arXiv:2012.04208v1 [hep-th] 8 Dec 2020

Celestial Amplitudes from UV to IR

Nima Arkani-Hamed^1, Monica Pate^{2,3}, Ana-Maria Raclariu^{2,4} and Andrew Strominger^2

1The Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, NJ, USA 2Center for the Fundamental Laws of Nature, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA, USA 3Society of Fellows, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA, USA 4Perimeter Institute for Theoretical Physics, Waterloo, ON, Canada

Abstract

Celestial amplitudes represent 4D scattering of particles in boost, rather than the usual energy-momentum, eigenstates and hence are sensitive to both UV and IR physics. We show that known UV and IR properties of quantum gravity translate into powerful constraints on the analytic structure of celestial amplitudes. For example the soft UV behavior of quantum gravity is shown to imply that the exact four-particle scattering amplitude is meromorphic in the complex boost weight plane with poles confined to even integers on the negative real axis. Would-be poles on the positive real axis from UV asymptotics are shown to be erased by a flat space analog of the AdS resolution of the bulk point singularity. The residues of the poles on the negative axis are identified with operator coefficients in the IR effective action. Far along the real positive axis, the scattering is argued to grow exponentially according to the black hole area law. Exclusive amplitudes are shown to simply factorize into conformally hard and conformally soft factors. The soft factor contains all IR divergences and is given by a celestial current algebra correlator of Goldstone bosons from spontaneously broken asymptotic symmetries. The hard factor describes the scattering of hard particles together with the boost-eigenstate clouds of soft photons or gravitons required by asymptotic symmetries. These provide an IR safe S-matrix for the scattering of hard particles.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 The ultraviolet 6 2.1 The anti-Wilsonian paradigm . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 2.2 Poles in β: field theory vs. quantum gravity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 2.3 Logarithmic running and higher order poles in β . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 2.4 Positivity constraints . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 2.5 Large β behavior . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 2.6 What determines A(β, z)? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

3 The infrared 21 3.1 Scalar QED . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 3.2 Gravity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 3.3 IR-safe dressed amplitudes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 3.3.1 Faddeev-Kulish dressings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 3.3.2 Goldstone dressing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 3.3.3 IR-finite celestial amplitudes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 3.3.4 Completeness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 3.3.5 Gravity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

A Conventions 36

1 Introduction

Scattering amplitudes are amongst the most basic observables in fundamental physics. They are of immense experimental interest in high-energy physics, but are also of central theoretical importance as the only known observables of quantum gravity in asymptotically flat space. It is thus natural to look for a holographic theory that determines the S-matrix, formulated only in terms of the on-shell particles propagating to the boundary at infinity, without making any reference to bulk spacetime evolution.

This presents a new set of challenges beyond what we have become accustomed to in thinking about holography in AdS spacetimes. The boundary of AdS is an ordinary

Lorentzian spacetime, with usual notions of locality and time evolution, and thus a local quantum field theory on this boundary is a natural candidate for the holographic theory whose quantum states are directly identified with those of the bulk gravitational theory. We do not have this luxury in asymptotically flat space. We can label the asymptopia associated with the scattering process in many different ways. If we are working with massless particles in four dimensions, this data can be given in terms of null momenta, or spinor-helicity variables, or in terms of twistor or momentum-twistor variables, or in terms of Mandelstam invariants formed between pairs of momenta. However there is no obvious notion of “locality” and “time evolution” in any of these spaces, and so no obvious candidate for a holographic theory using familiar physical principles.

Relatedly, even absent a candidate for a holographic theory in AdS, if we were handed a set of boundary correlators, we would understand the rules for checking their consistency as implied by conformal field theory. It is striking that over 60 years after the analogous questions were posed by S-matrix theorists in the 1960’s, we still don’t know the answer to the analogous question for flat space scattering amplitudes. Indeed the S-matrix program of the 1960’s was ultimately doomed by the inability to precisely characterize the way in which bulk causality is imprinted in the analytic structure of the S-matrix.

By contrast the explosion of progress in the understanding of scattering amplitudes over the past few decades suggests a more adventurous approach to these mysteries, inviting us to look for new physical principles and mathematical structures that will directly determine the S-matrix. The emergence of a unitary, appropriately local and casual quantummechanical/spacetime description from the S-matrix would then be seen to follow as an output, rather than being taken as primary.

An especially natural geometric space to look for this new holographic description is the celestial sphere at null infinity [1, 2]. The kinematical connection to the variables describing ordinary momentum-space amplitudes is very simple in four dimensions. Null four-momenta p_{αα̇} are written in terms of spinor-helicity variables, p_{αα̇} = λ_αλ̃_{α̇}. For real momenta in Minkowski space, we have λ̃_{α̇} = η(λ_α)^∗, where η = ± corresponds to outgoing/incoming particles. Lorentz transformations act as SL(2, C ) on the α, α̇ indices. It is natural to write

λ_α = √ ω ( z 1 ) , λ̃_{α̇} = η √ ω ( z̄ 1 ) . (1)

The variable z gives the direction of the null momentum and specifies a point on the (Riemann) celestial sphere, while ω is real and specifies the energy. The use of spinor-helicity variables makes the action of the little group on scattering amplitudes manifest. Note that the null-momentum p_{αα̇} does not uniquely specify λ, λ̃, since we can rephase λ → e^{iθ}λ and λ̃ → e−iθλ̃. In fixing the above form for λ, λ̃, we have made a particular choice for associating λ, λ̃ with p_{αα̇}, where ω is taken to be real. The SL(2, C ) Lorentz transformations act nicely on z and ω while giving us the appropriate little group rephasing: √ ω ( z 1 ) → ( a b c d ) √ ω ( z 1 ) = e^{iθ} √ ω^′ ( z^′ 1 ) , (2)

where ω^′ = |cz + d|^2ω, z^′ = az + b cz + d , e^{2iθ} = cz + d c̄z̄ + d̄ . (3)

In this way, any n particle scattering amplitude A(λ_i, λ̃_i) = A(ω_i, z_i) is labeled by energies ω_i and points z_i on the celestial sphere. Since the action of the Lorentz SL(2, C ) is simply Möbius transformations on z, it is natural to think of the amplitudes as transforming just like correlation functions of a conformal field theory on the celestial sphere. On the other hand, the usual momentum eigenstates don’t transform nicely under conformal transformations. Instead, it is natural to scatter conformal primary states |Δ, z⟩, defined (for massless scalars) as [2, 3] |Δ, z⟩ ≡ ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^Δ|ω, z⟩. (4) Then under the Lorentz SL(2, C ), we have |Δ, z⟩ → |cz + d|^{−2Δ}|Δ,^{az+b}_{cz+d} ⟩. This is just the transformation of conformal primaries of dimension Δ. Given that boosts in the direction of the null momentum leave z invariant, we can also think of the state |Δ, z⟩ as an eigenstate of boosts (or Rindler energies) in the direction of z.

Thus the scattering processes most natural to the celestial sphere are not of momentum eigenstates, but boost eigenstates, related to the more familiar momentum-space amplitudes via a Mellin transform:

A(Δ_j, z_j) = (_n ∏ i=1 ∫_∞ 0 dω_i ω_i ω^{Δi}_i ) A(ω_j, z_j). (5)

We will refer to these conformal basis scattering amplitudes as celestial amplitudes. Note that while in this way we have made the action of the Lorentz group manifest, translational invariance is not manifest and implies further restrictions on A(Δ_i, z_i). For instance in the case of four-particle scattering, SL(2, C ) invariance tells us that non-trivial dependence on z_1, · · · , z_4 can only be via the cross-ratio z ≡ (z_1 − z_3)(z_2 − z_4) (z_1 − z_2)(z_3 − z_4)

, (6)

but translational invariance tells us more. By momentum conservation, the spatial momenta for all four particles must lie on a two-dimensional plane; this plane intersects the celestial sphere on a circle, and so the four z_1, · · · , z_4 must lie on that circle. The condition for four points to be co-circular is just that the cross-ratio is real z = z̄, thus the celestial amplitude must have an overall factor of δ(z − z̄). This is already an indication that, whatever exotic variety of “conformal field theory” is to be associated with celestial amplitudes, it must produce interesting new sorts of singularities not usually encountered in familiar local CFTs.^1

In recent years, celestial amplitudes have been intensively studied from a variety of viewpoints [5–21]. One theme in these investigations has been the realization that the physics of soft modes in the deep IR – from the leading and subleading soft theorems to the electromagnetic and gravitational “memory effects” – are beautifully understood from enhancements of global to local conformal and U(1) symmetries on the celestial sphere [22–27]. However it is also interesting to note that the celestial amplitudes are highly sensitive to UV physics – there is no Wilsonian decoupling at play. Consider for instance the Mellin transform of the 2 → 2 tree-level amplitude in gravity. Since the amplitude grows as the square of the energy, the Mellin transform is simply ill-defined! The scattering of boost eigenstates strongly violates the basic Wilsonian decoupling intuition, since the states we are scattering involve arbitrarily high energy particles. Thus the natural basis for celestial scattering makes it impossible for us to work with only partially consistent, low-energy effective theories: we must deal with fully consistent UV theories from the get-go.

It is thus exciting that an understanding of the physics of the IR, and a proper accounting of UV completion, are both forced on us by the nature of the questions naturally posed on the celestial sphere. This raises the obvious hope that consistency conditions on scattering amplitudes may take a different, more tractable form in celestial terms. Recast-

1This arises because of the discrete infinite sequences of primaries implied by translation invariance. While each 2D conformal block contributing to the 4D four-point scattering is a smooth function of z, summing over all the primaries produces a delta function [4].

ing the difficulties associated with the inter-relationship of analyticity and causality for the scattering of momentum eigenstates may open up new routes to directly determining consistent S-matrices for general theories and, especially, for the real world – to which all the considerations of this paper directly apply!

With this motivation, in this paper we will investigate various basic aspects of celestial amplitudes, from the UV to the IR. In section 2 we study the four-point celestial amplitude A(β, z), where the ratio of Mandelstam invariants z = −t/s is the 2D conformal cross ratio and β = ∑ k(Δ_k − 1), in a general effective theory with Wilsonian cutoff Λ_{UV} . In quantum field theory, A is shown to be a meromorphic function in the complex β plane with poles confined to even integers on the real axis. Poles on the positive axis arise from UV asymptotics, while the residues of the poles on the negative axis are related to coefficients of higher-dimension operators in the low-energy effective action, and are subject to many positivity constraints [28–36]. Multiple poles cleanly reflect the running of higher-dimension operators from massless loops in the low-energy theory. In a complete quantum theory of gravity, one expects high energy scattering to be dominated by black hole production, which requires exclusive amplitudes to be exponentially damped. This kills all UV divergences, and all the poles on the positive axis are accordingly erased! This is a direct analog for flat space holography of the erasure of the bulk point singularity in AdS holography [37], and further underscores the intimate relation between flat space and AdS holography. For Re(β) → +∞, A is argued to grow exponentially with a coefficient governed by the black hole area law, while for Re(β) → −∞ off the real axis, A dies like a power governed by the lowest mass scale in the theory. Some stringy examples are analyzed in detail.

In section 3 we address the IR divergences from photon loops which are regulated in momentum space by a cutoff Λ_{IR}. The well-known exponentiation of these divergences in QED [38] is shown, for massless scalars,^2 to imply an exact factorization of the celestial amplitudes of the form A = A_{soft}A_{hard}. (7) Moreover A_{soft} is shown to be the boundary correlator on the celestial sphere of the Goldstone bosons of spontaneously broken large gauge symmetry. After a shift in the boost weight Δ_k

2We hope to report on the technically more challenging massive fermions elsewhere, using the recent construction of a conformal basis for massive fermions [39, 40]. Collinear divergences from massless scalars are suppressed herein.

of the kth charge e_k particle proportional to the cusp anomalous dimension

Δ_k → Δ_k + e^2_k 4π^2 ln Λ_{IR}, (8) it is found that A_{hard} is a completely IR-safe quantity. Similar results pertain to gravity, with the Goldstone boson for spontaneously broken supertranslations replacing the one for broken large gauge symmetry in QED. In section 3.3 we consider scattering amplitudes which are rendered IR safe by the inclusion of FK dressings by soft photon clouds [41, 42] and their more physical generalizations introduced in [43]. In the celestial basis, conformal symmetry singles out a preferred dressing which is shown to be equivalent to the insertion of an exponentiated Goldstone boson. We then find that the conformally dressed scattering amplitudes are simply A_{dressed} = A_{hard}. (9) These provide IR-safe celestial observables for abelian gauge theory or gravity.

