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Abstract

We study exponentiated soft exchange in d+2 dimensional gauge and gravitational theories using
the celestial CF'T formalism. These models exhibit spontaneously broken asymptotic symmetries
generated by gauge transformations with non-compact support, and the effective dynamics of
the associated Goldstone “edge” mode is expected to be d-dimensional. The introduction of an
infrared regulator also explicitly breaks these symmetries so the edge mode in the regulated
theory is really a d-dimensional pseudo-Goldstone boson. Symmetry considerations determine
the leading terms in the effective action, whose coefficients are controlled by the infrared cutoff.
Computations in this model reproduce the abelian infrared divergences in d = 2, and capture
the re-summed (infrared finite) soft exchange in higher dimensions. The model also reproduces
the leading soft theorems in gauge and gravitational theories in all dimensions. Interestingly,
we find that it is the shadow transform of the Goldstone mode that has local d-dimensional
dynamics: the effective action expressed in terms of the Goldstone mode is non-local for d > 2.
We also introduce and discuss new magnetic soft theorems. Our analysis demonstrates that

symmetry principles suffice to calculate soft exchange in gauge theory and gravity.
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1 Introduction

Gauge theories and gravitational theories in asymptotically flat spacetimes exhibit well-known uni-
versal infrared behavior. Soft theorems govern the form of scattering amplitudes at the boundaries
of kinematic space, and repeated soft exchange exponentiates in a way that is independent of the
microscopic details of the scattering process. Universality follows from symmetry, and both of these
phenomena ultimately derive from the asymptotic symmetry structure of gauge theories in flat

spacetime.

In the Coulomb phase, gauge transformations with non-compact support act non-trivially on
physical states. These “large gauge transformations” are broken by the perturbative vacuum, and
correspond to flat directions in field space protected by symmetry. The unbroken global part of
the gauge group gives rise to global charge conservation, but the local transformations are more
akin to Goldstone bosons for an infinite-dimensional symmetry group. These universal features

find natural expressions in the celestial CF'T formalism. The isomorphism between the Lorentz



group in d + 2 dimensions and the Euclidean conformal group in d dimensions can be exploited
to recast standard S-matrix elements as “celestial correlators” that resemble those of a CFTy. In
this language, the unbroken symmetry group ensures the existence of a conserved current which is
the shadow transform of a soft operator [1] and which satisfies the local Ward identities required
of a CFTy. In this paper, we demonstrate that the shadow transform of the Goldstone mode
(corresponding to the broken symmetries) also has local d—dimensional dynamics, and that those
dynamics fully reproduce the effects of soft exchange. Given that soft exchange occurs over large
scales in the bulk, it is somewhat surprising that it can be captured by a local action in a lower
dimension. We believe that our result lends support to the holographic interpretation of the celestial
CFT formalism. There is a small body of previous work addressing soft exchange in celestial CFT,
primarily in four dimensions [2-8|. The methods and rationale in these treatments differ significantly

from ours but the results for the case d = 2 are equivalent.

Our analysis relies on the well known (dimension-independent) exponentiation of soft exchange
in abelian gauge theory and gravity. If (O; --- O, ),, denotes the S-matrix element calculated with
an infrared (IR) cutoff x on loop-momenta and A is the scale chosen to separate hard from soft,
then

(O1--On)y = e—F(u,A)<@1 e Opda

The quantity I' can be calculated from one-loop exchange diagrams and depends on the two scales
i, A and the quantum numbers of the external hard particles. The hard amplitude ( Oy -+ Oy Ha

' is universal and one would like to compute it

is model dependent, but the exponential factor e~
using symmetry principles. To do this, we separate fields into hard and soft pieces, integrate out

the hard modes, and consider the effective action for the slow modes:

<(’)1 Oy ># = j[d(ps] J[dwh]eiSbulk[Wsawh]Ol -0,
e <Ol e On >A J[dgps]essoft[gos]Sint[@sJ] .

The form of the second equality relies on the identification of the soft modes s with the Gold-
stone edge modes associated to asymptotic symmetries. These degrees of freedom are effectively
d-dimensional, and we expect their “dynamics” to be Euclidean. At this stage of the calculation, the

external particles are accounted for by classical sources j for ¢, and the matching condition reads
f[d(ﬁs]e_SSOft[@S]_Sint[(ps’j] = e_r .

The form of the interaction term Siy[ps,j] is completely fixed by the symmetry transformation
properties of the external states under the broken symmetries. In order to determine Syof[s]
it is essential to understand the pattern of symmetry breaking in the IR regulated theory. The
models that we consider exhibit infinite-dimensional groups of spontaneously broken symmetries G
whose unbroken finite-dimensional subgroups we denote by G. For instance, in the case of U(1)
gauge theory on RM*! the group G consists of maps S? — U(1) and G = U(1) corresponds

to the constant maps. If the G/G edge modes were true Goldstones, then the effective action



Ssoft[¢s] would be invariant under a non-linear realization of the full infinite-dimensional group of
G transformations. In the U(1) example, a simple model for such an action is a d-dimensional U (1)
gauge theory in which one only integrates over (and does not quotient by) the trivial flat connections
C, = 0,C(x). However, the introduction of the infrared regulator breaks these symmetries, so the
effective action can also contain symmetry breaking terms that give an action to the Goldstone
modes and Sgoft[¢s] is the leading symmetry breaking term. It takes the form of a (non-local) mass
term for the flat connection C, in the case of abelian gauge theory. In the models that we consider
the resulting path integral is Gaussian and can be evaluated explicitly. The coefficient of Syoft[¢s] is
then determined by matching onto the infrared divergence and it depends explicitly on the infrared
cutoff. The resulting action can be used to compute the resummed soft exchange in any dimension.
Interestingly, it is the shadow mode that has local dynamics: the action expressed in terms of the
Goldstone variable is non-local when d > 2. “Integrating in” a second degree of freedom related to
external soft insertions results in a model that also reproduces the leading soft theorems in gauge

and gravitational theories in all dimensions.

Although we do not treat the non-abelian case completely, our symmetry considerations do lead
to a natural conjecture for the infrared action that fits in well with known analogies between non-
linear sigma models in 2D and non-abelian gauge theories in 4D. In two dimensions the fluctuations
of the non-abelian Goldstone bosons are strongly coupled and tend to disorder the system and
restore the symmetry. A similar statement applies to the four-dimensional soft gluon when viewed
as the order parameter for a spontaneously broken non-abelian large gauge symmetry: the soft
gluon is strongly coupled in four and fewer dimensions, and the strong dynamics generically leads
to the confining (unbroken) phase of gauge theory. In fact, a motivating point for this work is
the observation that the infrared phases of Goldstone bosons in d dimensions match those of gauge
theories in d+2 dimensions. Both are infrared free (in the broken phase) when d > 2 and generically
strongly coupled when d < 2. We hope to return to this case in future work and to continue to

explore what is two-dimensional about four-dimensional gauge theory.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we review soft theorems and soft exchange
in gauge and gravitational theories in the language of conformal correlators. In section 3, we
extend these results to include magnetic and dyonic states, and introduce a variety of new magnetic
soft theorems. In section 4 we use symmetry principles to derive the d-dimensional actions that
reproduce soft exchange and soft theorems in (d + 2)-dimensional models. Section 5 concludes with

open questions, and appendix A contains derivations of important integral formulas.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we review known results on the infrared sector of gauge theory and gravity, beginning
with a discussion of the relationship between S-matrix elements and conformal correlation functions.

We then review soft theorems and infrared divergences in the language of these correlators.



2.1 S-matrix as a Conformal Correlator

The Lorentz group in d 4+ 2 dimensions is isomorphic to the Euclidean conformal group in d dimen-

RLA+1

sions. This correspondence can be exploited to recast scattering amplitudes on n terms of

the correlation functions of a d-dimensional conformal field theory (CFTy).

Poincaré and Conformal Algebra

The Poincaré algebra is generated by the operators P, and M, (u,v =0,---,d+ 1) satisfying the

commutation relations

[PI_L,PV] =0 y [MHWPP] = 2inp[uPI/] y [MW,,MpJ] = 4in[p[uMV]g] , (21)

where 1 = diag(—1,+1,---,+1). The Lorentz generators M,, are linear combinations of the

conformal generators Jyp, D, T, and K, (a,b=1,---,d)
Jab = Map , D= Md-‘rl,O ) To = MO,UL - Md-‘rl,a ) K, = MO,a + Md-‘rl,a . (22)

The Lorentz algebra implies that these generators satisfy the Euclidean conformal algebra

[Jab, Jed] = 4i5[§[a°]b]d] , [Jap, Te] = 2i50[aTb] , [Jap, Kc] = Qiéc[aKb] ,

(2.3)
[T,, D] = +iT, , [Kq, D] = —iK, , [To, Kp] = —2i(0apD + Jup) -

The J,; generate SO(d) rotations, T, and K, generate translations and special conformal transfor-
mations, and D is the dilation operator. The mutually commuting generators P* decompose into

two scalars Pt = P04+ P4+1 and a vector P* which mix under the action of the conformal algebra:

[Jup, PT] =0, [P*,D] = +iP*, [PT,T.]=0, [P, K,] = —2iP, ,
[Jab,Pi] =0, [Pi,D] = — P, [Pi,Ta] = —-2P,, [Pi,Ka] =0, (2.4)
[Jab,Pc] = 2i5c[an] , [Pa,D] =0, [Pa,Tb] = —iéabP+ , [Pa,Kb] = —i0, P~ .

Momenta and Polarizations

The S-matrix computes an overlap between multi-particle in and out states. It is a function of the
momenta, spins and other quantum numbers associated to these states. In order to recast the S-
matrix as a conformal correlator, it is useful to parameterize the momenta and polarization vectors
in a way that makes the connection between the Lorentz group and the conformal group manifest.

