by

[Ln, at] =
[
zn+1∂z + 1

2zn(n + 1)(∆ + t∂t)
]

at, (2.29a)

[Ln, az] =
[
zn+1∂z + 1

2zn(n + 1)(∆ + 1 + t∂t)
]

az + 2tn(n + 1)atz
n−1, (2.29b)

[Ln, az̄] =
[
zn+1∂z + 1

2zn(n + 1)(∆ − 1 + t∂t)
]

az̄. (2.29c)

and for the anti-holomorphic counterpart:

[L̄n, at] =
[
z̄n+1∂z̄ + 1

2 z̄n(n + 1)(∆ + t∂t)
]

at, , (2.30a)

[L̄n, az] =
[
z̄n+1∂z̄ + 1

2 z̄n(n + 1)(∆ − 1 + t∂t)
]

az, (2.30b)

[L̄n, az̄] =
[
z̄n+1∂z̄ + 1

2 z̄n(n + 1)(∆ + 1 + t∂t)
]

az̄ + 2tn(n + 1)atz̄
n−1, (2.30c)

Notice that the different components have different scaling dimensions. Comparing with (2.19),
we see that

hat = h̄at = ∆
2 ; haz = ∆ + 1

2 , h̄az = ∆ − 1
2 ; haz̄ = ∆ − 1

2 , h̄az̄ = ∆ + 1
2 . (2.31)

One can similarly build higher spin representations. There will be more choices for non-trivial
boost matrices as one increases the spin, with all the lower spin boost matrices showing up.
For the purposes of this paper, we will be concerned with spin-0 and spin-1 cases.

3 Abelian Chern-Simons coupled to scalar matter

Our goal in this paper is to construct Carrollian versions of Chern-Simons matter theories.
We will focus on 3 dimensions. In this section, we give an overview of the basic construction
of these theories from the point of view of an expansion in powers of the speed of light c

following [42] and demonstrate the technique for the Abelian CS theory before we move
onto the more interesting non-Abelian case in the next section. This section provides a
warm-up for the more involved case to be discussed later. We will also comment on the
symmetries of the actions derived and the most interesting point, the dimensional reduction
of the Carrollian CSM theory.
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We begin with the well-known relativistic U(1) Chern-Simons theory and couple this
to a scalar. This theory is described by the action:

S =
∫

dtd2x

{
k

4π
ϵµνρAµ∂νAρ + (Dµϕ)∗(Dµϕ)

}
, (3.1)

where µ = 0, 1, 2, k is the level of the Chern-Simons term and Dµ is the gauge covariant
derivative: Dµ = ∂µ − ieAµ. We note that under a general coordinate transformation, the
gauge field transforms as:

δAµ = ξν∂νAµ + ∂µξνAν . (3.2)

We would be interested in splitting up spatial and temporal components in order to consider
the Carroll limit. The restriction of the above general coordinate transformation to a Lorentz
transformation is

ξ0 = βix
i

c
, ξi = x0

c
βi = tβi (3.3)

The gauge field Aµ and real scalar field transforms under Lorentz boosts as

δAµ = ctβi∂iAµ + 1
c

βix
i∂tAµ + δ̄Aµ, where δ̄A0 = βiAi, δ̄Ai = βiA0, (3.4a)

δϕ = ctβi∂iϕ + 1
c

βix
i∂tϕ. (3.4b)

3.1 Carrollian expansion

We will now construct the Carrollian version of the CS theory coupled to a scalar field. We
will use an expansion of all fields in a power series in c2 [42]. The leading term would become
what is known as the Electric Carroll theory, while the sub-leading term, with appropriate
modifications, becomes the Magnetic theory. The fields in our theory are expanded as:

At =
∞∑

n=0
cλc2na

(n)
t , Ai =

∞∑
n=0

cλc2na
(n)
i , ϕ =

∞∑
n=0

cγc2nϕ(n). (3.5)

where we use At = cA0. We find the transformation rules of the fields at a generic level
(n) by considering the expansion of the relativistic fields again. Let us specifically look at
the transformation under boosts. We define

βi = cbi, (3.6)

where bi is the Carroll boost parameter. The fields then transforms as

δa
(n)
t = bix

i∂ta
(n)
t + tbi∂ia

(n−1)
t + bia

(n−1)
i , (3.7a)

δa
(n)
i = bjxj∂ta

(n)
i + bjt∂ja

(n−1)
i + bia

(n)
t . (3.7b)

where for n = 0, the transformations are included using a
(−1)
µ = 0. It is straight-forward

to see that the leading n = 0 transformations are identical to what we had derived earlier
from the representations of the conformal Carroll algebra in (2.28). In conclusion, the set
(a(0)

t , a
(0)
i ) acts like a vector field with respect to Carroll transformations. These rules are

also applicable for the scalar field. The resultant higher modes in the expansion transforms
into each other under these boosts.
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3.2 Electric and magnetic actions

We will now study the expansion of Chern Simon theory coupled to scalar field. The
action (3.1) with explicit c factors is given by

S =
∫

dtd2x
k

4π

[
ϵµνρAµ∂νAρ

]
− 1

c2 (Dtϕ)∗(Dtϕ) + (Diϕ)∗(Diϕ) =
∫

dtd2xL. (3.8)

We will plug (3.5) into (3.8) and extract the leading and subleading pieces. We will take
λ = γ − 1 since we wish to keep the Chern-Simons term at leading order. Interestingly, we
get two distinct theories corresponding to λ = 0 and λ ̸= 0. For λ ̸= 0, it is a straight-forward
exercise to check that the interaction terms between the gauge fields and scalars (in the
covariant derivative) disappear. We will thus focus on the λ = 0 sector alone.

