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Abstract

We demonstrate that the one-loop exact subleading soft graviton theorem automat-

ically follows from conservation of the BMS charges, provided that the hard and soft

fluxes separately represent the extended BMS algebra at null infinity. This confirms

that superrotations are genuine symmetries of the gravitational S-matrix beyond

the semiclassical regime. In contrast with a previous proposal, the celestial stress

tensor accounting for the one-loop corrections follows from the gravitational phase

space analysis and does not require the addition of divergent counterterms. More-

over, we show that the symplectic form on the radiative phase space factorises into

hard and soft sectors, and that the resulting canonical generators precisely coincide

with the correct BMS fluxes.
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1 Introduction

Important progress has been achieved in the last decade in unraveling the infrared struc-

ture of quantum gravity (see [1,2] for reviews). One of the key features is the connection

between asymptotic symmetries and soft graviton theorems. More precisely, conservation

of supertranslation charge was shown to be equivalent to Weinberg’s leading soft gravi-

ton theorem [3, 4], while conservation of superrotation charge was shown to encode the

subleading soft graviton theorem [5–7]. In the context of celestial holography as a recent

proposal for flat space holography (see e.g. [8–10] for pioneering works and [11, 12] for

reviews), soft theorems have been recast as Ward identities of a two-dimensional celestial

CFT. As a particular case of interest to the present work, the tree-level subleading soft

graviton theorem was shown to reproduce the conformal Ward identities of a celestial

stress tensor [13].

While the leading soft theorem is tree-level exact, the subleading soft theorem is one-

loop exact [14]. The one-loop corrections to the subleading soft factor involve an infrared

divergent piece, as well as a possible finite contribution. Due to the additional log ω

corrections appearing at one loop [15–17], the finite contribution is scheme-dependent

and only the infrared divergent piece is unambiguous. While the tree-level subleading soft

graviton theorem has been successfully related to the conformal Ward identity of a celestial

stress tensor [7,13], the inclusion of the one-loop corrections into this correspondence has

not been straightforward. This raised the question of whether superrotations are only

effective symmetries of semiclassical gravity or whether they hold at the quantum level.

He, Kapec, Raclariu and Strominger however suggested that the one-loop correction to
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the subleading soft factor could be accounted for at the cost of introducing IR-divergent

one-loop correction to the celestial stress tensor itself [18]. They were able to show that the

loop-corrected subleading soft graviton theorem is then equivalent to the conformal Ward

identity of the corrected stress tensor, henceforth restoring the Virasoro superrotation

symmetries at the quantum level.

Since this pioneering analysis, a lot of progress has been made in understanding the

gravitational phase space in presence of superrotations. This includes the renormalisation

of the symplectic structure at I + [19], the identification of the soft modes in the phase

space with the superboost field [19,20], a refinement of the radiative phase space analysis

[21,22], and the improvement of the BMS fluxes [23–26]. In particular, the improved BMS

fluxes were shown to satisfy the following properties: (i) they form a representation of

the BMS algebra for the standard bracket, (ii) they vanish in absence of radiation, (iii)

they are finite provided one appropriately restricts the falloffs in the limit to the corners

of I +.

A new split between hard and soft BMS momentum fluxes was prescribed in [25] so

that the hard and soft sectors transform separately in the coadjoint representation of the

extended BMS algebra [27]. The corrections with respect to the standard fluxes involve

two key features: (i) the covariance with respect to the action of superrotation symmetries

with a proper treatment of the superboost field, and (ii) the addition of soft terms which

allow to reproduce the correct transformation laws under the action of supertranslations.

The main result of this work is that the corrections proposed in [25] for the hard and

soft fluxes automatically account for the one-loop correction to the subleading soft factor,

without the need to introduce any explicit IR divergent terms in contrast to the original

proposal made in [18]. The possibility of accounting for one-loop corrections in this way

has also been suggested in [28].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the phase space of gravity

in asymptotically flat spacetimes. In particular, we provide an updated account on the

appropriate prescription for the BMS charges and relate these expressions with the com-

ponents of the Weyl tensor in Newman-Penrose formalism. This allows us to match the

prescriptions of [19,23–26,29] with the one considered in [30–32]. In Section 3, we define

the variables of the radiative phase space which allow to write the Campiglia-Laddha

symplectic structure in Darboux form. We show that the latter factorises between hard

and soft sectors and differs from the Ashtekar-Streubel expression by a corner ambiguity.

We then show that the resulting canonical generators of BMS symmetries precisely corre-

spond to the hard and soft BMS fluxes considered in [25], which constitutes a key result

in our analysis. In Section 4, we review the relation between supertranslation symmetries

and leading soft theorem, as well as the soft factorisation of the S-matrix. In Section

5, we rederive the relation between superrotation Ward identities and subleading soft

theorems with the corrected hard and soft BMS fluxes of [25]. We demonstrate that the

one-loop corrections to the subleading soft factor come out automatically, and thus pro-

mote superrotations to symmetries of quantum gravity. In Section 6, we reformulate the

subleading soft theorem as a conformal Ward identity by introducing the two-dimensional
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celestial stress tensor which accounts for loop corrections. Appendix A provides a dictio-

nary between metric and Newman-Penrose quantities. Appendix B contains some details

regarding the one-loop corrections to the subleading soft factors when external particles

are massive.

2 Gravity in asymptotically flat spacetimes

We start with a review of four-dimensional asymptotically flat spacetimes in Bondi gauge.

We follow the notations and conventions of [25].