A convenient parameterization for the momenta is given by
Pw,z) =wp'(w,z),  Pw ) =¢"(2) + (m* /)", (2.5)
where ¢ and n are both null vectors given by

1 1
i (z) = 5(1 +22%,22% 1 — 2?) | nt = 5(1,0%—1) . (2.6)
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Momenta appearing in the scattering amplitude will be denoted by p' = p#(w;, z;). We will adopt

the convention in which outgoing momenta have 7; = sign(w;) = +1 and incoming momenta have

n; = —1. In these variables the Lorentz invariant inner product takes the form
P Lo o 2/ 2 2/ 2
Pi - Dj = —§[xij +m;jw; +mj/wi], xy; = x] —af . (2.7)

In addition to the momenta, spinning states are also labeled by their polarizations (little group
representation). The d independent polarization vectors for a massless spin one gauge boson will
be taken to be
M) = 0," () = (Ta, 08, —24) . (2.8)

a

These satisfy
n-ga(z) =0,  Pi-cal®)) = (Tij)a,  €al®i) - Ep(25) = dap - (2.9)
It is also useful to define the polarization sum
" (x) = ek (x)e® (x) = " + 2n*§" (z) + 2n"§"(z) . (2.10)
The polarization tensor for a massless spin two graviton is given by

g6 (x)ep (z) + et ()ey (2)] — Lol (@), (2.11)

egg(:v) = 7

N | —

and the corresponding polarization sum is

T () = () () = 3 [ ()T (@) + T (@)P9(@)] — ST (@)1 () . (2.12)

N =

The Lorentz invariant phase space measure in this parameterization takes the form

d+1 00
Jd b _ Jddxf duwd1 . (2.13)
0

pO

In section 2.3 we will discuss virtual soft exchange and off-shell loop momenta in loop integrals. A

convenient parameterization is /# = w[g"(z) + knt]. Integrals over off-shell momenta are given by

0 Q0
Jdd”ﬁ _1 Jddxf dw|w|dH1 J dk . (2.14)
2 —0 —0

Scattering States and Conformal Correlators
A scattering amplitude with m outgoing particles and n — m incoming particles is given by

An :<p17“' apm|pm+17"' 7pn>

t - | (2.15)
= (0[T{af™ (p1) - ag* (Pm) 1 (Prm1) -+~ @ ()} 0



in/out
where a; / (

p;) are the in and out annihilation operators. We will suppress the additional spin,
color and/or flavor indices of these operators when they play no role. We can rewrite this amplitude
in a suggestive way by defining

Oj(wi, i) = af" (p(wi, 2:))0(wi) + ;" (—plwi, 2:))0(—wi) - (2.16)

(2

According to this definition, when w; < 0 the operator inserts the CPT conjugate incoming particle.

The scattering amplitude then takes the form
Ap, = (O1(wr1,21) - - Op(wn, Tn) ) - (2.17)

Equation (2.17) is simply a rewriting of the scattering amplitude, and it is not immediately obvious
why this representation is advantageous. Its utility derives from a reinterpretation of the Lorentz
transformation properties of the operators (2.16). Lorentz invariance fixes the transformation prop-

erties for an annihilation operator

[ (p), My] = TDa™ (0) , TS =Ly + S5 (2.18)
L= —2ip[u8p,,] is the orbital angular momentum and Sl(f,,) is the spin angular momentum operator

for the ith particle. Combining (2.18) with the definitions (2.2), (2.16) and the parameterization
(2.5), one can determine the transformation properties of O; under the Euclidean conformal group.

The transformations take a particularly simple form for massless operators (see [1] for details):

[Oi(w, x), T,
[Oi(w, x), Jab
[Oi(w, z),

[Oi(w, x), K.

o] =10,0;(w, x) ,

il o — (. OO (w. z

]_ (aab b0a )Oz( ) )+Sab O’( ’ )’ (219)
]_z(;p Oq — W0y, )O(UJ ZL‘),

al

i[2%0 — 22,200y + 224w, O (w, ) + 2zbSL(l? Oi(w,x) .

Here, the SO(d) little group generators S (b) act in the representation determined by the spin of O;.
Equation (2.19) is precisely the transformation law for a d-dimensional conformal primary operator,
with the important caveat that D is not diagonal in this basis. Instead, the momentum eigenstate
operators have a formal scaling dimension A = —wd,,. This is simply a reflection of the fact that
momentum eigenstates are not simultaneously boost eigenstates. By performing a change of basis —
namely a Mellin transform with respect to w — it is possible to define an equivalent set of operators

which do diagonalize D,

~ o d
O* (A, x) =f dow?tO(tw,z), Ace 5 TiR. (2.20)
0
The + superscript distinguishes between in and out states. The restriction of A to the principal
series is necessary in order for the operators O to be normalizable. The inverse Mellin transform is

used to map the operators back

O(£|wl|,z) = fﬂw da w|"20E(A, ) . (2.21)

d 21
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Certain momentum eigenstate operators have universal behavior in the soft (w — 0) limit. Scatter-
ing amplitudes involving these special operators exhibit poles in this regime, and the residues can
be isolated using a compact contour C surrounding the origin in the complex w plane:
~ dw
On,z) = P — " 10w, z) . 2.22
(n.2) = § 5.2 " 10(w,a) (222)
C

It is not obvious whether this special class of operators is independent from those of the form (2.20).

Operators corresponding to massive particles in momentum eigenstates also transform improp-
erly (not as primaries) under special conformal transformations. For a massive scalar operator, the
commutation relations are

[0i(w, x), Ty] = 10,0i(w, x) ,
[Oi(w, x), Jap] = —i(xa0p — 2404)Oi(w, ) , (2.23)
[0i(w,x), D] = i(2%04 — w0,)Oi(w, ) ,
al

[0i(w, x), K i[(z2 + m? w04 — 242°0p + 224wd,, ] Os(w, ) .

71:)7

Despite the more complicated form of this transformation law, there exists a basis transformation
which maps the massive momentum eigenstate O(w, z) to a conformal primary operator
o0
~ d
O* (A, z) = mAdedyJ dwwd ™ A (m/w, y; 2)O(+w, y) , A€ 5t iR . (2.24)
0
The kernel of this integral transform is the bulk-to-boundary propagator for a field of dimension A
in Fuclidean hyperbolic space Hy1
A
z ra
> 2} , Ch=—F—"— (8) ) (2.25)
(—y)»+=z (A~ 9)

As in the massless case, the scaling dimensions are restricted to the principle series so that the

Ka(z,y;x) = Ca {

operators are normalizable. To find the inverse transform, we use the split representation of the

Dirac delta function in Hg, 4

d i 1 g+ioo dA y
25(2 = 26D (e —af) = f — | dYYKa(z, 2 9)Kaa (2,25 y) - (2.26)
2 Jd_ ;0 2mt
Using this identity, the inverse transformation takes the form
d ., -
1 §+zoo dA B .
O(|w],z) = QJ o= | dym A Ka-a(m/|w], 7;9) 0 (A, y) . (2.27)
4_im 2mi
The operators @i(A, x) varied over A are not independent of each other. Instead, they satisfy
Ca-a A+ At
dly——"20 __OF(A,y) = OF(d— A, z) . 2.28
J s A - 0= 2 229

This integral transform defines the shadow transform for scalar operators. The definition for more

general operators is given in (2.37).

The basis transformation for spinning massive states is more complicated since the massive little
group is SO(d + 1) and its representations must be decomposed into representations of SO(d). We

will not need the precise form of this generalized Mellin transform.



Summary

The result of this section is that the Mellin-transformed n-point scattering amplitude on Rb4+1
Ay = (O (Ar, 1) - O (A, ) ) (2.29)

transforms as a d-dimensional conformal correlation function. The operators appearing on the RHS
transform as conformal primaries: massless particles correspond to local operator insertions given

by (2.20) while massive particles correspond to operator insertions given by (2.24).

The operators O; are generically labelled by additional spin, flavor, and/or color indices. We
only exhibit the spin indices when the particle is a gluon or graviton since they play a special role
in what follows. The corresponding operators are denoted by O, and O,;. These operators create

one-particle states with polarization &, given by (2.8) or g45 given by (2.11), respectively.

2.2 Soft Theorems and Conserved Currents

Soft theorems describe the universal behavior of scattering amplitudes involving one or more en-
ergetically soft (long wavelength) external particles. Long wavelength states are unable to resolve
short-distance scattering processes, so amplitudes with soft insertions typically factorize into lower
point amplitudes acted on by soft factors that are only sensitive to long distance data (like quan-
tum numbers). This factorization is (semi-)universal and its form is independent of the microscopic
details of the theory. Universal behavior is usually a consequence of an underlying symmetry, and
work over the past several years has demonstrated that most of these universal formulas are reflec-
tions of the asymptotic symmetry structures in gauge and gravitational theories in flat space [9-14].
In this section, we review the soft photon, soft gluon and the leading soft graviton theorems in the

language of conformal correlators.

Leading Soft Photon Theorem

In any dimension, the soft photon theorem implies
w— 1 ﬁi'ea(x)
O, )01+ Op)omo “=5 —e Y Qim—2( 01+ O oo 2.30
{Ou(w, )04 Y=o w; i@ premn (2.30)

where O; = O;(w;, ;) and C = Alss is the asymptotic connection. The subscript C' = 0 in (2.30)
indicates that the connection used to compare the electric charges at different points on the celestial
sphere is taken to be trivial in standard quantum field theory (the electron has charge —1 no matter

where it appears on the celestial sphere) so we will suppress this notation in what follows.?

!This is only formally true in four dimensions, since both sides of (2.30) generically vanish for scattering states
with a finite number of photons due to the infrared divergence (see section 2.3). In that case, the information content

of the soft theorem resides in the form of the infrared finite dressed states.
2The role of this asymptotic connection is more fundamental in the non-abelian case, where it poses a potential

obstruction to the definition of non-abelian dyonic charge.



The soft theorem states that in the limit where the energy of the photon is small compared to
the energies of the hard particles, the amplitude factorizes into a simple soft factor multiplied by a
reduced scattering amplitude involving the remaining n hard states. The gauge coupling constant
is e and @); is the electric charge of the ith particle. In our conventions, the electric charge is defined

by

1
= — *xF . .
Q LQ (2.31)

e2

We will assume that the gauge group is compact (U(1) as opposed to R), so the charges are quantized
Qi=nieZ. (2.32)
We define the leading (n = 1) soft photon operator according to (2.22)

Su(x) = iﬂgj;(g“(”’ 7). (2.33)
C

The contour integral isolates the residue of O,(w,z) at w = 0, and S,(z) has scaling dimension

A = 1. Insertions of the soft operator are therefore fixed completely by the soft theorem

<Sa(x)01"'0n>: ja($)<01"'0n> ) Ja(x) = aaZQi log[—ﬁ,;-(j(x)] . (2.34)
Multiple insertions of this soft operator simply factorize

<Sa1 (yl) o Sam(ym)ol to On> = ja1 (yl) U jam (ym)< Ol o On> . (2'35)

This formula is obtained by taking an n + m point amplitude with m external photons and then
taking consecutive soft limits w1, - ,wy — 0. Since the photon does not carry charge, the order
of these limits is irrelevant. Equations (2.34)-(2.35) together demonstrate that S, behaves as a flat

abelian connection. In the absence of magnetic charges, the gauge field edge mode C' is flat as well

dS=0, dC=0 =— S=dp, C=4df. (2.36)

It was demonstrated in 1] that the soft photon theorem implies the existence of a conserved U(1)
current in the celestial CFT;. The definition of this operator involves the shadow transform, which
maps a primary operator of weight A in the representation R of SO(d) to a conformal primary

operator of weight d — A and representation R,
~ 1
Oxzjdd e R(Z(x —y)) - O(y) . 2.37

The double shadow transform is proportional to the identity,

0w =ear0w) [t e — ey 23)

10



For the spin s representation, this coefficient is given by

r{A—1)(d— A - I~ AT(A - §)

= . 2.39
s (A=1+38)(d—A—1+s)(A)(d—A) (2:39)
The U(1) conserved current is the shadow transform of the soft operator (2.33)
Ja(@) = —— 3 () (2.40)
4 N 26171 “ ' '

In d > 2, ¢;; is given by (2.39) while for d = 2 direct computation gives ;1 = 472 (instead of
72).3 Note that S,(z) has dimension 1, so that its shadow has A = d — 1 which is appropriate for

a conserved current. Insertions of this current take the form

(Jo(2)O1 - Op ) = ja(2){O1--- Oy ), Ja(x) = 2011ja(x) ; (2.41)
and the divergence is given by (see appendix A for details)
(0" Jo(2)O1 - On ) = Y QiKg(mi/ws, xi;2){ O1 -+ Oy ) . (2.42)

The Ward identity (2.42) associates a non-local charge distribution to the massive charged states.

