arXiv:2302.10245v4 [hep-th] 11 Nov 2023

Prepared for submission to JHEP

MHV Gluon Scattering in the Massive Scalar Background and Celestial OPE

Shamik Banerjee,^{1,3} Raju Mandal,^{1,3} Akavoor Manu^{2,3} and Partha Paul^4 1National Institute of Science Education and Research (NISER), Bhubaneswar 752050, Odisha, India 2Institute of Physics, Sachivalaya Marg, Bhubaneshwar, India-751005 3Homi Bhabha National Institute, Training School Complex, Anushaktinagar, Mumbai 400094, India 4Centre for High Energy Physics, Indian Institute of Science, C.V. Raman Avenue, Bangalore 560012, India E-mail: banerjeeshamik.phy@gmail.com, rajuphys002@gmail.com, manu.akavoor@gmail.com, pl.partha13@gmail.com

Abstract: In this paper we study the tree-level OPE between two positive helicity outgoing gluons in the celestial CFT for the Yang-Mills theory chirally coupled to a massive scalar background. This theory breaks the translation as well as scale invariance. We compute the subleading terms in the OPE expansion and show that they are same as the subleading terms of the OPE expansions in the MHV sector. As a result the amplitudes of this theory also satisfy the set of differential equations obtained previously for MHV amplitudes in pure YM theory. This is not surprising because the symmetries coming from the leading and subleading soft gluon theorems do not change in the presence of a massive scalar background.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Notations and Conventions 2

3 Celestial MHV Amplitudes in the Massive Scalar Background 4

4 OPE Factorisation from the 4-point Celestial Amplitude 4 4.1 Leading Order 6 4.2 Subleading Terms: O(1) 6

5 Subleading Soft Gluon Theorem in Massive Scalar Background 8 5.1 BG Equations in Massive Scalar Background 9

6 Discussions 9

7 Acknowledgement 10

A Subleading Soft Gluon Theorem 11

B Solution of the BG Equations 12

1 Introduction

Scattering amplitudes are an important set of observables in any quantum field theory in four dimensional asymptotically flat spacetime. Usually these amplitudes are written in momentum eigen-basis in which translation invariance is manifest. However, instead of the momentum eigenstates if one uses the conformal primary or the boost eigen-basis, scattering amplitudes transform as a correlation function of a 2D conformal field theory under the (Lorentz) SL(2, C) transformations [1–5]^1. The amplitudes written in the conformal primary basis are known as celestial amplitudes. For massless particles they are obtained by Mellin transformations with respect to the energies of the external particles [2, 3].

Now the fact that they transform like conformal correlators in 2D allows us to use powerful techniques familiar from the study of the 2D CFT. In particular, momentum space soft theorems can be reinterpreted as Ward identities for various current algebra symmetries on the celestial sphere [6, 7, 9–30]. For example, the leading soft theorem for a gluon can be interpreted as the Ward identity for the SU(N) Kac-Moody algebra [19–30]. Similarly, the subleading soft gluon theorem can also be interpreted as the Ward identity of an infinite dimensional current algebra [7, 9–11]. The symmetry algebras coming from

1The Lorentz group SL(2, C ) act on the celestial sphere as the group of global conformal transformations.

– 1 – leading and subleading soft gluon theorems contain null states [7]. Decoupling of these null states gives rise to a set of differential equations for the celestial amplitude [7]^{2 3}. Hence the amplitudes are heavily constrained due to the presence of infinite dimensional symmetries coming from soft gluon theorems. One gets these null states in case of gravitons as well as gluons by demanding consistency of the celestial OPE with the soft theorems [6, 7, 43, 44]. For more discussions on celestial OPE please see [20, 36–42].

Now for gluons, the Mellin transform of tree level three and four point scattering amplitudes are distributional in nature due to the momentum conserving delta function and the conformal invariance of the tree level Yang-Mills theory. The momentum conservation constraint can be removed by supplying background momentum to the YM theory which breaks translational invariance explicitly [31]. In [31], this was achieved by coupling the YM theory to background massless dilaton field. But this does not break the conformal invariance of the YM theory. Translation invariance breaking solution was also considered in [32].

A somewhat different set up was considered in [33]. They chirally coupled the Yang- Mills theory to a massive dilaton background. As a result the space-time translation as well as the scale invariance of the tree-level Yang-Mills theory was explicitly broken but the (Lorentz) 2D conformal invariance was preserved. The interesting fact about this coupled theory is that, when written in the celestial basis, the 3-point amplitudes take the usual 2D CFT form. It was shown [33] that the leading soft gluon theorem and the leading OPE structure remain unchanged for this chirally coupled theory. In this paper we show that the subleading soft gluon theorem and subleading OPE structrures also remain unchanged, giving rise to the same null state relation as obtained in [7]. We expect this to be true as the leading and subleading soft gluon theorems don’t require space-time translation or scale invariance.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 3, following [33] we briefly review the Yang-Mills amplitude chirally coupled to a massive dilaton background and Mellin transform it to get the celestial amplitude. OPE factorisations of the 4-point celestial amplitude is given in section 4. In section 5 we show that the subleading soft gluon theorem remains the same for this coupled theory. By demanding the consistency of the OPE at order 1 with the soft theorem we get the same null state relation under the soft current algebra as obtained in [7]. We also show that the 3point amplitude satisfies the BG equation in section B. Finally we end with discussion and future directions in section 6.

2 Notations and Conventions

We will work in (-,+,-,+) signature in four spacetime dimensions. This is also called Klein space. The geometry of this space has been discussed in great detail in [34]. The scattering amplitudes, written in the boost eigenstates, behave as a correlation functions in a Lorentzian CFT on the celestial torus [34, 35]. We review some of the elementary equations

2Please see [45] for the derivation of the differential equations in the pure YM case using BCFW shift. 3For a similar story in the case of gravitons please see [6, 43, 44].

– 2 – of the celestial amplitude for this paper to be self-contained.