The leading order Lagrangian, which we will call the Electric Carroll Lagrangian is
given by:

L0 = k

4π
ϵµνρa(0)

µ ∂νa(0)
ρ − (Dtϕ)(0)∗(Dtϕ)(0), (3.9)

where we have used the abbreviation (Dtϕ)(0) = (∂t − iea
(0)
t )ϕ(0). We will see below that this

Lagrangian has Carroll and indeed (infinite) conformal Carroll symmetries.
The next-to-leading order (NLO) Lagrangian is given by:

L1 = k

4π
ϵµνρ

(
a(1)

µ ∂νa(0)
ρ + a(0)

µ ∂νa(1)
ρ

)
− (Dtϕ)(1)∗(Dtϕ)(0) − (Dtϕ)(0)∗(Dtϕ)(1) (3.10)

+(Diϕ)(0)∗(Diϕ)(0), (3.11)

where we have defined

(Diϕ)(0) = D
(0)
i ϕ(0) = (∂i − iea

(0)
i )ϕ(0), (Dtϕ)(1) = ∂tϕ

(1) − iea
(0)
t ϕ(1) − iea

(1)
t ϕ(0) (3.12)

This Lagrangian is not Carroll invariant, specifically it is not Carroll boost invariant. In
order to rectify this, we modify it by adding Lagrange multipliers (χµ, ξ) to make it Carroll
boost invariant. We re-write the Lagrangian after adding Lagrange multipliers, to get:

L1 = k

4π
ϵµνρ

(
χ̃µ∂νa(0)

ρ + a(0)
µ ∂νχ̃ρ

)
− (ξ̃∗ + ieχ̃tϕ

∗(0))(Dtϕ)(0) + (Dtϕ)(0)∗(ξ̃ − ieχ̃tϕ
(0))

+(Diϕ)(0)∗(Diϕ)(0), (3.13)

where we have redefined ξ̃ = (D(0)
t ϕ(1) + ξ) and χ̃µ = (a(1)

µ +χµ). As we elaborate in appendix
A, by ascribing certain transformation properties to the Lagrange multipliers, the above
Lagrangian can be made Carroll invariant. In conclusion, the Carrollian Chern-Simons matter
theories that we would be interested in have the following Lagrangians:

Electric: Le = k

4π
ϵµνρaµ∂νaρ − (Dtϕ)∗(Dtϕ), (3.14)

Magnetic: Lm = k

4π
ϵµνρ

(
χµ∂νaρ + aµ∂νχρ

)
−
[
J∗

t (Dtϕ) + (Dtϕ)∗Jt

]
+ (Diϕ)∗(Diϕ)

(3.15)

Here we have Dt = ∂t − ieat, Di = ∂i − ieai, Jt ≡ ξ − ieχtϕ, a
(0)
t ≡ at and χ̃ ≡ χ and so

on. We have dropped all superscripts on the fields.
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3.3 Symmetries for the electric action

We now briefly delve into the symmetries of the electric action (3.14). The transformation
of the vector fields Φ = (at, az, az̄) under the conformal Carroll algebra are given by the
equations (2.28), (2.29) and (2.30). The transformation of the scalar ϕ is given by (2.23).
The dilation weights of the different components of the vector field are given by

∆aµ = 1 ⇒ hat = h̄at = 1
2; haz = 1, h̄az = 0; haz̄ = 0, h̄az̄ = 1. (3.16)

For the scalar we have

∆ϕ = 1
2 . (3.17)

These can be deduced from the relativistic theory in the same way as we constructed the
change under the boosts. The dilatation weights don’t change under the limit c → since the
dilatation generator D = t∂t + xi∂i does not change under contraction.

We can now explicitly check for the invariance of the Lagrangian (3.14) under super-
translations the action of which on the fields are given by (2.28) and (2.23). This yields

δMLe = ∂t[znz̄mLe]. (3.18)

So we see that the electric action is invariant under infinite dimensional supertranslations.
Similarly, the action of the “holomorphic” superrotations are given by (2.29) and (2.23).
This gives

δLLe = ∂t

[1
2zn(n + 1)tLe

]
+ ∂z

[
zn+1Le

]
. (3.19)

In the above, we have explicitly used the weights (3.16) and (3.17). We thus have only
total derivative terms under the variation of the electric Lagrangian and hence the action
is invariant under the infinite dimensional superrotations as well.

Let us put in perspective what we have found. The relativistic Chern-Simons action in
3d coupled to massless scalar matter is conformally invariant, but this symmetry is finite
dimensional. We have taken a Carrollian expansion on this action and considered the leading
electric Carroll action. This action is now invariant under an infinite dimensional symmetry,
viz. the 3d conformal Carrollian or BMS4 algebra. This theory is a potential model of a field
theoretic dual to a gravitational theory in 4d asymptotically flat spacetimes.

One can also look at the symmetries of the magnetic action (3.15) and conclude the
emergence of infinite dimensional symmetries there. We give the details of this in appendix A.

3.4 Null reduction of Carrollian theory

One of the objectives of our work is to relate the two approaches to holography in asymp-
totically flat spacetimes, the Carroll and the Celestial. As indicated in the introduction,
Carrollian holography proposes a co-dimension one dual to 4d asymptotically flat spacetimes
living on the entire null boundary, while Celestial holography advocates a co-dimension two
dual that resides on the celestial sphere. The 3d Carrollian field theory is defined on the null
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line Ru as well as the sphere S2 at I ±. It is thus natural to ask what happens if we reduce
the 3d theory along the null direction and this is what we will do below.

Before proceeding, it is important to remind the reader that when one does a null
reduction of a relativistic theory in (d + 1) dimensions, one ends up with a Galilean theory in
d dimensions. In order to null reduce, the relativistic theory is written in lightcone coordinates
x± = 1√

2(x0 ± xd) and then the derivative along x+ is set to zero: ∂+ = 0. For the purposes
of this quick comment, let us focus on 4d theories. In terms of the metric, in the lightcone
coordinates in four dimensions, we have

η4×4 =


0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 =

 0 τ3×1

τ1×3 h3×3

 (3.20)

The null reduction focuses on the lower 3 × 3 block. This is a degenerate metric giving rise
to a 3d Galilean structure. Now let us attempt the same on a 4d Carrollian theory. We
know that here we already have a degenerate metric:

g4×4 =


0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 =

 0 03×1

01×3 δ3×3

 (3.21)

The null reduction again will focus on the lower 3 × 3 block, but now in contrast to the
relativistic case, we have a 3d Euclidean non-degenerate metric. We might expect that a
null reduction of a Carrollian theory thus would generate a Euclidean theory in one lower
dimension.3 This expectation is borne out by our analyses in this paper.