In Bondi coordinates (u, r, xA), xA = (z, z̄) [33–35], the large-r expansion of four-

dimensional asymptotically flat metrics reads

ds2 =

(

2M

r
+O(r−2)

)

du2 − 2
(

1 +O(r−2)
)

dudr

+
(

r2q̊AB + r CAB +O(r0)
)

dxAdxB

+

(

1

2
DBC

B
A +

2

3r
(NA +

1

4
CB

ADCC
C
B ) +O(r−2)

)

dudxA ,

(2.1)

where for simplicity we chose the representative of the conformal boundary metric to be

the flat metric

q̊AB dxAdxB = 2dzdz̄ . (2.2)

Indices A,B,C are lowered and raised with (2.2) and its inverse. In these coordinates the

Minkowski metric is ds2 = −2dudr+2r2dzdz̄. The subleading terms in (2.1) with respect

to the flat metric involve the Bondi mass aspect M(u, z, z̄), the angular momentum aspect

NA(u, z, z̄) and the asymptotic shear CAB(u, z, z̄) which is symmetric and trace-free. The

Bondi mass and angular momentum aspects satisfy the retarded time evolution/constraint

equations

∂uM = −1

8
NABN

AB +
1

4
∂A∂BN

AB ,

∂uNA = ∂AM +
1

16
∂A(NBCC

BC)− 1

4
NBC∂ACBC

− 1

4
∂B(C

BCNAC −NBCCAC)−
1

4
∂B∂

B∂CCAC +
1

4
∂B∂A∂CC

BC ,

(2.3)

withNAB = ∂uCAB the Bondi News tensor characterising outgoing gravitational radiation.

The diffeomorphisms preserving the falloff behavior of (2.1) are generated by vectors

fields ξ = ξu∂u + ξz∂ + ξ z̄∂̄ + ξr∂r whose leading order components are

ξu = T +
u

2
(∂Y + ∂̄Ȳ) ,

ξz = Y +O(r−1) , ξ z̄ = Ȳ +O(r−1) ,

ξr = −r

2
(∂Y + ∂̄Ȳ) +O(r0) ,

(2.4)
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where T = T (z, z̄) is the supertranslation parameter and Y = Y(z), Ȳ = Ȳ(z̄) are the

superrotation parameters satisfying the conformal Killing equation ∂̄Y = 0 = ∂Ȳ . Using

the modified Lie bracket [ξ1, ξ2]⋆ = [ξ1, ξ2] − δξ1ξ2 + δξ2ξ1 where the last two terms take

into account the field-dependence of the asymptotic Killing vectors (2.4) at subleading

orders in r [9], the asymptotic Killing vectors (2.4) satisfy the commutation relations

[ξ(T1,Y1, Ȳ1), ξ(T2,Y2, Ȳ2)]⋆ = ξ(T12,Y12, Ȳ12) , (2.5)

with

T12 = Y1∂T2 −
1

2
∂Y1T2 − (1 ↔ 2) + c.c. ,

Y12 = Y1∂Y2 − (1 ↔ 2) , Ȳ12 = Ȳ1∂̄Ȳ2 − (1 ↔ 2) ,
(2.6)

where “c.c.” stands for complex conjugate terms. This is the extended BMS algebra

[5, 9, 36]. Under Lie derivation of the metric (2.1) with respect to the BMS symmetries

(2.4), the radiative data {CAB, NAB} transform as

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Czz =

(

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ +
3

2
∂Y − 1

2
∂̄Ȳ

)

Czz

+
(

T +
u

2
(∂Y + ∂̄Ȳ)

)

Nzz − 2∂2T − u∂3Y ,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Nzz =
(

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ + 2∂Y
)

Nzz +
(

T +
u

2
(∂Y + ∂̄Ȳ)

)

∂uNzz − ∂3Y ,

(2.7)

together with the complex conjugate relations for Cz̄z̄ and Nz̄z̄. From now on, we will use

the holomorphic and antiholomorphic notations with respect to xA = (z, z̄) to write the

various expressions. The complex conjugate expressions will always be implicitly assumed.

In addition to the falloffs in r provided in (2.1), we will assume the following falloffs

in u when u → ±∞ [19, 22–25]:

Nzz = Nvac
zz + o(u−2), Czz = (u+ C±)N

vac
zz − 2∂2C± + o(u−1) . (2.8)

Here, C± correspond to the values of the supertranslation field at I
+
± that encodes the

displacement memory effect [37]. They transform as

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)C± =

(

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ − 1

2
∂Y − 1

2
∂̄Ȳ

)

C± + T . (2.9)

The vacuum News tensor Nvac
zz [19, 20], identified with the tracefree part of the Geroch

tensor [23, 38, 39], is given by

Nvac
zz =

1

2
(∂ϕ)2 − ∂2ϕ , (2.10)

in terms of the holomorphic superboost scalar field ϕ(z). The latter encodes the refrac-

– 5 –



tion/velocity kick memory effects [19]. We have

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)ϕ = Y∂ϕ+ ∂Y , (2.11)

so that

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)N
vac
zz = (Y∂ + 2∂Y)Nvac

zz − ∂3Y . (2.12)

One can check using (2.7), (2.9) and (2.12) that the falloff conditions (2.8) are compatible

with the action of extended BMS symmetries. Let us point out that these falloffs elim-

inate potentially interesting asymptotically flat solutions such as the gravitational tails

producing terms Nzz ∼ O(u−2) (see e.g. [40–42]). These effects are potentially important

if one wants to account for the O(logω) corrections to the soft theorems arising at one-

loop [15–17,22]. However, in the present analysis the falloffs (2.8) are needed to have finite

superrotation fluxes. Thus a description of O(logω) corrections to the soft factors falls

beyond the scope of the present analysis, mirroring and reproducing the results originally

obtained by Bern, Davies and Nohle who assumed the absence of such terms in carrying

out their work [14]. It would be interesting to explore if some renormalisation procedure

could be applied in the present context to remove the divergences in u and weaken the

falloffs (2.8). Notice that the latter imply that Nvac
zz takes the same values at I

+
− and I

+
+ ,

which is consistent with vacuum Einstein equations. To allow some variations of Nvac
zz and

superboost transitions for a given solution, one would need to source the gravitational

field with some exotic type of matter with falloffs TAB ∼ O(r).

