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Abstract

We identify in Einstein gravity an asymptotic spin-2 charge aspect whose conservation
equation gives rise, after quantization, to the sub-subleading soft theorem. Our treatment
reveals that this spin-2 charge generates a non-local spacetime symmetry represented at
null infinity by pseudo-vector fields. Moreover, we demonstrate that the non-linear nature
of Einstein’s equations is reflected in the Ward identity through collinear corrections to
the sub-subleading soft theorem. Our analysis also provides a unified treatment of the
universal soft theorems as conservation equations for the spin-0,-1,-2 canonical generators,
while highlighting the important role played by the dual mass.
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1 Introduction

It has been long known that the asymptotic symmetry group of gravity in four-dimensional
asymptotically flat spacetimes (AFS) is infinite dimensional [1–3]. This enhancement remained
largely overlooked until recently, when an unforeseen connection between the symmetries of null
infinity and properties of scattering amplitudes in the infrared was uncovered. A prime example
is the equivalence between Weinberg’s soft graviton theorem [4], the Ward identities associated
with BMS supertranslation symmetry [5, 6] and the gravitational memory effect [7–11]. The
latter was on the one hand identified with the spacetime Fourier version of the Weinberg soft
pole, on the other hand related to transitions between the infinity of BMS vacua induced by
gravitational flux [12], rendering supertranslations physical.
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Building on these ideas, the proposed extension of BMS to allow for local Lorentz trans-
formations, or superrotations [13–16], led to the discovery of a new, subleading soft graviton
theorem [17,18]. A derivation from the Ward identity associated with a Virasoro subgroup of the
extended BMS group [19], as well as the identification of the corresponding observable, a new
gravitational memory [20], shortly followed. An equivalence between the subleading soft theo-
rem and conservation laws was established by a further extension of the BMS group to include
arbitrary smooth diffeomorphisms of the conformal sphere [21, 22]. Moreover, a certain mode
of the subleading soft graviton was shown to behave like the stress tensor of a two-dimensional
conformal field theory [23,24], providing evidence for a dual description of gravity in 4D AFS in
terms of a theory living on the celestial sphere [25–27].

A key lesson drawn is that the symmetries of gravity in four-dimensional asymptotically flat
spacetimes are much richer than anticipated. The overarching goal of identifying the underlying
symmetry structures and their implications has been approached with different methods. On
the one hand, a reconsideration of the set of allowed boundary conditions and covariant phase
space methods at null infinity [28,29] led to further extensions of the asymptotic symmetry group
and their canonical analysis [30–33]. On the other hand, the reformulation of the gravitational
scattering problem in a basis of asymptotic boost eigenstates [26, 27] revealed the existence of
an infinite tower of soft theorems [34, 35], which was remarkably shown to be governed by a
higher-spin symmetry [36]. This symmetry was found to be perturbatively exact in self-dual
gravity [37] and, in the same context, explained via twistor methods in particular Penrose’s non-
linear graviton construction [38, 39]. At the classical level, the infinite tower of symmetries is a
generic feature of any theory of gravity in 4D AFS, so it is natural to try to trace back its origin
in the physically relevant case of Einstein gravity.

In this paper, we take a first step in this direction by establishing an equivalence between
the sub-subleading soft graviton theorem [17, 40–43] and the conservation law associated with
a new class of asymptotic symmetries. Evidence for such a connection was previously provided
in [44,45], but the divergent behavior of the therein proposed vector fields at infinity and the lack
of a well-defined symmetry action on the gravitational phase space precluded an identification of
asymptotic symmetries. An interesting alternative approach was pursued for linearized gravity
in [46], where the sub-subleading soft graviton theorem was related to the 1/r2 contribution in a
large-r expansion of the supertranslation charge.

At the leading and subleading orders, the equivalence relies on a matching condition obeyed
by the Bondi mass and angular momentum aspects, as well as their time evolution governed by
constraint equations at leading order in a large-r expansion [6, 19, 21]. Our strategy is similar
in spirit and builds on recent work [47] where symmetry considerations revealed the existence of
a spin-2 charge with an evolution dictated by the remaining leading order evolution equation.
This equation also follows from the Newman–Penrose [48–50] analysis of asymptotic Einstein’s
equations [16, 51–53] where the spin-2 charge can be identified as the asymptotic value of the
Weyl scalar encoding incoming radiation. We demonstrate explicitly that, as in the leading and
subleading cases, the associated asymptotic equation includes linear and quadratic components
in the gravitational field. The former is identified with a sub-subleading soft graviton, while
the canonical action of the latter on the gravitational phase space at null infinity is shown to be
related to the sub-subleading soft graviton factor upon Fourier transform. Unlike the leading and
subleading cases, there is also a cubic contribution which translates into a collinear correction to
the sub-subleading soft theorem.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the results of [47] that revealed
a clear pattern organizing the asymptotic gravitational dynamics. In particular, we introduce
the Weyl-BMS group (BMSW) [33] corresponding to the asymptotic limit to null infinity of the
extended corner symmetry group of residual diffeomorphisms associated to a generic codimension-
2 surface embedded in spacetime [54–57]. This comprises all previously proposed BMS extensions
[13–16, 21, 31]. Upon identifying the relevant physical quantities in terms of primary fields for
the homogeneous subgroup of BMSW, the leading order asymptotic Einstein’s equations are
expressed compactly in terms of spin-weighted scalars. In Section 2.1 we specify fall-off conditions
on the covariant phase-space variables which allow for the asymptotic evolution equations to
be integrated. Finite corner charge aspects are constructed and associated with asymptotic
symmetry generators.

The action of the corner charge aspects on the shear of null infinity is computed in Section
3. In particular, the sub-subleading soft symmetry is shown to be generated by pseudo-vector
fields quadratic in retarded time. In Section 4 we use these actions to demonstrate how the
conservation laws for the renormalized corner charge aspects imply the three soft theorems.
At the sub-subleading order we show that the structure of the asymptotic Einstein’s equation
associated with the spin-2 charge yields higher order corrections in GN to the factorization
properties of tree-level scattering amplitudes. These corrections take the form of new collinear
terms in the sub-subleading soft factor which are discussed in Section 5. Concluding remarks are
presented in Section 6 and technical details are collected in Appendices A, B, C and D.

2 Asymptotic equations of motion

Introducing the retarded Bondi coordinates xµ = (u, r, σA), where σA denote coordinates on the
celestial 2-sphere, asymptotically flat metrics in the Bondi gauge near future null infinity (I+)
take the general form [13,14]

ds2 = −2e2βdu(dr + Φdu) + r2γAB

(
dσA − ΨA

r2
du

)(
dσB − ΨB

r2
du

)
. (1)

In a large-r expansion, generic solutions to the asymptotic Einstein’s equations to order r−1 are
of the form

Φ =
R(q)

4
− M

r
+ o

(
r−1
)
, (2a)

β = − 1

32

CABC
AB

r2
+ o

(
r−2
)
, (2b)

ΨA = −1

2
DBC

BA − 1

r

(
2

3
PA − 1

2
CABDCCCB −

1

16
∂A
(
CBCC

BC
))

+ o
(
r−1
)
, (2c)

γAB = qAB +
1

r
CAB +

1

4r2
qAB

(
CCDC

CD
)

+
1

r3

(
1

3
TAB +

1

16
CAB(CCDC

CD)

)
+ o

(
r−3
)
, (2d)

where ∂uqAB = 0. All indices are raised with the inverse sphere metric1 qAB and the shear CAB
is symmetric and traceless.

1We do not assume that qAB is the round sphere metric.
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The asymptotic symmetry group is the Weyl-BMS group (BMSW) [33] generated by vector
fields that act on I+ as

ξ(T,Y,W ) = T∂u + Y A∂A +W (u∂u − r∂r). (3)

These are parameterized by a vector field Y A(σA) and functions W (σA), T (σA) on the sphere.
BMSW contains a homogeneous subgroup HS := (Diff(S)nWeyl) acting on the normal subgroup
of supertranslations. The subgroup of BMSW implemented canonically on the asymptotic phase
space is the generalized BMS group (GBMS) [22, 31, 32] which preserves the measure

√
q. The

metric and its determinant transform under BMSW as

δ(T,Y,W )qAB = (LY − 2W )qAB, δ(T,Y,W )
√
q = DAY

A − 2W, (4)

hence upon restricting to GBMS the Weyl factor becomes WY = 1
2
DAY

A.
The homogeneous subgroup HS can be used to organize the metric components in terms

of primary fields for HS [47]. These are denoted by O(∆,s) and are labelled by a spin s and a
conformal dimension ∆ [51, 53]. By definition, for a particular cut u = 0 of I+, a primary field
transforms homogeneously under HS as

δ(Y,W )O(∆,s) = (LY + (∆− s)W )O(∆,s), (5)

with LY the Lie derivative along Y . We assign spin +1 to vector fields ∂A, spin +2 to ∂〈A∂B〉,
etc. and spin −1 to dual forms dσA, as well as dimension ∆ = 1 to ∂u and r. In this conven-
tion, positive spin operators correspond to symmetric traceless forms while negative spin ones
correspond to symmetric traceless tensors, which we denote by