Massless states have a localized charge distribution which can be seen using the property

lim Ka(z, z;y) = 8Dz —vy). (2.43)

Leading Soft Gluon Theorem
The generalization of the soft photon theorem (2.30) to non-abelian gauge theories is straightforward.
The soft limit of a single gluon with polarization a and color I takes the form

w0 1. D; + Eq (X
(Ol w, )01+ Opdomg 2 wZQYM;WEI<01 +On)c=0 - (2.44)

T} is a generator in the Lie algebra g (for the gauge group G) acting in the representation R; under
which the ¢th particle transforms, and gy, is the gauge coupling. The generators are normalized
so that

a

[TI,TJ] _ fIJKTK, fIKLfJKL _ 5]J’ (Tldj)JK _ _fIJK . (245)

The notation C' = 0 signifies that the asymptotic connection used to compare color states at infinity
is set to zero in conventional scattering amplitude calculations. This simplification is benign in
the absence of chromo-magnetic flux. However, as we will discuss in Section 3.2, this background

connection is non-zero in the presence of chromo-dyons and significantly complicates the definition

3¢1,1 vanishes in odd dimensions, but the shadow integral in (2.40) vanishes as well. A finite result is obtained by
evaluating the RHS of (2.40) for general A and then taking the A — 1 limit.

11



of the asymptotic symmetry group in non-abelian models. In this section we will only consider

electrically charged states, so we suppress this notation.

The leading soft gluon operator is defined as

Shz) = ! ffﬁdw.(?i(ww)- (2.46)

Its correlation functions are completely controlled by the soft gluon theorem
(84(2)01-+-0n) = T/ (2)(O1---On), Tl (x) = ida ) log[—pi - ()] T} . (2.47)

Note that J!(z) is a matrix which acts on the color indices of the amplitude A,,.

Multiple insertions of the operator Sé are defined by taking an n + m point amplitude with m
gluons and then taking the soft limits wy,---w, — 0. However, since the gluon is itself charged
under the gauge group, the order in which these limits are performed does matter. We will adopt

the prescription that the soft limits are taken in the “left-to-right” order

(SIa) -+ S (ym)O1 -+ On )

oo B a 2.48
:@ m..-§<0a1(w17y1) O (u)m’ym) .. TL> ( )
Cm C1
where C; < Cy < -+ < C,,, are nested contours in the complex w plane. The soft operator S and

gauge field edge mode C' satisfy a non-abelian flatness condition
dS+CAS+SAC =0, dC+CAC=0 = S=do+][C,¢], C=UdU ‘. (2.49)

We can also construct a non-abelian conserved current

Ja(z) = Sa(@) ., (Ji@)01---On) = ja(x)(O1--- On) (2.50)

201 1

1
2c1,1

JXH(x). Tts divergence is given by

where jl(z) =

<5aJI( )01 - n>—ZZ’Cd mi /Wi, Ti; )Ti[<01"'0n>' (2.51)

Leading Soft Graviton Theorem

The leading soft graviton theorem was first derived by Weinberg [15]. The soft limit of a single

graviton with polarization €4, takes the form

w— inPiv€,
(Ou(w, )01 Ondomg 2 %2 le - Onde—o . (2.52)

Here 1% = 327G and Cop = v haplos (hyw = guw — M is the metric fluctuation). The subscript
C = 0 in (2.52) describes the BMS frame in which the scattering amplitudes are evaluated and

12



with respect to which the energy-momentum of the particles are defined. This is the gravitational
analogue of the flat connection C = 0 used in gauge theory scattering amplitudes. We will suppress

this notation in the rest of this section.
The leading soft graviton operator is defined according to (2.22)

Nap(z) = 2 fﬁ

K
C

dw

2mi

Oap(w, ) (2.53)

and has scaling dimension A = 1. Insertions of this operator take the form
<Nab(x)(’)1---(’)n> = jab($)<010n> N (2.54)

where
1. o o
Tuslr) = - (aaab Lo ) el )] log i - ()] - (255)

Multiple insertions of N, are calculated by taking simultaneous soft limits of a scattering amplitude
involving multiple external gravitons. Although general relativity is non-linear, its infrared dynamics
is effectively abelian since the charge of the theory is energy-momentum. The order of soft limits is

therefore immaterial and one finds

<Na1b1 (yl) te Nambm (ym)ol te On> = jalbl (yl) T jambm (ym)< Ol T On> . (256)

From this formula, it follows that N, satisfies the following “flatness condition”

1 1
ﬁ[aNb]c(l') - ﬁéc[aadNb]d(x) =0 = Nab(x) =2 <aaab - déab62> N(CL‘) : (257)

A similar property is also satisfied by the gravitational connection Cyp(x) which then implies

Cop(x) =2 (aaab — édab(??) C(x) . (2.58)

This condition is the higher-dimensional analogue of the four-dimensional Christodoulou-Klainerman

constraint [16].

The leading soft graviton theorem implies the existence of d + 2 conserved currents P;f(z),
PY(x) and P (z) whose charges are the translation generators in (2.4). However, not all of these
currents are independent. Rather, they sit in a single conformal multiplet that mixes under Lorentz
(conformal) transformations. Up to improvement terms, (2.4) implies

1

G Pa(), Kol (2:59)

Pha) = S[PF (). K", Pr(a)

The current P, (z) can be constructed from the shadow transform of the soft graviton operator as

Pf(z) = ——"Ny(x) . (2.60)



Ind > 2, ¢ 2 is given by (2.39) while for d = 2 direct computation gives c; o = 72 (instead of 72/4).
The soft operator Ny, has dimension 1 so the current has A = d. The unusual dimension for this
current arises because the conserved charge P is itself dimensionful according to (2.4). Using this

definition, we find

(P (x)O1-+-On) =pg (x){O1-+-On), (2.61)
where
p;(w) = abjab(x)v jab('x) = _46112\7(113(1') . (2.62)

The divergence of this current is then given by (see appendix A)

(OPf ()01 O = Zmilcd-i-l(mi/wiaxi; 2)(O1---On ). (2.63)

As in the abelian case, the Ward identity (2.63) associates a non-local energy-momentum distribu-
tion to massive charged states. Massless states have a localized energy-momentum as can be seen

from

linaz Kat1(z,z;y) = §(d) (x—1y). (2.64)

2.3 Infrared Divergences in Abelian Theories

In any theory with long-range forces, the naive scattering amplitude defined in (2.15) vanishes
in four dimensions due to infrared divergences. Formally, these infrared divergences arise due to
low energy virtual particle exchange in diagrams like figure 1. Physically, the divergences signify
that the charged asymptotic scattering states are not single particle states but rather coherent

states of charged particles and bremsstrahlung. Although each diagram is separately divergent,

Figure 1: Some typical diagrams contributing to infrared divergences

the infinite sum exponentiates and the amplitude actually vanishes: A, ~ e=® = 0. There is
simply zero probability to scatter into a state with a finite number of photons or gravitons in four
dimensions: the power radiated in a generic scattering process does not vanish at zero frequency,

and so infinitely many low energy particles are produced [17,18]. In higher dimensions this is no
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longer the case and exclusive scattering states with finite numbers of massless quanta can be defined.
The soft contributions depicted in figure 1 can be calculated and exponentiated in any number of

dimensions, but it is only in four dimensions that the contribution is divergent.

Standard treatments of this subject restrict attention to inclusive observables defined by a trace
over “unobservable soft quanta” in the initial and final states. Order by order in perturbation theory,
the infinite volume of phase space available to soft external quanta cancels the vanishing probability
to scatter into an exclusive state with a fixed number of photons. Although perfectly adequate
for practical purposes, this approach to the problem conflates two separate issues and obscures
the underlying physics. It is certainly the case that any conceivable experimental apparatus has
a finite energy sensitivity. In quantum mechanics, when an observer lacks access to a particular
component of the Hilbert space, he performs a partial trace in order to obtain a reduced density
matrix which can be used to compute observables. In a realistic scenario, any collider observable
in any number of dimensions should include a trace over the unobservable soft quanta. However,
the “unobservable” scale relevant to the trace is set by the detector sensitivity and is not related
to the infrared divergence. An inadequate higher-dimensional detector might require a trace over
states with relatively short wavelengths which are certainly produced with nonzero probability. This
inclusive calculation, while relevant to the experiment, is not related to any infrared divergence since

the exclusive observable is well defined in higher dimensions.

Taking a partial trace generically turns a pure density matrix into a mixed state. In order to
discuss fine-grained questions like unitarity or the information content of soft quanta, one needs
access to the actual quantum mechanical transition amplitudes in Hilbert space. The difficulty
in defining an S-matrix in four-dimensional asymptotically flat space highlights a deficiency in a
particular formalism but does not preclude the calculation of exact transition probabilities. The key
physical observation relevant to the definition of an infrared finite S-matrix was made by Chung,
Kibble and Faddeev-Kulish [19-24|. The asymptotic Hamiltonian, which determines the early and
late time evolution of scattering states, is not a free Hamiltonian. In the charged sectors of the
Hilbert space, this Hamiltonian has matrix elements connecting states with different numbers of
photons. A stationary state invariant under early/late time evolution must therefore contain an
infinite number of photons corresponding to bremsstrahlung clouds. Computations involving these
dressed states are cumbersome and appear to be plagued with ambiguities. One cannot help but
feel that the ultimate treatment has yet to be discovered, but there are indications that the celestial
scattering amplitudes and the conformal basis contain the appropriate formalism to address the
problem [4,25]. In this paper we focus on understanding the soft virtual exchange in exclusive

amplitudes and leave the proper determination of the scattering states to future work.