The BMS surface charges obtained by using covariant phase space methods [43–46]

are non-integrable and non-conserved due to the presence of outgoing radiation [47, 48].

Progress has been made recently in [19,24–26,29,49] to single out a preferred finite charge

expression. Based on these works, we will use the BMS surface charges

Qξ =
1

8πG

∫

S

d2z [2TM+ YN̄ + ȲN ] , (2.13)

where the supermomentum M and super angular momentum N are given by

M = M +
1

8
(CzzN

zz + Cz̄z̄N
z̄z̄) ,

N = Nz̄ − u∂̄M+
1

4
Cz̄z̄∂̄C

z̄z̄ +
3

16
∂̄(CzzC

zz)

+
u

4
∂̄
[(

∂2 − 1

2
Nzz

)

Cz
z̄ −

(

∂̄2 − 1

2
Nz̄z̄

)

C z̄
z

]

.

(2.14)

The integration in (2.13) takes place on a cut S of I + diffeomorphic to the one-punctured

complex plane, so that the superrotations are globally well-defined. Integration on S can

be defined using complexification of (z, z̄) and residue integrals; see [25,27]. The momenta

(2.14) slightly differ from those considered in [25];4 however one can check that they lead

4In [25], the supermomentum aspect was taken to be Mthere = M + 1
8 (CzzN

zz
vac + Cz̄z̄N

z̄z̄
vac). Hence,

this prescription differs from the one used here as Mhere = Mthere + 1
8 (CzzN̂

zz + Cz̄z̄N̂
z̄z̄) where

N̂zz = Nzz −Nvac
zz . Similarly, for the super angular momentum, we have Nhere = Nthere − u

4 ∂̄(N̂zzC
zz).
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to the same BMS fluxes discussed in [25] thanks to the falloffs (2.8). The modifications

are such that in the Newman-Penrose formalism [50,51], the BMS momenta (2.14) simply

read

M = −1

2
(Ψ0

2 + Ψ̄0
2) , N = −Ψ0

1 + u∂̄Ψ0
2 . (2.15)

See appendix A for the conventions and the details of the translation to Newman-Penrose

quantities. These expressions coincide with the renormalised corner charge aspects re-

cently discussed in [30–32]. Let us emphasize that (2.15) calls for the dual supermomen-

tum M̃ = −1
2
(Ψ0

2− Ψ̄0
2) [30,52–56]. Indeed, while N involves u∂̄Ψ0

2, the supermomentum

M implies only the real part of Ψ0
2. It is suggestive to consider the following combination

for the BMS charges,

Q
full
ξ = − 1

8πG

∫

S

d2z [2ξuΨ0
2 + YΨ̄0

1 + ȲΨ0
1]

=
1

8πG

∫

S

d2z [2T (M+ iM̃) + YN̄ + ȲN ] ,

(2.16)

in agreement with the analysis of [30, 52–56]. In the following, we will not consider the

contribution brought by M̃ and restrict to the charge expression (2.13). It would be

interesting to investigate how M̃ would impact the analysis presented in this paper.

The integrated BMS fluxes are in turn given by

Fξ =

∫ +∞

−∞

du ∂uQξ =

∫

S

d2z [T (Phard+Psoft)+Y(J̄hard+J̄soft)+Ȳ(Jsoft+Jhard)], (2.17)

where the explicit expressions for Phard/soft, Jhard/soft and J̄hard/soft can be found in [25].

There, a new split between soft and hard fluxes was proposed so that the latter form a

representation of the BMS algebra separately. The expressions of these fluxes are rewritten

in a more elegant form in equations (3.15) and (3.16) in terms of natural variables of the

radiative phase space to be introduced in Section 3.

The centerless Virasoro algebra being part of the extended BMS algebra, it is also

natural to introduce the notion of conformal fields. A primary conformal field φh,h̄(z, z̄)

of weights (h, h̄) transforms under the action of superrotations as

δ(Y ,Ȳ)φh,h̄ = (Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ + h∂Y + h̄∂̄Ȳ)φh,h̄ . (2.18)

To make the covariance of the expressions under the superrotations manifest, it is useful

to introduce the derivative operators [23, 25, 27, 32]

Dφh,h̄ = [∂ − h∂ϕ]φh,h̄ , D̄φh,h̄ = [∂̄ − h̄∂̄ϕ̄]φh,h̄ , (2.19)

which produce conformal fields of weights (h + 1, h̄) and (h, h̄ + 1), respectively. Notice

that they also satisfy [D , D̄ ]φh,h̄ = 0.
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3 Extended radiative phase space

In this section, we introduce hard and soft variables of the radiative phase space at

I + which are naturally suited when considering superrotations. We then construct the

symplectic structure and show that the associated canonical generators reproduce the

BMS fluxes (2.17) of [25] that generate the variations on the phase space. In particular,

we will observe that the hard and soft sectors of the phase space nicely factorise, which

confirms the analysis of [22].

We define C
(0)
zz , C̃zz and Ñzz through5

Czz = uNvac
zz + C(0)

zz + C̃zz , Nzz = Nvac
zz + Ñzz ,

C(0)
zz = −2D2C(0) , C(0) =

1

2
(C+ + C−) .