In Klein space the null momentum (p_i) of i-th hard massless particle is parametrized as: p_i = ϵ_iω_iq(z_i, z̄_i) (2.1)

where ω_i is a real positive number, ϵ_i = +1(−1) corresponds to an outgoing (incoming) particle and q(z_i, z̄_i) = {1 + z_iz̄_i, z_i + z̄_i, z_i − z̄_i, 1 − z_iz̄_i} (2.2)

z_i, z̄_i are two real independent variables. The map from a creation/annihilation operator of a massless particle in the bulk to an operator on a celestial torus is given by the Mellin transformation ϕ^{a,ϵ}_{h,h̄}(z, z̄) = ∫_∞ 0 dω ω^{Δ−1}A^a(ϵω, σ, z, z̄) (2.3) where A^a(ϵω, σ, z, z̄) is an annihilaton (ϵ = +1)/creation (ϵ = −1) operator in the adjoint representation of an SU(N) gauge theory, σ is the helicity of the corresponding massless particle and h = Δ + σ 2 , h̄ = Δ − σ 2 (2.4)

The momentum space amplitudes for n number of external massless states written in the celestial conformal primary basis (2.3) then takes the form of a 2D conformal correlator M_n({a_i, ϵ_i, z_i, z̄_i, h_i, h̄_i}) = ⟨_n ∏ j=1 ϕ^{aj ,ϵj}_{hj ,h̄j} (z_j , z̄_j ) ⟩

= n∏ j=1 ∫ dω_j ω^{Δj −1}_j A_n(a_i, ϵ_iω_i, z_i, z̄_i, σ_i) (2.5)

For an on-shell massive scalar particle, the conformal primary wavefunction is obtained through the bulk-to-boundary propagator [1, 2]. For concreteness we take the outgoing particle with unit mass. In (2, 2) signature Klein space, the momentum Q^μ of a massive scalar of unit mass satisfying the onshell condition Q^2 = −1 can be parametrized using the coordinates of AdS_3/Z as^4

Q^μ = 1 2y {1 + y^2 + zz̄, z + z̄, (z − z̄), 1 − y^2 − zz̄} (2.7)

The mapping of a massive scalar particle to a conformal primary wavefunction is given through the bulk-to-boundary propagator

Φ^ϵ_Δ(X, z, z̄) = ∫_∞ 0 dy y^3 ∫ dzdz̄ G_Δ(y, z, z̄; w, w̄) e^{iϵQμ·Xμ} (2.8) 4The metric on the AdS3/Z is given by

ds^2_{H3} = dy^2 + dzdz̄ y^2

(2.6)

– 3 – where the bulk-to-boundary propagator is given by G_Δ(y, z, z̄; w, w̄) = ( y y^2 + (z + w̄)(z − w̄)

)_Δ (2.9)

3 Celestial MHV Amplitudes in the Massive Scalar Background

An n-point MHV gluon amplitude in a massive complex scalar background was computed in [33]. The theory considered there was a Yang-Mills theory chirally coupled to a massive complex scalar. The massive scalar was coupled to the anti-self dual curvature tensor. An (n + 1)-point scalar-gluon (one scalar and n gluons) single trace, color-ordered tree-level amplitude in this set up is given by

A_{n+1}(ϕ, 1^{ϵ1}_− , 2^{ϵ2}_− , 3^{ϵ3}_+ , · · · , n^{ϵn}_+ ) =

⟨12⟩^4 ⟨12⟩ ⟨23⟩ · · · ⟨n1⟩ δ^4 (_n ∑ i=1 p_i + Q ) (3.1)

The above amplitude is exactly the same as n-point MHV amplitude except that the scalar momentum now appears in the momentum conserving delta function. The scalar field can be treated as a background and the amplitude (3.1) is coupled to this background by integrating over the scalar phase space [33]

A^ϕ_n(1^{ϵ1}_− , 2^{ϵ2}_− , 3^{ϵ3}_+ , · · · , n^{ϵn}_+ ) = ∫ ~d3Q g(Q)A_{n+1}(ϕ, 1^ϵ1_− , 2^ϵ2_− , 3^ϵ3_+ , · · · , nϵn_+ ) (3.2)

where g(Q) is the Fourier coefficient of the scalar field ϕ(X) and ~d^3Q is the invariant measure. This amplitude is called the n-point MHV amplitude in the massive scalar background and hence is denoted by A^ϕ_n(1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_− , 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_− , 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_+ , · · · , n^{an,ϵn}_+ ). We are interested in the OPE factorization of this amplitude on the celestial torus. Hence we Mellin transform the amplitude (3.2) and get n-point correlators on the celestial torus. To simplify calculations we will work with the 5-point scalar gluon amplitude, i.e., the 4-point MHV amplitude in the massive scalar background.

4 OPE Factorisation from the 4-point Celestial Amplitude

In this section we factorize the 4-point amplitude into 3-point amplitude and determine the leading and subleading terms in the OPE between two positive helicity outgoing (ϵ_3 = ϵ_4 = +1) gluons. We show that the OPE remains the same as the MHV case [7] . Let us start with the full 5-point scalar-gluon amplitude, given by

A_5(ϕ, 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_− , 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_− , 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_+ , 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_+ ) = { A_4[1^{ϵ1}_− 2^{ϵ2}_− 3^{ϵ3}_+ 4^{ϵ4}_+ ] tr(T^{a1} T^{a2} T^{a3} T^{a4} ) + perm (234) }

×δ^{(4)}

(_4 ∑ i=1 p_i + Q ) (4.1)

where A_4[i^{ϵi}_{σi} j^{ϵj}_{σj} k^{ϵk}_{σk} l^{ϵl}_{σl} ] are color ordered partial MHV amplitudes given by

A_4[i^{ϵi}_−j^{ϵj}_+ k^{ϵk}_− l^{ϵl}_+] = ⟨ik⟩^4 ⟨ij⟩ ⟨jk⟩ ⟨kl⟩ ⟨li⟩ (4.2)

