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Abstract

We examine the structure of global conformal multiplets in 2D celestial CF'T. For a 4D
113
DR 1a 2
all SL(2,C) primary descendants which are organized into ‘celestial diamonds’. This explicit

bulk theory containing massless particles of spin s = {0 2} we classify and construct
construction is achieved using a wavefunction-based approach that allows us to map 4D
scattering amplitudes to celestial CFT correlators of operators with SL(2,C) conformal
dimension A and spin J. Radiative conformal primary wavefunctions have J = +s and
give rise to conformally soft theorems for special values of A € %Z. They are located either
at the top of celestial diamonds, where they descend to trivial null primaries, or at the
left and right corners, where they descend both to and from generalized conformal primary
wavefunctions which have |J| < s. Celestial diamonds naturally incorporate degeneracies
of opposite helicity particles via the 2D shadow transform relating radiative primaries and

account for the global and asymptotic symmetries in gauge theory and gravity.
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1 Introduction

Celestial holography asserts that the quantum gravity S-matrix is dual to a codimension two
conformal field theory (CFT) living on the celestial sphere. This paradigm puts the symmetries
of the theory front and center. Recognizing [1,2] that the asymptotic symmetry group of the
theory [3,/4] is hidden in IR divergences and factorization theorems [5] in typical presentations
of scattering amplitudes has led to a fascinating convergence of tools from the relativity [6-§]
and amplitudes [9-19) communities.ﬂ While the S-matrix can be used to diagnose the physical
relevance of a proposed symmetry extension, geometric tools have the power to provide general
statements that would be difficult to extract from perturbation theory. This is particularly true
when it comes to studying the spontaneous symmetry breaking dynamics of these asymptotic
symmetries. From a geometric viewpoint, this amounts to classifying the representations of the
proposed symmetries on the asymptotic data. Within amplitudes, this amounts to understanding

the so called ‘conformally soft sector’.

'For reviews see [20-22].



To describe this sector, we must explain the nature of the holographic map [23-25]. The
subleading soft graviton theorem [9] is isomorphic to a stress tensor Ward identity [26,27] if the
asymptotic particles are in boost, as opposed to momentum, eigenstates. For massless particles,
this change of basis can be done with a Mellin transform of the energies |24} 25,28-30]. This
exchanges the energy w of each external particle for a conformal dimension A under the SL(2,C)
Lorentz group. Encouragingly, this change of basis does not spoil the existence of universal
factorization properties originally found in the energetically soft limit. Rather than appearing
as different orders in a Laurent expansion around w — 0, these manifest themselves as poles
at special values of A € %Z and are referred to as conformally soft theorems [12,/13,31-34].
The operators dual to these conformally soft modes are currents of the celestial CFT. A natural
direction is to continue to build up the holographic dictionary and apply CFT methods to celestial
amplitudes with the hopes of learning something new about scattering.

As with any adventure into unfamiliar territory the cartographer’s role is essential. With
this mindset, we examine the structure of global conformal multiplets in 2D celestial CFT and
perform a classification of all SL(2,C) primary descendants corresponding to massless particles of
130 L s
by recent work on celestial null states [36-43]. We will see that even the simple case of global

spin s = {0 2}. This follows the spirit of [35] from the bootstrap literature, and is inspired
conformal multiplets reveals the power of symmetry to organize conformally soft behavior, tying
together questions about the vacuum structure of asymptotically flat spacetimes, constraints on
celestial amplitudes, and intrinsically 2D descriptions of celestial CFT [44].

We find a nested structure of primary descendants which we refer to as the ‘celestial diamond’.
There are three variants that appear. The first corresponds to finite dimensional SL(2,C) modules
that descend from radiative primaries of 2D spin J = s and A =1— s —n for n € Z.. These
correspond to poles in celestial OPEs and have recently been argued to generate an infinite tower
of symmetries which, however, yields no new constraints on the S-matrix [43].

The second class of primary descendants corresponds to the most subleading conformally soft
theorems. They appear at J = £s and A =1 — s for s € %Z>. They descend to their own
conformal shadows and correspond to degenerate zero-area celestial diamonds. These primaries
have no obvious asymptotic symmetry interpretation [45-49] but are responsible for recursion
relations sufficient to determine certain OPE coefficients [50].

The third variant arises for any half integer s > 1 and involves a finite number of non-
degenerate celestial diamonds that correspond to universal conformally soft theorems with asso-
ciated conformal Goldstone and memory modes. The corresponding radiative conformal primary
wavefunctions appear at the left and right corners of these diamonds and descend both to and
from generalized conformal primary wavefunctions with |J| < s. This shows that the now-familiar
conformally soft theorems are only part of the picture. They get completed into modules which

we will show in [44] include conformally soft dressing modes and soft charge operators.



Our classification addresses a number of interesting puzzles. The first is a two-fold question
about the spectrum: Is the scattering basis augmented 1) by modes with conformal dimension off
the principal series A € 1+ iR and 2) by non-radiative modes which have J # £s? Question 1)
was addressed in [51] where we showed that conformally soft radiative primaries with A ¢ 1+iR
(see [52]) can be expressed as contour integrals of the radiative data on the principal series basis
of [24]. Question 2) is motivated by the observation [53] that there are interesting non-radiative
conformal primary wavefunctions, both off-shell as well as exact bulk solutions to Einstein’s
equations. Here we find a home for generalized conformal primaries as parents and descendants
of conformally soft radiative primaries in celestial diamonds.

The second puzzle concerns the role of the 2D shadow transform in the conformal basis.
The generator of conformal symmetries requires taking a shadow of the A = 0 conformally soft
graviton [52]. This begs the existential question of when to shadow or not to shadow [54,/55].
Here we show that celestial diamonds are closed under shadows: the radiative wavefunctions
at the left and right corner of finite-area celestial diamonds as well as the two corners of zero-
area celestial diamonds are related by a shadow transform. By adding a generalized conformal
primary at the top of finite-area diamonds, its descendants include both the radiative primary
and its shadow, so that one is never forced to smear the 2D operators. This gives new insight
into a third puzzle: the soft theorems for each helicity are not independent but rather are related
to one another by the shadow transform [54]. We now see that this is simply a particular case
of the second puzzle: both modes descend from the same generalized primary.

Celestial diamonds thus offer a natural language for describing the conformally soft sector of
celestial CF'T and resolve various puzzles surrounding the conformal basis, shadows and helicity
degeneracies. They unify the nested primary descendants associated to soft charges found in [36-
42] with the finite dimensional modules of [43] and demonstrate how these relations extend to
arbitrary spin. Our wavefunction-based approach provides a bulk picture of what the states
correspond to, a mechanical way to get results guaranteed by representation theory, and lets us
decouple what comes from dynamics versus kinematics.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we set up our conventions and introduce
radiative and generalized conformal primary wavefunctions. In section 3| we perform a general
classification of SL(2,C) primary descendant operators in 2D CFTs and discuss quantization and
conformal shadows. We then classify all SL(2,C) primary descendants corresponding to massless
fields in celestial CFTs in section [4], introducing the celestial diamonds which capture this nested
submodule structure. Various appendices supplement our discussion and include: a complemen-
tary construction of primary descendants via representation theory (appendix , details of the
relation between SL(2,C) Lorentz generators and celestial derivatives (appendix |B|) allowing for
a wavefunction-based identification of primary descendants (appendix [C)), and a review of the

shadow transform of bulk wavefunctions in the embedding space formalism (appendix @



2 Bulk Wavefunctions for Primary Operators

The 4D Lorentz group SO(1,3)~ SL(2,C) acts as the global conformal group on the 2D celestial
sphere at null infinity. This allows us to recast scattering amplitudes of massless spin-s particles
labeled by their energy w and a point (w,w) on the celestial sphere as celestial CF'T correlators
of operators Op ; labeled by the SL(2,C) conformal dimension A and spin J [23-25]

i=1
This can be achieved by performing a Mellin transform

a() = [~ (2.2

W

in the energy of each external particle in the amplitude and amounts to a change of basis for
the external wavepackets being scattered. The amplitude on the left hand side of (2.1)) describes
probabilities for scattering momentum-eigenstates. The transform (2.2)) is gauge equivalent to
preparing wavepackets for spin-s particles that transform with definite (A, J) under an SL(2,C)
transformation 7
aw + b . aw+b

, W — =
cw+d cw+d
acting on the bulk point X* = (X° X' X2 X3) and boundary point (w,w) where ad — bc = 1

and A* is the corresponding vector representation. These definite (A, J) wavepackets known

X s A X7 (2.3)

as conformal primary wavefunctions ®3 ; are being scattered in the celestial amplitude on the
right hand side of ([2.1)) and will be the protagonists in this work. Given a 4D operator O*(X*)
of spin-s in the Heisenberg picture, we can define a 2D operator in the celestial CET by [51]

Ox(w, @) = i(O°(X*), ®h. _ (Xt w, w)) (2.4)

using standard inner products (.,.) computed on a Cauchy slice in the bulk.E] The + on the
operator indicates whether it corresponds to an in or an out state, and this selection is achieved
via a prescription for analytically continuing the wavefunction as X% = X#* +ie{—1,0,0,0}.
The goal of this section is to show how to construct these conformal primary wavefunctions.
They will appear in two forms: radiative conformal primary wavefunctions which have J = +s
and generalized conformal primary wavefunctions which have |J| < s; we will discuss them in
turn in sections and It will be convenient to summarize some notation here. We will

embed the celestial sphere into the R lightcone via the reference direction

¢ = (1+ww,w+ w,i(w—w),1 —ww), (2.5)

2A standard choice for s = 0 is the Klein-Gordon inner product. The s = 1,2 inner products were computed

in [51] where the operator @ZiJ was denoted by Qa .



from which we obtain two natural polarization vectors \/565 = 0pq" and v2€" = Ozq*. From
the three null vectors {¢", ", e} and the spacetime vector X* we can construct a null tetrad

) w?

for Minkowski space [53]

Iz X2
I ' n”:X“—FTl“, mt =el + (e, - X)I", Mt =¢f+ (eg- X)I*,  (2.6)
_q .
which satisfies the standard normalization conditions [ -n = —1, m - m = 1 while all other inner

products vanish. These will serve as natural building blocks for the wavefunctions ®3 ; for s € Z.

For s € %Z we further decompose the tetrad into a spin frame

loj = 0aD3, Moy = talis Maj = Oal, Maj = tads (2.7)

7 [ w T XO— X3 —w(X! —iX?) .
Ou = | —= , la=1—= , o :
q- X\ -1 q- X\ —X'—iX?+w(X"+ X3)

and we fix the overall phase ambiguity by setting 64 = (0,)* and 75 = (14)* in the region where

where

g - X > 0 and analytically continuing from there. The SL(2,C) quantum numbers of these null

tetrad and spin frame are summarized in table

Il e R N I O
ojolo|oflo|0]O0]|oO0
0 | +1 | =1 |+2|-3]-3 |43

A
J

1
2

Table 1: SL(2,C) quantum numbers for the tetrad and spin frame.

2.1 Radiative Conformal Primaries

In this section we review spin s = {0, %, 1, %,

shadow transforms as well as their conformally soft limits. We will omit vector and spinor

2} conformal primary wavefunctions and their

indices for notational convenience unless required.

Definition: A radiative conformal primary wavefunction is a wavefunction on R which satisfies
the linearized equations of motion for a massless spin-s particle in vacuum and transforms under
SL(2,C) as a 4D (spinor-)tensor field of spin-s and as a 2D conformal primary of conformal
dimension A and spin J = +s, namely

aw+b aw+b
cw+d éw+d

<1>A7J<A“VX”; ) = (cw + d)* (ew + d)> "/ D(A)Pa s (XH;w, ), (2.9)
where D(A) is the 3+1D spin-s representation of the Lorentz algebra.

5



Conformal Primary Wavefunctions

The conformal primary wavefunction with spin J = 0 and conformal dimension A is given by

1
P = S (2.10)

Using (2.10) together with the null tetrad (2.6) and spin frame (2.8) we can express all other
conformal primaries with spin as [24}25,53|

_ A n = A
wA,J:Jr% = 0p—, wA,szé = o0y,
A — A
A j=41 = M=, Apnj——1 = M=, 911
A o A (2.11)
XA g=+3 = 0Me—, XA, j=-3 = omy—,
hA,J:+2 = mm(PA , hAJ:_Q = mmgoA .

Note that the SL(2,C) spin J is identified with the 4D helicity +s for these wavefunctions which
form a basis for radiative states when A € 14 iR, also known as the principal series [24]. From
there one can analytically continue to the complex A plane [51].

For special conformally soft values of A € %Z the conformal primaries correspond
to Goldstone modes of spontaneously broken asymptotic symmetries |24} 29]|52] whose Ward
identities are equivalent to (conformally) soft theorems [12,{1312931-34]. These Goldstone modes
are summarized in table 2] Furthermore, there exist soft theorems arising from primaries which
do not correspond to Goldstone modes in the conformal basis but which are, nevertheless, related
via the classical double copy or supersymmetry [53] to primaries which do have an asymptotic
symmetry interpretation. They are summarized in table . We refer to [51-53,[56H58| for more

detailed analyses of various aspects of these primaries and their associated soft charges.

AN =11 XA, =43 ha,j—+2

A 1 z 1 0

symmetry | large U(1) | large SUSY | supertranslation shadow superrotation

Table 2: Goldstone modes of spontaneously broken asymptotic symmetries for 1 < s < 2.

