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Abstract

In this work, we study the inhomogeneous BMS free fermion theory, and show that
it gives a free field realization of the BMS Ising model. We find that besides the BMS
symmetry there exists an anisotropic scaling symmetry in BMS free fermion theory. As
a result, the symmetry of the theory gets enhanced to an infinite dimensional symmetry
generated by a new type of BMS-Kac-Moody algebra, different from the one found in the
BMS free scalar model. Besides the different coupling of the u(1) Kac-Moody current to
the BMS algebra, the Kac-Moody level is nonvanishing now such that the corresponding
modules are further enlarged to BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules. We show that there
exists an underlyingW (2, 2, 1) structure in the operator product expansion of the currents,
and the BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules can be viewed as highest-weight modules of
this W -algebra. Moreover we obtain the BMS Ising model by a fermion-boson duality.
This BMS Ising model is not a minimal model with respect to BMS3, since the minimal
model construction based on BMS Kac determinant always leads to chiral Virasoro minimal
models. Instead, the underlying algebra of the BMS Ising model is the W (2, 2, 1)-algebra,
which can be understood as a quantum conformal BMS3 algebra.
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1 Introduction

Free field theories are the simplest examples of two dimensional(2d) conformal field theo-

ries(CFTs). They are important and useful in the study of 2d CFTs. Firstly, on their own

right, they are solvable, and are essential in string theories. Some important ingredients in 2d

CFTs, such as state-operator correspondence, operator product expansion (OPE) and modular

invanriance, can be shown explicitly in free field theories. Secondly, the free fields can be used

to study more generic CFTs, which has free field realizations (see, for example, [1]). Standard

examples including the Wakimoto representations of affine current algebras and the vertex

operator representations of affine current algebras at level one. In particular, the Coulomb gas

formalism [2], which is based on free bosons with background charges, is very useful in study-

ing Virasoro minimal models [3]. Besides, the simplest minimal model, the 2d Ising model,

in fact have another free field realization in terms of free Majorana fermions. Recently, this

fermion-boson duality was generalized to all the minimal models [4].

In the past decade, there has been increasing interests in studying the field theories with

nonrelativistic conformal symmetries. These symmetries often partially break the Lorentz

symmetry but keep some kind of scale invariance. They include Schrödinger symmetry, Lifshitz

symmetry, Galilean conformal symmetry and Carrollian conformal symmetry etc. Especially in

two dimensions, the global scaling symmetries could be enhanced to local ones under suitable

conditions, which are generated by infinite dimensional algebra [5, 6, 7, 8]. On the other

hand, these two dimensional nonrelativistic conformal symmetries play important roles in

establishing the holographic dualities beyond the AdS/CFT correspondence [9, 10, 11, 12,

6, 13, 14, 15, 16]. Among these dualities, the flat-space holography is of particular interest.

It was found that the asymptotic symmetry group of three-dimensional Einstein gravity is

generated by the Bondi-Metzner-Sachs (BMS) algebra, whose generators satisfy the following

commutation relations

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
cL
12

(n3 − n)δn+m,0,

[Ln,Mm] = (n−m)Mn+m +
cM
12

(n3 − n)δn+m,0,

[Mn,Mm] = 0.

(1.1)

This motivates a lot of works establishing holography theory in asymptotic flat spacetimes,

see[17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 18].

The study of the field theory with BMS symmetry, or equivalently the Galilean conformal

symmetry, is interesting itself, besides the implication on flat space holography. Firstly the

algebra (1.1) could be obtained by taking either the Carrollian (ultra-relativistic) limit or the

Galilean (non-relativistic) limit of the usual Virasoro algebra. This is in contrast with the
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situations in higher dimensions, where two limits lead to different algebras [27]. Secondly, the

field theory with BMS symmetry is typically not unitary and exhibit novel features [28, 29,

30, 31]. Nevertheless, the BMS (GCA) bootstrap seems still viable, at least for generalized

free field theories. For more studies on the GCA bootstrap, see [29, 32, 30, 33, 34]1. Even

though we have some understanding of various aspects of BMS field theories mainly from

symmetry constraints, it is necessary to study concrete BMS models to obtain better picture.

As a first step, one may start from free field theories. In [35], a free scalar theory with the

BMS symmetry was carefully studied. In the present work, we would like to study another

free theory, the inhomogeneous BMS free fermion theory.

The inhomogeneous BMS free fermion model arise from the tensionless limit of superstring

[36, 37]. We discuss both of its NS sector and Ramond sector, the quantization and the spec-

trum. We show that due to an extra anisotropic scaling symmetry, the BMS symmetry gets

enlarged to a symmetry generated by a new type of BMS-Kac-Moody algebra with nonvan-

ishing Kac-Moody level. The enlarged algebra is different from the one appearing in the BMS

free scalar model, as now the commutators between the u(1) generators and the superrotations

are non-vanishing. To describe all the states in the theory we need to enlarged the module

as well. Actually we show that there appears naturally BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules.

Moreover, by studying the operator product expansion of various currents, we notice the emer-

gence of aW (2, 2, 1)-algebra S, which could be taken as the quantum version of the conformal

BMS algebra studied in [38]. Interestingly, these BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules can be

taken as highest-weight modules of S.

Another important motivation for this work is to search for the minimal models with BMS

symmetry. It is well known that the usual 2d minimal models could be read off from the Kac

determinant of the Virasoro algebra [3]. However, direct computation of the Kac determinant

of the BMS algebra shows that the possible minimal models must be chiral. Nevertheless, as

we will show, there does exist a nontrivial BMS minimal model, the BMS Ising model. This

model cannot be simply obtained by taking the non-relativistic (NR) limit of the usual 2d Ising

model, though its partition function is exactly the NR limit of the one of the Ising model. We

show that the inhomogeneous BMS free fermion indeed gives a free field realization of this

BMS Ising model, which is similar to the usual boson-fermion duality between the 2d Ising

model and the free Majorana fermion. This BMS Ising model is not a minimal model with

respect to the BMS3 algebra, instead, its underlying algebra is the above W (2, 2, 1)-algebra

S.

1The bootstrap program in these works is based on the global BMS symmetry.
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Outline of the paper

The remaining part of this work is organized as follows. In section 2, we give a brief review

on the BMS field theories. It includes the symmetry algebra, its representations and the

correlation functions. In section 3, we discuss the inhomogenous BMS free fermion in its NS

sector. We show that the symmetry algebra is a new type of BMS-Kac-Moody algebra (with

non-vanishing Kac-Moody level), which interestingly includes an anisotropic scaling symmetry.

Besides, in order to cover all states in the theory, the corresponding modules need to be further

enlarged to BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules. These modules in fact can be viewed as

highest weight modules of a W (2, 2, 1)-algebra S. We also comment on the differences and

similarities with the BMS free scalar model. In section 4, we discuss the Ramond sector

and the BMS Ising model. We firstly analyze the zero modes and find the degenerate (two)

ground states of the Ramond sector. These states are created by two twist operators σ and µ,

which realize the “spin operator” in the BMS Ising model. Then we find the fusion rules and

calculate the partition function of the theory. In appendix A, we show a similar anisotropic

scaling symmetry in the BMS free scalar model. In appendix B, we discuss the bottom-up

construction of enlarged BMS algebras, including BMS-Kac-Moody algebras and the quantum

conformal BMS algebra. In appendix C, we show that the minimal model construction based

on the BMS algebra must be chiral.

Note: while we were finishing this project, we were aware that the same BMS free fermion

model was being studied by another group [39]. Their work has many overlaps with the present

paper.

2 Review of BMS field theory

In this section, we give a brief review on BMS field theories (BMSFT) in 2d. More detailed

discussions can be found in [28][34][29][35].

2.1 Basics

A two dimensional BMS field theory (or Galilean conformal field theory) is a non-relativistic

conformal field theory, which is invariant under the following BMS transformation2:

x→ f(x), y → f ′(x)y + g(x). (2.1)

2In this work, we mainly treat BMSFTs defined on the plane with coordinate x and y. One can find the
cylinder-to-plane mapping and a detailed analysis of the radial quantization for BMSFTs in [35].
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The corresponding generators are

ln = −xn+1∂x − (n+ 1)yxn∂y,

mn = −xn+1∂y.
(2.2)

At the quantum level, the commutators acquire central charges, and we obtain the quantum

BMS algebra or the Galilean conformal algebra (GCA):

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
cL
12
n(n2 − 1)δn+m,0,

[Ln,Mm] = (n−m)Mn+m +
cM
12
n(n2 − 1)δn+m,0,

[Mn,Mm] = 0.

(2.3)

These Ln and Mn are called super-rotations and super-translations respectively. The above

BMS3 (or GCA2) algebra can be obtained by taking the ultra-relativistic or non-relativistic

contraction on the 2d conformal algebra [28].

The OPE among the stress tensor currents are

T (x1, y1)T (x2, y2) ∼
cL

2(x1 − x2)4
+

2T (x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
+
∂xT (x2, y2)

x1 − x2
− (y1 − y2)∂yT (x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
,

− 2cM (y1 − y2)

(x1 − x2)5
− 4(y1 − y2)M(x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)3

T (x1, y1)M(x2, y2) ∼
cM

2(x1 − x2)4
+

2M(x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
+
∂xM(x2, y2)

x1 − x2
,

M(x1, y1)M(x2, y2) ∼0.

(2.4)

The currents have the following mode-expansions

T (x, y) =
∑

n

Lnx
−n−2 −

∑

n

(n+ 2)Mnyx
−n−3,

M(x, y) =
∑

n

Mnx
−n−2.

(2.5)

Representations

At early days, it is believed that the states in BMSFTs could be organized into the BMS

primaries and their descendants [28], just as in CFT2. However, the recent work on the BMS

free scalar model shows that there are BMS staggered modules [35], which include states which

are not BMS primaries themselves but also are not descendants of any other BMS primaries.

In fact, we will find such staggered modules in the BMS inhomogeneous free fermion with

some novel features. Nevertheless, BMS highest-weight modules always appear in BMSFTs3

and will be helpful for us to understand the Hilbert space of these theories. We review singlet

BMS highest weight modules in the following.

3They appear as submodules of some enlarged BMS modules in the BMS free scalar and the BMS inhomo-
geneous free fermion.
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For a BMS singlet highest-weight representation, a BMS primary state |O〉 is an eigenstate

of M0. Denote the corresponding BMS primary operator as O(x, y), when located at the

origin, it is labeled by the eigenvalues (∆, ξ) of (L0,M0) (O ≡ O(0, 0)):

[L0,O] = ∆O, [M0,O] = ξO, (2.6)

where ∆ and ξ are referred to as the conformal weight and the boost charge respectively. It

also obeys the highest-weight conditions

[Ln,O] = 0, [Mn,O] = 0, n > 0. (2.7)

Using the state-operator correspondence, one can write the eigen-equations and highest-weight

conditions for a BMS primary state: (2.6) and (2.7) with O replaced by |O〉 and commutators

replaced by actions of generators. Acting L−n,M−n with n > 0 successively on the primaries,

we get their descendants. The operators at other positions can be obtained by the translation

operator U = exL−1+yM−1 ,

O(x, y) = UO(0, 0)U−1. (2.8)

Using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula, the transformation law for primary op-

erators are

[Ln,O(x, y)] = (xn+1∂x + (n + 1)xny∂y + (n+ 1)(xn∆+ nxn−1yξ))O(x, y), (2.9)

[Mn,O(x, y)] = (xn+1∂y + (n+ 1)xnξ)O(x, y), ∀n ≥ −1, (2.10)

which can be integrated to get the transformation law

O′(x, y) = |f ′|∆ eξ
g′+yf ′′

f ′ O(x′, y′), (2.11)

under the finite transformation x→ f(x), y → f ′(x)y + g(x).

One can also define the BMS quasi-primaries, which transform covariantly under the global

BMS symmetry generated by L0,±1 andM0,±1. The BMS quasi-primaries are characterized by

(∆, ξ) as well, but ξ appears generally in the form of the Jordan blocks, suggesting that there

appears naturally the boost charge multiplet [29]. In the BMS free scalar model, the Hilbert

space can in fact be organized by BMS quasi-primaries and their global descendants [35][30].

However, this will not be the case for the inhomogeneous BMS free fermion.

Correlation functions

By requiring the vacuum is invariant under the global BMS symmetry, the correlation functions

of quasi-primary operators are well constrained by the Ward identities. For the singlet, the

7



two-point function and three-point function are

G2(x1, x2, y1, y2) = d δ∆1,∆2
δξ1,ξ2 |x12|−2∆1e

−2ξ1
y12
x12 ,

G3(x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, y3) = c123|x12|−∆123 |x23|−∆231 |x31|−∆312e
−ξ123

y12
x12 e

−ξ312
y31
x31 e

−ξ231
y23
x23 ,
(2.12)

where d is the normalization factor of the two-point function, c123 is the coefficient of three-

point function which encodes dynamical information of the BMSFT, and

xij ≡ xi − xj, yij ≡ yi − yj, ∆ijk ≡ ∆i +∆j −∆k, ξijk ≡ ξi + ξj − ξk. (2.13)

The four-point functions of singlet quasi-primary operators can be determined up to an arbi-

trary function of the cross ratios,

G4 = 〈
4
∏

i=1

Oi(xi, yi)〉 =
∏

i,j

|xij |
∑

4
k=1

−∆ijk/3e
−

yij

xij

∑
4
k=1

ξijk/3G(x, y) (2.14)

where the indices i = 1, 2, 3, 4 label the external operators Oi, G(x, y) is called the stripped

four-point function and x and y are the cross ratios,

x ≡ x12x34
x13x24

y

x
≡ y12
x12

+
y34
x34

− y13
x13

− y24
x24

. (2.15)

2.2 Multiplets

As we have mentioned, BMS quasi-primary multiplet naturally appear in BMSFTs. In fact,

one can also find BMS primary multiplet in BMSFTs [35]. Since we want to see how the BMS

symmetry constrains the correlators, we focus on the general case of the correlators of BMS

quasi-primary multiplet.

