arXiv:2412.00918v2 [hep-th] 28 Dec 2024

2d theory for asymptotic dynamics of 4d (self-dual) Einstein gravity

Wei Bu University of Edinburgh & Northeastern University

Sean Seet DAMTP, University of Cambridge & University of Edinburgh (Dated: December 31, 2024)

In this paper, we present a simple chiral 2d theory living on a momentum space celestial sphere whose behaviour exactly produces various IR dynamics of recent resurged interests for 4d (selfdual) Einstein gravity in asymptotically flat spacetimes. We demonstrate how to use simple 2d CFT computations to reproduce 4d BMS algebra and w1+∞ algebra, deduce the form of both chiral and anti-chiral stress tensors and recover the necessity for dressing hard particles asymptotically with soft modes. We further discuss how possible extensions of this 2d theory incorporates further dynamical information of 4d Einstein gravity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent developments in the study of infrared (IR) physics in 4d asymptotically flat spacetimes has reignited the interests in further studying asymptotic degrees of freedom in such spaces. Both in gauge theory and gravity, large r expansion of the field strength/metric has played a crucial role in understanding the residual asymptotic degrees of freedom in these theories. They are usually referred to as soft modes or radiation modes in the literature [1–5], we shall stick to this name throughout this paper. In particular in general relativity, this was done both from the perspectives of phase space and dynamical on-shell observables such as wavefunctions and scattering amplitudes [6–13]. The symmetry principles organizing these soft degrees of freedom are perhaps surprisingly the asymptotic BMS groups [2, 3], which has a closely related cousin acting on the level of special kinematical limits of scattering states, the Lw_{1+∞} algebra [14–16]. By Mellin transforming massless on-shell data like scattering states and IR limit of scattering amplitudes, they transform under the 2d conformal group explicitly. An extensive part of the literature focused on studying such Mellin transformed amplitudes which to an extent, constraints the form of the dynamics of the asymptotic degrees of freedoms of 4d Einstein gravity. Unlike traditional conformal field theory (CFT)s, it is not clear how essential properties such as unitarity can be manifested just by observing these on-shell conformal objects.

It is slightly dissatisfying that an explicit action principle is not present, which would dramatically enhance the understanding of these radiation degrees of freedom of 4d gravity. Although there has been attempts to write down field theories for simple theories such as abelian [17, 18] and non-abelian [19] gauge theories, from spacetime itself using usual AdS/CFT intuitions [20–22] and attempts to reproduce individual helicity graded amplitudes [23]. It is rather difficult to infer and connect these with the aforementioned dynamics observed in theories in 4d asymptotically flat spacetimes. In this paper, we write down an explicit Lagrangian on a 2-sphere and demonstrate how to extract known IR phenomenon. The 2d action was originally derived using twistor space techniques starting from the self-dual sector of 4d Einstein gravity by the two authors [24], we intend to omit the detail and refer interested readers there.

In section II, we write down the 2d chiral action which resembles the form of a principal chiral model and go into detail establishing notations and a map to 4d Minkowski space. In section III, as a sanity check, we first demonstrate how vectors generating the BMS group (supertranslation and super-rotation) can be extracted from the 2d theory. In section IV, we elucidate how both holomorphic and anti-holomorphic part of the stress tensor appear in the 2d conformal theory, with their actions on a generic conformal primary. In section V, we use the action of a soft current (closely related to the superrotation current) to further deduce the necessity for dressing gravitationally coupled on-shell states with soft cloud, simply by requiring U(1) gauge invariance of our action.

II. 2D ACTION AND INTERPRETATION

Consider a principal chiral model (PCM)-like action on a Riemann sphere with the (Jacobi) structure constants f^{a1a2}_{a3} and non-degenerate metric κ^{a1a2} normalized as κ^{a1a2} κ^{cd}κ_{cd} = f^{a1e}_b f^{a2b}_e

S := ∫ CP^1 dz ∧ ( Φ_a ¯∂α^a + Λ_a ¯∂β^a+

h^aJ_a + h̃^aJ̃_a ) . (1)

The index a and the structure constants are determined by the theory we intend to describe. The fields Φ_a, α^a, Λ_a, β^a indexed by a are sections of O(n) bundles on C P^1 with a dependent weights Ω^0(C P^1, O(∗)), while the fields h^a, h̃^a are (0, 1)−forms ∈ Ω^{0,1}(C P^1, O(∗)). The currents J_a, J̃_a are the following combinations of the fundamental fields Φ_a, α^a, Λ_a, β^a, and c(a) is a function of the label a:

J^a :=c(a)κ^{ab}Φ_b + f^{ab}_c (Φ_bα^c + Λ_bβ^c) , J̃^a :=c(a)κ^{ab}Λ_b − f^{ab}_c Λ_bα^c . (2) In local coordinates z on a local patch of C P^1, the holomorphic free fields Φ_a, α^a, Λ_a and β^a obey the fundamental OPE relations:

Φ_{a1} (z_1)α^{a2} (z_2) ∼ κ_{a1}^{a2} z_1 − z_2

, Λ_{a1} (z_1)β^{a2} (z_2) ∼ κ_{a1}^{a2} z_1 − z_2 (3) with all other OPEs being regular. Using (3), Wick contractions between the bilinear currents give the OPE rules. Setting c(a) to be 0 for the moment, it can be seen that the currents obey the OPE rules

J^{a1} (z_1, z̄_1)J^{a2} (z_2, z̄_2) ∼

κ^2κ^{a1a2} (z_1 − z_2)^2 + f^{a1a2}_{a3} J^{a3} (z_2, z̄_2) z_1 − z_2 + O ( (z_{12})^0 ) (4) J^{a1} (z_1, z̄_1)J̃^{a2} (z_2, z̄_2) ∼ f^{a1a2}_{a3} J̃^{a3} (z_2, z̄_2) z_1 − z_2 + O ( (z_{12})^0 ) (5) J̃^a1 (z_1, z̄_1)J̃^a2 (z_2, z̄_2) ∼ O ((z_{12})^0) . (6)

With specific choices of the domain of a, and the data c(a), κ^{a1a2} , f^{a1a2}_{a3} , it was shown in [24, 25] that the J, J̃ OPEs are as given above (this is a nontrivial constraint on c(a)), giving the asymptotic symmetry algebra of Yang- Mills, the S-algebra [25] or the asymptotic symmetry algebra of gravity, (including the w-algebra) [24] from this PCM-like action.

The case of interest for this paper is a sector of selfdual gravity, as derived and studied in [24]. A sketch of the derivation is presented in Appendix A. The index a := (Δ, s, k) appearing in an upstairs position takes values in (1 + iR, Z, Z), while the metric and structure constants are defined as

κ^{a1a2} := δ(Δ_1 + Δ_2)δ_{s1 +s2 ,0}δ_{k1+k2 ,0} (7) f^{a1a2a3} := δ(Δ_1 + Δ_2 + Δ_3 − 1)δ_{(s1+s2 +s3−1),0}×

δ_{(k1 +k2+k3 −1),0} ( k_2 ( s_3 + Δ_3 2 ) − k_3 ( s_2 + Δ_2 2 )) (8) c(a) := −Δ − s 2 . (9)

Index contraction is an integral over Δ and a sum over s, k. The choice of signs in the metric κ^{a1a2} means that downstairs a indices take values in (1 + iR, Z, Z). The fields Φ, Λ are required to have k ∈ Z^+, while the other fields α^a, β^a, h^a and h̃^a can have arbitrary values of k. Note however, the fields α^a, β^a, h^a and h̃^a with positive k are non-dynamical and have no nontrivial OPEs. This is because they do not enter into the kinetic term. After defining the structure constant, we recognize that (4) contains as a closed subsector the w_{1+∞} algebra discovered in the asymptotic symmetry group of 4d self-dual gravity.