There are several equivalent methods for regulating and cancelling infrared divergences in scat-
tering amplitudes (see Chapter 13 of Weinberg [26] for a thorough discussion of the abelian case).
Each of these methods breaks or alters a symmetry of the problem. One common approach intro-
duces a hard IR cutoff i for the photon. Loop integrals over virtual momenta are to be performed

only in the range |w| > u. A second scale A is chosen in order to separate out the contribution of

15



soft particles which are defined to have pu < |w| < A. Provided that u and A are taken to be much
smaller than the typical energy scale of the scattering amplitude, the contributions of these quanta
can be computed exactly and exponentiated. Hard particles with |w| > A contribute IR finite (but
generally incalculable and non-exponentiating) corrections. The general structure of a scattering

amplitude is then
(010 =e OOy . (2.65)

Here (O --- Oy ), denotes the full scattering amplitude with IR cutoff 1 and loop integrals per-
formed with |w| > g, while (O - - - Op, YA denotes the amplitude with loop integrals performed in the
range |w| > A. The soft contribution resides entirely in the exponential factor e 1 which depends

on the scales u, A and on the quantum numbers of the hard states.

Abelian Gauge Theories

In an abelian gauge theory, the infrared divergent piece of the full scattering amplitude is the
exponentiation of the single-exchange contribution shown in the first diagram of figure 1. This
dramatic simplification occurs because soft photons do not emit other soft particles and fails in
non-abelian models (and in models with massless charged matter). The diagram is calculated using

the soft photon theorem. Summing over the propagating internal states, one finds?

fA dd+2y Py (0) (2.66)

ie?
Ipn = 5 ZZJ: QRiQ; (2m)d+2 (02 — je)(p; - £ — ie)(—pj L —ie)

W
The integral is taken over the range p < |w| < A and represents only the contribution of the “soft
quanta.” Note that this piece of the integral can be separated out in any dimension even though it
is not infrared divergent when d > 2. The polarization sum II,, (¢) defined in (2.10) arises from the
numerator of the photon propagator. This is of the form II,, (¢) = n,, + gauge-dependent terms so
we could further simplify the expression by sending I1,,,(£) — 1.

This integral is evaluated explicitly in [26]. For our purposes it is more useful to retain I'py as a

d-dimensional integral. To do this, we parameterize all momenta using (2.5) and use (2.14) to find

e2 dz d—3
; pelel< (2.67)
joo dk Qﬁyﬁgnuu (ZL‘)
X P - PN - % - .
_op 2 (K + i€)(k — 2p; - () + inmi€e) (k — 2p; - G(x) — inmje)

We perform the integral over x via contour integration. When 7; = n; we close the contour in the
upper half plane. When 7; = —n; = —7, we close the contour in the lower half plane and we pick
up the pole at K = —ie. Finally, when n; = —n; = n we close the contour in the upper half plane.

This contribution vanishes since there are no poles in the upper half plane. We can then perform

4The 4e prescription for i = j is a bit different and —pj - £ — ie is replaced with —p; - £ + ie.
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the integral over w and we are left with a d-dimensional integral. We can also simplify further by
setting I, (z) = €} (z)eq (7). Plugging all of this into (2.66) and using the language of conformal

correlators, we find

Ipn = a(Ar + 2miAs) a="| dwwd3 , 2.68
h (A1 + 2) . L ( )
and
= d' T v [ d (v, x)|? v, x

Al—f( )[Ja()], Ag—f J (1T (w2 + | Ty (v, )] - (2.69)
Ja(z) is defined in (2.34) and

svn=a T I g g g0 o

out(+)

€ in(—)

The [ ], symbol removes any i = j terms in the integrand.

In d > 2, I'y, — 0 polynomially as A, — 0 which shows that soft photons do not contribute
any divergences to the scattering amplitude. On the other hand, in d = 2, I'j;, — 00 logarithmically

implying that the scattering amplitude itself vanishes as a power law as u — 0.

Gravitational Theories

As in abelian gauge theory, the total graviton contribution to the infrared divergence is the ex-
ponentiation of the single virtual soft graviton contribution. This simplification holds because,
although general relativity is strongly nonlinear, the charge of the theory is energy-momentum and

long wavelength modes are weakly interacting. The infrared divergent phase in this case is

2 A
. K _
Lo = agr (A +2miAY) | Qgr = 5 — dww?3

2.71
327 ( )

The integrals in the exponent are

dd © (4 dd
A - | Gl Af - | | ST waP TP, (27
where Jy,() is defined in (2.55) and

N 3 1oy M
Ty, x) = [aaab déabﬁ ] Z Wi iwv(l+iv)
=, (2.73)

in

Jav(w) = M [Ty (v, @) + Ty (v, )] -

3 Magnetic Charges

The previous section reviewed soft theorems and infrared divergences for electrically charged states
in gauge theories. In this section, we generalize those results to include magnetically charged or
dyonic states. The first discussion of an abelian magnetic soft theorem appeared in [27]. The results

on the chromo-magnetic soft theorem and the soft theorem for extended objects are new.
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3.1 Abelian Gauge Theories

In four dimensions, zero-dimensional particles can carry both electric and magnetic charges. The

magnetic charge is defined by the surface integral

1
pP= f F (3.1)
2 S2

taken at spatial infinity. The generalized soft theorems and infrared divergences for magnetic states

can be obtained using the electromagnetic duality transformation

- 92 ~ -~

FoF=-"yp, 5= Q-0=P, P->DP=-0Q. (3.2)
e

The allowed set of magnetic charges is constrained by the Dirac quantization condition @Q;P; € Z.

This implies that magnetic charge is quantized in multiples of mg € Z, the smallest magnetic charge

in the spectrum:
.PZ' = Mmow; , w; € Z . (33)

The integer myg is theory-dependent.

To write down the soft theorem for magnetically charged particles, we Fourier transform the

first equation of (3.2) to determine the dual polarization vector:

N T N 27 nYq’
Q[MEV](Q) = _ﬁeuupaq[pga] (Q) - Eu(Q) = Teuupoiga(Q) . (34)
e e n-q
In the basis (2.8), this explicitly evaluates to
- 2
5(1(:17) - 2 6ab‘gb( ) ) (35)

where €4, is the 2D Levi-Civita tensor normalized as €jp = €' = 1. Magnetically charged particles

couple to the dual polarization of the photon so the soft photon theorem (2.30) becomes [27]

<Oa(w7$)01"‘ w—>0 ZQZ A_'A 10n>
(3.6)
=—eabZP : <01 On).
In the language of conformal correlators, this reads
~ ~ 2 b N ~
(Sa(@)O1+-On ) = Ja(®){O1---On ), Ja(z) = eﬁeaba ZPilOg[_pi ~q(z)] . (3.7)

This analysis extends to dyonic states in a straightforward manner. For any two pairs of dyons
with charges (Q;, P;) and (Q;, Pj), the Dirac-Schwinger-Zwanziger quantization condition (derived
by quantizing the total angular momentum of the electromagnetic field of a two-dyon state [28])
implies

QiP; — QP eZ. (3.8)
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It follows that the charge spectrum for dyons takes the form [29]°

Y
Qi =mn; + o Wi P; = mow; , ng,w; € 7, Ve 0,2m) . (3.9)

The soft theorem for these dyons simply combines (2.34) and (3.7) in a duality covariant way

(Sa(x)O1-- Oy ) = [ja(x) + ja(x)]<01 Oy

AN 3.10
= S (idap + wiras) P log[—i - ()| O1 -+~ O ) (3.10)
i
where 9 9
™m,
Tab = T10ab + T2€ab =5 T2= 7> <. (3.11)
us €

In addition to the electric current defined in (2.40), we can now also define a magnetic current which

couples to magnetic particles,
Ko=—(xJ)a = —eaJ’. (3.12)
This satisfies
(Kal@)O1-- 00 = 255 PiK(miuwn,ai50) Or -+ O (3.13)

The structure of infrared divergences in the presence of magnetic charges is similarly obtained
by replacing J, — J. + ja in the integral (2.69). The infrared factor is I'py, = a(A; + 27iAs) with

d? .~ 12
A = J‘xd [ja(m) + ja(x)] )
o (3.14)
© dv [ d N ~ ) - - )
A= o 1T )+ T )P+ 1T ) + T o))
oy 2w ) (2m) .
where
~ 2 _Ai A w
Jatv.w) = Zgeud® 3 Pi[pz'qy(x)]' (3.15)
ie ot

This formula is straightforward for purely magnetic scattering and follows from an application of
the duality transformation (3.2). The case with both electric and magnetic charges is slightly more
subtle. The quantization condition (3.8) implies that there is no small expansion parameter when
an electron scatters off of a monopole: the effective coupling is always of order one. Weinberg also
noted [30] that the single photon exchange diagram between an electron and a monopole appears
to violate Lorentz invariance. Both of these complications are resolved by explicitly exponentiating
the diagrams in figure 1. Although the coupling is of order one, it is possible to treat the infrared
exchange to all orders to obtain a reliable approximation. Similarly, since all photon exchange
diagrams contribute at the same order in the e? expansion, it is only their sum which must be (and

is [31], for appropriately quantized charges) Lorentz and gauge invariant.

°The generalized SL(2,Z) transformation acts as 7 = 71 + ity — 28 n;

a,b,c,d € Z and ad — bc = 1. On the field strength this acts as F' +ix F' — (¢ + d)(F + i % F).

— an; — bw;, w; —> —cn; + dw; with
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3.2 Non-abelian Gauge Theories and Chromodyons

The analog of the Dirac quantization condition in non-abelian gauge theory is the GNO constraint
[32]. For a given “electric gauge group” G, this condition restricts the allowed magnetic charges of

the theory to be weights for the dual group GV obtained from G by taking the dual root lattice.

In a deconfined non-abelian gauge theory, there is no difficulty in identifying the electric gauge
group G in the spectrum of electrically charged states. Similarly, the magnetic gauge group G
has an unambiguous action in the sector of purely magnetically charged states. The essential
complication arises in understanding the action of G and GV in the dyonic sector of the theory.
Indeed, semiclassical quantization of a single isolated non-abelian monopole does not yield states
transforming in representations of G [33,34] as one would expect if the asymptotic symmetry group
was truly G x GV. Chromo-magnetic charge apparently spoils the action of G in the dyonic sector

of the Hilbert space and the global part of the electric gauge group is ill-defined [35-39].