– 4 –

After substituting the explicit form of the color ordered amplitude (4.2) in (4.1) and using [T^a, T^b] = if^{abc}T^c, tr(T^aT^b) = δ^{ab} we get

A_5(ϕ, 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_− , 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_− , 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_+ , 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_+ ) =

⟨12⟩^3 ⟨23⟩ ⟨34⟩ ⟨41⟩ ( f^{a1a2x}f^{xa3a4} − z_{14}z_{23} z_{13}z_{24} f^{a1a3x}f^{xa2a4} ) δ^{(4)}

(_4 ∑ i=1 p_i + Q )

(4.3)

Substituting this expression in (3.2) for the n = 4 and Mellin integrating over the energies we finally get the 4-point celestial MHV amplitude in the massive scalar background, given by [33]

~M^Φ_4 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3,+}, 4^{a4,ϵ4}_{Δ4,+} ) = N_4 (2π)^4 z^3_{12} z_{23}z_{34}z_{41} ( f^{a1a2x}f^{xa3a4} − z_{12}z_{34} z_{13}z_{24} f^{a1a3x}f^{xa2a4} ) Γ(Δ_1 + 1)

× Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1)Γ(Δ_4 − 1) ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1 × (−q(z_3, z̄_3) · x̂)^{−Δ3+1}(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂)^{−Δ4+1} ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−1−β4} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ4} − 1 ) (4.4)

where β_4 =

∑_4 j=1 (Δ_j − 1) , N_4 =

∏_4

j=1(−iϵ_j )^{Δj −σj} . To clarify the notations let us note that a bulk point X^μ is parameterized as τx̂^μ with x̂^2 = −1. ~d^3x̂ is a measure on the x̂^2 = −1 slice^5. One can also compute the 3-point function in the same way and it is given by ~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ4,+} ) = ~N_3 (2π)^4

2z^3_{12} z_{24}z_{41}

(if^{a1a2a4} ) Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_4 − 1) × ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂)−Δ4+1 × ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−1−β̃3} ϕ_B(τ) ( e^{2πiβ̃3} − 1 ) (4.5)

where

β̃_3 =^4 ∑ j=1,j≠3 (Δ_j − 1) , ~N_3 = 4∏ j=1,j≠3 (−iϵ_j)^{Δj −σj} (4.6) . We now take the OPE limit z_3 → z_4, z̄_3 → z̄_4 in (4.4). To do that let us first note that in the OPE limit we have

(−q(z_3, z̄_3)·x̂)^{−Δ3+1} = (−q(z_4, z̄_4)·x̂)^{−Δ3+1} [ 1 + Δ_3 − 1 y^2 + |z − z_4|^2

((z̄ − z̄_4)z_{34} + (z − z_4)z̄_{34} + z_{34}z̄_{34}) ] +· · · (4.7) This will be useful in the next two subsections to extract the OPE from (4.4).

5For more details please see [33].

– 5 –

4.1 Leading Order The leading order OPE between two positive helicity gluons was computed in [33] and it was shown that the leading term doesn’t get any correction in the massive scalar background. Here for the sake of completeness we reproduce their results and then we move to the subleading terms in the next subsection. The leading order term of (4.4) in the OPE expansion is

~M^Φ_4 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3,+}, 4^{a4,ϵ4}_{Δ4,+} ) = N_4 (2π)^4 z^3_{12} z_{24}z_{41} 1 z_{34} f^{a1a2x}f^{xa3a4} Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1)Γ(Δ_4 − 1) × ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂)−Δ3−Δ4+2 × ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−1−β4} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ4} − 1 ) (4.8)

Replacing Δ_4 → Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 1 in the 3-point amplitude (4.5), we get

~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2 ,−}, 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ3+Δ4−1,+} ) = N_4 (2π)^4

2z^3_{12} z_{24}z_{41}

(if^{a1a2a4} ) Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)

× Γ(Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 2) ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂)−Δ3+Δ4+2 × ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−1−β4} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ4} − 1 ) (4.9)

Hence at leading order we can write

~M^Φ_4 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3,+}, 4^{a4,ϵ4}_{Δ4,+} ) = − 1 2z_{34}

B(Δ_3 − 1, Δ_4 − 1)if^{xa3 a4} ~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1} , 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2} , 4^{x,ϵ4}_{Δ3+Δ4−1} )

⇒ ⟨ O^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}(z_1, z̄_1)O^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2 ,−}(z_2, z̄_2)O^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3 ,+}(z_3, z̄_3)O^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ4,+}(z_4, z̄_4) ⟩

= − 1 2z_{34}

B(Δ_3 − 1, Δ_4 − 1)if^{xa3a4} ⟨ O^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}(z_1, z̄_1)O^{a2,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}(z_2, z̄_2)O^{a4,ϵ4}_{Δ3+Δ4−1,+}(z_4, z̄_4) ⟩

At the level of OPE the above equation reads O^{a3,+1} Δ_3,+ (z3, z̄3)O a_4,+1 Δ_4,+ (z4, z̄4) ∼ − 1 2z_{34}

B(Δ_3 − 1, Δ_4 − 1)if^{a3 a4x}O^{x,+1}_{Δ3+Δ4−1,+}(z_4, z̄_4) (4.10)

4.2 Subleading Terms: O(1) In this section we show that the subleading (O(1)) term in the OPE expansion remains same as the MHV case. As we know from the study of MHV gluon amplitudes [7], the descendants of the leading soft gluon symmetry algebra appears at O(1) in the OPE expansion. Here we only write down the action of the relevant operators on the celestial gluon amplitude. The leading conformally soft gluon operator [9–11, 20–24] for positive helicity is defined as