Similar to the Logarithmic CFT (LCFT), the boost multiplet appears because M0 acts

non-diagonally on the quasi-primary states. Generically, M0 acts as follows,

[M0,O] = ξO (2.16)

where O denotes a set of quasi-primary operators in the theory and ξ is block-diagonalized

ξ =













. . .

ξi
ξj

. . .













(2.17)

with

ξi =











ξi
1 ξi

. . .
. . .

1 ξi











r×r

(2.18)

8



being the Jordan block of rank r. The quasi-primaries corresponding to a rank-r Jordan block

form a multiplet of rank r.

Under the BMS transformations (2.1), a multiplet Oa of rank r transform as:

Õa(x̃, ỹ) =
a
∑

k=0

1

k!
|f ′|−∆ ∂kξ e

−ξ g′+yf ′′
f ′ Oa−k(x, y), (2.19)

where a = 0, 1, ..., r−1 label the (a+1)-th operators in the multiplet. The two-point functions

of the operators in two multiplets can be written in the following canonical form [29]4

〈Oia(x1, y1)Ojb(x2, y2)〉 =
{

0, for p < 0,

δijdr |x12|−2∆ie
−2ξi

y12
x12

1
p!

(

−2y12
x12

)p
, otherwise,

(2.20)

where

p = a+ b+ 1− r. (2.21)

In the above, the indices i, j label the multiplets. When i = j, r ≡ ri = rj and a, b label the

(a + 1)-th and the (b + 1)-th operators in the multiplets Oi and Oj , respectively. One can

then use (2.19) to define the out state of a quasi-primaries at infinity, which will be used to

calculate the inner product and the Gram matrix,

〈Oa| = lim
y→0

x→∞

a
∑

k=0

〈0|Oa−k(x, y)
1

k!
∂kξ e

2ξ y

xx2∆. (2.22)

From the two-point function (2.20), the inner product of the quasi-primary states in a multiplet

are

〈Oa|Ob〉 = lim
x1→∞,x2→0,
y1→0,y2→0

1

k!
∂kξ e

2ξ
y1
x1 x2∆1

a
∑

k=0

〈Oa−k(x1, y1)Ob(x2, y2)〉 = δa+b,r−1. (2.23)

The general form of the three-point function is

〈OiaOjbOkc〉 = ABCijk;abc, (2.24)

where

A = exp

(

−ξ123
y12
x12

− ξ312
y31
x31

− ξ231
y23
x23

)

,

B = |x12|−∆123 |x23|−∆231 |x31|−∆312 ,

Cijk;abc =
a−1
∑

n1=0

b−1
∑

n2=0

c−1
∑

n3=0

c
(n1n2n3)
ijk

(qi)
n1(qj)

n2(qk)
n3

a!b!c!
,

(2.25)

with

qi = ∂ξi lnA. (2.26)

4Note that our convention has a sign difference with the one in [29].
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Here i, j, k label the multiplet and a, b, c label the (a+1)-th, (b+1)-th, (c+1)-th quasi-primaries

in the multiplet Oi, Oj , Ok respectively. Cijk;abc are dynamical three point coefficients which

can not be determined by the symmetry. Note that the above expression for the three-point

function is valid for both ξ 6= 0 and ξ = 0. For ξ = 0, one should take ξ = 0 at the end of the

computation.

For the stripped four-point function of identical external operators, when the propagating

operators have non-zero boost charge ξr 6= 0, its global block expansion is

G(x, y) =
∑

Or ,ξr

1

dr

r−1
∑

p=0

1

p!

∑

a,b|a+b+p+1=r

cacb∂
p
ξr
g
(0)
∆r,ξr

, (2.27)

where g
(0)
∆r ,ξr

is the global BMS(GCA) block for a propagating singlet with ξ 6= 0

g
(0)
∆r ,ξr

= 22∆p−2x∆r(1 +
√
1− x)2−2∆re

ξry

x
√
1−x (1− x)−1/2. (2.28)

It can be obtained from the Casimir equation. When the propagating operators have zero

boost charge ξr = 0, due to the emergent null states, the corresponding block is more com-

plicated, one can find it in [30]. Remarkably, it can be written as a weighted sum of building

blocks, which turns out to be the one dimensional conformal block with non-identical external

operators [30].

3 BMS free fermion: NS sector

In this section, we study the BMS free fermion theory in its NS sector. In fact, one can find two

different types of BMS free fermions arising from the tensionless (super-)string: homogenous

and inhomogenous BMS free fermions.The homogenous BMS free fermion theory defined on

the plane has the following action [40][36]

L = ψ0∂yψ0 + ψ1∂yψ1, (3.1)

where ψ0 and ψ1 are two fundamental fermions. One can easily find that this theory has

only Virasoro symmetry and is simply a theory of two free chiral fermions. In particular,

all operators have no y dependence. Hence, we will focus on the more interesting case: the

inhomogenous BMS free fermion. In the following we simply call it the BMS free fermion

theory.

3.1 Inhomogenous BMS free fermion

The action for the BMS free fermion is known as the fermionic part of the inhomogeneous

tensionless super-string action defined on the plane. It takes the form [37][41]:

S =
1

2

∫

dxdy(ψ1∂0ψ0 + ψ0∂0ψ1 − ψ0∂1ψ0). (3.2)

10



Hereinafter we always use the notation that ∂0 = ∂y, ∂1 = ∂x. It is easy to see that this action

is invariant under the BMS transformation:

x→ f(x), y → f ′(x)y + g(x) (3.3)

together with the following transformation rule for the fundamental fields:

ψ0 → f ′−
1

2ψ0, ψ1 → f ′−
1

2

(

ψ1 −
g′ + yf ′′

2f ′
ψ0

)

(3.4)

This transformation rule indicates that the two fundamental free fermions ψ1 and ψ0 form a

rank-2 BMS primary multiplet (12ψ0, ψ1)
⊤, with dimensions and boost charges (this can be

confirmed by their behaviour under the BMS transformation)

∆ =

(

1
2 0
0 1

2

)

, ξ =

(

0 0
1 0

)

. (3.5)

The equations of motion from the action (3.2) are

∂0ψ0 = 0, ∂0ψ1 = ∂1ψ0, (3.6)

from which we have the modes expansion:

ψ0(x) =
∑

n

Bnx
−n− 1

2 ,

ψ1(x, y) =
∑

n

Anx
−n− 1

2 − (n +
1

2
)Bnx

−n− 3

2 y. (3.7)

With the help of equations of motion, the stress tensor

T µ
ν =

∂L
∂(∂µΦ)

∂νΦ− Lδµν (3.8)

has the components:

T 0
0 = −1

2
ψ0∂1ψ0, T 1

1 =
1

2
ψ0∂1ψ0, (3.9)

T 0
1 = −1

2
ψ1∂0ψ1 −

1

2
ψ0∂1ψ1, T 1

0 = 0. (3.10)

It is obvious that:

T 0
0 + T 1

1 = 0, (3.11)

so there are two independent components of the stress tensor. We define the stress tensor

operators T and M as:

T ≡ T 0
1 = −1

2
(ψ1∂0ψ1 + ψ0∂1ψ1), (3.12)

M ≡ T 0
0 = −1

2
ψ0∂1ψ0, (3.13)

which obey the on-shell relation:

∂0T = ∂1M. (3.14)
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3.2 Enlarged symmetry and module

In this subsection, we further study the symmetries of the BMS free fermion. We show that

there actually exist an additional local symmetry which enlarges the BMS symmetry to a

bigger space-time symmetry. This enlarged space-time symmetry turns out to be a new type

of BMS-Kac-Moody symmetry: it is generated by an algebra with the commutators between

the u(1) generators and the supertranslations being the supertranslations, thus it is different

from the ones obtained from ultra-relativistic contractions. Consequently the module structure

is enlarged as well.

3.2.1 Enlarged symmetry

The BMS free fermion theory in fact has an enlarged symmetry. From the action (3.2), one

can find it is invariant under another dilation symmetry D′, which scales the coordinates as

D′ : x→ x, y → λy. (3.15)

Under this scaling transformation, the fundamental fermions has dimension 1
2 and −1

2 respec-

tively

D′ : ψ0 → λ−
1

2ψ0, ψ1 → λ
1

2ψ1 (3.16)

such that the action is invariant under D′. Note that this dilation is different from the BMS

dilation D which is isotropic and requires the scaling dimension of both fundamental fermions

to be 1
2 . The corresponding Noether current of the transformation (3.16) reads

J0
D′ = −1

2
ψ0∂1ψ0y +

1

2
ψ0ψ1 =M(x)y − E(x, y)

J1
D′ = 0

(3.17)

where we have introduced the current

E(x, y) ≡ −1

2
ψ0ψ1. (3.18)

From the equation of motion, it is clear that ∂20E = 0, which has the solution

E(x, y) = E(0)(x) + E(1)(x)y. (3.19)

The current is conserved

∂µJ
µ
D′ = 0, (3.20)

which indicates that

∂0E =M, (3.21)

12



i.e. E(1) =M . Therefore, we have

J0
D′ = −E(0)(x). (3.22)

In the following we write J0
D′ as J .

From the action, one can easily find another scaling symmetry D′′,

D′′ : x→ λx, y → y, (3.23)

ψ0 → ψ0, ψ1 → λ−1ψ1. (3.24)

However, this symmetry is not independent and can be decomposed into

D′′
λ = D′

λ−1Dλ, (3.25)

where D is the usual dilation in the BMS algebra.

The scaling symmetry (3.15)(3.16) can in fact be enhanced to a local symmetry[5, 6, 7],

Cf : x→ x, y → f(x)y (3.26)

with the fundamental fields transforming as

Cf : ψ0 → f−
1

2ψ0, ψ1 → f
1

2

(

ψ1 −
yf ′

2f
ψ0

)

. (3.27)

One can easily check the invariance of the action under Cf . When f(x) = λ, Cf reduces to D′.

To find the symmetry generators, focusing on a basis of f(x): xn, n ∈ N. Setting f(x) = xn,

we find the corresponding charges of Cf are −E(0)
n ≡ Jn. Thus, Ln,Mn and Jn form the full

underlying symmetry algebra of the theory, which we will show in (3.73) and (3.75).

Here we want to find the classical counterpart (that is, without central terms) of this un-

derlying (quantum) symmetry algebra. Denote the generators of the symmetry transformation

(3.26) as jn, then

jn = −xny∂y. (3.28)

together with the generators of the BMS transformations (ln, mn) :

ln = −xn+1∂x − (n+ 1)xny∂y,

mn = −xn+1∂y,
(3.29)

one finds the following commutation relations

[ln, lm] = (n−m)ln+m,

[ln,mm] = (n−m)mn+m,

[mn,mm] = 0,

[ln, jm] = −mjn+m

[mn, jm] = −mn+m

[jn, jm] = 0.

(3.30)
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This is in fact a new type of BMS-Kac-Moody algebra without central extensions. The quan-

tum symmetry algebra in fact has non-vanishing central terms in [Ln, Lm] and [Jn, Jm], as can

be seen in (3.73) and (3.75).

We would like to clarify more clearly the structure of this algebra, especially the differences

from other known BMS-Kac-Moody algebras. First of all, it is a new type of BMS-Kac-

Moody algebra which can not be obtained by a contraction of two (chiral and anti-chiral)

usual relativistic Kac-Moody algebras. In the contracted case, the BMS-Kac-Moody algebra5

will have at least two Kac-Moody currents (further, the number of the currents should be

even) [42] (see also [43]), while our algebra (3.30) contains only one Kac-Moody current6.

Secondly, the Kac-Moody current couple differently to the BMS part, comparing with the

ones from contractions: here the commutator [mn, jm] (or its quantum version [Mn, Jn]) is

proportional to mn+m, while the ones from contractions have [Mn, Jm] ∝ J ′
n+m or 0 (J ′ is

another Kac-Moody current which lie in the same boost doublet as J) [42, 43]. Interestingly,

similar commutators could also appear in higher dimensional enlarged Galilean conformal

algebras (GCA) [44]. In [44], a possible extension of the GCA (recall that in 2d, the GCA is

just the BMS algebra studied in this work) is obtained by adding a so(d) Kac-Moody algebra,

and in this extended GCA algebra (equation (3.2) in [44]) there is a commutator which is of

the form [J,M ] ∼ M but not [J,M ] ∼ J ′ or 0. Note that the extended GCA algebra in [44]

only exists in d > 2. In contrast, the BMS-Kac-Moody algebra (3.30) is defined in 2d. This is

feasible because our vector field realisation of J is different from the one in [44] (Eq. (3.4)). A

crucial point about our vector field realisation of jn in (3.28) is that it can not be obtained by

a contraction, while in [44] it was shown that at least the finite global part of the algebra (Eq.