Un =11 | Aag=s1 | Xag=13 | hay—s

0 — -1

A

N[

1
2

Table 3: Soft theorems without conformal Goldstones for % <s<2.



Conformal Shadow Primary Wavefunctions

A shadow transformation takes the conformal primary wavefunctions - ) to wavefunc-
tions of flipped and shifted conformal dimension and flipped SL(2,C) spin

Sy =Byn_y. (2.12)
The spin-0 conformal shadow primary of conformal dimension A is given by [24]
P5 = (=X 1, (2.13)

while the conformal primaries with spin get mapped to [24}53, 56]E]

{/;AJ:—% —(=x7)2 2‘/_“0 EA,J:—F% = —(=X?)A72V20p"

Apjmmr = = (=X 'm Apjeia = —(=X?*)2 me, (2.14)
Xag——2 = +H(=X?)% 2\/_Lm<,0 Xag—s = +H(=X?)* 3V 2imp?

hay—— = +(=X?)2 tmime?® haj=ro = +(=X2)2 Immep”

These conformal shadow primaries have conformal dimension A and SL(2,C) spin J flipped
relative to the 4D helicity +s. Under the shadow transform, radiative conformal primaries
with A € 1+ iR get mapped to conformal shadow primaries with the same range of conformal
dimension which therefore also form a conformal basis [24]. Again we can analytically continue
to the complex A plane. Tables [4] and [] give the shadow transforms of tables [2] and [3

AN g=+1 Xa,j=-3 ha,j=+2

A 1 3 1 2

2

symmetry | large U(1) | large SUSY | supertranslation superrotation

Table 4: Shadow Goldstone modes of spontaneously broken asymptotic symmetries for 1 < s < 2.

Ung=—1 | Ang=s1 | Xaj=—3 | ha =t

A s 2 2 3

Table 5: Soft theorems without conformal shadow Goldstones for % < s <2

3The shadow transform of 4D conformal primary wavefunctions ®_; can be conveniently computed using the
embedding space formalism [24.59]. See appendix@ As discussed in that appendix, we use a sign convention that
matches the 2D shadow [56,/57], in contrast to [24]. This will be particularly convenient for shadow/descendancy

relations that appear in section



The conformally soft primary wavefunctions of tables [2| to [5| will play an important role in
the discussion of SL(2,C) primary descendants where they will correspond to the left and right
corners of ‘celestial diamonds’. Their primary descendants will fill the bottom corners. We adopt
the notation G for the pure gauge primaries of tables 2 and [d], and g for the further subleading
conformally soft modes of tables [3] and [5]

Canonical Pairings

With respect to a suitable inner product [24] radiative wavefunctions with A € 1 4 iR, are
canonically paired with radiative wavefunctions with A € 1 +iR_, i.e. they have a J-function
normalizable inner product akin to that of plane waves which they are Mellin transforms of |25].
This can be extended to the complex A plane [51]. For example, in the free theory, one can
expand Heisenberg picture operators in terms of the radiative data

O(XM) = 3 [dw [[F2(=idA) [Nyt p @oma s (XY w, ®)an s (w, @)

1—ico
J=ts (2.15)
T Ng B (X w0, @)as s (w, 0]

Then the commutation relations of these modes are [51]
[an.;(w, @), an g (W, @)1 = 8770P (w —w)d(i(A + A —2)), (2.16)

for integer spin, and the anti-commutations relations with [-,-] — {-,-} for half-integer spin,
where the distribution d reduces to the ordinary Dirac delta function for A, A" € 1+ iR on the
principal series and such that for generic A € C and |J| = s, the operator generates the
shift

[O7 s (w, W), O°(X*)] = i®a s (X5 w,w). (2.17)

Effectively, [51] addressed the question of the completeness of the principal series for radiative
modes of the free theory. This question will need to be revisited once we introduce generalized
non-radiative primaries in the next section.

By tweaking the choice of in/out combinations or representation for the distribution d, one
can also define pairings between conformally soft operators. These were explored in [52,/60] for
bosonic G modes and will be revisited for subleading G and g modes in [58]. Goldstone primaries
of dimension A € %Z are paired with memory primaries of dimension 2 — A. We will denote the

canonical partners of the G modes by M and the canonical partners of the g modes by m.

Logarithmic and Distributional Wavefunctions

An important subtlety arises for wavefunctions with A = 1 corresponding to the Goldstone

modes for the leading soft theorems in gauge theory and gravity: they degenerate with their



A = 1 shadows and are thus naively missing a canonical partner. This was remedied in [52] by
noticing a hidden logarithmic branch of the solution space that is obtained from a combination
of primaries and their shadows in a careful limit, series expanding around A — 1. This reveals

the existence of an additional logarithmic A = 1 scalar primary [53]
lim Oa (™ — 7%) = —log(—X?)p! = '8, (2.18)
A—1
as well as logarithmic A = 1 vector and metric primaries [52]
Alfil = m'® hlfjfd = mm'*® (2.19)

with similar expressions for J — —J and m — m. Note that this limit commutes with all gauge
conditions obeyed by the A = 1 vector and metric Goldstone modes and their shadows but,
unlike them, the logarithmic modes are no longer pure gauge.

Note that the A = 1 degeneracy of the wavefunctions manifests itself in a degeneracy of
the soft theorems [61] — opposite helicity modes have soft theorems related by a conformal
shadow [54]. Besides this, soft theorems exhibit another degeneracy: between incoming and
outgoing soft modes. This degeneracy in the wavefunctions is not obvious after reinstating the ie
regulator. Combinations of incoming and outgoing logarithmic A — 1 modes in the limit ¢ — 0

have been used in [52] to define conformally soft spin-1 and spin-2 wavefunctiong’|
A(ﬁil = meS, h(lj,i2 = mme® (2.20)
and similarly for J +— —J and m — m, with the conformally soft scalar introduced in [53]
P = [0(X?) +log(X?)(g- X)d(g- X)] ¢". (2.21)

Once the ¢ — 0 limit is taken, there are other wavefunctions which satisfy the Klein Gor-
don equation almost everywhere (one can expect sources where the regulator was avoiding a

singularity). In the notation of [53] we have the scalar wavefunctions
P =X, @ =log(X?)é(g- X), (2.22)

from which the corresponding vector and metric wavefunctions are obtained as above via the
classical double copy with the Kerr-Schild vectors m and m. It is worth emphasizing that the CS’
and CS” wavefunctions individually no longer satisfy the source-free equations of motion. These
wavefunctions naturally fit in the framework of generalized conformal primary wavefunctions

introduced in [53] which we now review.

4While the appearance of the logarithmic branch in the solutions space is tied to the degeneracy at A = 1,
for the other special values of A corresponding to the conformally soft gravitino and the subleading conformally
soft graviton we can also take combinations of incoming and outgoing ¢e-regulated solutions. Their relation to

memory effects will be discussed in [5§].



2.2 Generalized Conformal Primaries

In [53] we introduced a generalized notion of conformal primaries which have definite SL(2,C)
conformal dimensions A and spins J which need not a priori satisfy the equations of motion or
the same gauge fixing as conformal primary wavefunctions and have |J| < s. The definitions

given there can be succinctly written for arbitrary spin.E]

Definition: A generalized conformal primary is a wavefunction on R'3, which transforms under
SL(2,C) as a 2D conformal primary of conformal dimension A and spin J, and a 4D (spinor-)
tensor field of spin-s, namely:

aw+b aw + b
cw—+d ew+d

o5 (A%, X ) = (cw +d)* (e + D> DAL (XFsw,w), (2:2)

where Dg(A) is the 341D spin-s representation of the Lorentz algebra.

We have already encountered generalized primaries above: the members of the tetrad and spin
frame correspond to generalized vectors and spinors, respectively, with (A, J) given in table .
They are thus natural building blocks for generalized conformal primary wavefunctions. Starting
from the definition there are many natural constraints one can impose at each spin. The

spin s = 0,1, 2 examples were originally considered in [53]|. Here we review those constructions

3

and extend them to spin s = 3, 3.

Generalized Scalar

For the generalized conformal primary scalar Do(A) = 1. In the following, we will consider

analytic solutions, of the form
PR = F(XP)e?, (2.24)

which obey
O™ = 4[(2 = A) f(X?) + X2 f"(X?)]p™. (2.25)

Demanding that this is zero for generic A lands us on the radiative spin-0 conformal primary

wavefunction (2.10)) and its shadow ([2.13)) for any A.

Generalized Weyl Spinor

For a left-handed generalized conformal primary Weyl spinor spinor D 1 (A) = M where M is the

(%, 0) representation of the Lorentz algebra. Generalized primary spinors with |J]| < s = % take

the form:

Zeg = op%", (2.26)

5See |62] for a spin-s construction for massive spinning bosons on the celestial sphere.

10



and
¢fil = 1pX". (2.27)
T2

The Dirac equation reduces to the Weyl equation, and for analytic choices of ¢X", of the

form ([2.24)), we get

0Oy = ~2V2f (X?ip®, (2.28)
and
FONL" ) = —V2 Kg - A) FX?) + X2f(X2) | o™ . (2.29)

Setting these to zero lands us on the left-handed radiative spin—% conformal primary wavefunc-

tion (2.11)) and its shadow (2.14]) for any A.

Generalized Vector

For a generalized primary vector D;(A) = A. We constructed such wavefunctions for integer
spins |J| < s =1 1in [53] as
AR = muek” (2.30)

and

Af,?);u = luWXm’l + nugogAen’Q ) (2.31)
while the opposite spin vectors are obtained by m, — m,. In the following we will focus on the
analytic form of the generalized scalar primaries, ¢X" = f(X?)p® and pX™" = f;(X?)p?
for a priori arbitrary functions f and f;, and list in table [6] various constraints one can impose

on the form of these functions.

XrA, VHA, OA,
AL | 0 0 42— A)f + X2 my
ALY | A+ SRl | [F2f+ B = M) f+ XA | {410 - D)+ X0+ 3A)L
(3 = A)f+ X2 f I b

Table 6: Various constraints one can impose on a generalized conformal primary vector.

Enforcing all of these conditions simultaneously and demanding that gogAe"’i are analytic, lands
us on the following spectra:
AeC, J==1, (2.32)

corresponding to the radiative solutions for which A € 14 4R is a basis, as well as a discrete set
of solutions with
A=2 J=0. (2.33)



There are two such solutions, a G and M mode, at each of these (A,J). For (2.32)) the two
solutions for fixed A are radiative spin-1 conformal primary wavefunctions (2.11) and their
shadows ([2.14]). The G and M wavefunctions for ([2.33]) will correspond to primary descendants

at the bottom corner of the celestial photon diamonds discussed in section [

Generalized Gravitino

For a left-handed generalized conformal primary gravitino D% (A) = M ® A is the spinor-vector

representation where M is the (%,

such wavefunctions for half-integer spins |J| < s = % These are given by:

0) representation of the Lorentz algebra. We can construct

X = Mok (2.31)
en en,l en,2 en,3
XgA,Jr%;u = 1,00%"" + 1,005 + muueX™” (2.35)
en en,l en,2 _ en,3
XQA,—%;M = LpX" + nuepX™ 4+ muoe Y (2.36)
T = (237

For analytic generalized scalar primaries, %" = f(X?)¢® and %™ = fi(X?)p?, table [7] gives
the radial and harmonic gauge constraints one can impose on the generalized primary gravitinos,

while the Rarita-Schwinger equations reduce to

X, VX "X

Xass |0 0 !

Xieil [—f1+ X;fQ]OWA [=2f1 4+ (5 — A) fa+ X2 f5 + falop® | [fs — folV2up”
L | AR R | 22 G- Mt XAt (i iV
X'Zwi% 0 0 0

Table 7: Various constraints one can impose on a generalized conformal primary gravitino.

5“”"“61,Vprjr%m = —2V2i f'mPip®
TN NN 1 = V2R (5= D)o+ X2 = (3 = A)fs — X7 fi]m"op”
= V23 = A)fs + X 7% = 2V 2ifin T (238
GV XN s = —V2lfi+ (5 = A)fs + X200 + V2il o — 2f3]n" 0"
— V2i2f{ + (3 — A) fa+ X f3 — 2f5mM i,
PG, N X = —V2i[(3 — A)f + X2 fim o

12



If we enforce all of these conditions simultaneously and demand that gpgAe"’i are analytic, we

land on the following spectra:

AeC, J= ig, (2.39)

corresponding to the radiative solutions for which A € 1+ 4R is a basis, as well as a discrete set
of solutions with
5 1

A=— =+—. 24
L (240

There is one such left-handed solution at each of these (A, J). For (2.39) these correspond to the
left-handed radiative spin-2 conformal primary wavefunction (2.11)) and its shadow (2.14)), while
the G and M wavefunctions for (2.40) will correspond to primary descendants at the bottom
corner of the celestial gravitino diamonds discussed in section

Generalized Metric

For a generalized primary metric Do(A) = A ® A. We will also demand it is is symmetric
under exchange of the 3 4+ 1D indices. We can construct such rank-two tensors for integer spins
|J| < s =2. These are given by [53]:

WX o = MM PX (2.41)
W = (i + mul )X+ (nmy, + myn, )™, (2.42)
the,T(L);m/ = ZHZV(pgAenJ + n“nygpgAen,Z + (lunl/ + nulu)wfn’g + nuuﬁpgAenA s (2.43)

while the opposite spin metrics are obtained by m, ~ m,. Focusing again on the analytic
form (2.24)) of the generalized scalar primaries, p%" = f(X?)p® and %™ = fi(X?)p?, we list

in table [§] various gauge constraints one can impose on the generalized primary metrics. The

N Py, Xy VEhyu
e, | 0 0 0
Wi | 0 (= i+ 5 falmao® [=2fi + (4= D)o + X2 film,o®
WGy |2t afle? | {=h+ S0 -l | {220+ @A)+ X3 - 1)+ ASiL
HE L= = Il fe® |+ [(4= D)+ X205 = 2f = fi)lma fo®

Table 8: Various constraints one can impose on a generalized conformal primary metric.

equations of motion can be evaluated using table [§ and
Dthe,ZQ;;w = 4[(2 - A)f/ =+ X2f//]mﬂm1/§0A )
Oh&" 1, =411 = AV fL+ X2 f 4 fol (Lamu + myuly) o™ + 4[(3 = A) f5 + X2 £ (nmy, + myn, )o®
thﬁko;m/ = 4[_Af{ + X2 {/ + f3]lulV@A + 4[(4 - A)fé + X2 g]nunu(pA
+4f + (2 - A)fé +X? g](lltnlf + nulu)@A + 4[%f2 +2-A)f+ XQfZ]??W@A .