R^{1,a}_0 (z) = lim_{Δ→1}(Δ − 1)O^a_{Δ,+}(z, z̄) (4.11)

where O^a_{Δ,+}(z, z̄) is a positive helicity primary gluon operator with scaling dimension Δ. The soft current R^{1,a}_0 (z) is a Kac-Moody current [19, 25–30]. The modes of the current

– 6 –

R^{1,a}_0 (z) are denoted by R^{1,a}_{p,0}. For our purpose we only mention the correlation function of the descendants R^{1,a}_{−p,0} O^b_{Δ,σ}(z, z̄), p ≥ 1 with a collection of gluon primaries. These are given by^6 [7] ⟨ R^{1,a}_{−p,0} O^b_{Δ,σ}(z, z̄) n∏ i=1 O^{ai}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩ = R^{1,a}_{−p,0}(z) ⟨ O^b_{Δ,σ}(z, z̄) n∏ i=1 O^{ai}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩ (4.12)

where the operator R^{1,a}_{−p,0}(z) is defined as R^{1,a}_{−p,0}(z) ⟨ O^b_{Δ,σ}(z, z̄) n∏ i=1 O^{ai}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩ = n∑ k=1 T^a_k (z_k − z)^p ⟨ O^b_{Δ,σ}(z, z̄) n∏ i=1 O^{ai}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩

(4.13)

Let us now consider the O(1) term in the OPE expansion of (4.4), given by

~M^Φ_4 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3,+}, 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ4 ,+} ) | |_{O(1)} = N^4

(2π)^4 z^3_{12} z_{24}z_{41}

Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1)Γ(Δ_4 − 1) × ∫ ~d3x̂ [ f^{a1a2x}f^{xa3a4} z_{14} + f^{a2a3x}f^{xa4a1} z_{24}

+ (Δ_3 − 1)

(z̄ − z̄_4) y^2 + |z − z_4|^2 f^{a1a2x}f^{xa3a4} ] (−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)^{−Δ1−1}

× (−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)^{−Δ2−1} (−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂)^{−Δ3−Δ4+2} ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−1−β4} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ4} − 1 )

With the help of the operator (4.13), RHS of the above equation can be written as

~M^Φ_4 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3,+}, 4^{a4,ϵ4}_{Δ4,+} ) | |_{O(1)} = 1 2 B(Δ_3 − 1, Δ_4 − 1) [ − (Δ_3 − 1) (Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 2) if^{xa3a4} L_{−1}(4)

× ~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1} , 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2} , 4^{x,ϵ4}_{Δ3+Δ4−1} ) + (Δ_4 − 1) (Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 2)

R^{1,a3}_{−1,0}(4) ~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1} , 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2} , 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ3 +Δ4−1} )

+ (Δ_3 − 1) (Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 2)

R^{1,a4}_{−1,0}(4) ~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1} , 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2} , 4^{a3 ,ϵ4}_{Δ3 +Δ4−1} )] (4.14)

where the argument (4) in the operators L_{−1}, R^{1,a}_{−1,0} implies that these modes are acting on the last particle of the 3-point amplitude. At the level of the OPE we have^7 O^{a3,+1} Δ_3,+ (z3, z̄3)O a_4 ,+1 Δ_4,+ (z4, z̄4) | |_{O(1)} ∼ 1 2 B(Δ_3 − 1, Δ_4 − 1) [ − (Δ_3 − 1) (Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 2) if^{xa3a4} L_{−1} + ( (Δ_4 − 1) (Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 2) δ^{a3 y}δ^{a4 x} +

(Δ_3 − 1) (Δ_3 + Δ_4 − 2) δ^{a4y}δ^{a3 x} ) R^{1,y}_{−1,0} ] O^{x,+1}_{Δ3+Δ4−1,+}(z_4, z̄_4)

(4.15)

One can recognize that this is the O(1) term in the OPE obtained by [7, 8] in the MHV case. Thus we can see that O(1) OPE also doesn’t change in the presence of the massive scalar background.

6Here we are using the notation of [10].

7We would like to emphasize that (4.15) does not hold beyond MHV sector. In the N^k MHV sector the soft symmetry algebra changes because of the existence of the negative helicity soft gluons and as a result the O(z^0z̄^0) term in the OPE has to change. This is also the case for pure YM theory and has nothing to do with the existence of the massive scalar background.

– 7 –

5 Subleading Soft Gluon Theorem in Massive Scalar Background

In this section we show that the subleading conformal soft gluon theorem remains same in a massive scalar background. More precisely, we show that the subleading conformal soft limit, Δ_4 → 0, of (4.4) is equivalent to the action of the subleading soft operator [20–24] of the 4-th particle, on the 3-pt correlation function (4.5).

Hence we start with the 4-point amplitude (4.4) and take the conformal soft limit Δ_4 → 0 to get lim Δ_4→0

Δ_4 ~M^Φ_4 ( 1^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2 ,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3 ,+}, 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ4 ,+} ) = −i N_3 (2π)^4 z^3_{12} z_{23}z_{34}z_{41} ( f^{a1a2x}f^{xa3a4} − z_{12}z_{34} z_{13}z_{24} f^{a1a3x}f^{xa2a4} )

× Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1) ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1 × (−q(z_3, z̄_3) · x̂)^{−Δ3+1}(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂) ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−β3} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ3} − 1 ) (5.1)

The above result can be written as lim Δ_4→0

Δ_4 ~M^Φ_4 (1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3,+}, 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ4,+}) = ( c_1 z_{14} + c_2 z_{24} + c_3 z_{34} ) i N_3 (2π)^4 z^3_{12} z_{23}z_{31}

× Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1) ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1 × (−q(z_3, z̄_3) · x̂)^{−Δ3+1}(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂) ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−β3} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ3} − 1 ) (5.2)

where c_1 = f^{xa2a3} f^{a4a1x}, c_2 = f^{a1xa3} f^{a4a2x} and c_3 = f^{a1a2x}f^{a4a3x}.