There is a simple physical explanation of this mathematical fact. The long-range chromo-
magnetic field of a monopole is controlled by a Gauss law. In the magnetically charged sector of

the theory, the magnetic charge
1

Q= o ), F! (3.16)
is non-vanishing which implies that parallel transport on the sphere at spatial infinity is path
dependent. The “global part of the electric gauge group” is defined by performing the same large
gauge transformation everywhere on the celestial sphere. To compare the gauge parameter at two
separate points on the sphere, we are required to parallel transport from one point to the other.
In the presence of asymptotic chromo-magnetic flux the parallel transport is path dependent (for
directions in color space that do not commute with the asymptotic value of F') and so the definition
of the global gauge group is ambiguous.® However, if there is no net magnetic charge then the
electric group G can be unambiguously defined. Indeed, semiclassical quantization of a monopole-
antimonopole pair produces states that do form representations of the electric color group [39].
Therefore, provided that the long-range magnetic field vanishes in the in and out states (i.e. both
have net zero magnetic charge), it is possible to consider a S-matrix involving magnetically charged
states (the non-abelian magnetic analog of ete™ scattering). It is in this restricted case that we

expect the following chromo-dyon soft theorem to apply.

We will explore the magnetic soft gluon theorem guided by analogy with the abelian case” and

the electromagnetic duality transformation (3.2). We conjecture the following form of the magnetic

5This is essentially the gauge theory analogue of the “problem of angular momentum” in general relativity and
one might hope that it is resolved analogously.

"Since the equations of motion in non-abelian gauge theory explicitly involve the electric gauge potential, the
simple duality transformation (3.2) must be more complicated but might hold asymptotically or in the soft limit. For

this reason we consider the formulas in this subsection conjectural.
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soft gluon theorem

(SL ()01 - O @eababZlog @[T OOy . (3.17)

Here T is a Lie algebra generator of GV in representation R; under which the particle transforms.
Generalizing to chromodyons and including the ¥-term contribution, the generalized soft gluon
theorem can be written as
(SH@)O1++- Oy =i Y (T} bap + T 708" log[—pi - G(x) K O1 -+ Oy ) . (3.18)
i
We are unaware of any results regarding the scattering of electric and magnetic states in non-abelian
gauge theory beyond the non-relativistic approximation of motion on moduli space. It would be

interesting to understand the IR divergence structure of such amplitudes.

3.3 Soft Theorem for Magnetic Branes in d > 2

In four-dimensional gauge theory, both the vector potential F' = dA and the dual vector potential
«F = dA are one-forms and they couple to zero-dimensional excitations with one-dimensional world-
lines. In higher dimensions the vector potential remains a one-form and couples to particles, while
the dual potential couples to extended objects with (d — 1)-dimensional world-volumes which we

will refer to as magnetic branes. In R4+ the dual magnetic potential is a (d — 1)-form defined by

Flg) = dA(q_1) = *Fla) = *dAq, - (3-19)

Here, we have introduced a subscript to make the rank of the differential form explicit. The magnetic

brane couples to the gauge field through the Bianchi equation
dF(Q) =27 % j(d*l) (320)

where j(d_l) is the conserved (d — 1)-form current. Classically, this current is given by®
J‘“ 5 ZP J AXE A AdXE T (2, Xy ), dwdigy) = 0. (3.21)

The integral is over the world-volume ¥; of the branes and Xy, : 3; < M describes the embedding

of the world volume ¥; in spacetime. P; is the magnetic charge of the branes.

The soft theorem in the presence of such branes can be derived from asymptotic symmetries [41].

In any dimension, the usual soft photon theorem (2.30) is related to the conservation of a (d+1)-form

1
*']6 = —Qd(g(o) * (2)) y d* Jé‘ = 0 . (322)

e

8See for example eq. (18.40) in [40].
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Using Maxwell’s equation, we can write the current as

1
—Sde)n > Fioy +e0) * Ty (3.23)

*J. =
62

where J(1) is the usual electric current of the model. The charge associated to this current generates
electric large gauge transformations under which Ay — Ay + dg(g). Evaluating this charge on
the in-state and the out-state, one can derive the leading soft photon theorem [10,42]. The first
term above inserts a soft photon with polarization de (g in the S-matrix whereas the second term

generates the soft factor in (2.30) via a Fourier transform
; d+2,. — 9—0 pi-£(q)
ieg,(q )Jd Poe I (@) e ) Qs ;i_q : (3.24)
(2
To derive the magnetic soft theorem, we define the magnetic conserved current
= 1 . -
*Jg = %d(é‘(d_g)/\F@)) s d* Jg =0. (3.25)
Using the Bianchi equation (3.20), this can be written as
~ 1 B ~
*Je = o-dE@a) N Eig) + (—1)%Ea_ay A * Jia1) - (3.26)

The charge associated to this current generates magnetic large gauge transformations under which
fl(d_l) — fl(d_l) + d&(q—2) [43-45]. The corresponding Ward identity for this symmetry is obtained
by inserting the associated charge into the S-matrix. The first term in (3.26) inserts a dual soft
photon with the (d — 1) form polarization d€(g—2)- This polarization is related to the polarization

vector as
q2m n

¢
&2 5 € pia— wpo qga(Q) . (3.27)

Eamrnan (@) = (=1)

The second term generates the soft factor via a Fourier transform

.~ —ig-x —0 27 rane
16(€a)u1...ud_1(Q)fdd+2 I @) ZP Shh (3.28)
where
Sprne(q) = i(—1)*(d — 1)!WL *(dXE XY AdXE ) e X5 (3.29)

We evaluate this quantity in a special case. At late times, we can assume that the magnetic branes
are non-interacting and are freely moving. We can describe a brane in terms of a timelike parameter

7 and d — 2 spatial parameters 6%, o« =1,--- ,d —2 as
Xg, =xi + o) +1i(0) . (3.30)

Xi describes the center of mass of the brane and p!' describes the center of mass momentum. The

soft factor for such a brane takes the form

12(d—1 )
Sl?f?“e(:v) = —wwﬁ” Y47040° €uvpops-pg_o Jdd_Qae_’q'”(U)ﬁawl’-“ - 0a-art L (3.31)
K3
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This suggests that the soft factor has a simple pole at w = 0. However, if the brane has a non-

compact spatial volume then the integral can produce additional factors of w™'. To see this,

consider a brane localized along the (22, --- ,2%) directions. We describe this by the spatial vector
(o) = (0,0,0,0,---,0%72,0). In this case, the soft factor works out to be
Sbrane( ) . (d — 1)! abj_l [_A . A( )]5(d—2)( ) Sbrane( ) =0 (3 32)
al xTr) = wd_l Eaj_bj_ og|—p - qlT L ‘/EH ) a) xr) = ) .
where a:ﬁ = (0,0,2%,--- ,2%) and 2% = (z',2%,0,---,0) describe the longitudinal and transverse
directions to the brane and a; = (1,2), aj = (3,--- ,d) are the corresponding indices.
The soft factor therefore diverges as w™ (@1, This leading divergence can be extracted by
defining a new soft mode
1 [ dw
dual _ -4 P d-2
S5 (z) = . § 57 Ou(w, ) . (3.33)
C

This is the n = d — 1 mode in the class of Mellin transformed operators defined by the compact

contour (2.22) and has scaling dimension A = d — 1. The magnetic soft theorem in d > 2 reads

ua 27 brane
(S (@)01---On) == 7 RS "™ (@)(O1---On), (3.34)
i € brane
with
Si(g)brane(x) _ L}]{% wdflsikiganE(x) ) (335)

It should be possible to construct a higher-form current (sourced by extended objects in CFTy)

from this soft operator following the construction of (2.41). We leave this for future work.

4 A Boundary Model for Bulk Infrared Physics

In this section, we exploit the asymptotic symmetry structure of gauge and gravitational theories to
construct a boundary (d-dimensional) theory whose correlators reproduce bulk ((d+2)-dimensional)

infrared physics. Scattering amplitudes in the bulk theory are calculated by a path integral

(O1--On)y = ﬁd@]eisbulk[wlol O, (4.1)

where ¢ collectively denotes all the fields in the theory (including any massless photons, gluons or
gravitons). The subscript p denotes the IR cut-off used to regulate and evaluate the path integral
on the RHS (all fields in the path integral are taken to have w > p).

In order to isolate the infrared physics in the path integral, we separate all fields into a soft piece

¢s (which has p < |w| < A) and a hard piece ¢, (which has |w| > A). The scales p, A are taken to
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be much smaller than the gap in the massive sector so the soft fields ¢, only consist of low energy

massless fields. In models with hard-soft factorization we can integrate out the hard fields

(O1-+-0y >H = f[d(ps] Jv[d@h]eisbulk[tps’wh]ol - Op

(4.2)
o <Ol R On >A J[dgps]eSSOft [‘Ps]fsint [Ws;j] .

The integral over the hard modes produces the hard amplitude ( O; - - - O, )p which does not depend
on any of the soft fields or the infrared cutoff p. The left-over integral over the soft modes contains
an effective action which we have separated into two parts — S, describes the self-interactions
of the soft modes and Siy; describes the coupling of the long-wavelength fluctuations to the hard
external particles in the scattering amplitude. This interaction is encoded through a classical (non-
fluctuating) hard matter current j whose structure is independent of the microscopic details of the

theory. Comparing to the general structure of infrared divergences (2.65), one finds
J[d%]essofc[sos]Smt[ws,j] —e 1. (4.3)

The above analysis assumes that the operators O; are all chosen from the hard sector. Scattering
amplitudes with external soft particles require additional soft insertions S;(x) in the path integral.

The multi-soft theorems guarantee that the corresponding amplitude factorizes so we require
J[dgos]eSsoft[‘Ps]Sint[@svj]s’l R Sm — 671171 . jm , (44)

where S; denotes a generic soft insertion and J; denotes the corresponding soft factor.

As we will show in the rest of this section, the action for the soft modes and their coupling to
the matter sources is essentially fixed by symmetry considerations. The coupling constants of the
path integral on the LHS of (4.4) are completely fixed by the soft theorem and the one-loop infrared
divergence. It appears nontrivial that the intrinsically Euclidean path integral (4.4) is capable of

reproducing intrinsically Lorentzian infrared dynamics.

4.1 Broken Symmetries in Celestial CFT

Symmetries in quantum field theory can be approximate or exact. If they are exact, they can be
spontaneously broken or unbroken, depending on the nature of the vacuum state. In some cases,
it is useful to treat an approximate symmetry as if it were exact. If the model with the exact
symmetry lies in the broken phase and if the source of explicit symmetry breaking is small, then the
pseudo-Goldstone bosons (along with any other massless fields) can be used to reliably approximate

the low-energy dynamics.

There is by now a standard set of claims in the literature (see [41] and references therein) regard-
ing the symmetry structure of gauge theory and quantum gravity in asymptotically flat space. Gauge

transformations or diffeomorphisms with non-compact support that respect appropriate boundary
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conditions act non-trivially on the Hilbert space in these models. We denote this infinite-dimensional
asymptotic symmetry group of the theory by G. Gauge transformations or diffeomorphisms which
are asymptotically “constant” (in an appropriate sense) represent the global part of G which we de-
note by G. The existence of the G symmetry implies an infinite degeneracy of vacuum states in the
model. These vacuum states are preserved by G but not by G. It follows that in these models, the
exact symmetry G is spontaneously broken down to G. The low energy dynamics of these models

are described by the corresponding Goldstone bosons.