(3.1)

With these definitions, we have the following conditions at the corners of I + as a conse-

quence of (2.8),

C̃zz|I +
±
= ∓2D2N (0) , Ñzz|I +

±
= 0 , N (0) =

1

2
(C+ − C−) . (3.2)

The leading soft News N (0)
zz and subleading soft News N (1)

zz are defined through

N (0)
zz =

∫ +∞

−∞

du Ñzz = −4D2N (0) , N (1)
zz =

∫ +∞

−∞

du uÑzz . (3.3)

The hard variables of the radiative phase space are given by

Γhard = {C̃zz, Ñzz, C̃z̄z̄, Ñz̄z̄} , (3.4)

while the soft variables are

Γsoft = {C(0), N (0),N (1)
zz ,N (1)

z̄z̄ , ϕ, ϕ̄ | ∂̄ϕ = 0 = ∂ϕ̄}
= {C(0)

zz , C
(0)
z̄z̄ ,N (0)

zz ,N (0)
z̄z̄ ,Πzz,Πz̄z̄, N

vac
zz , Nvac

z̄z̄ |
D̄

2C(0)
zz = D

2C
(0)
z̄z̄ , D̄

2N (0)
zz = D

2N (0)
z̄z̄ , ∂̄Nvac

zz = 0 = ∂Nvac
z̄z̄ } ,

(3.5)

where the field Πzz = 2N (1)
zz +C(0)N (0)

zz corresponds to the symplectic partner of Nvac
z̄z̄ [22].

As we will explain below, the parametrisation in the second line of (3.5) corresponds to

Darboux coordinates for the symplectic form. Using (2.7), (2.9) and (2.12), one can deduce

5Comparing with N̂zz and Ĉzz defined in [25], we have C̃zz + C
(0)
zz = Ĉzz and Ñzz = N̂zz.
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the transformations of the above phase space variables under extended BMS symmetries,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)C̃zz =

(

Y∂ + Ȳ∂̄ +
3

2
∂Y − 1

2
∂̄Ȳ

)

C̃zz +
(

T +
u

2
(∂Y + ∂̄Ȳ)

)

Ñzz ,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Ñzz =
(

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ + 2∂Y
)

Ñzz +
(

T +
u

2
(∂Y + ∂̄Ȳ)

)

∂uÑzz ,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)C
(0)
zz =

(

Y∂ + Ȳ∂̄ +
3

2
∂Y − 1

2
∂̄Ȳ

)

C(0)
zz − 2D2T ,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)N (0)
zz =

(

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ +
3

2
∂Y − 1

2
∂̄Ȳ

)

N (0)
zz ,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Πzz =
(

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ + ∂Y − ∂̄Ȳ
)

Πzz − T N (0)
zz ,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)N
vac
zz = (Y∂ + 2∂Y)Nvac

zz − ∂3Y ,

(3.6)

together with the complex conjugate relations. In particular, the soft variables C
(0)
zz , N (0)

zz

and Πzz are conformal fields in the sense of (2.18).

A symplectic form Ω on the extended radiative phase space at I + was proposed

recently by Campiglia and Laddha [22]. It factorises into hard and soft sectors,

Ω = Ωhard + Ωsoft ,

Ωhard =
1

32πG

∫

I +

dud2z
[

δÑzz ∧ δC̃z̄z̄ + c.c.
]

,

Ωsoft =
1

32πG

∫

S

d2z
[

δN (0)
zz ∧ δC

(0)
z̄z̄ + δΠzz ∧ δNvac

z̄z̄ + c.c.
]

.

(3.7)

Using the definitions in (3.1) and (3.3) and integration by parts, it can be related to the

Ashtekar-Streubel (AS) symplectic structure [57–59]

ΩAS =
1

32πG

∫

I +

dud2z [δNzz ∧ δCz̄z̄ + c.c.] , (3.8)

through

Ω = ΩAS +
1

32πG

∫

S

d2z
[

δ(C(0)N (0)
zz ) ∧ δNvac

z̄z̄ + c.c.
]

. (3.9)

We note that the difference between Ω and ΩAS can be interpreted as a corner ambiguity

of the symplectic form [43–45] (see also [26, 60, 61] for reviews):

Ω = ΩAS +

∫

I +

dδY,

δY =
1

32πG

[

δ(C(0)C̃zz) ∧ δNvac
z̄z̄ + c.c.

]

dz ∧ dz̄ .

(3.10)

Here, Y is a one-form on the phase space and a two-form on the spacetime. This ambiguity

can be derived from the variational principle [62–68] by adding to the action a boundary

term of the form

Sb = − 1

32πG

∫

I +

dud2z [C(0)ÑzzN
vac
z̄z̄ + c.c.] . (3.11)
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From the symplectic structure (3.7), one can read the non-vanishing Poisson brackets6

{C̃zz(u), C̃w̄w̄(u
′)} = −8πG δ(2)(z − w)sgn(u− u′) ,

{N (0)
zz , C

(0)
w̄w̄} = −16πG δ(2)(z − w) ,

{Πzz, N
vac
w̄w̄ } = −16πG δ(2)(z − w) .

(3.12)

In particular, using ∂usgn(u) = 2δ(u), the first bracket implies

{Ñzz(u), C̃w̄w̄(u
′)} = −16πG δ(2)(z − w)δ(u− u′) ,

{Ñzz(u), Ñw̄w̄(u
′)} = 16πG δ(2)(z − w)∂uδ(u− u′) .