We shall now show that the above expression for the conformal soft limit of the celestial correlation function is the same as the action of the subleading soft operator on the 3-pt correlation function. The subleading soft gluon theorem in Mellin space is given by [36], ⟨ R^{0,a4} (z_4, z̄_4) 3∏ i=1 O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩ = − 3∑ k=1 ϵ_k z_{4k} (−2h̄_k + 1 + z̄_{4k} ¯∂_k) T^{a4}_k P^{−1}_k

⟨_3 ∏ i=1 O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩

(5.3)

where R^{0,a}(z, z̄) is the subleading conformally soft gluon operator defined by

R^{0,a}(z, z̄) = lim_{Δ→0} ΔO^a_{Δ,+}(z, z̄) (5.4)

T^a_k is the lie algebra generator in the adjoint representation of the gauge group and P^{−1}_k is a dimension lowering operator acting on the k-th primary field. The action of both is T^a_k O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) = if^{aaix} O^{x,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) δ_{k,i}, P^{−1}_k O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) = O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi−1,σi} (z_i, z̄_i)δ_{ki} (5.5) By repeated use of the following equation, (−q_i · x̂) = y^2 + (z − z_i)(z̄ − z̄_i) y (5.6)

– 8 – and the explicit expression for 3-point function given in (4.5) on the RHS of (5.3), one can show that (appendix A)

− 3∑ k=1 ϵ_k z_{4k} (−2h̄_k + 1 + z̄_{4k} ¯∂_k) T^{a4}_k P^{−1}_k

⟨_3 ∏ i=1 O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩ = ( c_1 z_{14} + c_2 z_{24} + c_3 z_{34} ) i N_3 (2π)^4

2z^3_{12} z_{23}z_{31}

× Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1) ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1 × (−q(z_3, z̄_3) · x̂)^{−Δ3+1}(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂) ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−β3} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ3} − 1 ) (5.7)

Comparing (5.2), (5.3) and (5.7) we get

lim_{Δ4→0} Δ_4 ~M^Φ_4 (1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3 ,+}, 4^{a4 ,ϵ4}_{Δ4 ,+}) = ⟨ R^{0,a4} (z_4, z̄_4) 3∏ i=1 O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩

= − 1 2 3∑ k=1 ϵ_k z_{4k} (−2h̄_k + 1 + z̄_{4k} ¯∂_k) T^{a4}_k P^{−1}_k

⟨_3 ∏ i=1 O^{ai,ϵi}_{Δi,σi} (z_i, z̄_i) ⟩ (5.8)

Thus we see that subleading soft gluon theorem for a positive helicity soft gluon does not change if we couple the Yang-Mills with the massive complex scalar in a chiral way mentioned in section 3.

5.1 BG Equations in Massive Scalar Background

A set of differential equations for the gluon MHV amplitudes were obtained in [7] by demanding the consistency between the subleading soft gluon theorem and OPE factorisation at O(1)^8. Here we have shown that, even in the case of MHV amplitudes in a massive scalar background the subleading soft gluon theorem and the OPE factorisation at O(1) do not change. Hence we conclude that the celestial MHV amplitudes coupled to a massive scalar background also satisfy BG equations. This is not surprising because the existence of the null state, which gives rise to the differential equations, is guaranteed by the leading and the subleading soft gluon theorems and SL(2, C) invariance. The presence of a massive dilaton background breaks the scaling as well as translational invariance but the soft gluon theorems remain unchanged. So the BG equations should also not change.

6 Discussions

In this paper we extracted the OPE between two positive helicity outgoing gluons from the Mellin amplitude of the Yang-Mills theory chirally coupled to massive scalar background.

8Although these equations look very similar to the KZ equation which appears in WZW models, they are qualitatively different. In particular, they cannot be derived by any Sugawara construction on the celestial sphere. One way to see this is the following. Sugawara construction leads to the quantization of dimensions of primary operators which we know is not the case in celestial holography.

– 9 –

The leading order term was already computed in [33]. Here we have computed a subleading term. One of our motivation behind this work was to check if the scattering amplitudes in this theory is also a solution of the BG equations. We have shown in this paper that this is indeed the case^9. Though the scaling and translation symmetry were explicitly broken for the theory we considered, the leading and subleading soft theorems remain unchanged. The OPE factorization at O(1) is completely determined in terms of the descendants of the SL(2, C) and the leading soft symmetry algebra in the same way as the MHV amplitudes. On the other hand we have also shown that the subleading soft gluon theorem does not change in the massive background. Thus by comparing the O(1) OPE with the subleading soft gluon theorem we get the same BG equations as the MHV amplitudes. More generally, we can say that the scattering amplitudes of all the theories which respect the symmetries coming from the leading and subleading soft gluon theorems should satisfy the BG equations.

However, if one considers the graviton scattering amplitude and breaks some of the symmetries considered here, the situation will change completely. This is because of the fact that the leading soft graviton theorem is a consequence of supertranslation invariance. So if in a gravitational theory the translation symmetry is broken, the leading soft graviton theorem would no longer holds. Then one can ask the question that what happens to the decoupling equations obtained for the MHV graviton scattering amplitudes in [6].

It would also be interesting to check how the analysis of our work would change in the context of deformed soft algebras for gauge theories recently considered in [46]. We hope to answer some of these questions in the near future.

7 Acknowledgement

The work of SB is partially supported by the Swarnajayanti Fellowship (File No- SB/SJF/2021- 22/14) of the Department of Science and Technology and SERB, India and by SERB grant MTR/2019/000937 (Soft-Theorems, S-matrix and Flat-Space Holography). PP would like to thank the organizers and the participants of the CHEP in-house symposium, 2022 held in IISc, Bangalore where part of this work was presented. The work of PP is supported by an IOE endowed postdoctoral position at IISc, Bangalore, India.

9This seems to raise a puzzle because we are saying that the MHV amplitudes in pure YM and the YM coupled to massive dilaton both satisfy the BG equation. The resolution of this is the following: The MHV amplitudes in pure YM are not only the solutions of BG equations but they also have to satisfy the Ward identities coming from the space time translation invariance and the scale invariance of the YM theory. But when coupled to the massive dilaton background both these Ward identities are no longer valid and so we get a different kind of MHV amplitude by solving the BG equation.