O(∆,s) := O∆〈A1···As〉, O(∆,−s) := O
〈A1···As〉
∆ , s ≥ 0. (6)

This parallels the re-organization of asymptotic data in a conformal primary basis [26,27,58,59].
On the space of homogeneous primary fields we can perform certain operations that map primaries
onto primaries. A basic example of such an operation is the metric contraction

qAB : (∆, s) → (∆, s+ 2), (7)

which raises2 the spin by 2. Similarly, contraction with the inverse metric lowers the spin by
2. Another candidate operation is the contraction with the Levi-Civita derivative DA which
raises the spin by 1.3 This operation does not preserve the primary condition; however, upon
introducing a conformal connection ΥA, one can construct a conformally invariant derivative (see
Appendix A)

DAO(∆,s) = (DA + (∆ + s)ΥA)O(∆,s), (9)

2This is consistent with our definition (5) and the transformation (4).
3Its action is explicitly given by

DA : OA1···As → DAs
OA1···As , DA : OA1···As

→ D〈As+1
OA1···As〉, (8)
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where the action of DA is contracted or symmetrized as in footnote 3. This maps primaries onto
primaries with shifted dimension and spin,

DA : (∆, s)→ (∆ + 1, s+ 1). (10)

The connection ΥA transforms as a one form under diffeomorphisms and inhomogeneously under
rescalings, namely

δ(Y,W )ΥA = LY ΥA −DAW. (11)

There is a unique connection ΥA(q) with the property that ΥA(q̊) = 0 for the round sphere
metric q̊. The importance of the conformal derivative to the canonical analysis of GBMS was
first revealed by Campiglia and Peraza in [32]. It was also used by Donnay and Ruzziconi in [60]4

and it is a central feature of the holographic fluid perspective developed by Ciambelli et al. [61,62].
Another candidate operation on primaries is the time derivative ∂u : (∆, s)→ (∆+1, s) which

raises the dimension and preserves the spin. It turns out that if O(∆,s) is a homogeneous primary,
then ∂uO(∆,s) is a primary if and only if it transforms covariantly under supertranslations [47,60].
For instance, the shear CAB is a primary of dimension-spin (1, 2), while its time derivative
NAB := ĊAB is not. However, the news tensor N̂AB defined by [31,63]

N̂AB := NAB − τAB, τAB := 2(D〈AΥB〉 + Υ〈AΥB〉), (12)

is a primary of dimension-spin (2,−2) (see Appendix A). τAB is the so-called Liouville or Geroch
tensor [31, 63]. Moreover, the time derivative of the news NAB := ∂uN̂

AB is a primary of
dimension-spin (3,−2). More generally ∂nuNAB is a primary of (∆, s) = (n+ 3,−2).

Building on these ideas, primary fields consisting of components of the metric in a large-r
expansion to order r−1 were identified in [47]. The list of primaries additionally includes the
energy current J A (3,-1), the covariant mass M (3,0), the covariant dual mass M̃ (3,0), the
momentum PA (3, 1) and the spin-2 tensor TAB (3,2). The momentum and spin-2 field already
appear in the metric expansion (2), while the energy current and covariant masses take the form

J A :=
1

2
DBN

AB +
1

4
∂AR(q) , (13)

M := M +
1

8
NABCAB , (14)

M̃ :=
1

4
εAC

(
DADBC

CB +
1

2
NCBCAB

)
. (15)

Here εA
B is the complex structure on the 2-sphere defined through the volume form εAB, namely

εA
B := εACq

CB, εA
BεB

C = −δCA . (16)

The relevant primary fields and their weights are summarized in Table 1.

4We thank S. Pasterski for bringing this to our attention.
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Primary Fields CAB NAB J A M M̃ PA TAB
Dimension-Spin (∆, s) (1,2) (3,-2) (3,-1) (3,0) (3,0) (3,1) (3,2)

Table 1: Fields transforming covariantly according to (5) under the homogeneous component of
BMSW.

Under supertranslations, the quantities in Table 1 acquire inhomogeneous shifts. For example,

δTJ A = T∂uJ A +
1

2
NAB∂BT, (17)

δTM = T∂uM+ J A∂AT , (18)

δTPA = T∂uPA + 3
(
M∂AT + M̃∂̃AT

)
. (19)

Remarkably, Einstein’s equations can be reconstructed by identifying the combinations of fields
and derivatives that transform homogeneously under arbitrary BMSW transformations [47]. We
illustrate this in a short example. It can be easily shown that there are no translationally covariant
scalar combinations at dimension 3. At (∆, s) = (4, 0) the set of all parity-even primaries
constructed from primary fields is5

CABNAB, Ṁ − 1

2
DAJ A. (20)

It turns out that the unique linear combination transforming homogeneously under supertrans-
lations is

E := Ṁ − 1

2
DAJ A − 1

8
CABNAB. (21)

In the absence of sources, the only covariant equation is therefore E = 0. This is one of the
asymptotic vacuum Einstein’s equations. We can continue this exercise for different spins and
parity conditions. All supertranslation primaries that can be constructed from the asymptotic
metric expansion (2) have dimension ∆ = 4 and spin s = −2,−1, 0, 1, 2, yielding all equations of
motion to the same order in a large-r expansion.

The equations of motion can be compactly written by introducing a holomorphic frame m =
mA∂A with coframe m = mAdσA and normalization mAm̄A = 1. In terms of these frame fields,
the sphere metric qAB and the volume form εAB are given by6

qAB = (mAm̄B +mBm̄A) , εAB = −i(mAm̄B −mBm̄A) . (22)

Both mA and m̄A have (∆, s) = (0, 1). They are however distinguished by their helicity (also
called spin-weight when the metric is spherical [58, 59, 64]): mA has helicity +1 while m̄A has
helicity −1. We can use the frame field to convert spin-s tensors into scalars of a given helicity.

5Note that products of primaries are also primary.
6In complex coordinates, the normalization implies that for the round sphere m = Pdz̄, where P :=

√
2

(1+zz̄) .

We do not restrict to the round sphere metric case and do not fix the form of m.
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By convention, positive and negative helicity scalars can be obtained by contraction with mA

and m̄A respectively,

Os = OA1···Asm
A1 · · ·mAs , O−s = OA1···Asm̄A1 · · · m̄As . (23)

This implies that O−s = Ōs, meaning that negative helicity scalars are complex conjugates of
positive helicity ones.

Given the phase space variables (NAB,J A,M,M̃,PA, TAB) of conformal dimension 3, we
define the following (spin-weighted) scalars

C := CABm
AmB, N := NABm̄Am̄B, J := J Am̄A,

MC :=M+ iM̃, P := PAmA, T := TABmAmB . (24)

We have introduced the complex mass MC which is a complex linear combination of the mass
and its dual. In spherical complex coordinates this definition implies that C = P−2Czz and
N = P 2N zz = P−2Nz̄z̄ in agreement with the standard convention that (outgoing) positive and
negative helicities correspond to holomorphic and anti-holomorphic forms respectively [6, 19].

We denoteD = mADA the Cartan derivative7 alongmA and D̄ = m̄AD
A the Cartan derivative

along m̄ (see Appendix A.2). D raises the spin weight by 1, while D̄ = m̄AD
A lowers it by 1.

Upon contraction with the frame field, (13) can then be recast as

J =
1

2
DN +

1

4
D̄R , (26)

or equivalently in terms of the contraction N̂ = N̂ABm̄Am̄B of the news tensor (12),

J =
1

2
DN̂, (27)

where we have used (see Appendix A.1) 1
2
D̄R = −Dτ̄ , with τ̄ := m̄Am̄Bτ

AB and N :=
m̄Am̄BN

AB. The asymptotic evolution equations [15,47,65] can then be compactly expressed as

J̇ = 1
2
DN , (28a)

ṀC = DJ + 1
4
CN , (28b)

Ṗ = DMC + CJ , (28c)

Ṫ = DP + 3
2
CMC , (28d)

and their complex conjugates.
It will prove convenient to organize aspects of conformal dimension 3 in terms of their helicity

and denote

Q−2 :=
N
2
, Q−1 := J , Q0 :=MC, Q1 := P , Q2 := T , (29)

7This is such that

DOs = mAmA1 · · ·mAsDAOA1···As
= (Dm − isΩ)Os, (25)

where Dm := mADA, with DA the covariant derivative and where iΩ := m̄BDmm
B = m̄BDm̄m

B is the 2d spin
connection.
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allowing for the asymptotic Einstein’s equations to be compactly expressed as

Q̇s = DQs−1 +
(1 + s)

2
CQs−2 , (30)

for s = −1, 0, 1, 2. This analysis can be repeated near I−.
We conclude this preliminary section with a clarifying remark. In this paper, we emphasize

the corner and celestial fluid perspective [55,61,62,66–70] whereMC, P and J are the complex
energy density, momentum and energy current of the celestial fluid. From the gravity point of
view, M and P are the momentum and angular momentum aspects. The distinction between
bulk and boundary stems from the fact that translations on the celestial sphere arise from bulk
rotations. We find the holographic point of view on the asymptotic dynamics quite powerful and
inspiring. Of course, this is just a change of perspective and nomenclature with respect to the
standard relativist’s bulk point of view whereM is sometimes denoted P , while P is denoted J ,
such as in [71]. We hope that this doesn’t introduce confusion.