(3.13)

The BMS fluxes are obtained by contracting the symplectic structure (3.7) with the

Hamiltonian vector fields generating BMS symmetries. Using (3.6), we have

iδ(T ,Y,Ȳ)
Ωsoft = δF

soft
(T ,Y ,Ȳ)

, iδ(T ,Y,Ȳ)
Ωhard = δF hard

(T ,Y ,Ȳ) , (3.14)

where the supertranslation fluxes are given by

F hard
T = − 1

16πG

∫

I +

dud2z T
[

ÑzzÑz̄z̄

]

,

F
soft
T =

1

8πG

∫

S

d2z T
[

D
2N (0)

z̄z̄

]

,

(3.15)

and the superrotation fluxes by

F hard
Y =

1

16πG

∫

I +

dud2z Y
[

3

2
C̃zz∂Ñz̄z̄ +

1

2
Ñz̄z̄∂C̃zz +

u

2
∂(ÑzzÑz̄z̄)

]

,

F
soft
Y =

1

16πG

∫

S

d2z Y
[

−D
3N (1)

z̄z̄ +
3

2
C(0)

zz DN (0)
z̄z̄ +

1

2
N (0)

z̄z̄ DC(0)
zz

]

,

(3.16)

together with the complex conjugate expressions associated with Ȳ . Using the defini-

tions (3.1) and (3.3), it is straightforward to show that the BMS fluxes (3.15) and (3.16)

precisely reproduce the hard and soft fluxes provided in [25] and have the right behavior

under extended BMS transformations. More precisely, the hard and soft BMS momentum

fluxes appearing in (2.17) transform separately in the coadjoint representation [25, 27],

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Phard/soft =
[

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ +
3

2
∂Y +

3

2
∂̄Ȳ

]

Phard/soft ,

δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Jhard/soft =
[

Y∂ + Ȳ ∂̄ + 2∂̄Ȳ + ∂Y
]

Jhard/soft

+
1

2
T ∂̄Phard/soft +

3

2
∂̄T Phard/soft .

(3.17)

6The sign convention to define the Poisson bracket associated to the symplectic structure (3.7) is
chosen to match with the bracket introduced in [25]. It is such that for two functions f , g on the phase
space, we have {f, g} = iXf

iXg
Ω, where the Hamiltonian vector field Xf satisfies iXf

Ω = δf .
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In particular, the last two terms appearing in the soft flux (3.16),

1

16πG

∫

S

d2z Y
[

3

2
C(0)

zz DN (0)
z̄z̄ +

1

2
N (0)

z̄z̄ DC(0)
zz

]

, (3.18)

were introduced in [25] in order to reproduce the correct inhomogeneous term in the

transformation of the super angular momentum flux under supertranslation, namely the

terms linear in T in (3.17).7 As we will argue in Section 5, the terms (3.18) are crucial

to recover the one-loop corrected subleading soft theorem and corresponding conformal

Ward identities.

For practical purposes, it turns out to be useful to provide an alternative expression

for the superrotation fluxes (3.16). First, integrating by parts with respect to u and using

the asymptotic values of the fields (3.2) to cancel boundary terms, the hard flux can be

rewritten as

F hard
Y =

1

16πG

∫

I +

dud2z Y
[

−3

2
Ñzz∂C̃z̄z̄ −

1

2
C̃z̄z̄∂Ñzz +

u

2
∂(ÑzzÑz̄z̄)

]

. (3.19)

Furthermore, integrating by parts with respect to z and using the electricity conditions

(3.2) and (3.3) for N (0)
z̄z̄ and C

(0)
zz , the soft flux can be rewritten as

F
soft
Y =

1

16πG

∫

S

d2z Y
[

−D
3(N (1)

z̄z̄ + C(0)N (0)
z̄z̄ )− 3

2
N (0)

zz DC
(0)
z̄z̄ − 1

2
C

(0)
z̄z̄ DN (0)

zz

]

(3.20)

=
1

16πG

∫

S

d2z Y
[

−D
3(N (1)

z̄z̄ + C(0)N (0)
z̄z̄ ) + 3D̄2N (0)

zz DC(0) + C(0)
DD̄

2N (0)
zz

]

.

It can be shown that the BMS fluxes generate the transformations on the radiative

phase space, namely

{F hard
(T ,Y ,Ȳ), C̃zz} = δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)C̃zz, {F hard

(T ,Y ,Ȳ), Ñzz} = δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Ñzz,

{F soft

(T ,Y ,Ȳ)
, C(0)

zz } = δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)C
(0)
zz , {F soft

(T ,Y ,Ȳ)
, N (0)

zz } = δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)N
(0)
zz ,

{F soft

(T ,Y ,Ȳ)
,Πzz} = δ(T ,Y ,Ȳ)Πzz,

{F soft

(T ,Y ,Ȳ)
, C̃zz} = 0, {F soft

(T ,Y ,Ȳ)
, Ñzz} = 0 ,

{F hard
(T ,Y ,Ȳ), C

(0)} = 0 , {F hard
(T ,Y ,Ȳ), N

(0)} = 0 , {F hard
(T ,Y ,Ȳ),Πzz} = 0 .

(3.21)

As a corollary, we have

{F(T1,Y1,Ȳ1), F(T2,Y2,Ȳ2)} = δ(T1,Y1,Ȳ1)F(T2,Y2,Ȳ2) , (3.22)

7In Newtonian mechanics, the angular momentum ~L transforms inhomogeneously under a translation
~α in terms of the cross product between the translation and the linear momentum ~p: δα~L = ~α × ~p.
In [25] terms involving C− were introduced in the split between hard and soft super angular momentum
fluxes to reproduce the generalization of this transformation to supertranslations. It was also noted in
footnote 8 of that paper that the same terms with C+ instead of C− could have been chosen since both
fields transform in the same way under extended BMS symmetries. Here we use their weighted sum C(0)

instead.
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which reproduces the bracket postulated in [25]. Using this bracket, it was shown there

that the BMS fluxes represent the BMS algebra without central extension,

{F(T1,Y1,Ȳ1), F(T2,Y2,Ȳ2)} = −F[(T1,Y1,Ȳ1),(T2,Y2,Ȳ2)] . (3.23)

Furthermore, the factorisation of the symplectic form between hard and soft sectors im-

plies

{F soft

(T1,Y1,Ȳ1)
, F hard

(T2,Y2,Ȳ2)
} = 0 , {F soft/hard

(T1,Y1,Ȳ1)
, F

soft/hard

(T2,Y2,Ȳ2)
} = −F

soft/hard

[(T1,Y1,Ȳ1),(T2,Y2,Ȳ2)]
, (3.24)

which confirms the suggestion made in [25]. Thus, the hard and soft fluxes separately

give a representation of the extended BMS algebra.