Armed with this intuition, we will now Kaluza Klein reduce the Carrollian theory
along the null or t-direction. Splitting the space and time indices, we see that the electric
Lagrangian is given by

Le = k

4π
ϵtxy[atfxy − ax(∂tay − ∂yat) + ay(∂tax − ∂xat)] − (Dtϕ)∗(Dtϕ). (3.22)

The process of null reduction, as just mentioned above, means that any derivative in t-
direction is set to zero. Doing this we get:

Lnull−red = k

4π
ϵtxy[atfxy + ax∂yat − ay∂xat] − e2a2

t ϕ∗ϕ = k

2π
ϵtxyatfxy − e2a2

t ϕ∗ϕ, (3.23)

where we have dropped a total derivative in the intermediate steps. Our aim now is to
integrate out the at field. The equation of motion of at is given by:

k

4π
ϵtxyfxy = e2atϕ

∗ϕ. (3.24)

3There has been recent work relating lower dimensional non-Lorentzian theories (both Galilean and Carrol-
lian) to relativistic theories in lightcone coordinates in one higher dimension from a geometric perspective [60].
It would be of interest to see if something similar can be attempted for higher dimensional Carroll theories
and lower dimensional relativistic ones.
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Completing square(s), (3.23) can be written as

Lnull−red = −e2ϕ∗ϕ

(
at −

k

4πe2
fxy

ϕ∗ϕ

)2
+
(

k

4πe

)2 f2
xy

ϕ∗ϕ
(3.25)

Classically, the at equation of motion suggests that the bracket of the first term vanishes.
In the path integral language, the bracket gives a gaussian integral in shifted at, which just
yields a determinant. In either case, we are left with only the second term after integrating
out at. So we find that

Lnull−red =
(

k

4πe

)2 f2
xy

ϕ∗ϕ
(3.26)

This is a 2D Euclidean pure Maxwell theory with coupling 1
g2 =

(
k

4πe|ϕ|

)2
, provided |ϕ|

acquires a vacuum expectation value by some mechanism.
The magnetic Carroll theory can also be null reduced and we provide some details in

appendix B. This is more involved and we will not be concerned with this in the main
body of the paper.

In conclusion, we have shown that starting with a 3d relativistic Abelian Chern-Simons
theory coupled to scalar matter, one can do a Carroll expansion in powers of the speed
of light to obtain two Carroll Chern-Simons matter theories in 3d, which exhibit infinite
dimensional Conformal Carroll symmetry. Now, null reducing the electric Carroll CS theory
and integrating out the at field, we have ended up in a 2d Euclidean Maxwell theory. This
section provides a warm-up for the more involved non-Abelian case we would be addressing
in the coming sections. It is rather curious that one can end up with a lower dimensional
Maxwell theory from Chern-Simons theory in this way.

We started out this sub-section saying that we wanted to relate 3d Conformal Carroll
theories to 2d Celestial CFTs via null reductions. We have obtained a 2d Euclidean Maxwell
theory. Now Maxwell theory is only classically conformally invariant in d = 4. So a priori,
it is not clear at all that we have ended up with a relativistic CFT in d = 2. We will
however argue that this is the case when we move to the details of the non-Abelian theory
in the coming sections.

4 Bifundamental CSM theories

We will now consider a non-abelian generalisation of our construction in the previous section,
viz. a Chern-Simons matter theory with bifundamental matter and gauge group SU(N) ×
SU(M). Such theories famously arise in the context of AdS4/CFT3 duality [4]. Note that
the ABJM theory has U(N) × U(N) gauge group, the U(1) × U(1) part of which can be
gauge-fixed to a discrete subgroup. We will avoid this subtlety by working with special
unitary groups. For simplicity, we will also neglect fermions and scalar potential terms. First
we will take the Carrollian limit to obtain a Chern-Simons matter theory with Carrollian
conformal symmetry (or BMS4 symmetry), which can be thought of as living at null infinity
of Minkowski space, providing a toy model for flat space holography. Then we will perform
dimensional reduction along the null direction to obtain a relativistic two-dimensional theory.
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It is notable if start with a relativistic theory and apply a Carrollian limit followed by a
null reduction, we end up with a relativistic theory in one lower dimension. In a sense, we
can think of the non-relativistic limit encoded by the null reduction as cancelling out the
ultra-relativistic limit encoded by the Carrollian limit. We expect this to be a more general
phenomenon. Moreover, we will show that the resulting theory has relativistic 2d conformal
symmetry and may therefore be a celestial CFT.

We will show below that upon giving the scalar fields a vacuum expectation value, the
null-reduced 3d theory becomes a Euclidean 2d Yang-Mills (YM) theory. To our knowledge,
such a connection between 3d CSM and 2d YM theory has not previously been observed.
In particular, if M ≤ N the gauge group of 2d YM will be SU(M). From this we see that
having fundamental matter in 3d (which corresponds to having M = 1) will lead to an
abelian theory in 2d even if the 3d theory has a non-abelian gauge group. Hence, it is
crucial to have bifundamental matter in 3d in order to get an interacting theory in 2d. It
is intriguing that the necessity of bifundamental matter was previously discovered using
completely different reasoning in the context of AdS/CFT [4, 61, 62]. This suggests that
if a concrete realisation of flat space holography exists, it should indeed arise from taking
the flat space limit of AdS/CFT.

4.1 Carrollian bifundamental CSM

We begin by considering the relativistic CS theory coupled to bifundamental scalar matter:

S =
∫

dt dx dy

{
ikN

8π
eµνρ TrN

(
Aµ∂νAρ + 2i

3 AµAνAρ

)
(4.1)

+ ikM

8π
ϵµνρ TrM

(
Bµ∂νBρ + 2i

3 BµBνBρ

)
+ TrN,M

[
(Dµϕ)† (Dµϕ)

]}
where ϕ is a scalar field in the in (N, M̄) representation of SU(N) × SU(M), Aµ and Bµ

are SU(N) and SU(M) gauge fields, respectively, and

Dµϕ = ∂µϕ − iAµϕ + iϕBµ. (4.2)

We will choose the Chern-Simons levels to be kN = −kM = k. We will see later that this
choice gives 2d YM theory after taking the Carrollian limit followed by dimensional reduction.
It is also the choice which appears in the ABJ(M) theory [4, 5].

We employ the same Carroll expansion (3.5), but now for both gauge fields Aµ and Bµ,
along with the scalar ϕ. This results in a generalisation of the Abelian Carroll actions we wrote
down earlier. We will focus solely on the leading electric action in this case (but the magnetic
case can be similarly obtained). The Carrollian electric non-Abelian CSM action is given by

Se =
∫

dtdxdy

[
ik

8π
ϵµνρ

{
TrN

(
aµ∂νaρ + 2i

3 aµaνaρ

)
− TrM

(
bµ∂νbρ + 2i

3 bµbνbρ

)}
−TrN,M

(
(Dtϕ)† · Dtϕ

)]
, (4.3)

where we have

Dtϕ = ∂tϕ − iatϕ + iϕbt. (4.4)
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This theory can be shown to have infinite dimensional Carrollian conformal symmetry, like its
Abelian counterpart, and can be thought of as a CFT living in null boundary of Minkowski
space, presumably dual to some gravitational theory in the bulk.