(2.44)
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Enforcing all of these conditions simultaneously and demanding that %™

are analytic, lands us
on the following spectra:

AeC, J=+2 (2.45)

corresponding to the radiative solutions for which A € 14 4R is a basis, as well as a discrete set
of solutions with
A=3, J={-1,0,1}. (2.46)

There are two such solutions at each of these (A, J). For the two solutions for fixed A are
the radiative spin-2 conformal primary wavefunctions and their shadows , while the
G and M wavefunctions for will correspond to primary descendants at the bottom corners
of the celestial graviton diamonds discussed in section [4]

3 Global Primary Descendants in 2D CFT

In this section we classify global primary descendant operators for generic 2D CFTs. We will then
apply and adapt this classification to 4D wavefunctions transforming as 2D conformal primaries

in section [l

Conditions for Primary Descendants

Consider an SL(2,C) primary state |h, k) which, by definition, is annihilated by both L; and
L. Often in the d = 2 CFT literature such a state would be called quasi-primary. Its SL(2,C)-
descendants are built by acting with L_; and L_; an arbitrary number of times. A primary
descendant is a state in this module that is also annihilated by L; and L;. Since the algebra
is divided in two sets of mutually commuting generators, we can examine the holomorphic and

antiholomorphic descendants separately. Let us focus on states of the form (L_;)*|h, h). Using
[Li, (L_)*] =k(L_)*'(2Lo+k—1), (3.1)

we obtain

Ly(L_))F|h, Ry = k(2h + k — 1)(L_1) " h, h). (3.2)

Here we see that (L_;)¥|h, h) is a primary descendant when h = ﬂ for k € Z.. The primary

1+k

==, which corresponds to a reﬂectlon of the weight

descendant has dimension h' =
h—1—h. (3.3)
Repeating the same computation for the antiholomorphic algebra, one finds that (L_;)*|h, ) is

k

a primary descendant when h = k for k € Z-. This descendant has dimension h/ = 12

14



Figure 1: Diamond illustrating the nested submodule structure. The SL(2,C) module of the

primary |%, %> contains three submodules associated with primary descendant operators.

Let us now consider the case when both of these conditions are satisfied, namely

1—k - 1—-k
h=—— h=—— 4
2 2 (3.4)

where k, k € Z.. We then have a third primary descendant:
(Loy)*(Ly)F BB (3.5)

with conformal weights (1, h') = 3(1+k,1+k). As summarized in figure|l| the two submodules
intersect at the position of this primary descendant (3.5)) forming a nested structure that we shall
refer to as ‘diamond’.

Classification of Primary Descendants

Following the notationsﬂ of [35], we classify primary descendants into three types I, I, III which
we define below. It will be convenient to rephrase the above conditions for primary descendants
in terms of A = h+ h and J = h — h. In what follows O +s)(w, ) is a primary operator with
dimension A and spin +|J|. Its primary descendants have dimensions A’ and spin J’. The types

of primary descendant operators are summarized in table [9]

6Let us draw attention to some differences between our definitions and those of [35]. In section 3.1 of [35]
states of types I, I, III were also defined (and used e.g. in [38]). Those definitions differ slightly because they
were considering primaries in the symmetric and traceless representation of SO(d) for CFT in d dimensions. That
classification was strictly speaking inherited from odd d and analytically continued to generic (even non integer)
d. In even d subtleties arise. Section 6 of [35] introduced a type V primary descendant which exists only in even
d and replaces the type III defined in odd d. What we call type III in the following is actually the type V of [35].

Moreover the split of type I into the type Ia and type Ib defined here is a feature of even dimensions.
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Type range level A (A1)
Ia ne’Z. n L—=1|J]—=n| (1—=|J|,|J]+n)
Ib neZs 21J|+n | 1—=|J|=n | (1 +]J],|J]+n)
II | nell,2]J] —1] n 1+ |J|—n| (L+|J],|J| —n)
I — 2|J| 1—|J| (1+|J, [

Table 9: Types of primary descendant operators. A spin J primary operator with conformal
dimension A has a descendant which is also a primary in four circumstances. The level of the

descendant, its dimension A’ and the absolute value of its spin J’ are presented in the table.

Definition: A type I primary descendant is a primary descendant with spin greater — in absolute
value — than that of the primary it descended from, namely |J'| > |J|. We further divided the
type I into two sub-types Ia and Ib, where the former is a descendant at level n, while the latter

is a descendant at level 2|J| 4 n:

I I WS R 7 (3.)
Ib &zu\J|+n®Aﬁ|J|7 8121;|J|+H®A7+|J|

When J = 0 the definition above is ambiguous, so we shall define type Ia being obtained by
holomorphic derivatives, and Ib by antiholomorphic ones. The relation between the quantum
numbers A, J of the primary and the ones A’, J" of the primary descendant is summarized in
table [9 and illustrated in figure [2a]

Definition: A type Il primary descendant is a primary descendant with spin smaller — in absolute

value — than that of the primary it descended from, |J'| < |J|,
11 (9g®A7+M, 83)@A7_|J| A=1+ |J| -n, (3.7)

where n € {1, ...,2|J| — 1} which implies 1 — |J| < A < 1+ |J|. These primary descendants only
exists for |J| > 1. The relation between the quantum numbers A, J of the primary and the ones
A, J' of the primary descendant is summarized in table [9] and illustrated in figure 2b]

Definition: A type III primary descendant is a primary descendant with the same spin — in

absolute value — as that of the primary it descended from, |.J'| = |J| > 0,
L 92"0a 1y, 00081y A=1-]J]. (3.8)

The descendant has its conformal spin flipped J’ = —.J with respect to the parent primary. The
relation between the quantum numbers A, J of the primary and the ones A’,.J’ of the primary

descendant is summarized in table [9 and illustrated in figure [3]
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(a) Type I (b) Type II

Figure 2: Primary descendants of type I and II. The dots define the integer lattice Z2 in the J-A
plane. The origin is at (A, J) = (1,0). Dots in the grey regions correspond to primaries that

have primary descendants. The latter are obtained by reflecting across the dashed lines.

In appendix [A] we review how to find the primary descendants using techniques from repre-
sentation theory. There we will also show that primaries and primary descendants are related
through special reflections in weight space (Weyl reflections), as depicted in figure [2| and (3 for
the case of integer spin. For half integer spins, the Z? lattice gets shifted. Since descendants
have higher conformal dimension than their associated parent primary, the relevant reflections
map points at the top of the pictures to points at the bottom.

In figure there are two possible reflections corresponding to type Ia and type Ib. In
figure [2b] there are two disconnected grey regions depending on the sign of J. Points of the same
color in the two grey regions reflect to the same point at the bottom. We also notice that the
primary descendants of type Ia and Ib of figure [2a] are exactly at the position of the primaries
in figure So when the condition for type I is satisfied, the full diamond of figure [1| appears —
indeed the condition for type I is equivalent to (3.4)).

In figure 3 the (A, J) of the primaries are located on the dashed diagonals and their primary
descendants (A’,J') are obtained as a reflection with respect to the opposite diagonal. Notice
that the condition for type III can be also written as h = %, h = % or h = %, h = % This
is in turn equal to with k or k equal to zero (even though k, k were defined to be in Z.).
Indeed, comparing the figures [1] and [3] one notices that type III may be formally obtained by
shrinking to zero the area of the diamond, namely by taking kk = 0.
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Figure 3: Primary descendants of type III. The dots define the integer lattice Z? in the J-A
plane. The origin of the lattice is placed at (A, J) = (1,0).

Shadows in the Diamond

Looking at the weights appearing in the diamond in figure [T}, we see that antipodal points have
shadow-related conformal dimensions and spins (indeed the shadow transform implements a Weyl
reflection of the weights). One natural question is if these primary descendants are related by a

shadow transform,

— K Oy, 5 (W', @)
Opp(w,w) = Q—hﬂ’h/dgw'<w — (S e (3.9)

/)2—2h<w _ w/)2—2h ’

where K h,ﬁ = 2max{h, h} — 1 is a normalization constant [24] for which the shadow wavefunc-

tions ) take a nice form and 6;/5 = (—1)2(h_ﬁ)®hﬁ. Indeed we can prove that, given an
operator ®1 1ok 1k at the top vertex of the diamond of figure |1 , then its primary descendants of

type la and Ib ;re related by a shadow transform as follows,
P _
<a 612k712 ) k!

To obtain these relations we integrate by parts within the shadow integrand (3.9 and use

wO1-k 1k , <6 @/1;2k>:( )

2 7 2

®12k71 . (310)

2

) P C D
aw,m_%(k 1)! o O*, 63 (w' —w), (3.11)

which follows from 0,1 = 27§®)(z). With a similar demonstration one can prove that if two

primaries (not necessarily primary descendants) of the left and right corner of figure are

"Note that this normalization differs from K, j = ?‘gh 2}3 used in [63].
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related by shadow transform, then they must descend to the same primary descendantﬁ namely

]_ - —_—~— _1 k 1 o _1 E B
gai% <®;kie> 4 k,) 001k 145 4 E&i (@ik;k) _ k') OpOu i - (3.12)

For type III the same shadow relations (3.11)) and (3.12) hold (and degenerate to the same
relation) by setting either k = 0 or k = 0.

Primary Descendants vs Null States

The discussion so far only relied on the SL(2,C) algebra, and not on the prescription for the
dual Hilbert space. Let us now look at how different quantization choices affect whether or not
primary descendants are null states. We will contrast the standard 2D CF'T prescription of radial
quantization to the one inherited by celestial CFTs from the 4D bulk.

In radial quantization of 2D Euclidean CFTs, the Hilbert space is spanned by states

h,B) = 6, 5(0)|0) (3.13)

in one to one correspondence with primary operators. These states are annihilated by L; and
L,. Conformal multiplets are obtained by acting with L_; and L_;. Conjugation in radial

quantization is implemented by inversion
[6(w, ®)]" = w0261 /w,1/w) (3.14)
and the out states are defined as

(h,h| = nmow—%—%(m@@ Jw,1/w). (3.15)

W, W—
Using the definition of in and out states we can then compute norms as (h, h|h, k). In reasonably
well behaved CFTs (e.g. unitary and with discrete spectrum) one can choose a basis of primary
states which are unit-normalized. The prescription for radial quantization implies the following

Hermitian conjugation relations
Ll=r.,, LI=L,. (3.16)

The rules above can then be used to demonstrate that a primary descendant is orthogonal to all

primaries including itself. E.g. if we consider a primary |hy, hy) with hy = % and we compute

the inner product of its level-k primary descendant with a generic primary (hy, h;|, we obtain,

(hl,ﬁl|<L’il|h2,Bg>> - (<h1,hl|L§>L’j—11|h2,BQ> ~0. (3.17)

8While the weights of the top and bottom corners seem to satisfy (h,h) ~ (1 —h,1—h), the operators are not

related by a conformal shadow transformation. This is not surprising as descendants typically lose information.

19



The same equation for generic hy implies arbitrary descendants are orthogonal to any primary.
Meanwhile in and out-states in celestial CF'T's are defined in terms of data at early and late

Cauchy slices in the 4D bulk. Single particle states can be defined as
b, by w, ) = 037 (w, w)[0),  (h, h,w, @] = (0|6x7_,(w,w), (3.18)

where @23(10,1@) was defined in (2.4). These states depend on a point on the sphere w,w in
addition to the conformal dimension and spin. Using (2.16]), their inner product takes the form

(h, hyw, W|W B W', @0y = 6570 (w —w)(E(A + A —2)). (3.19)

In appendix [B| we review the relation between performing Lorentz transformations of the space-
time coordinates and SL(2,C) transformations of the reference direction (w,w). Consider the
single particle state with momentum pointing towards the north pole w,w = 0. The fact that
massless states do not have continuous spin representations [36}/64] means that that they are
annihilated by Ly, L,

Li|h,h,0,0) =0, Li|h,h,0,0) = 0. (3.20)

The generic w, W is obtained by exponentiation of L_; and L_1, or equivalently defining primaries
with respect to rotated generators. The state |h, h,0,0) is similar to the usual primary states in
a 2D CFT: it depends only on the weights h, h, it is annihilated by Ly, L;, the generators Ly, Ly
read off its weights, and L_;, L_; create descendants. However the inner product is not the same
as the one in radial quantization.

