arXiv:2401.11223v1 [hep-th] 20 Jan 2024

Holographic dictionary from bulk reduction

Wen-Bin Liu^∗ and Jiang Long^† School of Physics, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Luoyu Road 1037, Wuhan, Hubei 430074, China

We propose a holographic dictionary which comes from reducing the bulk theories in an asymptotically flat spacetime to its null infinity. A general boundary theory is characterized by a fundamental field, an infinite tower of descendant fields, constraints among the fundamental field and its descendants as well as a symplectic form. For the Carrollian diffeomorphisms, we can construct the corresponding Hamiltonians which are also the fluxes from the bulk, and whose quantum operators realize this algebra with a divergent central charge. This central charge reflects the propagating degrees of freedom and can be regularized. For the spinning theory, we need a helicity flux operator to close the algebra which relates to the duality transformation.

Introduction.—Holography, one of the main properties of gravity, has been checked for various examples in the context of AdS/CFT. However, most of the physical processes occur in an asymptotically flat spacetime. Flat holography [1–11], which is to study the correspondence between the gravity in asymptotically flat spacetime and field theory at its boundary, has received a lot of attention in recent years.

In this letter, we study the boundary theories from the bulk reduction and find the intrinsic properties of physically meaningful boundary theories. We provide a bulk-to-boundary dictionary which is summarized in table I and has been checked by virtue of unifying the results from the real scalar, Maxwell, and (linearized) gravity theories [12–14]. All the results will be extended to the higher spin theory [15], and we will show how the correspondences in this table are realized in a concise way which may also be true for general dimensions [16]. Bulk Boundary AFS Carrollian manifold Leading radiative modes Fundamental fields 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} (𝑢, Ω) Other modes Descendant fields EOMs Constraints C(𝐹, 𝐹^{(𝑘)} ) = 0 Symplectic form 𝛀^H (𝛿f; 𝛿f) Symplectic form 𝛀(𝛿𝐹; 𝛿𝐹) Leaky fluxes Hamiltonians # of Propagating DOFs Proportion of central charges

TABLE I: Bulk-to-boundary dictionary.

Notations. We introduce a four-dimensional null vector 𝑛^𝜇 = (1, 𝑛^𝑖) with 𝑛^𝑖 the unit normal vector on the sphere, and then define 𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈} = 𝑌^𝐴_𝜇 𝑛_𝜈 − 𝑌^𝐴_𝜈 𝑛_𝜇 with 𝑌^𝐴_𝜇 = −∇^𝐴𝑛_𝜇 = −∇^𝐴𝑛̄_𝜇. The components of 𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈} give six conformal Killing vectors (CKVs) 𝑌^𝐴_{0𝑖} , 𝑌^𝐴_{𝑖 𝑗} on the sphere that satisfy ∇_𝐴𝑌_𝐵 + ∇_𝐵𝑌_𝐴 = 𝛾_{𝐴𝐵}∇_𝐶𝑌^𝐶 . Similarly, we can define a complementary null vector 𝑛̄^𝜇 = (−1, 𝑛^𝑖) and then 𝑌̄^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈} = 𝑌^𝐴_𝜇 𝑛̄_𝜈 − 𝑌^𝐴_𝜈 𝑛̄_𝜇. We use the parameters 𝑓 , 𝑔 and 𝑌^𝐴 to label supertranslations, superduality transformations, and superrotations, respectively. At last, the following abbreviation will be used a lot ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω =

∫_∞ −∞ 𝑑𝑢 ∫ 𝑆^2

sin 𝜃𝑑𝜃𝑑𝜙. (1)

∗ liuwenbin0036@hust.edu.cn † longjiang@hust.edu.cn

Boundary ingredients.—In this section, we discuss several ingredients at the boundary,including the manifold,symmetry, fields and constraints.

Manifold. The bulk manifold is assumed to be asymptotically flat and a typical example is the Minkowski spacetime. In retarded coordinates 𝑥^𝜇 = (𝑢, 𝑟, 𝜃, 𝜙), we may choose a timelike hypersurface H_𝑟 with constant 𝑟. By taking the limit 𝑟 → ∞ while keeping 𝑢 finite, the hypersurface H_𝑟 approaches future null infinity I^+ with topology R×𝑆^2. This is a Carrollian manifold [17–19] whose metric could be obtained by taking a Weyl scaling for the induced metric of the hypersurface H_𝑟 in the above limit. The metric of I^+ is degenerate

𝑑𝑠^2_{I+} = γ = 𝑑𝜃^2 + sin^2 𝜃𝑑𝜙^2 (2)

which characterizes the unit sphere 𝑆^2. There should be a complementary null vector χ = 𝜕_𝑢 that lies in the kernel of the metric γ and generates the retarded time direction. Therefore, an asymptotically flat spacetime takes a Carrollian manifold as its boundary.

Symmetry. Carrollian diffeomorphism [20–22], which preserves the null structure of I^+, is generated by the vector ξ such that the direction of the null vector χ is invariant under Lie derivative along ξ [12]

L_ξχ = 𝜇χ. (3)

The general solution of (3) is

ξ = ξ_{𝑓 ,𝑌} = 𝑓 (𝑢, Ω)𝜕_𝑢 + 𝑌^𝐴(Ω)𝜕_𝐴 (4)

where 𝑓 is any smooth function on I^+ and 𝑌^𝐴 is any smooth vector on 𝑆^2. All the Carrollian diffeomorphisms consist of a group denoted by Diff(𝑆^2) ⋉ 𝐶^∞ (I^+), i.e., the semi-product of the diffeomorphisms on the sphere and the transformations generated by 𝑓 𝜕_𝑢 with 𝑓 ∈ 𝐶^∞ (I^+).

BMS group. The original Bondi-Metzner-Sachs (BMS) group [23–25] is a subgroup of the Carrollian diffeomorphism which is generated by ξ_{𝑓 ,𝑌} with parameters satisfying

𝑓 (𝑢, Ω) = 𝑓 (Ω) + 1 2 𝑢∇_𝐴𝑌^𝐴, Θ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌) = 0 (5)

where the symmetric traceless tensor Θ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌) is defined as

Θ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌) = ∇_𝐴𝑌_𝐵 + ∇_𝐵𝑌_𝐴 − 𝛾_{𝐴𝐵}∇_𝐶𝑌^𝐶 . (6)

The vanishing of the tensor Θ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌) indicates that 𝑌^𝐴 is a CKV. There are various extensions of the BMS group [26–33]. We will adopt the terminology defined in [14] that a general supertranslation (GST) is generated by ξ_𝑓 = 𝑓 (𝑢, Ω)𝜕_𝑢, and a special superrotation (SSR) has generator ξ_𝑌 = 𝑌^𝐴(Ω)𝜕_𝐴. The GST and SSR, consisting of the Carrollian diffeomorphisms, preserve the null structure of I^+, so they are our main focus. We have also called the cases of 𝑌^𝐴 = 𝑌^𝐴(𝑢, Ω) a general superrotation and of 𝑓 = 𝑓 (Ω) a special supertranslation.