The factor of κ^2 := κ^{a1a2} κ_{a1 a2} ∝ vol(M) in the double pole of the JJ OPE therefore diverges as the volume of the Minkowski space vol(M). Physically, this is because the indices a label (infinitely many) mode numbers in a mode decomposition of 4d spacetime fields. This divergence needs to be regulated, for example with a cutoff (i.e restricting the allowed mode numbers), as was done in [24, 25].

Since the J current is gauged, the double pole in the JJ OPE indicates the quantum mechanical failure of gaugeinvariance. This can be removed by a simple 2d ”Green- Schwarz” type mechanism to cancel the anomaly and recover a quantum mechanically consistent theory. One simply adds a non-chiral bosonized term to the action ∫ CP^1 ∂ζ^a ¯∂ζ_a + ih^a∂ζ_a . (10)

This alters the current coupling to h by a term whose single contraction cancels the two-point bubble diagram. It is curious what the interpretation of the ζ_a is on regular twistor space and how it relates to the usual chiral anomaly [26, 27].

Physically, the PCM-like action is best understood as a free-field realization [28] of the asymptotic symmetry algebra of self-dual gravity (resp. of self-dual Yang-Mills in [25]). The symmetry algebra described by (4) includes (by restricting mode numbers to Im(Δ) = 0) but is much larger than the expected loop algebra of w_{1+∞}. This is because the symmetry algebra in (4) is unbroken, as we have made no choices of gauge or of boundary/falloff conditions. Choices of falloff conditions, regularity assumptions, and partial gauge fixings would break the symmetry algebra in (4) down to smaller subalgebras. These would present as constraints on the allowed mode numbers.

To make contact with self-dual gravity as perturbations around real Lorentzian spacetime, the C P^1 the action (1) is defined on is best understood as the projectivisation of the nonzero real Lorentzian null momenta, which is called the momentum-space celestial sphere:

C P^1_λ ∼= S^2 =

{k^2 = 0|k^μ ∈ R^{3,1} } \ {k^μ = 0} k^μ ∼ rk^μ, r ∈ R^∗ . (11)

To relate to Minkowski space with the origin removed M^O := {M \ {x^μ = 0}}[29], we ask the mode numbers a = (Δ, s, k) to label certain behaviors of fields on M^O as we shall elaborate on now. The 4 components of x^μ can be rewritten as a matrix by multiplying the Pauli matrices x^μ = σ^μ_{αα̇}x^{αα̇} ∈ M^O, which can be separated into a complex conjugate pair and two real coordinates by projecting them onto the basis defined by coordinates of C P^1_λ[30]: {x^{αα̇}} = {([^̄λ|x|λ⟩, [λ̄|x|λ̂⟩)_C ∗ q,q̄ , [λ̄|x|λ⟩ v , [^̄λ|x|λ̂⟩ v_′ } , (12)

where in components, the 2-spinors are defined as λ^α = (_{λ0} λ_1 ) , λ̄^{α̇} =

(_{λ̄0¯}

λ_1 ) , λ̂^α = (_{−λ̄1¯} λ_0 ) and ^̄λ^{α̇} = (_{−λ1} λ_0 ) . The spinor helicity notation with mixed angle and square brackets is denoting ⟨ζ|x|ζ̄] = ζ^α x_{αα̇}ζ̄^{α̇}. (Δ, s) are mode numbers for a R^+ × U(1) = C^∗ action on M^O, with orthogonal basis functions B_{Δ,s}:

B_{Δ,s} := (qq̄)^{−Δ/2} ( q̄ q )_{s/2} = q^−(^{Δ+s2} )q̄^−(^{Δ−s2} ) . (13)

Orthogonality is defined with respect to the natural inner product ∫ C^∗ dqdq̄ B_{Δ1,s1} B_{Δ2,s2} = ∫ R^+×U(1) rdrdθ r^{−Δ1 −Δ2} e^{iθ(−s1−s2 )} =2πδ_{s1+s2 ,0} ∫ R dρe^{(2−Δ1−Δ2)ρ}, ρ = log r .

(14)

Δ, the mode number for the R^+ dilatation, is required to take values in 1 + iR for normalizability with respect to the integral over R^+ [24]. s, the Fourier mode number for the U(1), is required to take values in Z for singlevaluedness.

On the other hand, k is not quite a mode number, but rather a positive integer encoding the strength of the singularity of the free fields Φ, Λ that have singular behavior 1/v^k at v = 0. Physically, they represent large diffeomorphism degrees of freedom for the gravitons. Being large diffeomorphisms, they signal the presence of arbitrary boundary value the bulk gravitons can asymptote to with generic singular behavior along I . Rather than using mode functions orthogonal with respect to an inner product, the orthogonality rule for k arises from the canonical pairing of functions and distributions ∫ dvv^{k1 −1}δ^{(k2 −1)}(v) = (−1)^{k2 −1}(k_2 − 1)!δ_{k1,k2} . (15)

The Minkowski space dependence is encoded in the triplet of mode numbers a = (Δ, s, k) labeling each field on C P^1. The reason that integrating out the 4d spacetime factor M^O gives 3 mode numbers rather than 4 is because the form of the fields Φ_k(x, λ), Λ_k (x, λ) are not general functions of {M \ {x^{αα̇} = 0}}, but are independent of v^′ := [^̄λ|x|λ̂⟩ and δ-function supported on v = 0. The reader is invited to refer to the paper [24] for more details, including the full first principles derivation of the action functional from the twistor space action for 4d self-dual Einstein gravity.

Following through the derivation, Φ_a, Λ_a are modes of the singular gauge transformations of the negative and positive helicity graviton respectively. h^a, α^a are modes of the positive helicity graviton, while h̃^a, β^a are modes of the negative helicity graviton.

To make contact with more conventional descriptions, in the original theory on M^O ×C P^1_λ, h^{Δ,s,k}(λ) are modes of the graviton expanded in the basis B_{Δ,s} and v^k. Collectively h(x, λ) = ∫ dΔ ∑ s,k h^{Δ,s,k}B_{Δ,s} v^k is a (0, 1)- form with homogeneity +2 on C P^1, which is related to a linearised positive helicity graviton on the spacetime factor by the integral transform over the celestial sphere [31, 32]: g_{αα̇ββ̇} = ∫ CP^1_{u=0} Dλ∧ λ̂_αλ̂_βλ̂_γλ̂_ρ ⟨λλ̂⟩^4 ∂^2 ∂x_γ^{α̇}∂x_ρ^{β̇} h(x, λ) . (16) One would like to stress that h and h̃ are defined up to local gauge transformations: h → h + ¯∂χ + {h, χ} = h + D̄χ , (17) with the Poisson bracket written in x^{αα̇}, λ^α coordinates as {· , ·} = λ̂αλ̂β ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 ∂ · ∂x^{αα̇} ∂ · ∂x^β_{α̇} . (18)

We shall further clarify these local gauge transformations include the asymptotic diffeomorphisms of Minkowski space.

As a final comment on the space M^O × C P^1_λ, it is important to note that the momentum space celestial sphere C P^1_λ is distinct from the position space celestial sphere, described in Bondi coordinates by C P^1_{w,w̄} in the coordinatisation of Minkowski space by R^+_r ×R_u ×C P^1_{w,w̄} [2, 3]:

x^{αα̇} = T^{αα̇}u + r w^αw̄^{α̇} ⟨wŵ⟩ , (19)

where T^{αα̇} is diag(1, 1). Note that the Bondi decomposition is different from the basis labels we have used to write down our 2d theory (12), the Bondi decomposition comes handy when one would like to express the results in more recognizable forms in the literature.