4.2 Dimensional reduction and emergence of 2d Yang-Mills

In continuation of the construction in the Abelian case, we will now dimensionally reduce
along the null direction, t. We remind the reader again that this is a null reduction, which
normally gives a lower-dimensional non-relativistic theory when applied to a relativistic
theory. However applied to a Carrollian theory, this yields a relativistic Euclidean theory,
so in a sense the non-relativistic nature of the null reduction counters the ultra-relativistic
nature of the Carroll theory leading to a relativistic theory at the end of the process. When
applied to our Carrollian CSM, the lower dimensional theory is again relativistic. We will
show that is contains 2d Yang-Mills theory and enjoys 2d relativistic conformal symmetry,
and can therefore be interpreted as a celestial CFT.

To perform the dimensional reduction, simply take ∂t → 0. After doing so, we obtain

S2d =
∫

dxdy

{
ik

4π
TrN (aFxy) − ik

4π
TrM

(
bF̃xy

)
+ TrM

[
(aϕ − ϕb)†(aϕ − ϕb)

]}
, (4.5)

where a = at, b = bt, and

Fxy =∂xay − ∂yax + i [ax, ay] , F̃xy = ∂xby − ∂ybx + i [bx, by] . (4.6)

We will now integrate out a, b. To simplify the analysis and the physical interpretation of the
result, we will give ϕ a vacuum expectation value (vev). The simplest case is N = M . In this
case we obtain SU(N) YM. For M < N , we get SU(M) YM plus additional terms whose
physical interpretation we will discuss later. In appendix C we carry out a more general
analysis for the theory without introducing a vev,4 but this yields identical results.

Case 1: M = N . Let us first consider N = M . In this case we can set ϕ = v1N×N giving

S2d =
∫

dxdy

{
ik

8π
TrN

[
a+
(
Fxy − F̃xy

)]
+ ik

8π
TrN

[
a−
(
Fxy + F̃xy

)]
+ v2 TrN

(
a2
−

)}
,

(4.7)
where a± = a ± b. We then find the following equations of motion:

a+ eom: Fxy = F̃xy (4.8a)

a− eom: a− = − ik

8πv2 Fxy. (4.8b)

Plugging these back into the action then gives

S2d = 1
g2

Y M

∫
dxdy TrN

(
F 2

xy

)
, g2

YM = 64π2v2

k2 . (4.9)

4Here we focus on the M = N case. The exercise for the more general case M < N is complicated, not
very illuminating and yields results identical to what we present below. So we don’t elaborate on that in the
appendix.
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Case 2: M < N . We now focus on the more complicated case M < N . In this case,
we may set

ϕ = v

(
1M×M

0(N−M)×M

)
. (4.10)

It is also convenient to split the gauge fields and field strengths into blocks as follows:

a =

 aM×M a′†
M×(N−M)

a′
(N−M)×M a′′

(N−M)×(N−M)

 , b = bM×M , (4.11)

Fxy =

F M×M
xy F

′†M×(N−M)
xy

F
′(N−M)×M
xy F

′′(N−M)×(N−M)
xy

 , F̃xy = F̃ M×M
xy . (4.12)

After doing so, we find that

S2d =
∫

dxdy

{
ik

8π
TrM

[
a+
(
Fxy − F̃xy

)M×M
]

+ ik

8π
TrM

[
a−
(
Fxy + F̃xy

)M×M
]

+ ik

4π

[
TrN−M

(
a′′F ′′

xy

)
+ TrN−M

(
a′F ′†

xy

)
+ TrM

(
a′†F ′

xy

)]
+v2

[
TrM a2

− + TrM

(
a′†a′

)]}
, (4.13)

where a± = (a ± b)M×M . We then find the following equations of motion:

a+ eom: F M×M
xy = F̃ M×M

xy

a− eom: a− = − ik

8π2v2 F M×M
xy

a′ eom: a′ = − ik

4πv2 F ′
xy

a′′ eom: F ′′
xy = 0.

(4.14a)

Plugging these back into the action finally gives

S2d = 1
g2

YM

∫
dxdy

[
TrM

(
F M×M

xy

)2
+ 4 TrM

(
F ′†

xyF ′
xy

)]
, where g2

YM = 64π2v2

k2 . (4.15)

Note that the first term describes 2d SU(M) YM, while the second term involves the field
strength F ′

xy which is an M × (N − M) non-hermitian matrix. The physical interpretation
of the second term is unclear in general, but when M = 1, F ′

xy is an (N − 1)-component
vector, i.e. F ′

xy =
(
F

(1)
xy , . . . , F

(N−1)
xy

)
and the second term reduces to a sum over (N − 1)

abelian non-Hermitian fields:

TrM

(
F ′+

xy F ′
xy

)
=

N−1∑
α=1

∣∣∣F (α)
xy

∣∣∣2 . (4.16)

Note that M = 1 corresponds to having fundamental matter coupled to SU(N) Chern-Simons
theory in the original 3d theory but after dimensional reduction we end up with an Abelian
theory if even the original theory was non-Abelian.
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From our findings above, we clearly see that having bifundamental matter in three
dimensions is required in order to have an interacting theory after dimensional reduction.
Interestingly, the same conclusion was reached from a very different perspective when
constructing a consistent example of the AdS4/CFT3 correspondence. We believe that this
is not a coincidence.

4.3 Hints of 2d relativistic conformal symmetry

In this sub-section, we will indicate how the 2d theory in (4.5) exhibits an emergent conformal
symmetry arising from dimensional reduction. To motivate this, first recall the vector
representation of the 3d Carrollian conformal group (2.5), which we re-write here for ease
of reading:

Ln = zn+1∂z + 1
2(n + 1)znt∂t, (4.17a)

Ln = z̄n+1∂z̄ + 1
2(n + 1)z̄nt∂t, (4.17b)

Mn,s = zrz̄s∂t (4.17c)

Here the first two lines represents the superrotations which close to two copies of Virasoro
algebra, but are in an unusual 3d representation with (t, z, z̄) and the third line represents
the generators of angle-dependent supertranslations along the null direction t. Dimensional
reduction along the null direction sets the t derivatives to zero, i.e. ∂t ≡ 0 and we are left with

Ln = zn+1∂z, Ln = z̄n+1∂z. (4.18)

These are the usual representation of the generators of the two copies of the Virasoro algebra
in d = 2. We thus expect the 2d theory, which is a null-reduced 3d Carrollian CFT, to
have 2d relativistic conformal symmetry.