Boundary fields. For a bulk system whose fields are collected as f(𝑡, x), a variation of the Lagrangian L[f] leads to 𝛿L[f] = 𝛿L[f] 𝛿f 𝛿f − 𝑑𝚯(𝛿f; f) (7)

where the first term represents the equation of motion (EOM) and the second term gives the presymplectic potential. To solve the EOM, we may expand the bulk field near I^+

f(𝑡, x) =

𝐹(𝑢, Ω) 𝑟 + ∞� 𝑘=2 𝐹^{(𝑘)} (𝑢, Ω)

𝑟^𝑘 (8) in the Cartesian coordinates. We have omitted the tensor indices and superscript for the leading order field. The coefficients {𝐹(𝑢, Ω), 𝐹^{(𝑘)} (𝑢, Ω)} are boundary fields and the EOM becomes the following constraint equations

C(𝐹, 𝐹^{(𝑘)} ) = 0 (9)

among the boundary fields. The boundary fields are classified into the fundamental fields and descendant fields. The fundamental fields at I^+ represent the leading radiative modes, namely

f_{𝐴1 ··· 𝐴𝑠} = 𝑟^{𝑠−1}𝐹_{𝐴1 ··· 𝐴𝑠} + O(𝑟^{𝑠−2}) (10)

in retarded frame. The order of other components is at least O(𝑟^{𝑠−2}). We will write the fundamental fields as 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} for brevity [34], where 𝐴(𝑠) = 𝐴_1 · · · 𝐴_𝑠 represents a set of symmetric indices. Note that for the spin-2 theory,the field can also be interpreted as the metric perturbation 𝛿𝑔_{𝜇𝜈} = 𝑔_{𝜇𝜈} − 𝜂_{𝜇𝜈}.

Constraints and descendants. The descendant fields, determined by the fundamental fields up to initial data, are not independent radiative modes. For example, we consider the scalar theory with a potential 𝑉 (Φ) =

�_{𝑛≥4} 𝜆_𝑛Φ^𝑛/𝑛. From the bulk EOM 𝜕^2Φ−𝑉^′ (Φ) = 0, one can derive the constraints at order O(𝑟^{−𝑘−1}) with 𝑘 ≥ 2

�Σ^{(𝑘)} = − 𝑘 − 2 2 Σ^{(𝑘−1)} − 1 2(𝑘 − 1)

∇_𝐴∇^𝐴Σ^{(𝑘−1)} (11) + 1 2(𝑘 − 1) 𝑘+2� 𝑛≥4 𝜆_𝑛

𝑘_1+···+𝑘_{𝑛−1}=𝑘+1 � 𝑘_1,··· ,𝑘_{𝑛−1} ≥1

Σ^{(𝑘1 )} · · · Σ^{(𝑘𝑛−1 )} .

Descendant fields Σ^{(𝑘)} with 𝑘 ≥ 2 are constrained and will be determined with appropriate initial conditions. A similar equation has been obtained in [35, 36].

For the Maxwell theory in the radial gauge 𝑎_𝑟 = 0, the EOM at order O(𝑟^{−𝑘} ) with 𝑘 ≥ 1 can be worked out

𝑛^𝜇 �𝐹^{(𝑘)}_{𝜇𝜈} + 𝑘 − 1 2 (𝑛^𝜇 + 𝑛̄^𝜇)𝐹^{(𝑘−1)}_{𝜇𝜈} + 𝑌^{𝜇𝐴}∇_𝐴𝐹^{(𝑘−1)}_{𝜇𝜈} = 0, (12) where the asymptotic field strength tensors in terms of boundary fields read

𝐹^{(𝑘)}_{𝜇𝜈} = − 𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈} �𝐴^{(𝑘−1)}_𝐴 + (𝑘 − 1)𝑛_{[𝜈}𝑛̄_{𝜇]} 𝐴^{(𝑘−1)}_𝑢 + 𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈} ∇_𝐴 𝐴^{(𝑘−1)}_𝑢 − 𝑘 − 2 2 (𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈} + 𝑌̄^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈}) 𝐴^{(𝑘−2)}_𝐴 + 2𝑌^𝐴_𝜇 𝑌^𝐵_𝜈 ∇_{[ 𝐴} 𝐴^{(𝑘−2)}_{𝐵]} .

Here 𝐴^{(𝑘)}_𝑢 with 𝑘 ≥ 1 are asymptotic terms of 𝑎_𝑢. In (12), the equation with 𝑘 = 1 implies that the fundamental field 𝐴_𝐴 is not constrained and the equations with 𝑘 ≥ 2 impose constraints between 𝐴_𝐴 and its descendants [37].

Therefore, the bulk equations of motion become constraints of boundary fields. The fundamental fields represent leading radiative modes, while the descendant fields could be determined from fundamental fields given specified initial conditions.

Symplectic form. In the bulk, we may evaluate the symplectic form in a constant 𝑟 hypersurface H_𝑟 and find the boundary symplectic form [38–42] by sending it to I^+ (with 32𝜋𝐺 = 1 for the gravitational theory)

𝛀_𝑠 (𝛿𝐹; 𝛿𝐹) = ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω𝛿𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} ∧ 𝛿 �𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} , (13)

where the upper indices are raised by the inverse metric of 𝑆^2. From the boundary symplectic form, we could work out the commutators for the fundamental fields [43]

[𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} (𝑢, Ω), �𝐹_{𝐵(𝑠)} (𝑢^′, Ω^′)] = 𝑖 2 𝑋_{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} 𝛿(𝑢 − 𝑢^′)𝛿(Ω − Ω^′),

(14)

where the Dirac delta function on the sphere reads 𝛿(Ω − Ω^′) =^1_{sin 𝜃} 𝛿(𝜃 − 𝜃^′)𝛿(𝜙 − 𝜙^′). The tensor 𝑋_{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} is the symmetric and trace-free part of 𝛾_{𝐴1 𝐵1} · · · 𝛾_{𝐴𝑠 𝐵𝑠} with respect to two sets of indices 𝐴(𝑠) and 𝐵(𝑠), respectively. For the theories with spin 𝑠 = 0, we have 𝑋 = 1, while for 𝑠 = 1, we have 𝑋_{𝐴𝐵} = 𝛾_{𝐴𝐵}.