4 Leading soft theorem and soft factorisation

In this section we review the leading soft graviton theorem and the soft factorisation of

the S-matrix. Some of their implications will be of direct use in the next section when

discussing the one-loop corrections to the subleading soft graviton theorem.

We will treat both cases where external hard particles can be massless or massive. As

usual, we adopt a parametrisation of massless momenta and polarisation vectors in terms

of energy and stereographic coordinates on the celestial sphere (see e.g. [69])

qµ(ω, z, z̄) = ω (1 + zz̄ , z + z̄ ,−i(z − z̄) , 1− zz̄) ≡ ω q̂µ(z, z̄) ,

ε+µ (z, z̄) =
1√
2
(−z̄, 1,−i,−z̄) ,

ε−µ (z, z̄) =
1√
2
(−z, 1, i,−z) .

(4.1)

The two polarisation tensors of the graviton are constructed as ε±µν = ε±µ ε±ν and they

satisfy the relations

ε+µ (z, z̄) =
1√
2
∂z q̂µ(z, z̄) , ε−µ (z, z̄) =

1√
2
∂z̄ q̂µ(z, z̄) . (4.2)

The inner product of two massless momenta is then simply given by

q̂1 · q̂2 = −2 |z12|2 . (4.3)

The parametrisation of massive momenta is slightly more involved as it refers to coordi-

nates (ρ, z, z̄) on the three-dimensional hyperboloid describing the directions of approach

to timelike infinity i+. We give it explicitly in appendix B.

The leading soft graviton theorem is known since the work of Weinberg [70]. Consider

the scattering amplitude Mn(p1, ..., pn) of n hard massless particles with momenta pi’s.

The leading soft graviton theorem states that the amplitude Mn+1(q, p1, ..., pn) containing
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an additional external graviton with momentum q = ωq̂ and polarisation ε±µν(q̂), satisfies

lim
ω→0

ωMn+1(ωq̂, p1, ..., pn) = Ŝ(0)±
n Mn(p1, ..., pn) , (4.4)

where the (normalised) soft factor is given by

Ŝ(0)±
n =

κ

2

n
∑

i=1

p
µ
i p

ν
i ε

±
µν(q̂)

pi · q̂
, κ2 = 32πG . (4.5)

For ease of notation, we have taken all particles to be outgoing without loss of generality.

In anticipation of the discussion that follows, we already point out that Weinberg’s soft

theorem can be written in terms of the insertion of the soft graviton operator N (0)
zz into

the S-matrix elements as

〈out|N (0)
zz S|in〉 = − κ

16π
Ŝ(0)+
n 〈out|S|in〉 . (4.6)

Indeed, N (0)
zz can be decomposed in terms of creation and annihilation operators of the

graviton field [4],

N (0)
zz = − κ

16π
lim
ω→0

ω
[

aout+ (ωq̂) + aout− (ωq̂)†
]

, (4.7)

such that (4.6) is equivalent to

lim
ω→0

ω 〈out|aout+ (ωq̂)S|in〉 = Ŝ(0)+
n 〈out|S|in〉 . (4.8)

This is indeed Weinberg’s soft graviton theorem (4.4).

More recently Strominger, He, Lysov and Mitra showed that the leading soft theorem

is equivalent to the conservation of BMS charges across spatial infinity, i.e., from I
−
+ to

I
+
− [3, 4],

Q(I +
− ) = Q(I −

+ ) . (4.9)

To justify this conservation law, Strominger argued that antipodal matching conditions

must be imposed on the field and symmetry parameters for the gravitational scattering

problem to be well-defined [3]. It turns out that such antipodal matching relations and

the resulting charge conservation follow directly from regularity of null infinity [71–78].

In spacetimes where charges vanish in the limit to I
+
+ and I

−
− , the conserved charges

are also equal to the BMS fluxes passing through I ,

Q(I +
− ) = −F (I +) , Q(I −

+ ) = F (I −) . (4.10)

Therefore, invariance of the S-matrix under BMS symmetries reads [3]

[Q,S] = 0 , (4.11)

or equivalently

〈out|F (I +)S + SF (I −)|in〉 = 0 . (4.12)
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To recover the soft theorem, one considers the soft and hard pieces of the fluxes separately.

The hard part of the flux is used to generate the BMS transformation of the hard external

wavefunctions,

F hard
T |out〉 = −iδT |out〉 , (4.13)

while the soft part of the flux inserts the soft graviton field N (0)
zz as given in (4.7). Putting

this together one recovers the leading soft theorem in the form (4.6). Note that the

treatment for massive external particles was given in [79].

Another important and related feature of the S-matrix is its factorisation into soft

and finite pieces [70, 80, 81],

M = MsoftMfinite , (4.14)

where the soft factor Msoft carries all dependencies on the infrared regulator ǫ,8 and takes

the simple form

Msoft = exp

[

~

ǫ

κ2

(8π)2

n
∑

i,j=1

pi · pj ln
pi · pj
µ

]

. (4.15)

Here µ is an immaterial parameter needed for dimensional reasons, and momentum con-

servation can be used to show that the above expression does not actually depend on its

value. The dependence on ǫ is problematic however, as it makes the amplitude (4.14)

vanish in the limit ǫ → 0. In order to obtain meaningful predictions, one usually con-

siders inclusive cross-sections with an arbitrary number of external soft gravitons. The

Weinberg poles exponentiate precisely in such a way that they cancel the infrared soft

factor Msoft.