(3.2) in [44]) can be obtained by a contraction. In summary, our result non-trivially extends

the enlarged space-time symmetry in [44] for d > 2 to the d = 2 case. Moreover, we find it is

just the symmetry algebra of a real BMS field theory: the BMS free fermion.

With this anisotropic scaling symmetry (and the enhanced local symmetry Cf ) in hand,

one may want to know whether this kind of symmetry can be found in other BMSFTs. In

fact, the BMS free scalar model [35] indeed has such a symmetry, as we show in appendix A.

Moreover, in appendix B we show that BMSFTs with such a symmetry (and no other extra

symmetry currents) will always have the central charge cM = 0.

5It is better not to call such algebras as BMS-Kac-Moody algebras because they are generated by the
contracted Kac-Moody current so T andM are not basic generators. Thus it is called “Galilean affine algebras”
in [42] and “non-Lorentzian Kac-Moody algebras” in [43]. However, to stress that this algebra is an enlarged
BMS algebra, we adopt the name “BMS-Kac-Moody algebra” in this paper.

6We have classified possible BMS-Kac-Moody algebras with one Kac-Moody current in the appendix B.1.
More precisely, we show that by considering the most general commutation relations between the BMS algebra
and one u(1) Kac-Moody current, the Jacobi identities restrict the enlarged algebra into three types: Type 1
being the one found in [35], Type 2 being the one found in the present work, and Type 3 being some singular
cases. This proves the consistency of our algebra from another point of view.
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Now we discuss the canonical quantization in the NS sector. According to the canonical

anti-commutation relations of the fundamental fermion fields and their conjugate momentums,

we obtain the anti-commutation relations of the modes defined in (3.7):

{An, Am} = {Bn, Bm} = 0, {An, Bm} = δn+m,0. (3.31)

Because the inhomogenous fermions we consider are real fermions on the cylinder [41], we have

the following Hermition condition for these modes:

A†
n = A−n, B†

n = B−n. (3.32)

For the NS sector, we must have n ∈ N + 1
2 to satisfy the anti-periodic condition on the

cylinder. The vacuum is defined by:

An|0〉 = Bn|0〉 = 0, n > 0. (3.33)

It leads to the following prescription for fermionic normal ordering:

: XnXm :=

{

XnXm, n < 0,
−XmXn, n > 0.

(3.34)

where X = A,B. Now the stress tensor operators as well as the current E can be written in

terms of the normal-ordered products of the operators

T (x, y) = −1

2
(: ψ1∂0ψ1 + ψ0∂1ψ1 :),

M(x) = −1

2
: ψ0∂1ψ0 :,

E(x, y) = −1

2
: ψ0ψ1 : . (3.35)

In the following, we will always treat the normal-ordered products of operators so we omit the

normal ordered symbols in T,M, E , and if necessary we use N̂ to denote the normal ordering

of composite operators.

The vacuum (3.33) is in fact the BMS-Kac-Moody highest weight vacuum, satisfying:

Ln|0〉 =Mm|0〉 = Jk|0〉 = 0, n,m ≥ −1, k > −1. (3.36)

where Ln, Mm and Jk are the BMS-Kac-Moody modes and their explicit expressions will be

given in (3.51). The Hilbert space of this theory consist of the following states:

L0 eigenvalue states
0 |0〉
1
2 A− 1

2

|0〉, B− 1

2

|0〉
1 A− 1

2

B− 1

2

|0〉
3
2 A− 3

2

|0〉, B− 3

2

|0〉
2 A− 1

2

A− 3

2

|0〉, A− 1

2

B− 3

2

|0〉, B− 1

2

A− 3

2

|0〉, B− 1

2

B− 3

2

|0〉
... ...

(3.37)
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Our next goal is to find the module decomposition of this Hilbert space. Firstly, we want to

find the BMS-Kac-Moody primary states, which are defined as:

L2|O〉 = L1|O〉 =M2|O〉 =M1|O〉 = Jn|O〉 = 0, n > 0 (3.38)

and are labeled by the conformal dimension ∆, boost charge ξ and the u(1) charge ε:

L0|O〉 = ∆|O〉, M0|O〉 = ξ|O〉, J0|O〉 = ε|O〉. (3.39)

It turns out that there are four BMS primary states, among which three are BMS-Kac-Moody

primaries. The four BMS primary operators are:

• The singlet 1 with dimension ∆ = 0, boost charge ξ = 0 and charge ε = 0, the corre-

sponding state is |0〉. It is a BMS-Kac-Moody primary.

• The doublet (12ψ0, ψ1) with

∆ =

(

1
2 0
0 1

2

)

, ξ =

(

0 0
1 0

)

, ε =

(

1
2 0
0 −1

2

)

. (3.40)

the corresponding states are A− 1

2

|0〉 and B− 1

2

|0〉. They are also BMS-Kac-Moody pri-

maries.

• The singlet E ≡ −1
2N̂(ψ0ψ1), with dimension ∆ = 1, boost charge ξ = 0 and charge

ε = 0, the corresponding state is |E〉 = −1
2B− 1

2

A− 1

2

|0〉. It is a BMS primary but not

a BMS-Kac-Moody primary. This is expected because E itself is just the Kac-Moody

symmetry current. Note that from the UR limit point of view, this symmetry current

is an emergent one because the relativistic counterpart of E is ψψ̄, which is a non-chiral

operator and is not a symmetry current in the relativistic free fermion theory.

Using the anti-commutation relation of the modes, we can calculate the correlators of the

fundamental fields
〈ψ0(x1, y1)ψ0(x2, y2)〉 = 0,

〈ψ0(x1, y1)ψ1(x2, y2)〉 =
1

x1 − x2
,

〈ψ1(x1, y1)ψ1(x2, y2)〉 = − y1 − y2
(x1 − x2)2

,

(3.41)

and find that (12ψ0, ψ1) indeed form a doublet (in the canonical form). We stress that the

‘energy operator’ E is a singlet primary. We may construct triplet primaries

E ∼





N̂(ψ0ψ0)

N̂(ψ0ψ1)

N̂(ψ1ψ1)



 . (3.42)
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However, due to the fermionic nature of ψ0 and ψ1, : ψ0ψ0 :=: ψ1ψ1 := 0, so we are left with

a singlet. Another interesting property of E is that its modes expansion has y dependence,

E(x, y) =
∑

n

E(0)
n x−n−1 +

∑

n

E(1)
n x−n−2y ≡

∑

n

−Jnx−n−1 +
∑

n

Mnx
−n−2y (3.43)

where the explicit expressions of Jn,Mn will be given in (3.51). Moreover, the two-point

function of the energy operator depends only on x

〈E(x1, y1)E(x2, y2)〉 =
1

4(x1 − x2)2
, (3.44)

as a two-point correlator of a singlet should behave. Note that this ‘energy operator’ is the

same (same dimension, and being a singlet) as the one obtained by taking the non-relativistic

limit of the energy operator in the Ising model.

3.2.2 Enlarged module

To organize all the states in (3.37) into the representations of the algebra, it turns out that

not only the underlying symmetry needs to be enlarged to be a BMS-Kac-Moody algebra,

but the modules should also be enlarged. It is easy to see this point from many novel non-

primary states in the spectrum. For example, the state A− 1

2

A− 3

2

|0〉 is not the descendant of

any primary states. In fact, this is similar with the case of BMS free scalar [35]. As a result,

we need an extra operator

K(x, y) ≡ −N̂(ψ1∂1ψ1), (3.45)

with dimension ∆ = 2 to enlarge BMS-Kac-Moody highest weight modules. It corresponds to

the state

|K〉 = −A− 1

2

A− 3

2

|0〉. (3.46)

In fact, it is just the existence of this operator that prevent the decoupling of the Mn (be null)

in the enlarged modules. The theory would reduce to a chiral one if the Mn’s get decoupled.

This kind of module is referred to as the staggered module, which is well-known in the study

of logarithmic CFT [45]. Note that in the BMS free scalar model, such a K operator, together

with T andM , form a stress tensor triplet with dimension ∆ = 2 and boost charge ξ = 0. The

corresponding three states, |T 〉, |M〉 and |K〉 lie in the BMS staggered vacuum module in the

BMS free scalar. The case here is a little bit different. Before describing the BMS-Kac-Moody

staggered modules in the BMS free fermion, we have to study operators in the stress tensor

multiplet in detail. They lie in the BMS-Kac-Moody staggered vacuum module.

The first step is to find all the operators in the stress tensor multiplet and write down the
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operator product expansions (OPEs) among them. In the case at hand, they turn out to be

M(x) = −1

2
N̂(ψ0∂1ψ0), T (x, y) = −1

2
N̂(ψ1∂0ψ1 + ψ0∂1ψ1), K(x, y) = −N̂(ψ1∂1ψ1),

(3.47)

as well as

∂1E(x, y) = −1

2
N̂(∂1ψ0ψ1 + ψ0∂1ψ1) = −1

2
N̂(−ψ1∂0ψ1 + ψ0∂1ψ1). (3.48)

Note that we have ∂0E = M , ∂0(∂1E) = ∂1M and ∂0T = ∂1M . One can certainly construct

another operator with ∆ = 2: N̂(EE), which is the normal ordered product of two E ’s. However
it is not an independent operator since7

2N̂ (EE) = T (3.49)

One can see this relation either by writing the OPE of EE up to the constant term, or by

showing the corresponding states are identical via the state-operator correspondence.

We can write down the modes expansion of these four operators,

K(x, y) =
∑

n

K(0)
n x−n−2 +

∑

n

K(1)
n x−n−3y +

∑

n

K(2)
n x−n−4y,

T (x, y) =
∑

n

T (0)
n x−n−2 +

∑

n

T (1)
n x−n−3y,

M(x) =
∑

n

M (0)
n x−n−2,

∂1E(x, y) =
∑

n

E(0)
n (−n− 1)x−n−2 +

∑

n

E(1)
n (−n− 2)x−n−3y,

(3.50)

where

K(0)
n = −

∑

m

An−mAm(−m− 1

2
),

K(1)
n = −

∑

m

Bn−mAm(m+
1

2
)(n−m+

1

2
)−

∑

m

An−mBm(m+
1

2
)(m+

3

2
),

K(2)
n =

∑

m

Bn−mBm(n−m+
1

2
)(m+

1

2
)(m+

3

2
),

Ln ≡ T (0)
n = −1

2

∑

m

An−mBm(−m− 1

2
)− 1

2

∑

m

Bn−mAm(−m− 1

2
),

T (1)
n = (−n− 2)M (0)

n

Mn ≡M (0)
n = −1

2

∑

m

Bn−mBm(−m− 1

2
),

−Jn ≡ E(0)
n = −1

2

∑

m

Bn−mAm,

E(1)
n =M (0)

n .

(3.51)

7This is in fact the Sugawara construction based on the current E . From the correlator (3.44), one knows
that the Kac-Moody level is k = 1

4
, so 1

2k
N̂(EE) = 2N̂(EE).
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The states corresponding to the operators in the stress tensor multiplet are

|K〉 = −A− 1

2

A− 3

2

|0〉,

|T 〉 = −1

2
(A− 1

2

B− 3

2

+B− 1

2

A− 3

2

)|0〉,

|M〉 = −1

2
B− 1

2

B− 3

2

|0〉,

|∂1E〉 = −1

2
(−A− 1

2

B− 3

2

+B− 1

2

A− 3

2

)|0〉,

(3.52)

which satisfy the following relations under the action of L0, M0 and J0:

L0|K〉 = 2|K〉, L0|T 〉 = 2|T 〉, L0|∂1E〉 = 2|∂1E〉, L0|M〉 = 2|M〉, (3.53)

M0|K〉 = 2|T 〉 − |∂1E〉, M0|T 〉 = 2|M〉, M0|∂1E〉 = |M〉, M0|M〉 = 0. (3.54)

J0|K〉 = −|K〉, J0|T 〉 = 0, J0|∂1E〉 = 0, J0|M〉 = |M〉, (3.55)

Therefore, the stress tensor operators, together with K and ∂1E , form a BMS triplet |T3〉 and
a BMS singlet |T1〉, where

|T3〉 = (
3

2
|M〉, |T 〉 − 1

2
|∂1E〉,

1

2
|K〉)⊤, |T1〉 = |T 〉 − 2|∂1E〉 (3.56)

with conformal dimensions, boost charges and u(1) charges

∆T3 =





2 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 2



 , ξT3 =





0 0 0
1 0 0
0 1 0



 , εT3 =





1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −1



 . (3.57)

∆T1 = 2, ξT1 = 0, εT1 = 0. (3.58)

It is worth remarking that J0 provides a u(1) charge, under which the states |K〉, |M〉 carry

the charge 1 and −1, respectively, while |T 〉 and |E〉 are neutral. This perspective will be

useful in the following discussion on BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules.