2.1 Asymptotic conditions and integrated charges

The Einstein constraint equations played an important role in establishing the equivalence be-
tween asymptotic symmetries and soft theorems at the leading [5, 6] and subleading orders
[19, 21, 22]. In order to integrate the asymptotic evolution equations (28) and generalize the
analysis to the sub-subleading case, the asymptotic behavior of the dressed news and the charges
at large retarded times needs to be specified. As we will see, to access the sub-subleading soft
theorem one must impose that N̂ = O(|u|−α) where α > 3. For the leading and subleading soft
theorems weaker fall-offs are sufficient, namely α > 1 [5] and α > 2 [32] respectively. In order to
avoid logarithmic corrections [72,73], α /∈ N will be assumed throughout.

These fall-offs on the news are necessary to ensure that all generators of asymptotic sym-
metries (J ,MC,P , T ) decay to zero at I+

+ , where the geometry reverts to a radiative vacuum.
Specifically,

lim
u→+∞

Qs(u, z) = 0 , (31)

for s = −2,−1, 0, 1, 2. Here and henceforth, arguments z compactly denote dependence on the
transverse coordinates z, z̄. Note that it is essential to use the covariant charge aspects to be able
to impose boundary conditions that capture the soft physics. While these asymptotic conditions
are restrictive,8 they are well adapted to the S-matrix context. In particular, (31) allows one to
define the charge aspects as integrals over their flux

MC(u, z) =

∫ u

+∞
du′ṀC(u′, z), (32)

and similarly for P and T . Subject to the asymptotic fall-offs of N̂ , we deduce that

Qs = O(u1+s−α) when u→ +∞ . (33)

8For instance, imposing (31) for MC excludes the presence of black holes.
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Consequently, the condition α > 3 is necessary to integrate the spin s = 2 charge T . Note that
these conditions do not fix the value of C(u, z) when u→ +∞. Nevertheless, this value can be set
to 0 by performing a combination of supertranslation, dual supertranslation and superrotation
which amounts to fixing the asymptotic frame of reference at timelike infinity to be a center of
mass frame. We henceforth assume that C = O(u−α+1) at u = +∞. Of course, such a choice
cannot be independently made at u = −∞ as the asymptotic value of C is determined by the
memory effect.

These fall-off conditions are not sufficient to ensure that P and T have finite limits when
u → −∞. To remedy this problem, following [47] one can consider a non-radiative phase space
defined by the conditions9

N = 0 = J . (34)

In this case, the shear is simply given by its memory components

CM(u, z) := c(z) + uτ(z). (35)

The non-radiative corner phase space is then parameterized by the renormalized corner charge
aspects [47]

m̂C =
8

κ2
MC , p̂ =

8

κ2

1

2
(P − uDMC) t̂ =

8

κ2

1

3

(
T − uDP +

(
u2

2
D2 − 3

2

(∫ u

C

))
MC

)
,

(36)

where κ =
√

32πG. These are time independent when (34) holds. The reason for the overall
numerical rescaling will become clear when we compute their action on C in Section 3. The first
two aspects (m̂C, p̂) define a moment map for the generalized BMS group (this was proven for the
case M̃ = 0 in [71]). Additionally, the spin-2 charge t̂ defines a moment map for an extension of
the generalized BMS group at null infinity to include the spin-2 charge aspect t̂ [74].

To summarize, in order to establish the soft theorems, one needs to impose appropriate
boundary conditions such that the renormalized charge aspects vanish at I+

+ ,

lim
u→+∞

q̂s(u, z) = 0 (37)

and are finite at I+
− , namely

lim
u→−∞

(m̂C, p̂, t̂)(u, z) = (mC(z), p(z), t(z)) . (38)

The asymptotic symmetry generators can then be compactly expressed as

Q(T,Y,Z) :=

∫
d2z
√
q (TmC + Y p+ Zt) (z) . (39)

9These conditions are equivalent to the typically employed ones for the non-radiative phase space, namely
N̂ = 0.
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In order to compute the symmetry action on C it will be necessary to consider the integrated10

asymptotic equations of motion

MC(u) =
1

2
D2(∂−1

u N̂) + 1
4
∂−1
u (CN ) , (40)

P(u) =
1

2
D3(∂−2

u N̂) + 1
4
D∂−2

u (CN ) + ∂−1
u (CJ ) , (41)

T (u) =
1

2
D4(∂−3

u N̂) + 1
4
D2(∂−3

u CN ) +D∂−2
u (CJ ) +

3

2
∂−1
u (CMC) , (42)

where we introduced the symbolic notation

(∂−nu N̂)(u) :=

∫ u

+∞
du1

∫ u1

+∞
du2 · · ·

∫ un−1

+∞
dun N̂(un). (43)

This notation will come in handy in the next sections. An identity that will be essential to our
story is the Leibniz rule for the pseudo-differential operator ∂−1

u [75–79]

∂−1
u (PF ) =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n(∂nuP )(∂−n−1
u F ). (44)

The sum truncates when P is a polynomial in u.11 Note that the asymptotic conditions (33)
ensure that the integrals (40)-(42) are well defined. The order of integral labels in (43) is tailored
to the choice of boundary conditions at I+

+ , corresponding to the no-radiation condition (31) at
u = +∞.

2.2 Brackets

The basic bracket needed to compute the action of the charges (39) on the asymptotic shear
is [6, 80–82]

{N̂(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
κ2

2
δ(u− u′)δ(z, z′) . (45)

Note that on I+, it is the shifted news (12) that is canonically conjugate to the shear C. The
Poisson bracket (45) implies the following other brackets12

{N (u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
κ2

2
∂uδ(u− u′)δ(z, z′) , (46)

{J (u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
κ2

4
δ(u− u′)Dzδ(z, z

′) , (47)

{C(u, z), C(u′, z′)} = 0 . (48)

10The boundary condition Qs = O(u1+s−α) at u→ +∞ allows one to do so.
11More details on pseudo-differential calculus are provided in Section 3.3.
12We are assuming that {mA, C} = 0 which may have to be revisited for extensions of BMS beyond Virasoro

[31,33].
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Quantum commutators are simply obtained by defining [·, ·] = −i~{·, ·}. At the quantum
level we therefore have

[N (u, z), C(u′, z′)] = −iκ
2

2
∂uδ(u− u′)δ(z, z′) . (49)

The delta function on the sphere is dual to the measure ε = iP 2dz ∧ dz̄, meaning that

δ(z, z′) =
δ(2)(z − z′)

P 2
. (50)

3 Charge action

In this section we evaluate the action of the local charges (36) on the shear C. The commutation
relations follow straightforwardly from (46) and (47) and are explicitly computed in Appendix
B. For clarity, we continue working on I+, but a similar analysis pertains to I− and will be
discussed in Section 4.

3.1 Leading action

We start with the complex mass aspect (40) which can be split as [5, 6]

MC =MS +MH , (51)

where MS is linear in C, while MH is quadratic in C, C̄. These are explicitly given by

MS(u, z) =

∫ u

+∞
du′DJ (u′, z) , (52)

MH(u, z) =
1

4

∫ u

+∞
du′C(u′, z)N (u′, z) . (53)

A related split, and the transformation properties of its soft and hard components under asymp-
totic symmetries were studied in [60]. The brackets (46) and (47) allow us to evaluate

{MS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} = −κ
2

4
θ(u′ − u)D2

zδ(z, z
′) , (54)

{MH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
κ2

8
∂u′ [C(u′, z)θ(u′ − u)]δ(z, z′) , (55)

where θ(x) is the unit step function defined in (176). Here and in the following sections, the
derivatives are as defined in (25) and in particular do not carry any spatial index. The subscripts
z, z′ are simply introduced to keep track of the variables they act on.

Putting these together, we find that for u′ > u

8

κ2
{MC(z, u), C(u′, z′)} =

(
∂u′C(u′, z)− 2D2

z

)
δ(z, z′), (56)

or equivalently, in terms of the supertranslation corner aspect defined by (38)

{mC(z), C(u′, z′)} =
(
∂u′C(u′, z′)− 2D2

z

)
δ(z, z′) . (57)
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According to (39), the supertranslation charge13

QT :=

∫
S

T (z)mC(z) (58)

induces the following symmetry transformation on C

δ0
TC(u, z) := {QT , C(u, z)} = T∂uC(u, z)− 2D2

zT , (59)

which is the usual action of supertranslations on the shear. The homogeneous component of the
transformation indicates that the charge QT is associated with a vector field

ξT = T∂u . (60)

It is worth emphasizing that it is the charge constructed from the complex mass aspect
that reproduces the expected Lie derivative action on C. On the other hand, in order for the
“standard” supertranslation charges associated with the real mass aspect (14) to act correctly,
one ought to impose an equivalence relation on phase space [5, 6],

M̃ ∝
[(
D̄2 − 1

2
N

)
C −

(
D2 − 1

2
N̄

)
C̄

]
I+∓

= 0. (61)

One has to be careful with such constraints because they are second class, meaning {M̃, C} 6= 0.
To further clarify this, we consider the action of the anti-holomorphic charges on the holomorphic
shear C,

{Q̄T , C(u, z)} = T∂uC(u, z). (62)

The real and imaginary parts of the (complex) supertranslation charge then act respectively as{
QT + Q̄T

2
, C(u, z)

}
= T∂uC(u, z)−D2

zT,{
QT − Q̄T

2
, C(u, z)

}
= −D2

zT.