Let us now understand how the 2d Yang-Mills theory can have an emergent scale
invariance. Looking at the first line in (4.5), we see that a, b must have scaling dimension zero
since the strengths Fxy and F̃xy have scaling dimension two. Applying this to the second line
in (4.5) then implies that ϕ has scaling dimension one. After giving ϕ a vev and integrating
out a, b we see that the resulting 2d YM theory is also scale-invariant since g2

YM has scaling
dimension two. In summary, we find that

∆a = ∆b = 0, ∆ϕ = 1. (4.19)

The crucial point here is that the fields that are to be integrated out from the 3d theory
at = a and bt = b have changed scaling dimensions from what we started out with, as has
the field which acquires a vev, i.e. ϕ. Since a, b are scalars in the 2d picture, it is natural
to set the scaling dimension of a = b = 0.

Although we don’t claim to understand the process of null reduction at the level of
the representation theory completely, let us attempt some more explanations. We wish
to figure out how the 2d conformal representations appear naturally from the 3d Carroll
representations under this process. In particular, the transformation of the fields at, ai and
ϕ in the 3d action before the null reduction are given by eqs. (2.28)–(2.30) and (2.23). The
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process of null reduction would change the dilation weights of at and ϕ. In particular, due
to the different scaling dimensions for at and ai, the 3d Carroll boosts do not mix these
components of the spin-one field into each other. So these objects under Carroll boosts
would transform in the trivial representation (2.25) instead of the non-trivial one (2.26) for
the spin-one multiplet. In particular, the transformation of each field would be according
to (2.23) and doing the null reduction by setting the t-derivatives here to zero gives us a
natural 2d conformal transformation:

[Ln, Φ(z, z̄)] =
[
zn+1∂z + zn(n + 1)h

]
Φ(z, z̄), (4.20a)

[L̄n, Φ(z, z̄)] =
[
z̄n+1∂z̄ + z̄n(n + 1)h̄

]
Φ(z, z̄), (4.20b)

where Φ(z, z̄) = (az, az̄). The weights of the fields are give by

haz = 1, h̄az = 0; haz̄ = 0, h̄az̄ = 1. (4.21)

These follow directly from (2.31) since ∆az = ∆az̄ = 1, which does not change with the
dimensional reduction. The above transformation can also obtained from eqs. (2.29) and (2.30)
by setting ∂t ≡ 0 and at ≡ 0. It is now straightforward to show that the theory in (4.5)
enjoys 2d conformal symmetry.

It is interesting to note that we obtain a theory with relativistic conformal symmetry
by performing a null reduction of a theory with Carrollian conformal symmetry. We believe
that this mechanism is not special to Carrollian CSM theory, and should hold for any theory
which arises from taking the Carrollian limit of a relativistic theory essentially because the
non-relativistic limit encoded by the null reduction cancels out the ultrarelativstic limit
of the Carrollian limit.

5 Conclusions

5.1 Summary

Motivated by the ABJM construction of a concrete dual to AdS4 spacetimes in terms of 3d
CSM theories, in this paper we laid out the basic construction of a holographic dual to 4d AFS
in terms of a 3d Carrollian CSM theory. We arrived at the Carrollian theories by considering
a c-expansion of the fields in the relativistic theory and showed that the leading Electric
Carroll CSM theory has an infinite dimensional BMS4 symmetry. This makes the theory a
candidate for a field theory dual to 4d AFS, since it inherits the asymptotic symmetries of
the bulk gravitational theory. In appendix A, we discuss aspects of the sub-leading magnetic
theory, which also exhibits similar symmetry structures.

We then performed a null reduction of the 3d Carrollian theories. Reducing along the
null direction, we ended up with 2d (Euclidean) relativistic theories. The theory we reduced
to depended very crucially on the matter content of the parent theory. We considered
bi-fundamental matter and non-Abelian relativistic CS theories and then the process of first
taking the Carroll limit followed by a null reduction landed us on a 2d Yang-Mills theory
with SU(N) gauge symmetry, if we started out with two equal gauge groups SU(N)× SU(N).
For the SU(N) × SU(M) case (N > M), the results were more involved, with a 2d SU(M)
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YM theory with additional interactions. For fundamental matter, the theory reduced to 2d
electrodynamics. This rather surprising connection between 3d CSM theories and 2d YM
theories, to the best of our knowledge, is completely novel and could be the tip of the iceberg
of a deep connection between 3d-2d theories via this curious ultrarelativistic-nonrelativistic
reduction.

We ultimately provided some hints as to how the 2d YM theory we obtained has an
emergent 2d relativistic conformal symmetry and thus may provide a bridge between 3d
Carrollian CFTs and 2d Celestial CFTs. We provide more comments below.

5.2 Discussions and future directions

Our work raises several tantalising questions and below we discuss some of them.

⋆ Relating Carroll and Celestial CFTs through null reductions.
As described in the introduction, in recent years, there has been a major theoretical
effort to formulate flat space holography in terms of a 2d CFT living on the sphere at
null infinity, known as the Celestial CFT [7, 8]. Given that the 2d theory we obtain by
performing a null reduction of a 3d Carrollian CFT has 2d conformal symmmetry, we
believe that this theory may provide a concrete relisation of a celestial CFT, or at least
be closely related to one. Let us suggest a speculative holographic argument which
lends support to this claim. First recall the formula for a bulk-to-boundary propagator
for a field dual to a scalar operator with dimension ∆ in a Carrollian CFT [17]:

G̃△ = 1
(t + q · x)∆ , (5.1)

where q⃗ is a null vector which can be interpreted as the momentum of a massless particle
in 4d Minkowski space. This propagator was derived by writing the AdS4 propagator in
5d embedding corrdinates and taking the flat space limit. If we restrict our attention to
one edge of null infinity parametrised by 0 < u < ∞ and impose appropriate boundary
conditions, we can extract the zero mode of the operators along this interval of the
boundary by simply performing an integral over u as follows:∫ ∞

0
duG∆ =

∫ ∞

0

du

(u + q · x)∆ = 1
1 − ∆

1
(u + q · x)∆−1

∣∣∣∣∞
0

(5.2)

= 1
∆ − 1

1
(q · x)∆−1 , ∆ ̸= 1. (5.3)

We recognise the second line as the bulk-to-boundary propagator in AdS3 which can be
derived from the Mellin transform of a plane wave in 4d Minkowski space [63]. More
generally, performing this Mellin transform maps scattering amplitudes to Celestial
correlators [64]. Hence, dimensional reduction maps a Carrollian CFT operator with
scaling dimension ∆ to a celestial CFT operator with scaling dimension ∆ − 1.
There have been other similar suggestions for relating 3d Carrollian and 2d Celestial
CFTs (see e.g. [16]). We hope to follow up on this, specifically in the context of 3d
CSM theories we have discussed above. It would also be interesting to explore if there
is any relation between 2d YM and other recent proposals for Celestial CFTs [65–67].
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⋆ Limits and reductions
We have performed a Carroll limit followed by a null reduction on the 3d relativistic
CSM theories to end up with 2d Yang-Mills theories. It would be intriguing to figure
out what happens if one does the opposite, i.e. null-reduce the 3d relativistic theory
and perform a Carroll limit on the resulting theory and to generalise this story to other
spacetime dimensions. We hope to report on this in the near future.

