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The decoupling limit of a certain configuration of D3 branes in a Melvin universe defines a sector of

string theory known as puff field theory (PFT)—a theory with nonlocal dynamics but without gravity. In

this work, we present a systematic analysis of the nonlocal states of strongly coupled PFT using

gravitational holography. And we are led to a remarkable new holographic dictionary. We show that

the theory admits states that may be viewed as brane protrusions from the D3 brane worldvolume. The

footprint of a protrusion has finite size—the scale of nonlocality in the PFT—and corresponds to an

operator insertion in the PFT. We compute correlators of these states, and we demonstrate that only part of

the holographic bulk is explored by this computation. We then show that the remaining space holo-

graphically encodes the dynamics of the D3 brane tentacles. The two sectors are coupled: in this

holographic description, this is realized via quantum entanglement across a holographic screen—a throat

in the geometry—that splits the bulk into the two regions in question. We then propose a description of

PFT through a direct product of two Fock spaces—akin to other nonlocal settings that employ quantum

group structures.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

Nonlocal dynamics is the hallmark of string theory—the
key ingredient for regularizing quantum gravity and pro-
viding for a consistent and unified UV completion of
particle physics. In recent years, there have been several
interesting attempts at zeroing onto this key attribute of the
theory in simplified and computationally more accessible
regimes. This involves a process of scaling out gravita-
tional complications while retaining the nonlocal aspects
of the parent theory. These attempts have come in several
flavors: noncommutative super Yang-Mills (NCSYM) [1–
5], noncommutative open string theory [6–8], open mem-
brane theory [9], dipole field theory [10–13], and, most
recently, puff field theory (PFT) was proposed by Ganor
[14,15] (see also [16]). In all these instances, a decoupling
limit is employed to scale out gravity and a flux or geo-
metrical twist is used to tune the scale of the residual
nonlocality. PFT however stands out in that it can realize
nonlocality in an SOð3Þ invariant manner, lending itself to
cosmological applications.

To this date, relatively little is understood about PFT. In
a recent work [17], a particular realization of a PFT was
explored at strong coupling—through the holographic dual
description—leading to a myriad of perplexing observa-
tions. The system seems to admit a very unusual holo-
graphic setup, one that necessitates going beyond the
standard dictionary employed, for example, in the AdS/
CFT context [18–20]. Reference [17] focused on cosmo-

logical implications of the results. In this work, we focus
on the PFT itself, and unravel a surprisingly rich and
beautiful holographic dictionary.

A. On puff field theory

PFT is the worldvolume theory of D-branes in a Melvin
universe [14].1 The setup can be realized in numerous
different flavors: ones involving D-branes of different di-
mensionalities and varying amounts of supersymmetry
(SUSY). The case we focus on in this paper is (3þ 1)-
dimensional PFT with N ¼ 2 SUSY and Uð1Þ �Uð2Þ R-
symmetry, a theory of D3 branes in a Melvin background.
The scale of nonlocality arises from a single geometrical
twist parameter. The theory flows in the IR toN ¼ 4 local
SYM.
An unusual aspect of this theory is that its spectrum

includes nonlocal states—3-ball bubbles of size set by the
scale of nonlocality in the theory. Yet the origin of such
states is rather mysterious since there are no open D3
branes in the parent theory. And a Lagrangian description
of this PFT is still missing.
In [15], the holographically dual geometry to this PFT

was developed, making the strong coupling regime acces-
sible through supergravity computations. The Penrose-
Cartan diagram for the bulk spacetime is shown in Fig. 1.
We show on this diagram the PFT time coordinate T, and
the holographic direction �. A standard UV-IR relation
[25] matches high energy with small �, and low energy
with large �
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where � is energy scale in the PFT. Local operators of the
PFT are inserted in the UV, near � ¼ 0, as usual. And all
seems holographically normal thus far. The novelty arises
when one considers operators with certain R-charges that
are expected to have nonlocal features. They are the mys-
terious D3 bubbles alluded to earlier. In this work, we
present a detailed exploration of such states, and find a
remarkable holographic mechanism at work.

B. Summary of the results

R-charge in the PFT is angular momentum in the holo-
graphic bulk. In this case, the bulk spacetime carries an-
gular momentum as well, related to the geometrical twist
that underlies the nonlocal character of the PFT. Measuring
the R-charge of an operator insertion becomes a delicate
matter due to the effects of frame dragging. We show that,
whenever the operator is to carry R-charge of a type
expected to lead to nonlocal effects, the insertions would
be placed not at the boundary � ¼ 0, but at � ¼ �0 > 0
inside the bulk—at a shifted holographic screen. To ascer-
tain the reliability of this conclusion, we employ the co-
variant holographic criterion of Bousso [26]: we look at the
rate of convergence of null geodesics projected in the
holographic direction �. We find that this rate vanishes at
� ¼ �0. Bousso’s light-sheets are arranged such that the
region � > �0 is expected to be holographically encoded at
� ¼ �0; while the region � < �0 is also to be encoded on
the same surface � ¼ �0.

We then use geodesics to estimate the correlation func-
tions between such nonlocal operator insertions. We find
that the correlators involve a minimum distance scale �xm

hOðx1ÞOðx2Þi �
� ð�xÞ�4hþ �x � �xm
e�2hþð�x=�xmÞ �x ~<�xm

(2)

for a bulk probe corresponding to an operator of weight hþ
in the IR of the theory. We show that �xm corresponds to
�� �0 through the UV-IR relation, and is also the scale of
nonlocality in theory—proportional to the geometrical
twist of the PFT. We are then led to the holographic
dictionary depicted in Fig. 2. In this figure, � is the vertical
direction, and we illustrate the D3 brane worldvolume as a
2D surface. The computation of a two-point correlator of
nonlocal states in the PFT involves a deformation of the
worldvolume such that a D3 brane tentacle is projected into
the bulk. The operator insertions may be viewed as two 3-
balls excised from the worldvolume and joined by the
tentacle. The holographic region � > �0 describes the
effective theory of interactions of the nonlocal footprints
and may be viewed as projected onto the D3 worldvolume
minus the two 3-bubbles. We call this in the figure
‘‘Theory 1.’’
The region � < �0 on the other hand must describe the

degrees of freedom of the tentacle. As seen from the figure,
it employs an IR cutoff related to the size of the 3-bubbles.
We compute correlators along the tentacle through geo-
desics folding into the � < �0 region. We demonstrate that
higher energy in Theory 2 corresponds to larger separa-
tions between the operator insertions—a direct realization
of UV-IR mixing: higher energy corresponds to a longer
protrusion. The D3 tentacle may be viewed as the result of
an open string pulling on its two end points that are
attached to the D3 brane worldvolume. In general, we
may consider ‘‘Theory 2’’ as the effective theory of such
protrusions from the D3 brane worldvolume—states that
will necessarily leave a nonlocal footprint in Theory 1.
In reality, Theory 1 and Theory 2 are coupled, as can be

seen from the causal structure of the Penrose-Cartan dia-
gram. The holographic screen at � ¼ �0 that separates the
two theories in the bulk is where the convergence rate of
null geodesics vanishes: it is a minimal volume neck in the
geometry. From other unrelated work [27–31], we know
that such boundaries imply quantum entanglement be-

FIG. 2 (color online). An illustration for the insertion of two
nonlocal operators in the PFT. Two bubbles are deleted from the
worldvolume of the D3 branes, and joined by a D3 brane
tentacle.

FIG. 1. Penrose-Cartan diagram for the holographically dual
geometry to our puff field theory. Nonlocal operators in the PFT
need to be inserted into the bulk space, at a new holographic
screen. Bousso’s criterion for holography suggests that the two
sides of this new screen are holographically encoded onto their
common boundary. The two shaded light-cones demonstrate the
causal connectedness of the two sides of the holographic screen.
On the right-hand picture, solid wedges denote Bousso’s light-
sheets. The figure assumes that c (that appears later on in the
main text) is different from �=2 to avoid a singularity at � ¼ 0.
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tween the two sides: when we refer to Theory 1, we are
implicitly including effects of entanglement with the other
side of the holographic screen, Theory 2. In the dual
language, the effective theory of interaction of D3 bubbles
encodes in it—through quantum entanglement—informa-
tion about the dynamics of the internal degrees of freedom
of the D3 tentacle, i.e. modes from the 3-spheres excised
from the worldvolume. The full PFT theory must be the
combination of the two theories. We speculate on the
nature of this full theory as one involving a Fock space
with direct product structure—dynamically generated
mixed states of the two theories. We propose a specific
mechanism for this phenomenon: a mixing inspired by a
redshift effect in the dual bulk. The PFT’s full Hamiltonian
gets diagonalized only by certain combinations of states
from each sector—akin to a similar mechanism employed
in certain nonlocal theories based on quantum groups
[32,33].

We build up this narrative gradually, by starting with no
preconceptions and employing several independent com-
putations. Section II collects brief self-contained back-
ground material on the PFT. Section III sets up the basic
tool we use to probe the bulk: geodesics with various
angular momenta. Section IV shows the relation between
R-charge and the shifting of the holographic screen.
Section V tests the waters with computations of 2-point
correlators for operators expected to be local in character,
and confirms these expectations. Section VI explores 2-
point correlators with nonlocal operators and collects the
raw results. Section VII demonstrates briefly a more com-
plicated case involving correlators of different R-charges
that requires numerical treatment. Section VIII presents the
main analysis of the paper: it collects all the results in one
place and systematically develops the conclusion summa-
rized in this introduction. Section IX concludes the dis-
cussion and presents future directions for exploration.
Finally, the appendix collects a few short conventions
about R-charges used in the main text.