With respect to the Virasoro subalgebra, |K〉, |T 〉, |M〉 are Viraroso quasi-primaries (|K〉
and |M〉 are in fact Viraroso primaries), as

L1|K〉 = L1|T 〉 = L1|M〉 = 0, L2|K〉 = L2|M〉 = 0. (3.59)

Note that |M〉 is a global BMS descendant8 of |E〉 but not as a global Viraroso descendant, so

it can be a Viraroso quasi-primary. |∂1E〉 is the global Viraroso descendant of |E〉, so is not a

Viraroso quasi-primary (L1|∂1E〉 = 2|E〉). With respect to the BMS algebra, |T 〉 and |M〉 are
both BMS quasi-primaries

M1|T 〉 =M1|M〉 = L1|T 〉 = L1|M〉 = 0, (3.60)

8|E〉 is a BMS primary, so of course is a Viraroso primary.
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however, |K〉 is not a BMS quasi-primary

M1|K〉 = −2|E〉. (3.61)

Besides, though |∂1E〉 is not a BMS quasi-primary, it is annihilated by M1

M1|∂1E〉 =M1L−1|E〉 = 2M0|E〉 = 0. (3.62)

Finally, with respect to the BMS-Kac-Moody algebra, we have :

J1|M〉 = J1|K〉 = 0, J1|L〉 = −|E〉, J1|∂1E〉 = 0 (3.63)

so only |M〉 is a BMS-Kac-Moody quasi-primary states.

Now, we can describe the structure of a BMS-Kac-Moody staggered module. First of all,

let us recall the general definition of a staggered module. A staggered module S for an algebra

A is an A-module for which we have a short exact sequence:

0 → HL ι−→ S π−→ HR → 0 (3.64)

where HL and HR are referred to as left modules and right modules respectively, both being

highest weight modules9. There is another central requirement: there must be an element C
in the algebra A which is not diagonalisable on the module S. In LCFT, C will always be L0.

A staggered module in fact gives a way to “glue” two highest-weight modules. More generally,

one could consider indecomposable modules constructed from more than two highest weight

modules.

For the staggered modules in the BMS free fermion, the underlying algebra A will be the

BMS-Kac-Moody algebra and the element C will be M0. As we mentioned above, J0 can

be viewed as a u(1) charge number operator. It is actually diagonalisable on the full BMS-

Kac-Moody staggered module, which can be verified by the commutators involving J0 ((3.92),

(3.75)). Furthermore, for a state |O〉 of J0 charge ε, acting Mn (or Km) on it would give

rise to a state of J0 charge ε + 1(or −1). Therefore we may assign a grade on the BMS-

Kac-Moody staggered module according to their u(1) charges. Because the BMS-Kac-Moody

algebra involves only Ln, Mn and Jn, all states with −ε ≤ Λ,Λ ∈ N form a BMS-Kac-Moody

module, denoted by SΛ. All SΛ except one case are in fact BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules

as we will show in the following. The exception comes from the case S−ε0 with ε0 being the

u(1) charge of the BMS-Kac-Moody primary state in the full staggered module, which is a

BMS-Kac-Moody highest-weight module.

9More generally, they are called standard modules, see[45].
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As an illustration, we consider the staggered vacuum module V in the BMS free fermion.

In this vacuum module, we have the submodule S1, by its definition it can be generated by10:

{Ln1
Ln2

...Lni
Mm1

Mm2
...Mmj

Jk1Jk2 ...JkjK
a
−2|0〉}

−1 ≤ n1 ≤ n2 ≤ ... ≤ ni, − 1 ≤ m1 ≤ m2 ≤ ... ≤ mj , −1 ≤ k1 ≤ k2 ≤ ... ≤ kj , a = 0, 1
(3.65)

S1 is actually a staggered module. We can see the staggered structure as follows. In (3.65),

the set of vectors with a = 0 form a submodule Ω ≡ S0 (with null states being modded out),

which is the BMS-Kac-Moody highest-weight vacuum module. Then we have the following

short exact sequence:

0 → Ω
ι−→ S1

π−→ K1 → 0 (3.66)

where K1 ≡ S1/Ω is the quotient module. This quotient module can be generated by the

generators in (3.65) with a = 1, and it indeed gives a BMS-Kac-Moody module. Furthermore,

it is in fact a BMS-Kac-Moody highest-weight module with primary states |K̃〉, which is the

quotient class including |K〉. Note that in S1 or V, |K〉 is not a BMS-Kac-Moody primary.

However, in the quotient module K1, we have Ω ∼ 0, so |K̃〉 is indeed a primary

M2|K̃〉 =M1|K̃〉 = L2|K̃〉 = L1|K̃〉 = J1|K̃〉 = 0 (3.67)

and it has the following charges

L0|K̃〉 = 2|K̃〉, M0|K̃〉 = 0, J0|K̃〉 = −|K̃〉. (3.68)

Due to Ω ∼ 0, |K̃〉 is a singlet primary under M0. Therefore we can identify the left and right

modules as HL = Ω and HR = K1 to recognize the staggered module S1. Now, regarding S1

as HL, we can further enlarge it by including the operator N̂(KK) (then a = 0, 1, 2 in (3.65))

to obtain the BMS-Kac-Moody module S2. The quotient module K2 ≡ S2/S1 turns out to

be a highest-weight module, which can be regarded as HR, then S2 is a staggered module as

well. Similarly, we can recognize the staggered module structure of S3, S4, S5 .... Finally, the

BMS-Kac-Moody vacuum module V will be realized as a BMS-Kac-Moody staggered module

S∞. This construction is in fact similar with the one in the BMS free scalar model.

The construction of staggered modules in the BMS free field theories is remarkably different

from the one in LCFT. In the BMS cases, staggered modules glue infinite number of highest-

weight modules, while in the LCFT case, staggered modules always glue two highest-weight

modules11. This remarkable feature indicates that K is in fact a generator of an enlarged

algebra.

10The module generated by (3.65) of course contains null states, which need to be modded out to obtain the
module S1.

11In the LCFT literature, higher rank Jordan blocks have also appeared and been investigated, but most
authors only refer to the rank 2 cases as staggered modules. Here we borrow the terminology “staggered
module” even for infinite rank Jordan blocks, following [35] for the BMS free scalar.
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For general BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules, we can similarly construct them as S∞.

The only difference is that the initial HL will be a general BMS-Kac-Moody highest weight

module O, and we enlarge it by N̂(KO), N̂(KKO), etc. The crucial point for this to work

is that we need to know the commutators of the modes of K with all the elements of the

BMS-Kac-Moody algebra. In fact, in the BMS free fermion, all the modes form a W -algebra

and the BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules can in fact be viewed as highest-weight modules

of this W -algebra. We will show this later.

It would be interesting to compare the symmetry and the stress tensor multiplet with the

ones in the BMS free scalar model [35]

• Firstly, let us compare the symmetry. The BMS free scalar model also has a BMS-

Kac-Moody algebra as its underlying symmetry. The difference is that in that case,

the Kac-Moody level vanishes so the u(1) current does not enlarge the BMS highest

weight modules. However, in our case the u(1) Kac-Moody level does not vanish so

the u(1) current indeed enlarge a BMS highest weight module to a BMS-Kac-Moody

highest weight module (then it is further enlarged to a staggered module by including

K). Besides, in the BMS free scalar, the u(1) current j comes from an internal symmetry:

the invariance of the action under y independent shifts of the fundamental scalar field.

In our case, the u(1) current comes from the symmetry Cf in (3.26) and (3.27) which

involving space-time transformations.

• The symmetry algebras of both theories contain only one Kac-Moody current, so both

can not be an algebra which comes from a contraction of two (chiral and anti-chiral) rela-

tivistic Kac-Moody algebras. However, while the symmetry algebra found in [35] is in fact

a subalgebra of a bigger algebra which can be obtained from a contraction12, our BMS-

Kac-Moody algebra can not be such a subalgebra, as here [Mn, Jm] ∝Mn+m((3.75)).

• It is interesting to notice that in the BMS free scalar model, the normal-ordered product

of the u(1) current j gives M ,

N̂(jj) ∼M. (3.69)

While in our case, the normal ordered product of the current E gives T :

N̂(EE) ∼ T (3.70)

Remarkably, one can also construct M in terms of the current E : not by the Sugawara

construction, but by a derivative M = ∂0E . This kind of construction may not apply

12This bigger algebra is generated by O0 and O1 in [35]. In fact, T and M can be constructed as normal
ordered products of O0 and O1 (a Sugawara like construction). It is shown in [35] that this bigger algebra can
be obtained by contracting two u(1) Kac-Moody algebras. Note that O1 is not a symmetry current, thus the
symmetry algebra of the BMS free scalar is only a subalgebra of this bigger algebra.
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to general BMS field theories but it really happens in the BMS free fermion case.13 At

first sight, it seems strange that the stress tensor M is a derivative of another current

E , which means that M is a global descendent of E . In the CFT case, such an operator

cannot be a quasi-Virasoro primary. Interestingly, one can easily verify that M is indeed

a BMS quasi-primary, and we had stressed this fact in (3.59), (3.60) and the paragraph

between them. Logically, the relation ∂0E =M precisely reflects the fact that there exist

a very special enlarged BMS algebra, which enlarge the BMS algebra by the current E .
This algebra is just the new type of BMS-Kac-Moody algebra we found in this paper.

• In the case of the BMS free scalar, T,M and K form a triplet. In our case, roughly

speaking, K, T , M still form a triplet. However, due to the existence of the fourth

operator ∂1E , the triplet gets modified slightly and there appears another new singlet

|T1〉.

• While the operators in the BMS free scalar model can not be simply organized into BMS

primaries and their descendants, they can be organized into BMS quasi-primaries and

their global descendants. More precisely, BMS highest weight modules must be enlarged

to BMS staggered modules. For example, the operator K is a BMS quasi-primaries but

not as a descendant of any BMS primaries. The case in the BMS free fermion seems more

novel: the operator K is neither BMS quasi-primaries, nor a descendant of any BMS

primary. In fact, this is because the enlarged module is not a BMS staggered module

but a BMS-Kac-Moody staggered module. In the case of the BMS free scalar, because

the Kac-Moody level vanish, the expected BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules reduce

to BMS staggered modules.

• In the BMS free fermions case, there are operators which belong to two different BMS

modules, and such a phenomenon does not appear in the BMS free scalar model. For

example, the stress tensor |M〉 = lim
x→0

M(x)|0〉 = M−2|0〉 is a descendant of the vacuum

|0〉, but at the same time it is a (global) descendant of the primary state |E〉:

|M〉 =M−1|E〉. (3.71)

This fact reflects that the vacuum state |0〉 and the BMS primary state |E〉 indeed belong

to a same enlarged BMS module: the BMS-Kac-Moody (staggered) vacuum module.

3.2.3 Operator product expansion

Now we calculate some OPEs of the currents in the BMS free fermion theory. Using the Wick

theorem we can easily write down all the OPEs among various operators. For T and M , they

13In fact, a similar relation with M = ∂0E also appear in the BMS free scalar, see (A.9).
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are:

T (x1, y1)T (x2, y2) ∼
1

2(x1 − x2)4
+

2T (x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
− 4(y1 − y2)M(x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)3
+
∂xT (x2, y2)

x1 − x2
− (y1 − y2)∂yT (x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
,

T (x1, y1)M(x2, y2) ∼
2M(x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
+
∂xM(x2, y2)

x1 − x2
,

M(x1, y1)M(x2, y2) ∼ 0.
(3.72)

Translating into the modes, we can check that the modes Ln and Mn satisfy the BMS algebra

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
cL
12
n(n2 − 1),

[Ln,Mm] = (n−m)Mn+m +
cM
12
n(n2 − 1),

[Mn,Mm] = 0.

(3.73)

with cL = 1 and cM = 0 being the central charges of the BMS free fermion theory. To obtain

the Kac-Moody part of the BMS-Kac-Moody algebra, we need to write down the OPEs among

T , M and E , they are:

T (x1, y1)E(x2, y2) ∼
E

(x1 − x2)2
+

∂1E
x1 − x2

− (y1 − y2)∂0E
(x1 − x2)2

M(x1, y1)E(x2, y2) ∼
∂0E

x1 − x2

E(x1, y1)E(x2, y2) ∼
1

4(x1 − x2)2

(3.74)

Translating them into the modes, we have the commutation relations

[Ln, Jm] = −mJn+m

[Mn, Jm] = −Mn+m

[Jn, Jm] =
1

4
nδn+m,0.

(3.75)

These commutators, together with (3.73), form a BMS-Kac-Moody algebra with cL = 1,

cM = 0 and the Kac-Moody level k = 1
4 . Note that because this is a u(1) Kac-Moody, the

value of the Kac-Moody level is in fact a convention of choice: it can be any other value, except

zero, by rescaling the current J (at the same time change the commutator of Mn and Jm, of

course). It is worth emphasizing that the Kac-Moody level here does not vanish.