(63)

We see explicitly that the dual mass contains a purely soft contribution, providing a complemen-
tary perspective on the mysterious factor of 2 mismatch for the real charge action first observed
and remedied in [6]. While the importance of the dual mass was previously pointed out in [83–85],
its interpretation in a scattering context remains elusive. We leave a complete understanding of
these interesting issues to future work.

3.2 Subleading action

The momentum aspect is given by

P(u, z) =

∫ u

+∞
du′Ṗ(u′, z) . (64)

13From now on we use the shortcut notation
∫
S
F :=

∫
S

d2z
√
qF.
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Using (41) this can be decomposed as

P = PSS + PSH + PHH , (65)

where the subscripts label the three terms in (41), namely PHH is the hard component associated
with CJ , PSH corresponds to DMH, while PSS is the soft contribution DMS. The brackets of
the individual terms with C are computed in Appendix B.2 and the results take the form

{PSS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
κ2

4
(u′ − u)θ(u′ − u)D3

zδ(z, z
′) , (66)

{PSH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} = −κ
2

8
Dz∂u′ [C(u′, z)θ(u′ − u)δ(z, z′)(u′ − u)] , (67)

{PHH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} = −κ
2

4
[C(u′, z)θ(u′ − u)]Dzδ(z, z

′) . (68)

Overall, these imply that for u′ > u

{P(u, z), C(u′, z′)} = −κ
2

8
(u′ − u)Dz[

(
∂u′C(u′, z)− 2D2

z

)
δ(z, z′)]

− κ2

8
(Dz[C(u′, z)δ(z, z′)] + 2C(u′, z)Dzδ(z, z

′)) . (69)

As anticipated in Section 2.1, in the limit u → −∞ the bracket (69) diverges. As explained
there, this divergence can be eliminated by defining the corner charge aspects (38), whose sub-
leading component is

p(z) := lim
u→−∞

8

κ2

1

2
(P(u, z)− uDMC(u, z)) . (70)

Then using (69) and (56),

{p(z), C(u′, z′)} =− u′

2
Dz

[(
∂u′C(u′, z)− 2D2

z

)
δ(z, z′)

]
−
(
C(u′, z)Dzδ(z, z

′) +
1

2
Dz[C(u′, z)δ(z, z′)]

)
. (71)

For later convenience, we can use the general formula

f(z)Ds
zδ(z, z

′) =
s∑

n=0

(−1)n
s!

n!(s− n)!
(Dnf)(z′)Ds−n

z δ(z, z′) , (72)

to rewrite the RHS of (71) in terms of C(u′, z′) as

{p(z), C(u′, z′)} = u′D3
zδ(z, z

′)− 1

2
(u′∂u′ + 3)C(u′, z′)Dzδ(z, z

′) +Dz′C(u′, z′)δ(z, z′) . (73)

The asymptotic holomorphic super-Lorentz charges and their symmetry action take the form [19]

QY :=

∫
S

Y (z)p(z), δ1
YC(u, z) := {QY , C(u, z)} . (74)
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Together with (73), one finds

δ1
YC(u, z) =

u

2

(
δ0
DYC

)
(u, z) + Y (z)DzC(u, z) +

3

2
C(u, z)DzY (z) . (75)

The Y transformation can be written in terms of the Lie derivative action

Y (z)DC(u, z) +
3

2
C(u, z)DY (z) = mAmB

[(
LY −

1

2
DY

)
CAB

]
, (76)

which precisely agrees with the super-Lorentz transformations on the shear [19,31,33]. Note that
the factor of 1/2 in (70) ensures that the charge action (75) reproduces the Lie derivative action
(76) with the correct normalization. This explains the prefactor of the subleading corner aspect
introduced in (36), and implies that the charge QY is associated with a vector field

ξY =
u

2
DY ∂u + Y m . (77)

3.3 Sub-subleading action

Similarly, the sub-subleading charge aspect takes the form

T (u, z) =

∫ u

+∞
du′Ṫ (u′, z) . (78)

As before, equation (42) suggests the decomposition

T = TSSS + TSSH + TSHH + THHS + THHH , (79)

where the first three terms on the RHS correspond respectively to the first three terms in (42),
while the last two terms arise from the last term in (42) upon splitting MC according to (51).
We obtain the following brackets (see Appendix B for details)

{THHH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} = − 3

16
κ2∂u′

[
C(u′, z)

(∫ u′

u

du′′C(u′′, z)

)
θ(u′ − u)

]
δ(z, z′) , (80)

{THHS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
3

8
κ2

(∫ u′

u

du′′C(u′′, z)

)
θ(u′ − u)D2

zδ(z, z
′) , (81)

{TSHH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
κ2

4
(u′ − u)θ(u′ − u)Dz [C(u′, z)Dzδ(z, z

′)] , (82)

{TSSH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
κ2

8
∂u′

(
D2
z [C(u′, z)δ(z, z′)]

(u′ − u)2

2
θ(u′ − u)

)
, (83)

{TSSS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} = −κ
2

8
(u′ − u)2θ(u′ − u)D4

zδ(z, z
′) . (84)
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Putting everything together, these imply the following bracket of (78) with C for u′ > u

8

κ2
{T (u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

(u′ − u)2

2
D2
z

[(
∂u′C(u′, z)− 2D2

z

)
δ(z, z′)

]
+ 2(u′ − u)Dz

[
C(u′, z)Dzδ(z, z

′) +
1

2
Dz[C(u′, z)δ(z, z′)]

]
− 3

2

(∫ u′

u

du′′C(u′′, z)

)[(
∂u′C(u′, z)− 2D2

z

)
δ(z, z′)

]
− 3

2
[C(u′, z)]2δ(z, z′) . (85)

We see again that the generator admitting a well defined limit u → −∞ is not T (u, z) but the
renormalized charge aspect defined in (36), namely14

t(z) := lim
u→−∞

8

κ2

1

3

(
T (u, z)− uDP(u, z) +

u2

2
D2MC(u, z)−3

2

(∫ u

+∞
C

)
MC

)
. (86)

This combination is then such that

{t(z), C(u′, z′)} =

(
u′2

6
D2
z −

1

2

(∫ u′

+∞
C(z)

))[(
∂u′C(u′, z)− 2D2

z

)
δ(z, z′)

]
+

2

3
u′Dz

[
C(u′, z)Dzδ(z, z

′) +
1

2
Dz[C(u′, z)δ(z, z′)]

]
− 1

2
[C(u′, z)]2δ(z, z′). (87)

This symmetry action distinguishes itself from the leading and subleading ones through the
following features: 1) it is non-local in time and 2) it involves collinear excitations. It will
be convenient to break down this symmetry action into a soft, hard and collinear component,
t = tS + tH + tC, where the collinear terms are cubic in C, C̄. As before, upon introducing the
spin-2 charge and the spin-2 variation

QZ :=
8

κ2

∫
Z(z)t(z), δ2

ZC(u, z) := {QZ , C(u, z)} , (88)

(87) allows us to conclude that

δ2
ZC(u, z) = −u

2

6

(
δ0
D2ZC

)
+

2

3
u
(
δ1
DZC

)
+D2

[
Z

(∫ u

+∞
C

)]
− Z

2

(
C2 + ∂uC

(∫ u

+∞
C

))
. (89)

The last term is a non-linear transformation consisting of products of C(u, z) at possibly different
times, but evaluated at the same point on the celestial sphere. We will investigate this collinear
component in Section 5.

The linear transformation associated with the first two terms in (89) can be described by
introducing the notion of pseudo-vector fields. Vector fields on I+ are linear combinations over

14One uses that (u′−u)2

2 + u(u′ − u) + u2

2 = u′2

2 . One also uses our boundary condition C → 0 when u→ +∞.
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the space of functions on I+ of the individual vector fields m, m̄ and ∂u which act as differential
operators on I+. Holomorphic vectors only involve linear combinations of (m, ∂u). Note that
according to our discussion in Section 2, the vectors (m, ∂u) were assigned dimension 1. We also
introduce the pseudo-differential operator ∂−1

u of dimension −1.15 A holomorphic pseudo-vector
of spin s is then given by the product Ds = ms∂1−s

u . These pseudo-vectors are of dimension 1
and they satisfy a generalization of the Leibniz rule [77]

∂1−s
u F =

∞∑
n=0

(1− s)n
n!