II. BACKGROUND ON PUFF FIELD THEORY

A. Definition of a PFT

Puff field theory is the worldvolume theory of D3 branes
in a Melvin universe. We start in M-theory with Kaluza-
Klein waves in the z direction of the background metric
[15]

ds211 ¼ �dt2 þX3
i¼1

dx2i þ
X3
i¼1

ðdr2i þ r2i ðd�i þ �idz
2Þ2Þ

þ dz2: (3)

The twist in the geometry is parametrized by the three
arbitrary constants labeled as �i’s. To get to D3 branes,
one reduces along the z directions, T-dualizes along x1, x2,
x3, and takes the usual decoupling limit. The �i’s tune the

extent of nonlocality in certain operators of the resulting
worldvolume theory.
It is convenient to write the twist in the geometry

through an SOð6Þ matrix acting on the coordinates ri, �i

for i ¼ 1; 2; 3. Writing these as six Cartesian coordinates
y1; . . . ; y6, the twist matrix is (see the appendix for more
details)

� ¼

0 �1 0 0 0 0
��1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 �2 0 0
0 0 ��2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 �3

0 0 0 0 ��3 0

0
BBBBBBBB@

1
CCCCCCCCA
: (4)

We focus on the special case where �1 ¼ �2 ¼ � and
�3 ¼ 0, yielding N ¼ 2 supersymmetry in the corre-
sponding PFT. We will come back to more general cases
at the end of the paper.
Our PFT is a (3þ 1)-dimensional theory parametrized

by the number of D3 branes N, a large N coupling constant
G � 4�gsN with gs being the string coupling in IIB
theory, and a scale of nonlocality �3 � ��02. At low
energies, this PFT is expected to flow to N ¼ 4 SYM
with SOð6Þ R-symmetry. The full theory however has the
reduced R-symmetry Uð1Þ �Uð2Þ due to the twist, as is
evident from (4). We will label the generators byQ0 for the
Uð1Þ, and Qi with i ¼ 1; . . . ; 3, and Q4 for the Uð2Þ
½Q0;Qi� ¼ 0; ½Q4;Qi� ¼ 0; ½Qi;Qj� ¼ "ijkQk:

(5)

In [14], it was argued that R-charged operators are ex-
pected to fuzz up in all three space directions to a volume
proportional to�3, hence seeding nonlocal dynamics in the
theory. From duality considerations, one expects that these
states may be viewed as ‘‘D3 brane bubbles.’’ The resulting
nonlocality will preserve full SOð3Þ symmetry in the
(3þ 1)-dimensional theory, making the setup particularly
attractive for cosmological applications. The ‘‘volume’’ of
a state with charge matrix J is defined by [14]

V½J� � 1

2
ð2�Þ3 Tr½J���02: (6)

For our case, this volume expression vanishes except when
Q4 is activated

V½qQ4� ¼ 8�3q�3 (7)

for some arbitrary charge q in theQ4 direction. We will see
the significance of this later on in the geodesic probe
analysis.
A full Lagrangian description of our PFT is still missing;

but we will only be concerned with the strong coupling
regime of the theory. And the latter is accessible through
holography by studying supergravity excitations in a par-
ticular curved background. We focus on the strong cou-
pling regime of the PFT for the rest of the paper.
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B. Holographic dual

Following the construction described in the previous
section, the holographic dual geometry to the PFT of
interest was derived in [15]. The IIB string metric is given
by

ds2str ¼ �0K1=2

�
�H�1dt2 þ dV2 þ V2dc 2

þ V2cos2c

4
ðd�2 þ sin2�d’2Þ þ V2sin2c d	2

�

þ �0K�1=2

�X
i

dx2i þHV2cos2c

�
�
d�� 1

2
ð1� cos�Þd’þ �3H�1dt

�
2
�

(8)

incorporating the backreaction of the D3 branes. The
worldvolume of the D3 branes spans the coordinates xi
with i ¼ 1; 2; 3 and the time direction t; the holographic
direction associated with energy scale in the dual PFT is
denoted by V; and the remaining five directions are com-
pact and denoted by the angles f�;’; c ; �; 	g.2 The �, �,
and ’ parametrize an S3 which may be viewed as a Hopf
fibration with� labeling the fiber direction and the base S2

described by f�; ’g. The bounds on the angular coordinates
are

0 � c � �=2; 0 � � � �; 0 � ’ � 2�;

0 � 	 � 2�; 0 � � � 2�:
(9)

The two factors H and K appearing in the metric are given
by

H ¼ 4�gsN

V4
and K ¼ 4�gsN

V4
þ �6V2cos2c ; (10)

where gs is the IIB string coupling, N is the number of D3
branes, and � is the scale of nonlocality (and has length
dimension 1). The dilaton profile is constant

e� ¼ gs (11)

but there is a nontrivial 5-form RR flux that supports the
geometry. The latter is of no relevance to our discussion as
we will concentrate on supergravity probes with zero RR
charge.

For convenience, and to exhibit the relevant physical
scales in the problem, apply a coordinate change

z ¼ 1

V
; (12)

and rescale the coordinates to dimensionless variables

� � G1=6

�
z; Xi � xi

G1=3�
; T � t

G1=3�
; (13)

where

G � 4�gsN: (14)

We will later need to take N � 1, with G becoming the
effective coupling in the PFT. In the new coordinates, the
metric is

ds2str ¼ �0 ffiffiffiffi
G

p ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p
�5

�
�dT2 þ d�2 þ �2dc 2

þ �2 cos
2c

4
ðd�2 þ sin2�d’2Þ þ �2sin2c d	2

�

þ �0 ffiffiffiffi
G

p �ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p �
dX2

i þ �2cos2c

�
�
d�� 1

2
ð1� cos�Þd’þ dT

�4

�
2
�
: (15)

For large �, the geometry asymptotes to AdS5 � S5 (where

AdS is anti–de Sitter) with cosmological constant � ¼
4=�0 ffiffiffiffi

G
p

; hence the theory flows to N ¼ 4 SYM with
central charge N2=4. As c ! �=2, we encounter a singu-
larity at � ¼ 0, which we will come back to later.
The decoupling limit for this setup involves taking �0 !

0 while holding G, �, T, Xi fixed.

1. Holographic screen

Gravitational holography can be unravelled most easily
using Bousso’s covariant criterion. One looks at the rate of
convergence of null geodesics projected transverse to the
worldvolume of the branes; negative or zero convergence
defines a light-sheet and a corresponding region of bulk
space that is a candidate for holographic encoding. In our
case, the problem is somewhat more subtle as the space-
time carries angular momentum and drags geodesics with
it. If we consider null geodesics with zero angular momen-
tum, one can show that (using the Killing vectors of
Sec. III) the tangent ka to the geodesics should be

ka ¼
�jEj ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

�6 þ cos2c
p

�
þ Ecos2c

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p �
@T

� �5jEjffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p @� þ E�ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p @�; (16)

where E is energy and the upper sign in � refers to geo-
desics projected towards the AdS5 region, at larger values
of � (i.e. ‘‘ingoing’’ geodesics); and the lower sign refers to
geodesics pointing towards � ¼ 0 (i.e. ‘‘outgoing’’ geo-
desics). The sign of E determines whether the projection is
future (E> 0) directed, or past (E< 0) directed. The geo-
desics have to spin in the � direction to make up for the
dragging effect due to the nonzero angular momentum of
the background spacetime. Note also the dependence of
this expression on the c angle, which we take at first as
constant but otherwise tunable between 0 and �=2. The

2To relate these angles to the setup in [15] and the previous
section’s discussion, see the appendix.
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convergence rate is then3

� � rik
i ¼ �jEj 3�

4ðcos2c � 2�6Þ
2ð�6 þ cos2c Þ3=2 (18)

where i sums over the x1, x2, and x3 directions. This leads
to the identification of a critical point

� ¼ �H �
�
cos2c

2

�
1=6

(19)

where � ¼ 0 as shown in Fig. 3. The region of the bulk
where � > �H is then a candidate for holographic encoding
at the surface � ¼ �H; and the region where � < �H is also
a candidate for holographic encoding on the same surface
� ¼ �H. We also see that, as we move the plane of the null
geodesics from c ¼ 0 to c ¼ �=2, the screen moves
towards �H ¼ 0. We will later demonstrate a relation
between this shifting of the holographic screen and the
R-charge of the operator inserted in the dual PFT.

It is useful to also note that the vanishing of � is a
statement about the rate of change of the transverse volume
to the geodesics: the region where � ¼ 0 is a manifold of
minimal volume in the x1-x2-x3 subspace. Around this
critical point, this volume increases as we move towards
small � and large �. Manifolds of minimal volume play a
special role in holography—as boundaries that bound bulk
regions in correspondence with dual entangled states [27–
30].