Conventions and technical details are found in the appendix. As this work was being written up, overlapping results appeared in [44, 45].

2 The ultraviolet

In this section we will begin an exploration of how the ultraviolet physics manifests in Mellin space, particularly in the relationship between the couplings in an effective theory with Wilsonian cutoff Λ_{UV} and the analytic structure of the four-point celestial amplitude.

2.1 The anti-Wilsonian paradigm

The relation between celestial and momentum-space amplitudes is especially simple for fourparticle scattering. Defining the (scalar) momentum-space amplitude as^3

A = M × δ^{(4)}

(^4∑ i=1 p_i ) , (10)

we show in the appendix that^4 A(Δ_i, z_i, z̄_i) = XA(β, z), (11) 3Equation (117) in the appendix is the general formula for spinning particles.

4In general one might have thought it necessary to study A(Δ_k ) as a function of all 4 conformal weights. Interestingly, one of the constraints of translation invariance [17] is that, up to the universal kinematic

where β ≡ 4∑ i=1 (Δ_i − 1) (12) and A(β, z) = ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^βM(ω^2, −zω^2). (13)

Here X is a kinematic factor fixed by the particle helicities and derived in the appendix. The detailed form of X is irrelevant to our main interest, namely the β-dependence in A. This is simply given by a single Mellin transform of the stripped momentum-space amplitude M with respect to the center of mass energy, and contains the dynamical information of celestial four-particle amplitudes.

It is easy to see that some basic assumption about UV completeness is needed in order for the celestial amplitudes to be well-defined and have decent analytic properties. Consider the celestial amplitude corresponding to the leading 4-point tree amplitude for any theory with a dimensionful coupling constant, where

M(ω) ∝ ω^p. (14)

Here p ≥ 0 is the number of derivatives in the interaction and ω an overall (fixed angle) energy scale. The Mellin transform involves a factor A(β) ∝ ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^{β+p}. (15)

Clearly A is ill-defined, unless we set β = −p + ib which gives δ(b). But this is obviously non-analytic in b. On the other hand, if the amplitudes are softened to vanish in the deep UV, we get an entirely different celestial amplitude with a nice analytic structure in β. The fact that the amplitudes are thus highly sensitive to UV physics is a first example of how celestial amplitudes violate our Wilsonian intuition from momentum-space amplitudes; it is a simple reflection of the fact that we are scattering boost eigenstates that involve arbitrarily high energies. Since celestial amplitudes involve scattering at all energies, they cannot be fully understood within the traditional Wilsonian paradigm. Nevertheless, we will see both that the powerful manifest symmetries of celestial scattering afford a great deal of control,

prefactor X, it can depend only on their sum β + 4. This would not be the case for the 4-point function in a garden variety 2D CFT.

and that Wilsonian structures are manifest in a novel way in the analytic behavior of the scattering.

In the rest of this section we make some preliminary investigations into how the physics of the UV is encoded in the analytic structure of the 4-point celestial amplitude A(β) as a function in the complex β plane. There is surely also a yet-uncovered wealth of information in the z dependence of amplitudes, and indeed an investigation of singularities in z is a standard strategy in understanding CFTs. But it is the transform from ω to β that most directly reflects the novelty of scattering boost eigenstates, and this is the zeroth order aspect of the physics we will focus on herein. As we will see, A(β) has an infinite tower of poles and interesting characteristic behavior at large β which sharply captures fundamental aspects of the UV physics and reveals a striking distinction between field-theoretic and quantumgravitational UV behavior.

2.2 Poles in β: field theory vs. quantum gravity

To begin with, suppose we have a theory of a massless scalar ϕ with a cubic coupling μϕ^2χ to a heavy scalar χ. Integrating out χ at tree-level gives us an effective quartic coupling λ = −μ^2/M^2 together with an infinite tower of irrelevant/higher-dimension operators. The s-channel contribution to the stripped four-point tree-amplitude is

M(p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4) = λ

M^2 s − M^2 . (16)

Here s = −(p_1 +p_2)^2 = ω^2 with ω the center-of-mass energy. This goes to −λ at low energies, but dies as 1/s at high energies.

The ω-integral (13) for the Mellin transform A(β) = ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^βλ M^2 ω^2 − M^2

(17)

can be easily computed by contours, yielding A(β) = λM^β iπ e^{−iβπ} − 1 . (18)

This simple example already illustrates the anti-Wilsonian character of the celestial amplitudes. If we take the momentum-space amplitude and send M → ∞ keeping λ fixed, the amplitude goes to −λ, that of the low-energy λϕ^4 theory obtained by integrating out χ.

Naively, nothing of the sort happens to A(β), where dimensional analysis implies that all of the M-dependence is in the overall factor M^β !^5 Hence celestial amplitudes are anti-Wilsonian in that they are highly sensitive to UV physics. In particular, unlike the case of (low-energy) momentum-space amplitudes, truncated EFT expansions give drastically different celestial amplitudes, which really only exist in a formal sense. Once again, this is because scattering boost eigenstates involves arbitrarily high energies, so there is no “decoupling” of massive particle states.

Note that the celestial amplitude (18) has an infinite tower of poles at β = 2n for all integer n. The reason for the presence of these poles and their physical interpretation are extremely simple. Consider a general Mellin transform, and ask for the singularities that can appear from the low-energy ω → 0 part of the integral. To begin with let’s assume the amplitude is analytic around ω = 0, so we can expand it in powers of ω^2 M(ω, z) = ∞∑ n=0 a^{IR}_n (z)ω^{2n}. (20)

This is of course always true at tree-level. It is also true when we have only integrated out massive particles (that may well only appear in loops), but haven’t included the logarithms from massless loops reflecting the running of these coefficients in the low-energy theory. We will return to dealing with their interesting effects later. Now, let’s look at the low-energy contribution to the Mellin transform, ∫_{ω∗} 0 dω ω ω^β ∞∑ n=0 a^{IR}_n (z)ω^{2n} (21)

where we have cut off the integration at some arbitrary energy ω_∗ to emphasize that we are only considering singularities in β that arise from the IR as ω → 0. Obviously, if a^{IR}_0 ≠ 0,

5Of course we can formally define the M → ∞ limit of the Mellin transform by first taking the M → ∞ limit at the level of the integrand in (17). Similarly, for β = ib, one can regard iπ e^{bπ} − 1 lim M→∞ M^{ib} = iπ e^{bπ} − 1 lim M→∞ 1 Γ(ib) ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^{ib}e^{−ω/M} = −2πδ(b) (19) and thereby reproduce the Mellin transform of the λϕ^4 amplitude, which was just −2πλδ(b). Note however, that at any finite M, there is a qualitative difference: δ(b) is non-analytic in β, with support only at β = 0, while the Mellin amplitude is meromorphic with infinitely many poles away from β = 0. This is in sharp contrast with the amplitude in momentum space, where at fixed s, the difference between the full amplitude and that of the low-energy λϕ^4 theory vanishes as M → ∞.

the integral will have a divergence as β → 0, where the integral as ω → 0 gives us the pole a^{IR}_0 /β. The integral itself is not convergent for larger negative values of β, but once we subtract this pole at β = 0 we can analytically continue to more negative values of β. The new integral converges for β > −2; there is then a pole at β = −2 given by a^{IR}_2 /(β + 2), and we can continue in this way to find all the poles in β. This shows that poles of the analytically continued Mellin amplitude are ∑ n a^{IR}_n β+2n and are all simple. Thus the residues

of the poles for β = −2n, n ≥ 0, are given by the coefficient a^{IR}_n (z) of ω^{2n} in the low-energy expansion of the amplitude M(ω, z).

Similarly, at asymptotically high energies, in any field theory at tree-level, we expect a power-law fall-off for the amplitudes, and so an expansion of the form M(ω, z) = ∑ m a^{UV}_m (z)ω^{−2m}. Correspondingly we have poles at β → +2m, whose residues are given by a^{UV}_m . Hence in field theory we can have simple poles at all real even integer values of β, with those on the positive (negative) axis coming from the UV (IR). These general facts are easily verified in our specific example with M(ω) = λ^{M 2}_{ω2−M 2} .

Note however that the high-energy behavior of the amplitude in string theory and quantum gravity is radically different than this field theory power-law fall-off with energy. Already at tree-level, the high-energy amplitudes in string theory scale as e^{−α′ω2} . More generally, high-energy scattering at energies parametrically larger than the Planck scale is dominated by black hole production. As such, the exclusive 2 → 2 scattering amplitude at center of mass energy ω is expected to be exponentially small, M(ω, z) ∼ e^{−SBH (ω)/2}, where S_{BH} (ω) = 4πG_N ω^2 is the entropy of a black hole with mass ω. A simple model that captures some of the relevant physics for black hole production is the following. We suppose that around mass ω, there are ∼ e^{SBH (ω)} black hole microstates |BH_I ⟩, and that the exclusive amplitude connecting these to the initial state is ⟨BH_I |in⟩ ∼ e^{−SBH (ω)/2}e^{iϕinI} , for some phase ϕ^{in}_I . An analogous expression holds for ⟨BH_I |out⟩. This tells us that the probability for black hole production is e^{+S}BH∑

I=1 |⟨in|BH_I ⟩|^2 ∼ e^{−SBH (ω)} × e^{+SBH (ω)} ∼ 1, (22) as expected. The exclusive 2 → 2 amplitude is ∑ I ⟨out|BH_I ⟩⟨BH_I |in⟩ ∼ e^{−SBH (ω)} ∑ I e^{i(ϕinI −ϕoutI )}. (23)

The second factor is a sum over e^{+SBH} phases; we expect the usual √ N cancellation in the sum over N random phases, so this sum should have a modulus of order e^{SBH (ω)/2}. This heuristic argument gives us the expected result that |M(ω)|^2 ∼ e^{−SBH} . Note that the exponentially small result is a consequence of summing exponentially many phases: we don’t expect the actual 2 → 2 amplitude to be a smooth function of energies and angles, but rather to have chaotic fluctuations about this overall exponentially damped envelope.

Hence we expect the high-energy amplitude to fall off as M(ω) ∼ e^{−2πGN ω2} .^6 This means that no matter how large and positive the real part of β is made, the Mellin integral is well-defined due to this exponential softness in the UV. This leads to a striking qualitative difference between celestial amplitudes in quantum gravity versus UV-complete quantum field theories. In field theory, the celestial amplitude has poles on both the positive and negative real axis, associated with the IR and UV power-series expansions of the amplitude. But in quantum gravity, there are no poles or singularities of any kind in the Re(β) > 0 halfplane. On the other hand the poles at negative β, reflecting the expansion of the low-energy amplitude, are present for both field theory and gravity.

We can see the difference between power-law and exponentially soft high-energy behavior explicitly in a toy example, where we imagine M(ω) ∝ e^{−ω2/M 2} . This simple example is unphysical, running afoul of causality/unitarity positivity constraints, but it suffices to illustrate the difference in pole structure. The Mellin transform gives the Γ function, ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^βe^{−ω2/M 2} = 1 2 M^β Γ(β/2), (24)

which indeed only has poles on the negative real axis at β = −2n, for n ≥ 0, and is otherwise analytic everywhere in the right half-plane. The residues on these poles, Res [_1 2 M^β Γ(β/2) ] β=−2n = M −2ne^{inπ}/n!, are exactly the coefficients of the ω power-series expansion of M ∝ e^{−ω2/M 2} = ∑ ω^{2n}M^{−2n}e^{inπ}/n!, as expected from our general discussion above.