In celestial CFTs we would like to keep the property that 4D scattering in-states are conjugate
to the out-states. Demanding that the representation of Poincaré on the bulk Hilbert space is

unitary forces on us the following conjugation relations (see appendix
Ll =—L, (3.21)

which differ from the ones obtained in radial quantization (3.16]). In particular the conjugate of
L_y is not L; but rather L_;. Thus we cannot use an equation of the form (3.17)) to prove that

primary descendant states are orthogonal to all primaries. Indeed

<h17 Blawlvwll(Lﬁl‘h27 }_7/2,11)27’(1_]2)) = _<<h17 B17w17w1|ii1>Lﬁzl|h’2a 527w27u_)2>7 (322>

is non-vanishing even when we take hy = % and fix wy,wy = 0. We thus see that, by using
the most conventional form of the inner product, celestial primary descendants need not be null.
Let us however stress that the classification of reducible modules and their shadow relations is
independent of the inner product, thus it is valid no matter how we define it.

A final observation is that it is possible to mimic radial quantization also in celestial CFT's

(see e.g. the discussion of [17]). Indeed, since the inner product (3.19) is delta normalized, we
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can obtain a two-point function power-like behavior by taking a 2D shadow transform of the out
statesﬂ The standard form of the two point function automatically gives rise to inner products,
as in radial quantization, by sending the points to zero and infinity. In terms of this inner product
one would thus conclude that the primary descendant states should actually be null. It is however
still missing in the literature an argument which would suggest that the shadowed inner product

is the natural one from the 4D perspective. We leave this question for future investigation.

4 Celestial Diamonds

Making use of the general discussion of the previous section and the fact that all 4D wavefunctions
relevant to massless scattering of spin-s particles have {|J|,|J'|} < s, we can now classify and
construct all global conformal multiplets relevant in 2D celestial CF'T — namely, those for which
radiative primaries appear in the SL(2,C) module. These are organized into ‘celestial diamonds’.
Radiative primaries can appear in two forms: either as the parent primary (|J| = s), or as a
primary descendant (|J'| = s). We illustrate the two cases in tables [10] and [11]

Type range level A (A1)
Ia neZs n l—-s—n|(1-s,s+n)
Ib neZs 2s+n|1—s—n| (l1+s,s+n)

II |nell,2s—1] n l+s—n|(1+s,s—n)
111 — 2s 1—s (1+s,s)

Table 10: Primary descendants of radiative fields with |J| = s. We can only have non-zero
wavefunctions if |J/| < s, hence the type I descendants are trivially null. We thus see that all of

the nontrivial descendants of radiative primaries are at A’ =1+ s.

Starting from a radiative conformal primary wavefunction with (A, J = +s), the abstract
representation theoretic argument of the previous section determines the values of (A’ J') at
which a primary descendant occurs. Upon taking the appropriate w and w derivatives we are
guaranteed to land on a wavefunction that satisfies the same equations of motion and gauge
fixing as the parent radiative primary. (See appendix for the explicit form these descendants
take.) Table [10] tells us where a primary descendant will occur.

For the case where a radiative primary is a primary descendent with (A’, J" = +s), repre-
sentation theory again determines the (A, J) of the parent primary as illustrated in table .

9This idea has been floating around for a while, e.g. [54,55]. For example, the norm (3.19) of any given state
is divergent but can be tamed using the shadow transform.
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Type | range | level (A, J) A’

la |neZs n (1—s,s—n)|l—s+n
Ib |neZ.|2s—n|(1—-s,s—n)|1l+s—n
111 - 2s (1—s,s) 1+s

Table 11: Spectrum of primaries that can descend to radiative primary descendants with |.J'| = s.
We can only have non-zero wavefunctions if |J| < s, which excludes the type II case. We see

that the only parents which descend to radiative primaries have A =1 — s.

However, now we are no longer guaranteed that the parent primary satisfies the same gauge fix-
ing and equations of motion as the radiative primary (and in general they won’t) and, moreover,
we need to verify that such a parent wavefunction can indeed be constructed and transforms
covariantly under SI(2,C). Parents of radiative conformal primaries thus seem to correspond to
states in celestial CFT that one has to add.

Let us summarize the group-theoretic predictions from tables|[10] and [11] for the global confor-
mal multiplets in 2D celestial CFT. For fixed spin s there are two distinct loci in the (A, J) plane
where we expect to find SL(2,C) primary descendants: 1) at (A, J) = (1—s—mn,+s) forn € Z,
we expect type I primary descendants which must be identically zero since |J'| > s; and 2) the
square formed by the union of (A, J) € ([1 —s,...,1+ s],£s) and (A, J) € (1 £s,[—s,...,+5])
captures all non-vanishing primary descendants of type I, IT and III, as well as their parents, and

forms the corners of a set of celestial diamonds. We will now examine these two cases in turn.

4.1 Trivial Null States

In celestial CFT, primary descendant wavefunctions of type I arising from radiative conformal

primaries ®5 ; and @A ; with |J| = s take the form

ag;q)A,-l—sa gq)A,—s

_ _ A=1—-s—mn, (4.1)
8Z(I)A,+87 agq)A,—s

and
ais—l—n(I)A s agjs%»nq)A 5
Tb o T A=1-s-n, (4.2)
RN TN
for n € Z.. As in the general classification (3.6)), when J = 0 we define type la primary descen-
dant wavefunctions via holomorphic derivatives and type Ib primary descendant wavefunctions
via antiholomorphic derivatives. Notice that the type I primary descendants (4.1) and (4.2)
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vanish identically, as can be checked directly from the 4D radiative wavefunctions of section [2.1}
For example, when J = 0 the conditions (£.1)-(.2) give 97 (—¢ - X)"' = 0 for type Ia and
O (—q- X)"! =0 for Ib, which both trivially vanish since we are deriving n times a polynomial
of order n—1 in w and w. This is expected from the fact that there are no generalized conformal
primaries with spin |.J'| > s.

These vanishing wavefunctions correspond to states that are thus null in the trivial sense.
Indeed given a vanishing wavefunction, its associated 2D operator — obtained through equa-
tion (2.4) — automatically vanishes. There are thus infinitely many modules with type I null
states in celestial CEF'T descending from radiative states with spin |J| = s and conformal dimen-
sion A <1—|J| —n for n € Z.. Since all their descendants vanish as well, we are left with a
finite dimensional representation. This is illustrated in an example in figure [d] Starting from a
radiative parent primary of spin |J| = s and conformal dimension A =1 — |J| —n for n € Z.
at the top, we have a total of (n — 1)(2|J| +n — 1) states arising from SL(2,C) descendants. All
but one corner of the resulting celestial diamond are null.

e |
|
* °
|
X . : °
|
|
—— X + ,,,,,, e — —
|
X e X
|
|
X X
l
X

Figure 4: Example type I module in celestial CFT. For a radiative state (o) with A =1—1|J|—n
where n € Z, the predicted primary descendants and their descendants are identically zero (x).
The radiative primary (e) and its descendants (-) thus form an (n — 1)(2|J| +n — 1) dimensional

vector space. The axes intersect at (A, .J) = (1,0).

4.2 Primary Descendants in Celestial CFT

Besides the infinitely many celestial type I primary descendants of section which give rise to
vanishing wavefunctions, there is a finite set of primary descendants of types I, II and III which
are not trivially null. These primary descendants and their parent primaries form the corners of

non-trivial celestial diamonds.
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Finite-Area Celestial Diamonds

In the general discussion of global primary descendants of SL(2,C) in section |3| we alluded to a
diamond structure in figure[I} where starting from a conformal primary operator at the top of the
diamond we may descend to primary operators at the left, right and bottom corners for special
values of the primary operator’s SL(2,C) quantum numbers. In celestial CFT, it is most natural
to center this discussion around radiative solutions. We will now outline the general structure of

celestial diamonds before discussing the spin-s examples of interest in detail below.

Left and Right Corners Radiative conformal primary wavefunctions ®4 ; or EI;A7 J with confor-

mally soft SL(2,C) dimensions A form the left (negative .J) and right (positive J) corners of
the diamond structure in figure [Il There are two types of diamonds: a Goldstone (G) and a
Memory (M) diamond. The left and right corners of the first correspond to the wavefunctions
in tables [2] and [ of section which are Goldstone modes of spontaneously broken asymptotic
symmetries whose Ward identities are equivalent to (conformally) soft theorems. Their canon-
ical partners related to memory effects form the left and right corners of the second diamond.
Moreover, from section [3| we know that the left and right corners of each diamond are related
by a conformal shadow transform. For the leading soft theorem in gauge theory and gravity this

relates opposite helicity Goldstone modes and explains their degeneracy in soft theorems.

Bottom Corners Since radiative conformal primary wavefunctions at the left and right corner
of a given celestial diamond obey the shadow relation (3.12)), it follows that they must descend

to the same primary descendant which is filling the bottom corner of that diamond. From the

definition (3.7]), we see that these are type II primary descendants of the form

DA, DA,
11 S Y NG RIS (4.3)
83;(I)A,+sa ag)q)A,—s

where |J| = sand n € {1,...,25s—1} which implies 1 —s < A < 1+s and only exist for s > 1. As
explained in section [3], type II primary descendants of radiative modes do not vanish identically
from the point of view of 4D bulk wavefunctions (though they fall off faster than radiative order
at null infinity away from isolated points). Instead they turn out to be generalized conformal
primaries that give contact term contributions to celestial amplitudes. This can be seen from
the fact that the soft theorems are meromorphic, and when hit by a suitable amount of d,, and
Op derivatives give rise to contact terms. In an upcoming paper [44], we will show that the
bottom corners of celestial diamonds define soft operators in terms of which soft charges are

most naturally expressed.m

0The authors of |38,139] previously studied null states in celestial CFT whose decoupling was interpreted as
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Curiously, the special spectrum of (A, J’) for type II primary descendants is precisely pre-
dicted by the discussion in section 2.2l Recall that wavefunctions that descend from radiative
conformal primaries obey the same gauge conditions (since d,, and J; commute with them) as
the latter. The primary descendants filling the bottom corners thus precisely correspond to the

finite set of generalized primaries identified explicitly in section [2.2]

Top Corners  Conformally soft primary wavefunctions turn out to be primary descendants
themselves and so we can complete the diamond structure at the top corners for each spin-s
case. These are given by another set of generalized conformal primary wavefunctions which obey
more relaxed gauge conditions than the radiative primary wavefunctions they descend to. These

parent primaries give rise to type I primary descendants given by

n FHICn:S n F&IEN,S
e N R T (1.4)
2|J|4+n x gen,s 2|J|4+n x gen,s ’
Ib 8w ®A7_|J|’ 8,@ ®A7+|J|’

for n € Z.y. Hence, the conformally soft radiative wavefunctions at the left and right corners of
the celestial diamonds are, respectively, primary descendants of type la and Ib.

Unlike for the bottom corners of celestial diamonds, the discussion of section does not
identify the particular spectrum (A’,J’) or functional form for the wavefunctions at the top
corners. However the spectrum can be easily determined using table and imposing that
their descendants are the known radiative primary descendants. With the relaxed gauge fixing,
there is an ambiguity in the parents which we will return to at the end of this section. In the
tables that follow we will pick convenient representatives of the parent primaries. In upcoming
work [44] we will show that the top corners of celestial diamonds are intimately tied to conformal

Faddeev-Kulish dressings which render celestial amplitudes infrared finite.

We now discuss the celestial diamonds for spin s = 1,% and 2 in turn, and comment on the

much simpler primary descendant structure for spin s = 0 and % below.

effectively reducing the number of polarization states of soft particle and found to be crucial in deriving soft-
theorems from the Ward identities of asymptotic symmetries. In our language these null states would correspond
to taking differences of primaries descending from the left and right corners of the diamond. The connection

between null states and soft charges was also discussed in [39].
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— ¢ Photon Diamonds ¢ —

The celestial diamonds relevant for the leading conformally soft theorem in gauge theory are
summarized in figure [5| Table [12] gives the elements of the Goldstone diamond, for which

Ai,];u = VMAA,J: (45)

while table gives elements of the memory diamond. While we have picked the log mode
wavefunctions for table[I3] one can replace them with the other conformally soft modes described

in section

Left and Right Corners The leading conformally soft photon theorem [12,/13,31] arises from the

spin-1 conformal primary wavefunctions with A =1 and J = +1. These are canonically paired
with memory modes of the same dimension and spin. The pairings with various conformally
soft modes have been examined in [52] and |18]. The operators selected by the Goldstone modes

generate Kac-Moody symmetries in the celestial CFT [65,/66].

Bottom Corners Both the left and right corners descend to the same A = 2, J = 0 generalized

primary which is a type II primary descendant
G en,G G
awAl,/j\f = Ag,o M — awAL/j\f : (4.6)

Note that the above descendancy relations for the A = 1 wavefunctions display the degeneracy
of the two helicities in the soft theorems [54]. In celestial correlators, descendants of the radiative

currents reduce to contact terms supported at the locations of other charged operators.