– 10 –

A Subleading Soft Gluon Theorem

In this appendix we derive (5.7). Let us start with the 3-point correlation function given by (4.5),

~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2 ,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3 ,+} ) = N_3 (2π)^4

2z^3_{12} z_{23}z_{31}

(if^{a1a2a3} ) Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1) × ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1(−q(z_3, z̄_3) · x̂)−Δ3+1 × ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−1−β3} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ3} − 1 ) (A.1)

where

β_3 = 3∑ j=1 (Δ_j − 1) , N_3 = 3∏ j=1 (−iϵ_j )^{Δj −σj} (A.2) . So, the action of the subleading soft operator on the 3-point correlation function is

− 3∑ k=1 ϵ_k z_{4k} (−2h̄_k + 1 + z̄_{4k} ¯∂_k) T^{a4}_k P^{−1}_k ~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1 ,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2 ,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3 ,+} )

= ϵ_1 c_1 z_{41}

(−Δ_1 + z̄_{41} ¯∂_1) ~M^Φ_3 (1_{Δ1−1,−}, 2_{Δ2,−}, 3_{Δ3,+}) + ϵ_2 c_2 z_{42}

(−Δ_2 + z̄_{42} ¯∂_2) ~M^Φ_3 (1_{Δ1,−}, 2_{Δ2−1,−}, 3_{Δ3,+})

+ ϵ_3 c_3 z_{43}

(−Δ_3 + 2 + z̄_{43} ¯∂_3) ~M^Φ_3 (1_{Δ1,−}, 2_{Δ2,−}, 3_{Δ3−1,+})

(A.3)

We have pulled out the colour factors (if) out of the amplitude and ~M^Φ_3 (1_{Δ1−1,−}, 2_{Δ2,−}, 3_{Δ3,+}) etc. are the colour stripped amplitude in eq.(A.3). The right hand side of eq.(A.3) can be written as ( c_1 z_{14} + c_2 z_{24} + c_3 z_{34}

+ (c_1 + c_2 + c_3)∂_4 ) i N_3 (2π)^4

2z^3_{12} z_{23}z_{31}

Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1) × ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1(−q(z_3, z̄_3) · x̂)−Δ3+1(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂) × ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−1−β3} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ3} − 1 ) (A.4)

where we have used the following equation

z̄_{4k} ¯∂_k(−q_k · x̂) = −(−q_k · x̂) + (1 + z_{k4}∂_4)(−q_4 · x̂) (A.5)

Now using the Jacobi identity

c_1 + c_2 + c_3 = 0 (A.6)

– 11 – we finally get − 3∑ k=1 ϵ_k z_{4k} (−2h̄_k + 1 + z̄_{4k} ¯∂_k) T^{a4}_k P^{−1}_k ~M^Φ_3 ( 1^{a1,ϵ1}_{Δ1,−}, 2^{a2 ,ϵ2}_{Δ2,−}, 3^{a3 ,ϵ3}_{Δ3,+} ) = ( c_1 z_{14} + c_2 z_{24} + c_3 z_{34} ) i N_3 (2π)^4

2z^3_{12} z_{23}z_{31}

×Γ(Δ_1 + 1)Γ(Δ_2 + 1)Γ(Δ_3 − 1) ∫ ~d3x̂(−q(z_1, z̄_1) · x̂)−Δ1−1(−q(z_2, z̄_2) · x̂)−Δ2−1 (−q(z_3, z̄_3) · x̂)−Δ3+1

×(−q(z_4, z̄_4) · x̂) ∫_{i∞} 0 dτ τ^{−β3} ϕ_B (τ) ( e^{2πiβ3} − 1 ) (A.7)

which is same as (5.7).

B Solution of the BG Equations

In subsection 5.1, we have argued that the BG equations remain same if we put the MHV amplitudes in a massive scalar background. Here we show explicitly that the three point MHV amplitude in the massive background satisfies the BG equations. We first write down the most general form of the 3-point amplitude using the SL(2, C) symmetry and then derive the constraints for the 3-point coefficient imposed by the BG equations.

Let us start with the color ordered SL(2, C)-covariant 3-point amplitude given by,

~M_3(1^−_{Δ1} 2^−_{Δ2} 3^+_{Δ3} ) = C(Δ_1, Δ_2, Δ_3)z^h3^{−h}1^{−h}2_{12} z^h2^{−h}1^{−h}3_{13} z^h1^{−h}2^{−h}3_{23} z̄^{h̄}3^{−h̄}1^{−h̄}2_{12} z̄^{h̄}2^{−h̄}1^{−h̄}3_{13} z̄^{h̄}1^{−h̄}2^{−h̄}3_{23}

(B.1)

There are two sets of decoupling equations for the color ordered amplitudes [7, 45]. They are ( ∂_3 −

Δ_3 z_{13} − 1 z_{23} ) ~M_3(1^−_{Δ1} 2^−_{Δ2} 3^+_{Δ3} ) + ϵ_1ϵ_3 Δ^1 − σ^1 − 1 + z̄^{13}

¯∂_1 z_{13}

~M_3(1^−_{Δ1−1}2^−_{Δ2} 3^+_{Δ3+1}) = 0 ( ∂_3 −

Δ_3 z_{23} − 1 z_{13} ) ~M_3(1^−_{Δ1} 2^−_{Δ2} 3^+_{Δ3} ) + ϵ_2ϵ_3 Δ^2 − σ^2 − 1 + z̄^{23}

¯∂_2 z_{23}

~M_3(1^−_{Δ1} 2^−_{Δ2−1}3^+_{Δ3+1}) = 0

(B.2)