The absence of poles on the positive β axis is a flat space analog for celestial amplitudes of the absence of the “bulk point” singularity for AdS/CFT correlators [37]. The discussion of [37] was given in terms of position-space boundary correlators, but the analogy with what

6The numerical coefficient in the exponent could be smaller if for some reason for ω → ∞ a finite fraction of the incoming energy does not go into the black hole [46, 47], but the precise coefficient is not important for the following.

we have seen for celestial amplitudes is cleaner to see in the boundary momentum-space version of their discussion. Consider a boundary correlation function F (⃗k_i). It is easy to see that Witten diagrams for massless particles in AdS have a singularity when the sum of the “energies”, E_{tot} = ∑ i |⃗k_i|, is analytically continued, with some of the |⃗k_i| negative and some positive, allowing E_{tot} → 0. The vectors ⃗k_i now specify the kinematics of a scattering process, and the coefficient of the singularity as E_{tot} → 0 can be interpreted as the highenergy limit of the flat-space scattering amplitude [48, 49]. Schematically, the singularity arises from bulk integrals where all the interaction vertices go to infinity together, giving us dependence on E_{tot} as ∫_∞ dze^{−Etotz}A_{flat}(z⃗k_i) where A_{flat}(z⃗k_i) approaches the flat-space scattering amplitude with blue-shifted momenta z⃗k_i as z → ∞. Now if we just have field theory in the bulk, A_{flat}(z⃗k_i) falls off at most as a power at large z. Thus the integral over z must have a singularity at E_{tot} → 0, since for E_{tot} < 0 the exp(−E_{tot}z) factor dominates and the integral necessarily diverges. But, if the bulk theory has gravity as we have discussed, the high-energy scattering amplitude is dominated by black-hole production and falls off as exp(−cz^p) with p =^{(D−2)}_{(D−3)} > 1 in D > 2 spacetime dimensions. Hence the integral is completely analytic in E_{tot}, since exp(−E_{tot}z) is dominated by exp(−cz^p) and the integral is convergent for any E_{tot}, so there is no singularity as E_{tot} → 0. This is exactly the same mechanism that removes all poles for positive β in celestial amplitudes.

2.3 Logarithmic running and higher order poles in β

Let us now consider logarithms which arise in the quantum theory. As we have already discussed, the amplitudes have logarithmic IR divergences which require an IR cutoff Λ_{IR}. For the real-world scattering of photons and gravitons, these divergences naturally exponentiate, and can be universally stripped off. In the next section we will study these IR divergences and show they take a very simple form in Mellin space. In an effective theory with a Wilsonian cutoff Λ_{UV} , loops of photons and gravitons also result in logarithmic UV divergences which we study in this section. The low-energy expansion in powers of ω^{2n} is further modulated by powers of (G_N ω^2)log(ω^2/Λ^2_{UV} ). For instance, if we consider photon-photon scattering, at 1-loop from photon-graviton loops we find for the (1^−2^+3^−4^+) helicity amplitude

M^{−+−+} =

G^2_N ⟨13⟩^2[24]^2 240 [( −7 + 290 ( s u ) + 90 ( s u )_2 + 60 ( s u )_3) log ( s Λ^2_{UV} )

− ( 267 + 290 ( s u ) + 90 ( s u )_2 + 60 ( s u )_3) log ( t Λ^2_{UV} ) + UV finite ] , (25) where t = −zs and u = (z − 1)s. While the detailed coefficients in this expression are not important, the structure of this amplitude nicely illustrates some well-known but crucial aspects of effective field theory. The expression contains logarithms, log(s) and log(t). The coefficients of these logarithms are calculable from the IR physics and unaffected by the UV uncertainties associated with the precise nature of the cutoff Λ_{UV} . This is because the discontinuities across the logarithmic branch cuts are determined by unitarity through cutting the diagram, given in this case by products of tree amplitudes for photons and gravitons. The coefficient of log(Λ^2_{UV} ) is easily seen to simply be (137/120)G^2_N ⟨13⟩^2[24]^2. Note that all the dependence on the interesting ratios s/u = 1/(z − 1) drops out, as must physically be the case: this divergence is entirely equivalent to the amplitude we would get from a local F^4 contact term, which indeed has the trivial kinematical dependence ⟨13⟩^2[24]^2. We can think of this UV logarithm as giving a “running” of the F^4 operator, logarithmically induced by the gravitational coupling G_N .

More generally, in the theory of photons and gravitons, the general form for the lowenergy expansion of the scattering amplitude has a logarithmic modulation with powers of the effective gravitational coupling (G_N ω^2) and the large logarithms log(ω/Λ_{UV} ): M = ∑ r≤m;n a_{n,m,r}(z)ω^{2n} × (G_N ω^2)^mlog^r(ω/Λ_{UV} ), (26)

where m is the number of loops. We know that the leading term n = 1, m = r = 0 in this expansion is just controlled by the low-energy theory of photons plus gravity. As we have seen, the leading large logarithms, with r = m, are also captured by photon-graviton loops, with an intricate set of in principle-calculable predictions for the z-dependence of the coefficients. The coefficient of the n = 2, m = r = 0 term for photon-photon scattering (the contact F^4 term) does depend on the UV theory. Note that while the simple contact F^4 term already gives the trivial dependence on ω, z, the finite part of the 1-loop amplitude gives a calculable but more intricate dependence on z. Also a contact F^4 term, dressed by photon/graviton loops, will induce subleading logarithmic corrections. This expansion contains a wealth of physical information, some of which is calculable in the low-energy theory, but much of which carries information about the UV completion.

This familiar organization of how we think about scattering amplitudes in terms of “the analytic part” reflecting contact interactions and the “non-analytic parts with logarithms” is even more sharply reflected in Mellin space. If we look again at the possible divergences in the celestial amplitude coming from the ω → 0 region of integration, we have only to note that ∫_{ω∗} 0 dω ω ω^alog^bω ∼ ∂^b ∂a^b ∫_{ω∗} 0 dω ω ω^a ∼ 1 a^{1+b} . (27)

Thus, the presence of the logarithms in the low-energy theory is reflected by higher-order poles at β = −2n. Indeed, we have that A(β → −2N, z) → N∑ n=1 N−n∑ r=0 1 (β + 2N)^{r+1} a_{n,m=N−n,r}(z). (28) Note that we only have a simple pole at β = −2, up to a double pole at β = −4 and poles up to Nth order at β = −2N. The full structure of the low-energy expansion of the scattering amplitude, including both the analytic and non-analytic dependence on energy, is beautifully captured by this specific (multiple)-pole structure in Mellin space.

2.4 Positivity constraints

This connection allows us to make a start at formulating some of the known consistency conditions on amplitudes, following from unitarity and causality, in Mellin space. For momentum-space amplitudes, causality implies the existence of dispersive representations for amplitudes at fixed t; this gives a partial wave expansion at fixed s, and unitarity imposes that the coefficients of the Legendre polynomials in this expansion should be positive. Now, let us consider the expansion of the low-energy amplitude, for simplicity here ignoring the massless loops/running in the low-energy effective theory, so we have only M(s, t) = ∑ a_{p,q}s^pt^q. It has long been known that causality and unitarity imply that the coefficients a_{p≥2,q=0}^7 should all be positive (see [28] and references therein). More recently [29], it has been realized that this entire table of coefficients a_{p,q} must satisfy a vast number of hidden positivity conditions associated with a “positive geometry” known as the EFT-hedron. Constraints sharpen some standard intuitions into precise bounds on the coefficients of “garden-variety” higher-dimension operators contributing to ab → ab scattering amplitudes. For instance we shouldn’t expect operators of the same mass dimension to have vastly different coefficients. One might think this is merely a consequence of some type of “naturalness”, and that by suitable fine-tuning in the high-energy theory, we can engineer any relative sizes we like between these operators. However the EFT-hedron shows that this is not the case and not

7Or in the previous notation a_{n≥2}(z = 0) ≥ 0.

everything goes, forcing the a_{p,q} to satisfy linear inequalities for fixed mass dimension p + q. We also expect operators to be suppressed by a similar scale, i.e. not to have dimension 6 operators suppressed by the TeV scale while dimension 8 operators suppressed by the Planck scale. The EFT-hedron sharpens this expectation as well, imposing non-linear inequalities between different a_{p,q}. For instance for fixed q, we form the “Hankel Matrix” A_{ij} = a_{i+j,q}; the claim is that all the minors of the matrix A must be positive. Now we can trivially translate between the a_{p,q} and the a_{n,m=0,r=0}(z) of our low-energy expansion: a_{n,m=0,r=0}(z) = ∑ p,q;p+q=n a_{p,q}(t/s)^q. (29) So all positivity constraints on the a_{p,q}, directly translate into positivity constraints on the residues of A(β, z) on its simple poles at β = −2n. Note that already the most trivial constraint that the residues be positive in the forward limit rules out the simplest guess for a celestial amplitude with poles only for negative β = −2n: Γ(β/2) has this property and was discussed in a toy example as following from the transform of exp(−ω^2), but its residues (−1)^n/n! at β = −2n are alternating in sign. String amplitudes do scale as e^{−α′ω2} at fixed angle, but deviate from this in the Regge limit, scaling as s (s^2) for open (closed) strings for large s and fixed t, consistent with causality constraints. This is part of the magic of string theory, which manages to give exponentially soft amplitudes for fixed angle scattering, while miraculously satisfying the many positivity constraints associated with causality and unitarity.

Clearly the positivity constraints on the EFT-hedron translate into powerful and hardto-satisfy constraints on the analytic structure of the full quantum celestial amplitude A(β, z). It would be interesting to translate all the non-linear positivity constraints on the EFT-hedron into constraints on the pole and asymptotic behavior of the meromorphic function A(β, z). We leave a more complete characterization of these constraints and their solutions to future work.

2.5 Large β behavior

It is also interesting to consider the behavior of the celestial amplitude at large β. The behaviors as Re(β) → ±∞ are associated with different physics, and we consider them in turn.

Let’s begin with β → +∞, and assume that the high-energy growth of scattering is eventually dominated by black-hole production. For large ω, we expect the modulus |M(ω)| ∼ e^{−SBH (ω)/2}, and the amplitude M(ω) itself to be modulated by a randomly oscillating phase, so that M ∼ e^{−SBH (ω)/2}e^{iϕ(ω)}. Then the Mellin integral is convergent for all Re(β) > 0 and dominated by large ω as β → +∞. The leading behavior for |A(β)|^2 is |A(β → ∞)|^2 ∼ ∫_∞ dω ω ω^βe^{−2πGN ω2} ∫_∞ dω^′ ω^′ ω^{′β}e^{−2πGN ω′2} e^{i(ϕ(ω)−ϕ(ω′ ))}. (30) The phase ϕ(ω) is expected to oscillate wildly and the oscillations wash out the integral, localizing it to a one-dimensional integral. Thus at large β, we have |A(β → ∞)|^2 ∼ ∫_∞ dω ω^2 ω^{2β}e^{−4πGN ω2} ∼ G^{−β}_N Γ(β). (31) Thus the modulus of the celestial amplitude grows factorially with β. It is interesting that while the 2 → 2 amplitude is exponentially small at high energies, the corresponding celestial amplitude is instead (slightly more than) exponentially large at large positive β!