⋆ Computing correlation functions
Given a concrete proposal for a Carrollian CFT, it would be of great interest to compute
its correlation functions in order to probe the dynamics of the bulk theory. For this
puropse, it would be useful to adapt the Feynman rules recently derived for Carrollian
YM theories in [68] to Carrollian CSM theories. A natural target to derive from the
boundary perspective would be tree-level Einstein gravity amplitudes, which were
recently mapped to Carrollian correlators in [21, 22]. In general, we expect boundary
correlators to produce amplitudes of Einstein gravity plus an infinite tower of higher
derivative corrections which arise from the low energy expansion of a UV finite theory
of quantum gravity such as string theory. While reproducing bulk locality at four-points
may require performing a non-perturbative calculation in the boundary [69], we should
already be able to get some insight into the bulk dynamics by computing three-point
functions. Indeed, conformal Ward identities imply that three-point stress tensor
correlators in relativistic CFT’s must be a linear combination of two different structures
which correspond to two-derivative and six-derivative gravitational interactions in the
bulk [70–72], so one expects to have a similar statement for 3d Carrollian CFT’s.

⋆ Supersymmetrization
One of the most important directions is to generalise our discussion to include supersym-
metry and in particular figure out what the Carroll limit of 3d N = 6 Supersymmetric
CS theory is so that we can actually focus on the flat limit of the AdS4/CFT3 corre-
spondence. Supersymmetric versions of Carrollian theories in dimensions higher than
two have been addressed in [73]. It would be of interest to use these algebraic structures
in the construction of an explicit supersymmetric CSM model. Understanding the
analogue of this limit for type IIA string theory on AdS4× CP3 is also an important
project, but one may have to work a lot harder for a full string theoretic understanding
of the bulk.

We hope to come back to these, and other questions of interest, very soon.
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A Symmetries of magnetic limit

In this appendix, we will look into the magnetic limit and the symmetries of the action.
The action in the magnetic limit is given by

Lmag = k

4π

[
ϵtij
(
χt∂iaj − χi∂taj + χi∂jat + at∂iχj − ai∂tχj + ai∂jχt

)]
−
[
J∗

t (Dtϕ) + (Dtϕ)∗Jt

]
+ (Diϕ)∗(Diϕ), (A.1)

where we have Dt = (∂t − ieat), Di = (∂i − ieai), Jt ≡ (ξ − ieχtϕ), a
(0)
t ≡ at and χ̃ ≡ χ

and so on. The equations of motion are

k

2π
ϵtij f̃jt + ie[ϕ∗(Diϕ) − ϕ(Diϕ)∗] = 0,

k

4π
ϵtij f̃ij + ie[ϕJ∗

t − ϕ∗Jt] = 0, (A.2)
k

4π
ϵtijfij − ie[ϕ∗(Dtϕ) − ϕ(Dtϕ)∗] = 0,

k

2π
ϵtijfti = 0, (A.3)

Dt(Jt) − ieχt(Dtϕ) − DiDiϕ = 0, Dtϕ = 0. (A.4)

where f̃ab = (∂aχb − ∂bχa) and a = (t, i). We will now look at the symmetries of the
Lagrangian (A.1).

Boost transformation: the transformations of the various fields in the Lagrangian under
the action of Carroll boosts is given by

[Bi, at(xi, t)] = xi∂tat, [Bi, aj(xi, t)] = xi∂taj + δijat (A.5)
[Bi, χt(xi, t)] = xi∂tχt, [Bi, χj(xi, t)] = xi∂tχj + δijχt, (A.6)
[Bi, ϕ(xi, t)] = xi∂tϕ, [Bi, ξ(xi, t)] = xi∂tξ + (Diϕ). (A.7)

The boost transformations of the Lagrange multipliers (χa, ξ) are chosen in a manner so as
to make sure that the action is invariant under Carroll boosts. Below we see this explicitly.
The variation of Lagrangian under boost transformation is given by

δBLmag = xl∂tLmag = ∂t[xlLmag]. (A.8)

The magnetic action thus is invariant under Carroll boosts.

Scale transformation: the transformation of the fields under dilatations is given by:

[D, Φ(xi, t)] = (t∂t + xi∂i + ∆Φ)Φ, (A.9)
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where Φ ≡ (at, ai, ϕ, χ, ξ) and ∆Φ denotes each fields respected scaling weight. Using it to
understand the variation of the Lagrangian, we get

δDLmag = ∂l[xlLmag] + ∂t[tLmag] + (2∆ϕ − 1)[(Diϕ)∗(Diϕ)]

+ (∆χ − 1) k

4π

[
ϵtij
(
χt∂iaj − χi∂taj + χµ∂νaρ + at∂iχj − ai∂tχj + ai∂jχt

)]
−
(
∆ϕ − 1

2
)[

(ξ∗ + ieχtϕ
∗)(Dtϕ) + (Dtϕ)∗(ξ − ieχtϕ)

]
−
(
∆ξ −

3
2
)[

ξ∗(Dtϕ) + (Dtϕ)∗ξ
]
−
(
∆χ + ∆ϕ − 3

2
)
ieχt

[
ϕ∗(Dtϕ) − (Dtϕ)∗ϕ

]
(A.10)

We have already taken ∆ = 1 for the gauge field (at, ai) in the intermediate steps. All
extra terms vanishes when we take[

∆ = 1, ∆χ = 1, ∆ξ = 3
2 , ∆ϕ = 1

2

]
. (A.11)

Finally the result becomes

δDLmag = ∂l[xlLmag] + ∂t[tLmag]. (A.12)

The magnetic action is thus invariant under scale transformation given the scaling dimensions
of the fields (A.11).

Supertranslation transformation: we will now look into the supertranslations and the
invariance of the magnetic limit. The transformations of the fields under supertranslation
is given by

• For the scalar ϕ: (2.23).

• For the vector field a⃗ = (at, az, az̄), and Lagrange multiplier χ⃗ = (χt, χz, χz̄): (2.28).