It is easy to work out the OPE of the fundamental fermions to confirm that they form a
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doublet of BMS-Kac-Moody primaries. The OPEs are of the following forms

T (x1, y1)ψ0(x2, y2) ∼
1
2ψ0

(x1 − x2)2
+

∂1ψ0

x1 − x2

T (x1, y1)ψ1(x2, y2) ∼
1
2ψ1

(x1 − x2)2
+

∂1ψ1

x1 − x2
− (y1 − y2)ψ0

(x1 − x2)3
− (y1 − y2)∂0ψ1

(x1 − x2)2

M(x1, y1)ψ0(x2, y2) ∼ 0

M(x1, y1)ψ1(x2, y2) ∼
1
2ψ0

(x1 − x2)2
+

∂0ψ1

x1 − x2

(3.76)

As a consistent check of the symmetry Cf , we can calculate the OPE of J = J0
D′ = −E(0) and

ψ0 or ψ1:

Jψ0 ∼
1
2ψ0

x1 − x2
(3.77)

Jψ1 ∼
−1

2ψ1

x1 − x2
+ y2

∂1ψ0

x1 − x2
+ y2

1
2ψ0

(x1 − x2)2
(3.78)

From the leading terms in (3.77) and (3.78) one can directly read that the charge of ψ0 and

ψ1 under D′ are 1
2 and −1

2 , respectively. More precisely, we can calculate the infinitesimal

variation of the fundamental fields from the above OPEs,

δωψi(x2, y2) =
1

2πi

∮

dx1ω(x1)[−J(x1)ψi(x2, y2)] (3.79)

with f(x) = 1 + ω(x). In fact, substituting (3.77) into (3.79), we find

δωψ0 =
1

2
ωψ0 (3.80)

which is just the infinitesimal form of (3.27) for ψ0. Note that there are no derivative terms

with respect to both x and y because

δx = x′ − x = 0, ∂0ψ0 = 0. (3.81)

Similarly, substituting (3.78) into (3.79), we find

δωψ1 = −1

2
ωψ1 + yω∂0ψ1 +

1

2
yω′ψ0, (3.82)

which is just the infinitesimal form of (3.27) for ψ1.

The OPEs involving the operatorK are more complicated, and they present a novel feature:

the OPE can not be organized by BMS(-Kac-Moody) quasi-primaries. Firstly, note that K

itself is not a BMS quasi-primary. As K is a Virasoro primary, one may try to use only the

Virasoro subalgebra to organize the OPE. However, there exist operators in OPEs which are
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not Virasoro quasi-primaries themselves and are also not the derivatives of any other quasi-

primaries appearing in the OPE. For example, let us look at the OPE of M(x)K(x, y), which

is of the form

M(x1, y1)K(x2, y2) ∼
1/2

(x1 − x2)4
+

−2E(x2, y2)
(x1 − x2)3

+
2T (x2, y2)− ∂1E(x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
+
∂yK(x2, y2)

x1 − x2
.

(3.83)

On the right-hand side, we find an operator (and its corresponding state)

K(1)(x, y) ≡ ∂yK(x, y) ↔M−1|K〉, (3.84)

which is neither a Virasoro (quasi-)primary as

L1M−1|K〉 = 2M0|K〉 = 4|T 〉 − 2|∂1E〉 6= 0, (3.85)

nor the derivatives of any Virasoro quasi-primaries appearing in the OPE. However, K(1)(x, y)

can in fact be expressed as a sum of the derivatives of Virasoro quasi-primaries. It turns out

that

K(1)(x, y) = ∂1T − 1

3
∂21E − 16

3
N̂(EEE) (3.86)

where T , E and N̂(EEE) are all Virasoro quasi-primaries. Note that while T and E are BMS

quasi-primaries, N̂(EEE) is not. So we conclude that while the OPE can not be organized by

the BMS quasi-primaries, it can be organized by the Virasoro quasi-primaries.

To find the corresponding algebra, we must translate (3.83) into the commutators of the

modes. Firstly, we have

1

2πi

∮

dxxn+1M(x) =Mn,

1

2πi

∮

dxxm+1K(x, y) = K(0)
m + yK

(1)
m−1 + y2K

(2)
m−2.

(3.87)

Then using the OPE (3.83), we find

[Mn,K
(0)
m + yK

(1)
m−1 + y2K

(2)
m−2]

=

∮

dx1x
n+1
1

∮

dx2x
m+1
2

[

1/2

(x1 − x2)4
+

−2E(x2, y2)
(x1 − x2)3

+
2T (x2, y2)− ∂1E(x2, y2)

(x1 − x2)2
+
∂yK(x2, y2)

x1 − x2

]

.

(3.88)

Comparing the terms with the same y-dependence, y0, y1 or y2, we can read the commutators

[Mn,K
(0)
m ], [Mn,K

(1)
m ] and [Mn,K

(2)
m ], respectively. Most importantly, we have

[Mn,K
(0)
m ] = 2(n + 1)Lm+n − (n+ 1)(m+ 1)Jn+m +K

(1)
n+m +

1

12
n(n2 − 1)δn+m,0. (3.89)

Using (3.86), we can rewrite the modes K
(1)
n+m as

K(1)
n = (−n− 2)Ln +

1

3
(−n− 1)(−n− 2)Jn +

16

3
N̂(JJJ)n, (3.90)
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Substituting it into (3.89), we find the commutator

[Mn,Km] = (n−m)Ln+m+
1

3
(n2+m2−nm−1)Jn+m+

16

3
N̂(JJJ)n+m+

1

12
n(n2−1)δn+m,0,

(3.91)

where we denote K
(0)
m as Kn. Similarly, one can work out [Mn,K

(1)
m ], [Mn,K

(2)
m ]. However,

since K
(1)
m and K

(2)
m are not Virasoro quasi-primary modes, we do not need these commutators

to define the algebra. In fact, we only need the commutators among those modes which are not

only Virasoro quasi-primary modes, but also the generators. It turns out that these generators

include Mn, Kn ≡ K
(0)
n and Jn. Note that Ln is not a generator because Ln = 2N̂ (JJ)n, even

though we will also write down the commutators involve Ln. The commutators among Ln,Mn

and Jn were already worked out in (3.73) and (3.75), known as the BMS-Kac-Moody algebra.

The most non-trivial commutator involving Kn was worked out in (3.91). The remaining ones

are [Ln,Km], [Kn, Jm] and [Kn,Km], which can be easily read off from the OPE of TK, KJ

and KK, respectively:
[Ln,Km] = (n−m)Kn+m

[Kn, Jm] = Kn+m

[Kn,Km] = 0

(3.92)

Note that commutators involving Kn are similar with the ones involving Mn. A minor differ-

ence is an opposite sign appearing in the right hand sides of [Kn, Jm] and [Mn, Jm]. This sign

difference is not a convention of choice, and reflects the structure of the algebra. In (3.47), it

may seems that M and K are defined with a different normalization so they are not treated

on a equal footing. However, this is not the case because under the rescaling: Mn → αMn,

Kn → α−1Kn, all commutators do not change.

It can be checked that (3.73), (3.75), (3.91) and (3.92) indeed define a non-linear algebra,

which we denote as S. It is a W -algebra of type W (2, 2, 1), generated by three Virasoro

primaries Mn, Kn and Jn. In fact, the BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules appearing in the

BMS free fermion can be viewed as the highest-weight modules of S. To see this, note that

a highest-weight (singlet) module of the W-algebra S is represented by a S-primary state

defined as

Mn|O〉 = Kn|O〉 = Jn|O〉 = Ln|O〉 = 0, n > 0, (3.93)

and is labeled by the eigenvalues of M0, L0, J0 and K0

M0|O〉 = ξ|O〉, L0|O〉 = ∆|O〉, J0|O〉 = ε|O〉, K0|O〉 = κ|O〉. (3.94)

It is easy to see that the BMS-Kac-Moody staggered vacuum module in the BMS free fermion

is the highest-weight vacuum module of S with

ξ = ∆ = ε = κ = 0. (3.95)
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Let us look at the zero modes of the W -algebra S more carefully. The zero modes have

the following commutation relations

[L0, J0] = [L0,M0] = [L0,K0] = 0 (3.96)

[J0,M0] =M0, [J0,K0] = −K0, [M0,K0] = −1

3
J0 +

16

3
J0J0J0. (3.97)

These zero modes do not commute mutually, which indicates that there could exist multiplet

structure (degenerate ground states). For the singlet case, there is only one primary state

|O〉 with dimension ∆O, M0 charge ξO, K0 charge κO and u(1) charge εO, and we find the

following relations

0 = (εOξO − ξOεO)|O〉 = [J0,M0]|O〉 =M0|O〉 = ξO|O〉,

0 = (εOκO − κOεO)|O〉 = [J0,K0]|O〉 = −K0|O〉 = κO|O〉,

0 = (ξOκO−κOξO)|O〉 = [M0,K0]|O〉 = (−1

3
J0+

16

3
J0J0J0)|O〉 = (−1

3
εO+

16

3
ε3O)|O〉, (3.98)

which lead to ξO = κO = 0 and εO = 0,±1
4 . Besides the BMS-Kac-Moody vacuum module

which has εO = 0, there are two other cases with εO = ±1
4 . In fact, they correspond exactly

to the two twist operators µ and σ in the Ramond sector, which will be discussed in the

next section. For Viraroso-Kac-Moody primaries, we have ∆ = 2ε2 due to the relation14

T = 2N̂(EE). Thus these two twist operators both have dimension ∆ = 2× (±1
4)

2 = 1
8 .

In the NS sector of the BMS free fermion, there is another BMS-Kac-Moody staggered

module F including the fundamental fermions, which form a BMS-Kac-Moody primaries dou-

blet: (ψ0, ψ1)
T. We has discussed general BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules containing one

BMS-Kac-Moody primary singlet state. The structure of staggered modules containing BMS-

Kac-Moody primary multiplets is similar. In fact, these modules can be understood better by

realizing it as a highest-weight module of the W -algebra S. More precisely, ψ0 and ψ1 form a

S-primary doublet, which has the following representations of the algebra of the zero modes

(3.96), (3.97),

∆ =

(

1
2 0
0 1

2

)

, ξ =

(

0 0
1
2 0

)

, κ =

(

0 1
0 0

)

, ε =

(

1
2 0
0 −1

2

)

. (3.99)

Thus the BMS-Kac-Moody staggered module F is a highest-weight module of the algebra S,

as a S-primary doublet (ψ0, ψ1)
T.

This W -algebra S is in fact a quantum version of the conformal BMS algebra (CBMS)

studied in [38]. In [38], it was found that the classical conformal BMS algebra can be defined for

14It is clear that T and E do not satisfy ∆ = 2ε2 because they are not Virasoro-Kac-Moody primaries. The
operators K, M , ψ0 and ψ1 satisfy this relation because they are all Virasoro-Kac-Moody primaries.
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generic central charge c. For generic c, T is also a generator of the W -algebra so the classical

conformal BMS algebra is of type W (2, 2, 2, 1). Quantum conformal BMS algebra can be

obtained by the quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction based on a non-principal sl2 embedding

(see [38, 46] or Appendix B) so the central charge c ≡ cL can be generic. In appendix B, we

show that when this algebra has a BMS-Kac-Moody subalgebra, the central charge has to be

c = 1 and the Kac-Moody level must be k = 1
4 . In this case, the current T is decoupled, and

we reproduce the W-algebra S of type W (2, 2, 1). The detailed discussions on this issue can

be found in Appendix B. Under this identification, the currents E and K could be interpreted

as “super-dilation” and “ super-special conformal transformation” operators in the bulk [38].

If we focus on the modes from the beginning, then (3.31) is just the algebra of a complex

fermion. The W-algebra S is the maximal bosonic subalgebra of this complex fermion algebra.

This W -algebra in fact encodes the information of the vacuum module, just like the usual 2D

CFT case when the symmetry get enhanced. However, because the vacuum module here is

a BMS-Kac-Moody staggered module, the BMS free fermion actually gives a novel current

realization of the W -algebra. Firstly, while T , M and E indeed encode the BMS-Kac-Moody

symmetry, the operator K, which lie in the vacuum module and is a generator of this W-

algebra, does not encode any symmetry transformation for the BMS free fermion15. Secondly,

the OPEs of the operators in the BMS free fermion can not be organized by BMS quasi-

primaries. Nevertheless, they can be organized by Virasoro quasi-primaries as we have shown

above.

Now, we want to show the non-unitarity of the BMS free fermion. Firstly, from the

Hermitian condition (3.32), we have

L†
n = L−n, M †

n =M−n, K†
n = K−n, J†

n = −J−n, (3.100)

so when ∆ = 1, there is only one state |E〉, whose norm is negative,

〈E|E〉 = 〈0|J†
−1J−1|0〉 = −1

4
. (3.101)

Similarly, when ∆ = 2, the Gram matrix of the four independent states









〈M |M〉 〈M |K〉 〈M |L〉 〈M |∂1E〉
〈K|M〉 〈K|K〉 〈K|L〉 〈K|∂1E〉
〈L|M〉 〈L|K〉 〈L|L〉 〈L|∂1E〉
〈∂1E|M〉 〈∂1E|K〉 〈∂1E|L〉 〈∂1E|∂1E〉









=









0 1
2 0 0

1
2 0 0 0
0 0 1

2 0
0 0 0 −1

2









(3.102)

15We currently do not find the possible symmetry transformation corresponding to the operator K. This is
why we need to use BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules to organized the Hilbert space. We believe that K
can not be realized as a symmetry current in the BMS free fermion. This is very likely also the case for the
BMS free scalar model [35].
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is not positive definite. As a result, there are also the states with negative norms, for example,

|M〉− |K〉 and |∂1E〉. The above states lie in the vacuum module V. One can check that there

are the states with negative norms in the module F as well.