One can also define vacua and then obtain the fundamental correlators

⟨0| 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} (𝑢, Ω)𝐹_{𝐵(𝑠)} (𝑢^′, Ω^′) |0⟩ = 𝑖𝑋_{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} 𝛽(𝑢 − 𝑢^′)𝛿(Ω − Ω^′)

with 𝛽(𝑢 − 𝑢^′) =

∫_∞ 0 𝑑𝜔^1_{4𝜋 𝜔} 𝑒^{−𝑖𝜔(𝑢−𝑢′ −𝑖𝜖 )} [44], which will be useful for computing the central charges.

Hamiltonian operators and the algebras they generate.— In this section, we will derive the Hamiltonians with respect to the GST and SSR at I^+, and identify them as fluxes from the bulk. Then we will calculate commutators between the quantized Hamiltonian operators, which are shown to form a closed algebra realizing the aforementioned Carrollian diffeomorphisms.

Hamiltonians. From the symplectic form (13) and the Carrollian diffeomorphism, we could make use of the formula below [41, 42]

𝑖_ξΩ(𝛿𝐹, 𝛿𝐹) = 𝛿𝐻_ξ (15) to find the corresponding Hamiltonian operators [45]

T^𝑠_𝑓 = ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω 𝑓 (𝑢, Ω) : �𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} �𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} :,

M^𝑠_𝑌 = 1 2 ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω 𝑌_𝐴(Ω)𝑃^{𝐴𝐵(𝑠)𝐶𝐷 (𝑠)}

× (: �𝐹_{𝐵(𝑠)} ∇_𝐶 𝐹_{𝐷 (𝑠)} − 𝐹_{𝐵(𝑠)} ∇_𝐶 �𝐹_{𝐷 (𝑠)} :),

(16)

where we have imposed normal order to quantize the operators, and the tensor 𝑃_{𝐴𝐵(𝑠)𝐶𝐷 (𝑠)} is the symmetric and trace-free part of (𝛾_{𝐴𝐶} 𝛾_{𝐵1 𝐷1} + 𝑠𝛾_{𝐴𝐵1} 𝛾_{𝐶𝐷1} − 𝑠𝛾_{𝐴𝐷1} 𝛾_{𝐶𝐵1} )𝛾_{𝐵2 𝐷2} · · · 𝛾_{𝐵𝑠 𝐷𝑠} (17)

concerning 𝐵(𝑠) and 𝐷(𝑠), respectively. Note that the variation of field 𝛿_ξ 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} needs to be modified to covariant variation, seeing (21) and below.

Leaky fluxes. Interestingly, the aforementioned Hamiltonians are just the fluxes of Noether’s charges arriving at I^+. Take the translation as an example. The four-momentum flux T^𝛼 arriving at I^+, may be computed from the bulk stress tensor 𝑇^{𝜇𝜈}

T^𝛼 = ∫ I^+

(𝑑^3𝑥)_𝑟𝑇^{𝛼𝑟} = − ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω 𝑛^𝛼 �𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} �𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} . (18)

One can check that the result is T_𝑓 with 𝑓 taking −𝑛^𝛼. Note that the quantity 𝑇^𝛼 is not a conservative charge but the leaky flux [31, 42, 46, 47] from bulk to boundary. From the Poincaré fluxes, one can define two local density operators

𝑇^𝑠 (𝑢, Ω) = : �𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} �𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} :, (19a)

𝑀^𝑠_𝐴(𝑢, Ω) = 1 2 (: �𝐹^{𝐵(𝑠)} ∇^𝐶 𝐹^{𝐷 (𝑠)} − 𝐹^{𝐵(𝑠)} ∇^𝐶 �𝐹^{𝐷 (𝑠)} :)

× 𝑃_{𝐴𝐵(𝑠)𝐶𝐷 (𝑠)} . (19b)

We can perform the (generalized) Fourier transforms to these density operators

T^𝑠_𝑓 = ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω 𝑓 (𝑢, Ω)𝑇^𝑠 (𝑢, Ω), (20a)

M^𝑠_𝑌 = ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω 𝑌^𝐴(𝑢, Ω)𝑀^𝑠_𝐴(𝑢, Ω). (20b)

However, to preserve the null structure of I^+ and get a closed algebra, we have to impose �𝑌 = 0 which makes M^𝑠_𝑌 be the Hamiltonian operator related to the SSR. Hence, we conclude that the bulk leaky fluxes are precisely the corresponding Hamiltonians at the boundary.

Actions on radiative fields. We find that all the physical operators (including the helicity flux operators below) have the unified form 𝑖 ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω : �𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} /𝛿𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} : . (21)

where “/𝛿𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} ” denotes the corresponding covariant variation of 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} induced by taking the commutator with Hamiltonian operators. For example, the supertranslation operators can be written in the form below

T^𝑠_𝑓 = 𝑖 ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω : �𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} /𝛿_𝑓 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} : , (22)

with the following covariant variation

/𝛿_𝑓 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} ≡ 𝑖[T^𝑠_𝑓 , 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} ] = 𝑓 �𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} . (23)

It is easy to see that /𝛿_𝑓 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} agrees with 𝛿_𝑓 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} induced by Lie derivative [48].