It is important to remember that the group G and its subgroup G are only defined in spacetimes
with non-compact Cauchy slices. There are no charged states for G or Goldstone bosons for G/G
on a compact manifold, just as there is no spontaneous symmetry breaking of ordinary symmetries
in finite volume. In order to recover G and G from an infinite volume limit, it is important to take
a limit of space-like slices with boundary. In this limit, the corresponding edge modes become the
Goldstone modes for G/G. This point is important precisely because gauge theories suffer from
infrared issues. Perturbative calculations in gauge theory and gravity require the regulation of long-
wavelength fluctuations. Any method of regulating the infrared divergences (e.g. a small photon
mass, d > 4 dimensional regularization, finite volume regularization, etc.) explicitly breaks the G
symmetry.? The effective action for these Goldstone modes in the regulated theory will therefore
contain symmetry breaking terms, and we are forced to consider pseudo-Goldstone bosons associated
to a symmetry with both spontaneous and explicit breaking.!® If the symmetry breaking terms
vanish as the regulator is removed, then we expect to land on a model with an exact G symmetry
and Goldstone modes for the coset G/G. This will be the case when d > 2 and when the gauge theory
is in the Coulomb phase. However, as we will see, when d = 2 the pseudo-Goldstone modes become
strongly coupled as the regulator is removed and we must keep the leading symmetry breaking
terms in the effective description. This strong coupling behavior is a two-dimensional reflection of
the infrared divergence in D = 4 spacetime dimensions. The four-dimensional Goldstone bosons are

strongly coupled because two-dimensional Goldstone bosons are strongly interacting.

Since the celestial CFT; formalism is a repackaging of the bulk (d + 2)-dimensional dynamics,
we expect the asymptotic symmetry structures to constrain the d-dimensional model. When the
bulk theories are in the Coulomb phase, we expect a global G symmetry in the CFT; and a corre-
sponding conserved current. These are precisely the operators (2.40), (2.50) and (2.60) constructed
from the shadow transforms of the soft operators. Their existence is required in order to match
global symmetries and the universal nature of soft limits guarantees that they generate the correct
symmetry transformations. We also expect to be able to phrase the dynamics of the G/G Goldstone

bosons simply in d-dimensional language since it is also controlled by symmetries.

9In the case of dimensional regularization, the group itself changes.
10This is also the case in JT gravity, which describes the pseudo-Goldstone bosons associated to the IR divergence

in AdS, [46].
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4.2 U(1) Gauge Theory

We will begin by applying the above discussion to the case of U(1) gauge theories. Goldstone actions
for infinite-dimensional symmetry groups like G are somewhat exotic, so we begin by reviewing the

finite-dimensional case of global U(1) symmetry breaking and then proceed by analogy.

The simplest model of a spontaneously broken global U(1) symmetry involves a scalar field
with a Lagrangian invariant under the transformation ¢(x) — €’9¢¢(z). If the scalar potential has
a global minimum with |[¢min| = v # 0, then the boundary value of the field at spatial infinity
cannot vanish and the field acquires a vacuum expectation value set by the boundary condition at
infinity: (¢(x)) = v # 0. In this case ¢(z) is the order parameter, and its boundary condition
spontaneously breaks the U(1) symmetry of the model. The normalizable fluctuations about this
vacuum are described by the field redefinition ¢(x) = (v + h(x))e’??@)/? Excitations of h(x) are
gapped while the Goldstone mode () is massless and protected by the non-linearly realized U (1)
symmetry 0(x) — 6(z) + . At low energies, only the Goldstone mode survives and the dynamics
is described by an action of the form S[—%(@O)Q + -+ -] which is constrained to be invariant under
the U(1) symmetry. If the symmetry is also (weakly) explicitly broken in the ultraviolet, then one

must add small symmetry breaking terms to this action, e.g. a mass term for 6.

In the case of a U(1) gauge theory, the relevant symmetry group is the “asymptotic symmetry
group” G, also known as the group of “large” gauge transformations with non-compact support
[10,47-50]. Elements of G correspond to maps S¢ — U(1) and the relevant order parameter is a

Wilson line on the celestial sphere

W(z) = exp <2 f C) = Ay (4.5)

o
Here x is an arbitrarily chosen base point. This order parameter is invariant under constant gauge

transformations, but rotates with a phase under generic elements of G:
W($) i> ei(E($)—E($0))W($) , 6(.%') ~ g(x) + 27 . (46)

When the quantum theory is in the Coulomb phase, this order parameter is non-vanishing, ( W(z) ) #
0, which indicates that the G symmetry is spontaneously broken down to G. The Goldstone mode

for the broken symmetry is C' and it transforms non-linearly as C' — C + de.

We now turn to the structure of the low energy action, Sy, which describes the self-interactions
of the soft modes. The first thing to note is that the soft photon operator S in (2.33) is independent
of the Goldstone mode C'. In particular, while C' transforms under large gauge transformations, S is
related to gauge-invariant matrix elements and therefore does not transform. Since the operator S
creates a soft photon, it survives in the low energy limit so Sgo; depends on both C' and S. We will
begin by considering the case in which all external states in the scattering amplitude are hard. In
this case, we can integrate out S and obtain an effective action for the mode C. Having determined
this effective action, we will then “integrate in” the mode S by consideration of the soft photon

theorem.
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In the absence of magnetic charges the gauge field edge mode C' is flat and realizes the G
symmetry C' — C + de non-linearly. When the G symmetry is exact but spontaneously broken, the
effective action for C' must be invariant under this transformation. What sort of action is invariant
under the infinite-dimensional symmetry group G7 The simplest example is of course a model with
d-dimensional abelian gauge invariance in which we do not quotient by gauge transformations. Since
C is flat, we do not want to integrate over all abelian connections, only those which are flat. A

d-dimensional BF theory has the appropriate domain of integration and the correct symmetries!!

SBF[B,C]=iJBAF, F=dC. (4.7)

Integrating out B sets F' = 0 and the soft dynamics are effectively trivial. However, as we have
noted previously, the infrared regulator explicitly breaks the G symmetry so the effective action can
also contain symmetry breaking terms. These correspond to non-gauge invariant interactions that

depend explicitly on C rather than F'.

In standard constructions of effective actions for pseudo-Goldstone bosons, locality is an orga-
nizing principle. In the case at hand, we are attempting to construct an exotic “interdimensional
effective field theory” that calculates bulk (d + 2)-dimensional quantities in terms of d-dimensional
field variables. While the bulk theory must be local, the boundary theory need not be. Indeed,
given that the boundary theory is required to reproduce long wavelength effects in the bulk, the
theory could indeed be non-local. With this in mind, the most general leading symmetry breaking

term that we can add to the action takes the form
SulC] = [ dlady (P1)(w — 9)Cule)Coly) (4.8)

P.p(z —y) is the propagator for C' and will be determined in the next section. The choice Py = g5
would be a mass term for the d-dimensional gauge field. Integrating out the B field still enforces

the flatness constraint
C=4db, O(x) ~0(x) +c, (4.9)

and the mass term for the gauge field becomes a kinetic term for the gauge parameter 6(z). The
identification is required because the global G' symmetry is unbroken on the vacuum: C'is a Gold-
stone with target G/G so the zero mode of 6(z) is a redundant parameterization of the space of flat

connections and should not be integrated over. Under large gauge transformations,
0(z) &> 0(z) +e(z) . (4.10)

The action (4.8) explicitly breaks the G symmetry but is invariant under the global U(1) transfor-

mations.

"This BF theory differs from the models usually considered in both form and function. It does not involve the

usual quotient by “small gauge transformations,” but is viewed as part of a higher-dimensional theory.
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Next, we turn to the form of the interaction term Si,;. The factorized structure of scattering

amplitudes suggests that the scattering operators O; factorize into a soft and a hard piece:
Oi(wi, z;) = Ui[tg]OZH(wi,:ci) . (4.11)

The hard operators O depend only on the hard fields ¢}, and decouple from the soft path integral

(4.2), although they obviously contribute to the hard scattering amplitude. The soft operator U;[C]

can be determined by considering the large gauge transformation of ©; which takes the form!?

Oiwi,zi) > exp [iQi fddxa(a:)lCd(mi/wi, i m)} O;(wi, ;) - (4.12)

This transformation law is determined in [10,47| from a spacetime analysis. It can also be determined

from (2.42). This suggests the following explicit form of U;
Ui[0] = exp [iQi Jdde(a:)lCd(mi/wi,xi;w)] . (4.13)
Note that this operator is not single-valued under the identification in (4.9). Instead, we identify
Ui [0] ~ U;[]eQi% (4.14)
which follows from the property
Jddxlcd(mi/wi,xi;x) =1. (4.15)

Including one such soft operator insertion for each of the operators O; appearing in the scattering

amplitude, we find
T :
Sunlf ] = =i [ dlat(z) ¥ Qukams/o, i) (4.16)

Note that due to conservation of charge, the interaction action is single-valued under (4.9), even

though the operators U; are not. Using the definition of j*(z) in (2.41), the action can be written

Sint[0, 5] = i J dxCy(2)j%z),  C=db. (4.17)

Having fixed the form of Sgoft and Siyt we can evaluate the path integral in (4.3). The propagator
P, will then be fixed by matching onto the RHS of (4.3). For U(1) gauge theories, the condition is

J[d(g]eSsoft[e]Sim[G,j] — eprh — 6701(A1+27TZ'A2) , (418)
where
dz e? A
Ay = a a = dww?3 . 4.19
- |G @ae . =g s (4.19)

12%We assume for now that (; is purely electrically charged. The generalization to incorporate dyons will be
considered in section 4.2.1.
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At this stage, we are unable to reproduce the imaginary term As from this construction and conse-
quently we postpone a discussion of this to future work. The path integral on the LHS is Gaussian

and can be evaluated explicitly

e o = [ [as)exp [— | dtaaty (Pt - pCa@Ci0) i | d%om)j“(x)] 7

(4.20)
= exp |~ [ dediy Pz — y)jo (@)
=oxp | =7 | dwdyPa(z - y)j*(2)j"(y) | -
Comparing this to (4.18) and using (2.41), we find that we can reproduce A; correctly if
16c Zoe(w — ) I (w — y)
Pa(z —y) = dw : 4.21
o =9) = G | T 2

This follows from the formal properties of the inverse shadow transform combined with (2.41). To

construct the action, we need to invert the propagator which satisfies

Jdd (P~ (1w — 2) Py — ) — 650 (2 — ) . (4.22)

It follows that

—1yab _ (27T)d g I%(w—x) ch(w - y)
(P = ot | 0 T T T (4:29)
The soft action is therefore
. d d .71 Iaa( _37)1 (w—y) T
Seort 0] = 1(62cl>1afd Jd T )24 (w — y)?]4- D) (4.24)
- o J 4G (1) ()

Remarkably, although the pseudo-Goldstone action appears non-local when written in terms of the
edge mode C, the shadow edge mode C behaves like a local degree of freedom. This may suggest
that the “appropriate” set of local operators in celestial CFT; are the shadow transforms of bulk
operators, and we hope to explore this possibility in future work. To conclude, we can also express
the soft-interaction term using the shadow mode

Sint[é,j]zifdda;Ca(a:)ja( yo f i () T (x) (4.25)

201 1

This local action for the shadow edge mode reproduces the infrared divergences in abelian gauge

theory scattering amplitudes.