A. The geometric correspondence

We would like to further elucidate the relation between the 2d theory (1) with infinitely many fields living on the momentum space celestial sphere C P^1_λ and its correspondence with self-dual gravity on Minkowski space M^O. Especially in terms of the off-shell fields we have written in the action functional. This goes through a correspondence space, which is simply the direct product of the two spaces: M^O × C P^1_λ. On M^O × C P^1, spacetime diffeomorphisms are encoded as cohomological gauge transformations, as defined via the integral transform (16). For self-dual gravity on M^O, the Wick rotation of the Mason-Wolf twistor action [33] gives a holomorphic QFT on the product space M^O × C P^1_λ: ∫ M^O ×CP^1 λ^αλ^β d^2x_{αβ} ∧ Dλ ∧ h̃ ∧ ( dh + 1 2 {h, h} ) . (20)

This theory was shown to be classically equivalent to the spacetime self-dual gravity action in the case of R^4 ×C P^1,

4 M^O × C P^1_λ

M^O C P^1_λ

large r mode

twistor recover basis transform

FIG. 1.

and the argument for M^O × C P^1 is precisely identical. The relevant components of d that contribute to the kinetic term in this action are ¯∂_λ + ¯∂_q + d_v .

In the reduction to the M^O self-dual gravity action, an intermediate step is integrating out the extraneous C P^1_λ coordinates (λ^α, λ̄^{α̇}). At the level of the off-shell quantum fields, at the linearised level this can be shown to be equivalent to the integral transform (16). For the on-shell states relevant to Celestial holography, in the large r limit, the position space Celestial sphere C P^1_w and the momentum space celestial sphere C P^1_λ are identified. In order to see this, we examine the following scattering eigenstate (i.e. hard particle), in Bondi coordinates:

h_{on-shell}|_{Lx} = Γ(Δ − 1) δ̄(λ, λ_p)^{⟨ιλ⟩3}_{⟨ιλp⟩3} ( u + r⟨λw⟩[λ̄w̄]/(⟨wŵ⟩⟨λλ̂⟩) )_Δ ( ⟨λ|x|^¯λ]_{⟨λλ̂⟩}^{)Δ} ,

(21) where λ^α_p is the undotted spinor associated with the external momentum that the scattering eigenstate is associated with and ι^α is an arbitrary reference spinor. We have suppressed the ±iϵ in the denominator as it will play no role. p^{αα̇} = ±ω λ^α_p λ̄^{α̇}_p ⟨λ_pλ̂_p⟩ . (22)

h_{on-shell} is the conformal primary eigenstate considered in the literature, which is the Mellin transform over energy scale of the usual momentum eigenstate. In the large r limit, we can read off that the expression for h_{on-shell} is suppressed by inverse powers of r, except in the case that ⟨λw⟩[λ̄w̄] vanishes. Specifically, for Re(Δ) > 1/2, the (u, r, w^α) dependence takes the form lim_{r→∞} 1 ( u + r^{⟨λw⟩[λ̄w̄]} (⟨wŵ⟩⟨λλ̂⟩) )_Δ = √ u r 1 u^Δ δ(ρ) √ πΓ(Δ − 1/2) Γ(Δ)

+ O(1/r) , (23)

where ρ^2 =^{⟨λw⟩[λ̄w̄]}

⟨wŵ⟩⟨λλ̂⟩ . The delta function enforces

the identification between the momentum space celestial sphere C P^1_λ and the position space celestial sphere

C P^1_w. Unlike the stationary-phase argument with plane waves, the large r-limit is defined and the identification of λ^α ∼ w^α does not require averaging over a thin shell of (r, r + δr) at large r.

Intuitively, this delta function appears for positive Δ in the large r limit, as in the usual AdS/CFT scenario [34]. The reason the next order term is O(1/r^{3/2}) is that roughly speaking, in the large r limit, the expansion of the pole in powers of r treats ρ^2r as an O(1) object (see Appendix D for more details). At large r therefore, the integral transform (16) of h_{on-shell} to a linearised metric perturbation on M^O simplifies, as the integrand is localized to ⟨λw⟩ = 0. Physically, the use of these onshell scattering states and taking large r has identified the momentum space celestial sphere coordinate λ^α with the Bondi coordinate w^α.

In particular, readers familiar with the traditional asymptotic radiation analysis by Newman [5] might find this discussion illuminating, where the notion of Heavenly spaces is invented to recover deep interior metric from part of the complexified radiative data. The connection between our approach and the Heavenly spaces can be made precise through the asymptotic expansion of an on-shell wavefunction. Taking a linear superposition of h_{on-shell} controlled by free profile functions g_Δ ∈ Ω^{0,1}(C P^1, O(2)) h(u, r, w^α, λ^α) = ∫ 1+iR dΔ g_Δ(λ, λ̄)⟨λλ̂⟩^Δ ⟨λxλ̄]^Δ large r −−−−→ 1 r ∂^{−1}_u (∫ 1+iR

dΔg_Δ(w, w̄)u^{−Δ} ) λ∼w + O(1/r^{3/2}) . (24)

Where the large r behaviour is as a distribution integrated over a C patch of C P^1_λ (see Appendix D for the precise statement). We see that the effect of the large r limit is to at leading order replace every appearance of

λ^0/λ^1 → w^0/w^1, ⟨λxλ̄] ⟨λλ̂⟩ → u (25)

and our on-shell fields are characterized by free data that depends only on u and the C P^1 coordinate w^α ∼ λ^α. The partial complexification of radiative data Newman required comes from the signature of the bulk asymptotically flat space. For Euclidean signature, ⟨λxλ̄] =: u_{Newman} is complex, hence the requirement for partial complexified I_C ∼= C_u × C P^1. In our case, Lorentzian signature gives real u, which allows us to land on I itself [35].

Finally, as shown in the diagram figure 1, if one would like to recognize 4d objects that correspond to off-shell objects on the 2d side, one would start with a 2d generically off-shell field Ψ^a and pair it with its basis Ψ(λ, x) = ∫ dΔ ∑ s,k Ψ^{Δ,s,k} B_{Δ,s} 1 v^k . (26)

Then integrating out λ in a prescribed way gives a space time field Ψ̃(x).

III. SUPERTRANSLATIONS AND SUPERROTATIONS

In this section, we demonstrate how generators of the 4d BMS asymptotic symmetries can be extracted from local gauge transformations of the graviton representative.

In this section, we demonstrate how generators of the 4d BMS algebra [2, 3] can be extracted from currents and the OPE relations that they obey. In particular, supertranslation and superrotation are generated by the following currents:

f_{ST} := 2 ¯∂_0J^{0,0,1} − 2J^{1,1,0} ,

Y_{SR} := − 1 2 ¯∂^2_0 J^{0,0,−2} + ¯∂_0J^{1,1,−1} − J^{2,2,0} ,

(27)

and the fusion rules of the charges they construct, where notice that we have explicitly specified the three mode numbers a = (Δ, s, k) of the currents we are interested in. Δ outside the normalizability range 1 + iR is expected for these currents, as the gauge transformations they correspond to are not normalizable. The derivatives are defined on the momentum space celestial sphere:

¯∂_0 := ⟨λλ̂⟩ ⟨ λ ∂ ∂λ̂ ⟩ . (28)

In local coordinates ¯∂_0 = (1 + zz̄)z^∂_{∂z̄} .