(∂nuF ) ∂1−s−n
u , (90)

where (x)n = x(x− 1)...(x− n+ 1) is the falling factorial.
A pseudo-vector field is simply a linear combination over I+ of pseudo-vectors. The set of

pseudo-vectors is naturally equipped with a Poisson bracket which is defined as the commutator
of pseudo-vector fields restricted to dimension one16

{FsDs, Gs′Ds′} = Fs(DsGs′)Ds′ −Gs′(Ds′Fs)Ds. (91)

We now see that the linear component of the transformation (89) is associated with the
pseudo-vector field

ξZ = ZD2 +
2

3
uDZD1 +

u2

6
D2ZD0, (92)

where D0 = ∂u and D1 = m are standard vectors while D2 = m2∂−1
u is a pseudo-vector. Again,

the factor of 1/3 in (86) is to ensure the correct normalization of the u-independent contribution
in (92).

For later convenience, we can again use (72) to rewrite the RHS of (87) in terms of C(u′, z′)
as

{t(z), C(u′, z′)} = −u
′2

3
D4
zδ(z, z

′)

+
1

6

([
u′2∂2

u′ + 6u′∂u′ + 6
] ∫ u′

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z′)

)
D2
zδ(z, z

′)

− 2

3

(
[u′∂u′ + 3]Dz′

∫ u′

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z′)

)
Dzδ(z, z

′)

+ δ(z, z′)D2
z′

∫ u′

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z′)

− 1

2
∂u′

(
C(u′, z′)

∫ u′

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z′)

)
δ(z, z′).

(93)

As we will demonstrate in the next section, upon Fourier transforming, this symmetry action
(excluding the non-linear contribution in the last line) can be recast into the sub-subleading soft
theorem [17,45,86].

15This is the space-time version of the dimension-lowering operators encountered in sub-subleading conformally
soft theorems [34,86].

16It can be shown that the commutator of two holomorphic pseudo-vectors also contains a sum of terms
proportional to ∂−nu Ds, which are of lower dimension.
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4 From conservation laws to soft theorems

In this section we demonstrate that the leading, subleading and sub-subleading soft graviton
theorems follow from conservation laws associated with the charges (36). The analysis at the
leading and subleading orders was first done in [5, 19] and is presented herein for completeness.
The derivation of the sub-subleading soft graviton theorem as a consequence of conservation of
the charges (86) is new.

Amplitudes in gravity17 have universal behavior in the limit when one of the gravitons becomes
soft [4, 17]. In particular,

〈out|a±(ωq̂)S|in〉 =
(
S

(0)
± + S

(1)
± + S

(2)
±

)
〈out|S|in〉+O(ω2). (94)

Here S
(i)
± for i = 0, 1, 2 are the leading, subleading and sub-subleading soft factors [4, 17],

S
(0)
± =

κ

2

n∑
k=1

(pk · ε±)2

pk · q
, (95)

S
(1)
± = −iκ

2

n∑
k=1

(pk · ε±)(q · Jk · ε±)

pk · q
, (96)

S
(2)
± = −κ

4

n∑
k=1

(ε± · Jk · q)2

pk · q
, (97)

where the subscripts refer to the helicity of the soft graviton. The (outgoing) graviton has
momentum q = ωq̂ and polarization

ε±±µν = ε±µ ε
±
ν , (98)

while pk and Jk are the momenta and angular momenta of all other (hard) particles.
Following [5], the large-r mode expansion18 of C near I+ is

C(u, x̂) =
iκ

8π2

∫ ∞
0

dω
[
aout†
− (ωx̂)eiωu − aout

+ (ωx̂)e−iωu
]
. (99)

C̄ takes a similar form related to (99) by Hermitian conjugation. One can check (see Appendix
C) that the commutators (49) imply the standard commutation relations for the modes,

[a±(ωx̂), a†±(ω′x̂′)] = (2π)3 2

ω
δ(ω − ω′)δ(z, z′). (100)

We also define the Fourier modes [5]

Nω :=

∫ ∞
−∞

dueiωu∂uC̄. (101)

17This behaviour is universal at tree-level. In the quantum theory, the leading soft theorem remains universal,
but S(1) and S(2) may receive one- and two-loop exact corrections.

18Note that our definition of C = CABm
AmB already includes the polarization factors.
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This notation is consistent with the previous sections where N was defined as the variable con-
jugate to C which is ∂uC̄. As such, Nω are the Fourier modes of negative helicity gravitons.

Leading, subleading and sub-subleading negative-helicity (outgoing) soft gravitons correspond
to [23,45]

N (0) =
1

2
lim
ω→0+

(
Nω +N−ω

)
= − κ

8π
lim
ω→0+

ω
(
aout†

+ (ωx̂) + aout
− (ωx̂)

)
, (102a)

N (1) = − i
2

lim
ω→0+

∂ω
(
Nω −N−ω

)
= − iκ

8π
lim
ω→0+

(1 + ω∂ω)
(
aout†

+ (ωx̂)− aout
− (ωx̂)

)
, (102b)

N (2) = −1

4
lim
ω→0+

∂2
ω(Nω +N−ω) =

κ

16π
lim
ω→0+

∂ω(1 + ω∂ω)
(
aout†

+ (ωx̂) + aout
− (ωx̂)

)
. (102c)

Using (101), (102) can be equivalently written as

N (0) =

∫ ∞
−∞

duN, N (1) =

∫ ∞
−∞

duuN, N (2) =
1

2

∫ ∞
−∞

duu2N, (103)

which can in turn be related to the soft charges19

mS(z) =
8

κ2

1

2
lim

u→−∞
D2∂−1

u N(u, z) , (104a)

pS(z) =
8

κ2

1

4
lim

u→−∞
D3
[
∂−2
u N(u, z)− u∂−1

u N(u, z)
]
, (104b)

tS(z) =
8

κ2

1

6
lim

u→−∞
D4

[
∂−3
u N(u, z)− u∂−2

u N(u, z) +
u2

2
∂−1
u N(u, z)

]
. (104c)

The Leibniz rule (44) implies that

∂−1
u

(
uk

k!
F (u)

)
= (−1)k

k∑
n=0

(−u)n

n!
∂−(1+k−n)
u F (u) , (105)

which allows us to rewrite the subleading and sub-subleading renormalized soft charge aspects
in terms of the soft modes as

mS(z) = − 4

κ2
D2N (0)(z) , pS(z) =

2

κ2
D3N (1)(z) , tS(z) = − 4

3κ2
D4N (2)(z) . (106)

The analogous relations for N̄ = NABm
AmB are obtained by Hermitian conjugation.

The transformation properties of C under the symmetries (36) derived in the previous sections
can be converted into actions of hard charges on asymptotic Fock states by means of inverting
the mode expansion (99),

C̃(ω, z) :=

∫ ∞
−∞

dueiωuC(u, z) =
iκ

4π

(
aout†
− (−ωx̂)θ(−ω)− aout

+ (ωx̂)θ(ω)
)
. (107)

19Here the label S refers to the contributions to MC,P, T linear in N (i.e. containing no hard modes) in the
decompositions (51), (65), (79).
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In particular, one finds (57), (71) and (87) imply the following commutators20

[mCH(z), aout
+ (ωx̂′)] = −ωaout

+ (ωx̂′)δ(z, z′), (108)

[pH(z), aout
+ (ωx̂′)] = i (h+Dzδ(z, z

′)− δ(z, z′)Dz′) a
out
+ (ωx̂′), (109)

[tH(z), aout
+ (ωx̂′)] =

1

6

(
2h+(2h+ − 1)D2

zδ(z, z
′)

− 8h+Dzδ(z, z
′)Dz′ + 6δ(z, z′)D2

z′

)
ω−1aout

+ (ωx̂′) +O(κ3), (110)

where ω > 0 and we defined the left-moving conformal weights21

2h± = −ω∂ω ± 2 (111)

associated with positive (+) and negative (−) helicity gravitons respectively. For the last com-
mutator, we used (see Appendix C)

∂̃−1
u C(ω, z) =

C̃(ω, z)

−iω − ε
. (112)

The commutators with negative helicity modes are implied by brackets of the charges with C̄ and
can be shown to take the same form with h+ → h−. Similar mode expansions apply near I− [6]
allowing for commutators of the charges with the incoming modes to be computed. The O(κ3)
contribution arises from the quadratic term in (87). We postpone the analysis of this correction
to Section 5.

Without loss of generality, in the following sections we set P = 1 in which case the celestial
sphere is flattened to a plane. All formulas can be covariantized by simply replacing ∂z by Dz.
We spell out our conventions in Appendix C.