Finally, we would like to comment on the Hermitian condition (3.100). We have shown that

the generators Jn, Mn, Kn and Ln form a non-linear W -algebra S. Usually, the W -algebra

appearing in a 2d unitary CFT can be equipped with an Hermitian condition, which

• gives rise to a positive definite Gram matrix,

• is compatible with the structure of the W -algebra.

In the case at hand, such an Hermitian condition16 actually exists for S:

M †
n = K−n, K†

n =M−n, L†
n = L−n, J†

n = J−n. (3.103)

One can check the above two requirements are indeed satisfied by (3.103). On the other hand,

the Hermitian condition (3.100) is also compatible with S. In other words, the W -algebra

S in fact admits two different Hermitian conditions, and the BMS free fermion presents the

non-unitary one.

4 Ramond sector and the BMS Ising model

Recall that the usual two dimensional Ising model can be represented by the Majorana fermion

as follows17,

1 = 1free fermion, ǫ = iN̂(ψψ̄), σ = twist operator in the Ramond sector. (4.1)

We will show in this section that there is a similar BMS free fermion realization of the BMS

Ising model. To find such a realization we essentially need to discuss the Ramond (R) sector

to find the ‘spin operator’ σ.

4.1 Twist operators

In the R-sector, the modes number n ∈ Z so the fermions satisfy

ψ0(e
2πix) = −ψ0(x), ψ1(e

2πix, y) = −ψ1(x, y). (4.2)

Firstly, we need to find the degenerate ground states in the Ramond sector. The R-sector

ground states are created by the twist operators. For example, in the R-sector of the free

16This Hermitian condition can be obtained formally by imposing A†
n = B−n, B

†
n = A−n in (3.51).

17The standard normalization 〈ǫ|ǫ〉 = 1 requires a factor i.
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Majorana fermion, one find two twist field18 σ and µ from a two-dimensional representation

of the Clifford algebra coming from the zero modes. They transform into each other when

fusing with the two fundamental fermions ψ and ψ̄. In the BMS case, we also need to study

the algebra of the zero modes. Recalling that

{An, Am} = 0, {Bn, Bm} = 0, {An, Bm} = δn+m,0, (4.3)

we combine them as

Cn =
1√
2
(An +Bn), Dn =

i√
2
(An −Bn), (4.4)

and then find that they satisfy the same algebra as the modes of free fermions ψn and ψ̄m:

{Cn, Cm} = δn+m,0, {Dn,Dm} = δn+m,0, {Cn,Dm} = 0. (4.5)

For the zero modes A0, B0, they are transformed into C0,D0, which obey the same Clifford

algebra just as ψ0 and ψ̄0,

C2
0 =

1

2
, D2

0 =
1

2
, {C0,D0} = 0. (4.6)

The zero modes as well as the fermionic number operator (−1)F , which is used to distinguish

the degenerate ground states, can be realized in terms of the Pauli matrices:

C0 =
σx + σy

2
(−1)

∑
n>0

C−nCn+D−nDn ,

D0 =
σx − σy

2
(−1)

∑
n>0

C−nCn+D−nDn ,

(−1)F = σz(−1)
∑

n>0
C−nCn+D−nDn .

(4.7)

Now we have two twist fields σ and µ, creating two R-sector ground states

|0〉σ ≡ σ(0, 0)|0〉 = |σ〉, |0〉µ ≡ µ(0, 0)|0〉 = |µ〉. (4.8)

These two ground states are transformed into each other by the zero modes,

C0|σ〉 =
1− i

2
|µ〉, C0|µ〉 =

1 + i

2
|σ〉,

D0|σ〉 =
1 + i

2
|µ〉, D0|µ〉 =

1− i

2
|σ〉.

(4.9)

In terms of A0 and B0, we have

A0|σ〉 =
1− i√

2
|µ〉, A0|µ〉 = 0.

B0|σ〉 = 0, B0|µ〉 =
1 + i√

2
|σ〉.

(4.10)

18We will use the same notation σ and µ for the twist operators in the BMS case.

31



The above twist fields σ and µ can be identified with the ‘spin operators’ in the BMS Ising

model. Now let us calculate the quantum numbers of these twist operators. Since the symmetry

algebra is the BMS-Kac-Moody algebra, we need to know their conformal dimensions, boost

charges and the u(1) charges. They can be determined by considering the expectation value

of the current T , M and E in the R-sector, which can be calculated in two ways: either using

the definition of the ground states in the Ramond sector or using the OPE. Comparing the

results from these two methods gives the quantum numbers. We first compute the expectation

values of the currents directly. Using the commutation relation of the modes, we find

〈ψ0(x1)ψ0(x2)〉σ = 0, 〈ψ0(x1)ψ0(x2)〉µ = 0, (4.11)

〈ψ0(x1, y1)ψ1(x2, y2)〉σ =

√

x1

x2

x1 − x2
, 〈ψ0(x1, y1)ψ1(x2, y2)〉µ =

√

x2

x1

x1 − x2
, (4.12)

〈ψ1(x1, y1)ψ0(x2, y2)〉σ =

√

x2

x1

x1 − x2
, 〈ψ1(x1, y1)ψ0(x2, y2)〉µ =

√

x1

x2

x1 − x2
, (4.13)

so in both of the Ramond ground states, we have

〈ψ0(x1, y1)ψ1(x2, y2) + ψ1(x1, y1)ψ0(x2, y2)〉σ/µ =

√

x1

x2
+
√

x2

x1

x1 − x2
. (4.14)

The short distance behaviour of the above correlators coincides with the corresponding ones

in the NS sector, because short-distance behavior is independent of the global boundary con-

ditions. From their definitions, the currents can be realized as:

T (x, y) = −1

2

[

ψ1(z, w)∂zψ0(x, y) + ψ0(z, w)∂zψ1(x, y) +
2

(z − x)2

]

z→x,w→y

, (4.15)

M(x) = −1

2
[ψ0(z)∂zψ0(x)]z→x , (4.16)

E(x, y) = −1

2

[

ψ0(z, w)ψ1(x, y)−
1

z − x

]

z→x,w→y

. (4.17)

Taking the z − x = ǫ → 0 limit and using (4.11)-(4.14), we find the following expectation

values:

〈M(x)〉σ/µ = 0, 〈T (x, y)〉σ/µ =
1

8x2
, 〈E(x, y)〉σ = − 1

4x
, 〈E(x, y)〉µ =

1

4x
. (4.18)

Next we consider the OPEs between the currents with the spin operators. Because σ and µ

are both BMS-Kac-Moody singlet primaries, their OPEs with the stress tensors and the u(1)
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current are

T (x, y)σ(0, 0)|0〉 ∼ ∆σσ(0, 0)

x2
|0〉+ 2yξσσ(0, 0)

x3
|0〉+ ...,

M(x, y)σ(0, 0)|0〉 ∼ ξσσ(0, 0)

x2
|0〉+ ...,

E(x, y)σ(0, 0)|0〉 ∼ −εσ(0, 0)
x

|0〉+ ...,

(similar ones for µ).

(4.19)

From the above OPEs (4.19), we have

〈M(x)〉σ =
ξσ
x2
, 〈T (x, y)〉σ =

∆σ

x2
, 〈E(x, y)〉σ = −εσ

x
,

〈M(x)〉µ =
ξµ
x2
, 〈T (x, y)〉µ =

∆µ

x2
, 〈E(x, y)〉µ = −εµ

x
.

(4.20)

Comparing with (4.18), we read the quantum number of the twist fields

∆σ = ∆µ =
1

8
, ξσ = ξµ = 0, εσ =

1

4
, εµ = −1

4
. (4.21)

We had obtained these quantum numbers from the representation theory of the zero modes of

S, below (3.98). If we view the twist fields as S-primaries, the corresponding K0 charge κ is

κ = 0, which can also be similarly obtained as ∆, ξ and ε. Note that the values of ∆ and ξ

agree with the ones by taking the non-relativistic limit of the Ising model.

All the states in the Ramond sector can be categorized according to their fermionic num-

bers. They must lie in the two BMS-Kac-Moody staggered module with singlet ground states

(BMS-Kac-Moody primaries) |σ〉 or |µ〉. Alternatively, from the perspective of the represen-

tation of S, these states belong to one of two highest-weight modules of S, in which |σ〉 and
|µ〉 are both S-primaries. Explicitly, we have the following classification:

• Module containing σ: even number of fermions built on |σ〉 + odd number of fermions

built on |µ〉. They all have (−1)F = 1 and the ground state is |σ〉.

• Module containing µ: odd number of fermions built on |σ〉 + even number of fermions

built on |µ〉. They all have (−1)F = −1 and the ground state is |µ〉.

Fusion rules

Next we turn to determine the fusion rules. The criterion is to see whether the related three-

point function vanish or not. For the BMS primaries, they fuse as

[E ][E ] = [1], [Ψ][Ψ] = [1] + [E ],
[σ][σ] = [1] + [E ] [µ][µ] = [1] + [E ], [σ][µ] = [Ψ],

[σ][E ] = [σ], [µ][E ] = [µ],
[Ψ][σ] = [µ], [Ψ][µ] = [σ], [Ψ][E ] = [Ψ].

(4.22)
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Here we denote the doublet representation of fundamental fields (ψ0, ψ1) as Ψ. Notice that the

fusion of [Ψ][Ψ] can be understood as follows: the chiral and anti-chiral free fermions combine

into one module of the doublet of the BMS free fermions,

ψ, ψ̄ ⇒ (ψ0, ψ1), (4.23)

so the corresponding fusion rules can be translated in terms of Ψ,

[ψ][ψ] = [ψ̄][ψ̄] = [1], [ψ][ψ̄] = [E ] ⇒ [Ψ][Ψ] = [1] + [E ]. (4.24)

The fusion rules (4.22) form an algebra. It has a closed subalgebra including only 1, σ and E ,
or equivalently including 1, µ and E , with the following fusion rules:

[E ][E ] = [1], [σ][σ] = [1] + [E ] [σ][E ] = [σ],
[1][E ] = [E ], [1][σ] = [σ], [1][1] = [1].

(4.25)

This fusion algebra as well as the original one (4.22) only concern the BMS primaries and their

BMS descendents, so they do not cover all the states in the theory. To include all states, we

need to organize the fusions in terms of BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules or highest-weight

modules of S. Therefore the above fusion rules can be rewritten more suitably as follows

[1S][1S] = [1S], [1S][σS] = [σS], [σS][σS] = [1S] (4.26)

where the subscript “S” means that they are S-modules. These are the operator spectrum

(S-primary operators) and the fusion rules for the BMS Ising model.

Next we consider the structure constants in BMS Ising model. Recall that Ising model

has one non-trivial structure constant: Cσσǫ = 1
2 . Interestingly, the BMS Ising model with

the underlying algebra be S, has no non-trivial structure constant, as can be seen from the

above fusion rules. All information of the 4-point correlation function are encoded in the

S-conformal blocks.

4.2 The partition function

Now we discuss the partition function. Firstly, let us briefly review the modular invariance of

the partition function in general BMSFTs. The partition function is defined as19:

Z(σ, ρ) ≡ TrHe
2πiσ(L0−

cL
24

)+2πiρ(M0−
cM
24

) (4.27)

where σ, ρ are modular parameters. It can be obtained from the partition function of a 2d

CFT,

Z(τ, τ̄) = TrHe
2πiτ(L0−

c
24

)−2πiτ̄ (L̄0−
c̄
24

) (4.28)

19We follow the notation in [47]. Under the identification σ = ia, ρ = ib, our notation coincides with the one
used in [35].
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by taking either NR or UR limit [47], with the modular parameters being related by

NR : τ = σ + ǫρ, τ̄ = −σ + ǫρ,

UR : τ = σ + ǫρ, τ̄ = σ − ǫρ.
(4.29)

The BMS modular invariance had been discussed in the literatures, both intrinsically

[19][23][35] and by taking the limit [20][48][47]. The modular S-transformation is:

S : σ → − 1

σ
, ρ→ ρ

σ2
. (4.30)

and the modular T-transformation is:

T : σ → σ + 1, ρ→ ρ. (4.31)

Now we go back to the partition function of the BMS free fermion. It is easy to see

that the partition function of the BMS free fermion is simply the NR limit of the one of the

free Majorana fermion. Equivalently, it is the UR limit of the partition function of the free

Majorana fermion in the flipped vacuum. Furthermore, by the fermion-boson duality, the

partition function of the BMS Ising model is simply the NR/UR limit of the partition function

of the Ising model in the highest weight/flipped vacuum. Thus making use of (4.29), one can

easily obtain the partition function:

Z(σ, ρ) ≡ TrHe
2πiσ(L0−

cL
24

)+2πiρ(M0−
cM
24

)

=
θ2(σ) + θ3(σ) + θ4(σ)

2η(σ)

= χ2
0(σ) + χ2

1

2

(σ) + χ2
1

16

(σ) = χ
(S)
0 (σ) + χ

(S)
1

8

(σ)

(4.32)

where χ
(S)
∆ denote the character of the S-module and

χ
(S)
0 (σ) =

θ3(σ) + θ4(σ)

2η(σ)
, χ

(S)
1

8

(σ) =
θ2(σ)

2η(σ)
. (4.33)

One can easily check that the partition function (4.32) is invariant under the BMS modular

S-transformation20.