2. Regime of validity

We restrict our analysis of the PFT to a low energy
supergravity regime in the bulk. Additionally, we employ
the optical approximation: we will use geodesics as probes
of dual correlation functions in the PFT. Hence, we need to
make sure that the setup is consistent and reliable within
this setting. The first condition arises from requiring that
the string frame curvature scale is small compared to the
string scale. We look at a curvature invariant such as [15]

R�
��R
�
�� ¼ �6

�02Gð�6 þ cos2c Þ5 ½�576�6cos6c

þ ð8ð408�6 þ 7Þ�6 þ 65Þcos4c
þ 24ð�10�12 þ 29�6 þ 5Þ�6cos2c

þ 40ð2ð�6 � 5Þ�6 þ 3Þ�12� (20)

and require that R�
��R
�
�� � �0�2. Equation (20) ex-

hibits a singularity when both � and cosc vanish. Since we
will be interested in approaching the geometry from c <
�=2, we consider the � ! 0 limit first, at fixed c <�=2

R�
��R
�
�� ¼ 65�6

�02Gcos6c
: (21)

For small curvatures compared to the string scale, we then
need

� 	 G1=6 cosc : (22)

We will later find that � is bounded from above by numeri-
cal values independent of the parameters in the theory.
Equation (22) then implies a restriction on c

cosc � G�1=6: (23)

This hence leads to the generic strong coupling condition
for holography

G � 1: (24)

We also need to make sure that the circle along the �
direction involved in the original twist is not too small
compared to the string scale. This leads to the condition

ffiffiffiffi
G

p �3cos2cffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p � 1 (25)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

0.5

0.5

ingoing

outgoing

PFT

NCSYM

0

FIG. 3 (color online). The holographic screen determined as
the point where the convergence rate of null geodesics vanishes,
� ¼ 0. ‘‘Outgoing’’ refers to null geodesics projected towards
larger values of �; and ‘‘ingoing’’ refers to null geodesics
projected towards � ¼ 0. To demonstrate the unusual behavior
of the PFT, we also show the corresponding quantity (dashed
curves) for the case of (3þ 1)-dimensional noncommutative
super Yang-Mills.

3We could also consider null geodesics with nonzero angular
momentum; for example, labeling one of the angular momenta
as L3, one gets

� ¼ � 3�3ðcos2c � 2�6Þ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
E2�2 � 4L2

3sec
2c

q
2ð�6 þ cos2c Þ3=2 : (17)

The sign of � is still determined by the ðcos2c � 2�6Þ factor.
And we see the inclusion of the angular momentum does not
change the conclusion about holography obtained from the zero
angular momentum case.
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which adds a lower bound on �

� � G�1=9: (26)

Otherwise, wewould need to consider the T-dual geometry,
which is certainly a tractable issue but will be unnecessary
for our purposes. Comparing the lower bounds on � and
cosc given by (23) and (26) along the holographic screen
�6
H ¼ cos2c =2, we note that the bound on cosc is more

stringent for large G. Hence, the holographic screen gets

cut off at cos2c � �6 �G�1=3 	 1. In [15], the x1, x2, and
x3 directions were also compactified on a torus and the
corresponding T-duality conditions were considered. In our
case, we will not consider the PFT in a box, and hence will
not have such additional conditions on our geometry.

Finally, we also require weak string coupling

gs ¼ G

4�N
	 1: (27)

Using (24), this implies that one needs N � 1. Hence, the
bulk geometry is subject to the independent bounds given
by (23), (26), and (27). These conclusions are depicted in
Fig. 4.

As we will restrict our computations to using geodesic
probes, the optical approximation is implicit throughout. It
is valid when the wavelength of the bulk probe is much
smaller than the local curvature of the space it is moving
through. At the same time, we need the probe to be light
enough not to backreact on the geometry. These conditions
were analyzed in detail in [17] and, for a probe of mass m,
lead to

m

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�0 ffiffiffiffi

G
pq

� 1: (28)

The scale
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�0 ffiffiffiffi

G
pp

will be important to our upcoming
discussion; we henceforth define

R2 � �0 ffiffiffiffi
G

p
; (29)

and we write mR � 1. The cosmological constant of the
geometry at large �where the space asymptotes to AdS5 is
4=R2. In the AdSdþ1=CFT duality, an operator of dimen-
sion 2hþ corresponds to a bulk probe of mass m such that
[19,34,35]

hþ ¼ d

4
þ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
d2 þ 4m2R2

p

4
: (30)

Hence, with mR � 1, we would have

hþ ’ 1

2
mR (31)

at the IR fixed point.

3. UV-IR relation and thermodynamics

In [15], the finite temperature realization of (15) was
also considered. As usual, it is given by insertions of
horizon generating factors in gTT and g��, leading to a

black hole with finite temperature

Temp ¼ 1

�G1=3�

1

�h

; (32)

where � ¼ �h is the location of the horizon.
4 This helps us

identify a UV-IR relation between energy scale � in the
PFT and extent in the bulk �

�

�nl
� 1

�
(33)

where we also defined an energy scale of nonlocality

�nl � 1

G1=3�
: (34)

We will later see that �nl sets indeed the energy scale at
which nonlocality ensues. Notice that, at strong coupling
G, the implication is that weak coupling nonlocality scale
� is enhanced at strong coupling by a power of G.
The entropy of the black geometry is given by

S ¼ N2ð2�Þ3V3T
3; (35)

where V3 is the volume of the x1, x2, and x3 directions in a
IR regularization scheme. This expression is interestingly
identical to the finite temperature state of theN ¼ 4 local
SYM theory. It has to account for all degrees of freedom of
the PFT with given asymptotic charges.

FIG. 4 (color online). Contour plot of the curvature scale [Eq.
(20)] in the �-c directions. The layout is polar, with 0< c <
�=2 being the polar angle and � being the radial direction. Blue
(darker) areas correspond to negative values of R�
��R

�
��,

while red (lighter) areas to positive values. The conditions for
small curvature and large � circle are shown as well. The
holographic screen �H is shown as a white line separating the
space into two regions. The rate of convergence of null geodesics
vanishes at �H.

4Note that the thermodynamics of the black hole must be
computed in the Einstein frame metric ds2Ein ¼ g�1=2

s ds2str.
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4. Penrose-Cartan diagram

The Penrose-Cartan diagram can be presented most
easily in the T-� plane by first introducing a new coordi-

nate ~� such that

d~�

d�
¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ cos2c

�6

s
: (36)

We would then define the usual ‘‘null directions’’ as in

u ¼ T � ~�; v ¼ T þ ~�; (37)

and then compactify by

tanU ¼ e�u; tanV ¼ ev; (38)

leading to the relevant part of the metric taking the form

ds2 ! �0 ffiffiffiffi
G

p
�ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

cos2c þ �6
p sec2Usec2Ve�2~�dUdV: (39)

The corresponding diagram is shown in Fig. 1, along with
the location of the holographic screen �H and Bousso’s
light-sheets [26] that determine the regions that are candi-
dates for holographic projection. At every point in this
diagram, there are three noncompact spatial directions
x1, x2, and x3 that make up the space directions of the
dual PFT theory, and five angles. One of these angles, c ,
plays a special role in that it tunes the location of the
holographic screen. Operator insertions at various values
of c will be seen to carry different amounts of R-charge
due to the spin of the background space. The other four
angles describe a compact manifold with Uð1Þ �Uð2Þ
isometry.

III. GEODESICS

A useful observable for exploring the effects of non-
locality in a theory is the equal-time 2-point correlator: the
vacuum expectation value of two insertions of an operator
separated by some distance in space but otherwise at the
same instant in time. In a conformal theory, this measur-
able is entirely determined by the conformal weight hþ of
the operator

hOðxaÞOðxbÞi � 1

�x4hþ
(40)

due to the absence of any length scales in the theory
(writing �x � jxa � xbj). If the theory involves a massive
particle, or another natural scale such as one arising from a
length scale of nonlocality, we may encounter exponential

factors of the form e��x=�x0 , where �x0 is determined by
the mass scale of a particle, or the energy scale at which
nonlocal effects become important (see for example
[36,37]).

To compute the equal-time correlator through the holo-
graphic dictionary, one can employ the supergravity ap-
proximation in the bulk—valid at low enough energies;

and at another coarser level of approximation, one can use
geodesics. These would connect the points of operator
insertions in the boundary theory. For equal-time correla-
tors, these are spacelike geodesics that touch the boundary
of the bulk spacetime at two places. The length of such a
geodesic l—a function of �x—gives us the leading tree
level contribution to the correlator

hOðxaÞOðxbÞi � e�ml: (41)

Here, m is the mass of a state in the bulk theory associated
with the boundary operator in question. In an AdS/CFT
setup, m is related to the weight of the operator by (31).
The bulk points where the operators are inserted at also

determine the UV cutoff employed in the computation of
the correlator in the dual theory: typically, the UV-IR
correspondence associates an energy in the boundary the-
ory with extent along a ‘‘holographic’’ direction in the bulk
transverse to the boundary. In our case, the UV-IR relation
(33) identifies the holographic direction as the � coordi-
nate. In Fig. 5, we show an illustration of the setup: �c ¼
�nl=�c is a UV cutoff and hence determines the location �c

of the holographic screen, and the IR of the theory lies at
larger values of �. Two operators are inserted at this holo-
graphic screen and form the end points of a spacelike
geodesic bending into the IR region.
In our case, the situation is more interesting and com-

plicated. The insertions are sensitive to the c angular
coordinate at which they lie: due to the spinning back-
ground geometry, insertions will carry angular momenta
(and hence the corresponding operator will carry R-charge)
of varied amounts depending on where they are inserted on
the compact manifold transverse to T, �, and X1, X2, X3.
We depict this in the figure by adding a third dimension in
and out of the page for c . Furthermore, the bulk spacetime
has a natural holographic screen that shifts with c from

� ¼ 0 at c ¼ �=2 to � ¼ 2�1=6 for c ¼ 0. Bousso’s

spacelike
geodesic

operator
insertions

(cutoff)

FIG. 5 (color online). A spacelike geodesic connecting two
points at a UV cutoff � ¼ �c in the c ¼ c 0 plane. The length of
this geodesic is related to the vacuum expectation value of two
operator insertions in the PFT.
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criterion for holography implies the existence of two re-
gions about the � ¼ �H surface available for holographic
projection. We will elaborate on these points in the next
section. For now, let us proceed with the traditional tools of
analysis of geodesics in curved spacetimes.