The covariant variation of superrotation is denoted as Δ_𝑌 = /𝛿_𝑌 − /𝛿_{𝑓 =} 1_{2 𝑢∇·𝑌} , where the /𝛿_𝑌 corresponds to the standard superrotation [49]. Hence we can define superrotation flux operators as

M^𝑠_𝑌 = 𝑖 ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω : �𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} Δ_𝑌 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} : , (24)

where

Δ_𝑌 𝐹_{𝐷 (𝑠)} ≡ 𝑖[M^𝑠_𝑌 , 𝐹_{𝐷 (𝑠)} ] (25)

=𝜌_{𝐴𝐵(𝑠)𝐶𝐷 (𝑠)}𝑌^𝐴∇^𝐶 𝐹^{𝐵(𝑠)} + 1 2 𝑃_{𝐴𝐵(𝑠)𝐶𝐷 (𝑠)} 𝐹^{𝐵(𝑠)} ∇^𝐶𝑌^𝐴,

and we have defined 𝜌_{𝐴𝐵(𝑠)𝐶𝐷 (𝑠)} =^1_2 (𝑃_{𝐴𝐵(𝑠)𝐶𝐷 (𝑠)} + 𝑃_{𝐴𝐷 (𝑠)𝐶𝐵(𝑠)} ).

Contrary to the supertranslation, the covariant variation of the superrotation differs from the one induced by Lie derivative. The origin lies in the fact 𝛿_𝑌 𝛾_{𝐴𝐵} = Θ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌) ≠ 0. To be adapted to the boundary metric, we introduce a “connection” Γ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌) =^1_2 Θ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌), and define the covariant variation /𝛿_𝑌 by regarding the variation induced by Lie derivative as the ordinary variation, in parallel to the definition of the covariant derivative. One can check the linearity, Leibniz rule, metric compatibility, and the last one, acting on scalar fields like the ordinary variation, i.e., /𝛿_𝑌 Σ = 𝛿_𝑌 Σ.

In summary, we use the covariant variations to find a unified form for all the physical operators, which are adapted to the boundary metric, consistent with the starting point that all the fields locate at an asymptotically flat spacetime.

Commutation relations. We could write the general form of commutators among the supertranslation and superrotation operators for the theories with spin 𝑠

[T^𝑠_{𝑓1} , T^𝑠_{𝑓2} ] = C^𝑠_𝑇 ( 𝑓_1, 𝑓_2) + 𝑖T^𝑠_{𝑓1 �𝑓2 − 𝑓2 �𝑓1} , (26a)

[T^𝑠_𝑓 , M^𝑠_𝑌 ] = −𝑖T^𝑠_{𝑌 𝐴∇𝐴 𝑓} , (26b)

[M^𝑠_𝑌 , M^𝑠_𝑍 ] = 𝑖M^𝑠_{[𝑌 ,𝑍 ]} + 𝑖𝑠O^𝑠_{𝑜(𝑌 ,𝑍 )} . (26c)

where we have defined the following function

𝑜(𝑌, 𝑍) = 1 4 𝜖^{𝐵𝐶} Θ_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑌)Θ^𝐴_𝐶 (𝑍), (27)

which vanishes by definition when 𝑌 or 𝑍 is a CKV. C^𝑠_𝑇 ( 𝑓_1, 𝑓_2) represent central charges which for 𝑠 = 0 takes the form

C^{(𝑠=0)}_𝑇 ( 𝑓_1, 𝑓_2) = − 𝑖𝛿^{(2)} (0) 48𝜋 ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω � 𝑓_1 �𝑓_2 − 𝑓_2 �𝑓_1 � . (28)

The Maxwell field and gravitational field have two propagating degrees of freedom (DOFs) at I^+, so their central charges are exactly twice larger than (28). This fact illustrates that the number of propagating DOFs in the bulk corresponds to the proportion of the central charges at the boundary. This correspondence is true for general dimensions [50].

Regularization of 𝛿^{(2)} (0). Using the orthogonal and complete relations for spherical harmonics 𝑌_{ℓ,𝑚} (Ω), one can show that 𝛿^{(2)} (0) is exactly the density of states on 𝑆^2, which is represented by an infinite sum

�_{ℓ,𝑚} 1. One can use the spectral zeta function regularization [51, 52] for the Laplace operator on the compact manifold 𝑆^2 to find a finite result. One can also use the heat kernel method [53–55] to evaluate this sum. These two methods give the same results in 𝑑 = 4, namely 𝛿^{(2)} (0) = 1/12𝜋. These regularizations may be valid in higher dimensions [56].

Duality operators. For the scalar theory, (26) realizes the Carrollian diffeomorphisms with a central extension. However, if the spin is not zero, we must include a generalized duality operator O^𝑠_𝑔 to form a closed algebra, which can also be written in the aforementioned form (21) by virtue of /𝛿_𝑔𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} . As the result of �𝑌 = 0, we require the parameters 𝑔 of duality operators to be time-independent. The above covariant variations read

[O^𝑠_𝑔, 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} ] = −𝑖𝑔𝑄_{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} 𝐹^{𝐵(𝑠)} , (29)

where 𝑄_{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} is the symmetric and trace-free part of 𝜖_{𝐵1 𝐴1} 𝛾_{𝐴2 𝐵2} · · · 𝛾_{𝐴𝑠 𝐵𝑠} with respect to 𝐴(𝑠) and 𝐵(𝑠), respectively.

As is known, the duality transformations is a symmetry for the free Maxwell theory [57–62] and linearized gravity theory [63–65]. They rotate the field strength tensors with their Hodge duals. The infinitesimal duality transformations at I^+ reduce to 𝛿_𝜖 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} = 𝜖 ~𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} , 𝛿_𝜖 ~𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} = −𝜖𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} , (30)

where ~𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} is the dual fundamental field at I^+, which relates to 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} through ~𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} = 𝑄_{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} 𝐹^{𝐵(𝑠)} . As an example, we could write out ~𝐴_𝐴 = 𝜖_{𝐵𝐴} 𝐴^𝐵, ~𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} = 𝑄_{𝐴𝐵𝐶𝐷}𝐶^{𝐶𝐷} .

Now, one can derive the Hamiltonians related to the duality transformations and also the corresponding flux operators. The results are precisely O^𝑠_𝑔, with parameters 𝑔 constants. They can be extended to smooth functions on the sphere which we call special super-duality transformations (SSDTs), but can not be time-dependent due to the non-local term. Nevertheless, we call the latter as general super-duality transformation. The corresponding operators are called duality operators since it is the generator of duality transformations. Readers may need to be careful to distinguish this name from the dual charges constructed from the dual field ~𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} , such as dual mass/angular momentum, which are the dual counterparts to the normal charges [62, 66–71]. One can also refer to O^𝑠_𝑔 as helicity flux operators since the fluxes evaluate the difference between the numbers of particles with left and right helicity. In particular, the flux is called optical helicity [59] for the Maxwell theory.