Let’s now switch to discussing the behavior as β → −∞. Note that unlike the exercise we just performed above, we can’t trivially analyze the limit starting with the Mellin integral, since the integral doesn’t converge there and must be defined by analytic continuation. Nonetheless, as we will see, the large β behavior is very simple to characterize. To get a quick idea of the physics involved, let’s return to our simple first example of an amplitude obtained by integrating out a massive scalar χ with a cubic coupling to ϕ, generalized to several χ_i’s with different masses M_i. The celestial amplitude is then A(β) = ∑ i λ_i M^β_i iπ e^{−iπβ} − 1 . (32)

Now, let’s go to large β → −∞. Clearly, it is the lightest of all the states, with mass M_{lightest} ≡ M_∗, that will dominate the celestial amplitude in this limit, and we have the behavior A(β → −∞) ∼ M^β_∗ × 1 e^{−iπβ} − 1 . (33) Let us now try to understand this result more directly, avoiding explicit computation. The factor 1/(e^{−iπβ} − 1) must be there in any celestial amplitude, as it accounts for the infinite tower of poles for β = −2n. The factor M^β_∗ is also easy to understand. Let’s consider the low-energy expansion of the stripped amplitude as ∑ n a_nω^{2n}. We know that this expansion has a finite radius of convergence, and breaks down when ω^2 → M^2_∗ . Furthermore, we know that when ω^2 is very close to M^2_∗ , it is well approximated by the pole 1/(ω^2 − M^2_∗ ) = −1/M^2_∗ ∑ n(ω^2/M^2_∗ )^n. Thus, while we can’t say anything universal about the coefficient a_n when n is small, we learn that at large n, we must have that a_n ∼^1_{M 2n∗} .

Now recall that the a_n are also the residues of the celestial amplitude at β = −2n. At large negative β, the residue of the celestial amplitude at β = −2n must then scale as M^{−2n}_∗ = M^β_∗ , and thus M^β_∗ /(e^{−iπβ} − 1) has the correct poles and residues for large β and correctly captures the asymptotic behavior of A(β).

This logic holds more generally. Suppose instead of a tree-level UV completion, we integrated out massive particles at loop level. It will be slightly more convenient to work with s = ω^2. The amplitude M(s) can have branch points either for positive s (corresponding to the threshold for s-channel particle production) or negative s (u-channel production) but for simplicity let’s only consider s-channel production; as will become obvious in a moment in general whichever branch point is closest to the origin will dominate. Suppose the s-channel threshold starts at s = M^2_∗ . Now, as usual we can express the coefficients a_n as a contour integral around the origin a_n ∼ ∮_{ds} s^{n+1} M(s), and then deform the contour around the branch

cuts in the s plane (in this field-theoretic example for large n there is no contribution from the contour at infinity). Then a_n is expressed as a_n ∼ ∫_∞ s=M^2_∗ ds s^{n+1} × Disc(M)(s). (34)

Since the factor 1/s^{n+1} is rapidly dying for large n, this integral becomes dominated near threshold. The near-threshold discontinuity across the cut, or what is the same, the nearthreshold total cross-section, will be well-approximated as Disc(M) ∼ (s − M^2_∗ )^q for some power q depending on the precise coupling to the massive particles. Inserting this into the integral lets us conclude that for large n, a_n → M^{−2n}_∗ n^{−(1+q)}. This has a simple analytic dependence on n, and so we conclude that asymptotically for large and negative β,

A(β) → M^β_∗ β^{−(1+q)} × 1 e^{−iπβ} − 1 (35)

has all the correct poles and residues at large β. Thus the leading behavior is again given by M^β_∗ , with the subleading correction β^{−(1+q)} reflecting the power-law growth of the production cross-section of new states near threshold.

We expect similar behavior at large negative β in string theory. First, we describe how to apply the previous analysis of the large negative β behavior of tree-level amplitudes to treelevel string amplitudes. Famously, the fixed-angle amplitude M(s, z) cannot be expressed as an infinite sum over s poles with bounded residues; the pole expansion can be done only by keeping one of s, t, u fixed. Nonetheless, the amplitude M(s) for fixed z = −t/s of course does have an infinite number of poles in s. The closest pole to the origin is at s = M^2_s where M_s is the mass of the lightest string state, and the dependence of the amplitude on s approaches^{r(z)}_{s−M 2s} . Thus if we look at the low-energy expansion of M(s, z) = ∑ n a_n(z)s^n, we must again find that a_n → r(z)M^{−2n}_s in order to correctly capture the breakdown of this expansion at s = M^2_s . So the leading large β behavior of the corresponding celestial amplitude A(β, z) will again scale as M^β_s ×^1_{e−iπβ −1} .

We can easily confirm this asymptotic behavior for the coefficients a_n explicitly from the string amplitude. To do so, we use an argument based on dispersion relations similar to the one before. Just for simplicity we will consider open-string scattering, and consider the scattering of massless colored scalars so as to ignore the irrelevant details of spin. The scattering amplitude is M = s^2 × Γ(−s)Γ(−t) Γ(1 − s − t) . (36)

Working at fixed real z = −t/s with 0 < z < 1 in the physical region, we have M(s, z) = s^2Γ(−s)Γ(sz)/Γ(1 − s(1 − z)). Note that the residues of M(s, z) as s → m decrease exponentially at large m, while the residues of the poles at t → m =⇒ s → −m/z grow exponentially at large m, which is why we can’t express M(s, z) as a sum over its poles. Here m are non-negative integers, m = 1, 2, 3 · · · . However it is still easy to obtain the coefficients in low-energy expansion M(s, z) = ∑ a_n(z)s^n, just as above. We again express the coefficients a_n as the usual contour integral a_n(z) =^1_{2πi} ∮_{ds} s^{n+1} M(s, z). Now we deform this

contour to one that runs parallel to the imaginary axis, to the left of the origin and the right of the first pole at negative s, then running counterclockwise at infinity for large positive real part of s. Note that M(s, z) decreases as we go to infinity along the vertical line in both directions, and vanishes on the circle at infinity. So, when further suppressed by the factor of 1/s^{n+1}, this contour integral vanishes at large n. We are left with the sum over poles at s = m (m = 1, 2, · · · ), where the residues decrease with n as ∼ m^{−n}, and so at large n, we are dominated by the residue at s = 1.

We can also confirm the asymptotic large β behavior by direct inspection of the Mellin transform of the string amplitude. To do this it is useful to use the Euler integral for the Beta function. However, this integral is only well-defined when s, t are both negative, so we must analytically continue to get to the physical region. For the purposes of discussing the large β behavior of the Mellin transform this detail is not important; we will therefore directly Mellin transform with respect to negative s. A related analytic continuation was performed in [8]. We now set t/s = z with z > 0, and study Â(β, z) = 1 2 e^{iπ β}2 1 + z ∫_∞ 0 ds s s^{β2 +1}

∫_1 0 dy y(1 − y) y^s(1 − y)^{zs}, (37)

where the “hat” is to remind us that this is the Mellin transform with respect to negative s. Writing y^s(1 − y)^{zs} = exp(−s[log 1/y + z log 1/(1 − y)]), we can perform the integral first over s and arrive at Â(β, z) = 1 2 e^{iπ β}2 1 + z Γ ( β 2 + 1 ) ∫_1 0 dy y(1 − y) ( log ( 1 y ) + z log ( 1 1 − y ))_{−(} β_{2 +1)}

≡ 1 2 e^{iπ β}2 1 + z Γ ( β 2 + 1 ) × I. (38)

Note that the integral I converges for β > 0, but requires an analytic continuation for the large negative β we are interested in. However it is easy to analytically continue the integral I. The integral diverges from the behavior near y → 0 (giving us the s-channel poles of the amplitude) and y → 1 (giving the t-channel poles). Let y_∗ denote the intermediate point on the interval (0, 1) where log(1/y_∗) = z log(1/(1 − y_∗)). We can then divide the integral I = I_< + I_> into the regions between (0, y_∗) and (y_∗, 1), and appropriately Taylor expand as:

I_< = ∫_{y∗} 0 dy y ( log 1 y )_{−(} β_{2 +1)} × (1 + y + y^2 + · · · ) × [ 1 + z(y +^{y2}_2 + · · · )

log^1_y

]_{−(} β_{2 +1)} (39) and I_> =

∫_1 y_∗ dy 1 − y ( z log 1 1 − y )_{−(} β_{2 +1)} × (1 + (1 − y) + (1 − y)^2 + · · · )

× [ 1 + (1 − y) +^{(1−y)2}_2 + · · · z log^1_{1−y}

]_{−(} β_{2 +1)} . (40)

Note that only the leading term in the expansion of I_<, I^0_< = ∫_{y∗} 0 dy y (log^1_y )^{−( β}2^{+1)} is divergent for β ≤ 0. Similarly only the leading term in the expansion of I_>, I^0_> =

∫_1 y_∗ dy 1−y (z log^1_{1−y} )^{−( β}2^{+1)} is divergent for β ≤ 0. We can integrate to find

I^0_> + I^0_< =

2 + 2z z ( log^1_{y∗} )_{−β/2} β (41)

which can be analytically continued past the pole at β = 0 to all β. Note that this grows exponentially for large negative β but, as we will now see, is subleading to the remaining part of I.

The remaining terms in the expansion in y given above are already analytic in β. At large negative β, the dominant contribution is

I → I_< − I^0_< → ∫_{y∗} 0 dy ( log 1 y )_− β_{2 −1} → Γ ( − β 2 ) (42)

leading to

Â(β) = 1 2 e^{iπ β}2 1 + z Γ ( β 2 + 1 ) × I → 1 2 e^{iπ β2} Γ ( β 2 + 1 ) × Γ ( − β 2 ) = iπ e^{−iπβ} − 1 . (43)

Thus we recover the expected poles in β, with no other β dependence, precisely reflecting the expected behavior that for M(ω) = ∑ n a_nω^{2n}, we have a_n → 1 as n → ∞. Note that in our analysis we were working with units with M_s → 1. Restoring this would give us the expected overall M^β_s dependence. In (42), we found that only I_< contributes to the leading behavior of I. The leading large negative behavior of I_> is associated with the t-channel poles, to which a similar argument applies. Here

I_> − I^0_> →

∫_1 y_∗ dy ( z log 1 1 − y_∗ )_− β_{2 −1} → z^{− β2} Γ ( − β 2 ) , (44)

so we find an extra suppression by a power of z^{− β}2 when z < 1. This just reflects the fact that the large β asymptotics is controlled by the proximity of poles to the origin; working at fixed z = t/s, the poles as t → m are at s = m/z and thus the first t-channel pole is farther away from the origin by this factor z^{−1}.

2.6 What determines A(β, z)?

We have understood some of the basic analytic properties of A(β, z). The (multiple) poles and residues on these poles have a nice interpretation associated with the low-energy effective field theory expansion, which must satisfy positivity properties due to causality and unitarity. The behavior at large positive β scales as A(β → +∞) ∼ Γ(β/2) and reflects black hole dominance of the high-energy S-matrix, while the leading behavior A(β → −∞) ∼ M^β_∗ /(e^{−iπβ} −1) is controlled by the lightest threshold for new physics. It is likely that there is more information contained not just in the leading behavior as β → −∞, but in the structure of all the subleading corrections to this leading behavior as well. After all even at tree-level, the leading behavior as β → −∞ is controlled only by the lightest of the states in the UV, and presumably the presence of all the states is reflected as some expansion in exponentials of the form M^β_i .

Can we determine A(z, β) just by specifying the residues on all its poles, together with its asymptotic behavior? Strictly as a mathematical fact, the answer is clearly “no”. For any A(z, β) having the correct poles and asymptotics, we can always add e.g. A(z, β) → A(z, β) + cμ^β. This doesn’t affect any of the poles and so long as μ > M_∗, this correction is subdominant to the leading behavior for A(z, β) as β → ±∞. However, it is interesting to note that literally this trivial shift cannot possibly correspond to sensible physics. If we transform back to momentum space, it corresponds to M → M+2cδ(s−μ^2). This is brutally non-analytic in s, and so violates the most basic tests of causality.

Thus the fundamental challenge confronting any ab-initio theory for the S-matrix – understanding how even a rough notion of locality and causality for the scattering process is encoded in an observable measured at infinity – must also be dealt with for celestial amplitudes. There must be additional constraints on A(β, z) that encode causality, amongst other things guaranteeing decent analytic structure back in momentum space. We hope that the simple observations in this section on the analytic structure in the β plane will serve as a jumping off point for further explorations of this fascinating question.