To understand the claim that the currents given above generate supertranslation and superrotations, we recall that the Ward identities relate current insertions with infinitesimal gauge transformations of the remaining operators. The gauge transformations of the sum of all the graviton modes h that generate the currents f_{ST} , Y_{SR} are (recall that q := ⟨λx^̄λ], v := ⟨λxλ̄]/⟨λλ̂⟩) h(λ, λ̄)^{δχ}−→ h(λ, λ̄) + ϵD̄χ δh_{ST} = D̄χ_{ST} := D̄(−2(q + v ¯∂_0)f(λ, λ̄))

δh_{SR} = D̄χ_{SR} := D̄ ( − ( q^2 + qv ¯∂_0 + 1 2 v^2 ¯∂^2_0 ) Y (λ, λ̄) ) , (29) where we just recovered the modes indicated by the mode numbers on the current labels and D̄ = ¯∂ + {h, ·} is the covariant partial derivative defined in the gauge transformation (17). By the Ward identity argument above, the variation δh_{ST} generates an insertion of ∫ f_{ST} ∧ D̄χ_{ST} in the action (and therefore at first order in ϵ, an insertion of ∫ f_{ST} ∧D̄χ_{ST} in a correlator), while δh_{SR} in the action generates an insertion of ∫ Y_{SR} ∧ D̄χ_{SR}. On spacetime, they correspond to infinitesimal diffeomorphisms h^{δϵχ}−−→ h + ϵD̄χ =⇒ g_{μν} → g_{μν} + ϵ2∂_{(μ}V_{ν)} , (30) In the cases we shall consider in which ¯∂χ ∝ Dλ̂, the integral transform between χ and the vector field V can be chosen to take the simple form

V = V_{αα̇}∂^{αα̇} = ∫ CP^1 DλDλ̄ ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 λ̂_αλ̂β ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 ∂ ∂x^{α̇}_β χ(λ, x) ∂^{αα̇} {χ, ·} (31) see Appendix E. Despite the suggestive form, it would be a mistake to conclude that commutators of the spacetime vector fields V encode a Poisson algebra. This is because each of the Poisson brackets depend on the variables λ^α which are integrated over. Rather, commuted infinitesimal gauge transformations can be checked to generate the Poisson algebra h^{δχ1 δχ2 −δχ2 δχ1} −−−−−−−−−−→ h + ϵ_1ϵ_2D̄{χ_1, χ_2} + O(ϵ^3) . (32) For example, infinitesimal commuted superrotations generate the expected commutators of antiholomorphic vector fields Y ¯∂_0

[δ_{χSR(Y1 )}, δ_{χSR(Y2)}] = δ_{χSR(Y1} ¯_{∂0 Y2 −Y2} ¯_{∂0 Y1)} . (33)

By reading off their effect on on-shell fields, the χ_{ST} , χ_{SR} gauge parameters can be seen to be the gauge parameters that generate supertranslation and superrotation. It is useful to work with Bondi coordinates for the spacetime, in which the Poisson bracket should be written as {· , ·} = − 1 2 ∂· ∂q ∧ ∂· ∂v = λ̂αλ̂β ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 ∂ · ∂x^{αα̇} ∂ · ∂x^β_{α̇} = 1 ⟨wŵ⟩⟨λλ̂⟩^2 ( 1 r ⟨λ̂w⟩ ⟨ ŵ ∂ ∂w ⟩ − ⟨λ̂ŵ⟩ ∂ ∂r ) ∧ ( − 1 r ⟨λ̂ŵ⟩ ⟨ w ∂ ∂ŵ ⟩ + ⟨λ̂w⟩ ( 2 ∂ ∂u − ∂ ∂r )) . (34)

Consider the action of the Poisson bracket on h(λ, λ̄, x), a generic on-shell state defined by free asymptotic data g_Δ(λ, λ̄) ∈ Ω^{0,1}(C P^1, O(2)) and built up of the conformal primary wavefunctions

h := ∫ 1+iR

dΔ g_Δ(λ, λ̄) ( ⟨λλ̂⟩ ⟨λ|x|λ̄] )_Δ

. (35)

We have seen that the large r limit of 1/[λ̄xλ⟩^Δ, Re(Δ) > 1/2 gives small ⟨λw⟩^2 ∈ O(1/r). The leading order term in the expansion of the Poisson bracket acting on h is therefore {· , h} = 1 ⟨wŵ⟩⟨λλ̂⟩^2 ( 1 r ⟨λ̂w⟩ ⟨ ŵ ∂ ∂w ⟩ · ) ( 2⟨λ̂w⟩ ∂ ∂u h )

− (· ↔ h) + O ( 1 r^{3/2} ) . (36)

Substituting the supertranslation gauge parameter χ_{ST} into the Poisson bracket and taking the leading order term, we have the homogenous transformation of h_Δ under χ as {χ_{ST} , h} = { r ⟨λw⟩[^̄λw̄] ⟨wŵ⟩ f(λ, λ̄), h }

= ⟨λ̂w⟩^2⟨λŵ⟩[^̄λw̄] ⟨wŵ⟩^2⟨λλ̂⟩^2 f(λ, λ̄) ( ∂ ∂u ) h + O ( h_Δ r^{1/2} ) . (37)

Importantly the on-shell states h_Δ do not depend on q. In the large r limit, λ^α → w^α and the prefactor is in fact independent of w^α, w̄^{α̇}. In local coordinates (w, 1) ∼ (w^0, w^1), combined with the inhomogeneous part ¯∂χ_{ST} = −2v ¯∂^2_0 fē^0, the leading order term in the large r expansion of this vector field acting on an onshell state is δ_{χST} h = h + ¯∂χ_{ST} + f(w, w̄) ∂h ∂u + O ( h r^{1/2} ) , (38)

the homogenous part of the transformation is indeed the action of the supertranslations with the supertranslation profile f(w, w̄). χ_{ST} is defined in (29). The superrotation calculation is somewhat more involved but essentially follows from the same procedure using the profile χ_{SR} defined in (29). The final result is δ_{χSR} h = h + ¯∂χ_{SR} + ( Y ¯∂_0h + ¯∂_0Y (1 + 1 2 u∂_u)h )

+ O ( h r^{1/2} ) , (39)

in which ¯∂χ_{SR} = −^1_2 v^2 ¯∂^3_0 Y ē^0[36]. The coefficient in the ¯∂_0Y h term is 1 rather than −^1_2 in, for example, [37, 38]. This is likely because we are working with the (0, 1)-form representatives and not the metric components, which are related by multiple derivatives and an integral transform. The fact one recovers asymptotic shear in the large r limit was also hinted in the derivations of [39]. Similar computations have been done in [40] where both generators and their higher order descendants were written down with asymptotic twistor space.

IV. STRESS TENSOR

The form of the holomorphic stress tensor can be read off from the PCM-like action (1) as the current that couples to the following infinitesimal complex structure perturbation on the Riemann sphere, ¯∂ → ¯∂ + b ∂ , (40)

where the Beltrami differential b ∈ Ω^{0,1}(C P^1, T_{CP}1 ) is an infinitesimal deformation of the complex structure. The holomorphic stress tensor sourced by the Beltrami is given by the object coupling to b:

T (λ, λ̄) = Φ_a∂α^a + Λ_a∂β^a + ∂ζ_a∂ζ^a + (Δ − s)∂ (Φ_aα^a + Λ_aβ^a) . (41)

The total derivative term comes from the fact that the fields were sections of O(∗). The Δ and s in the coefficient of the total derivative term are the mode numbers inside a = (Δ, s, k). We remind the reader that indices are raised and lowered with κ^{ab} as defined in (7), so upstairs and downstairs a differ by a sign. The T T self-OPE has the expected form with central charge c = 2κ^2 ∝ vol(M), which diverges. It is easy to check that this does generate the stress tensor OPE, written in local coordinates as:

T (λ_1, λ̄_1)J^a(λ_2, λ̄_2) ∼ ( h (z_1 − z_2)^2 − ∂_{z2} z_1 − z_2 ) J^a(λ_2, λ̄_2) .