Top Corners To complete the celestial diamonds relevant for the leading conformally soft photon
theorem, we augment the Hilbert space with a pair of (A, J) = (0,0) generalized photons whose

type I primary descendants at level 1 land us on the spin-1 radiative wavefunctions
en,G/M G/M en,G/M G/M
a@Ag,O M — Al,/fl ) awA(gJ,o M= Al,il . (4-7)

These parent primaries need not obey the same gauge fixing as the other corners. While for the
Goldstone modes this is not a problem, for the memory mode it would be natural to ask whether
one should allow this parent in the phase space. If not, then the Kac-Moody currents are no
longer primary descendants, just primaries. However, we can always define this parent in terms
of an appropriate Green’s function, as will be explored in [44]. We also point out that one can
create distributional solutions that formally satisfy all of the gauge conditions and have isolated

sources

A5 = J3a,lo0g(X)d(g - X)), (4.8)

which we recognize as the electromagnetic analogue of the Aichelburg-Sexl ultraboost [53].
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: Goldstone (a) and memory (b) diamonds for the leading soft photon theorem.

Corner | A |J | AR, Aa,y

Top 010 \/iglu —\/Lg log o~
Left 1| =1 muet 0w\,
Right 1| +1 | mupt Owlo
Bottom | 2 | 0 V2 (XTQZH + ”u) ©* | Owlaloo

Table 12: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to large U(1) gauge symmetry.

Corner | A | J AIX? S

Top 0|0 \%lu log(X?)

Left 1 | =1 |m,log(X?)pt

Right |1 | +1 | m,log(X?)p!

Bottom | 2 | 0 | /2 (XTZZM + nu> log(X?)p?

Table 13: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to electromagnetic memory.
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— ¢ Gravitino Diamonds ¢ —

The celestial diamonds for the leading conformally soft gravitino theorem are chiral and we focus
here on the left-handed ones which are summarized in figure [} Table [14] gives the elements of
the Goldstone diamond, for which

The physical interpretation of memory effects for fermionic modes is still an open question [67,68],
though we expect them to be related by supersymmetry to memory effects that are well under-
stood. The modes in table [14] are expected to be relevant based on their conformal dimensions.

Similar expressions can be obtained for the right-handed gravitinos and their celestial diamonds.

Left and Right Corners The conformally soft gravitino theorem [16] appears at A = % The
conformal shadow of this mode appears at A = % These are summarized in table Non-

gauge modes with canonically paired conformal dimensions are given in table The operators

selected by the Goldstone modes generate large supersymmetry transformations [56,/67,68|.

Bottom Corners For each diamond, the left and right corners descend to the same generalized

primary, at the levels expected for a type II primary descendant

.G
g;n . —82—
27

—3 T X5 1 T %

2~ _ —
w0 T gOXieg =gl =0axg,y (410)

The relative minus sign arises from the shadow of fermions. Descendants of the radiative currents

reduce to contact terms in celestial correlators which we expect to correspond to a soft charge.

Top Corners To complete the celestial diamond relevant for the conformally soft gravitino
theorem we augment the Hilbert space with a (A, J) = (—%, +%) generalized gravitino, which
is pure gauge, whose level 1 and level 2 primary descendants land us on the spin—% Goldstino
wavefunctions with A = % and A = %

1

en,G ~ en,G
SrOaX T =X e 0T = XT s (4.11)
We also add a (A, J) = (—%, —%) generalized gravitino, which is not pure gauge, whose level 1

1

and level 2 primary descendants land us on the Spin—% conformally soft wavefunctions with A = 3

andA:%

en ~ 1 en
DX = =X, SO = XA (4.12)
273 272 21 272 2,13
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(a)

Figure 6: Goldstone (a) and memory (b) diamonds for the leading soft gravitino theorem.

Nl

Corner | A | J XEJ A,

Top -3 | +3 \%olugo_% —\%090_% log ¢~
Left -3 \/ZT?L#(,O% %8125)\,%7%

Right L1 42 | omype OwA_11

Bottom | 2 | —3 |2 [(X;lu + ”u) L+ X;omu] o3 %811,837)\7%7%

Table 14: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to large supersymmetry.

Corner | A | J | xN;

Top _% _% %Lnugo_%

Left % —% %Lm#g&%

Right % —i—% omﬂwg

Bottom % +% V2 [(XTQZH + ”u) o+ Lm#} @g

Table 15: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to a supergravity memory effect.
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— ¢ Leading Graviton Diamonds ¢ —

The celestial diamonds corresponding to the leading conformally soft graviton theorem are sum-
marized in figure [} Table [I6] gives the elements of each Goldstone diamond, for which

hA iy — vuﬁA,J;y + vugA,J;u = VMVVAA,J, (413)

while table gives elements of the memory diamond. While we have picked the log mode
wavefunctions for table[17], one can replace these with the other conformally soft modes described

in section 2

Left and Right Corners The leading conformally soft graviton theorem [32-34] arises from the

spin-2 conformal primary wavefunction with A = 1 and J = 4+2. These are canonically paired
with memory modes of the same dimension and spin. The pairings with various conformally
soft modes have been examined in [52] and [60]. The operators selected by the Goldstone modes

generate BMS supertranslations [52].

Bottom Corners  Both the left and right hand corners descend to the same A = 3,J = 0

generalized primary which is a type II primary descendant

2;G/M 5 gen,G/M 2 1 G/M
2'8wh = hgo Q'é)whl M (4.14)

Note that the above descendancy relations for the A = 1 wavefunctions display the degeneracy
of the two helicities in the soft theorems [54]. In celestial correlators, descendants of the radiative

currents reduce to contact terms supported at the locations of other operators.

Top Corners To complete the celestial diamonds relevant for the leading conformally soft gravi-
ton theorem, we augment the Hilbert space by a pair of (A, J) = (—1,0) generalized gravitons
whose descendants at level 2 land us on the spin-2 radiative wavefunctions
en,G/M G/M en,G/M G/M

9z, hg / hl,/—Q ] aihgil,o M= hl,{i-2 : (4.15)
These parents need not obey the same gauge fixing as the other corners. For the Goldstone
modes this is not a problem. For the memory mode it would be natural to ask whether one
should allow this parent in the phase space. Regardless, one can always define this parent in
terms of an appropriate Green’s function [44]. Note that one can create distributional solutions
that formally satisfy all of the gauge conditions and have isolated sources

poen.CS” = 1g.q,log(X*)(q - X) (4.16)

1,0,y —

which we recognize as the Aichelburg-Sex! ultraboost [53].
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(b)

M
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Figure 7: Goldstone (a) and memory (b) diamonds for the leading soft graviton theorem.

Corner | A | J th Eng Ang

Top -1] 0 %lulygfl —%l“gpfl log ot %(pfl log o=t
Left 1| =2 | mumye! 508" 0 202N _1
Right 1| +2 | mymye! 505" 0 202N 1
Bottom | 3| 0 |2 [(%2)2% e+ o | @020, | @pdiiAoig

+ X2(Lny, + n#zy)} o3

Table 16: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to supertranslation symmetry.

Corner | A | J hIX:gJ

Top —1| 0] 300, log(X?)p™*
Left 1| =2 | m,m,log(X?)p!
Right 1| +2 | mum, log(X?)p!

Bottom 3 0

X2 2 X2
2 |:<7> lull/ + n#n,, + Tnp,l/

+ X2(l,n, + null,)} log(X?)p?

Table 17: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to gravitational memory.
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— ¢ Subleading Graviton Diamonds ¢ —

The celestial diamonds relevant for the subleading soft graviton theorem are chiral, i.e. for the
Goldstone and memory modes there are two diamonds each with opposite self-duality property.
The dark grey diamonds figure ) and b) correspond to self-dual Goldstone and anti-self dual
memory modes while the ones in light grey correspond to the opposite self-duality. Table

gives the elements of the self-dual Goldstone diamond, for which

h’g,J;uV = v,ugA,J;V + VVSA,J;M (417)

while table [19] gives elements of the anti-self dual memory diamond.

Left and Right Corners The subleading conformally soft graviton theorem arises from the spin-

2 conformal primary wavefunction with A = 0 and J = 42 which extends the BMS group to
Diff(S?) transformations while the shadow of this mode at A = 2 corresponds to superrota-
tions [51]. The non-diffeo modes with canonically paired conformal dimensions are given by the
A = 0 shadow gravitons and the A = 2 gravitons. Their ie-regulated combinations of in-coming

and out-going modes will be addressed in [5§].

Bottom Corners Within each diamond, the left and right corners descend to the same generalized

primaries at A = 3, J = +£1, which are type II primary descendants, as follows

L 3. am™ en,G/M ~G/M ~G/M en,G/M 1 a3, a/M
ga?uho,/fz = hg,ﬂ M= —3@h27/+2 ) - awhz,/q = hg -1 M — ga?vho,iz . (4~18)
The explicit expression for the primary descendant RIemG/M g given in tables (18 and |19| from
3,41
which the expressions for hgff’lG/ M can be obtained by replacing J — —J and m — m. In figure

the generalized metric hgf_t’lG/ M fills the bottom corner of the dark grey diamonds, while hgff’lG/ M

fills the bottom corner of the light grey diamonds.

Top Corners The Goldstone modes of spontaneously broken Virasoro and Diff(S?) superrotation
symmetry obey descendancy relations [29,/51] which hint at the existence of a parent primary.
Indeed, we find that we need to augment the Hilbert space with a pair of generalized primary
metrics with (A, J) = (—=1,£1). The level 1 and level 3 primary descendants of the J = —1

generalized metric land us on the spin-2 wavefunction with A = 0 and its shadow with A = 2
1 ~
en,G/M G/M en,G/M G/M
amhgl’,l/ - h07/,2 ) ga’?uhgfl,fl/ - _hZ,{FQ . (4].9)

Similarly, the primary descendants of the J = +1 generalized metric land us on the opposite

helicity spin-2 wavefunctions

1 en,G/M 7G/M en,G/M G/M
gaghgl,—i-l/ = _h2,/—2 ) awth_H/ = h(),_/;_g . (420)
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Figure 8: Goldstone (a) and memory (b) diamonds for the subleading soft graviton theorem.

Corner | A | J hg’J N,
Top 1] -1 ﬁi(lumy +mul, )t —ﬁim“@” log ™!
Left 0 -2 mumy 8@5517,1
Right 2 | +2 | X?m,m,p? %85’05517,1
Bottom 3 +1 | vV2X? XTQ(lumu +myul,) %af’uamfg,q
+ (nmy, +mym,) | *

Table 18: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to superrotation symmetry.

Corner | A | J | hX,

Top 1| -=1 m;xz(lum,, + myul,)e
Left 0| =2 | 5mum,

Right 2 | +2 | mumy,p?

Bottom | 3 | +1 | V2| X (lum, +myl,)

+ (nymy, +myn,) | @

3

Table 19: Elements of the celestial diamond corresponding to spin memory.
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Zero-Area Celestial Diamonds

From the general classification it follows that there are only two type III primary descendant
wavefunctions for a given SL(2,C) spin J which is flipped with respect to that of the primaries
they descended from:

02\ op 1y, DN 1y A=1-1]J], (4.21)

and
07"\ a g, N Ba g A=1—T]. (4.22)

Type III radiative conformal primaries correspond to the wavefunctions of tables |3| and [5] in
section denoted by g which are not pure gauge but give rise to conformally soft theorems,
and the canonically paired wavefunctions labeled by m. The conformally soft photino theo-
rem [16,[56] arises from the spin—% primary with A = %; the spin-1 primary with A = 0 gives
rise to the subleading conformally soft photon theorem [16,32,34.[57] (see also [69470]); the sub-
leading conformally soft gravitino theorem [16,|71] arises from the spin—% primary with A = —%;
the spin-2 primary with A = —1 gives rise to the subsubleading conformally soft graviton theo-
rem [34]. Their primary descendants, as well as those of their canonically paired wavefunctions,

are summarized in table 20

g wavefunctions m wavefunctions

a— 1 1 = —1U3 1 8 _1 1 = __3 1 a__l 1 :_3 1 a ~1 1 = 3 1

¢§,+5 ¢§ ~2 w¢§v—5 ¢57+§ w¢§»+§ ¢§,—5 w¢§v—§ ¢§v+5
192 _1 192 Y 152
054041 = Az 1 210 A0 -1 = Az 11 51054041 = Az 1 210 A0 -1 = Az 11
193 _ = 193+ _ = 1935 — v 193 _
700X-143 = 7X3-3 | 00X-1,-3 = X543 | HOaX-148 = X5 | mOX-4-§ = X343
1 o4 7 1 94 7 147 1Lod7
105142 = h3 o 1012 = h3 49 105142 = h3 2 1012 = hs 42

Table 20: Type III primary descendant wavefunctions.