• For the Lagrange multiplier ξ:

[Mnm, ξ] = znz̄m∂tξ + nzn−1z̄mDzϕ + mznz̄m−1Dz̄ϕ. (A.13)

The variation of (A.1) under supertranslation comes out to be

δMLmag = ∂t[znz̄mLmag] (A.14)

The Magnetic Carrollian CSM theory thus has infinite dimensional supertranslation invariance.

Superrotations transformation: we now move on to superrotations. The transformations
of the fields under superrotations are given by:

• For the scalar ϕ: (2.23).

• For the vector field a⃗ = (at, az, az̄), and the vector Lagrange multiplier χ⃗ = (χt, χz, χz̄):
(2.29) and (2.30).
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• For the Lagrange multiplier ξ:

[Ln, ξ] = 1
2[(zn(n + 1)(∆ξ + t∂t) + 2zn+1∂z)ξ + tn(n + 1)(Dzϕ)zn−1]. (A.15)

Using the above, the variation under superrotations of (A.1) comes out to be

δLLmag = ∂t

[1
2zn(n + 1)tLmag

]
+ ∂z

[
zn+1Lmag

]
. (A.16)

We thus see that the magnetic action is invariant under infinite dimensional superrotations.
The magnetic Carrollian CSM action thus has all the infinite dimensional symmetries of
the extended BMS4 algebra.

B Null reduction of magnetic theory

In this appendix, we provide some details of the null reduction of the magnetic Carrollian
CSM theory. For simplicity, we focus on the Abelian case. The Lagrangian is given by

Lmag = k

4π

[
ϵtxy

(
χtfxy − χxfty + χyftx + atf̃xy − axf̃ty + ayf̃tx

)]
(B.1)

−
[
J∗

t (Dtϕ) + (Dtϕ)∗Jt

]
+ (Dxϕ)∗(Dxϕ) + (Dyϕ)∗(Dyϕ). (B.2)

In order to null reduce the theory, we set the derivatives ∂t ≡ 0. The action of the reduced
theory thus becomes

Lmag = k

4π

[
ϵtxy

(
χtfxy + χx∂yat − χy∂xat + atf̃xy + ax∂yχt − ay∂xχt

)]
(B.3)

+ieat

[
J∗

t ϕ − ϕ∗Jt

]
+ (Dxϕ)∗(Dxϕ) + (Dyϕ)∗(Dyϕ), (B.4)

taking the total derivatives, we get

Lmag = k

2π

[
ϵtxy

(
χtfxy +atf̃xy

)]
+ieat

[
J∗

t ϕ−ϕ∗Jt

]
+(Dxϕ)∗(Dxϕ)+(Dyϕ)∗(Dyϕ). (B.5)

The equations of motion for at and χt are given by

k

2π
ϵtxyf̃xy = −ie[J∗

t ϕ − Jtϕ
∗], k

2π
ϵtxyfxy − 2e2atϕ

∗ϕ = 0. (B.6)

Looking above, we get two cases. Let us discuss each case in details. First one is integrating
out at and auxiliary fields and second one is if ξ is not integrated out.

Integrating out at and auxiliary fields.

The magnetic action for an Abelian Chern-Simons field minimally coupled to a scalar, after
taking away ∂t is

Lmag = κ

2π

[
ϵtxy

(
χtfxy + atf̃xy

)]
+ ieat

[
J∗

t ϕ − ϕ∗Jt

]
+ (Dxϕ)∗(Dxϕ) + (Dyϕ)∗(Dyϕ)

Substituting the definition Jt = ξ − iχtϕ, we get

Lmag = at

(
ieϕξ∗ − ieϕ∗ξ − 2e2ϕ∗ϕχt

)
+ κ

2π

(
fxyχt + f̃xyat

)
+ |Diϕ|2 (B.7)
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The goal is to integrate out at, χt and ξ. A slight generalization of the well known fact
that a product can be written as a difference of two squares helps us write the “quadratic”
terms in (B.7) as

at

(
ieϕξ∗ − ieϕ∗ξ − 2e2ϕ∗ϕχt

)
= |

(
at + ieϕ∗

2 ξ − e2ϕ∗ϕ

2 χt

)
|2−|

(
at −

ieϕ∗

2 ξ + e2ϕ∗ϕ

2 χt

)
|2

Let’s define

V1 = at + ieϕ∗

2 ξ − e2ϕ∗ϕ

2 χt, V2 = at −
ieϕ∗

2 ξ + e2ϕ∗ϕ

2 χt

So the quadratic piece is V ∗
1 V1 − V ∗

2 V2. Now let’s look at the linear piece. at is simply V1+V2
2 ,

while χt = V2−V1
e2ϕ∗ϕ

+ i
eϕξ. So we can now write (B.7) as

Lmag = V ∗
1 V1 − V ∗

2 V2 + κ

4π

[(
f̃xy

2 − fxy

e2ϕ∗ϕ

)
(V1 + V ∗

1 ) +
(

f̃xy

2 + fxy

e2ϕ∗ϕ

)
(V2 + V ∗

2 )
]

+ iκfxy

4πeϕ
ξ − iκfxy

4πeϕ∗ ξ∗ + |Diϕ|2.

(B.8)

This is quadratic in V1 and V2, but only linear in ξ, which acts as a Lagrange multiplier that
imposes the constraint fxy = 0. Immediately using this constraint, (B.8) further simplifies to

Lmag = V ∗
1 V1 − V ∗

2 V2 + κf̃xy

8π
(V1 + V ∗

1 + V2 + V ∗
2 ) + |Diϕ|2,

=
(

V1 + κf̃xy

8π

)∗(
V1 + κf̃xy

8π

)
−
(

V2 −
κf̃xy

8π

)∗(
V2 −

κf̃xy

8π

)
+ |Diϕ|2,

(B.9)

where we have added and subtracted the same term to complete both perfect squares.
Integrating out these perfect squares, we are left with

L1 = |Diϕ|2 (B.10)

with the constraint fxy = 0.

If ξ is not integrated out.