(42)

But this is only a chiral half of the 2d stress tensor, which is not sourced by a bulk graviton but rather a Beltrami differential. This is the consequence of working with a chiral theory that encodes the bulk gravitons as (0, 1)- forms. There is no obvious canonical way to arrive at an object that can encode an anti-holomorphic Celestial CFT stress tensor.

To start with, we consider the cubic coupling term in our action on the momentum space celestial sphere (1): ∫ P^1 Dλ h^a ( f^b_{ac} Φ_bα^c + ... ) (λ) . (43)

Here the omitted part ... includes the mass term (nonbilinear) terms in equation (2). In the spirit of usual bulk-boundary correspondence, bulk gravitons couple to stress tensor, although we are only on the momentum space celestial sphere, we see that the boundary stress tensor sourced by a graviton should in principle come from the bracketed part [41]. For notational convenience, we undo the mode decomposition f^b_{ac}Φ_bα^c ↔ {Φ, α} (x, λ) , (44) where the bracket is defined in (34) and the fields without index depend on spacetime. For Φ, Λ, the distributional edge modes, we have

Φ_{Δ,s,k} → Φ = ∫ Δ dΔ ∑ s,k B_{Δ,s} δ^{k−1}(v)δ(v^′) Φ_{Δ,s,k} . (45) Undoing the mode decomposition on h_{Δ,s,k}, α_{Δ,s,k}... give, for instance: h = ∫ dΔ ∑ s,k B_{Δ,s}v^kh_{Δ,s,k} , (46) in which the lack of v^′ dependence comes from the fact that v^′ can be ignored on the support of the δ-functions in the definition of Λ.

In this index free notation, the cubic coupling term in the 2d action takes the form: ∫ P^1×M Dλ ∧ d^4x h ({Φ, α})(λ, x) + ...) boundary current

, (47) where the term in under brace indicates the boundary source for a bulk graviton mode. From the free-field OPEs of the modes, it can be worked out [42] that the index-free notation version of (4) is

J_f (λ) := ∫ d^4xf(x, λ) ({α, Φ} + {β, Λ} + ...) 1 2πi ∮ |z_1−z_2|=ϵ dz_1J_{f1} (z_1)J_{f2} (z_2) = J_{{f1,f2 }}(z_2) (48)

where we have given the last line in local coordinates, and the simple pole between the currents takes the Poisson brackets between the f_1, f_2.

In order for the stress tensor to emerge, we consider a global Kerr-Schild type deformation [43], which takes the form of the following linearized metric perturbation in Minkowski space. The most generic form of such perturbations in 4d amounts to choosing a constant complex null vector K^μ such that: δg^{μν} = ε∂^{(μ} ( K^{ν)}(x · K) ) = εK^{(μ}K^{ν)} , (49)

induced by a coordinate transformation δx^μ = εK^μ(x·K) where K^μ = k̂^αk̄^{α̇} such that K · T = 0. It is important to note that this is not a Lorentz transformation since we are not anti-symmetrizing over μ and ν (which would be 0), but rather a constant complex Kerr-Schild deformation that preserves the null condition on ∂_u (the uucomponent of the metric perturbation vanishes). Via the integral transform, it can be found that the counter part of this Minkowski space diffeomorphism takes the simple form ∫ CP^1 Dλ λ̂αλ̂βλ̂γλ̂δ ⟨λλ̂⟩^4 ∂^2 ∂x^{γα̇}∂x^{δβ̇} ( ⟨λ|x|λ̄]^2 [k̄λ̄]^4 Dλ̄ )

P^1 perturbation

, (50)

where the underbraced term gives a cohomological gauge transformation on the momentum space celestial sphere: δh = ⟨λ|x|λ̄]^2 [k̄λ̄]^4

Dλ̄ . (51)

This induces the definition of the boundary stress tensor:

T̄ = ∫ M^O ×CP^1 Dλd^4x δS_{2d} δh ⟨λ|x|λ̄]^2 [k̄λ̄]^4 Dλ̄ = ∫ M^O ×CP^1 Dλd^4x ({α, Φ} + {β, Λ} + ...) ⟨λ|x|λ̄]^2 [k̄λ̄]^4 Dλ̄ . (52) In particular, the action of the candidate stress tensor on a self-dual or an anti-self-dual hard graviton: ∫ P^1_{λ1} ∫ M d^4x_1

⟨λ_1|x_1|λ̄_1]^2

[k̄λ̄_1]^4 ({α, Φ}+{β, Λ}+...)(λ_1, x_1) × J_k(λ_2, λ̄_2) ∼ ∫ P^1_{λ1}

Dλ_1Dλ̄_1 [k̄λ̄_1]^4

[λ̄_1λ̄_2]^2 ¯∂¯_{λ2} − Δ[λ̄_1λ̄_2]

⟨λ_1λ_2⟩

C(λ_1 ,λ̄_1)

J_k(λ_2, λ̄_2) , (53) where the (in this case anti-self-dual) hard graviton can be written as bilinears of the free fields we have introduced (see Appendix C):

J̃_k = ∫ M d^4x 1 ⟨λ|x|λ̄]^k {Λ, α} . (54) We have used the holomorphic OPE between the free fields to generate the simple pole in ⟨λ_1λ_2⟩. We recognize the remaining integral as taking a shadow transform as defined in [21, 44, 45]. And the resulting OPE coefficients gives the desired anti-holomorphic stress tensor.

T̄ (k^α, k̄^{α̇})J_k(λ_2) ∼ ( k [k̄λ̄_2]^2 − ¯∂_{λ̄2}

[k̄λ̄_2] ) J_k(λ_2) . (55)

We check this explicitly in the appendix. The T̄ T̄ self- OPE is slightly subtle to compute, as done in section 4.1 in [46]. Due to the presence of the non-local integral in the definition of T̄ , one is forced to make the two variables integrated over coincide to obtain the T̄ T̄ OPE, which is a rather subtle procedure. Given the action of the antiholomorphic stress tensor on a current (55), we simply open up the definition of the second T̄ as an integral transform of the subleading soft graviton and act the first T̄ on it. The terms self-organize to give the expected stress tensor OPE without a quartic pole:

T̄ (k^α_1 , k̄^{α̇}_1 ) T̄ (k^α_2 , k̄^{α̇}_2 ) ∼ 2

T̄ (k^α_2 , k̄^{α̇}_2 )

[k̄_1k̄_2]^2 − ¯∂_{k̄2}T̄ (kα_2 , k̄α̇_2 )

[k̄_1k̄_2] . (56) Indicating the central charge c̄ = 0 from the antiholomorphic sector of the 2d theory.

V. DRESSING

We have seen in section III that it is straightforward to construct charges associated with supertranslation and superrotation using arbitrary profile functions of λ, λ̄ integrated against particular linear combinations of the currents J^{Δ,s,k}.

One of the currents used to build Y_{SR} given in (27) is J^{1,1,−1}, which has the distinguishing property that it acts diagonally on all other operators built from α, Φ, β, Λ (up to potential double pole terms if the mode numbers of O coincide with (1, 1, −1))

J^{1,1,−1}(z_1)O^{Δ,s,k}(z_2) ∼

−^1_2 (^1_2 (Δ + s) + k)O^{Δ,s,k}(z_2) z_1 − z_2 . (57) Another way of seeing this is that in the index-free form of the currents, J^{1,1,−1} came with the M dependent mode function qv. Under the Poisson bracket as in (48), this generates the Hamiltonian vector field 1/2(q∂_q −v∂_v ), which measures the combination of mode numbers^1_2 (Δ + s) + k.

J^{1,1,−1} is roughly speaking a generator of the Cartan subalgebra of this current algebra. The linearised gauge variation of the graviton δh that generates J^{1,1,−1} has xdependence of qv, corresponding on spacetime via (31), (16) to a large (O(r^0), does not fall off at large x) diffeomorphism.