Type III primary descendant wavefunctions at level 2|.J| are related to the A = 1—|.J| parent
primaries they descended from via a conformal shadow transform. Hence, type III primary
descendant wavefunctions are not null in the trivial sense. Instead, they are null in the same
sense as type II: rather than vanishing identically, hitting the soft theorems with the same 2|.J|
derivatives needed to land on the primary descendant yields a contact term contribution. Notice
that primary descendant wavefunctions of type III correspond to a degenerate limit of both type I
and type II: The celestial diamond shrinks to zero area and, because the primary descendant is
the parent primary’s shadow, no generalized primaries need to be introduced to complete the

‘diamond’. This assigns a special status to these most subleading soft theorems.
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Figure 9: Celestial diamonds demonstrating non-
trivial primary descendants. Solid dots correspond
to radiative primaries while open dots and squares
correspond to generalized primaries. Skipped nodes
correspond to non-primary descendants. Subfigures
(a)-(e) cover the s = 0 through s = 2 examples in
half-integer steps. In each case the SL(2,C) spin
J is bounded by |J| < s. Radiative states lie at
J = £s. Operators corresponding to conformally
soft dressings lie at A =1 — s [44]. The structure
for generic s is summarized in subfigure (f). The
most subleading soft theorems correspond to zero-
area diamonds which appear as the diagonals in
each subfigure. In integer spin cases the leading soft
theorems are non-chiral and the celestial diamond
then implies a relation between soft theorems of

opposite helicity.
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4.3 Symmetries in Celestial Diamonds

We end this section with a discussion of our results, a few comments contrasting the nature of
the type I, IT and IIT primary descendants of section [4.2] with the trivial null states of section [4.1]

and their relation to global primary descendants in standard CFTs.

Celestial Primary Descendants

Thus far we have focused on the corners of the diamond which are primaries. For finite-area
celestial diamonds, the radiative wavefunctions at the left and right corners give rise to celestial

currents generating spontaneously broken asymptotic symmetries: large U(1) Kac-Moody sym-

metries (s = 1) , large supersymmetries (s = %) , supertranslations and superrotations (s = 2),

related to the leading conformally soft photon and gravitino theorems and the leading and sub-
leading conformally soft graviton theorems, respectively. The radiative conformal primaries at

the top corners of the zero-area celestial diamonds are associated to the most subleading univer-
) %7 17 %7
interpretation they are related via the classical double copy or supersymmetry to the aforemen-

sal soft theorems for s = {0 2}. While they may lack an obvious asymptotic symmetry
tioned primaries with symmetry interpretations. There are finitely many wavefunctions of this
type for a given spin as discussed in section 4.2

This is in contrast to the infinitely many radiative conformal primary wavefunctions of sec-
tion [4.1] These generate an infinite tower of symmetries which is, however, captured by commu-
tators of the symmetry generators associated to the finite- and zero-area celestial diamonds so
that they give no new constraints on the S-matrix [43]. Their type I primary descendants are
trivially null.

The type II primary descendants at the bottom corners of finite-area celestial diamonds
are given by non-vanishing generalized conformal primaries which satisfy the same equations of
motions and gauge fixings as their radiative parent primaries. The type III primary descendants
of zero-area celestial diamonds are special in the sense that they are radiative primaries which are
related by a shadow transform to their radiative parent primaries. Zero-area celestial diamonds
are thus completely described by radiative data. Completing the diamond structure associated
to the more leading soft theorems, on the other hand, requires adding generalized conformal
primaries at the top. Then, the radiative primaries at the left and right corners are themselves
primary descendants of type 1.

Notice that this completion is ambiguous, due to the fact that some generalized wavefunctions
belong to the kernel of the derivative operators that define the left and right corners. Let us
illustrate this point for the example of the leading soft graviton diamond, where the left and
right corners are given by the radiative wavefunctions m,m, ' and m,m,¢" of table . The top

wavefunction must be a linear combination of the generalized conformal primary wavefunctions
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Figure 10: Nested modules of the (a) leading and (b) subleading soft graviton.

of A=—1and J =0,

2\2 4 2
lail,l, + as (ﬁ) NNy + agﬁ(nuly +1n,) + a4ﬁnuy]ap_1 , (4.23)

for arbitrary functions a;(X?). The other requirement is that (4.23]) must descend to the radiative
wavefunctions by applying 92 and 2. This does not uniquely fix the linear combination since
all wavefunctions with a; + ag + 4az = 0 belong to the kernel of {92, 02}.

Notice that the ambiguity in ascending from the left and right corners to the top corners is

proportional to the following kernels which are associated to global symmetriesﬂ

s=1: {0u,0a} = {1} U(1)

s=3: {0,023} = {lLw} supersymmetry (4.24)

s=2: {02,0:2} = {l,w,w,ww} translations '
{0,,08}y = {1,w,w°} rotations and boosts.

Similar expressions with w <> w hold for the opposite chirality /helicity diamonds. Different
representatives of the top corners are thus related by the global symmetries of the associated
diamond. Once the top corners are added to the phase space, we get additional states. We
exemplify this for the leading and subleading soft graviton diamonds in figure [L0| where the extra
states are encircled. The counting of these states matches that of the global Poincaré symmetries
which are written as finite dimensional modules in appendix [C.2]

The type I primary descendants of the top corners in figure i.e. the left and right corners,
are full-fledged conformal primary wavefunctions and thus not null, and neither are their infinite
tower of non-primary descendants (-). Moreover, their type II primary descendants, i.e. the
bottom corners, give rise to contact terms in celestial amplitudes as do their tower of descendants
captured by the shaded SL(2,C) submodules in figure

HFor the zero-area diamonds, the analogous ambiguity is fixed by the shadow relations between corners.

37



Relation to standard CFT's

Global primary descendants appear in standard CF'Ts as descendants of special ‘protected’ op-
erators. By ‘setting to zero’ the primary descendants one defines shortening conditions which
the protected operators must satisfy.

For example, any full-fledged CFT has a stress tensor 9, and its antiholomorphic counterpart
I with spin equal to |J| = 2 and dimension A = 2. From one finds that they have
a level-1 primary descendant of type II . These are set to zero generating a shortening
condition 03T = 0 = 0, Tgw. Similarly, conserved currents (and conserved tensors of any spin)
have primary descendants of type II at level 1. It is important to stress that these shortening
conditions should be understood as operator equations only valid up to contact terms. Indeed,
when inserted in correlation functions they define the Ward identities which, upon appropriate
contour integration, give charges associated to the conserved operators. The identity operator is
also a simple example of a protected operator of J = 0 and A = 0. It has two level 1 primary
descendants of type Ia and Ib defined by which are fully shortening its multiplet since
derivatives of the identity trivially vanish.

We see a similar behavior for our conformal primary wavefunctions. The primary descendant
wavefunctions of type I in section {4.1] are zero in the trivial sense, while the type Il primary
descendants at the bottom corners of the finite-area celestial diamonds of section 4.2 are not
identically zero. It is thus consistent for these to select operators which give contact terms
in correlation functions, i.e. for their parents at the left and right corners to be operators
which satisfy conservation equations with non-trivial sources. The only novelty (with respect
to standard unitary CFTs) is that the conservation equations may involve higher derivatives,
namely that the primary descendants may appear at level higher than one.

The role of the top corners of the finite-area diamonds of section 4.2 is more subtle since the
type I primary descendants at the left and right corner are full-fledged operators (they can be
associated to states in the Hilbert space and do not just give contact terms when inserted in a
correlation function). At first sight this situation looks puzzling, but it has a very simple CF'T
counterpart e.g. in the theory of a single free boson ¢. In free boson theory there are two currents
0w® and 0z¢ which correspond to the left and right corner of the diamond. Their type II primary
descendant at the bottom corner vanishes up to contact terms, due to the equations of motion
0,050 = 0. One can further place the field ¢ itself at the top of the diamond. This is possible
because ¢ is not a well defined primary operator, i.e. it cannot be associated to a state in the
Hilbert space of the theory (so the argument of equation does not apply). However, the
action of L, on ¢ is the same as on any other primary operator, so the conclusions of section

apply and formally one can complete the diamond.
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It is important to stress that in this example the top and bottom operators are not associated
to states in the Hilbert space. Nevertheless, they determine interesting properties of the theory:
the bottom corner defines the Ward identities (and thus the charges) associated to the conserved
currents at the left and right corner, and the top corner contains information on the zero modes
(and can be used to build vertex operators). In upcoming work [44] we will further explore the

the role of the operators at top and bottom corners of the celestial diamonds.
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A Representation Theory of 2D CFTs

In section [3| we showed how to build the primary descendants for the 2D global conformal
algebra. Since the 2D case is very simple, we can classify the modules through a straightforward
computation. On the other hand, for a generic algebra the computation may be much more
intricate and it may be useful to apply a more sophisticated mathematical technology (for a
nice review of the subject see the book [72]). An application of this technology to conformal
representation theory in generic dimensions was e.g. given in [35,[73]. In the following we will

use the notation of section 6 of [35] and we exemplify how this can be applied to d = 2.

Conformal Algebra in the Cartan-Weyl Basis

Let us consider the conformal group of a d dimensional Euclidean CFT. This is isomorphic to
SO(d + 1,1). The generators of the algebra are D, P,, K,, J,, (where Latin indices take the
values 1,...d), which respectively define infinitesimal dilatations, translations, special conformal

transformations and SO(d) rotations. Their respective Killing vectors are
kp = —i2°0,, k% = —i0", k% = —i(20°2°0, — 220%), k% =i(2°0" — 2°0). (A1)

The generators satisfy the following commutation relations

[D7 Pa] = Z-Pa ) [Paa Jbr] = 7;(77abpr - narpb) 5
[D7 Ka] = _iKa ) [Kaa Jbr] = Z.<77ab[(r - naer> ; (A2>
[Km Pb] - 2i(nabD - Jab) 5 [Jaba Jrs] - i(nbrjas =+ perm) .
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A bosonic primary state can be written as |A by ...bs), where A is the conformal dimension
and the s indices correspond to an irreducible tensor of SO(d) (possibly with mixed symmetry

properties). In this tensor representation, the action of the generators is given by

DA, by ... b)) =iA|A by .. b)), Ka|A by b)) =0, (A.3)
Tsl by by =[S A by by abpg by (A.4)
k=1

where [3,]°, =i (5277m — 5?775(1). The action of P, creates descendants.

When d = 2 the algebra contains only 6 generators, Ky, Ky, P;, P5, D, J15. To write them in

the Cartan-Weyl basis we first define for a given vector v, the following combinations v,, = %

= M% We can then formulate the conformal algebra in a Cartan-Weyl basis using the

and v
notation of [35]

Eq++r =K, = _K1—2iK2 )

Epi- =Ky =510 H, =iD , n
E =P, =50z Hy =2iJgy=1J (4.5)
a~t = 1lw — ) ) 1 =4 Jgw = J12,

Eo = Py=biils

where we have associated generators to the four roots a™* of so(1,3), which are the following

2-dimensional vectors
att =(+1,41), ot =(+1,-1), at=(-1,+1), a  =(-1,-1). (A.6)

We further divide the root system ® into two parts ® = &, U ®_ where &, = {a™F, o™} is
the set of positive roots, while ® = {a~",a "} is the set of negative roots. The generators Hy
and H; commute among themselves and form the Cartan subalgebra. The algebra in this basis

satisfies the following commutation relations

[Hy, E.] = (a)*E, | [E., E_o] = (Q)*H, . (A7)

where « are the root of so(4), (a)* denotes its k + 1-th coordinate and the angle brakets define
the standard scalar product (o, 8) = ()?(8)° + (a)'(B)*. The algebra is now written in a more

convenient form, however in d = 2 a further simplification is possible. In particular, we see that

the rules in (A.7) give
[Eoﬁf,Eaer] — H() — Hl 5 [Ea++, Ea,,] — HO —|— Hl . (A8)

It is thus natural to rearrange the Cartan subalgebra in order to make manifest the presence of two
mutually commuting subalgebras, which are indeed expected since so(1,3)¢ = sl(2,C) @ sl(2,C).
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The following definition is the one which is most commonly used in d = 2 CFTs,

Ll = —iEa-'r— > L_l = —iEa—+ > LO = #’

_ _ _ A9
Li= —iByes, Ly=—iB,—, Ly= Mt (4.9)

which correspond to the following Killing vectors
/{?Ln = —w”“@w, k[_/n = —ﬂ]n-Hauj . (AlO)

This redefinition of generators is also useful for embedding the global conformal algebra into the

Virasoro algebra

c

[Lon, Ln] = (m —n) Ly + E(m3 — M) m.0 - (A.11)

Notice that in our case the central extension does not play any role since for m,n = —1,0,1
(m3 —m) is always zero.

Let us consider a primary tensor operator OX"*’ with J traceless and symmetric indices and

conformal dimension A. To see how the operators transform under the action of the Cartan-Weyl

algebra it is convenient to choose the directions w and w. The resulting operators are

Oas(x) = Op . w(), Op—j(x) =0pp. o). (A.12)

It is important to stress that if we use a mixed set of w and w, the result vanishes because of

the tracelessness condition, e.g. 404, = 011 + O = 0. Using (A.5)) and (A.3HA.4)), it is easy to
show that the states Oa ;(0)|0) and Oa _;(0)|0) are annihilated by all positive roots

Bor05.5(0)]0) =0,  Enrx05_,(0)]0) = 0. (A.13)

Moreover, one can read off the weights by acting with the Cartan,

Hy  04,5(0)]0) —A  0Oa(0)]0)
Hy  0ay(0)0) = +J  06a,(0)[0), (A.14)
Hy ©a,—5(0)[0) —A 0p._;(0)]0),
H; 0Oa_;(0)]0) —J 0a_;(0)]0) .