A. Killing vectors

It is a straightforward exercise to map out the Killing
vectors of the metric (15). Labeling these in correspon-
dence with the notation used for the R-symmetry gener-
ators in (5), we write

l0 ¼ @	; (42)

l1 ¼ cot� sin’@’ � 1

2
tanð�=2Þ sin’@� � cos’@�; (43)

l2 ¼ � cot� cos’@’ þ 1

2
tanð�=2Þ cos’@� � sin’@�;

(44)

l3 ¼ � 1

2
@� � @’; (45)

l4 ¼ @�: (46)

The momentum Killing vector with respect to the rescaled
Xi coordinate is

pi ¼ @Xi
(47)

where i ¼ 1; 2; 3. Given the Poincaré symmetry of the
x1-x2-x3 plane, we henceforth focus on one of the three

directions, say X � X1, without loss of generality; and we
write p ¼ @X. For energy with respect to the rescaled T
coordinate, we write

e ¼ @T: (48)

B. Conservation laws

To map out the spacelike geodesics of interest, we use
the conservation equations

L i ¼ lai va; i ¼ 0 . . . 4 (49)

where va is the tangent to the geodesic satisfying vav
a ¼

1, and we adopt the ansatz vT ¼ 0 with all other compo-
nents nonvanishing. The Li’s are constants of motion with
length dimension one. Similarly, we have

E ¼ eava; P ¼ pava (50)

with E andP having length dimension one as well. Wewill
use the shorthand 0 ! d=d�, where � is the affine parame-
ter along the geodesic. And we choose units so that R ¼ 1.
After all these preparations, we obtain the following first
order differential equations

	0 ¼ L0�
3csc2cffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

�6 þ cos2c
p ; (51)

�0 ¼ � 4�3sec2c ðL1 cos’þL2 sin’Þffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p ; (52)

�0 ¼ sinð�=2Þ csc�ð�6ðL4 � 2L3Þ secð�=2Þsec2c þ 2L4 cosð�=2ÞÞ
�3

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p ; (53)

’0 ¼ � 4�3sec2c ðcot�ðL2 cos’�L1 sin’Þ þL3Þffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p ; (54)

X0 ¼ P
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p
�

: (55)

Finally, the normalization condition vava ¼ 1 leads to

�6sec2�

�
�6sec2

�
�

2

�
sec2c þ 1

�
L2

5 þ �12sec4
�
�

2

�
sec2cL2

3 þ 2�12 tan

�
�

2

�
sec2

�
�

2

�
sec�sec2cL5L3

þ 4tan2
�
�

2

�
ð�cos2c ðL1 sin’þ 2L3 cot�Þ þL2 cos’cos

2c � 2L3�
6 csc�ÞL5

þL2
3sec

4

�
�

2

�
cos�ð2�6 þ cos�cos2c Þ þ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

p
�3

�
c 02 þ �02

�2

�
¼ 1 (56)

where we defined
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L 5 � L2 cos’�L1 sin’: (57)

Hence, the system is exactly solvable within an ansatz
involving the T, X, �, �, ’, and 	 coordinates. But the
addition of dynamics in c complicates matters
significantly.

We also need to assure that our ansatz is a consistent
one: the first order equations must fit together and the
second order geodesic equations must lead to valid trajec-
tories. This step is computationally intensive, but at the end
leads to two consistency conditions: one arising from la4 ,
and the other from ea

L 4 ¼ �2ðL1 sin� sin’�L2 sin� cos’þL3 cos�Þ;
(58)

E ¼ 2ðL1 sin� sin’�L2 sin� cos’þL3 cos�Þ
�4

(59)

where we used (51)–(56) in arriving at these expressions. If
Eq. (58) is to be satisfied, then (59) leads to a constant �—
unless bothL4 and E are zero. Since a constant � does not
fit our needs for a bulk geodesic, we then need to require

L 4 ¼ 0; E ¼ 0: (60)

Otherwise, there are no spacelike geodesics for the given
initial conditions. And thus this set of equations, (51)–(60),
constitutes the system we need to explore to understand
equal-time correlators in the PFT.

Notes:
While the constants Li, E, and P appearing in the

equations above are convenient to use in detailed compu-
tations, the physical quantities of interest correspond to
attributes of a particle of massm whose field theory under-
lies the geodesic optical approximation. To recover the
physical quantities, one needs to apply a rescaling of the
constants of motion to insert back the factors of m, as well
as to undo the coordinate rescalings performed earlier in
(13) and the unit choice R ¼ 1. To clarify things, it helps to
briefly summarize how to reestablish physical units from
any expression:

(i) Note the length dimensions of the relevant variables:
�, T, X, and � have zero length dimension; the
constants of motion written in calligraphic script
Li, E, and P have length dimension one.

(ii) Insert in any given equation the appropriate powers
of R to make the relation consistent with the unit
assignments described in the previous point.

(iii) Rescale the angular momenta as in Li ! Li=m
where the noncalligraphic constants Li are physical
angular momenta and are hence dimensionless.

Apply also the rescaling P ! G1=3�P=m and E !
G1=3�E=m with P and E now having the proper
length dimension of minus one.

In the upcoming discussion, at the conclusion of any

analysis we perform these reparametrizations to quote
more transparent results.
Finally, let us note a simple yet subtle point. Spacelike

geodesics do not carry physical momentum. The parameter
P should be viewed as a parametrization of the extent of
the geodesic in the X direction at its end points. Hence, we
will also replace P with �X at the end of every relevant
computation.

IV. NONLOCALITY THROUGH R-CHARGE

To read off the quantum numbers of an operator repre-
sented in a geodesic computation, we need to carefully
consider the location of the holographic screen. The back-
ground spacetime carries angular momentum: a probe
fixed at a point in the coordinate system of the metric
(15) is dragged by the spacetime and carries angular mo-
mentum. And our analysis of the convergence rate of null
geodesic suggests that the holographic screen may be
located at �H � 0 when the end points are inserted at a
value of c � �=2 [see Eq. (19)].
Consider a PFT operator insertion at some � ¼ �c and

arbitrary c . Denoting the four-velocity of such a stationary
operator by ua, we need uau

a ¼ �1, u� ¼ uX ¼ uc ¼ 0,
and uT � 0. The other angular components of ua must
however be matched with those of the spacelike geodesic
va

vAj�c
¼ uAj�c

(61)

where A is any of four angular directions �, ’, �, and 	.
This is so that the stationary operator insertion is accorded
the same boundary conditions in the angles as the corre-
sponding geodesic. We can then read off the R-charge by

Q i ¼ lai ua: (62)

Hence, even when one has an insertion with no angular
dynamics, we still would get Qi � 0 because of the gT�
term in the metric. This is the familiar frame dragging
phenomenon that arises for example in Kerr black hole
spacetimes when one asks about the angular momentum
carried by a stationary observer. We will also see below
that, for an operation insertion to correspond to a bulk
geodesic computation satisfying the previous ansatz con-
sistency conditions, Eq. (62) will lead to an expression that
cannot be made to vanish by fine-tuning only the angular
velocities of the insertion; instead, this is achieved if one
also tunes the angular location.
From (7), we expect that the R-charge that probes non-

local effects is given byQ4. Applying the prescription just
discussed to Q4, one gets
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Q 4 ¼ � cos2c

8�5
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2ðc Þp ½64L2

0�
10csc2c

þ 256�10sec2cL2 þ 64�7
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

q
þ 64�4ð�6 þ cos2c Þc 0ð�Þ2�1=2 (63)

where we define

L 2 � L2
1 þL2

2 þL2
3 (64)

and we show the most general expression, including the
effect of nonconstant c . At � ¼ �H, this becomes

Q 4 ¼ �
ffiffiffi
2

3

s ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
L2

0cot
2c þ 4L2 þ ffiffiffi

3
p

cos2c
q

(65)

where we now used c 0 ¼ 0. The only way to make this
expression vanish is for L1 ¼ L2 ¼ L3 ¼ 0 and c !
�=2 (even when c 0 � 0). Hence, if these conditions are
satisfied, we should not expect nonlocal effects in correla-
tion function computations. However, we also see that,
when c ! �=2, Q4 can still be nonzero if L is nonzero.
Looking more closely at the dynamics in the c coordi-
nates, we find that near c ’ 0

c 00 ¼ L2
0�

6 cotc csc2c

�6 þ cos2c
(66)

where we set c 0 ¼ 0; we see that c ¼ 0 ¼ const is a
consistent ansatz if L0 ¼ 0. Whereas near c ! �=2, we
get

c 00 ¼ �4sec3cL2: (67)

The c ! �=2 ¼ const is then a consistent ansatz only if
L ¼ 0.