Classically, charges generated by J^{1,1,−1} obey an Abelian fusion rule, allowing us to construct a family of U(1) charges

Q_ϕ := Exp ( i ∫ Dλ (ϕ ¯∂J^{1,1,−1}) ) (58)

Q_ϕO^{Δ,s,k}(z) ∼ e^{−i 12 ( Δ+s2 +k)ϕ}O^{Δ,s,k}(z) . (59)

In particular, our 2d action (1) is not invariant under the action of these charges. This is because these charges act only on the fields Φ, Λ, α, β, and the compensating gauge transformation of the bulk graviton mode h^a

h^{Δ,s,k} → h^{Δ,s,k}e^{−i 12 ( Δ+s2 +k)ϕ} (60)

is not generated by this charge. Each individual choice of the phase ϕ associated with the U(1) transformation picks out a particular leading 1/r coefficient in a asymptotic expansion of the bulk metric. This breaks the infinitely degenerate asymptotic vacuum for linearised gravity, which in our action, is manifested as the requirement for the compensating gauge transformation of the bulk graviton mode.

This naturally motivates us to consider asymptotic gravitons which are sums over all such possible vacuum choices. This is precisely the idea of dressing asymptotic states with clouds of linearised long range interactions, i.e. soft gravitons [13, 47]. For example, consider the following dressed state O^a(z, z̄), which corresponds to some gravitationally coupled particle in the bulk:

O^a(z, z̄) Exp ( iQ ∫ CP^1 Dλ^′⟨ιz⟩ ⟨zλ^′⟩⟨ιλ^′⟩ h^0 ) , (61)

where Q =^1_2 (^{Δ+s}_2 + k) is the charge of O^a(z, z̄) under J^{1,1,−1}, and the exponentiated integrand is the soft graviton mode h^0 := h^{1,1,−1} (where we recall that h^{1,1,−1}qv ∈ h ∈ Ω^{0,1}(C P^1, O(2)). Since q ∈ O(2), h^{1,1,−1} ∈ Ω^{0,1}(C P^1, O)) with a reference spinor ι^α amounting to the choice of the endpoint of the dressing line on the celestial sphere. The linear part of the diffeomorphism of h is

h^0 → h^0 + ¯∂a , (62)

where a ∈ Ω^0(C P^1, O) is not free but is constrained to have at least a simple zero at ι^α, the endpoint of the dressing line.

Via the non-local integral transform (16), we see that this is the linearized diffeomorphism:

g_{μν} → g_{μν} + 2∂_{(μ}ζ_{ν)} . (63)

Under the action of this U(1) (closely associated to superrotations) which indicates linearized gravity vacuum transition, the bare gravitationally coupled operator

O^a(z, z̄) transforms as O^a(z, z̄) → O^a(z, z̄)e^{−iQa} , (64) Hence the dressed combination is invariant under the U(1) transformation: O_k(z, z̄)e^{iQ ¯∂−1 h0} → ( O_k(z, z̄) e^{−iQa} ) ( e^{iQ ¯∂−1h0} e^{iQa} ) . (65)

VI. DISCUSSION

We have identified the independent gravitational edge mode degrees of freedom living on the 2d celestial sphere in an explicit Lagrangian form, from which one can explicitly construct soft dynamics of 4d gravity. This short manuscript serves as a further elucidation of the previous paper where we derived the action functional [24]. It leaves several interesting avenues for further investigations.

The fact that there are infinitely many fields in the theory is obviously indicating the theory is actually higher dimensional, we force it to be in 2d for the convenience of using 2d CFT techniques to do calculations. To recover the 3d theory, one must restore the mode functions that carried the spatial dependence on the extra dimension. It would be interesting to see if choices of mode numbers and mode functions to restore will allow the action functional to be extended to 3d manifolds, either R × C P^1 or S^3. The latter requires us to introduce an additional parameter l, namely the radius of the circle S^1 in the Hopf fibration, taking l → ∞ allows for a closer study of the transition from 3d boundary of AdS_4 to null boundary of 4d asymptotically flat spacetimes. Admittedly a subtle limit, but nevertheless might help relating the edge modes of Einstein gravity in the two spacetimes.

Given the 2d action for vacuum Minkowski space, it would be interesting to compute its partition function, one expects this to count the number of allowed leading metric component in the fall off, which should diverge. However, one could also run the derivation procedure and compute the partition function for other spacetimes such as self-dual Taub-NUT [48, 49], the quotient of the two partitions would be finite, acting as a vacuum subtraction procedure for the curved spacetime. The quotient computes the radiation entropy for the curved space.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

It is a pleasure to thank Temple He, Joon-Hwi Kim, Jacob Mcnamara, Natalie Paquette and David Skinner for interesting discussions. We also thank Atul Sharma for commenting on the draft. WB is supported by the Royal Society Studentship and the Simons Collaboration on celestial holography. SS is supported by the Trinity

Internal Graduate Studentship and the Simons Collaboration on celestial holography. The work of SS has been supported in part by STFC HEP Theory Consolidated grant ST/T000694/1.

[1] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 140, B516 (1965). [2] H. Bondi, M. G. J. van der Burg, and A. W. K. Metzner, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 269, 21 (1962).

[3] R. K. Sachs, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 264, 309 (1961). [4] E. T. Newman and R. Penrose, J. Math. Phys. 7, 863 (1966).

[5] E. T. Newman, Gen. Rel. Grav. 7, 107 (1976). [6] S. Pasterski and S.-H. Shao, Phys. Rev. D 96, 065022 (2017), arXiv:1705.01027 [hep-th].

[7] S. Pasterski, S.-H. Shao, and A. Strominger, Phys. Rev.

D 96, 065026 (2017), arXiv:1701.00049 [hep-th]. [8] E. Casali, W. Melton, and A. Strominger, JHEP 11, 140 (2022), arXiv:2204.10249 [hep-th].

[9] S. Banerjee, S. Ghosh, and P. Paul, JHEP 02, 176 (2021), arXiv:2008.04330 [hep-th].

[10] T. Adamo, W. Bu, and B. Zhu, (2023), arXiv:2309.01810 [hep-th].

[11] B. Sahoo, JHEP 12, 070 (2020), arXiv:2008.04376 [hepth].

[12] B. Sahoo and A. Sen, JHEP 01, 077 (2022), arXiv:2105.08739 [hep-th].

[13] A. Strominger, (2017), arXiv:1703.05448 [hep-th]. [14] A. Strominger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 221601 (2021). [15] A. Guevara, E. Himwich, M. Pate, and A. Strominger, JHEP 11, 152 (2021), arXiv:2103.03961 [hep-th].

[16] T. Adamo, L. Mason, and A. Sharma, SIGMA 18, 016 (2022), arXiv:2110.06066 [hep-th].

[17] T. He, P. Mitra, A. Sivaramakrishnan, and K. M. Zurek, Phys. Rev. D 109, 125016 (2024), arXiv:2403.14502 [hepth].

[18] D. Kapec and A. Tropper, JHEP 02, 128 (2023), arXiv:2210.16861 [hep-th].

[19] L. Magnea, JHEP 05, 282 (2021), arXiv:2104.10254 [hepth].

[20] J. de Boer and S. N. Solodukhin, Nucl. Phys. B 665, 545 (2003), arXiv:hep-th/0303006.

[21] C. Cheung, A. de la Fuente, and R. Sundrum, JHEP 01, 112 (2017), arXiv:1609.00732 [hep-th].

[22] S. Kim, P. Kraus, and R. M. Myers, JHEP 04, 121 (2023), arXiv:2301.02964 [hep-th].