3 The infrared

Our discussion so far has skirted around the ubiquitous IR divergences arising in QED, non-abelian gauge theory and gravity which require the introduction of an IR cutoff Λ_{IR}. As Λ_{IR} → 0, the amplitude for any finite number of particles goes to zero, reflecting the dominant emission of infinitely many soft quanta. For momentum-space amplitudes, there is a well-known exponentation of soft divergences, and it is possible to “strip-off” these soft

IR divergences.

In this section, we will see that this exponentiation of IR divergences has a beautiful celestial avatar for QED and gravity.^8 In the first subsection we address these in detail in (massless scalar) QED, and demonstrate the simple hard/soft factorization in a conformal basis. The second subsection treats the gravitational case. The third subsection considers IR finite Fadeev-Kulish (FK) dressed amplitudes in both QED and gravity, along with their more physical generalizations which do not require incoming dressings, introduced in [43]. The conformal primary condition is shown to single out a unique dressing from the infinite family of FK dressings. Moreover it can be compactly represented by an insertion of the Goldstone boson for the spontaneous breaking of large gauge or supertranslation symmetry. A simple and universal formula is presented for IR safe celestial amplitudes.

3.1 Scalar QED

In this subsection we consider massless scalar QED, as a model for studying the IR divergences associated to photons in real-world QED with electrons. We accordingly ignore IR divergences from the massless scalar loops. We expect similar conclusions pertain to the physical but technically more involved case of massive fermions, whose conformal primary wavefunctions have been constructed only recently [39, 40]. We hope to report elsewhere on the massive case.

The most general quantum theory of massless QED is described in momentum space by a Wilsonian effective action with a cutoff at a scale Λ_{UV} which we take to be lower than any other scale in the theory. The effective interactions of photons and scalars with

8It is amusing to remark, again, on a qualitative difference between momentum-space amplitudes and celestial amplitudes. For undressed momentum-space amplitudes, some type of “stripping” of IR divergences is necesssary, since the amplitudes simply vanish as Λ_{IR} → 0. But this is not the case for the celestial amplitude! Consider the case of gravitational four-point scattering discussed in section 3.2; thanks to the exponentiation we know that A(β) = ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^β exp[−|γ|c(z)G_N ω^2]A_0(ω). But this expression does not simply vanish as the Λ_{IR} → 0, γ → −∞. We can see this in the toy example of the Gamma function, where we consider ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^β exp(−|γ|ω^2) = |γ|^{−β/2}Γ(β/2). This vanishes as γ → −∞ for β > 0, but diverges for negative β. Furthermore, if we look at the poles on the negative β axis of celestial amplitudes, they are deformed by powers of |γ|c(z)G_N , with a fixed z dependence. Thus there is IR cutoff independent content even in the “unstripped” celestial amplitude, unlike for momentum-space amplitudes.

momenta p_i below the cutoff Λ_{UV} and charges eQ_i^9 are characterized by a double expansion in ω/Λ_{UV} and ln(ω/Λ_{UV} ). Physical amplitudes are then corrected by loops of photons with momenta below Λ_{UV} , and do not depend on Λ_{UV} .^{10} Here we encounter IR divergences from exchanges of soft photons between charged external lines and must introduce an IR regulator Λ_{IR} on the internal loop momenta. These divergences are known to exponentiate [38] and the momentum-space scattering amplitude takes the form

A = e^B A_0, (45)

where A_0(p_i) does not involve Λ_{IR} or Λ_{UV} . The exponential prefactor is^{11} e^B = e^{−α ∑i<j QiQj ln | 12 pi·pj |}, (48) where α = e^2 4π^2 ln Λ_{IR} (49) is the cusp anomalous dimension times the logarithm of the IR cutoff. Taking the Mellin transform we find

A(Δ_i, z_i, z̄_i) = ∏ j ∫_∞ 0 dω_j ω^{Δj −1}_j e^{−α ∑k<l QkQl ln | 12 pk·pl|}A_0 = ( ∏ m<n (z_{mn}z̄_{mn})^{−αQmQn} ) ∏ j ∫_∞ 0 dω_j ω^{Δj −1}_j ( ∏ k<l (ω_kω_l)^{−αQkQl} ) A_0.

(50)

Here we have used p_i · p_j = −2η_iη_j ω_iω_jz_{ij}z̄_{ij} , with η_i = ±1 for outgoing (incoming) energy ω_i particles which cross the celestial sphere at z_i, and z_{ij} = z_i − z_j .

9Here Q_i are integers obeying ∑ k Q_k = 0.

10They do of course depend on physical high-energy mass scales in the theory.

11Here we will not address collinear divergences arising from massless charges but drop their contribution to B in a Lorentz-invariant manner. Including contributions from collinear divergences, B is of the form B = − 1 2 α ∑ i,j Q_iQ_j ln[p_i · p_j /μ^2] = − 1 2 α ∑ i,j Q_iQ_j ln(−2η_iη_j ω_iω_j z_{ij}z̄_{ij} /μ^2), (46)

where μ is an arbitrary mass scale. Invoking total charge conservation ∑ k Q_k = 0, the above can be put in the form B = − 1 2 α ∑ i,j Q_iQ_j ln(ω_iω_j z_{ij}z̄_{ij} ) = − 1 2 α ∑ i,j Q_iQ_j ln | | | | 1 2 p_i · p_j | | | | , (47)

which upon dropping the collinear-divergent terms (i.e. when i = j), is precisely the expression in (48). While the ω_i’s in the logarithm could also have been removed by this argument, we choose to keep them so that the result upon discarding the collinear-divergent terms is Lorentz invariant. We will see that the ω_i’s give rise to a shift in conformal dimensions which is required by SL(2, C ) covariance.

Next we use ∑ i Q_i = 0 to write ∏ i<j (ω_iω_j)^{−αQiQj} = ∏ i ω^{αQ2i}_i . (51)

This enables us to rewrite (50) in the conformally soft factorized form

A = A_{soft}A_{hard}, (52)

where the hard^{12} and soft factors are

A_{soft} ≡ ∏ i<j (z_{ij}z̄_{ij} )^{−αQiQj} , (53)

A_{hard} ≡ ∏ i ∫_∞ 0 dω_i ω^{Δ′i−1}_i A_0, Δ^′_i ≡ Δ_i + αQ^2_i . (54)

In terms of the renormalized conformal dimensions Δ^′_i, the ‘hard’ amplitude A_{hard} is exactly what it would have been had we simply omitted the IR-divergent factor e^B in (45). So the effect of including the soft photon loops is simply a shift renormalization of the Δ_i by the cusp anomalous dimension αQ^2_i and a multiplication of the amplitude by the IR-divergent factors A_{soft}.

We see that celestial amplitudes conformally factorize and IR-safe information about the physical observables is encoded in A_{hard}. IR-divergent factors directly cancel out in certain ratios of amplitudes such as those that give the electromagnetic memory effect. Moreover in subsection 3.3.3 we will see that A_{hard} are in fact nothing but the conformal-primary-dressed celestial Faddeev-Kulish amplitudes.

This conformally soft amplitude A_{soft} can be written as a 2D correlator by introducing a 2D free boson Φ ∼ Φ + 2π with a two point function proportional to the cusp anomalous dimension ⟨Φ(z, z̄)Φ(w, w̄)⟩ = α ln(z − w) + α ln(z̄ − w̄). (55) One finds for an n-point amplitude A_{soft} = ⟨e^{iQ1Φ(z1,z̄1)} · · · e^{iQnΦ(zn,z̄n)}⟩. (56) 12Note that the hard factor involves a Mellin transform of external states whose energies are taken all the way to zero, and are not cut off at Λ_{IR} even though internal loop momenta are. For such an object there are no loop corrections to the subleading soft graviton theorem [50] which implies 2D conformal invariance.

The free boson Φ was introduced already in [51]. It is the Goldstone boson for spontaneously broken large gauge symmetry and will be further discussed below.

(52) expresses conformally soft factorization of celestial amplitudes. It is well known that, with a carefully defined separation of scales, momentum space amplitudes in QED factorize into a product of hard and soft parts. Simple factorization does not automatically apply in an arbitrary basis – sums of momentum eigenstates do not in general factorize. It is not a priori obvious that any such factorization need occur for conformal basis celestial amplitudes. Indeed (52) is not the usual hard-soft energy factorization - energy is not even an argument of the S-matrix! Rather it is a conformally hard-soft factorization, whose implications for the construction of an IR-safe S-matrix will be discussed in section 3.3.

3.2 Gravity

In this section we consider 2 → 2 scattering of gravitons in a general quantum theory of gravity with assumed soft high-energy behavior. As for QED, we describe this by a Wilsonian effective action with a cutoff at a scale Λ_{UV} which is lower than any other scale in the theory. The effective action is characterized by a double expansion in ω/Λ_{UV} and ln(ω/Λ_{UV} ). Amplitudes are then corrected by loops of gravitons with momenta below Λ_{UV} . Here we encounter IR divergences from exchanges of soft gravitons between external lines and must introduce an IR regulator Λ_{IR} on the internal loop momenta. These divergences are known to exponentiate and, as in the QED case (45), the scattering takes the form [38]

A = e^B A_0, (57)

where A_0 does not involve Λ_{IR} or Λ_{UV} . However instead of (48) the exponent is [52] B = −γ ∑ i,j (p_i · p_j ) ln(p_i · p_j)

= 2γ ∑ i,j η_iη_j ω_iω_j|z_{ij} |^2 ln |z_{ij} |^2,

(58)

with γ = G π ln Λ_{IR}. (59) To get the second line in (58) we used momentum conservation ∑ i p_i = 0 and

p_i · p_j = −2η_iη_j ω_iω_j |z_{ij}|^2. (60)

The celestial amplitude is the Mellin transform of (57) A = ∏ k ∫_∞ 0 dω_kω^{Δk−1}_k exp [ 2γ ∑ i,j η_iη_jω_iω_j|z_{ij} |^2 log |z_{ij} |^2 ] A_0. (61)

Denoting by G(p_k) the graviton operator with momentum p_k, we may define the translation operator P_k which acts as P_kG(p_k) = η_kω_kG(p_k). (62) Acting on conformal primaries this becomes

P_kG_{Δk} (z_k, z̄_k) = η_kG_{Δk+1}(z_k, z̄_k), (63)

while on a celestial amplitude

P_kA(Δ_1, z_1, z̄_1; ...Δ_n, z_n, z̄_n) = η_kA(Δ_1, z_1, z̄_1; ...Δ_k + 1, z_k, z̄_k; ...Δ_n, z_n, z̄_n). (64)

Using this operator we may pull the exponential out of the integrand in (61) and write

A = A_{soft}A_{hard}. (65)

Here the hard amplitude is exactly the un-soft-dressed expression

A_{hard} = ∏ i ∫_∞ 0 dω_i ω^{Δi−1}_i A_0, (66)

and is an IR safe quantity. The conformally soft amplitude A_{soft} is an operator

A_{soft} = exp [ 2γ ∑ i,j P_iP_j |z_{ij}|^2 log |z_{ij}|^2 ] , (67)

which shifts the conformal weights of the scattering states in the hard amplitude. A_{soft} contains all the IR divergences.

The fact that the soft amplitude is an operator, rather than just a number, is familiar even in momentum space. Only for the leading soft photon factor in momentum space is the soft factor simply a number. The subleading soft photon factor involves the angular momentum, whose representation in a momentum basis is an operator which differentiates the amplitude with respect to the momentum. Here we see that the leading soft graviton factor is a number in a momentum basis, but not in a conformal basis where it shifts the boost weight.

As in the gauge theory case, A_{soft} can be represented as a correlator of Goldstone bosons. The Goldstone boson for supertranslations is the metric component at the boundary of I conventionally denoted C(z, z̄). Its celestial two point function was computed in [53] and shown to be determined from the gravitational cusp anomalous dimension as ⟨C(z, z̄)C(w, w̄)⟩ = −4γ|z − w|^2 ln |z − w|^2. (68) While charged operators in QED have the dressings e^{iQkΦ(zk ,z̄k)}, energetic operators in gravity in a momentum basis are dressed by e^{iηk ωkC(zk,z̄k)}. In a conformal basis this becomes e^{iPkC(zk,z̄k)}, and we have A_{soft} = ⟨e^{iP1C(z1,z̄1)} · · · e^{iPnC(zn,z̄n)}⟩, (69) in analogy to the gauge theory case (56). Note however that in the gravity case IR safe quantities are obtained simply by stripping off A_{soft}, without a simultaneous renormalization of the conformal dimensions.