We thus recognize that O ;(z) has dimension A and spin J while Ox _;(x) has dimension A and
spin —J. The choice of the sign of Hy is such that it measures —A; this is the convention used
by mathematicians to define highest weight (instead of lowest weight) representations. Usually

in d = 2 we define holomorphic and antiholomorphic operators 6 and 6. These are exactly the

A—J

same as the ones above, namely O, = Oa j, 6,5 = 05 _;, where the labels h = %, h = 5

are the eigenvalues with respect to the Cartan generators Lo, L.
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Simplicity of the Modules

The concept of parabolic Verma modules plays a crucial role in the study of representation theory
of CFT4-o. Primary operators are defined to be killed by the special conformal generators, and
they are labelled by their conformal dimensions and by their SO(d) spin. The fact that a
primary state transforms under SO(d) means that a given primary does not define a unique
state, but a finite set of states that transform as a finite dimensional representation, e.g. |0%) =
{I6Y),...,]6%)}. The positive roots which need to annihilate |6%) are not all positive roots of
so(d + 2), but only those of so(d + 2) which do not belong to so(d). This construction makes
the Verma modules ‘parabolic’. In practice one defines a parabolic subalgebra p which contains
the Cartan. For CFTy this takes the form p = so(2) @ so(d). Primary states are annihilated by
the set of positive roots U+ = ®&*/®F (namely K*), where ®; are the positive roots of p. The
parabolic module is defined by freely acting with the negative roots ¥~ = &~ /& (namely P*)
on the highest weight, e.g. {|6%), P,|0%), P®|69), P°P,|6%),...}.

The situation in d = 2 is much simpler since the Cartan subalgebra is so(2) @ so(d = 2). This
means that Ut = & and ¥~ = &~ . In other words the modules are not parabolic. In this case
the criterion of simplicity of the modules is much simpler than for the parabolic counterpart. In
particular a Verma module M ()) is simple if its weight A = (—A, J) is antidominant, i.e. A has
to satisfy

At p, )

! ¢Z.. Vaedt, (A.15)

(@, )

where the Weyl vector p is defined as half the sum of the positive roots/?

% > a=(1,0). (A.16)

acdt

p

We can exemplify this for our case. Given A, we say that the module M () is not simple if one

of the following two conditions is satisfied,

(A+p.ah) _
(Atpat)
2———— = =-A—-J+1= A.18
(oo e -
where n = 1,2,.... In other words we expect the presence of a primary descendant when a
primary O satisfies either or both of the following two requirements h = 1_7”, h = 1_Tﬁ for

n,n € Z., which is what we found in section Finally we would like to find the weight

12This criterion is not sufficient for the parabolic case: the antidominant condition for A (here antidominance is
only with respect to the roots in ¥*) need to be supplied by an extra condition on the character of the modules

called the Jantzen criterion, which is reviewed in section 6 of [35].
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N = (=A',J') of the primary descendant when the module is not simple. A can be obtained
from A through a Weyl reflection. The Weyl reflections of a weight A\ with respect to a root « is

defined as
A+pa)

(a,a)
In our case, when the condition (|A.17)) is valid the primary descendant is labelled by X = s,++ - A.
This means that given a primary with dimension A = J 4+ 1 — n and spin J we get a primary
descendant at A" = J + 1 and spin J' = J — n. Similarly, when (A.18)) is satisfied, N = s4+- - A,

which implies that the primary with dimension A = 1—J—n and spin J has a primary descendant

So A=A—2 (A.19)

at A’ =1—J and spin J' = J+n. Notice that J can be positive or negative. In the main text we
rewrite the above conditions in terms of the absolute value of the spin J. In this language there
are three different types of primary descendants depending on whether |.J'| increases, decreases or
does not change with respect to |J|. The two formulations are of course equivalent. In figures ,
2B} and [ of the main text we show how the primaries and their associated primary descendants

are related through the Weyl reflections defined above.

Conformal Characters

By looking at the weight A and X of the primary and its primary descendant, it is easy to see
that nested submodules can occur. The decomposition of the modules into irreducible ones is
studied through Kazhdan-Lusztig theory. The main tool in this framework is the character. In
the following we will not introduce Kazhdan-Lusztig theory (for a review see [72] and [35,73]),
however we will exemplify how the character contains the information about the decomposition
of modules in CFT ;_,.

In d = 2 the global conformal character chM}, ;(q,q) associated to a module M, ;, is simply

written as the product of the holomorphic and antiholomorphic characters chMy(q) = ¢"/(1—q),
chM,, (g, @) = chMy(q) chMp(q) .- (A.20)

Let us see what happens to the character when the associated module is not simple. When
h = an for n € Z-, we expect that the module becomes reducible and that it should contain a

submodule with h = HT” Indeed
chMizn 5(q,q) = chLin(q)chMp(q) + chM s (g, ) , (A.21)

where chL;(q) = ZLJ:',| Jl ¢’. Notice that, for any n € Z-, chL Lon (q) contains finitely many terms
and thus corresponds to a finite dimensional representation. However for generic h (meaning

h # 152) the product chLi-» (q)chM;(q) does not. When h = L-n and h = 152 we expect to see
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nested submodules. Indeed it is easy to check that

chMizn 120 (q, @) = chMizn 150 (g, @) + chMign 120 (¢, §) — chMign 140 (q, G)

2

+chLin(g)chLia(q).

2

(A.22)

This is exactly the expression that we would have guessed: the module contains three nested
submodules which appear at the position of the primary descendants, while the remaining piece

is a product of two chL and corresponds to a finite dimensional representation.

B Celestial SL(2,C) Transformations

In this appendix we discuss various aspects of global conformal symmetry. We derive relations
between SL(2,C) Lorentz generators and celestial derivatives 0, and 0y satisfied by conformal
primary wavefunctions at points (w,w) on the celestial sphere.

We start by considering the generators Jh; of Lorentz transformations. We will consider
their action on the the Hilbert space as well as on wavefunctions on the spacetime. On the
Hilbert space, we expect the representation for tensor states to be given by . Meanwhile
local operators in the bulk will transform via commutators with the Hilbert space generatorsm
Finite transformations can be obtained by exponentiating the generators with parameters w as
follows U = exp(3w,Jhi's). On the Hilbert space, we want this representation to be unitary.
Unitarity of U implies that the generators J&;, are Hermitian. It can be also useful to rewrite

Jhis in terms of the boosts K and rotations J as follows

0 K, Ky, Kj
-K; 0 J3 =
Ky —J3 O Jp
-Ks J, —J; O

[t
JR1,3 -

(B.1)

Meanwhile, it is known that one can embed the D — 2-dimensional conformal algebra into the

D-dimensional Lorentz one (e.g. see [75]). We choose the following embedding™]

0 _ P—K79T  pp—K§CT D
2 2
P, 7KSCT P, +KSCT
v RS R 0 J12 RE AL .
JE = 2 2 (B.2)
C PQ,KQSCT J 0 P2+K§CT .
2 Y12 2
P +KSCT P +KSCT
-D _ 21 _ 12 22 0

13The expected transformation rules only need to hold up to gauge equivalence within the quantum theory [74].
The amplitudes themselves are gauge invariant, meaning the Mellin correlators only differ from the ones created

by preparing conformal primary states by the overall normalization.
14While the embedding is fairly rigid, it is not unique.
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where D, P,, K5°T | ], are the generators of the conformal algebra introduced in appendix . It

is thus natural to group 4D generators in a manner that reflects the conformal algebra in 2D,

LO _ J3—iK3 L | = —Ji+iJo+i K1+ Ko Ll — JitiJo—iK 1+ Ko

2 ) - 2 ) 2 ? (B 3)
T _ —J3—iK3 T _ JitiJo+iKG1— Ko T _ —Ji+iJo—iK1—K> :
LO - 2 ) L*l - 2 ’ Ll - 2 )

where the definition of L,, in terms of the conformal algebra is given in appendix [A] Since the

generators K; and J; are taken to be Hermitian, we obtain the following conjugation relations
for the L,

Ll =—-L,, Ll=-L, (B.4)

as operators on the Hilbert space. These appeared in our discussions of primary descendants
versus null states in the main text.

We now want to relate these generators on the 4D Hilbert space to our descendancy relations.
We can do so using the transformation properties of the conformal primary wavefunctions used
to prepare the external scattering states.

Conformal primary wavefunctions ®a ;(X*; w,w) are covariant under the transformation
aw+b aw+b
cw+d ew+d

N (A”,,X”; ) = (cw + d)* (@@ + )P D(N) D (X" w, @), (B.5)
comprised of an SL(2,C) Mobius transformation acting on the reference point (w,w) on the
celestial sphere and a Lorentz transformation with A*, in the corresponding vector representation
of SO(3,1) ~ SL(2,C) and D(A) the representation appropriate for the 4D indices of ®a ;.
Here h = (A + J) and h = 1(A — J). Since the wavefunctions transform covariantly, a 4D
transformation acts in the opposite way of its respective 2D transformation, namely

(Jars + JE)Pa (X7 w, w) =0 (B.6)

where now Jk/; is realized via a Lie derivative on the corresponding tensor ﬁeldﬁ and similarly
for J&” acting on a function of (w,w) with definite weights][]

It is instructive to check explicitly how this happens. In doing so, we will be able to show
that the generators in act on the Hilbert space inherited from 4D like one would expect in
a 2D CFT. To do so we start by writing A, in terms of the SL(2,C) parameters (see [77]),

—(aa+bb+cc+dd) —(ab+ab+ed+cd) —i(ab—ab+cd—ed) aa—bb+cc—dd
ac + ac +bd + bd ad+ad+bc+bc  i(ad —ad —bé +be) —ac — ac+ bd + bd
—ac + ac —bd+db) i(—ad+ad —bc+bc)  ad+ad—bec—be  i(ac — ac — bd + bd
—aa—bb+cc+dd  —ab—ab+cd+ed i(—ab+ab+cd—ed) aa— bb— cc+ dd

1

15The transformations A#, X and D(A) appearing on the left and right sides of (B.5]) are both captured by a
Lie derivative of the corresponding tensor field along the respective spacetime boost or rotation vector field.
16See, for instance, the weighted scalars of [76].
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For infinitesimal transformations A takes the form A, ~ 7,, + w, where w are written in
terms of SL(2,C) parameters. The form of w also defines the linear combination of the 4D
generators responsible for the transformation as f(A%X?) &~ (14 fwuJhts) f(X?). We proceed

by considering infinitesimal transformations around
a=1, b=0, ¢=0, d=1, and a=1, b=0, ¢=0, d=1, (B.8)

which obey ad — bc = 1 and ab — bé = 1, independently transforming the left (un-barred) and
right (barred) sectors (where implicitly we have complexified SL(2,C) to SL(2,C)x SL(2,C)). We
focus on the left sector here while the right sector is analogous.

Let us start with the infinitesimal transformation

=1—-, b=0 =0, d=1+- B.9
a=1-5, b=0, ¢=0, d=1+5, (B.9)
which, at leading order in €, yields
0 0 0 —te
1 0 0 ¢ O
A/,u/ — 77#1/ - 5 0 e 0 0 s wWH— W — ew. <B10>
+t€ 0 0 O

The transformation (B.5)) can then be expressed as

J3 —iK
(3TZ3 — w8, — h) Dpy=0. (B.11)
Repeating the same computation for the infinitesimal transformation
a=1, b=—-¢, ¢c=0, d=1, (B.12)
for which
0 i € 0
A = _ 1 —ie 0 0 —ie . B.1
% umy, 9 e 0 0 —e ) wi— w €, ( 3)
0 2 € 0
yields
—Ji+iJ+ 1K + K.
< 1+ 2—21—2 1+ 2_8w)q>A,J:O- (B.14)
Finally, the infinitesimal transformation
a=1, b=0, c=¢, d=1, (B.15)
gives
0 —ie € 0
AN = Ny — e 0 e , w s w — ew? . (B.16)



This yields

2

Similar expressions exist for the barred quantities, taking the complex conjugates of the differ-

< 1+ 2+J1 +ZJ2 _wQaw —2hw> q)A,J =0. (Bl?)

ential operators appearing above.

We can now use to show that the operators L; defined in transform the opera-
tors as expected for a local operator in a 2D CFT. In the limit where the bulk operators
are described by a quantum field theory, under consideration here, we expect local operators to
transform as follows

[Jie , O(X)] = =Ly O(X). (B.18)
For gauge fields, this equality needs to hold only up to gauge transformations [74]. With this,
equation and the definition ([2.4]), we find
(5 OR%5 (w, )] = ([T, O (XH)], @ _ s (X3 w, @)
:—i(ii’]gluﬁOs(X“), A (XE;w, W)
=i(O°(X"), Fjjgluygq)s g (XE w,w)) (B.19)
= —i(Os(X“),SBJgMI)s g (XE w,w))
= —ZLyi(0°(X*), ®h. (X5 w, ) .
The first line uses the fact that generator can be defined on the Cauchy slice where the in-
ner product is taken, the second uses Lorentz invariance of the inner product to move the 4D
Lie derivative to the wavefunction. Equation (B.19) tells us that the Hilbert space generators
transform the O ; like one would expect for a local operator in a 2D CFT. In particular, our

wavefunction computations above now tell us that d,, and 05 descendants indeed correspond to

acting on states in the Hilbert space with L_; and L_;, as used in section

C Celestial Multiplets

With the connection between the 9,, and 0; descendants established, we will now turn to the
wavefunctions and demonstrate how to use the tetrad and spin frame to identify primary descen-
dants of the radiative modes in section [C.I] We can proceed similarly with vector fields on the
spacetime and illustrate in section how the Poincaré and 4D conformal generators descend

from primaries.