[23] W. Melton, A. Sharma, A. Strominger, and T. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 133, 091603 (2024), arXiv:2403.18896 [hep-th].

[24] W. Bu and S. Seet, (2024), arXiv:2404.04637 [hep-th]. [25] W. Bu and S. Seet, (2023), arXiv:2306.11850 [hep-th]. [26] R. Bittleston, A. Sharma, and D. Skinner, (2022), 10.1007/s00220-023-04828-0, arXiv:2208.12701 [hep-th].

[27] K. J. Costello, (2021), arXiv:2111.08879 [hep-th]. [28] Although free-field realizations of these asymptotic symmetry algebras can be conjured with no canonical choice, the PCM-like actions in [24, 25] are distinguished by being directly derived from twistor actions which have been proven to be classically equivalent to spacetime theories of self dual Yang-Mills, full Yang-Mills, and self dual gravity.

[29] We make an explicit choice of the origin and remove it from Minkowski space.

[30] In different signatures, the conjugation relations between the four projected components are different, in Lorentzian signature, q and q̄ are complex conjugates while v and v^′ are real and independent.

[31] G. Sparling, Further advances in twistor theory L.J. Mason and L.P. Hughston eds., Pitman Research Notes in Mathematics 231 (1990).

[32] R. Penrose and W. Rindler, Spinors and space-time, vol.

2. (Cambridge University Press, 1988).

[33] L. J. Mason, JHEP 10, 009 (2005), arXiv:hepth/0507269.

[34] E. Witten, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 253 (1998), arXiv:hep-th/9802150.

[35] Strictly speaking there is an iϵ in the poles inherited from the original plane-wave scattering states that follows us through the Mellin transform, so that we have g(w, w̄)(u ± iϵ)^Δ telling us which of I^± we work on, although we will always suppress ± as it is largely irrelevant for our analysis of the gauge symmetries of self-dual gravity.

[36] It is interesting to note that the inhomogenous part of the supertranslation and the superrotation in fact agrees with the known results if we take the Newman prescription v = u ⇐⇒ λ^α → w^α and δ_{inhom}σ̄⟨λλ̂⟩Dλ̂ = ⟨λλ̂⟩∂u_{N ewman} ¯∂χ = ∂u ¯∂χ (66) δ_{inhomST} σ̄ = −2 ¯∂^2_0 f (67)

δ_{inhomSR}σ̄ = −u ¯∂^3_0 Y (68)

although the interpretation of this computation in our context is less clear.

[37] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, PoS CNCFG2010, 010 (2010), arXiv:1102.4632 [gr-qc].

[38] S. Pasterski, Physics Reports 829, 1–35 (2019). [39] L. Donnay, L. Freidel, and Y. Herfray, (2024), arXiv:2402.00688 [hep-th].

[40] A. Kmec, L. Mason, R. Ruzziconi, and A. Yelleshpur Srikant, (2024), arXiv:2407.04028 [hep-th].

[41] Note that JΔ,s generates the Witt algebra, it is perhaps not surprising that the graviton modes that couple to it should induce a stress tensor after summing over all the modes.

[42] S. Seet, Twistor Space and Celestial Holography, Ph.D.

thesis, Cambridge U., DAMTP (2024).

[43] R. Kerr and A. Schild, General Relativity and Gravitation 41, 2485 (2009).

[44] D. Simmons-Duffin, JHEP 04, 146 (2014), arXiv:1204.3894 [hep-th].

[45] S. Banerjee and S. Pasterski, JHEP 04, 118 (2023), arXiv:2212.00257 [hep-th].

[46] A. Fotopoulos, S. Stieberger, T. R. Taylor, and B. Zhu, Journal of High Energy Physics 2020 (2020), 10.1007/jhep03(2020)130.

[47] W. Donnelly and S. B. Giddings, Phys. Rev. D 93, 024030 (2016), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 94, 029903 (2016)], arXiv:1507.07921 [hep-th].

[48] A. Guevara and U. Kol, (2023), arXiv:2311.07933 [hepth].

[49] G. Bogna and S. Heuveline, (2024), arXiv:2408.14324 [hep-th].

Appendix A: The twistorial derivation of the PCM-like theory

This family of PCM-like actions was systematically derived from the twistor actions for self-dual Yang-Mills and for self-dual gravity by introducing new fields Φ, Λ associated with edge mode degrees of freedom. A full derivation is available in [24, 25], but the necessity of including new fields in the twistor action when studying celestial holography is made clear by a careful study of the twistor space scattering states. For example, (taking the self-dual gravity case for definiteness) the twistor space scattering states that correspond to conformal primary states have wavefunctions of the form

h_{on-shell} ∝ δ̄(⟨λλ_i⟩) ( ⟨λλ̂⟩ [μλ̄] )_k , Re(k) > 0 (A1)

and do not obey the linearised equation of motion ¯∂h_{on-shell} = 0. Rather, they obey a sourced equation of motion

¯∂h_{on-shell} ∝ δ̄([μλ̄]), (A2)

leading to an inconsistency in identifying the scattering states as solutions to the linearised equations of motion. In [24, 25] this is remedied by replacing every appearance of h in the twistor self-dual gravity action with h + δ̄^{(k)}([μλ̄]/⟨λλ̂⟩)Λ_k, and likewise for h̃. S[h, h̃] := ∫ D^3Zh̃ ( ¯∂h + 1 2 {h, h} ) + S_{gauge fixing} → S [ h + δ̄^{(k)} ( [μλ̄] ⟨λλ̂⟩ ) Λ_k, h̃ + δ̄^{(k)} ( [μλ̄] ⟨λλ̂⟩ ) Φ_k ] . (A3)

This corrects the linearised equations of motion for h to ¯∂ ( h + δ̄^{(k)}([μλ̄]/⟨λλ̂⟩)Λ_k ) = 0 . (A4)

From this point of view, Λ_k, Φ_k are to be interpreted as sources or real-codimension-2 edge modes.

The theory of Φ_k, Λ_k, h, h̃ supported on the realcodimension-2 locus {[μλ̄] = 0} ⊂ {PT \ {μ^{α̇} = 0}} is an alternative presentation of the PCM-like action (1). To get to the form given in (1), we perform a mode decomposition in the remaining μ^{α̇} dependence. In local coordinates, it can be shown that the remaining μ^{α̇} dependence of the quantum fields is on one parameter taking values in C^∗ ∼= R^+ × U(1), and therefore a mode decomposition in this variable contributes a continuous mode number Δ ∈ 1+iR (by a normalizability argument, taking the Fourier transform in the log of the R^+ coordinate) and a discrete mode number s ∈ Z (taking the Fourier series in the U(1) coordinate). Altogether, we recover a theory on C P^1_λ with fields labeled by 3 mode numbers (k, Δ, s) k, {{[μλ̄] = 0} ⊂ PT\{μ^{α̇} = 0}} → (k, Δ, s), C P^1_λ . (A5)

On the left hand side we have the original coordinates and mode numbers our fields h, h̃, Φ_k, Λ_k depend on, while on the right hand side we have that the fields depend on the coordinates λ^α of the C P^1, as well as mode numbers (k, Δ, s), which we collectively denote as a = (k, Δ, s) ∈ (Z, 1 + iR, Z_+). One important thing to note is that as per the definition of Φ_k, Λ_k, the k mode number on them is strictly positive (labeling the strength of the pole in [μλ̄]), but the k label on all other fields is permitted to be arbitrary. This is because there are cubic terms in the action, and the orthogonality rule for k arises from the canonical pairing of functions and distributions ∫ dv v v^{k1} v^{k2} δ̄^{(k3−1)}(v) = (−1)^{k3−1}(k_3 − 1)!δ_{k1 +k2 ,k3} ,