Hence, whenever Q4 � 0—and within the c ¼ const
ansatz—the consistent operator insertion is necessarily at

c ¼ 0 ) �H ¼ 2�1=6, splitting the space in two. And
Q4 ! 0 as c ! �=2, moving the holographic screen
�H ! 0. Beside the c ¼ 0 and c ! �=2 cases, any other
initial condition for c leads to nonconstant c along the
geodesic: a case that is significantly more complicated to
analyze and that we explore numerically in Sec. VII. We
then arrive at a remarkable conclusion: whenever nonlocal
effects are expected from PFT correlators that involve
operators of the same charge, the associated operator in-
sertions in the bulk spacetime necessarily involve a holo-
graphic screen splitting the space in two regions; along
with Bousso’s criterion for holography, we are then to deal
with a new realm of holography where two bulk spaces are
projected onto one holographic screen.

V. LOCAL OPERATORS

In this section, we look at cases involving operators with
zero or small Q4 R-charge, i.e. correlators which are not
expected to exhibit nonlocal effects. The discussion in the

previous section suggests that we need to insert the opera-
tors at c near �=2. From our earlier analysis of the regime
of validity, we also know that we can make Q4 parametri-
cally small with larger values of the coupling G. Putting
things together, we consider spacelike geodesics in a con-
stant c plane with c arbitrarily close to �=2 with arbi-
trarily small Q4 R-charge; the end points of the geodesic
are to be located at some small value � ¼ �c, correspond-
ing to a large but finite UV cutoff in the dual PFT compu-
tation. To make the analysis more interesting, we will also
turn on a nonzero value for L0. This still corresponds to
vanishing Q4, but nonzero Q0.
We start by looking at the equation of motion for c

(setting c 0 ¼ c 00 ¼ 0)

sinc cosc

�
2�6L2

0csc
4c þ2�2P 2

�6þcos2c
� �3

ð�6þcos2c Þ3=2
�
¼0

(68)

confirming the c ! �=2 ansatz as a consistent one. We
note that the initial condition in c corresponds to fixing the
R-charge of the boundary operator; a statement that is not
subject to thermal or quantum fluctuations due to charge
conservation. We also expect that this R-charge is most
likely quantized in the full theory. In this scenario, the only
nonzero or significant R-charge is

Q 0 ¼ L0: (69)

The energy of the geodesic end points is given by

E ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þL2

0

q
�c

) E ¼ �c

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
m2R2 þ L2

0

q
(70)

where we have restored physical units as outlined at the
end of Sec. III and used the UV-IR relation (33). E would
presumably be related to the energy of the state associated
with the given operator when applied to the vacuum—as
measured in the PFT with respect to the original time
coordinate t. The conservation statements yield the first
order equations

	0 ¼ L0; X0 ¼ P�2; �0 ¼ �
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�L2

0 � P 2�2
q

:

(71)

The 	 dynamics is trivial. The shape in the �-X plane is
slightly more interesting

d�

dX
¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�L2

0 � P 2�2
q

P�
) �cr ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�L2

0

q
P

(72)

where �cr is the turning point of the geodesic—the maxi-
mum extent in the � direction the geodesic explores the
bulk. Integrating between �c ! 0 and �cr, we get

�X ¼ 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�L2

0

q
P

(73)
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where�X is the separation between the operator insertions
in the PFT. The geodesics are simply circles

1�L2
0

P 2
¼ X2 þ �2: (74)

And we note an upper bound on the angular momentum,
and hence the R-charge

L0 � mR: (75)

Otherwise, there are no spacelike geodesics connecting the
operator insertions. Figure 6(a) shows the shape of such
geodesics as a function P ; these circles are common in
AdS backgrounds. This is because our metric looks like
AdS space as we approach the c ! �=2 plane. The effect
of L0 is shown in Fig. 6(b).

The length element of a geodesic is given by

dl ¼ d�

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
P 2

1�L2
0 � P 2�2

þ 1

�2

s
(76)

yielding a total length of

l�c
¼�2 ln

�2ð ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
L2

0 þP 2�2 � 1
q

� i
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�L2

0

q
Þ

�

���������ð
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�L2

0

p
=P Þ

�c

! 2 ln
�c

�X
(77)

where we took the limit for the UV cutoff �c ! 0, and we
replaced P with �X. This gives a correlation function of
the form

e�ml�c ¼
�jP�cj

2

�
2m ¼

�
�c

�X

�
2m !

�
��1

c

�x

�
2mR

(78)

after rescaling to physical variables. This is the 2-point
correlator for a scale invariant local theory for an operator

of dimension mR ¼ 2hþ, as expected from (31). And all
instances of L0 disappear.
Finally, let us rewrite some of these statements in terms

of the PFT operator quantum numbers:

Q0 � 2hþ;
E2

�2
c

¼ 4h2þ þQ2
0: (79)

VI. NONLOCAL OPERATORS

To explore nonlocal effects, our analysis of Sec. IV
suggests that we need to insert the operators away from
c ¼ �=2. We consider spacelike geodesics in the c ¼ 0
plane, with end points at a tunable location � ¼ �c, corre-
sponding to a UV cutoff in the dual PFT. In this case
however, we entertain the possibility to move �c into the
bulk away from �c ! 0 limit since the holographic screen
for c ¼ 0 is located at [see Eq. (19)]

�Hðc ¼ 0Þ ¼ 2�1=6 � �0: (80)

We then have two qualitative scenarios: �c > �0 and �c <
�0. In the former case, Bousso’s criterion for holography
identifies the region � > �c for holographic projection
onto �c; in the latter case, the region � < �c gets projected
onto �c. We will see below that the shape of spacelike
geodesics lends itself to a natural interpretation of this
novel holographic phenomenon.
Equation (65) suggests that we need to set L0 to zero

when we take c ¼ 0. However, we can consider nonzero
values for Li with i ¼ 1; 2; 3. Note that L4 ¼ 0 for a
consistent ansatz as seen earlier from (58). Looking at
the second order geodesic equations, we find the following:
(i) L1;2 � 0 activates the � coordinate.

(ii) L3 � 0 activates the � and ’ coordinates.
The c equation of motion with c 0 ¼ c 00 ¼ 0 leads to

2 1 0 1 2
X

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2 1 0 1 2
X

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

(a) (b)

FIG. 6 (color online). (a) Spacelike geodesics for varied values for P (and hence �X). Thicker (redder) lines correspond to smaller
values for P . (b) Spacelike geodesics for fixed P and varied values forL0. Thicker (redder) lines correspond to smaller values forL0.
At the maximum value of L0 ¼ 1, the radius of the circle is zero.
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sinc cosc

��8�6L2
i sec

4c þ 2�2P 2

�6 þ cos2c
� �3

ð�6 þ cos2c Þ3=2
�

¼ 0 (81)

for any i ¼ 1; 2; 3. Hence, c ¼ 0 is a valid ansatz.
For simplicity, we consider all Li’s but L3 vanishing.

The limit L3 ! 0 was studied in detail in [17]. For all
values of L3, we have nonzero Q4 R-charge as long as
operators are inserted at the c ¼ 0 plane.

Hence, we consider spacelike geodesics with end points
at � ¼ �c > 0 and c ¼ 0; andL3 � 0. The interesting R-
charge becomes

Q 4 ¼ �
ffiffiffiffiffi
�c

p
ffiffi½p 4�1þ �6

c

1

�2
c

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ 4L2

3�
3
cffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

1þ �6
c

p
vuut : (82)

In this case, the limit �c ! 0 is not useful: the holographic
screen—where the UV completion of the theory is pre-
sumably located (in the given sector of R-charge)—is at

�c ¼ �0 ¼ 2�1=6. The covariant holographic criterion
identifies two regions of the bulk space, on either sides
of �0; both projected onto the � ¼ �0 boundary. Evaluating
Q4 at �c ¼ �0, and after rescaling to physical units, the
charge becomes

Q4 ¼ � 2mRffiffiffi
3

p
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

p
2

þ 2L2
3

m2R2

s
; (83)

yielding a volume for the corresponding excitation in the
PFT from (7)

Vol �mR�3

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

p
2

þ 2L2
3

m2R2

s
: (84)

We also get nonzero values forQ1,Q2, andQ3 which we
will not need.

The energy measured in the PFT for the given insertion
is given by

E ¼
ffiffiffiffiffi
�c

p
ffiffi½p 4�1þ �6

c

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ 4L2

i �
3
cffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

1þ �6
c

p
vuut ) E

¼ �c

mRffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ�6=�6

nl
4

q
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ 1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

1þ�6=�6
nl

q 4L2
3

m2R2

vuuut : (85)

Figure 7 shows a plot of this expression. We note that, for
L3 ¼ 0, the maximum energy reading is attained when the

cutoff is exactly at the holographic screen �c ¼ �0 )
�c ¼ 21=6�nl. As L3 is tuned up, the maximum shifts
very slightly away from the holographic screen. An ana-
lytical treatment is not possible since it involves solving a
polynomial of very high order. The folding shape of the
energy profile will be important in helping us understand
the holographic dictionary in the next section.