If we keep ξ as a field in the reduced theory, We go back to (B.8). Now we don’t impose
fxy = 0 since ξ is no longer a Lagrange multiplier. We can again complete the squares
involving V1 and V2, and doing that we get

Lmag =
(

V1 + κf̃xy

8π
− κfxy

4πe2ϕ∗ϕ

)∗(
V1 + κf̃xy

8π
− κfxy

4πe2ϕ∗ϕ

)
−
(

κ

4π

)2
(

f̃xy

2 − fxy

e2ϕ∗ϕ

)2

−
(

V2 −
κf̃xy

8π
− κfxy

4πe2ϕ∗ϕ

)∗(
V2 −

κf̃xy

8π
− κfxy

4πe2ϕ∗ϕ

)
+
(

κ

4π

)2
(

f̃xy

2 + fxy

e2ϕ∗ϕ

)2

+ iκfxy

4πeϕ
ξ − iκfxy

4πeϕ∗ ξ∗ + |Diϕ|2. (B.11)
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Integrating out the perfect squares we get

Lmag = 2
(

κ

4πe

)2 fxyf̃xy

ϕ∗ϕ
+ iκfxy

4πeϕ
ξ − iκfxy

4πeϕ∗ ξ∗ + |Diϕ|2. (B.12)

If we change our minds now and integrate out ξ, it sets fxy = 0 giving back the action (B.10).
At this juncture, it is not clear to us what the null reduction of the magnetic CSM theory

is hinting at. We hope to come back to this in more detail in the near future.

C Integrating out fields in the bifundamental theory

In this appendix, we will integrate out the scalar fields a, b from the 3d Carroll Chern-
Simons theory coupled to bifundamental matter without introducing a vev. For the sake
of completeness, we will rewrite all formulae that we require in this appendix without
referring back to the main text. The action for the SU(N)k ×SU(M)−k Chern-Simons theory
minimally coupled to a bifundamental scalar is written as

SCSB =
∫

d3xL, (C.1)

where the Lagrangian of the theory is given by

L = k

8π
ϵµνρ

[
Tr1

(
Aµ∂νAρ −

2i

3 AµAνAρ

)
− Tr2

(
Bµ∂νBρ −

2i

3 BµBνBρ

)]
−
√
−gTr1Tr2(gµν(DµΦ)†(DνΦ)). (C.2)

Here A is the SU(N)k CS gauge field while B is the SU(M)−k CS gauge field. Tr1 and
Tr2 are the traces over SU(N) and SU(M) fundamental indices respectively. The gauge
covariant derivative is defined as

DµΦ = ∂µΦ + iAµΦ − iΦBµ. (C.3)

Using the Carrollian expansion

Φ = c
1
2

(
ϕ +

∞∑
n=1

c2nϕ(n)
)

, Aµ = aµ +
∞∑

n=1
c2na(n)

µ , Bµ = bµ +
∞∑

n=1
c2nb(n)

µ . (C.4)

to leading order we end up with the electric Carroll theory

L = k

8π
ϵµνρ

[
Tr1(aµ∂νaρ −

2i

3 aµaνaρ) − Tr2(bµ∂νbρ −
2i

3 bµbνbρ)
]
− Tr1Tr2((D0ϕ)†(D0ϕ)).

(C.5)
where now D0ϕ = ∂0ϕ + ia0Φ − iϕb0. Null reducing the theory along x0 and thereby putting
all x0 derivatives to zero, we obtain

L2d = 2Tr1(af) − 2Tr2(bf̄) − Tr1Tr2[(ϕ†a − bϕ†)(aϕ − ϕb)]. (C.6)

where we have defined

a ≡ a0, b ≡ b0, f ≡ κ

4π
(∂1a2 − ∂2a1 + i[a1, a2]), f̄ ≡ κ

4π
(∂1b2 − ∂2b1 + i[b1, b2]), (C.7)
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We label fundamental indices with (i, j, k . . .), these run over 1 to N . The antifundamental
indices are labelled with (a, b, c . . .) and they run from 1 to M . Different fields have the
following structure:

ϕ ≡ ϕi
a, ϕ† ≡ ϕ† a

i = (ϕi
a)∗; a ≡ ai

j , f ≡ f i
j ; b ≡ ba

b , f̄ ≡ f̄a
b .

Explicitly writing out the indices, we have

L2d = 2ai
jf j

i − 2ba
b f̄ b

a + Qk
i ai

jaj
k + Q̄b

cb
a
b bb

c − 2ba
b ϕ† b

i ai
jϕj

a. (C.8)

where we have defined

Qi
j = ϕi

aϕ† a
j , Q̄a

b = ϕ† a
i ϕi

b. (C.9)

We will now integrate out fields in the null-reduced theory.

Case I: N = M . We begin our discussions with the case N = M . In this case, both Q

and Q̄ are invertible when ϕ is invertible. Assuming ϕ is invertible, we proceed to integrate
out a first from (C.8).

ϕ† a
i ai

jaj
kϕk

a − ba
b ϕ† b

i ai
jϕj

a + 2ai
jf j

i =
[(

ϕ† a
i ai

j − ba
b ϕ† b

i + ϕ−1 a
i f i

j

) (
aj

kϕk
a − ϕj

cbc
a + f j

kϕ†−1 k
a

)]
− ba

b ϕ† b
j ϕj

cbc
a + ba

b

(
ϕ† b

j f j
kϕ†−1 k

a + ϕ−1 a
i f i

jϕ† b
i

)
− Q−1 i

k fk
j f j

i .

(C.10)

The term in the square brackets forms a perfect square and we drop this and put the rest
of the above into (C.8). Doing this, we see that the quadratic terms in b cancel out and
we are left with

L2d = ba
b

(
ϕ† b

j f j
kϕ†−1 k

a + ϕ−1 a
i f i

jϕ† b
i − 2f̄a

b

)
− Q−1 i

k fk
j f j

i . (C.11)

Now we integrate out b, which then sets

f̄a
b = 1

2
(
ϕ† b

j f j
kϕ†−1 k

a + ϕ−1 a
i f i

jϕ† b
i

)
. (C.12)

This is a constraint in the theory. Finally, the null reduced electric action is given by

L2d = −Q−1 i
k fk

j f j
i = −Tr1(Q−1f2) = −Tr2(Q̄−1f̄2). (C.13)

where we have obtained the last equation by virtue of the constraint (C.12). If the scalar
ϕ acquires a vacuum expectation value,

ϕ = ϕ0IN×N (C.14)

then the constraint above simplifies to give

f = f̄ (C.15)

and the 2d action becomes:

L2d = −
(

k

8π|ϕ0|

)2
Tr(f2

xy) (C.16)
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This is of course the action for 2d Yang-Mills theory with

g2
Y M =

(8π|ϕ0|
k

)2
(C.17)

So, we see that when the scalar field acquires a vev, the null reduced electric Carroll action
can be understood as a 2d Yang Mills theory.

Case II: N ̸= M . In this case, the analysis is much more involved, but at the end, the
interpretable result is what one gets by considering a vev, as we have done in the main
text, i.e. the action reduces to the Yang-Mills theory with gauge group SU(M), assuming
M < N . But there are additional constriants in the theory as well, which we can only
interpret presently in the cases addressed in the main text.
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