The above partition function can also be viewed as part of a chiral minimal model based on

theW -algebra S. In fact, the full local minimal model of S is just the free boson compactified

on a S1 with unit radius r = 1. This rational CFT has the following partition function:

Z(τ, τ̄ )r=1 =
1

2

(

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ2
η

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ3
η

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ4
η

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

= 2χ
(S)
1

8

χ̄
(S)
1

8

+ χ
(S)
0 χ̄

(S)
0 + χ

(S)
1

2

χ̄
(S)
1

2

(4.34)

20It is clear that the partition function (4.32) is not invariant under the modular T- transformation (4.31).
This suggest that the BMS free fermion is not well-defined on the torus. This is in fact also the case for the
BMS free scalar[35]. Nevertheless, they are consistent theories on the plane.
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where χ
(S)
0 and χ

(S)
1

8

are as above, and

χ
(S)
1

2

=
θ3(σ)− θ4(σ)

2η(σ)
. (4.35)

Note that, by the fermion-boson duality, this is also the partition function of the Dirac

fermion[49][1]. The corresponding chiral theory includes three S-primaries 1S, σS and ǫS

(the Kac spectrum of S), with dimensions

∆1S
= 0, ∆σS

=
1

8
, ∆ǫS =

1

2
. (4.36)

Note that we use the same notation 1S and σS as in (4.26) since they are exactly the same

S-modules. This chiral minimal model has the following fusion rules (omit the trivial ones):

[σS][σS] = [1S], [ǫS][ǫS] = [1S], [ǫS][σS] = [σS]. (4.37)

One can see that the fusion algebra of the BMS Ising model, which only involves 1S and σS, is

just a fusion subalgebra of this chiral S-minimal model. This means only the subset {1S, σS}
of the Kac spectrum of S appears in the BMS Ising model. Thus the BMS Ising model gives

a novel minimal model realization of the underlying algebra.

We would like to comment on the NR limit of the 2d Ising model. Recall that we have the

following relation for the partition function21:

Ising model
NR limit−−−−−→ BMS Ising (4.38)

or by the fermion-boson duality

Majorana fermion
NR limit−−−−−→ BMS free fermion (4.39)

While the partition function of the BMS Ising model is exactly the NR limit of the partition

function of the Ising model, the details are somehow puzzling. Firstly, if we naively take the

NR limit of the Ising model, we find that the spectrum includes three BMS primaries:

1
NR limit−−−−−→ 1′, σ

NR limit−−−−−→ σ′, ǫ
NR limit−−−−−→ ǫ′ (4.40)

with dimensions and boost charges respectively

∆1′ = 0, ξ1′ = 0, ∆σ′ =
1

8
, ξσ′ = 0, ∆ǫ′ = 1, ξǫ′ = 0. (4.41)

One can identify these states with the one in the free field realization as22: 1′ ∼ 1f , σ
′ ∼ σf ,

ǫ′ ∼ Ef . However, these states, together with their BMS descendants, do not cover all the

21In the following, when we say the NR limit, we always means that there is an alternative choice of the UR
limit of the CFT in the flipped vacuum. In the case at hand, they give rise to the same spectrum as well as the
same partition function.

22We add a subscripts “f” to stress that they are obtained in the free field realization.
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states we find in the free field realization. More precisely, the operator K can not be read

from the NR limit of the Ising model. In fact, under the NR limit, the central charge become

cL = c + c̄ = 1, cM = ǫ(c − c̄) = 0, and the theory reduces simply to a chiral one[28][35].

However, the above spectrum (4.40) is not the one in a chiral minimal model. Secondly, while

we can get the fusion rules from the NR limit:

[ǫ′][ǫ′] = [1], [σ′][σ′] = [1] + [ǫ′], [σ′][ǫ′] = [σ′],
[1′][ǫ′] = [ǫ′], [1′][σ′] = [σ′], [1′][1′] = [1′].

(4.42)

the corresponding null condition can not simply be seen from the NR limit. Finally, in the

free field realization, we have shown that the BMS highest-weight module containing 1′ (1f )

and the one containing ǫ′ (Ef ) are related to each other, this fact can not be seen from the NR

limit point of view either. These three puzzles can all be resolved by the enlarged symmetry

and the enlarged module we find in the free field realization. Thus, the free field realization

help us to see how the NR limit of the Ising model makes sense and what is the underlying

structure: the underlying algebra changes under the NR limit as:

Vir ×Vir → S (4.43)

Under the NR limit, such a change of the underlying algebra may or may not appear in other

minimal models.

It is worthy to emphasize that the BMS Ising model constructed in this section is not a

minimal model with respect to the BMS algebra. In fact, the minimal model construction

based on the BMS Kac determinant simply reduce to chiral Virasoro minimal models. We

show this fact in appendix C.

5 Conclusion and outlook

In this work, we studied a new kind of free BMS field theories called the (inhomogeneous)

BMS free fermion, and then used it to give a free field construction of the BMS Ising model.

The BMS free fermion exhibit many novel features. Firstly, the underlying symmetry is

generated by a new type of BMS-Kac-Moody algebra, which is different from those obtained

by contractions. In particular, it includes an anisotropic scaling symmetry so the theory has

two different scaling symmetries. It is interesting that such a symmetry also appear in the

BMS free scalar model (see appendix A). Note that the Kac-Moody current in our case has

a non-vanishing level so BMS highest-weight modules are enlarged by this current. This is

different from the Kac-Moody current studied in the [35].

Secondly, the module in the BMS free fermion turns out to be BMS-Kac-Moody staggered

module, which are similar with the BMS staggered module studied in the BMS free scalar
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model[35]. In the staggered vacuum module, an extra operator K appears. Unlike the one

in the BMS free scalar, here K is not a BMS quasi-primary. As a result, the Hilbert space

can not be organized by the BMS quasi-primaries and their descendents. Relatedly, the OPEs

can not be organized in terms of BMS quasi-primaries either. Nevertheless, we showed that

the OPEs can actually be organized by the Virasoro quasi-primaries, which helped us to read

an underlying W -algebra S of the vacuum module. The BMS-Kac-Moody staggered modules

appearing in the BMS free fermion can be viewed as highest weight modules of S.

Finally, we studied the Ramond sector to obtain the twist operators, which can be identified

with the “spin operators” in the BMS Ising model. Making use of this free fermion realization,

we obtain the fusion rules of the BMS Ising model. While the partition function of the BMS

Ising model is exactly the NR limit of the partition function of the Ising model, one can not

obtain the BMS Ising model simply by taking the NR limit. We stress that the BMS Ising

model is not a BMS minimal model. Instead, the underlying algebra is the enlarged BMS

algebra S, and the BMS Ising model in fact gives a novel minimal model realization of this

W -algebra.

There are several future directions. Firstly, the anisotropic scaling symmetry deserves to

be further explored. It would be nice to do a detailed analysis of this symmetry in the BMS

free scalar model. It is also possible to find this symmetry in other BMSFTs, may be other

free theories like the ghost system. It will be interesting if one can find such a symmetry in

higher dimensional GCFTs or CCFTs, possibly in the free theories. From the holographic

point of view, this anisotropic scaling corresponds to the “super-diltation” in the conformal

BMS algebra in the bulk [38][50].

It would be interesting to see whether there are other BMS models which could be minimal

with respect to some enlarged BMS algebras. For example, as S is the quantum conformal

BMS algebra with c = 1, one can try to study generic quantum conformal BMS algebra and

search for other possible minimal models. One can also discuss enlarged super-symmetric

BMS algebras and the corresponding minimal models. An explicit example (of the algebra)

is constructed in [38], which is the super-symmetric version of the classical conformal BMS3

algebra. This is a W -algebra of type W (2, 2, 2, 32 ,
3
2 , 1). It is possible that one can construct

the super-symmetric BMS Ising model based on this super conformal BMS3 algebra. A free

field realization may be helpful as well in this case.

It will be interesting to see whether the BMS free fermion and the BMS Ising model can

be related to the BMS scalar model. It is not clear how to do the bosonization in the BMS

case. In particular, it is not clear how to develop the Coulomb gas formalism in the BMS case,

which may be helpful to study the BMS Ising model as well as other possible minimal models.
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A Anisotropic scaling symmetry in the BMS free scalar

In this section, we show that a similar anisotropic scaling symmetry also appear in the BMS

free scalar model. The BMS free scalar model has the action:

S = −1

2

∫

dxdy(∂0φ)
2. (A.1)

In [35], it was shown that the symmetry of this theory is a BMS-Kac-Moody algebra, including

the BMS symmetry as well as a u(1) affine current symmetry coming from the y-independent

translation of the fundamental scalar:

φ→ φ+ Λ(x). (A.2)

In fact, the action (A.1) has another scaling symmetry, which is anisotropic

D′ : x→ x, y → λy (A.3)

with the fundamental field transforming as

φ→ λ
1

2φ. (A.4)

The corresponding Noether current is

J0
D′ = −1

2
∂0φ∂0φy +

1

2
φ∂0φ =M(x)y − J(x, y),

J1
D′ = 0,

(A.5)

where M(x) = −1
2∂0φ∂0φ is the stress tensor of the model[35], and we has introduced the

current

J(x, y) ≡ −1

2
φ∂0φ. (A.6)

From the equations of motion ∂20φ = 0, it is clear that ∂20J = 0, and we have

J(x, y) = J
(0)(x) + J

(1)(x)y. (A.7)

The Noether current is conserved

∂µJ
µ
D′ = 0, (A.8)
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which indicates

∂0J =M. (A.9)

i.e. J(1)(x) =M , and

J0
D′ = −J(0)(x). (A.10)

We denote J0
D′ as J̃ . One can see that the above analysis is quite similar with the one in the

BMS free fermion. Similarly, we can also find another scaling symmetry (denote the scaling

in the BMS algebra as D):
D

′′ : x→ λx, y → y

φ→ λ−
1

2φ
(A.11)

which is not an independent one since D′′
λ = D′

λ−1Dλ.

Similar to the BMS free fermion, the scaling symmetry D′ can be enhanced to a local

symmetry (with D′ = Cλ)
Cf : x→ x, y → f(x)y,

φ→ f
1

2φ,
(A.12)

leading to an affine u(1) symmetry with the charges J̃n, which are the modes of J̃ . The

generators of Cf (denoted as j̃n) is the same as jn for Cf in (3.28), so from j̃n, ln,mn we can

obtain the same BMS-Kac-Moody algebra (3.30) without central extensions. One can compute

the OPE of the currents to find the corresponding quantum algebra with central extensions.

While it is interesting, further discussions on this symmetry in the BMS free scalar model will

be beyond the scope of present work.

B Bottom up construction of enlarged BMS algebras

In this section, we will study enlarged BMS algebras from a bottom up construction. Firstly,

we study general BMS-Kac-Moody algebra with a u(1) Kac-Moody current. In particular,

we manage to determine all the possible central extensions of the BMS-Kac-Moody algebra

(3.30). We find that the central charge cM must be vanishing while cL and the Kac-Moody

level k can be arbitrary. Then, we show that when this BMS-Kac-Moody algebra is further

enlarged to the quantum conformal BMS algebra (a W-algebra of type W (2, 2, 2, 1)) [38], the

central charges and the Kac-Moody level will be uniquely determined by the Jacobi identities.

The resulting W-algebra is exactly S.
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B.1 BMS-Kac-Moody algebra

We will study general BMS-Kac-Moody algebras with a u(1) Kac-Moody current. We start

with the BMS3 algebra:

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
cL
12
n(n2 − 1)δn+m,0,

[Ln,Mm] = (n−m)Mn+m +
cM
12
n(n2 − 1)δn+m,0,

[Mn,Mm] = 0,

(B.1)

then we include a current of dimension 1 into the algebra, which we denote by23 J . By

definition, the current has the following commutation relation with L

[Ln, Jm] = −mJn+m (B.2)

and

[Jn, Jm] = knδn+m,0 (B.3)

where k is the Kac-Moody level. To determine the last commutator [Mn, Jm], we need the

general formula for the commutator of the modes of two quasi-primaries [51]:

[φ(i)n, φ(j)m] =
∑

k

Ck
ijpijkφ(k)n+m + dijδn+m,0

(

n+ hi − 1
2hi − 1

)

(B.4)

where

pijk(n,m) =
∑

r, s ∈ N

r + s = hi + hj − hk − 1

Cijk
r,s

(

−n+ hi − 1
r

)(

−m+ hj − 1
s

)

(B.5)

and

Cijk
r,s = (−1)r

(2hk − 1)!

(hi + hj + hk − 2)!

s−1
∏

t=0

(2hi − r − t− 2)
r−1
∏

u=0

(2hj − s− u− 2). (B.6)

According to this formula, p212(n,m) = 1 and p211(n,m) = −m, so the commutation relation

between M and J could be:

[Mn, Jm] = CL
MJLn+m + CM

MJMn+m + C
N̂(JJ)
MJ N̂(JJ)n+m − CJ

MJmJn+m. (B.7)

Then considering the Jacobi identity:

[[Mn,Mm], Jp] + [[Mm, Jp],Mn] + [[Jp,Mn],Mm] = 0, (B.8)

23Here we use the same notation J as the u(1) current in the BMS free fermion theory.
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and focusing on the Jn+m terms, we find

CJ
MJ = 0, (B.9)

and we have 〈MN̂ (JJ)〉 = 0. We can diagonalize the quasi-primaries as

Ω(JJ) ≡ N̂(JJ)− 2k

cL
L

M̃ ≡M +
cM

1− cL
L− cM

2k(1 − cL)
N̂(JJ)

(B.10)

so that the two point functions are

〈LΩ(JJ)〉 = 〈LM̃〉 = 〈Ω(JJ)M̃ 〉 = 0 (B.11)

Then only the following term remains in (B.7),

[Mn, Jm] = CM̃
MJM̃n+m. (B.12)

Focusing on the constant terms in (B.8), we read

CM̃
MJ = 0, or cM = 0. (B.13)

All other Jacobi identities give no extra constraint, so we conclude that there are the following

two cases.