To end this discussion, we now consider scattering amplitudes with external soft photons. For
this purpose, we are required to “integrate in” the soft photon operator S = d¢. More precisely, we

wish to determine an action Ss [0, ¢] such that

j[dqb] soft 0 ¢] Ssoft [9] , J[d¢] [de] soft [0 ¢] mt [97.]] Sl - Sm = 6_Fj1 .o jm . (426)
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Note that the zero mode of ¢ does not appear in the physical operator S and so is not part of the
system described by Ssof[0, ¢]. We therefore gauge the symmetry ¢(z) ~ ¢(z) + c.

The soft action can be determined as follows. The shadow transform of S is an abelian current
(2.40). This operator must generate the global U(1) transformations § — 6 + ¢. The usual Noether

procedure then implies an off-diagonal coupling of the form

/ 7

Suott[60, 6] = Sloe[6] — i f d12C, (2).0%(x) = S [0]

— do-C (2)S%(z) .
o fd ()5 (2) (4.27)

Stog 1s fixed by imposing (4.26). The required term is Gaussian:

b0 = g [ e @)Su(a) . 5= do. (4.28)

The full soft action is therefore

Ssoft[ea ¢] + Sint[gvj] =

(Qi)d Jddxsa(x)sa(x) - Jddxéa(x) [S%(x) — T (2)], (4.29)

201 1

)

with
C=4do, S=dg¢, o(z) ~ p(z) + ¢, O(z) ~0(x) +c. (4.30)
This path integral correctly reproduces insertions of the soft photon operator

(Say (11) Sy (Ym) ) = f [d0][dp]eSsorelO-21=Sml0Tlg, p(y1) -0, dlym) . (4.31)

The integral over §(z) gives a Dirac delta function §(S — J) which then localizes the integral over
¢. We find
a

(2m)4

which is (almost!3) the expected result (4.4)!

(Sar(y1) -+ Say, (ym) ) = exp {* Jddifja(ﬂf)ja(w)} Jar (Y1) -+ Ta (Ym) (4.32)

4.2.1 Magnetic Charges and Winding Modes in d = 2

We have so far demonstrated that the action (4.29) reproduces all infrared divergences and soft
theorems under the assumption that all the particles in the scattering process are purely electri-
cally charged. In this section, we generalize the result to include dyonic scattering states in four

dimensions. In order to simplify the discussion, we will assume that all hard particles are massless.
In d = 2 the shadow transform of a flat connection localizes, and the Goldstone mode is propor-

tional to its shadow:

() — fd%W&bH(y) _ 2rdu0(x) (4.33)

13 As mentioned previously, we do not yet understand how the imaginary part of 'y, is reproduced by the soft

action and we leave this to future work.
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The action (4.29) then reduces to

Sl 6] = ﬁ J [adgn + dé— midOA + do] . (4.34)

The soft correlators for dyonic charges are given by (3.10) and (3.14) :

N : 4.35
X exp {— 2n)? dx [ o(T) + ja(:c)]j (4:35)

where
Talw) = 023 Qilogl-pi-d@)] . o) = Tewd® Y Ploglpi-a@)] . (430

It is easy to see that the soft action (4.29) with an additional source
o

(2m)?

correctly reproduces these correlation functions. The new interaction term J ?Cqy(x) can be inter-

i

Ssoft[9’¢] + Sint[e’j] = B 4

Jd2$5a($)5a($) fd%:C’a(x) [S%(z) — T(x) — Ta(a)] (4.37)

preted as a background source for the topological winding current e,,0%, just as the original term
0,0 may be interpreted as a background source for the momentum current d,6. In this way, the
electric and magnetic charges of the abelian gauge theory are mapped to the momentum and wind-
ing charges of the vertex operators in the compact boson theory. The irrational dyonic spectrum in
the presence of the 1 term is simply reproduced by a background Kalb-Ramond field. The coupling
iBgydf A d¢ simply changes the spectrum of allowed charges in the soft sector, but does not alter

the dynamics. The final soft action takes the form

Seottl0, 8] = —— | |adpn xdp — widon « (dp+ L xde )| . (4.38)
472 To
The structure of this term can actually be determined using the bulk J-term
St 5 —Y f d(A A F) (4.39)
bulk 872me : :

This is a boundary term and its contribution to Sy can be determined by integrating over .#

Ssoft D f AANF ~ Jdé’/\d@b . (4.40)
54

4.3 Non-abelian Gauge Theory

The symmetry-based part of the previous discussion generalizes straightforwardly to non-abelian
gauge theories. The group G of maps S — G is spontaneously broken on the perturbative vacuum,

and the corresponding order parameter is a non-abelian boundary Wilson line

W(z) = P <eXp f c> = Ay (4.41)

o
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Under large gauge transformations
W(z) — g(a)W(z)g(xo) ™,  g(z)€G. (4.42)

In the quantum theory, the Wilson line has a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value ( W(z) ) # 0
when the gauge theory is in the Coulomb phase. Global gauge transformations leave the trace of the
order parameter invariant, so the large gauge symmetry is broken down to global G symmetry and
the corresponding Goldstone mode is the flat connection C' = UdU~!. In the absence of explicit
breaking by the infrared regulator, the Goldstone action must be invariant under the d-dimensional
local invariance group G and is therefore a gauge theory without a quotient by the orbit of the gauge
group. The flatness condition is imposed by a non-abelian BF term of the form i { tr [BAF]. The

symmetry breaking term is the non-abelian generalization of the non-local vector mass term (4.8)
Ssott[U] = Jddxddy(P_l)“b(w —yu[Ca(@)Ci(y)] ,  C=UdU. (4.43)

In d = 2, there is another possible symmetry breaking term that would give an action to the pseudo-
Goldstones, namely the WZW term, and we expect such a term to follow from the addition of a
non-abelian ¥-term in the bulk Lagrangian. Higher-dimensional ¥-terms similarly correspond to

higher-dimensional WZW terms.

The interaction term Siy is also determined by symmetries. To describe this, we define the
group element U(z) = e~?®) where 0(z) = 6! (2)T" € g. We define the operator U;[0] as

Ui[6] = R; (exp [ f d4z0(x)Cq(mi Jwi, x; 1:)]) . (4.44)

S

The interaction term e™~int is obtained as a product of these operators, one for each of the asymptotic

states in the amplitude.

The discussion so far is completely general and used only the symmetries of the problem. The
main complication arises in the “interdimensional effective field theory” matching condition. In order
to determine the propagator entering in (4.43), we need to match on to the non-abelian infrared
divergence, which is not known exactly and is severely more complicated than the abelian case.
Similarly, the soft gluon theorem receives perturbative corrections so it is not as simple to “integrate
in” the external soft operator. To make progress we have to revert to perturbation theory, keeping
in mind that the soft dynamics is ultimately non-perturbative. It is well known that the model
defined by (4.43) with a local propagator (the principal chiral model in two dimensions) is also
strongly coupled, and that perturbation theory about the free point does not accurately capture the
dynamics and symmetry restoration (Coleman-Wagner theorem). Ultimately, one hopes to apply
non-perturbative knowledge of the strong coupling behavior in the principal chiral model to the
much less understood strong coupling problem in Yang Mills. This is left to future work. Upon
linearizing the problem

Ul)=1—-0(x)+... (4.45)
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the action (4.43) describes a theory of (free) scalars
Sunl6] = [ dad®y (P - y)ts [2u6()20(0)] (4.46)

This linearized action (with a local propagator) was recently used in [5] to match onto and reproduce
low orders in four-dimensional Yang-Mills perturbation theory. It seems natural to conjecture that

the non-linear completion of that model

o )

Ssoft[0, ] = Jddx tr [(27r)dsa($)5a($)

- 2—sm(:c)éa(ac) (4.47)
C1,1

describes higher orders in perturbation theory. The interaction term would then be obtained through
insertions of the operators (4.44). This path integral cannot be performed exactly, but could be
compared at any order in perturbation theory. We hope to investigate this possibility in future

work.

4.4 Gravity: Supertranslation Mode

The asymptotic symmetry group for gravitational theories is the BMS group [9,51-53]. The im-
plementation of this symmetry in the celestial CFT is slightly complicated given that one is trying
to realize higher-dimensional spacetime symmetries as internal symmetries in a lower-dimensional
model. The BMS group consists of SO(1,d + 1) Lorentz transformations as well as supertrans-
lations, which are an infinite-dimensional extension of the (d + 2) translation group.'* The BMS
symmetries are spontaneously broken down to the Poincaré group by the perturbative vacuum. The
action for the corresponding Goldstone modes is expected to be BMS invariant in the absence of
explicit breaking.

The standard asymptotic analysis identifies the supertranslation Goldstone mode as the leading

traceless boundary metric fluctuation Cyp = (hgp — ééabh) |o.» which satisfies the flatness condition!®

1
Wabe = a[ch]a - ﬁéa[badcc]d =0. (4.48)

Supertranslations act non-linearly on the Goldstone mode
1
Cab(l‘) — Cab(a:) + 2 (&Lab — déab62) f(a:) (4.49)

but leave wyp. invariant. Here f(z) is any function on S? and satisfies no periodicity condition.
The infinite-dimensional supertranslation symmetry is spotaneously broken to a finite-dimensional

translation symmetry which is generated by functions of the form

fer(x) = Xo(l + m2) — 22Xy — XdH(l — mg) (4.50)

“There is evidence that the Lorentz group should be viewed as the unbroken subgroup of diffeomorphisms of the

celestial sphere, although a proper asymptotic analysis has not yet been performed and the question remains open.
'5As in gauge theory, (4.48) is derived from the vanishing of the asymptotic field strength (in this case, the Weyl

tensor component Corbelo.s ).
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which leave Cpp(z) invariant.