4.1 Leading soft theorem

Using the parameterizations (187) of the momenta, the leading soft factor (95) becomes

S
(0)
+ = − κ

2ω

n∑
k=1

εkωk
z̄ − z̄k
z − zk

, S
(0)
− = − κ

2ω

n∑
k=1

εkωk
z − zk
z̄ − z̄k

. (113)

εk = ±1 distinguishes between incoming (−) and outgoing (+) particles. For a negative helicity
insertion we have

∂2
zS

(0)
− = −πκ

ω

n∑
k=1

εkωkδ
(2)(z − zk). (114)

The matching condition22

mC(z)|I+− = mC(z)|I−+ , (115)

20Here the label H refers to the contributions to q̂ in (36) that are neither soft nor collinear.
21These become diagonal in a conformal primary basis [23,26].
22More precisely, mC(z)|I+− = mC(ε(z))|I−+ where ε(z) is the inversion z → − 1

z̄ , z̄ → −
1
z . To avoid clutter, we

follow [5] and take the inversion to be implicit in all matching relations.
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where the transverse coordinates z at I+
− and I−+ are antipodally related [5], then implies the

conservation law

〈out| mC(z)|I+− S − S mC(z)|I−+ |in〉 = 0. (116)

mC consists of a soft component, namely a leading soft graviton (106) and a hard component
whose action on asymptotic states is implied by the commutator (108). We find

1

πκ
lim
ω→0

ω∂2
z 〈out|aout

− (ωx̂)S|in〉+
n∑
k=1

εkωkδ
(2)(z − zk)〈out|S|in〉 = 0 , (117)

where the first term is associated with the soft part and the second term arises from the action
of the hard part on asymptotic states.23 We have used crossing symmetry

〈out|aout
− (ωx̂)S|in〉 = 〈out|Sain†

+ (ωx̂)|in〉 (118)

to rewrite the soft charge in terms of an outgoing soft insertion. Rearranging, we recover (114).
Note that at O(ωs−1), (118) implies

lim
ω→0+

∂sω
(
ω〈out|aout

− (ωx̂)S|in〉
)

= (−1)s+1 lim
ω→0+

∂sω

(
ω〈out|Sain†

+ (−ωx̂)|out〉
)
. (119)

Therefore, the soft component of (116) and its subleading counterparts below will be twice that
of an outgoing soft insertion [6, 19].

4.2 Subleading soft theorem

In the parameterization (187), the subleading soft factor (96) becomes [19]

S
(1)
+ =

κ

2

n∑
k=1

(z̄ − z̄k)2

z − zk

[
2h̄k
z̄ − z̄k

− ∂z̄k
]
, S

(1)
− =

κ

2

n∑
k=1

(z − zk)2

z̄ − z̄k

[
2hk
z − zk

− ∂zk
]
, (120)

or equivalently, for a negative helicity soft insertion,

∂3
zS

(1)
− = 2πκ

n∑
k=1

[
hk∂zkδ

(2)(z − zk)− δ(2)(z − zk)∂zk
]
. (121)

Here

2hk = −ωk∂ωk
+ sk, 2h̄k = −ωk∂ωk

− sk, (122)

where sk are graviton helicities.
As before, imposing an antipodal matching condition on p(z)

p(z)|I+− = p(z)|I−+ , (123)

23One assumes that mCH(z)|0〉 = 0 which can be achieved by normal ordering.
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upon splitting p(z) according to (41) and using (106) to identify the soft component with a
subleading soft insertion and (109) to compute the action of the hard component on asymptotic
states, we find [19]

i

2κπ
∂3
z lim
ω→0

(1 + ω∂ω)〈out|aout
− (ωx̂)S|in〉 −

n∑
k=1

i
(
hk∂zδ

(2)(z − zk)− δ(2)(z − zk)∂zk
)
〈out|S|in〉 = 0.

(124)

As expected, this agrees with (121).

4.3 Sub-subleading soft theorem

Using the standard parameterization for the momenta spelled out in Appendix C, the sub-
subleading soft factor (97) can be put into the form [44,45,86]

S
(2)
− = −κω

4

n∑
k=1

z − zk
z̄ − z̄k

[
2hk(2hk − 1)− 2(z − zk)2hk∂zk + (z − zk)2∂2

zk

]
(εkωk)

−1,

S
(2)
+ = −κω

4

n∑
k=1

z̄ − z̄k
z − zk

[
2h̄k(2h̄k − 1)− 2(z̄ − z̄k)2h̄k∂z̄k + (z̄ − z̄k)2∂2

z̄k

]
(εkωk)

−1.

(125)

As before, focusing on the negative helicity insertion and taking ∂4
zS

(2)
− , all terms localize to

delta functions or derivatives thereof, namely

∂4
zS

(2)
− = −πκω

2

n∑
k=1

(
2hk(2hk − 1)∂2

zδ
(2)(z − zk)− 4(2hk)∂zδ

(2)(z − zk)∂zk

+ 6δ(2)(z − zk)∂2
zk

)
(εkωk)

−1.

(126)

An antipodal matching condition for t(z),

t(z)|I+− = t(z)|I−+ (127)

then implies the conservation law

〈out| t(z)|I+− S − S t(z)|I−+ |in〉 = 0. (128)

(106) identifies the soft component of (128) with a sub-subleading soft insertion

〈out| tS(z)|I+− S − S tS(z)|I−+ |in〉 = − 1

6κπ
lim
ω→0

∂ω(1 + ω∂ω)∂4
z

(
〈out|aout

− (ωx̂)S|in〉
)
. (129)

On the other hand, (110) allows for the hard component of (128) to be written as

〈out| tH(z)|I+− S − S tH(z)|I−+ |in〉 =− 1

6

n∑
k=1

(
2hk(2hk − 1)∂2

zδ
(2)(z − zk)− 8hk∂zδ

(2)(z − zk)∂zk

+ 6δ(2)(z − zk)∂2
zk

)
(εkωk)

−1〈out|S|in〉+O(κ3).

(130)
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The O(κ3) contributions arise from the terms cubic in the fields whose action on asymptotic
states will be computed using (80) in Section 5.

Putting everything together, we find that to leading order in κ

lim
ω→0

∂ω(1 + ω∂ω)∂4
z

(
〈out|aout

− (ωx̂)S|in〉
)

= 2∂4
zS

(2)〈out|S|in〉 =

= −πκ
n∑
k=1

(
2hk(2hk − 1)∂2

zδ
(2)(z − zk)− 8hk∂zδ

(2)(z − zk)∂zk

+ 6δ(2)(z − zk)∂2
zk

)
(εkωk)

−1〈out|S|in〉,

(131)

which remarkably agrees with (126).

5 Collinear contribution to the soft theorem

In this section we consider the quadratic contribution to symmetry action (93), which upon
promoting the bracket to a commutator takes the form

[tC(z), C(u′, z′)] =
i

2
∂u
(
C(u, z′)∂−1

u C(u, z′)
)
δ(z, z′). (132)

Upon Fourier transforming and using (107), we find

[tC(z), aout
+ (ωx̂′)] = −2π

κ
˜[∂u[C∂−1

u C]](ω)δ(z, z′)

= −ω
κ

∫ +∞

−∞
dω′

(
C̃(ω − ω′)C̃(ω′)

(ω − ω′)− iε

)
δ(z, z′), (133)

where we have used the convolution theorem and (112). Using (107) the RHS of (133) can be
re-expressed in terms of modes, namely

[tC(z), aout
+ (ωx̂′)] =

κω

16π2

∫ ω

0

dω′
[
a+((ω − ω′)x̂′)a+(ω′x̂′)

ω − ω′ − iε

]
δ(z, z′)

− κω2

16π2

∫ +∞

ω

dω′

[
a†+((ω′ − ω)x̂′)a+(ω′x̂′)

]
(ω − ω′ − iε)(ω′ − iε)

δ(z, z′) . (134)

Details are given in Appendix D. The commutators with the opposite helicity as well as incoming
modes can be found similarly.

Both terms represent collinear corrections to the sub-subleading soft theorem that can be
traced back to classical, non-perturbative gravitational effects. The first term is a particle creating
contribution which can be evaluated using the universal behavior of equal helicity gravitons in
the collinear limit [87] which for positive helicity gravitons takes the form

lim
p̂i→p̂j

〈ωip̂i;ωj p̂j|S|in〉 = −κ
2

z̄ij
zij

(ωi + ωj)
2

ωiωj
〈(ωi + ωj)p̂j|S|in〉+ · · · , (135)
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where · · · denote subleading terms in the collinear limit. The associated correction then becomes

〈out| tC(z)|I+− S − S tC(z)|I−+ |in〉

∝ κ2
∑
i

ωi

∫ ωi

0

dω′
ω2
i

ω′(ω′ − ωi)2
δ(z, zi)〈ωip̂i|S|in〉+ · · · , (136)

∝ κ2 lim
ε→0

∑
i

ωiB(ε,−1 + ε)δ(z, zi)〈ωip̂i|S|in〉+ · · · , (137)

where B(ε,−1 + ε) = 1
ε

is an Euler beta function resulting from the regulated integral. The
second term can be shown to give rise to corrections with δ-function support of the form

〈out| tC(z)|I+− S − S tC(z)|I−+ |in〉

∝ κ
∑
i,j

Fij(ωi, ωj)δ(zi, zj)δ(z, zi)〈(ωi + ωj)p̂i|S|in〉+ · · · , (138)

where Fij are (possibly vanishing) functions of the external energies. We expect a careful treat-
ment of contact terms in the original proof of [17] to reveal these corrections.24 We leave a
complete understanding of their amplitudes origin and implications to future work.