It is amazing that the helicity flux operators appear in the commutators [M^𝑠_𝑌 , M^𝑠_𝑍 ]. The duality transformation is supposed to have nothing to do with the rotation in the bulk. However, reducing to the boundary, the SSDT is intertwined with the SSR. The Hodge dual in the bulk reduces to exchanging the components of fields on 𝑆^2 at I^+.

Phase transformation. Actually, when we switch the fundamental fields to complex scalars through the vector 𝜁^𝐴 = (1, −𝑖/sin 𝜃) and its complex conjugate 𝜁̄^𝐴, namely taking 𝜓^𝑠 = 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} 𝜁^{𝐴1} · · · 𝜁^{𝐴𝑠} and 𝜓̄^𝑠 = 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} 𝜁̄^{𝐴1} · · · 𝜁̄^{𝐴𝑠} , the duality transformations become phase transformations of the complex scalars. The flux density operator corresponding to the phase transformation is

𝑂^𝑠 (𝑢, Ω) = − 𝑖 2 (: 𝜓^𝑠 �𝜓̄^𝑠 − 𝜓̄^𝑠 �𝜓^𝑠 :), (31)

and we find the superrotation flux operator can be written as

M^𝑠_𝑌 = ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω𝑌^𝐴𝑆^𝑠_𝐴 + 𝑖𝑠 4 ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω𝑜(𝑦, 𝑦̄)𝑂^𝑠 (𝑢, Ω), (32)

where

𝑆^𝑠_𝐴 = 1 4 (: �𝜓̄^𝑠 ∇_𝐴𝜓^𝑠 + �𝜓^𝑠 ∇_𝐴𝜓̄^𝑠 − 𝜓̄^𝑠∇_𝐴 �𝜓^𝑠 − 𝜓^𝑠 ∇_𝐴 �𝜓̄^𝑠 :) (33) and 𝑜(𝑦, 𝑦̄) = 𝑦∇_𝐴𝜁̄^𝐴 − 𝜁̄^𝐴∇_𝐴𝑦 − 𝑦̄∇_𝐴𝜁^𝐴 + 𝜁^𝐴∇_𝐴𝑦̄ (34)

with 𝑦 = 𝑌^𝐴𝜁_𝐴 and 𝑦̄ = 𝑌^𝐴𝜁̄_𝐴. It implies that the superrotation flux operator can be divided into a duality part^{𝑖𝑠}_4 O^𝑠_{𝑜(𝑦,𝑦̄)} and a part which is in the same form as the superrotation flux operator in the spin-0 theory, namely that S^𝑠_𝑌 = ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ω𝑌^𝐴𝑆^𝑠_𝐴 is just the form of the complex version of M^{(𝑠=0)}_𝑌 . The duality part is proportional to the spin 𝑠 which leads to the appearance of 𝑠 in (26c).

Intertwined algebra. Including the duality operators for spinning theories, one needs to calculate out the commutators involving O^𝑠_𝑔 to complete the algebra. The result is

[T^𝑠_𝑓 , O^𝑠_𝑔] = 0, (35a)

[M^𝑠_𝑌 , O^𝑠_𝑔] = 𝑖O^𝑠_{𝑌 𝐴∇𝐴𝑔}, (35b)

[O^𝑠_{𝑔1} , O^𝑠_{𝑔2} ] = 0. (35c)

The algebra (26) and (35) shows the intertwinement between Carrollian diffeomorphisms and SSDTs.

Truncated algebras. Imposing �𝑌 = �𝑔 = 0 gives the previous closed algebra. If we further demand 𝑌^𝐴 to be a CKV, then we obtain the Newmann-Unti group [72, 73] NU(I^+, 𝛾, 𝜒) = Conf(𝑆^2) ⋉ 𝐶^∞ (I^+), where Conf(𝑆^2) denotes the conformal transformations on the sphere. On the other hand, we could also require �𝑓 =^1_2 ∇·𝑌, �𝑌 = �𝑔 = 0, and the result is the generalized BMS group (intertwined with duality transformations for the spinning theory). At last, the original BMS group is obtained when �𝑓 =^1_2 ∇ · 𝑌, 𝑌^𝐴 = 𝜔^{𝜇𝜈}𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈}, and the Poincaré group is recovered if 𝑓 = 𝑎^𝜇𝑛_𝜇, 𝑌^𝐴 = 𝜔^{𝜇𝜈}𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈}, where 𝑎^𝜇 and 𝜔^{𝜇𝜈} are constants.

The most general transformations. We have calculated the most general algebra where 𝑓 , 𝑌^𝐴, and 𝑔 are all smooth functions on I^+. The resulting algebra takes the form

[T^𝑠_{𝑓1} , T^𝑠_{𝑓2} ] = C^𝑠_𝑇 ( 𝑓_1, 𝑓_2) + 𝑖T^𝑠_{𝑓1 �𝑓2 − 𝑓2 �𝑓1} ,

[T^𝑠_𝑓 , M^𝑠_𝑌 ] = 𝑖M^𝑠_{𝑓 �𝑌} − 𝑖T^𝑠_{𝑌 ( 𝑓 )} + 𝑖𝑠 2 O^𝑠_{�𝑌 𝐴∇𝐵 𝑓 𝜖𝐵𝐴} + 𝑖 4 Q^𝑠_{𝜕𝑢 ( �𝑌 𝐴∇𝐴 𝑓 )} ,

[M^𝑠_𝑌 , M^𝑠_𝑍 ] = C^𝑠_𝑀 (𝑌, 𝑍) + 𝑖M^𝑠_{[𝑌,𝑍 ]} + 𝑖𝑠O^𝑠_{𝑜(𝑌 ,𝑍 )} + N^𝑠_𝑀 (𝑌, 𝑍),

[T^𝑠_𝑓 , O^𝑠_𝑔] = 𝑖O^𝑠_{𝑓 �𝑔}, (36)