Using (B.1) in (B.2) we get the following constraints on the 3-point coefficient

C(Δ_1 − 1, Δ_2, Δ_3 + 1) = ϵ_1ϵ_3

(Δ_1 − Δ_2 − Δ_3 + 1) (Δ_3 − Δ_1 − Δ_2 − 1)

C(Δ_1, Δ_2, Δ_3) (B.3)

C(Δ_1, Δ_2 − 1, Δ_3 + 1) = ϵ_2ϵ_3

(Δ_2 − Δ_1 − Δ_3 + 1) (Δ_3 − Δ_1 − Δ_2 − 1)

C(Δ_1, Δ_2, Δ_3) (B.4)

Now, one can check that the 3-point coefficient given by [33]

C(Δ_1, Δ_2, Δ_3) = N_3 Γ ( Δ_1 + Δ_2 − Δ_3 + 3 2 ) Γ ( Δ_1 − Δ_2 + Δ_3 − 1 2 ) Γ ( −Δ_1 + Δ_2 + Δ_3 − 1 2 ) f(β) (B.5) satisfies (B.3), (B.4), where f(β) is any function with β =

∑_3

i=1 Δ_i and N_3 is given by (A.2).

– 12 –

References

[1] S. Pasterski, S. H. Shao and A. Strominger, “Flat Space Amplitudes and Conformal Symmetry of the Celestial Sphere,” Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) no.6, 065026 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.065026 [arXiv:1701.00049 [hep-th]].

[2] S. Pasterski and S. H. Shao, “Conformal basis for flat space amplitudes,” Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) no.6, 065022 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.065022 [arXiv:1705.01027 [hep-th]].

[3] S. Banerjee, “Null Infinity and Unitary Representation of The Poincare Group,” JHEP 01 (2019), 205 doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)205 [arXiv:1801.10171 [hep-th]].

[4] L. Freidel, D. Pranzetti and A. M. Raclariu, “A discrete basis for celestial holography,” [arXiv:2212.12469 [hep-th]].

[5] J. Cotler, N. Miller and A. Strominger, “An Integer Basis for Celestial Amplitudes,” [arXiv:2302.04905 [hep-th]].

[6] S. Banerjee, S. Ghosh and P. Paul, “MHV graviton scattering amplitudes and current algebra on the celestial sphere,” JHEP 02 (2021), 176 doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2021)176 [arXiv:2008.04330 [hep-th]].

[7] S. Banerjee and S. Ghosh, “MHV gluon scattering amplitudes from celestial current algebras,” JHEP 10 (2021), 111 doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2021)111 [arXiv:2011.00017 [hep-th]].

[8] S. Ebert, A. Sharma and D. Wang, “Descendants in celestial CFT and emergent multi-collinear factorization,” JHEP 03 (2021), 030 doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2021)030 [arXiv:2009.07881 [hep-th]].

[9] A. Guevara, E. Himwich, M. Pate and A. Strominger, “Holographic symmetry algebras for gauge theory and gravity,” JHEP 11 (2021), 152 doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2021)152 [arXiv:2103.03961 [hep-th]].

[10] A. Strominger, “w(1+infinity) and the Celestial Sphere,” [arXiv:2105.14346 [hep-th]].

[11] A. Strominger, “w_{1+∞} Algebra and the Celestial Sphere: Infinite Towers of Soft Graviton, Photon, and Gluon Symmetries,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 (2021) no.22, 221601 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.221601

[12] E. Himwich, M. Pate and K. Singh, “Celestial operator product expansions and w_{1+∞} symmetry for all spins,” JHEP 01, 080 (2022) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2022)080 [arXiv:2108.07763 [hep-th]].

[13] D. Kapec, V. Lysov, S. Pasterski and A. Strominger, “Semiclassical Virasoro symmetry of the quantum gravity S-matrix,” JHEP 1408, 058 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2014)058 [arXiv:1406.3312 [hep-th]].

[14] T. He, D. Kapec, A. M. Raclariu and A. Strominger, “Loop-Corrected Virasoro Symmetry of 4D Quantum Gravity,” JHEP 1708, 050 (2017) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2017)050 [arXiv:1701.00496 [hep-th]].

[15] L. Donnay, S. Pasterski and A. Puhm, “Asymptotic Symmetries and Celestial CFT,” [arXiv:2005.08990 [hep-th]].

[16] S. Stieberger and T. R. Taylor, “Symmetries of Celestial Amplitudes,” Phys. Lett. B 793, 141 (2019) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.03.063 [arXiv:1812.01080 [hep-th]].

[17] S. Banerjee and S. Pasterski, “Revisiting the Shadow Stress Tensor in Celestial CFT,” [arXiv:2212.00257 [hep-th]].

– 13 –

[18] A. Strominger, “On BMS Invariance of Gravitational Scattering,” JHEP 1407, 152 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2014)152 [arXiv:1312.2229 [hep-th]].

[19] A. Strominger, “Asymptotic Symmetries of Yang-Mills Theory,” JHEP 1407, 151 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2014)151 [arXiv:1308.0589 [hep-th]].

[20] W. Fan, A. Fotopoulos and T. R. Taylor, “Soft Limits of Yang-Mills Amplitudes and Conformal Correlators,” JHEP 05 (2019), 121 doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2019)121 [arXiv:1903.01676 [hep-th]].

[21] L. Donnay, A. Puhm and A. Strominger, “Conformally Soft Photons and Gravitons,” JHEP 01 (2019), 184 doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)184 [arXiv:1810.05219 [hep-th]].

[22] M. Pate, A. M. Raclariu and A. Strominger, “Conformally Soft Theorem in Gauge Theory,” Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) no.8, 085017 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.085017 [arXiv:1904.10831 [hep-th]].

[23] D. Nandan, A. Schreiber, A. Volovich and M. Zlotnikov, “Celestial Amplitudes: Conformal Partial Waves and Soft Limits,” JHEP 10 (2019), 018 doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2019)018 [arXiv:1904.10940 [hep-th]].