6 Conclusions

In this work we have established a clear connection between the spin-2 conservation equation
and the sub-subleading soft theorem. We have learned that the non-linear nature of Einstein’s
equations manifests itself in the sub-subleading soft theorem through collinear corrections. We
have also revealed that, unlike the spin-0 and -1 symmetries responsible for the leading and
subleading soft theorems, the spin-2 symmetry is not simply an asymptotic diffeomorphism.
It involves a non-local transformation represented by a pseudo-vector field acting on I. The
extension of this symmetry to the bulk of spacetime remains mysterious to us. This result now
puts us in a position to understand the nature of the spin-2 memory effect, which is a question
we expect to return to in the near future.

From the S-matrix point of view, it is expected that this spin-2 charge, or rather its quadratic
truncation, is one of the canonical generators for the w1+∞ symmetry unraveled by celestial
holography [35, 36]. Interestingly, the connection between WN algebras, pseudo-vectors and
integrable systems has already been explored in the past [78]. This suggests that there could
be an exciting connection between asymptotic Einstein’s equations and symmetries of integrable
systems.

Finally, it is natural to wonder whether the collection of celestial Ward identities associated
with the entire w1+∞ symmetry tower possesses a gravitational dynamical interpretation. We
started to address this question in [88], where first evidence for a canonical realization of a w1+∞
loop algebra on the gravitational phase space was given.

24We thank Freddy Cachazo for a discussion on this point.
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A Conformal derivative

In this appendix we study the properties of the conformal derivative introduced in Section 2.
From the transformation (4) of the metric we deduce that

δWΓCAB = −DAWδCB −DBWδCA + qABD
CW . (139)

Let us assume that O〈A1···As〉 is a spin s field of dimension ∆. We have

δWD〈A0OA1···As〉 = D〈A0δWOA1···As〉 −
s∑
i=1

δWΓBi

〈A0Ai
OA1···|Bi|···As〉

= D〈A0((∆− s)WOA1···As〉) + 2sD〈A0WOA1···As〉
= (∆− s)WD〈A0OA1···As〉) + (∆ + s)D〈A0WOA1···As〉. (140)

Hence, by using the transformation (11) of the conformal connection ΥA, we see that

D〈A0OA1···As〉 := D〈A0OA1···As〉 + (∆ + s)Υ〈A0OA1···As〉 (141)

transforms covariantly. Similarly for a spin −s field, one finds

δWDA0O
〈A1···As〉 = (∆ + s)WDA0O

〈A1···As〉 + (∆− s)(DA0W )O〈A1···As〉. (142)

We can also compute the transformation of

δWD〈AΥB〉 = D〈AδWΥB〉 − δWΓC〈AB〉ΥC

= −D〈ADB〉W + 2D〈AWΥB〉,
δWΥ〈AΥB〉 = −2D〈AWΥB〉. (143)

This implies that

δW τAB = 2δW (D〈AΥB〉 + Υ〈AΥB〉) = −2D〈ADB〉W. (144)

This coincides with the transformation of NAB and hence

δW (NAB − τAB) = 0. (145)
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Since CAB is a primary field of (∆, s) = (1,−2), we deduce that DBCAB and DADBCAB are
respectively of dimension (2,−1) and (3, 0). Moreover,

DADBCAB = (DA + ΥA)(DB −ΥB)CAB

= DADBC
AB − (DAΥB + ΥAΥB)CAB

= DADBC
AB − 1

2
CABτ

AB . (146)

Similarly,

DADBC̃AB = DADBC̃
AB − 1

2
C̃ABτ

AB , (147)

where C̃AB := εACC
CB. We can thus write the dual covariant mass as [47]

M̃ =
1

4
DADBC̃

AB − 1

8
C̃ABN

AB

=
1

4
DADBC̃AB − 1

8
C̃ABN̂

AB. (148)

In order to extend the definition of the conformally covariant derivative beyond the case of
symmetric, traceless tensors, we use (139) to note that for a spin-1 field OA of dimension ∆ we
have

δWDBOA = DBδWOA − δWΓCABOC

= (∆− 1)DB(WOA) +DAWOB +DBWOA − qABDCWOC

= (∆− 1)WDBOA + (∆− 1)DBWOA + 2D〈AWOB〉 . (149)

Hence, we see that

DBOA := DBOA + (∆− 1)ΥBOA + 2Υ〈AOB〉 (150)

transforms covariantly as

δWDBOA = (∆− 1)WDBOA . (151)

For a general field of spin s and dimension ∆, the conformal covariant derivative is given by

DBOA1···As := DBOA1···As + (∆− s)ΥBOA1···As + 2
s∑
i=1

Υ〈BO|A1···|Ai〉···As . (152)

Finally, we see that the sphere metric qAB, which is a field of spin s = 2 and dimension ∆ = 0,
is compatible with the conformal connection, namely

DCqAB = −2ΥCqAB + 2Υ〈CqA〉B + 2Υ〈CqB〉A = 0 . (153)
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A.1 Commutators and curvature

By means of the general formula (152), we can evaluate the commutator of the Weyl-covariant
derivative on a field of spin 1 and dimension ∆

[DA,DB]VC = DA(DBVC + (∆− 1)ΥBVC + 2Υ〈BVC〉)− A↔ B

= DADBVC + (∆− 1)(DAΥB)VC + 2(DAΥ〈B)VC〉 − A↔ B

= [DA, DB]VC + 2∆(D[AΥB])VC + 2(D[A|ΥC)V|B] − 2qC[B(DA]ΥD)V D . (154)

Writing the conformal connection as ΥA = DAϕ and working in complex coordinates, we can
derive the identity

(D[A|ΥC)V|B] − qC[B(DA]ΥD)V D = qA[CqD]BV
DDEΥE . (155)

Moreover, we can write the commutator of the Weyl-covariant derivative as

[DA,DB]VC = RqA[CqD]BV
D , (156)

where, in analogy to [32], we have defined

R := R + 2DAΥA , (157)

and we recall R denotes the scalar curvature of the 2-sphere metric qAB.
Finally,

δWDAτ
AB = DAδW τ

AB + δWΓAACτ
CB + δWΓBACτ

AC

= 4DA(WτAB)− 2DAD
〈ADB〉W − 4DCWτCB

= 4W (DAτ
AB +

1

4
DBR)−DB(RW + ∆̂W ), (158)

where ∆̂ = DCD
C and [∆̂, DB]W =

R

2
DBW . We also have that

δWR = 2WR + 2∆̂W , (159)

from which

δW (DBR) = 2WDBR +DB(2WR + 2∆̂W ) . (160)

Therefore,

δW (
1

2
DBR +DAτ

AB) = 4W (DAτ
AB +

1

2
DBR). (161)

This implies that 2DAτ
AB + DBR is a primary field of dimension/spin (3,−1). If we assume it

vanishes for one choice of the conformal orbit, it vanishes at all times.
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A.2 Spin connection and variations

The spin connection Ω appears in

DAmB −DBmA = ΩεAB. (162)

Using (22) and contracting with mAm̄B, as well as with m̄AmB, one finds

iΩ = m̄ADmA = m̄AD̄mA. (163)

Moreover,

DAm
A = (mAm̄B + m̄AmB)DAmB = m̄BDmB = iΩ. (164)

We can expand the vector field as Y A = Y mA + Ȳ m̄A where Y = Y Am̄A. This means that,
under GBMS transformations (W = 1

2
DAY

A), we have

δ(T,Y )mA = Y BDBmA +mBDAY
B − 1

2
DBY

BmA

= iΩ(Y mA − Ȳ m̄A) +DAȲ −
1

2
((D + iΩ)Y + (D̄ − iΩ)Ȳ )mA , (165)

mAδ(T,Y )mA = (D − iΩ)Ȳ , (166)

m̄Aδ(T,Y )mA =
1

2
((D̄ + iΩ)Ȳ − (D − iΩ)Y ) , (167)

1

2
qABδ(T,Y )qAB = mAm̄Bδ(T,Y )(m̄AmB) + m̄AmBδ(T,Y )(m̄AmB)

= m̄Aδ(T,Y )mA +mAδ(T,Y )m̄A = 0. (168)

Then for a primary spin s operator,

OA1···As = Osm̄A1 · · · m̄As + ŌsmA1 · · ·mAs ,

OA1···As = O−sm
A1 · · ·mAs + Ō−sm̄

A1 · · · m̄As , (169)

where O−s = Ōs, one finds the variations

mA1 · · ·mAsδYOA1···As = DYOs + sOs(m
ADY m̄A) + sDY Bm̄BOs + (∆− s)WYOs

= (Y D + Ȳ D̄)Os − isΩ(Y + Ȳ )Os + sOs(DY + Y m̄BDm
B)

+
1

2
Os(∆− s)((D + iΩ)Y + (D̄ − iΩ)Ȳ )

= Y [(D − isΩ)Os] + Ȳ [(D̄ − isΩ)Os]

+
1

2
(∆ + s)Os[(D + iΩ)Y ] +

1

2
(∆− s)Os[(D̄ − iΩ)Ȳ ] . (170)

OA1···AsδYm
A1 · · ·mAs = −s

2
Os[(D − iΩ)Y ] +

s

2
Os[(D̄ + iΩ)Ȳ ] . (171)

We thus see that the general transformation (170) is consistent with the shear transformation
(76) (recall that CAB is a primary of (∆, s) = (1, 2) and footnote 7). Finally, we can write

δYOs = (Y D + Ȳ D̄)Os +
∆

2
Os(D + iΩ)Y +

∆

2
Os(D̄ − iΩ)Ȳ . (172)
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B Charge commutators

In this appendix we spell out the steps leading to the results presented in Section 3.