3.3 IR-safe dressed amplitudes

In this section, we explain how to obtain infrared finite^{13} celestial amplitudes by dressing charged states in a conformal basis with photon or graviton clouds of the Goldstone modes constructed in [55]. The dressings studied herein are a special conformally invariant choice of Faddeev-Kulish (FK) dressing [41,42] and render amplitudes infrared finite by the usual FK analysis, with one important difference: the soft IR-divergence-cancelling clouds are centered at the same point on the celestial sphere as the associated hard particle, but the cloud can be either ingoing or outgoing independently of whether the hard particle is ingoing or outgoing. This important generalization does not spoil the cancellation of IR divergences [43, 54] and is required for the inclusion of physically relevant incoming configurations with hard but no soft particles.

We begin by identifying a conformally invariant representative of the family of Faddeev- Kulish dressings in momentum space. Then, we show that the Δ = 1 Goldstone mode from [55] is the only definite-conformal-weight mode of the photon that appears with this choice of dressing. Finally, we explain, for hard massless particles, how the dressing transforms when the hard charges are put in a conformal basis.

13Up to suppressed collinear and loop divergences associated with massless charged particles, ignored throughout this paper.

3.3.1 Faddeev-Kulish dressings

Exclusive scattering amplitudes of charged particles with finite numbers of external photons vanish because they violate the conservation laws following from large gauge symmetries [43,54]. At the level of Feynman diagrams, this is implemented by IR divergences which set the amplitudes to zero. Faddeev and Kulish and others [41, 42] constructed a set of dressed states with non-vanishing, IR-safe scattering amplitudes. The FK states are comprised of charged particles dressed by soft photon clouds which restore the conservation laws by setting all large gauge charges (except the global one^{14}) to zero. Large gauge charge is not carried by any finite number of photons so these states necessarily contain a divergent number of photons near ω = 0. Shortcomings of the FK states, which have hindered their general usage, are that they both do not span the Hilbert space of physical states and are overcomplete on the subspace they do span. These shortcomings are discussed and remedied below. The large family of IR-safe FK dressings of the (massless or massive) single particle state |p_k, Q_k⟩ of charge eQ_k and momentum p_{kμ} are written W_k[f]|p_k, Q_k⟩, (70) where

W_k[f] = exp [ −eQ_k ∫ d^3⃗q (2π)^3 f(⃗q) 2q^0 ( p_k · ε^{∗α} p_k · q a_α(⃗q) − p_k · ε^α p_k · q a^†_α(⃗q) )] (71)

and f(⃗q) is any function which obeys

f(0) = 1. (72)

We use here the standard plane-wave mode decomposition for the field operator Â

Â_μ(x) = e ∫ d^3⃗q (2π)^3 1 2q^0 [ ε^{∗α}_μ a_α(⃗q)e^{iq·x} + ε^α_μa^†_α(⃗q)e^{−iq·x} ] , (73)

with conventions given in the appendix. Parameterizing both q and the polarization vectors ε^± by (ω, z, z̄) as in (106) and (110), the dressing may be written

W_k[f] = exp [ − eQ_k √ 2(2π)^3 ∫_∞ 0 dω ∫ d^2zf(ω, z, z̄) ( ∂_{z̄} ln(p_k · q̂) ( a_+(ω, z, z̄) − a^†_−(ω, z, z̄) )

+∂_z ln(p_k · q̂) ( a_−(ω, z, z̄) − a^†_+(ω, z, z̄) ))] . (74)

14For brevity we restrict the following discussion to the incoming states with zero net global charge. A very similar treatment applies to the more general case.

3.3.2 Goldstone dressing

Consider the special choice of dressing f(⃗q) = 1, (75) for which the ω integral in (74) reduces to Δ = 1 Mellin transforms of a_± and a^†_±. In this subsection we show that W_k[1] then becomes an exponential of the Goldstone mode Φ discussed earlier. FK did not consider f(⃗q) = 1 because finiteness of energy requires f → 0 for |⃗q| → ∞. Such a constraint is not relevant in a conformal basis.

We first review the conformal Goldstone wavefunction and its canonical pairing with the soft mode [55]. The conserved Klein-Gordon norm for spin-1 massless fields (A, A^′) = −i ∫ Σ dΣ^μ [ A^ν F^{′∗}_{μν} − A^{′∗ν} F_{μν} ] (76)

is often easily evaluated when the Cauchy slice Σ is taken to be I^+ or I^−. This norm pairs ingoing or outgoing positive-helicity conformal primary wavefunctions of weight (h, h̄) = (1 +^{iλ}_2 ,^{iλ}_2 ) for λ real but nonzero with themselves.^{15} Several special things happen at λ = 0 [55].^{16} The weight (1, 0) wavefunction obtained in the limit λ → 0, is denoted A^G_μ (x; w, w̄) and referred to as the Goldstone wave function. It is real, has vanishing norm, and is pure gauge. Moreover the same mode is obtained from the limit of either ingoing or outgoing modes. Since there is only one mode, at first the canonical partner seems to be missing. However explicit analysis of the Maxwell equation for (h, h̄) = (1, 0) reveals the appearance of a second ‘conformally soft’ solution, denoted A^{CS}_μ (w, w̄) which is the canonical partner of A^G_μ (z, z̄): (A^{CS}(z, z̄), A^G(w, w̄)) = 2πi e^2 δ^{(2)}(z − w). (77) A^{CS} can be constructed as a limiting difference of modes near λ = 0 and is not pure gauge. It describes a certain radiative shock wave moving along the light cone of the origin [55]. The explicit wavefunctions are^{17}

A^G_μ (x; w, w̄) = 1 e^2 ∂_μ [ − x · ∂_{w̄}q̂(w, w̄) x · q̂(w, w̄) ] , (78)

15A similar discussion applies to the negative-helicity weight (h, h̄) = (^{iλ}_2 , 1 +^{iλ}_2 ) which will be suppressed here for brevity.

16We omit in the following discussion yet another pair of currents associated to large magnetic gauge symmetry [51, 56] which complexify J_z and S_z.

17These conformally soft wavefunctions defined here are solutions to Maxwell’s equations and differ from the ones in [55] by a logarithmic term which doesn’t affect our analysis and is dropped here.

A^{CS}_μ (x; w, w̄) = − e^2 4π Θ(x^2)A^G_μ (x; w, w̄). (79)

The mode of the field operator Â

J_z = ( Â, A^G(z, z̄) ) (80)

is the conformally soft photon current.^{18} Its Ward identities are the conformally soft photon theorem. J_z generates, but is invariant under, large gauge transformations. A second current, which shifts under large gauge transformations and is referred to as the Goldstone current, is defined by

S_z = ( Â, A^{CS}(z, z̄) ) . (81)

Defining the plane wave solutions A^{±,P}_{μ;w} (x; ω, w, w̄) = ε^+_μ (w, w̄)e^{±iωq̂(w,w̄)·x}, (82) A^{±,P}_{μ;w̄} (x; ω, w, w̄) = ε^−_μ (w, w̄)e^{±iωq̂(w,w̄)·x}, (83) one has ( A^{±,P}_{w̄} , A^{CS}(z, z̄) ) = ∓ 1 √ 2ω (2π)δ^{(2)}(z − w), ( A^{±,P}_w , A^{CS}(z, z̄) ) = ± 1 √ 2ω(z − w)^2 . (84)

Using these relations the Goldstone current is expressed in plane wave creation and annihilation operators as

S_z = − e √ 2(2π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 dω [ a_+(ω, z, z̄) − a^†_−(ω, z, z̄) − ∫ d^2w 2π 1 (z − w)^2 ( a_−(ω, w, w̄) − a^†_+(ω, w, w̄) ) ] . (85)

It is straightforward to show that ∂_z S_{z̄} = ∂_{z̄} S_z and S^†_{z̄} = −S_z. It follows that the hermitian Goldstone boson Φ defined by S_z = i∂_z Φ (86)

18Note that because the pairing (77) is off-diagonal, J_z is multiplied by the wavefunction A^{CS} in the expansion of the field operator Â.

has the explicit expression Φ(z, z̄) = ie √ 2(2π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 dω ∫ d^2w 2π [ 1 z̄ − w̄ ( a_+(ω, w, w̄) − a^†_−(ω, w, w̄) )

+ 1 z − w ( a_−(ω, w, w̄) − a^†_+(ω, w, w̄) ) ] . (87)

Then, for the special conformal choice f(⃗q) = 1, after integration-by-parts (74) becomes

W_k[1] = exp [ eQ_k √ 2(2π)^3 ∫ d^2z ln [p_k · q̂(z, z̄)] × ∫_∞ 0 dω [ ∂_{z̄} ( a_+(ω, z, z̄) − a^†_−(ω, z, z̄) ) + ∂_z ( a_−(ω, z, z̄) − a^†_+(ω, z, z̄) )]]

= exp [ −iQ_k ∫ d^2z 2π ln [p_k · q̂(z, z̄)] ∂_z∂_{z̄} Φ ]

= exp [ −iQ_k ∫ d^2z G_2(p_k; z, z̄)Φ(z, z̄) ] , (88)

where G_2 is the bulk-to-boundary propagator on the hyperbola H_3 given in [51]. (88) is the Hermitian conjugate of the Goldstone boson dressing of momentum-space massive charged particles discussed in [51]. Hence we have shown that conformal FK dressings are Goldstone boson insertions.

In the ultrarelativistic (or massless) limit, p_k approaches a boundary point (z_k, z̄_k), G_2 → δ^{(2)}(z − z_k) and W_k → e^{−iQkΦ(zk ,z̄k)}. (89) This is the hermitian conjugate of the operator appearing in (56). The conformal weight of this primary operator is IR divergent and governed by the cusp anomalous dimension as follows from (55) and discussed in [51]. One finds (h_k, h̄_k) = (−^{αQ2k}_2 , −^{αQ2k}_2 ).

We close this subsection with several comments. This exact choice of dressing (75) was already used as an example in the discussion of IR divergences in [43]. Since it is conformal primary, it does not have finite energy and would not have been considered by Faddeev and Kulish. However the conformal primary condition neatly eliminates the unwanted ambiguity in the choice of the dressing function f(⃗q) which inevitably appears if a finite energy condition is imposed.

Finally we note that W_k[1] can alternately be expressed as a Wilson line of the form

W = exp [ −i ∫ d^4x Â_μj^μ ] , (90)

where the source is a charged particle of momentum p_k coming from the origin j^μ(x) = −Q_k ∫_∞ 0 dτ e^{−ϵτ} p^μ_k δ^{(4)}(x^ν − p^ν_kτ), (91)

where ϵ → 0 is a regulator. Inserting the mode expansion (73) and doing the integrals, (90) becomes

W_k = exp [ −eQ_k ∫ d^3⃗q (2π)^3 1 2q^0 ( p_k · ε^{∗α} p_k · q a_α(⃗q) − p_k · ε^α p_k · q a^†_α(⃗q) )] , (92)

which agrees with (71) for f(⃗q) = 1. The relation between Wilson lines and FK dressings was discussed in reference [57].

3.3.3 IR-finite celestial amplitudes

In the previous subsection, we showed that a specific unique choice of FK dressing for a charged particle in a momentum eigenstate could be identified with dressing by the Goldstone mode Φ for large gauge transformations.