(A6) where the v = [μλ̄]/⟨λλ̂⟩ integral above comes from integrating out the v dependence of 3 quantum fields appearing in a cubic interaction term. We see that requiring that k_3 is positive only constrains the sum of k_1 +k_2, and not each individually. Tracing through the integrals and mode decompositions carefully to go from the sub-theory on [μλ̄] = 0 to the PCM-like action, we recover the following definitions for the metric and structure constants

κ^{a1a2} = κ_{a1 a2} := δ(Δ_1 + Δ_2)δ_{s1+s2 ,0}δ_{k1 +k2,0} (A7) f^{a1a2a3} := δ(Δ_1 + Δ_2 + Δ_3 − 1)δ_{(s1+s2 +s3+1),0}×

δ_{(k1 +k2+k3 −1),0} ( k_2 ( s_3 − Δ_3 2 ) − k_3 ( s_2 − Δ_2 2 ))

(A8)

c(a) := Δ − s 2 . (A9)

The form components of h and h̃ that appear in the action are in modes of the (0, 1)-forms, one simply expands the fields in basis B_{Δ,s} and 1/u^k as mentioned in the main text, this gives a composite number a = (Δ, s, k) labeling the mode.

Appendix B: Detail of the stress tensor computation

In local coordinates, the Mellin transform of a Fourier transform of the momentum space celestial sphere stress tensor OPE coefficient looks like: ∫ C_w dwdw̄ (w − z̄)^4

(w − z̄_2)^2 ¯∂_{z̄2} − Δ(w − z̄_2)

(w̄ − z_2)

, (B1)

where we have identified λ̄^{α̇}_1 = k̄^{α̇}_1 and λ̄^{α̇}_2 = k̄^{α̇}_2 . We have picked k̄^{α̇}_1 =

(_1 w ) , k̄^{α̇}_2 = λ̄_2 =

(_1

z̄_2 ) , λ̄^{α̇}_1 =

(_1 z̄ ) and their corresponding complex conjugates. The integral can be done by shifting the argument by w → w − z̄_2: ∫ C_w dwdw̄ (w − (z̄ − z̄_2))^4 w^2 ¯∂_{z̄2} − Δw w̄ . (B2)

Parametrizing w = re^{iθ} and w̄ = re^{−iθ} allows us to do the radial integral: ∫_{2π} 0 dθ ∫_∞ 0 dr r^2 ¯∂_{z̄2} e^{3iθ} − Δ r e^{2iθ} (re^{iθ} − (z̄ − z̄_2))^4 = 2π 3 ( − ¯∂_{z̄2}

(z̄ − z̄_2) + Δ 2(z̄ − z̄_2)^2 ) . (B3)

Appendix C: Hard particles as current insertions

On twistor space, the on-shell wavefunctions that correspond to the conformal primary basis can be derived by taking the Mellin transform of the standard plane wave representatives. Define h_{on-shell(Δ,λp)} =: ∫ dωω^{Δ−1} ( δ̄_{2,−4}(λ^α, √ωλ^α_p ) exp ( i √ ω [μλ̄] ⟨λλ̂⟩ ))

= Γ(Δ − 3) δ̄(⟨λλ_p⟩)⟨λι⟩^3 [μλ̄]^{Δ−2}⟨λ_pι⟩^3 ⟨λλ̂⟩^{Δ−2} . (C1)

In the full twistor theory, computing an amplitude with an external hard particle h_{on-shell(Δ,λp)} is equivalent to computing a correlator with the insertion of the current that this wavefunction sources

J_Δ(λ_p)e^{Sint} = ( h_{on-shell(Δ,λp)}, δS_{int} δh ) e^{Sint} . (C2)

S_{int} are the interaction vertices of the action, which in this case are the cubic terms. This prescription is a minor modification of the Berends-Giele current method of computing Feynman diagrams through recursion and can be shown to be equivalent to the standard LSZ prescription diagram-by-diagram in Feynmann diagrammatics. It is however more suited to our needs because the amplitude calculation manifestly becomes the computation of a current correlator. OPE rules are supplied by Wick contractions in the familiar way.

Appendix D: Localisation and identification of celestial sphere with Bondi sphere

For b ∈ Z^+, Re(a) > b/2, the leading order term in the large r limit is r^{b/2} (u + r^{ρ2}_{1+ρ2} )^a ∝ u^{b/2−a} ( ∂ ∂ρ^{b−1} δ(ρ) ) Γ(a − b/2) Γ(a)Γ(b) , (D1) with a proportionality constant independent of a, b of order 1. The proof is as follows. Consider a new variable ρ^′ = √ r/u ρ, with b ∈ R^+ : ∫_∞ 0 dρ ( r^{b/2}ρ^{b−1} (u + r^{ρ2}_{1+ρ2} )^a ) f(ρ)

= ∫_∞ 0 dρ^′ (ρ^′)^{b−1} (1 +^{(ρ′ )2}

1+^u_r (ρ^′ )^2 ) a f(ρ^′ √ u r ) . (D2)

In the large r limit with fixed u, we have

= f(0) ∫_∞ 0 dρ ρ^{b−1} (1 + ρ^2)^a

+ O(1/r^{1/2}) . (D3)

Where we see that the use of rρ^2/(1 + ρ^2) in the denominator instead of rρ^2 was irrelevant in the large r limit. For convergence of the final integral, we require the constraint Re(a) ≥ b 2 , (D4)

In the integrals that we will consider, the measure for the ρ integral comes from a ∫ C d^2z = ∫ R^2 ρdρdθ. The case of

b = 2 is therefore of special interest. One useful result is ∫_∞ 0 ρdρ ∫_{2π} 0 dθ f(ρe^{iθ}, ρe^{−iθ}) (u + r^{ρ2}_{1+ρ2} )^a = π 1 − a ru^{a−1} f(0, 0) . (D5)

Appendix E: Integral transform for vector fields

The vector fields that generate infinitesimal diffeomorphisms in flat space can be constructed from the symmetry parameter that generates linearised cohomology transformations in the Mason-Wolf twistor action

(20). To construct the dictionary, consider the (antipodal gauge choice for the) Penrose transform to the metric perturbation around flat space δg_{αα̇ββ̇} = ∫ Dλ λ̂_αλ̂_β ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 L ∂_{∂μα̇} L ∂_{∂μβ̇} ¯∂χ , (E1) where L ∂_{∂μα̇} denotes the Lie derivative along μ^{α̇} = x^{αα̇}λ_α. For the special case in which ¯∂χ ∝ Dλ̂, i.e. the symmetry parameter χ is holomorphic in μ^{α̇}, we have the simple relation that

¯∂χ = ¯∂_λχ . (E2)

Substituting this expression into the integral transform and integrating by parts, we have δg_{αα̇ββ̇} = 2 ∫ DλDλ̂ ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 λ_{(α}λ̂_{β)} ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 L ∂_{∂μα̇} L ∂_{∂μβ̇} χ . (E3) Since λ_α∂_{α̇} agrees with ∂_{αα̇} when acting on χ, we can instead write this expression as δg_{αα̇ββ̇} = 2∂_{(α̇|(α} ∫ DλDλ̂ ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 λ̂_{β)} ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 ∂ ∂μ^{β̇)} χ(μ, λ, λ̄) , (E4) where we have replaced the Lie derivative with its action on scalars, the ordinary derivative. The final integral is recognizably the component of the vector field that generates the infinitesimal diffeomorphism.

V_{ββ̇} = ∫ DλDλ̂ ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 λ̂_β ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 ∂ ∂μ^{β̇} χ(μ, λ, λ̄) . (E5) and the full vector field therefore takes the form V = ∫ DλDλ̂ ⟨λλ̂⟩^2 {χ(μ, λ, λ̄), ·} . (E6)