This factorisation has motivated a factorisation of the external wavefunctions them-

selves [69, 82]. In the language of celestial holography, amplitudes are viewed as a corre-

lators of a two-dimensional CFT living on the celestial sphere,

Mn = 〈out|S|in〉 ≡ 〈O1 ...On〉 , (4.16)

where the insertion of an operator Oi represents the hard external particle with momen-

tum pi. Factorisation of the external wavefunctions translates into factorisation of these

operators. For massless particles it is assumed to take the form

Oω(z, z̄) = Wω(z, z̄) Õω(z, z̄) , Wω(z, z̄) = eiωC
(0)(z,z̄) , (4.17)

where Õω is invariant under supertranslations. The case of massive particles is treated

in appendix B. Further assuming that the two types of operators do not interact, the

correlation functions factorise nicely,

〈O1 ...On〉 = 〈W1 ...Wn〉 〈Õ1 ... Õn〉 , (4.18)

8In dimensional regularisation d = 4− 2ǫ.
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such that one makes the identifications

Msoft = 〈W1 ...Wn〉 , Mfinite = 〈Õ1 ... Õn〉 . (4.19)

Note that Msoft can also be written in terms of the celestial two-point correlator of the

supertranslation Goldstone mode [69, 82, 83],

Msoft = 〈W1 ...Wn〉 = exp

[

−1

2

n
∑

i 6=j

ηiηjωiωj〈C(0)(zi, z̄i)C
(0)(zj , z̄j)〉

]

, (4.20)

with

〈C(0)(zi, z̄i)C
(0)(zj , z̄j)〉 =

~

ǫ

κ2

(4π)2
|zij|2 ln |zij|2 . (4.21)

In this description the supertranslation Goldstone mode is fully responsible for the infrared

divergences of the S-matrix.

We can use the above structure to derive the effect of an insertion of the supertrans-

lation mode C(0) into the S-matrix. Indeed, we easily find

〈C(0)(z, z̄)W1 ...Wn〉 = −i∂ω〈Wω(z, z̄)W1 ...Wn〉
∣

∣

ω=0
= −iκ2

ǫ
σ̂′
n+1〈W1 ...Wn〉 , (4.22)

with

σ̂′
n+1 ≡

~

2(4π)2

n
∑

i=1

(pi · q̂) ln
pi · q̂
µ

. (4.23)

Because the fields Õi and Wj do not interact, this also implies the S-matrix identity

〈out|C(0)(z, z̄)S|in〉 = −iκ2

ǫ
σ̂′
n+1〈out|S|in〉 . (4.24)

This identity is equally valid when the momenta pi’s are massless or massive. The demon-

stration for the case of massive particles is given in appendix B.

5 Subleading soft theorem

We now come to the object of main interest in this work, namely the subleading soft

theorem including loop contributions. The first evidence for the existence of a universal

soft factor S
(1)
n at subleading order in the energy ω of the soft graviton was provided by

Cachazo and Strominger [6]. This tree-level subleading soft theorem can be written

lim
ω→0

(1 + ω∂ω)Mtree
n+1(ωq̂, p1, ..., pn) = S(1)±

n Mtree
n (p1, ..., pn) , (5.1)

where the role of (1 + ω∂ω) is to project out Weinberg’s pole associated with the leading

soft factor, and where the subleading soft factor is given in terms of the total (spin +
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orbital) angular momentum operator,

S(1)±
n = −iκ

2

n
∑

i=1

p
µ
i ε

±
µν(q̂) qλ

pi · q
Jλν
i . (5.2)

Following this new discovery, an equivalence between the tree-level subleading soft theo-

rem and conservation of superrotation charges was also provided [7]. The demonstration

of this equivalence is completely analogous to the one between leading soft theorem and

conservation of supertranslation charges, which we briefly reviewed in the last section. As

a first step, one notes that the subleading soft theorem (5.1) can be written as an identity

for the insertion of N (1)
z̄z̄ ,

〈out|N (1)
z̄z̄ S|in〉 = iκ

16π
S(1)−
n 〈out|S|in〉 . (5.3)

Indeed the expression of N (1)
z̄z̄ in terms of creation and annihilation operators is given by

N (1)
z̄z̄ =

iκ

16π
lim
ω→0

(1 + ω∂ω)
[

aout− (ωq̂)− aout+ (ωq̂)†
]

, (5.4)

such that (5.3) becomes

lim
ω→0

(1 + ω∂ω) 〈out|aout− (ωq̂)S|in〉 = S(1)−
n 〈out|S|in〉 . (5.5)

This is just the tree-level subleading soft theorem (5.1).

The equivalence with the conservation of superrotation charges then proceeds as be-

fore. The hard part of flux is used to generate the superrotation transformation of the

hard external wavefunctions,

F hard
Y |out〉 = −iδY |out〉 , (5.6)

while the soft part of the flux inserts the field N (1)
z̄z̄ into the S-matrix elements. Impor-

tantly, the soft flux used in [7] only contained the first term in (3.20), namely

F
soft,0
Y = − 2

κ2

∫

S

d2z Y ∂3N (1)
z̄z̄ . (5.7)

Here and in what follows, we set up our computations in a superrotation frame where

the superboost fields vanish ϕ(z) = ϕ̄(z̄) = 0 without loss of generality, such that the

conformal covariant derivative becomes a simple derivative D 7→ ∂. With this expression

of the soft flux, conservation of the superrotation charges is found equivalent to the tree-

level subleading soft theorem (5.3).