[M^𝑠_𝑌 , O^𝑠_𝑔] = C^𝑠_{𝑀𝑂} (𝑌, 𝑔) + 𝑖O^𝑠_{𝑌 𝐴∇𝐴𝑔} + N^𝑠_{𝑀𝑂} (𝑌, 𝑔),

[O^𝑠_{𝑔1} , O^𝑠_{𝑔2} ] = C^𝑠_𝑂 (𝑔_1, 𝑔_2) + N^𝑠_𝑂 (𝑔_1, 𝑔_2),

which is valid for the higher spin bosonic field theory. We have introduced a new operator Q^𝑠_ℎ = ∫ 𝑑𝑢𝑑Ωℎ(𝑢, Ω):𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} 𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} :, which has no manifest physical meaning, since its action on fields is totally non-local. Therefore, we will not care about this operator, and it will disappear when �𝑌 vanishes. Besides C^𝑠_𝑇 ( 𝑓_1, 𝑓_2), there are several central charges and nonlocal terms that will disappear for �𝑌 = �𝑔 = 0, and thus we will not give their explicit form here. Interested readers can find more details in [12–14]. These non-local terms come from the actions of M^𝑠_𝑌 and O^𝑠_𝑔 on fields, which obscure the interpretation of these operators. Recalling the above algebras truncated from (36), one can use a schematic diagram to show how various groups are related:

𝑓 (𝑢, Ω), 𝑌^𝐴(𝑢, Ω), 𝑠 most general case

� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � 𝑠 = 0 no dual. � � � � � � 𝑓 (𝑢, Ω), �𝑌 = 0 Carr. diffeo.

�𝑓 =^1_2 ∇ · 𝑌, �𝑌 = 0

gener. BMS

𝑠 ≠ 0 with dual. � � � � � 𝑓 (𝑢, Ω), �𝑌 = �𝑔 = 0 Carr. diffeo. × SSDTs �𝑓 =^1_2 ∇ · 𝑌, �𝑌 = �𝑔 = 0 gener. BMS × SSDTs

⇒ � � � � � � � 𝑓 (𝑢, Ω), 𝑌^𝐴 = 𝜔^{𝜇𝜈}𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈}, 𝑠

NU group

�𝑓 =^1_2 ∇ · 𝑌, 𝑌^𝐴 = 𝜔^{𝜇𝜈}𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈}, 𝑠

original BMS

⇒ 𝑓 = 𝑎^𝜇𝑛_𝜇, 𝑌^𝐴 = 𝜔^{𝜇𝜈}𝑌^𝐴_{𝜇𝜈}, 𝑠 Poincaré trans.

Although we show a series of groups, it must be pointed out that our main concern is the Carrollian diffeomorphism. That is because it preserves the null structure of the I^+ and leads to a closed algebra. The time-dependence of 𝑓 may be a little surprising. However, seeing 𝑇^𝑠 (𝑢, Ω) = : �𝐹_{𝐴(𝑠)} �𝐹^{𝐴(𝑠)} : as a natural local object at I^+ and taking the Fourier transform of this density implies that we need to consider the general 𝑓 . Such a Fourier transform encodes all the information about the momentum radiation. In particular, if we take 𝑓 as a natural basis at R × 𝑆^2, i.e., 𝑓 = 𝑒^{−𝑖𝜔𝑢}𝑌_{ℓ,𝑚} (Ω), we find that (26a) is a Virasoro algebra for the real scalar, and the same is true for the spinning theories except that the central term will be twice as large. As a matter of fact, such a time-dependence appears in the context of the light-ray operator formalism [74–77] which is related to the collider physics.

Conclusions. We propose a systematic way to obtain field theory at I^+ from bulk reduction. We find some intrinsic characteristics of the boundary theory that capture the essence of the dictionary: There are fundamental fields that are unconstrained and determine their descendants up to initial data. The boundary symplectic forms only depend on these fields and give the fundamental commutators and correlators. The transformations of fundamental fields under the Carrollian diffeomorphism are adapted to the boundary metric and lead to the Hamiltonians or leaky fluxes at the boundary. Taking normal order results in quantum operators, which form a representation of the Carrollian diffeomorphism. These properties have been checked by virtue of the field theories with any integer spin, which may provide new insight to the construction of the general Carrollian field theories. It will be our future interest to check the above properties of boundary theory, improve the dictionary, and investigate how these may help to understand the quantum gravity in the bulk.

Discussions. There are some open questions about the Carrollian diffeomorphism and flat holography.

1. We consider the Carrollian diffeomorphism ξ_{𝑓 ,𝑌} linking two boundary fields 𝐹_1 (𝑢, Ω) and 𝐹_2 (𝑢, Ω), whose bulk counterparts f_1 (𝑡, x) and f_2 (𝑡, x) are related by a bulk transformation. It is interesting to investigate how our boundary transformation will react the bulk physics or solution space in the future.

2. The BMS and its extensions are asymptotic symmetries which also reflect in the soft theorem of the bulk Smatrix. Allowing 𝑓 to depending on 𝑢, we are out of the soft limit. Accordingly, taking soft limit in the basis 𝑓 = 𝑒^{−𝑖𝜔𝑢}𝑌_{ℓ,𝑚} (Ω), the Carrollian diffeomorphism reduces back to the generalized BMS group for which the equivalence between the Ward identities and (leading and subleading) soft graviton theorems has been checked. It is natural to ask how the Carrollian diffeomorphism is integrated into S-matrix. Under a Carrollian diffeomorphism generated by ξ, there is an equation relating the fluxes 𝑄_ξ at I^+ and I^−

𝑄_ξ � � �_{I+} − 𝑄ξ � � �_{I−} = 1 2 ∫ bulk

𝑑^4𝑥𝑇^{𝜇𝜈} 𝛿_ξ𝑔_{𝜇𝜈} (37)

like (4.77) in [16]. Bracketing (37) by in and out states, we will get a similar expression as Ward identity in [1] which relates to the soft theorem, except that there will be non-trivial contributions from the insertion of stress tensor in S-matrix. This problem deserves further study.

Acknowledgments. The work of J.L. is supported by NSFC Grant No. 12005069.

[1] A. Strominger, “On BMS Invariance of Gravitational Scattering,” JHEP 07 (2014) 152, 1312.2229.

[2] A. Strominger, “Lectures on the Infrared Structure of Gravity and Gauge Theory,” 1703.05448.

[3] T. He, P. Mitra, A. P. Porfyriadis, and A. Strominger, “New Symmetries of Massless QED,” JHEP 10 (2014) 112, 1407.3789.

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

[5] L. Donnay, A. Fiorucci, Y. Herfray, and R. Ruzziconi, “Carrollian Perspective on Celestial Holography,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022), no. 7, 071602, 2202.04702.

[6] A. Bagchi, S. Banerjee, R. Basu, and S. Dutta, “Scattering Amplitudes: Celestial and Carrollian,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (2022), no. 24, 241601, 2202.08438.