• Type 1: when CM̃
MJ = 0, there is

[Mn, Jm] = 0, (B.14)

and cL, cM and k can be arbitrary. When cL = 1, cM = 0, k = 0, this is the BMS-Kac-

Moody algebra in the BMS free scalar model [35].

• Type 2: when cM = 0 and CM̃
MJ 6= 0,

[Mn, Jm] = −Mn+m (B.15)

where we normalize24 CM̃
MJ = −1, and cL and k can be arbitrary. This case gives the

possible central extension in the algebra (3.30). When cL = 1, k = 1
4 , this is the BMS-

Kac-Moody algebra in the BMS free fermion.

Besides these two cases, there are other possibilities corresponding to singular cases in (B.10):

cL = 0 or cL = 1 or k = 0. We refer to these singular cases as Type 3. For example, we have:

24We can do this because we keep the level k undetermined. This normalization is the one used for S.
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• Type 3: when k = 0, J and N(JJ) are null states, so we have the following possibility:

[Mn, Jm] = αN(JJ)n+m (B.16)

where α is an arbitrary number. cL and cM can be arbitrary.

There are other possibilities for [Mn, Jm] in these singular cases (Type 3). However, these

cases are not relevant with the quantum conformal BMS algebra discussed in the following.

Thus we do not list the rest of them.

B.2 Quantum conformal BMS algebra

Now we give an explicit construction of the quantum conformal BMS3 algebra. It is a W -

algebra of typeW (2, 2, 2, 1)[38]. We must insert another currentK with ∆ = 2 into the algebra,

besides the BMS-Kac-Moody currents discussed above. The quantum conformal BMS3 algebra

can be realized by the quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov (QDS) reduction as25

sl2
a non-principal−−−−−−−−−→
embedding

B2 ⇒W (2, 2, 2, 1) (B.17)

Note that the embedding of the sl2 is non-principal. It is well known that QDS always produce

W -algebras with generic c. However, when we require that it contains a BMS-Kac-Moody

subalgebra, its central charges are uniquely determined, and we recover S. We show this fact

in the following.

The BMS-Kac-Moody subalgebra of the quantum conformal BMS3 algebra should be of

type 2 (B.15) derived in the last subsection. One can know this fact from the classical conformal

BMS algebra in [38]. This means that there must be cM = 0. We need to determine the

commutators involving K. From the embedding (B.17), it is easy to see that the quantum

conformal BMS3 algebra will be invariant under the transformation J → −J , K → M and

M → K. Thus we have

[Mn,Mm] = 0 ⇒ [Kn,Km] = 0,

[Mn, Jm] = −Mn+m ⇒ [Kn, Jm] = Kn+m,

[Ln,Mm] = (n −m)Mn+m ⇒ [Ln,Km] = (n−m)Kn+m.

(B.18)

The last and the most interesting commutator is [Mn,Km]. For this commutator, we first need

to know the quasi-primary fields up to ∆ = 3. They are

• For ∆ = 1: J.

25For a review of the QDS, see [52]. However, [52] mainly discuss principal embeddings of sl2. For a complete
list of embedding types and the types of the corresponding (classical) W -algebras, see [53]. For general QDS,
the cohomology was resolved in [54][55]. For the case at hand, see [46] for more discussions.
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• For ∆ = 2: L, M , K, N (JJ)

• For ∆ = 3: N (JL), N (JM), N (JK), N (JJJ)

where
N (JJ) = N̂(JJ), N (JL) = N̂(JL), N (JJJ) = N̂(JJJ)

N (JM) = 4N̂(JM)− ∂M, N (JK) = 4N̂ (JK) + ∂K.
(B.19)

Using the known commutators, we can easily find

CM
MK = CK

MK = C
N (JM)
MK = C

N (JK)
MK = 0. (B.20)

Next, to simplify the manipulation, we diagonalize the remaining quasi-primaries as

Λ(JJ) = L− c

2k
N̂(JJ),

Λ(JJJ) = N̂(JL)− c+ 2

6k
N̂(JJJ),

(B.21)

such that

〈L|Λ(JJ)〉 = 0, 〈N̂(JL)|Λ(JJJ)〉 = 0 (B.22)

where c ≡ cL (we will always use this notation for cL hereafter). Then we normalize the 〈M |K〉
as

〈M |K〉 = c

2
. (B.23)

After these preparations, we read

[Mn,Km] = CL
MKp222(n,m)Ln+m + CJ

MKp221(n,m)Jn+m

+ C
N̂(JL)
MK p223(n,m)N̂ (JL)n+m + C

Λ(JJJ)
MK p223(n,m)Λ(JJJ)n+m

+ C
Λ(JJ)
MK p222(n,m)Λ(JJ)n+m +

c

2

n(n2 − 1)

6
δn+m,0

(B.24)

where (according to (B.4))

p222(n,m) =
n−m

2
, p221(n,m) =

m2 + n2 − nm− 1

6
, p223(n,m) = 1. (B.25)

Using the known commutators, we can calculate the coefficients, which are

CL
MK = 2, CJ

MK =
c

2k
, C

Λ(JJ)
MK =

4k − c

2k(c− 1)
, (B.26)

C
N̂(JL)
MK =

2c

k(c+ 2)
, C

Λ(JJJ)
MK =

c(12k − c− 2)

2k2(c+ 2)(c− 1)
, (B.27)

so we obtain the commutator

[Mn,Km] = (n−m)Ln+m +
c(m2 + n2 − nm− 1)

12k
Jn+m

+
2c

k(c + 2)
N̂(JL)n+m +

c(12k − c− 2)

2k2(c+ 2)(c − 1)
Λ(JJJ)n+m

+
(4k − c)(n−m)

4k(c− 1)
Λ(JJ)n+m +

c

2

n(n2 − 1)

6
δn+m,0.

(B.28)
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Now we need to consider the Jacobi identities. Using the following identity

[[Mn,Km], Jp] + [[Km, Jp],Mn] + [[Jp,Mn],Km] = 0, (B.29)

we find the condition

12k = 4− c. (B.30)

Note that in the classical limit c → ∞, this equation coincides with the equation “c = c̃” in

the classical conformal BMS algebra obtained in [38]26. Now the commutator becomes

[Mn,Km] =
c

c− 4
(n−m)Ln+m +

c(m2 + n2 − nm− 1)

4− c
Jn+m

− 24c

(c− 4)2
N̂(JL)n+m +

288c

(4− c)3
N̂(JJJ)n+m

+
24c(n −m)

(c− 4)2
N̂(JJ)n+m +

c

2

n(n2 − 1)

6
δn+m,0.

(B.31)

One can check that under the replacements

[, ] → i

~
{, }, cn → cn

~
, Ln → Ln

~
, Mn → Mn

~
, Kn → Kn

~
, Jn → Jn

~
(B.32)

and taking the classical limit ~ → 0, (B.31) reduces to the classical conformal BMS algebra

obtained in [38].

However, this is not the end of the story. Considering another Jacobi identity,

[[Mn,Km],Mp] + [[Km,Mp],Mn] + [[Mp,Mn],Km] = 0, (B.33)

we find c and k are determined to be of specific values

k =
1

4
, c = 1. (B.34)

This is precisely the central charge and the Kac-Moody level in S. We have checked that all

other Jacobi identities are satisfied for these values of c and k. In fact, for c = 1 and k = 1
4 ,

the above commutator simplifies much and reduces to be

[Mn,Km] = 2(n −m)N̂ (JJ) +
m2 + n2 − nm− 1

3
Jn+m

+
16

3
N̂(JJJ)n+m +

n(n2 − 1)

12
δn+m,0.

(B.35)

One can see that L as well as N̂(JL) decouples from the algebra. In fact, because c = 1 is

identical with the central charge of the one from the u(1) Sugawara construction,

T =
1

2k
N̂(JJ) = 2N̂ (JJ) (B.36)

26Their notation are related to ours by ctheir =
1

12
cours, c̃ = k.
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so both Λ(JJ) and Λ(JJJ) are the null states. Modding out these null states, we can effectively

identify L with 2N̂(JJ) and N̂(JL) with 2N̂ (JJJ) in theW -algebra. Therefore (B.35) exactly

coincides with (3.91), and we obtain the W -algebra S.

Finally, we stress that the above analysis is based on the requirement that quantum con-

formal BMS (CBMS) algebra has a BMS-Kac-Moody subalgebra. For general CBMS, the

commutator [Mn,Mm] ([Kn,Km]) does not necessarily vanish27 so it can have generic central

charge.

C BMS Kac determinant and null states

A natural way to construct BMS minimal models is to calculate its Kac determinant and find

the null states and the fusion rules. In this appendix we show that this construction must lead

to cM = 0 and furthermore the decoupling of all Mn’s from the BMS module, and the possible

BMS minimal models have to be chiral 28.

The BMS Kac determinant at level N is given by

detMN (cM , ξ) = (−1)N





∏

ab≤N,a,b∈N+

χ(a, b)θ(a,b)





2

(C.1)

where

χ(a, b) =
(

2aξ +
cM
12
a(a2 − 1)

)b
b!, (C.2)

θ(a, b) =

N−ab
∑

i=0

P (i)f(N − ab− 1, a). (C.3)

Here P (N) is the number of partitions of N , and f(N, a) is the number of partitions of N

with the integer a not appearing in the partition, which can be determined by the following

relation
∞
∑

N=0

f(N, a)xN =

∞
∏

k 6=a

1

1− xk
. (C.4)

Note that the above BMS Kac determinant depends only on cM and ξ, while there are the

elements which have cL and(or) ∆ dependence in the Gram matrix. These elements do not

contribute to the Kac determinant because they always multiply with zeros. These zeros

appear due to the fact that all Mn’s commutes with each other.

27Even though these commutators vanish, the commutators [Mn, Jm] could includes K so that the CBMS
algebra does not has a BMS-Kac-Moody subalgebra. We do not search these details of the generic CBMS
algebra in the present work.

28The BMS Gram matrix and the Kac determinant had been discussed in literature, e.g. [28][47], however,
a closed formula for the BMS Kac determinant is absent in literature. We learned the following closed formula
from Peng-xiang Hao.
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The null states are determined by the vanishing curve

χ(a, b) = 0. (C.5)

When these null states are modded out, one can compute the Kac determinant of the Gram

matrix of the remaining states. It turns out that this Kac determinant depends on cL and ∆,

and the corresponding vanishing condition for generic ξ and cM satisfying (C.5) is

∆ +
cL(a

2 − 1)

24
= A(a, b), (C.6)

where A(a, b) is some function of a and b and its concrete form is not important to us. To find

potential minimal models, we need first find the intersection points of vanishing curves (C.5),

which is

cM = 0, ξ = 0. (C.7)

In fact, under this condition, there will be more emergent null states and the theory reduce

to a chiral CFT [28][35]. So after modding out the null states, the vanishing condition for the

Kac determinant of the remaining states is no longer be the generic one (C.6). Instead, we

find the chiral part of standard Virasoro minimal models. As is well-known, while these chiral

minimal models has a closed fusion algebra coming from the null states condition, they can

not be a full local theory. A crucial point is the loss of modular invariance of their partition

functions.

A natural question is whether there exist non-trivial minimal models when the underly-

ing BMS symmetry is enlarged. Let us first review the enlarged BMS algebras or Galilean

conformal algebras in the literatures briefly. One way to enlarge the GCA2 is considering the

Galilean (non-relativistic) contractions of various W -algebras. The resulting algebra is known

as the Galilean W -algebras, e.g. [42]. In contrast, another way to enlarge BMS3 (GCA2) is

to consider the ultra-relativistic contraction of various W -algebras [56][57]. As pointed out in

[57], there is an interesting feature regarding these two contractions on non-linear W -algebras:

while the difference between these two contractions can only be seen from the representations

for linearW -algebras29, these two contractions lead to different quantumW -algebras when act-

ing on non-linear W -algebras, even though the resulting classical W -algebras are isomorphic.

One may try to construct the minimal models with respect to these NR- or UR-constracted

W -algebras. However, the situation will be similar with the one for the BMS3 (GCA2): one

can not obtain any non-trivial minimal models, other than some chiral minimal models with

29For example, for two Virasoro algebras, the NR and UR contractions lead to the same algebra, GCA2 ≃
BMS3. One can see the differences only from the representation theory: starting from the Virasoro highest
weight representation, after the NR and UR contractions, one arrive at the highest-weight representation and
the induced representation of the GCA2 respectively.
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respect to the original W -algebra, which can not be a full local theory. In particular, the

generators Mns will always decouple from the module. Thus, to obtain non-trivial minimal

models, one essentially needs to enlarge the module to include a special operator K with di-

mension ∆ = 2, which prevents the decoupling of Mn. This is the case in the BMS Ising model

we constructed.
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