The conservation equations give us four first order dif-
ferential equations

�0 ¼ � 2L3�
3ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

1þ �6
p ; ’0 ¼ � 4L3�

3ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ �6

p ; (86)

X0 ¼ P
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ �6

p
�

;

�0 ¼ �2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�4L2

3�
4 � P 2ð1þ �6Þ þ �

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ �6

pq
ð1þ �6Þ1=2 :

(87)

And hence we can write

d�

dX
¼ �3

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�4L2

3�
4 � P 2ð1þ �6Þ þ �

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ �6

p
:

q
P ð1þ �6Þ (88)

Writing �cr for the turning points of the geodesic, we find
the condition

4L2
3�

3
crffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

�6
cr þ 1

p þ P 2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6
cr þ 1

p
�cr

¼ 1: (89)

Figure 8 shows a plot of the geodesics in the �-T plane. We
see that the geodesics oscillate about the holographic
screen at � ¼ �0, between two critical points that we
have been labeled �IR

cr and �UV
cr . These are the two real

solutions of (89). We call the region � > �0 ‘‘the IR
region’’; and � < �0 ‘‘the UV region.’’ As L3 is tuned up
from zero, the geodesic’s midpoint of oscillation shift in
the � direction from �0 towards smaller values of �,
towards the UV region. At a special point, the geodesic
lies entirely in the region UV region. This occurs when the
bound

L2
3

L2
m

þ P 2

P 2
m

� 1 (90)

is saturated, where we defined

1 2 3 4 5

0.5

1.0

1.5

zero

zero nonzero

nonzero

nonzero

FIG. 7 (color online). Plot of PFT energy for a state with
nonzero Q4 charge contrasted with the equivalent expression
for zero R-charge. The effect of increasingL3 (and henceQ4) is
also shown.
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L m �
ffiffiffi
34

p
2

; Pm �
ffiffiffi
26

p
ffiffiffi
34

p : (91)

This can be determined from the condition d�=d� ¼ 0. If
(90) is not satisfied, there are no spacelike geodesics with
the given initial conditions connecting the operator inser-
tions. For a given value of L3, (90) translates to an upper
bound onP ; for example, forL3 ¼ 0, we getP < Pm. We
will see later that this translates to a minimum bound on the
separation between the operator insertions.

The geodesics will hence be parametrized by P andL3,
and Fig. 9 depicts this parameter space. Regions A and B
denote regimes where we will be able to perform asymp-
totic expansions of various physical expressions. To see
this, consider the coordinate change

� � �

P 2
m

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ 1

p : (92)

We can then invert (92) in terms of �

� ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
secð�Þ3

p ðcosð�3Þ 

ffiffiffi
3

p
sinð�3ÞÞ

q
ffiffiffi
26

p (93)

where

� ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
tan2

6
p

ð�Þ þ 1
: (94)

This allows us to consider the following two regimes: small
� and � near unity. For small �, Eq. (89) for the turning
points implies that we must have P 	 Pm. To further
simplify otherwise very cumbersome analytical expres-
sions, we will also consider L3 	 Lm. These statements
lead to region A in Fig. 9. For � near unity, (89) asymptotes
to (90), or equivalently P and L3 are such that we are
saturating (90) and P � Pm since both turning points are
also approaching �0: that is, we explore region B in Fig. 9.
We now can write asymptotic forms for the turning

points of the geodesics:

�IR
cr ¼

8><
>:

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�4L2

3

p
P P 	 Pm;L3 	 Lm

�0ð1þ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1� P

Pm

q
� 1

2

L2
3

L2
m
Þ P ~<Pm;L3 	 Lm

(95)

�UV
cr ¼

8><
>:
P 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ 12L2

3P
63

q
P 	 Pm;L3 	 Lm

�0ð1�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1� P

Pm

q
� 1

2

L2
3

L2
m
Þ P ~<Pm;L3 	 Lm:

(96)

To compute the correlator, we would need the length of
the geodesic

A B

FIG. 9 (color online). The parameter space of the geodesics
used in the text. The region outside the ellipse is inaccessible
with the chosen ansatz. Regions A and B correspond to regimes
where asymptotic expansions of physical quantities are com-
puted.

0 5 10 15 20 25
X0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0 5 10 15 20 25
X0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

(a) (b)

IR

UV

FIG. 8 (color online). (a) Plots of geodesics with nonzero Q4 for L3 ¼ 0 and varied values for P . Curves with more oscillations
correspond to larger values for P ; (b) plots of geodesics with nonzero Q4 for increasing values of L3 at fixed P . The curves shift
towards the UV region as L3 is increased. At a critical value of L3 given by (90), the geodesic just grazes the holographic screen at
� ¼ �0.
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lIR;UV�c
¼ 2R

Z �IR;UVcr

�c

d�

�2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ð1þ �6Þ

ð�4L2
3�

4 � P 2ð1þ �6Þ þ �
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ �6

p Þ

vuut : (97)

To simplify the discussion, we henceforth move the cutoff plane �c to �0. We then get the asymptotic expressions

lIR�0
¼ R

8><
>:

2
1�2L2

3

lnð1�2L2
3

P Þ P 	 Pm;L3 	 Lm

22=3

Pm
ð1�

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1� P

Pm

q
þ 19

16
L2

L2
m
� 1

4

L2
3

L2
m
ð1� P

Pm
Þ�1Þ P ~<Pm;L3 	 Lm

(98)

lUV�0
¼ R

8><
>:

26
15P 3 þ 23=4ffiffi

3
p L2

3

L2
m

P 	 Pm;L3 	 Lm

22=3

Pm
ð1þ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1� P

Pm

q
þ 13

16
L2

L2
m
þ 1

4

L2
3

L2
m
ð1� P

Pm
Þ�1Þ P ~<Pm;L3 	 Lm

(99)

where lIR�0
is the length of the geodesic folding into the � > �0 region, and l

UV
�0

is the length of the geodesic folding into the
� < �0 region. To make sense of these expressions, we need to replace P with the separation�X between the end points of
the geodesic. The relation between �X and P is given by

�XIR;UV
�0

¼ 2

��������
Z �IR;UV

cr

�0

d�
P ð1þ �6Þ3=4

�3ð�� P 2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ �6

p � 4L2
3

�4ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ�6

p Þ1=2
��������; (100)

Figure 10 shows a plot of this relation, We note in particu-
lar a complication arising from the fact that this relation is
not single-valued: for a given P , we have two possible
values for �X—one for the geodesic in the IR region, and
another for the one in the UV region. �XIR

�0
is a standard

dispersion relation in a local theory, except that we have an
upper bound on P . And we see that changing L3 does not
change these profiles much. Indeed, the small shifts we
notice are within numerical errors. We also note that higher
values of L3 bring down the maximum P bound, as
expected from (90). The asymptotic forms of interest are

�XIR
�0

’
8><
>:
2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1�2L2

3

p
P P 	 Pm;L3 	 Lm

lIR
�0

Pm
�

ffiffi
3

p
25=3

L2
3

L2
m

P ~<Pm;L3 	 Lm

(101)

and

�XUV
�0

’
8<
:

3�
4 P�4 þ C1L2

3P P 	 Pm;L3 	 Lm
lIR
�0

Pm
þ

ffiffi
3

p
25=3

L2
3

L2
m

P ~<Pm;L3 	 Lm;

(102)

where C1 � 32�1=12
2F1ð 112 ; 34 ; 1312 ;� 1

2Þ þ 31=42�1=3 ’ 4.
We note that we see �X � l in the L 	 Lm, P ~<Pm

regime since the geodesics are asymptotically approaching
the holographic screen. We have checked our asymptotic
expansions against the numerical results: in the case of the
L 	 Lm, P 	 Pm regime, we find excellent agreement;
for the L 	 Lm, P ~<Pm regime, the comparisons are
complicated by numerical artifacts and convergence issues
of integrals, yet the asymptotic expansions seem to match
adequately with the numerical results.
We can then identify a minimum separation between the

end points of the geodesics

�X0 � 22=3

P 2
m

) �x0 ¼ 21=331=2��1
nl ���1

nl ; (103)

which can be obtained from (101) or (102) evaluated at
P ¼ Pm and L3 ¼ 0.
We finally put all these results together into building

blocks for correlators:

C IR
�0

� e
�mlIR

�0

’
�
�x�ð2mR=ð1�2L2

3
ÞÞð1þ 2

L2
3

mRÞ �x � �xm
e�mRð�x=�xmþL2

3=L
2
mÞ �x� �xm;

(104)
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FIG. 10 (color online). A log plot of �X versus P . The solid
lines correspond to the L3 ¼ 0 case; the dashed lines demon-
strate the effect of increasing L3 to 0.2 and 0.4 (where Lm is
about 0.65).
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where Lm � 31=82�1=4mR; and

C UV
�0

� e
�mlUV

�0

’
�
e�mRðC2ð�x3=4=�x3=4m ÞþC3ðL2

3
=L2

mÞÞ �x � �xm
e�mRð�x=�xm�L2

3
=L2

mÞ �x��xm;

(105)

where C2 � 522�3=83�25=165�1��3=4 ’ 1 and C3 �
23=43�1=2 ’ 1; and we have defined

�Xm � P�1
m ) �xm ¼ 31=42�1=6��1

nl ���1
nl : (106)

Once again, the characteristic scale of nonlocality in the
theory is then set by��1

nl . Figure 11 shows a plot of C
IR
�0
and

CUV�0
. We note in particular the sensitivity of the power law

onL3 for CIR�0 ; whereas C
UV
�0

is mostly unaffected except for

the shift in the value for the minimum operator separation.
Identifying a weight for the operator in the �x � �xm
regime, we write

hþ ’ mR

2

�
1þ 2L2

3

m2R2

�
: (107)

We also note that the bound on L3 translates to a bound on
Q4: as L3 varies from 0 to Lm, Q4 varies from

� ffiffiffi
2

p
mR=

ffiffiffi
34

p
to � ffiffiffi

2
p ffiffiffi

34
p

mR, increasing by a factor of
ffiffiffi
3

p
.