Following the gauge theory construction, our first step is to find an action which is invariant under
the full supertranslation symmetry. The field strength wg. is invariant under supertranslations

(4.49) so the simplest model is a “supertranslation BF theory”
S =i J d4zBY Wy, . (4.51)

Integrating out the B field imposes the flatness condition wg. = 0 so we can write

1

=9 a —
C’ab(x) (& 6;, d

5ab62> C(x), Cz)~Cx)+ firl). (4.52)

The identification is required because the global translation symmetry is unbroken on the vacuum.

Under supertranslations
Clz) % C)+ f(). (4.53)
The leading symmetry breaking term gives an action to pure supertranslations and takes the form

Ssoft[C] = f d*zdty (P~ "z — y)Cop(2) Cea(y) - (4.54)

The interaction term follows from the symmetry transformation properties of the plane wave'®

creation and annihilation operators [54]

O;(wi, x;) 9, exp [;ml Jddxf(:c)lCdH(mi/wi,xi;x)} Oi(wi, x;) . (4.55)

In particular, under the unbroken symmetry transformations (translations) generated by (4.50),

these operators transform as plane waves
Oiwiva) —5> e PXO;(wi ;) - (4.56)
It then follows from (4.53) that the operator serving as a classical source for C(z) is
U;[C] = exp Bmz Jdda:C’(:L")ICdH(mi/wi,mi;aj)} ) Ui[C] ~ Us[Cle™Pix . (4.57)
The soft-interaction term therefore takes the form
: i 4
Sint[C, j] = —5 |4 xo(x)zmi/CdJrl(mi/wi,ﬂJi;ﬂU) : (4.58)
i
Using the definition of j,p(z) in (2.62), we can rewrite this as

SulCod) = = [ A0 @) (o). (4.59)

16For the considerations of this section, we do not work in the Mellin-transformed basis.
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Note that due to momentum conservation, the interaction action is invariant under (4.52) even

though the operators U; are not.

Having fixed both the soft action and the interaction term, we can now determine the propagator

Pub,ca by imposing the constraint (4.3). For gravitational theories this reads

f[dc]e_ssoft[C]_Sint[c7j] — e_Fgr — e_agr(A%r+27riA§r) , (460)
where
dz PR
AF = D) T = f =3 4.61
F= | e @It o= g | (1.61)

As in the abelian case, we leave a discussion of the imaginary term A§" to future work. The soft

path integral is Gaussian and we can evaluate it explicitly. The condition (4.60) then implies

1 d d -ab -cd J ddx b
— — )5 ¢ = —J° . 4.62
1 | P cala = 0)i@)0) = o [ G5 T @) (1.62)
The propagator P satisfies
f A Pap e p(w — y) (P71 (w — 2) = {2640 (2w — ), (4.63)

where the curly braces denote traceless symmetrization. Using the relationship between j,; and Jyp

in (2.62), we determine the propagator to be

10240 Teta(z — w) Ty (2 — w) I8 (y — w) I gy (y — w)
P _) = gr [ gd,,ele c , 4.64
ab,cd(x y) (27T)d Jd w (x — w)2 (y _ w)Q ( )
Consequently,
. 2m)4 Tt (2 — w) I (2 — w) T (y — w)Z P (y — w)

pyabed(y gy = Jddw ¢ / 4.65

( ) ( ) 10246%’2agr [(CL‘ _ w)?]d*l [(y — w)Z]dfl ( )
The gravitational soft action is therefore

(2m)? f . ~ab
Seott[C]l = ————— | d®xCyp(x)C* . :
VO = i o | CaDOE) (4.66)

As in gauge theory, the shadow gravity mode behaves like a local degree of freedom. This provides
further evidence that the set of local operators in the celestial CF'T are shadow transforms of bulk

operators. In terms of the shadow mode, the soft interaction term takes the form

Jddx(j’“b(a:)%b(a:) . (4.67)

To finish this discussion, we ‘integrate in’ the soft graviton mode N, following the same proce-
dure as in the abelian case. The resultant soft action is
Qlgy )
(2m)

Sen[C, N] = f N,y (2) N (z) + f N,y ()0 () | (4.68)

6c1,2
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where Nyp(z) = 2(040p — 20450?) N (z). Insertions of the soft graviton operator are then given by

(Narb (Y1) - Nabyn (9m) ) = J[dN][dC]e_ ot OVl TN, 1 (51) -+ Nagabn (ym) - (4.69)

The integral over C(x) gives a Dirac delta functional 6(N — J) which then localizes the integral

over N. The result is

oo [ateguwrtw|  am

o (1) Ny 9) = T (1) T () 50 |~ 5%

which is expected from (4.4).

5 Conclusions and Future Work

We have demonstrated that symmetry principles are sufficient in order to describe soft dynamics
in gauge theory and gravity. In any dimension, the exponentiated abelian soft exchange arises
straightforwardly from a pattern of spontaneous and explicit symmetry breaking. The effective
dynamics of the long-wavelength Goldstone bosons associated to gauge transformations with non-
compact support are effectively lower-dimensional, and their interactions are captured by lower-
dimensional gauge theories (without a gauge quotient) deformed by symmetry breaking mass terms.
Although the effective action expressed in terms of the Goldstone edge mode appears non-local, the

shadow Goldstone has local dynamics and reproduces the effects of soft exchange in the bulk model.

In addition to providing a description of abelian soft exchange in the celestial CFT formalism,
this paper raises two unanswered questions which we hope to explore in future work. The first
question regards the celestial CF'T interpretation of the phase of the exponentiated soft exchange.
The imaginary part of I' differs significantly from its real part since it only receives contributions
from pairs of incoming particles and pairs of outgoing particles. It is not clear to us how to reproduce

this qualitative structure from a soft action.

The second problem that requires further investigation is the non-abelian soft exchange ampli-
tude. The long-wavelength gluon and the associated pseudo-Goldstone boson are strongly coupled
in d = 2, and both path integrals can only be approximated perturbatively. Much more is known
and proven in the 2D non-linear sigma model than in 4D Yang-Mills, and ultimately one would
like to connect the well understood strong coupling behavior of the 2D model to confinement in
the 4D gauge theory. Since it is precisely the long-wavelength fluctuations of the chromo-electric
field that are strongly coupled, this connection with the lower-dimensional pseudo-Goldstone seems
like a promising way to proceed beyond perturbation theory. We hope to pursue this direction in
future work. We also feel that the soft theorems for non-abelian chromodyons and magnetic branes

conjectured in Section 3 deserve further exploration.
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A Derivation of Current Ward Identities

In this section, we derive the current Ward identities (2.42), (2.51) and (2.63). We start with the
abelian Ward identity. To prove the result, we need to show that

1‘) = ZQllCd(mz/wl,xz,x) (Al)

where

jal) = Jim — fddy[(z“b(y) ]d)Aﬂ) Tule) = 6 Y Qilogl 5 )] . (A2)

A—12ca x

Note that we have regulated the shadow integral so that it is well-defined in any dimension. Using
this definition, the LHS of (A.1) is

a 1 d, Aa Iab(l‘ - y) b
0%ja(z) = ilgll 2ema jd yo CEmEE y)2]d—A‘7 (y) . (A.3)
Using the identity
aZab(m) _ l 1 L
0 @2 )\(d 1—XA)0p @I (A.4)
we find
a BT A—1 d 1 a
i) = i Sy | s ) (45)
Using the definition (A.2), we find
d—2 22
aaja i ( PO + — > , Zi = My /Wj A6
ZQ —pi-d(@)]  [=pi- (@) / (4.6)
which implies
a ) 2 .
0 ]a( ) ilgll QCA . d A Z Qz IA 1(227 z) + 422 IA,Q(Zu €T 331)] (A?)
where
I (zx)—Jdd ! (A8)
R R e (PR R O |
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To evaluate this integral we use the Feynman-Schwinger parameterization

1 F(Z ai) 1 dtl dt tal . tan
— dty )
X0 Xam T(ay)--Tlan) Jo t1 P Z ZtX A (4.9)
which implies
T(d—a+b) + b) (! pyd-a=1gp=1 [ ga 1
1o ’ = dt a—ly d
(2, 1) I'(d—a)T(b) L f YT =0y + t(y + 2)2 + t22]d-atd )
F( —a + b (! d—a—1b— 1j d 1 :
dt(1 — t)ta—i=1 | g |
L(d—o)r®) JO My + t2)% + t(1 — t)22 + t22]d-atd

We can now shift y — y — to and then move to spherical coordinates to evaluate the y integral,

1 27Td/2 °9) rd—1
Jddy = J dr
[(y +tx)? +t(1 — t)x2 + t22]d—atb  T(d/2) Jy  [r? +t(1 —t)x2 + tz2]d-atb

A1l
_ a?20(§ —a+ ) (11— £)22 4 £22] 0 (A1)
T(d—a+0) v '
The integral takes the form
7?0 (4 — a4+ b) (! d d
I 2 a—5-1(1 _ d—a—1 1— 2 21a—b—5 ] A12
len) = Tttt | a0 et (A12)

The integral over ¢ is related to the integral representation of the Gauss hypergeometric function

I'(c) ! b—1 —b—1 -
Fi(a,b,c;2) = —————— | dtt’" (1 —1)° 1—tz)" . A3
Using this, we have
72T(4 —a + b)I'(a — 9) g d dd 2?
I, _ 2 2 2 21a—b—2% (2= boa——:—: . (A.14
o(z,7) T(0)T(d)2) [5+ 21 (g matba—gigi g ) - (A
Plugging this into (A.7) and taking A — 1, we find
r) = E Qikg(mi/wi, zi;x) . (A.15)

The derivation of the non-abelian current Ward identity (2.51) immediately follows from the above
calculation as well. We now turn to the gravitational Ward identity (2.63). To prove this, we need
to show that

aaab]ab Zmzlcd+1(mz/wz;$z; )7 (A16)
where
. 1 d, Zac(® = Y)Toa(x — Y) _ca
jole) = = o0 | A0
and
1, o o
Tue) = = (00t~ gt ) Sl do) osl-s - 4] (A18)
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As in the abelian case, we have regulated the shadow integral to make it well defined.

Using the identity

Tage(@)Tap(x) — A —d)(A —d +1) 1
a ~b~afc d}b _ A.19
L P MOFD) g (4.19)
we find
a b T 1 A(A_l) Jd 1 cd
"0 Jan(@) = = limy Iona(d—Md—a+1) ) V= e ateiad () - (4.20)
To simplify this further, we use
d—1¢ d(d—2) 2(d — 2)2? 22} )
0“0 Jap(x) = ———— w( s e : A21
B 03] I R 03] LA e R o) A2y
It follows that
. . d—1)A(A - 1)
“0° =1 ( il2d(d — 2)Ia (20 — ;i
+8(d — 2)22In2(2i,  — i) + 1627 Ia 3(2i, @ — ;)] -
Finally, we use (A.14) and take the A — 1 limit to find
6a5bjab(a:) = Z milCdH(mi/wi, i, 1‘) . (A.23)

i=1
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