[7] L. Donnay, A. Fiorucci, Y. Herfray, and R. Ruzziconi, “Bridging Carrollian and celestial holography,” Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023), no. 12, 126027, 2212.12553.

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

[9] A. Strominger and A. Zhiboedov, “Gravitational Memory, BMS Supertranslations and Soft Theorems,” JHEP 01 (2016) 086, 1411.5745.

[10] S. W. Hawking, M. J. Perry, and A. Strominger, “Soft Hair on Black Holes,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016), no. 23, 231301, 1601.00921.

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

[12] W.-B. Liu and J. Long, “Symmetry group at future null infinity: Scalar theory,” Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023), no. 12, 126002, 2210.00516.

[13] W.-B. Liu and J. Long, “Symmetry group at future null infinity II: Vector theory,” JHEP 07 (2023) 152, 2304.08347.

[14] W.-B. Liu and J. Long, “Symmetry group at future null infinity III: Gravitational theory,” JHEP 10 (2023) 117, 2307.01068.

[15] W.-B. Liu, J. Long, and X.-H. Zhou, “Quantum flux operators in higher spin theories,” 2311.11361.

[16] A. Li, W.-B. Liu, J. Long, and R.-Z. Yu, “Quantum flux operators for Carrollian diffeomorphism in general dimensions,” JHEP 11 (2023) 140, 2309.16572.

[17] J. M. Lévy-Leblond, “Une nouvelle limite non-relativiste du groupe de Poincaré,” Ann. Inst. H Poincaré 3 (1965), no. 1, 1–12.

[18] N. Gupta, “On an analogue of the galilei group,” Nuovo Cimento Della Societa Italiana Di Fisica A-nuclei Particles and Fields 44 (1966) 512–517.

[19] M. Henneaux, “Geometry of Zero Signature Space-times,” Bull. Soc. Math. Belg. 31 (1979) 47–63.

[20] L. Ciambelli, C. Marteau, A. C. Petkou, P. M. Petropoulos, and

K. Siampos, “Covariant Galilean versus Carrollian hydrodynamics from relativistic fluids,” Class. Quant. Grav. 35 (2018), no. 16, 165001, 1802.05286.

[21] L. Ciambelli, R. G. Leigh, C. Marteau, and P. M. Petropoulos, “Carroll Structures, Null Geometry and Conformal Isometries,” Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 4, 046010, 1905.02221.

[22] L. Donnay and C. Marteau, “Carrollian Physics at the Black Hole Horizon,” Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019), no. 16, 165002, 1903.09654.

[23] H. Bondi, M. G. J. van der Burg, and A. W. K. Metzner, “Gravitational waves in general relativity. 7. Waves from axisymmetric isolated systems,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 269 (1962) 21–52.

[24] R. K. Sachs, “Gravitational waves in general relativity. 8.

Waves in asymptotically flat space-times,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 270 (1962) 103–126.

[25] R. Sachs, “Asymptotic symmetries in gravitational theory,” Phys. Rev. 128 (1962) 2851–2864.

[26] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, “Aspects of the BMS/CFT correspondence,” JHEP 05 (2010) 062, 1001.1541.

[27] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, “BMS charge algebra,” JHEP 12 (2011) 105, 1106.0213.

[28] M. Campiglia and A. Laddha, “Asymptotic symmetries and subleading soft graviton theorem,” Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014), no. 12, 124028, 1408.2228.

[29] M. Campiglia and A. Laddha, “New symmetries for the Gravitational S-matrix,” JHEP 04 (2015) 076, 1502.02318.

[30] M. Campiglia and A. Laddha, “Asymptotic symmetries of QED and Weinberg’s soft photon theorem,” JHEP 07 (2015) 115, 1505.05346.

[31] M. Campiglia and J. Peraza, “Generalized BMS charge algebra,” Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 10, 104039, 2002.06691.

[32] C. Duval, G. W. Gibbons, and P. A. Horvathy, “Conformal carroll groups and bms symmetry,” Classical and Quantum Gravity 31 (apr, 2014) 092001.

[33] C. Duval, G. W. Gibbons, and P. A. Horvathy, “Conformal carroll groups,” Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 47 (aug, 2014) 335204.

[34] The fundamental fields for the theories with spin 𝑠 = 0, 1, and 2 can also be denoted by Σ, 𝐴_𝐴 and 𝐶_{𝐴𝐵}, respectively, to match with the notations of the general literature.

[35] G. Satishchandran and R. M. Wald, “Asymptotic behavior of massless fields and the memory effect,” Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019), no. 8, 084007, 1901.05942.

[36] X. Bekaert and B. Oblak, “Massless scalars and higher-spin BMS in any dimension,” JHEP 11 (2022) 022, 2209.02253.

[37] Actually, we could also analysis the EOM for the Maxwell theory in the Lorenz gauge, which is natural to be generalized to the linearized gravity and higher spin theory. In [35], the authors discussed the asymptotic expansion and EOM for the scalar, vector and gravitational theory in general dimensions with details. Interested readers can find a more systematic and robust method there.

[38] A. Ashtekar and M. Streubel, “Symplectic Geometry of Radiative Modes and Conserved Quantities at Null Infinity,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 376 (1981) 585–607.

[39] A. Ashtekar, “Asymptotic Quantization of the Gravitational Field,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 46 (1981) 573–576.

[40] R. M. Wald, “Black hole entropy is the Noether charge,” Phys.

Rev. D 48 (1993), no. 8, R3427–R3431, gr-qc/9307038. [41] V. Iyer and R. M. Wald, “Some properties of Noether charge and a proposal for dynamical black hole entropy,” Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 846–864, gr-qc/9403028.

[42] R. M. Wald and A. Zoupas, “A General definition of ’conserved quantities’ in general relativity and other theories of gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 084027, gr-qc/9911095.

[43] We have also checked the fundamental commutators by virtue of the mode expansion of quantized fields, seeing [12–14] for details.

[44] The function 𝛽(𝑢 − 𝑢^′) is divergent, but its difference and time derivatives are finite. Moreover, it may be regularized by introducing infrared regulators, seeing [13] for details.

[45] Actually, as shown in [14], up to some counterterms, the Hamiltonians are just the hard part of so-called BMS fluxes [47, 78–80] which are derived in the full Einstein gravity.

[46] E. E. Flanagan and D. A. Nichols, “Conserved charges of the extended Bondi-Metzner-Sachs algebra,” Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017), no. 4, 044002, 1510.03386.