To complete the story, we now adapt these dressings for charged particles in a conformal rather than momentum basis, and show that the complete dressed state is a conformal primary. We consider here only the simpler case of massless charges, hoping to return elsewhere to the more physical massive case. p_k is then null and the dressing localizes to a point (z_k, z̄_k) on the celestial sphere as in (89). The transformation from momentum space to a conformal basis involves only the energy ω_k of the particle, and does not touch the dressing. Hence the dressing trivially still factorizes in a conformal basis. Infraredfinite celestial amplitudes between massless charged particles are obtained by dressing the representative operators O_{Δk} (z_k, z̄_k) with (89). However we must address the question of normal ordering. The OPE (i.e. collinear singularity) of the original operator O and its dressing is, according to (55) and (56) [51] (dropping the k subscript) : e^{−iQΦ(z,z̄)} :: O_Δ(w, w̄) :∼ |z − w|^{2αQ2} : e^{−iQΦ(w,w̄)}O_Δ(w, w̄) : . (93) We therefore define the dressed operator Ô by Ô_{Δ+αQ2} (w, w̄) = lim_{z→w} |z − w|^{−2αQ2} : e^{−iQΦ(z,z̄)} :: O_Δ(w, w̄) : . (94)

Ô has no OPEs with the Goldstone boson Φ or J_z. This factorization of correlation functions into a current algebra and “parafermionic” piece is familiar in 2D CFT. IR finite celestial amplitudes are then simply

A_{dressed} = ⟨Ô_{Δ1} (z_1, z̄_1) · · · Ô_{Δn} (z_n, z̄_n)⟩. (95)

The dressed amplitudes differ from the undressed ones by extra terms arising from the Goldstone boson current algebra. Because the exponents in (56) and (89) differ by a sign, these exactly cancel the factor of A_{soft}. Hence we conclude

A_{dressed} = A_{hard}. (96)

3.3.4 Completeness

The original basis of states discussed by Faddeev and Kulish is overcomplete because states with different dressings f(⃗q) are not orthogonal. One cannot make the dressed state a momentum eigenstate and there is no canonical choice of f(⃗q). This makes it hard for example to study unitarity. We have seen that in a conformal basis, in contrast, there is a canonical choice of dressed state which is a conformal primary. Restricting to such states eliminates the awkward overcompleteness of the FK states.

A second problem with FK states is that they are incomplete. All the large gauge charges, except for the one global charge, vanish for every FK state. This is more or less the defining property of the FK state. In the classical limit, this means that the leading (^1_{r2} ) radial component of the electric field is constant at infinity (i.e. I^+_− ). This condition is violated for a generic configuration of incoming charges: for example an incoming colliding e^+e^− pair with no incoming photons. Of course, given any incoming set of charges, one can add a radiative electromagnetic field with arbitrarily small energy fine-tuned to make the leading field constant at infinity. But this is a highly nonlocal, fine-tuned procedure and does not correspond to any realistic physical situation such as in e^+e^− collisions. Certainly a complete basis should include states corresponding to incoming charged particles with no incoming radiation. These cannot be FK states.

Another way to say it is that the restriction to FK states does not properly cluster: two very widely separated non-FK states, each with non-constant leading radial electric field at large distances, can combine to make an FK state.

A more complete and physically realistic set of IR-safe scattering amplitudes which are not fine-tuned or nonlocal were constructed in [43, 54]. When an undressed charged particle scatters off of its incoming trajectory, it produces a beam of photons which emerge at the point on the sphere at I^+ antipodal to the one from which the particle emerged in the far past. Large gauge charge conservation - i.e. the soft photon theorem - requires the outgoing beam to have the same soft poles that would appear in an FK dressing of the incoming particle. In other words, if the FK dressing is not added by hand to the incoming charge, it automatically appears as a photon beam in the outgoing state. Scattering amplitudes that are consistent with this requirement are IR finite and those that are not vanish [43,54]. There is no need to impose the unphysical requirement that all charged particles are dressed or equivalently that all large gauge charges vanish.

IR finiteness can be achieved by putting the required cloud of FK photons in either the in or the out state. In celestial amplitudes, we find the f = 1 dressing is an exponential of the Goldstone mode which can be equivalently described as either a limit of an ingoing or an outgoing cloud in the absence of other soft insertions. Hence, for a conformal primary cloud, the scattering amplitudes are the same whether it is taken to be incoming or outgoing: both are given by A_{hard}.

Our discussion so far omits an important generalization: we are also interested in scattering for which some of the external particles are soft such as insertions of J_z. In that case the soft part of the amplitude involves more than (56) and there are corrections to (96) which we have not worked out. J_z insertions are needed for example to describe the memory effect and distinguish between in and outgoing clouds of Goldstone modes. (In the undressed formulae, with an explicit IR cutoff, these are given by an IR-safe ratio of amplitudes with and without insertions of J_z [25].) We leave this generalization and a complete prescription for an IR-finite and unitary S-matrix to future work.

3.3.5 Gravity

In this subsection we sketch the straightforward (if more complicated) extension of these results to gravity. More details of identities used in the following appear in [53] where the soft S-matrix for gravity was rewritten in celestial form.

FK dressed states in gravity take the general form

|⃗p_k⟩_{dressed} = e^{Rk[f]}|⃗p_k⟩, (97)

where

R_k[f] = − κ 2 ∫ d^3⃗q (2π)^3 f(⃗q) 2q^0 p^μ_k p^ν_k p_k · q ( ε^{∗α}_{μν} a_α(⃗q) − ε^α_{μν} a^†_α(⃗q) )

= κη_kω_k 2(2π)^3 ∫ dωd^2zf(ω, z, z̄) × ((z − z_k) z̄ − z̄_k (a_+(ω, z, z̄) − a^†_−(ω, z, z̄)) + (z̄ − z̄_k) z − z_k (a_−(ω, z, z̄) − a^†_+(ω, z, z̄)) ) . (98)

Here κ = √ 32πG, f(0) = 1 and the mode decomposition of the field operator is

ĥ_{μν} (x) = κ 2 ∫ d^3⃗q (2π)^3 1 2q^0 [ ε^{∗α}_{μν} (⃗q)a_α(⃗q)e^{iq·x} + ε^α_{μν} (⃗q)a^†_α(⃗q)e^{−iq·x} ] . (99)

Expressions for the polarization tensors ε^±_{μν} are given in the appendix (111). The pure gauge weight (−^1_2 ,^3_2 ) Goldstone wavefunctions are [55]

h^G_{μν} = lim_{Δ→1} h^Δ_{μν} = ∂_μξ_ν + ∂_ν ξ_μ, ξ_μ ≡ 1 κ^2

∂^2_{z̄} [q̂_μ log(−q̂ · x)]. (100)

The (−^1_2 ,^3_2 ) conformally soft modes are

h^{CS}_{μν} (x; w, w̄) = κ^2 8π h^G_{μν} (x; w, w̄)Θ(x^2), (101)

and describe radiative shock waves along the light cone of the origin x^2 = 0. One finds these are canonically paired

(h^{CS}(w, w̄), h^G(w^′, w̄^′)) = − 8πi κ^2 δ^{(2)}(w − w^′) (102)

with respect to the conserved inner product ( , ) for h_{μν} given in [55]. In analogy with the gauge theory case the supertranslation current is constructed from ( ĥ, hG(z, z̄) ) , while the Goldstone mode C is defined by

i∂^2_wC(w, w̄) = (ĥ, h^{CS}) = κ 2(2π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 dω ( a^†_−(ω, w, w̄) − a_+(ω, w, w̄) + ∫ d^2z π z̄ − w̄ (z − w)^3 ( a^†_+(ω, z, z̄) − a_−(ω, z, z̄) ) ) . (103)

After some algebra we find that, acting on a particle state of momentum p_k, e^{Rk[1]} = e^{−iηk ωkC(zk,z̄k)}. (104) This shows that the special case of FK dressing f = 1 is, as for QED, equivalent to the exponentiated Goldstone boson, but with the prefactor of the charge Q_k traded for the energy ω_k. After transforming to the conformal basis, the dressing becomes an insertion of the operator e^{−iPkC(zk,z̄k)} appearing in A_{soft} in equation (69). One then finds, as for the QED case, the amplitudes A_{dressed} = A_{hard} (105) again define IR-safe scattering amplitudes.

Acknowledgements

We benefited from conversations with Alex Atanasov, Alfredo Guevara, Mina Himwich, Dan Kapec and Walker Melton. This work was supported by DOE grant de-sc/0007870 and by Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation and John Templeton Foundation grants via the Black Hole Initiative. NAH is supported by the DOE under grant de-sc/0009988. MP acknowledges the support of a Junior Fellowship at the Harvard Society of Fellows. Research at Perimeter Institute is supported in part by the Government of Canada through the Department of Innovation, Science and Industry Canada and by the Province of Ontario through the Ministry of Colleges and Universities.

A Conventions

Null four-momenta are parametrized as

p^μ_i = η_iω_iq̂^μ(z_i, z̄_i), (106)

where ω_i is positive and real, η_i = ±1 for outgoing/incoming particles and q̂^μ(z, z̄) = ( 1 + zz̄, z + z̄, −i(z − z̄), 1 − zz̄ ) . (107)

This parametrization can be derived from the spinor helicity variables (1) presented in the introduction by taking p^μ = σ^{μα̇α}p_{αα̇}, σ^{μα̇α} = σ^1 ( 1, σ^i ) σ^1. (108)

Momenta parametrized as in (106) obey

p_i · p_j = −2η_iη_j ω_iω_jz_{ij}z̄_{ij} . (109)

Polarization vectors for positive and negative helicity photons are given by

ε^μ_+ = 1 √ 2 ∂_zq̂^μ(z, z̄), ε^μ_− = 1 √ 2 ∂_{z̄}q̂^μ(z, z̄), (110)

and polarization tensors for positive and negative helicity gravitons are constructed from polarization vector for photons in the following way

ε^{μν}_± = ε^μ_±ε^ν_±. (111)

Here we employ the following mode expansion for the photon field operator

Â_μ(x) = e ∫ d^3⃗q (2π)^3 1 2q^0 [ ε^{∗α}_μ a_α(⃗q)e^{iq·x} + ε^α_μa^†_α(⃗q)e^{−iq·x} ] (112)

and graviton field operator

ĥ_{μν} (x) = κ 2 ∫ d^3⃗q (2π)^3 1 2q^0 [ ε^{∗α}_{μν} a_α(⃗q)e^{iq·x} + ε^α_{μν} a^†_α(⃗q)e^{−iq·x} ] . (113)

The creation and annihilation modes for both obey [ a_α(⃗q), a^†_β(⃗k) ] = δ_{αβ} (2π)^3(2q^0)δ^{(3)}(⃗q − ⃗k). (114)

Focussing on 2 → 2 scattering processes, we take

η_1 = η_2 = −η_3 = −η_4 = −1, (115)

and obtain the following expressions for the Mandelstam invariants

s = −(p_1 + p_2)^2 = 4ω_1ω_2z_{12}z̄_{12}, t = −(p_1 + p_3)^2 = −4ω_1ω_3z_{13}z̄_{13}, u = −s − t = −(p_2 + p_3)^2 = −4ω_2ω_3z_{23}z̄_{23}.