[24] T. Adamo, L. Mason and A. Sharma, “Celestial amplitudes and conformal soft theorems,” Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019) no.20, 205018 doi:10.1088/1361-6382/ab42ce [arXiv:1905.09224 [hep-th]].

[25] T. He, P. Mitra, A. P. Porfyriadis and A. Strominger, “New Symmetries of Massless QED,” JHEP 10 (2014), 112 doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2014)112 [arXiv:1407.3789 [hep-th]].

[26] D. Kapec, M. Pate and A. Strominger, “New Symmetries of QED,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys.

21 (2017), 1769-1785 doi:10.4310/ATMP.2017.v21.n7.a7 [arXiv:1506.02906 [hep-th]].

[27] D. Kapec, V. Lysov and A. Strominger, “Asymptotic Symmetries of Massless QED in Even Dimensions,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 21 (2017), 1747-1767 doi:10.4310/ATMP.2017.v21.n7.a6 [arXiv:1412.2763 [hep-th]].

[28] M. Campiglia and A. Laddha, “Asymptotic symmetries of QED and Weinberg’s soft photon theorem,” JHEP 07 (2015), 115 doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2015)115 [arXiv:1505.05346 [hep-th]].

[29] A. Nande, M. Pate and A. Strominger, “Soft Factorization in QED from 2D Kac-Moody Symmetry,” JHEP 02 (2018), 079 doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2018)079 [arXiv:1705.00608 [hep-th]].

[30] T. He and P. Mitra, “Covariant Phase Space and Soft Factorization in Non-Abelian Gauge Theories,” JHEP 03 (2021), 015 doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2021)015 [arXiv:2009.14334 [hep-th]].

[31] W. Fan, A. Fotopoulos, S. Stieberger, T. R. Taylor and B. Zhu, “Elements of celestial conformal field theory,” JHEP 08 (2022), 213 doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2022)213 [arXiv:2202.08288 [hep-th]].

W. Fan, A. Fotopoulos, S. Stieberger, T. R. Taylor and B. Zhu, “Celestial Yang-Mills amplitudes and D = 4 conformal blocks,” JHEP 09, 182 (2022) doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2022)182 [arXiv:2206.08979 [hep-th]].

[32] K. Costello and N. M. Paquette, “Celestial holography meets twisted holography: 4d amplitudes from chiral correlators,” JHEP 10 (2022), 193 doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2022)193 [arXiv:2201.02595 [hep-th]].

[33] E. Casali, W. Melton and A. Strominger, “Celestial Amplitudes as AdS-Witten Diagrams,” [arXiv:2204.10249 [hep-th]].

– 14 –

[34] A. Atanasov, A. Ball, W. Melton, A. M. Raclariu and A. Strominger, “(2, 2) Scattering and the celestial torus,” JHEP 07 (2021), 083 doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2021)083 [arXiv:2101.09591 [hep-th]].

[35] A. Atanasov, W. Melton, A. M. Raclariu and A. Strominger, “Conformal block expansion in celestial CFT,” Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) no.12, 126033 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.126033 [arXiv:2104.13432 [hep-th]].

[36] M. Pate, A. M. Raclariu, A. Strominger and E. Y. Yuan, “Celestial operator products of gluons and gravitons,” Rev. Math. Phys. 33 (2021) no.09, 2140003 doi:10.1142/S0129055X21400031 [arXiv:1910.07424 [hep-th]].

[37] S. Banerjee, S. Ghosh and R. Gonzo, “BMS symmetry of celestial OPE,” JHEP 04 (2020), 130 doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2020)130 [arXiv:2002.00975 [hep-th]].

[38] S. Banerjee, S. Ghosh and P. Paul, “(Chiral) Virasoro invariance of the tree-level MHV graviton scattering amplitudes,” JHEP 09 (2022), 236 doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2022)236 [arXiv:2108.04262 [hep-th]].

[39] R. Bhardwaj, L. Lippstreu, L. Ren, M. Spradlin, A. Yelleshpur Srikant and A. Volovich, “Loop-level gluon OPEs in celestial holography,” JHEP 11 (2022), 171 doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2022)171 [arXiv:2208.14416 [hep-th]].

[40] A. M. Raclariu, “Lectures on Celestial Holography,” [arXiv:2107.02075 [hep-th]].

[41] S. Pasterski, “Lectures on celestial amplitudes,” Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) no.12, 1062 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09846-7 [arXiv:2108.04801 [hep-th]].

S. Pasterski, M. Pate and A. M. Raclariu, “Celestial Holography,” [arXiv:2111.11392 [hep-th]].

[42] T. McLoughlin, A. Puhm and A. M. Raclariu, “The SAGEX review on scattering amplitudes chapter 11: soft theorems and celestial amplitudes,” J. Phys. A 55 (2022) no.44, 443012 doi:10.1088/1751-8121/ac9a40 [arXiv:2203.13022 [hep-th]].

[43] S. Banerjee, S. Ghosh and S. S. Samal, “Subsubleading soft graviton symmetry and MHV graviton scattering amplitudes,” JHEP 08 (2021), 067 doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2021)067 [arXiv:2104.02546 [hep-th]].

[44] S. Banerjee, H. Kulkarni and P. Paul, “An infinite family of w_{1+∞} invariant theories on the celestial sphere,” [arXiv:2301.13225 [hep-th]].

[45] Y. Hu, L. Ren, A. Y. Srikant and A. Volovich, “Celestial dual superconformal symmetry, MHV amplitudes and differential equations,” JHEP 12 (2021), 171 doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2021)171 [arXiv:2106.16111 [hep-th]]. Y. Hu and S. Pasterski, “Celestial recursion,” JHEP 01, 151 (2023) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2023)151 [arXiv:2208.11635 [hep-th]]

[46] W. Melton, S. A. Narayanan and A. Strominger, “Deforming Soft Algebras for Gauge Theory,” [arXiv:2212.08643 [hep-th]].

– 15 –