B.1 Leading charges

The commutators of the soft and hard parts of MC with C are

{MS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz{J (u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

= −κ
2

4
θ(u′ − u)D2

zδ(z, z
′) , (173)

and

{MH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
1

4

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z){N (u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

= −κ
2

8

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z)∂u′δ(u

′ − u′′)δ(z, z′)

=
κ2

8
∂u′ [C(u′, z)θ(u′ − u)]δ(z, z′) , (174)

where we have used ∫ u

∞
du′′δ(u′′ − u′) = −

∫ ∞
u

du′′δ(u′′ − u′) = −θ(u′ − u), (175)

with

θ(x) =

0, x < 0,

1, x ≥ 0.

(176)

B.2 Subleading charges

The commutators of the terms in P with C are

{PSS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz{MS(u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

=
κ2

4

∫ +∞

u

du′′θ(u′ − u′′)D3
zδ(z, z

′)

=
κ2

4
(u′ − u)θ(u′ − u)D3

zδ(z, z
′) , (177)

{PSH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz{MH(u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

=
κ2

8
∂u′

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz (C(u′, z′)θ(u′ − u′′)δ(z, z′))
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= −κ
2

8
Dz∂u′ [C(u′, z)θ(u′ − u)δ(z, z′)(u′ − u)] , (178)

and

{PHH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z){J (u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

=
κ2

4

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z)δ(u′′ − u′)Dzδ(z, z

′)

= −κ
2

4
[C(u′, z)θ(u′ − u)]Dzδ(z, z

′), (179)

where in the last bracket we used (47).

B.3 Sub-subleading charges

For the sub-subleading charge we find

{THHH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
3

2

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z){MH(u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

=
3

16
κ2

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z)∂u′ [C(u′, z)θ(u′ − u′′)]δ(z, z′)

= − 3

16
κ2∂u′

[
C(u′, z)

(∫ u′

u

du′′C(u′′, z)

)
θ(u′ − u)

]
δ(z, z′) , (180)

{THHS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =
3

2

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z){MS(u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

= −3

8
κ2

∫ u

+∞
du′′C(u′′, z)θ(u′ − u′′)D2

zδ(z, z
′)

=
3

8
κ2

(∫ u′

u

du′′C(u′′, z)

)
θ(u′ − u)D2

zδ(z, z
′) , (181)

{TSHH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz{PHH(u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

= −κ
2

4

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz [C(u′, z)Dzδ(z, z

′)] θ(u′ − u′′)

=
κ2

4
(u′ − u)θ(u′ − u)Dz [C(u′, z)Dzδ(z, z

′)] , (182)

{TSSH(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz{PSH(u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

= −κ
2

8

∫ u

+∞
du′′∂u′

(
D2
z [C(u′, z)δ(z, z′)](u′ − u′′)θ(u′ − u′′)

)
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=
κ2

8
∂u′

(
D2
z [C(u′, z)δ(z, z′)]

(u′ − u)2

2
θ(u′ − u)

)
, (183)

and finally

{TSSS(u, z), C(u′, z′)} =

∫ u

+∞
du′′Dz{PSS(u′′, z), C(u′, z′)}

=
κ2

4

∫ u

+∞
du′′(u′ − u′′)θ(u′ − u′′)D4

zδ(z, z
′)

= −κ
2

8
(u′ − u)2θ(u′ − u)D4

zδ(z, z
′) . (184)

C Conventions

To demonstrate the equivalence between symmetries and soft theorems in Section 4 it is conve-
nient to work in flat retarded coordinates

xµ = u∂z∂z̄ q̂
µ(z, z̄) + rq̂µ(z, z̄),

q̂µ(z, z̄) =
1√
2

(1 + zz̄, z + z̄,−i(z − z̄), 1− zz̄) := x̂(z, z̄),
(185)

in which the Minkowski metric becomes

ds2 = dxµdxµ = −2dudr + 2r2dzdz̄, (186)

and the celestial sphere is conformally mapped to a plane. This corresponds to choosing P = 1
in (22).

More generally, we parameterize Cartesian coordinate massless 4-momenta as

pµk =
εkωk√

2
(1 + zkz̄k, zk + z̄k,−i(zk − z̄k), 1− zkz̄k),

q =
ω√
2

(1 + zz̄, z + z̄,−i(z − z̄), 1− zz̄),
(187)

with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 and εk = ±1 for outgoing and incoming momenta respectively. zk is the spatial
location at which a particle of momentum pk crosses I+. In this parameterization,

p1 · p2 = −ε1ε2ω1ω2z12z̄12, (188)

where

z12 = z1 − z2, z̄12 = z̄1 − z̄2. (189)

It can be shown [6,19,23,45,86] that in these coordinates, the soft factors (95)-(97) indeed take
the forms (113), (120) and (125).

The mode expansions of the shear and the news take the form [6] (see [89] for a review)

C(u, x̂) =
iκ

8π2

∫ ∞
0

dω
[
aout†
− (ωx̂)eiωu − aout

+ (ωx̂)e−iωu
]
,

N̂(u, x̂) = − κ

8π2

∫ ∞
0

dωω
[
aout†

+ (ωx̂)eiωu + aout
− (ωx̂)e−iωu

]
,

(190)
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where N̂ := ∂uC̄. From this we have for ω > 0

ωa−(ωx̂) = −4π

κ

∫
duN̂(u, x̂)eiωu,

a†−(ω′x̂′) = −4iπ

κ

∫
du′C(u′, x̂′)e−iω

′u′ . (191)

We now recall (49),

[N̂(u, z), C(u′, z′)] = −iκ
2

2
δ(u− u′)δ(z, z′) , (192)

which allows us to compute

ω[a−(ωx̂), a†−(ω′x̂′)] = i

(
4π

κ2

)2 ∫
dudu′[N(u, x̂), C(u′, x̂′)]eiωue−iω

′u′

= 16π3δ(ω − ω′)δ(z, z′). (193)

Moreover, considering the Fourier transform of C,

C̃(ω, z) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dueiωuC(u, x̂) =
iκ

4π

[
aout†
− (−ωx̂)θ(−ω)− aout

+ (ωx̂)θ(ω)
]
, (194)

we find that

(∂−1
u C)(u, z) :=

∫ u

+∞
du′C(u′, z) =

1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dωC̃(ω, z)

∫ u

+∞
du′e−i(ω−iε)u

′

=
1

2iπ

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

C̃(ω, z)

−ω + iε
e−i(ω−iε)u, (195)

or equivalently

∂̃−1
u C(ω, z) =

C̃(ω, z)

−iω − ε
. (196)

D Collinear terms

(196) and the convolution theorem imply that

˜[∂u[C∂−1
u C]](ω, z) =

ω

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω′C̃(ω′, z)
C̃(ω − ω′, z)
(ω − ω′)− iε

. (197)

We can use (132) to evaluate the commutator of the cubic contribution to the sub-subleading
charge with an annihilation operator. We find

ω

2π

∫
dω′C̃(ω′, z′)

C̃(ω − ω′, z′)
(ω − ω′)− iε

= − ωκ2

(4π)22π

∫
dω′
[aout

+ (ω′x̂′)aout
+ ((ω − ω′)x̂′)

ω − ω′ − iε
θ(ω′)θ(ω − ω′)

−
ωaout†
− ((ω′ − ω)x̂′)aout

+ (ω′x̂′)

(ω′ − iε)(ω − ω′ − iε)
θ(ω′)θ(ω′ − ω)

]
(198)
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and therefore

[tC(z), aout
+ (ωx̂′)] = −ω

κ

∫
dω′C̃(ω′, z′)

C̃(ω − ω′, z′)
(ω − ω′)− iε

δ(z, z′)

=
κω

(4π)2

∫ ω

0

dω′
aout

+ (ω′x̂′)aout
+ (ω − ω′)x̂′)

ω − ω′ − iε
δ(z, z′)

− κω2

(4π)2

∫ ∞
ω

dω′
aout†
− ((ω′ − ω)x̂′)aout

+ (ω′x̂′)

(ω′ − iε)(ω − ω′ − iε)
δ(z, z′), ω > 0. (199)
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