[47] G. Compère, R. Oliveri, and A. Seraj, “The Poincaré and BMS flux-balance laws with application to binary systems,” Journal of High Energy Physics 2020 (2020), no. 10, 116, 1912.03164.

[48] This ξ_𝑓 is the one extended to the bulk which has expansion with respect to radial coordinate 𝑟. Correspondingly, the Lie derivative acts on bulk field 𝑓_{𝐴(𝑠)} . In particular, for the gravitational theory, one needs to subtract the inhomogeneous terms in 𝛿_𝑓 𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} [14], which correspond to the soft part of fluxes at I^+.

[49] It is worth noting that the superrotations in our definition from Carrollian diffeomorphisms have removed the part like the supertranslations compared to the standard one.

[50] In general 𝑑 dimension, the central charge for the Maxwell theory is 𝑑 − 2 times as large as (28), as expected. For the spin-2 theory, the number of propagating DOFs is 𝑑(𝑑 − 3)/2, which is exactly the proportion of this central charge compared to (28). The reason lies in the symplectic structure whose form implies that 𝑋_{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} 𝑋^{𝐴(𝑠) 𝐵(𝑠)} is exactly the number of propagating DOFs, and happens to be the proportion of C_𝑇 ( 𝑓_1, 𝑓_2).

[51] S. W. Hawking, “Zeta function regularization of path integrals in curved spacetime,” Communications in Mathematical Physics 55 (June, 1977) 133–148.

[52] E. Elizalde, S. D. Odintsov, A. Romeo, A. A. Bytsenko, and S. Zerbini, Zeta regularization techniques with applications. World Scientific Publishing, Singapore, 1994.

[53] I. Polterovich, “Heat invariants of riemannian manifolds,” Israel Journal of Mathematics 119 (1999) 239–252.

[54] D. V. Vassilevich, “Heat kernel expansion: User’s manual,” Phys. Rept. 388 (2003) 279–360, hep-th/0306138.

[55] D. Birmingham, “Conformal anomaly in spherical spacetimes,” Phys.Rev.D 36 (Nov., 1987) 3037–3047.

[56] For more details about the regularization of the Dirac delta 𝛿^{(𝑑−2)} (0) on 𝑆^{𝑑−2}, we refer readers to [16].

[57] P. A. M. Dirac, “Quantised singularities in the electromagnetic field,,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 133 (1931), no. 821, 60–72.

[58] S. Deser and C. Teitelboim, “Duality Transformations of Abelian and Nonabelian Gauge Fields,” Phys. Rev. D 13 (1976) 1592–1597.

[59] K. Y. Bliokh, A. Y. Bekshaev, and F. Nori, “Dual

electromagnetism: Helicity, spin, momentum, and angular momentum,” New J. Phys. 15 (2013) 033026, 1208.4523.

[60] Y. Hamada, M.-S. Seo, and G. Shiu, “Electromagnetic Duality and the Electric Memory Effect,” JHEP 02 (2018) 046, 1711.09968.

[61] V. Hosseinzadeh, A. Seraj, and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, “Soft Charges and Electric-Magnetic Duality,” JHEP 08 (2018) 102, 1806.01901.

[62] A. Seraj and B. Oblak, “Precession Caused by Gravitational Waves,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022), no. 6, 061101, 2203.16216.

[63] M. Henneaux and C. Teitelboim, “Duality in linearized gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 024018, gr-qc/0408101.

[64] B. Julia, J. Levie, and S. Ray, “Gravitational duality near de Sitter space,” JHEP 11 (2005) 025, hep-th/0507262.

[65] C. W. Bunster, S. Cnockaert, M. Henneaux, and R. Portugues, “Monopoles for gravitation and for higher spin fields,” Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 105014, hep-th/0601222.

[66] S. Ramaswamy and A. Sen, “Dual-mass in general relativity,” Journal of Mathematical Physics 22 (1981) 2612–2619.

[67] A. Strominger, “Magnetic Corrections to the Soft Photon Theorem,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016), no. 3, 031602, 1509.00543.

[68] L. Freidel and D. Pranzetti, “Electromagnetic duality and central charge,” Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 11, 116008, 1806.03161.

[69] H. Godazgar, M. Godazgar, and C. N. Pope, “Subleading BMS charges and fake news near null infinity,” JHEP 01 (2019) 143, 1809.09076.

[70] H. Godazgar, M. Godazgar, and C. N. Pope, “New dual gravitational charges,” Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019), no. 2, 024013, 1812.01641.

[71] H. Godazgar, M. Godazgar, and C. N. Pope, “Tower of subleading dual BMS charges,” JHEP 03 (2019) 057, 1812.06935.

[72] E. T. Newman and T. W. J. Unti, “Behavior of Asymptotically Flat Empty Spaces,” J. Math. Phys. 3 (1962), no. 5, 891.

[73] G. Barnich and P.-H. Lambert, “A Note on the Newman-Unti group and the BMS charge algebra in terms of Newman-Penrose coefficients,” Adv. Math. Phys. 2012 (2012) 197385, 1102.0589.

[74] P. Kravchuk and D. Simmons-Duffin, “Light-ray operators in conformal field theory,” JHEP 11 (2018) 102, 1805.00098.

[75] C. Córdova and S.-H. Shao, “Light-ray Operators and the BMS Algebra,” Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 12, 125015, 1810.05706.

[76] G. P. Korchemsky, E. Sokatchev, and A. Zhiboedov, “Generalizing event shapes: in search of lost collider time,” JHEP 08 (2022) 188, 2106.14899.

[77] G. P. Korchemsky and A. Zhiboedov, “On the light-ray algebra in conformal field theories,” JHEP 02 (2022) 140, 2109.13269.

[78] G. Compère, A. Fiorucci, and R. Ruzziconi, “Superboost transitions, refraction memory and super-Lorentz charge algebra,” JHEP 11 (2018) 200, 1810.00377. [Erratum: JHEP 04, 172 (2020)].

[79] G. Compère, A. Fiorucci, and R. Ruzziconi, “The Λ-BMS_4 charge algebra,” JHEP 10 (2020) 205, 2004.10769.

[80] L. Donnay, K. Nguyen, and R. Ruzziconi, “Loop-corrected subleading soft theorem and the celestial stress tensor,” JHEP 09 (2022) 063, 2205.11477.