(116)

A 2 → 2 scattering amplitude of massless particles in momentum space can always be put in the general form

A(p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4) = H(z_i, z̄_i)M(s, t)δ^{(4)}

(^4∑ i=1 p_i ) . (117)

Here, H is a kinematical factor

H(z_i, z̄_i) = ∏ i<j ( η_iη_j ⟨ij⟩ [ij] ) 1_{2 (} 1_{3 s−si−sj )}

= ∏ i<j ( z_{ij}z̄^{−1}_{ij} ) 1_{2 (} 1_{3 s−si−sj )} , s = 4∑ i=1 s_i, (118)

which accounts for the non-trivial action of the Lorentz group on states of helicity s_i massless particles. The dynamical content of the amplitude is captured by M(s, t). For example, a massless scalar amplitude has H = 1, while for −− → ++ graviton scattering

H(z_i, z̄_i) =

⟨12⟩^2[34]^2 [12]^2⟨34⟩^2 = z^2_{12}z̄^2_{34} z̄^2_{12}z^2_{34}

. (119)

We can similarly disentangle kinematic and dynamic contributions to a generic 4-point celestial amplitude (suppressing helicity labels)

A(Δ_i, z_i, z̄_i) =

(^4∏ i=1 ∫_∞ 0 dω_i ω_i ω^{Δi}_i ) A(p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4) (120)

by making a change of variables from ω_i to (ω, σ_2, σ_3, σ_4) where

s = ω^2, σ_i = ω_i/ω. (121)

The measure transforms as 4∏ i=1 ∫_∞ 0 dω_i ω_i = 2 ∫_∞ 0 dω ω 4∏ i=2 ∫_∞ 0 dσ_i σ_i , (122)

and the momentum-conserving delta function included in A can be put in the form

δ^{(4)}

(_4∑ i=1 p_i ) = δ(z − z̄) 4ω^4 √ z(1 − z) z_{23}z̄_{23}z_{24}z̄_{24}z_{34}z̄_{34} δ ( σ_2 − 1 2 √ z(1 − z)z_{34}z̄_{34} z_{23}z̄_{23}z_{24}z̄_{24} )

× δ ( σ_3 − 1 2 √ 1 − z z z_{24}z̄_{24} z_{34}z̄_{34}z_{23}z̄_{23} ) δ ( σ_4 − 1 2 √ z 1 − z z_{23}z̄_{23} z_{24}z̄_{24}z_{34}z̄_{34} ) , (123)

where the cross ratio z defined in (6) lies in the range 0 < z < 1 for this channel.

On the support of the delta function, in these new variables, the Mandelstam invariants simplify to

s = ω^2, t = −zω^2, u = −(1 − z)ω^2. (124)

Finally, performing the σ_i integrals, the celestial 4-point amplitude can be written in the form A(Δ_i, z_i, z̄_i) = XA(β, z), (125) where X is the kinematic factor X = ( ∏ i<j z^{h3 −hi−hj} ij z̄ h̄ 3 −h̄_i−h̄_j ij ) δ(z − z̄)2^{−β−2} |z(1 − z)|^{16 (β+4)} . (126)

In the above, h_i (h̄_i) are the standard left and right conformal weights

h_i = 1 2 (Δ_i + s_i), h̄_i = 1 2 (Δ_i − s_i), (127)

and their sums are denoted by h and h̄, respectively. A(β, z) is explicitly related to the matrix element M by A(β, z) = ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^βM(ω^2, −zω^2), (128)

and therefore represents the dynamical content of four-point celestial amplitudes.

Writing the −− → ++ momentum space four-graviton scattering amplitude in Einstein gravity at tree-level in the form

A(p_i) = −

⟨12⟩^2[34]^2 [12]^2⟨34⟩^2 Gs^3 t(t + s) δ^{(4)}

(^4∑ k=1 p_k ) , (129)

we readily obtain its celestial representation

A(Δ_i, z_i, z̄_i) = X ∫_∞ 0 dω ω ω^β Gω^2 z(1 − z) . (130)

References

[1] J. de Boer and S. N. Solodukhin, “A Holographic reduction of Minkowski space-time,” Nucl. Phys. B 665, 545-593 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0303006 [hep-th]].

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

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

[4] A. Atansov, W. Melton, A. Raclariu and A. Strominger, in progress.

[5] S. Pasterski, S. H. Shao and A. Strominger, “Gluon Amplitudes as 2d Conformal Correlators,” Phys. Rev. D 96, no.8, 085006 (2017) [arXiv:1706.03917 [hep-th]].

[6] H. T. Lam and S. H. Shao, “Conformal Basis, Optical Theorem, and the Bulk Point Singularity,” Phys. Rev. D 98, no.2, 025020 (2018) [arXiv:1711.06138 [hep-th]].

[7] A. Schreiber, A. Volovich and M. Zlotnikov, “Tree-level gluon amplitudes on the celestial sphere,” Phys. Lett. B 781, 349-357 (2018) [arXiv:1711.08435 [hep-th]].

[8] S. Stieberger and T. R. Taylor, “Strings on Celestial Sphere,” Nucl. Phys. B 935, 388-411 (2018) [arXiv:1806.05688 [hep-th]].

[9] S. Stieberger and T. R. Taylor, “Symmetries of Celestial Amplitudes,” Phys. Lett. B 793, 141-143 (2019) [arXiv:1812.01080 [hep-th]].

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

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

[12] A. Puhm, “Conformally Soft Theorem in Gravity,” JHEP 09, 130 (2020) [arXiv:1905.09799 [hep-th]].

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

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

[15] A. Guevara, “Notes on Conformal Soft Theorems and Recursion Relations in Gravity,” [arXiv:1906.07810 [hep-th]].

[16] M. Pate, A. M. Raclariu, A. Strominger and E. Y. Yuan, “Celestial Operator Products of Gluons and Gravitons,” Roman Jackiw 20, August 2020, 217-244, [arXiv:1910.07424 [hep-th]].

[17] Y. T. A. Law and M. Zlotnikov, “Poincaré constraints on celestial amplitudes,” JHEP 03, 085 (2020) [erratum: JHEP 04, 202 (2020)] [arXiv:1910.04356 [hep-th]].

[18] L. Donnay, S. Pasterski and A. Puhm, “Asymptotic Symmetries and Celestial CFT,” JHEP 09, 176 (2020) [arXiv:2005.08990 [hep-th]].

[19] S. Albayrak, C. Chowdhury and S. Kharel, “On loop celestial amplitudes for gauge theory and gravity,” [arXiv:2007.09338 [hep-th]].

[20] E. Casali and A. Puhm, “A Double Copy for Celestial Amplitudes,” [arXiv:2007.15027 [hep-th]].

[21] E. Casali and A. Sharma, “Celestial double copy from the worldsheet,” [arXiv:2011.10052 [hep-th]].

[22] T. He, V. Lysov, P. Mitra and A. Strominger, “BMS supertranslations and Weinberg’s soft graviton theorem,” JHEP 05, 151 (2015) [arXiv:1401.7026 [hep-th]].

[23] D. Kapec, V. Lysov, S. Pasterski and A. Strominger, “Semiclassical Virasoro symmetry of the quantum gravity S-matrix,” JHEP 08, 058 (2014) [arXiv:1406.3312 [hep-th]].

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

[25] A. Strominger and A. Zhiboedov, “Gravitational Memory, BMS Supertranslations and Soft Theorems,” JHEP 01, 086 (2016) [arXiv:1411.5745 [hep-th]].

[26] T. He, P. Mitra and A. Strominger, “2D Kac-Moody Symmetry of 4D Yang-Mills Theory,” JHEP 10, 137 (2016) [arXiv:1503.02663 [hep-th]].

[27] S. Pasterski, “Asymptotic Symmetries and Electromagnetic Memory,” JHEP 09, 154 (2017) [arXiv:1505.00716 [hep-th]].

[28] A. Adams, N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dubovsky, A. Nicolis and R. Rattazzi, “Causality, analyticity and an IR obstruction to UV completion,” JHEP 10, 014 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0602178 [hep-th]].

[29] N. Arkani-Hamed, T. C. Huang and Y. t. Huang, to appear.

[30] C. de Rham, S. Melville, A. J. Tolley and S. Y. Zhou, “Positivity bounds for scalar field theories,” Phys. Rev. D 96, no.8, 081702 (2017) [arXiv:1702.06134 [hep-th]].

[31] M. F. Paulos, J. Penedones, J. Toledo, B. C. van Rees and P. Vieira, “The Smatrix bootstrap. Part III: higher dimensional amplitudes,” JHEP 12, 040 (2019) [arXiv:1708.06765 [hep-th]]., [32] A. L. Guerrieri, J. Penedones and P. Vieira, “Bootstrapping QCD Using Pion Scattering Amplitudes,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, no.24, 241604 (2019) [arXiv:1810.12849 [hep-th]].

[33] M. Correia, A. Sever and A. Zhiboedov, “An Analytical Toolkit for the S-matrix Bootstrap,” [arXiv:2006.08221 [hep-th]].

[34] A. J. Tolley, Z. Y. Wang and S. Y. Zhou, “New positivity bounds from full crossing symmetry,” [arXiv:2011.02400 [hep-th]].

[35] A. Guerrieri, J. Penedones and P. Vieira, “S-matrix Bootstrap for Effective Field Theories: Massless Pions,” [arXiv:2011.02802 [hep-th]].

[36] S. Caron-Huot and V. Van Duong, “Extremal Effective Field Theories,” [arXiv:2011.02957 [hep-th]].

[37] J. Maldacena, D. Simmons-Duffin and A. Zhiboedov, “Looking for a bulk point,” JHEP 01, 013 (2017) [arXiv:1509.03612 [hep-th]].

[38] S. Weinberg, “Infrared photons and gravitons,” Phys. Rev. 140, B516-B524 (1965). [39] L. Iacobacci and W. Mück, “Conformal Primary Basis for Dirac Spinors,” [arXiv:2009.02938 [hep-th]].

[40] S. A. Narayanan, “Massive Celestial Fermions,” [arXiv:2009.03883 [hep-th]]. [41] V. Chung, “Infrared Divergence in Quantum Electrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. 140, B1110-B1122 (1965).

[42] P. P. Kulish and L. D. Faddeev, “Asymptotic conditions and infrared divergences in quantum electrodynamics,” Theor. Math. Phys. 4, 745 (1970).

[43] D. Kapec, M. Perry, A. M. Raclariu and A. Strominger, “Infrared Divergences in QED, Revisited,” Phys. Rev. D 96, no.8, 085002 (2017) [arXiv:1705.04311 [hep-th]].

[44] S. Banerjee, S. Ghosh and P. Paul, “MHV Graviton Scattering Amplitudes and Current Algebra on the Celestial Sphere,” [arXiv:2008.04330 [hep-th]].

[45] H. A. González, A. Puhm and F. Rojas, “Loops on the Celestial Sphere,” [arXiv:2009.07290 [hep-th]].

[46] S. B. Giddings and R. A. Porto, “The Gravitational S-matrix,” Phys. Rev. D 81, 025002 (2010) [arXiv:0908.0004 [hep-th]].

[47] W. E. East and F. Pretorius, “Ultrarelativistic black hole formation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, no.10, 101101 (2013) [arXiv:1210.0443 [gr-qc]].

[48] J. M. Maldacena and G. L. Pimentel, “On graviton non-Gaussianities during inflation,” JHEP 09, 045 (2011) [arXiv:1104.2846 [hep-th]].

[49] S. Raju, “New Recursion Relations and a Flat Space Limit for AdS/CFT Correlators,” Phys. Rev. D 85, 126009 (2012) [arXiv:1201.6449 [hep-th]].

[50] F. Cachazo and E. Y. Yuan, “Are Soft Theorems Renormalized?,” [arXiv:1405.3413 [hep-th]].

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

[52] S. G. Naculich and H. J. Schnitzer, “Eikonal methods applied to gravitational scattering amplitudes,” JHEP 05, 087 (2011) [arXiv:1101.1524 [hep-th]].

[53] E. Himwich, S. A. Narayanan, M. Pate, N. Paul and A. Strominger, “The Soft S-Matrix in Gravity,” JHEP 09, 129 (2020) [arXiv:2005.13433 [hep-th]].

[54] S. Choi and R. Akhoury, “BMS Supertranslation Symmetry Implies Faddeev-Kulish Amplitudes,” JHEP 02, 171 (2018) [arXiv:1712.04551 [hep-th]].

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

[56] A. Strominger, “Magnetic Corrections to the Soft Photon Theorem,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no.3, 031602 (2016) [arXiv:1509.00543 [hep-th]].

[57] S. Choi and R. Akhoury, “Soft Photon Hair on Schwarzschild Horizon from a Wilson Line Perspective,” JHEP 12, 074 (2018) [arXiv:1809.03467 [hep-th]].

[58] J. M. Henn and B. Mistlberger, “Four-graviton scattering to three loops in N = 8 supergravity,” JHEP 1905, 023 (2019) [arXiv:1902.07221 [hep-th]].