VII. DYNAMICS OF THE c COORDINATE

In this section, we briefly consider initial conditions for
c ¼ c 0 � 0 or �=2, leading to changing c along the
geodesics. These trajectories necessarily correspond to R-
charged nonlocal operator insertions. The equation of mo-
tion for c is given by

c 00 � 3c 0cos2c
ð�6 þ cos2c Þ3=4

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�3 � P 2�2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

q
� c 02

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�6 þ cos2c

qr

þ 1

2
sinc cosc

�
�3

ð�6 þ cos2c Þ3=2 �
2ðP 2�2 þ c 02Þ
�6 þ cos2c

�
¼ 0:

(108)

For simplicity, we are considering spacelike geodesics in
the �-c -X plane, fixing all other angular directions to
constants. This system cannot be solved in closed form
due to lack of sufficient symmetry. Hence, we will contend
with a brief numerical analysis.
Figure 12 shows plots of the shape of the geodesics. We

first notice that the curve generically crosses the holo-
graphic screen as in the case when c 0 ¼ 0. In 12(a), we
see the effect of varying P : we note a transition from
attraction towards the c ¼ 0 to the c ¼ �=2 at a critical
P , or a critical separation between the operator insertions
locations. This implies that for certain separations between
the insertions, there may be a nonzero correlation between
nonlocal and local operators. In 12(b), we explore the
effect of varying c 0: we note no particular interesting
behavior in this regard. Given the complexity of the prob-
lem at hand, we will delay any further exploration and
leave these numerical observations as they are.
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FIG. 11 (color online). (a) Log plot of the correlator factor CIR�0 versus �X with varied values for L3 ¼ 0; 0:2; 0:4; fainter lines have
larger values of L3. (b) Same plot for CUV�0

. Numerical artifacts arise at the minimum separation �Xm.
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VIII. UV-IR MIXING

In this section, we try to make sense of the unusual
holographic setup we have on our hands. Let us start by
summarizing the main points that will drive us towards a
new extended dictionary for holography. The holographic
dual spacetime has a product X �M structure, where X
asymptotes to AdS5 in the IR (large �); and M is a five
dimensional compact space.

(i) We showed, using Bousso’s covariant criterion for
holography, that the holographic screen gets shifted
from the boundary (i.e. away from � ¼ 0) to inside
the bulk—as a function of an angle coordinate c of
M: as c is tuned from �=2 to zero, the holographic
screen moves from � ¼ 0 at the boundary of the bulk

to � ¼ �0 ¼ 2�1=6. Operators inserted at this new
holographic screen sit at the boundary of two regions
of the bulk—both holographically encoded onto
their common boundary at � ¼ �0.

(ii) From general and independent considerations, we
expect nonlocal behavior from states that carry par-
ticular R-charges. We showed conclusively that such
states are realized in the holographic bulk only if the
operators are inserted at c � �=2—due to the an-
gular momentum carried by the bulk spacetime. This
matches with the condition that shifts the holo-
graphic screen into the bulk: c tunes the value of
the interesting R-charge and the location of the holo-
graphic screen.

(iii) We showed that the new holographic screen corre-
sponds to a minimal volume surface (in x1-x2-x3)—

the surface where the rate of convergence of a con-
gruence of null geodesics vanishes. We know from
previous work [27–30] that such surfaces, when
arranged to split a bulk spacetime by hand, generate
quantum entanglement of states in the dual theory:
states dual to one side of the surface are entangled
with states on the other side.

(iv) The thermodynamics of the PFT determines a UV-IR
relation between bulk extent and energy scale in the
PFT that seems insensitive to nonlocal effects. In
fact, it is identical to the one arising inN ¼ 4 SYM
theory: small � is in the UV, large � in the IR.

(v) For states which are not expected to show nonlocal
effects, we demonstrated that this was indeed the
case and the scenario was reminiscent to the usual
N ¼ 4 SYM setup with the holographic screen at
the boundary � ¼ 0.

Figure 13(a) shows the �-c cross section of the bulk.
Nonlocal operators are inserted at c ¼ 0 and � ¼ �H ¼
�0; local operators are inserted near c ¼ �=2 and � ¼
�H ¼ 0. Let us focus on the interesting c ¼ 0 case from
here on. If we were to employ a UV cutoff �1, we would
cut the bulk space at � ¼ �1 ¼ �nl=�1: the � > �1 region
is expected to be projectable onto the � ¼ �1 boundary by
the covariant holography criterion. We would compute the
corresponding PFT 2-point correlator through the length of
a geodesic folding into the � > �1 region. We can then
push the UV cutoff to the maximum value �1 ! �0 �
�nl=�0. We previously labeled this geodesic length as lIR�0

.

We then have

(a) (b)
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FIG. 12 (color online). Shape of spacelike geodesics in the �-c plane: � is the radial direction, and c is the polar angle. The dotted
curve denotes the location of the holographic screen �H. The red solid lines with increasingly fainter tones corresponds to (a) varied
P ¼ 1:3; 3; 4:5 for fixed c 0 ¼ 0:7; (b) varied c 0 ¼ 0:35; 0:7; 1:0 for fixed P ¼ 3.
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hOðx1ÞOðx2Þi�0
’
� ð�xÞ�ð2mR=ð1�2L2

3
ÞÞ �x � �xm

e�mRð�x=�xmÞ �x� �xm:

(109)

This result, which is the leading tree level expression for
the correlator, interpolates between a scale invariant be-
havior and one with characteristic nonlocal effects. The
scale of nonlocality is set by �xm ��x0 ���1

nl —the

minimum distance between the two operator insertions.
If the operators are viewed as puffed up D3 brane bubbles,
the volume of these spherical states is roughly �x3m �
G�3.

The holographic screen at � ¼ �0 is also a surface of
minimum volume, a neck in the global geometry of the
bulk. From independent considerations [27–30], we then
expect that (109) involves entanglement effects from inte-
grating out states behind the holographic screen, the region
� < �0. Such an entanglement mechanism is typically
realized in the dual theory by cutting away a region of
the worldvolume. This fits remarkably well with the pic-
ture that depicts the operators insertions as open D3 brane
bubbles: the size of these bubbles is set by �xm ���1

nl ,

corresponding to �� �0 in the bulk as dictated by the UV-
IR relation (33). Hence, the computation leading to (109)
cuts off two bubbles out of the x1-x2-x3 worldvolume at the
location of operator insertions. The modes in the bulk
region � < �0 are entangled with those in the region
� > �0—mirroring the entanglement of modes inside the
D3 brane bubbles with those outside. This is then why we
see the vanishing of the rate of convergence of null geo-
desics at � ¼ �0.

In short, the bulk space � > �0 describes an effective
theory—Theory 1 in Fig. 13—of interacting D3 brane

bubbles; the bulk space � < �0 must then correspond to
describing physics inside the D3 brane bubbles—i.e.
Theory 2 is the effective theory of the internal degrees of
freedom of the D3 bubble states. We can offer further
evidence for this. Consider cutting the space at � ¼ �2 <
�0. The covariant holographic criterion now independently
identifies the region � < �2 as the one projected onto � ¼
�2. But that translates to an IR cutoff �2 ¼ �nl=�2.
Pushing the cutoff to its limit, �2 ¼ �0, the region � <
�0 appears like a theory with an IR cutoff �0. Indeed, the
internal dynamics of the D3 bubbles would necessarily be
subject to an IR cutoff, the size of the bubble. If we were to
compute correlators in Theory 2, we would use geodesics
folding into the region � < �0, whose length was denoted
earlier as lUV�0

. This length would again involve entangle-

ment information with the modes that are integrated out,
now in the region � > �0; that is, modes outside the D3
bubbles from the dual perspective.
However, there are no open D3 bubble states in string

theory. But there certainly are deformations of the D3
brane worldvolume. The setup makes sense when we real-
ize that the insertions of two nonlocal operators in the PFT
must correspond to the picture illustrated in Fig. 13(b). The
geodesic employed in our computations must be an ap-
proximation to a minimal area D3 brane tentacle extending
into the bulk. The feet of the tentacle correspond to the
operator insertions. The worldvolume theory, with these
bubbles subtracted, has dual holographic bulk description
given by the � > �0 region—Theory 1. The internal dy-
namics of the bubbles is coded into the � < �0 region—
Theory 2. But we now realize that Theory 2 effectively
describes D3 brane protrusions. In this particular compu-

FIG. 13 (color online). A new holographic dictionary deciphered: (a) A plot of the �-c cross section; nonlocal operators are inserted
at c ¼ 0 and � ¼ �0. (b) The two nonlocal operator insertions in the PFT amount to a D3 brane tentacle extending between them.
Theory 1 computes the correlator for a separation of �xIR, with the insertions corresponding to deleted 3-spheres of volume ��x3m.
Theory 2 computes the correlator for separation �xUV in the theory of the tentacle D3 brane.
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tation of a 2-point correlator, the protrusion has the shape
of a segment �S2 with the IR cutoff arising from the S2.
We can view the unusual topology as one that results from
a string folding into the bulk with end points on the D3
brane, pulling on the D3 brane worldvolume so as to
generate the tentacle in question. We then see a remarkable
mechanism to generate nonlocality through states that are
physically puffed up in size, and a corresponding beautiful
realization of the phenomenon from the holographic dual
perspective. Theory 1 is an effective description of the PFT
local states as well as the interaction dynamics of nonlocal
D3 brane cutouts; while Theory 2 is the effective theory
describing the internal dynamics of the D3 protrusions
connecting cutouts. The two sectors are not decoupled,
and their interaction appears in each of the two theories
through quantum entanglement.