Useful Wavefunction Formulae

We collect here a list of relations between conformal primaries and the null tetrad and spin frame

in terms of which they are constructed involving spacetime and celestial CF'T derivatives.
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Spacetime derivatives The members of the tetrad satisfy
oy =01,, Omy=nu +n,l,, Oym, =myl,, 0,m, =m,l,, (C.1)
yielding O/* = 0, On* = 2I*, Om* = 0, Om* = 0 and
X2

X-l=-1, X-n—T, X-m=0, X-m=0. (C.2)

For the elements of the spin frame we have
0,0 = §lu07 Oyt = =lyt+—=o0,0, (C.3)
implying 0o = 0 and O¢ = 0.

Celestial CFT derivatives Derivatives of the tetrad vectors obey the following relations
"L, = 22n!(ey - X)" o"my,,

X2
fmnu = 78'Z;lll7

om, = (e X)L, (C4)
- 230" (v, — (ew - X)) n=1
Oy = X2 —19n
S (ew - X)T' 001, n>1
where we defined the quantity
X2
v, = ——l,+n,. (C.5)

2

Similar expressions as the ones above are obtained for w <+ w and m <> m. The elements of the

spin frame satisfy

oo = 2%71'_%1_‘(77, +

n 1 (C6)
Oro=221"2(n+

n

)(ew - X)" 0™ — 22n(3)n-1(es LX) et

where we introduced v = i(1,0), and from which the corresponding expressions for ¢ are obtained
due to the commutativity of X* with the {w,w} derivatives.

C.1 Wavefunction Descendants

In this section, we identify primary descendants of radiative fields starting from the explicit
form of the conformal primary wavefunctions. This complements the algebraic approach of the
previous section in a manner that reflects the methods used in section [d, We stick to the integer

spin cases for brevity, while the half-integer cases follow from similar arguments.
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Descendants of Radiative Primaries

The conformal primary scalar obeys the relation
O™ =22 (A),(ey - X)"p™ . (C.7)

To compute descendants of spinning primaries let us introduce an arbitrary reference direction

Z* so that we automatically enforce symmetry and can simplify our notation. This yields
0L [(Z - m)e™) = 25 (s + A)u(Z - m) o™ (e X)" (C5)

Since taking derivatives with respect to {w,w} commutes with X? this relation also holds for

the corresponding shadow primary. Next, we have

(@] 2 e 07 | Y ez (25) (e 2| es)
k,4=0 w w

We can take a derivative of both sides to determine a recursion relation for the coeflicients

Casnt1(k, 0) =(A+n—s+k+20)Chrsn(k, L)

(C.10)
+ (S —k -0+ 1)CA,s,n<k - 1,6) + (]{7 + 1)CA,s,n(k7 +1,0— 1) .
Then, starting from
Cas0(k; €) = 0r,0000 (C.11)
we can iterate up for any n > 0. We find
20 — 1! n!
CA,s,n(k7 E) = (S +1- k— g)k-l—K(A -5+ k + 2€)n—k—2€ ( ) n (012)

k(20 (n —k —20)!"
By verifying that this expression satisfies the initial conditions (C.11)) and the recursion ((C.10]),

we have a proof by induction. Expressing everything in terms of Gamma functions, we have

2! (A +n—s)(s+ Dl(n+ 1)L+ 3)
Caanlk.f) = Val(k+ DI+ 1)l (s+1—k—OT(n—k —20+ DI(A —s+k+20) (C13)

The right hand side only has support when k,2¢ < n. So long as k, s, are positive integers, we
can drop the limit in the sum.

Now, the only terms which transform with definite conformal weight are those with
k+20=n. (C.14)

Because we are also only summing over k, ¢ < s, we can set up a finite system of equations that

must be satisfied if we want a descendant at level n. For instance, if we want a primary at level 1
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we would need the ¢ = 0,k = 0 term to vanish which requires A = s. If we want a primary at

level 2, we would need the k =0,/ =0 and k =1,/ = 0 terms to vanish which gives
(A=s)(1+4A—-5)=0, s(1+A—-s)=0. (C.15)

Hence, there is a level 2 primary descendant at A = s — 1 or we have one at s = 0, A = 0 but
this is the trivial kind. We can summarize this nicely. For fixed A, s one can only have a primary
descendant if

(n—k—20)Casn(k,l)=0 (C.16)

for all integer k,n > 0 (where we only need to check for k,2¢ < n). This is consistent with the
results of section [3

The complex conjugate of these expressions gives us a tower of d; derivatives on all of the
radiative wavefunctions. One can then work out a similar set of recursions relations for mixed
derivatives. From the complex conjugate of we have

O [(Z-m) o™ = 25 (s + A)p(Z - m) ™ Peg - X)P (C.17)
so that from ((C.9) we have
ol [(Z -1m) ™) = 25F5 (s + A) ™" P (e - X)P (e, - X)"

x Capsnlk, O)(Z - m)S‘k‘f(%)k<X2_(6f : ;’;)»1 (C.18)

with the same coefficients C' as above in ((C.12). From this example, we see that there are no
extra primary descendants than what we have from 97 or 0% acting separately. One has factors
of (€g - X) hanging around unless p = 0 and then that reduces to the same system of equations
as above for C. The other way we can get a primary is if the coefficient out front vanishes and
that is the same as the primary descendants we find from .

C.2 Generators of (Conformal) Isometries

In this section, we move away from w = w = 0 and present a set of covariant vector fields which
respect the SL(2,C) submodule structure of the celestial diamonds discussed in section [4.2]

Poincaré Generators as SL(2,C) Modules We would like to find a vector field representation
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of the Poincaré algebra [78]"]

[pijs Pra] = 0,

[l Pra] = (%n — K)Puskt s

[l D] = (%n Dpknt (C.19)
[, bn] = (M = 1)l i,

[m, €n] = (m = 1)l

(€, €n] =0,

via SL(2,C) descendants of vector fields with definite conformal dimension and spin which match
those of the circled nodes in figure . The top node corresponds to an SL(2,C) primary which
we can construct from the tetrad (2.6 while the other encircled nodes correspond to 9, and 03

descendants:

(1= oup’lm“@u, 04 = agp’lm“(?“,
1 _
by = Oul_1, 1 Oul_1,
L 7 1 2
61 - @au/,l 5 gl == @awﬁ,l,
and
Py g =001,
1
pPr_1=—0yp_1_1,
27 2 \/50[ ’ 2
1 (C.21)
b_11= Eam —1-1
1
P%,% = Tﬂ@w@u _1-1.

Moreover, we note that further descendants vanishes
33/,1 - 8156,1 = 0, &%(ll - awZ,1 = O, 82 1 = (92— - O . (022)

Here o and  are real constants which we can fix as follows. The choice a = \/Li is most natural
from the point of view that the w representation of SL(2,C)

[0, w2, = 2w0, (C.23)
is being used to step between Lorentz generators

Oul_y = 20y . (C.24)

1"We will modify our notation to avoid confusion with the Poincaré generators that appear elsewhere in this

paper as well as the representation of this algebra in celestial amplitudes in [11}[15].
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Choosing 8 = 1 reduces p_i_1to the generator for spacetime translations along ¢*. One can use
the derivative relations given in appendix [C] to explicitly evaluate the descendant vector fields

appearing here.

Bulk Conformal Generators as SL(2,C) Modules It is worth pointing out that we can
extend the above results to reproduce the conformal algebra in 4D. We first observe that the
vector fields

hopoy =970,
ki_1=0uk_1_1,
2 22 (C.25)
k_11=0zk_1 _1,
272 27 2
k’l 1 = awawk‘_l _ 1.
272 27 2
obey an algebra isomorphic to that of the P;;, namely
ki g, kra] =0,
1
[l ] = (§n — k)kpsra (C.26)
- 1
[gna kk,l] = (571 - l)kk,n+l .
Upon adding the generator
D =X"9,, (C.27)
we complete the 4D conformal algebra
(D, pry] = —prs,
(D, kra] = Kk (C.28)

g kial = 2((0 = k)G = DD+ (0 = k)l + (G = Dligr),

so that the £; ; are the special conformal generators.

D Embedding Space Formalism

The embedding space formalism (see e.g. [79]) is a convenient tool in CFTs. The idea is to make
D-dimensional global conformal group SO(D+1, 1) act linearly by uplifting local insertions from
R? to ¢ € RY. In particular each point in physical space corresponds to a light ray in the null
cone ¢°> = 0. Interestingly, the embedding space is a very natural language for celestial CFTs
since RY is the space where the scattering takes place. In what follows we review how to define
the wavefunctions and the shadow transforms in the embedding space and what is their relation

with the physical space counterparts.
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Wavefunctions in the Embedding Space

Let us consider wavefunctions ®(X; q) depending on a point X* € R and a generic null vector
¢" € RY3. These wavefunctions are correctly uplifted to the embedding space if ®(X;q) satisfies

the following conditions:

1. Homogeneous in ¢: ®(X; aq)ﬂl---N\J|V1---V|J| = OfA(I)(X§Q)m---uuwl--.um-

2. Transverse: ®(X;q)u,..pym1.1,9" = 0.

3. Traceless: ®(X;q) ...y, 17" = 0.

4' ®<X7 q)u1...u“]‘l/1...l/‘(]| ~ (p(X? q)ul.../q(”l/y..l/"]‘ + qu@/(X’ q)pd...uu‘;1/1...1/,;,11/¢+1...l/“]‘ .

For our purposes we further consider wavefunctions which are symmetric in the p; and v; indices
separately. In embedding space the spin s = 0, 1,2 radial wavefunctions ®(X;q) are given by

the following bulk-to-boundary propagators

1
*(X0) = —Txa
D, (X5 q) = (=g 'i)qnelX”l)qulval ’ (0.1)
By X g) = 1L K & qﬁ(t_);])[(()—i X ) G K]
To project down to the 2D physical space, we typically parametrize the null cone via
¢" (W) = (1 + |w]*, 2,1 — |i]?) (D.2)

the so-called ‘Poincaré section’. In order to fully project the 4D wavefunctions we must also
project the v; indices, so that it transforms as a 2D conformal primary in the symmetric trace-
less rank-|J| representation of SO(2) with conformal dimension A. The result is the usual

wavefunction

||
®M1}L‘J‘a1a‘J| (X'u7 U_j) = ®M1Q|J|U1V|J‘ (XM7 Q(U_j)) H aalqul (U_j) ) (D3>
=1

where 0,¢" = 2(wq, Ogp, —W,).

Shadow Transform

In 2D it is often convenient to use complex coordinates in physical space. In this section we show

how to relate the shadow transform in embedding space to the one in complex coordinates.
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Let us consider a local operator @Vl_,,yl o (¢) with dimension A and spin J defined in the

embedding space. We can define its shadow transform directly in the embedding space using [59]

~ K diq 5(¢2)0(¢°) 1V, [0 (—1q - ¢') + L, "] )
2 [P e Bl DT, (), (D)

Ol @ =527 | NoTaLitR)* (=3¢ ¢)*>1V

where the integral is restricted to the positive null cone which passes through the origin in R
and we quotient by the connected component of the identity GL(1,R)" € GL(1,R) to render it
finite. The normalization K ; will be determined below to match the 2D normalization chosen
in (39).

We can eliminate the factor of Vol GL(1,R)™ by choosing a section of the null cone, which we
will take to be . We further project the indices to 2D using

||

Oa.. au\ () = Haaz i mmum (q()) . (D.5)

We then recover the standard expression for the 2D shadow transform [80-84]

~ . K . 1 o .
Oar...a) (W) = AvJ/d2 ,—)jal apgpbrnby (W0 = @")O" I (') (D.6)

1T |w w/|2 2—A

where Jalma‘ J1b1b ) (W —") is the inversion tensor for symmetric traceless tensors obtained from

the symmetrized product of |J| inversion tensors

we — wh) (wy, — wy)

Jab(u_f — Uj’) = Nab — 2( (D?)

| — |
Note that integral in is divergent unless A < 1 but can be extended to more general A by
analytic continuation so that under conformal transformations defines a conformal primary
operator in the symmetric traceless rank-|.J| representation of SO(2) of conformal dimension
2 — A [84].

Let us now return to complex coordinates (w,w) € R? used throughout this paper which are
convenient to work with in 2D CFT. We start again from and use

a _ — b - 2 a —
a — lla - 2 ) ) — a — ) ab — ) ) ) .

to express the inversion tensor Ju,(Z) = 1 — 27232 as [85)

L lw— o L lw—w
jww(llf — [L'/) = —§m, j@w(l’ — ZL’/) = —§w _ w/ s jww = ju’)w = 0 . (Dg)
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As an example we focus on spin J = 1 (generalizations are straightforward) and we rewrite the
shadow transform as follows

67(’(1) w):KA’J:1/d2w’ j@u—,(w—w,u_)—’d)
A 2 [(w — w')(

w
_ _KA,J:I /d2w' ®w(w/uu_}/)
2 (w —w")?1

(D.10)

where we used 67 = n?*“0,, = 20,, and the fact that 6,, has J = h —h = +1. The result matches
up to a minus sign in the normalization. Similarly for higher spin J we have to use products
of J terms of the form J345, which give an extra factor of (—1)‘7 . We thus conclude that
matches if (recall that here we are only considering integer J)

Kag=(—1)"K;. (D.11)

In the main body of the paper we normalize (3.9) as K} ; = 2max{h, h} — 1. We thus get an
extra sign in the 4D conformal primary wavefunctions of spin s = 1 in (2.14]) (and similarly for

s = 1) as compared to [24].
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