There is another twist to this picture. If we focus on
correlators of Theory 2 describing the internal degrees of
freedom of the D3 tentacles, Eq. (102) and Fig. 10 imply
that we need to probe distances �x > �xm. The origin of
this phenomenon is UV-IR mixing: Theory 2 is the effec-
tive theory of the degrees of freedom of the D3 brane
tentacle; the corresponding correlators should be viewed
as involving insertions at the boundary of the segment.
Higher energy corresponds to longer tentacle, hence op-
erator insertions with larger separations. This is reminis-
cent to the UV-IR mixing that results from considering a
large string: higher energy corresponds to longer strings.
Put differently, �xIR corresponds to the distance between
the insertions in Theory 1, while �xUV is the distance
between the insertions along the tentacle as depicted in
Fig. 13(b), in Theory 2. We note that we always have
�xUV � �xIR from Fig. 10, with the equality holding at
the minimum separation �xUV¼�xIR¼�xm as expected.

The causal connection between the two regions of the
bulk across the holographic screen—as shown in Fig. 1—
suggests that the two theories are not decoupled. The PFT
must be the collection of all dynamics, the ones involving
puff D3 brane interactions and the ones involving internal
dynamics of the nonlocal states. This implies that there
may be a more complete formulation that does not involve
effective dynamics arising from integrating out any de-
grees of freedom. The entanglement mechanism suggests
a theory involving a Fock space with direct product struc-
ture. Let us next speculate on the structure of this full
theory.

For states with Q4 R-charge, there is another UV-IR
relation at work given by (85). Once the holographic screen
is moved into the bulk, the energy readout for the state is
changed: it needs to be measured at the new holographic
screen, subject to a different redshift (i.e. UV-IR) effect.
Equation (85) is the energy of a Q4-charged state as
measured locally by an observer located at � ¼ �c and
c ¼ 0—with respect to the PFT time coordinate. We
rewrite it again here, setting L3 ¼ 0 for simplicity

Eð�Þ ¼ �
mRffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

1þ ð�6=�6
nlÞ4

q : (110)

For given E, there are two solutions for �; let us call them
E1 and E2 (with �1 ¼ �nl=E1 and �2 ¼ �nl=E2 in Fig. 7).
We propose that the Q4-charged state in the PFT is to be
constructed from a product of states in two theories inter-
acting with each other. Let us denote the two states as j1i
and j2i with energies E1 and E2 respectively, one in
Theory 1 and the other in Theory 2. We construct

jEi � j1i � j2i: (111)

E is the energy of the resulting state: fixing E, there are two
and only two solutions E1 and E2. The interactions be-
tween the two theories result in a pairing of states of
particular energies to generate an eigenstate of the parent
theory. There is a similar mechanism to this one that arises
in nonlocal theories involving quantum groups. For ex-
ample, the Moyal plane can be realized by proposing a
momentum operator in a new nonlocal theory that is not
diagonalized by the usual direct product of plane waves:
instead, a mixed state of the usual momentum eigenstates
is employed to construct a new eigenstate of momentum in
the nonlocal theory [32,33]. The corresponding correlators
exhibit the familiar nonlocal effects of the noncommuta-
tive plane. Our system involves in addition a dynamical
element linking up or correlating the two states from which
a nonlocal state is to be built up. In our classical treatment,
the correlators involve states localized in space as well as
carrying fixed energy. In reality, we should view the posi-
tion of the operator insertions to be fuzzed up by quantum
uncertainty. Hence, we should write the density state ma-
trix of definite position as

jxihxj ¼
Z

dEjaðEÞj2j1i � j2ih1j � h2j (112)

where the energies of the two states j1i and j2i are the only
two solutions to the given function Eð�Þ in every term of
the integral. The coefficient aðEÞ determines the profile for
the superposition so as to generate a state of definite
position at the desired precision [naturally a precision at
most of the order of the nonlocality scale hidden in the
function Eð�Þ]. The correlator of such a state at strong
coupling would be

jhx1jx2ij ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Tr½jx1ihx1jx2ihx2j�

q
� e

�mðlIR
�0
þlUV

�0
Þ � e

�mlUV
�0

(113)

since lUV�0
� lIR�0

. This would be the full result at tree level.

However, integrating out modes of Theory 1 or Theory 2

leads instead to e
�mlIR

�0 or e
�mlUV

�0 respectively, as we dis-
cussed earlier. At the leading tree level approximation,
integrating out one of the two sectors amounts to just
dropping the corresponding exponential factor.
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IX. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

PFT apparently involves a remarkably rich regime of
string theory, exploring not only nonlocality but the foun-
dational principles of the theory as well—the direct inter-
play between open and closed string sectors. There are
several obvious and interesting directions to pursue to
develop these ideas further.

(i) Our analysis employed geodesics to delineate the
shape of the D3 protrusions. Instead, one could use
the DBI action of D3 branes [38] to realize the
tentacle embedding. One would then compute the
area of the tentacle to estimate the 2-point correlator.
Such a treatment would improve on our estimates for
the correlators, as well as potentially address bound-
ary regimes in the parameter space for L3 and P
better. We hope to report on this in a future work.

(ii) As mentioned in the introduction, PFTs come in
many flavors. A particularly interesting realization
may be (2þ 1)-dimensional PFT. Such a setup
would lend itself to more powerful computational
tools in determining membranelike embeddings with
interesting topologies.

(iii) While not reported in any detail in this paper, we
have also looked briefly at the effects of breaking
SUSY down to N ¼ 0. This is done by turning on
additional arbitrary twists in the matrix (4).
Qualitatively, we see no changes in our conclusions.
However, such systems are phenomenologically
more interesting. As shown in [17], PFTs may be
used to compute nonlocal effects in the cosmic mi-
crowave background radiation arising from stringy
dynamics in the primordial plasma. Less SUSY, or
even the possibility of a dynamical cascade through
various SUSY realizations of the PFT, can play an
important role in this program.

(iv) The primary question still remains unanswered:
what is a full description of the PFT? One that
does not involve entanglement and effective theo-
ries, but the full mess. Does the PFT have a complete
description with a product structure for its states? Is
there a role played by quantum groups in this de-
scription? These are hard questions with deep im-
plications to open-closed string duality.

(v) Another interesting direction involves the general
idea of using entanglement to realize nonlocality in
a theory. This is in the spirit of black hole entangle-
ment phenomena [39–41], where a hidden sector
behind the horizon plays a role in explaining non-
local effects in horizon dynamics. Here, we see a
possibly more mundane realization of this idea in a
nongravitational field theory. It would be interesting
if one can cook up toy models where two theories are
combined dynamically in a direct product structure,
and entanglement is made to seed nonlocal effects at
low energies.

We hope to visit some of these topics in the near future.
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APPENDIX: SOME DETAILS ABOUT THE
R-SYMMETRY

To put the various R-charges explored in the main text in
the context of the coordinates of the bulk spacetime, we list
in this appendix the matrix transformations that twist the
	-�-�-’ angles. We use a representation of the matrices in
the Cartesian basis mentioned in Sec. I—with coordinates
labeled as y1 . . . y6—related to the polar coordinates y1;2 !
r1;�1, y3;4 ! r2;�2, and y5;6 ! r3;�3. The angles appear-

ing in the metric are then related to these coordinates by
�¼�1, ’¼�1 ��2, tan	¼ y5=y6, sin� ¼
2r1r2=ðr21 þ r22Þ, tanc ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
r21 þ r22

q
=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
r21 þ r22 þ r23

q
. With

these conventions, the matrices become

Q 0 ¼

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 �1 0

0
BBBBBBBB@

1
CCCCCCCCA

Q1 ¼ 1

2

0 0 0 �1 0 0
0 0 �1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

0
BBBBBBBB@

1
CCCCCCCCA

Q2 ¼ 1

2

0 �1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 �1 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

0
BBBBBBBB@

1
CCCCCCCCA

Q3 ¼ 1

2

0 0 �1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 �1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

0
BBBBBBBB@

1
CCCCCCCCA

Q4 ¼ 1

2

0 �1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 �1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

0
BBBBBBBB@

1
CCCCCCCCA
:

(A1)

Hence, Q0 translates only 	, and Q4 translates ’ twice as
much as it does �.
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