While the leading soft factor Ŝ
(0)
n is tree-level exact, the subleading soft factor S

(1)
n

receives corrections which are one-loop exact [14, 84].9 For massless external particles,

9It was argued in [85] that a different approach consisting of taking the soft limit before the expansion
in the regularisation parameter ǫ can lead to soft factors which are uncorrected at loop orders. The
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the perturbatively exact soft theorem can be written up to subleading order [14, 18],

Mn+1 =
[

ω−1 Ŝ(0)
n + S(1)

n + κ2
(

ǫ−1σ̂′
n+1Ŝ

(0)
n − ǫ−1

(

S(1)
n σn

)

+∆Sfin
n

)]

Mn +O(ω) , (5.8)

with

σn =
~

(8π)2

n
∑

i,j=1

(pi · pj) ln
pi · pj
µ

. (5.9)

The terms in parenthesis multiplying the factor κ2 in (5.8) are the one-loop exact cor-

rections to the subleading soft factor. Apart from the potential finite contribution ∆Sfin
n ,

these one-loop corrections are infrared divergent in the limit ǫ → 0. In specific examples

no finite contributions ∆Sfin
n has been found [14,84], although a general argument that it

should always vanish has not been provided thus far. We will comment on this later on.

Also note that the operator S
(1)
n only acts on the scalar σn.

A few years ago He, Kapec, Raclariu and Strominger proposed that the one-loop

correction to the subleading soft factor can be accounted for by the addition of new terms

in the soft part of superrotation flux [18],

F
soft,HKRS
Y = F

soft,0
Y − i~

ǫ

1

πκ2

∫

S

d2z Y
[

2N (0)
zz ∂N (0)

z̄z̄ + ∂(N (0)
zz N (0)

z̄z̄ )
]

. (5.10)

Indeed using the leading soft theorem in the form of (4.6), insertion of the soft flux

(5.10) into the amplitude 〈out|S|in〉 reproduces the IR-divergent one-loop corrections to

the subleading soft theorem (5.8). Here it should be noted that the additional terms in

the soft flux (5.10) explictly depend on the parameters ~ and ǫ. Hence its interpretation

would be a one-loop renormalisation of the soft flux containing explicit IR divergences.

Instead, we show that the one-loop corrections to the subleading soft factor are already

taken care of by the classical soft flux (3.20). In particular, we show that they arise

through insertion of the terms missed in previous literature, namely

F
soft,new
Y =

2

κ2

∫

S

d2z Y
[

−∂3(C(0)N (0)
z̄z̄ ) + 3∂̄2N (0)

zz ∂C(0) + C(0)∂∂̄2N (0)
zz

]

. (5.11)

Note that these terms do not explicitly depend on ~ nor ǫ. The way these factors eventually

appear in the subleading soft factor can already be anticipated: they naturally arise from

insertion of the supertranslation Goldstone mode C(0) through (4.24)!

Therefore, we want to demonstrate that insertion of (5.11) reproduces the (integrated)

one-loop corrections to (5.8), namely

〈out|F soft,new
Y S|in〉 = − iκ

8πǫ

∫

S

d2z Y ∂3
(

σ̂′
n+1Ŝ

(0)−
n −

(

S(1)−
n σn

)

)

〈out|S|in〉 . (5.12)

way how to make this new prescription fully consistent with the requirement that divergences cancel in
cross-sections is still an open question [14].
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Following the computations in [18], we can write

S(1)−
n σn =

κ~

(8π)2

n
∑

i,j=1

[

pj · q̂
pi · q̂

p
µ
i p

ν
i − p

µ
i p

µ
j

]

ε−µν(q̂) ln
pi · pj
µ

, (5.13)

such that

∂3
(

S(1)−
n σn

)

= − κ~

32π

n
∑

i,j=1

ωi

[

(pj · q̂)∂δ(2)(z − zi) + 3(pj · ∂q̂)δ(2)(z − zi)
]

ln
pi · pj
µ

= − κ~

32π

n
∑

i,j=1

ωi

[

(pj · q̂)∂δ(2)(z − zi) + 3(pj · ∂q̂)δ(2)(z − zi)
]

ln
q̂ · pj
µ

= σ̂′
n+1 ∂∂̄

2Ŝ(0)+
n + 3 ∂σ̂′

n+1 ∂̄
2Ŝ(0)+

n .

(5.14)

In going from the first to the second line, we have used ∂2q̂µ = 0 together with

∂2

(

p
µ
i p

ν
i ε

−
µν(q̂)

pi · q̂

)

= −2πωi δ
(2)(z − zi) . (5.15)

To get to the third line we have used momentum conservation
∑

j p
µ
j = 0.10 To obtain the

final expression, we used the definitions (4.5) and (5.9) together with (5.15). Therefore

the one-loop correction (5.12) can be alternatively written

〈out|F soft,new
Y S|in〉

=
iκ

8πǫ

∫

S

d2z Y
[

−∂3(σ̂′
n+1Ŝ

(0)−
n ) + σ̂′

n+1 ∂∂̄
2Ŝ(0)+

n + 3 ∂σ̂′
n+1 ∂̄

2Ŝ(0)+
n

]

〈out|S|in〉 . (5.16)

In this form, it is straightforward to see that it indeed coincides with the insertion of

(5.11) upon using (4.4) and (4.24).

Our results are consistent with vanishing finite correction ∆Sfin
n = 0. However, this

conclusion appears to depend on the renormalisation scheme. In promoting the soft flux

(5.11) to a quantum operator we had to remove the UV divergence associated with the

composite operator C(0)(z, z̄)N (0)
zz (z, z̄). We did this by point-splitting regularisation,

i.e., by simply discarding the Wick contraction of C(0) and N (0)
zz when evaluated at the

same point. This latter contribution, although UV-divergent, is IR-finite and a different

regularisation scheme could potentially give a nonzero contribution to ∆Sfin
n .

The one-loop correction to the subleading soft graviton theorem in the form (5.16)

equally applies to the case of massive external particles, since it straightforwardly follows

from insertion of the soft flux contribution (5.11) into the S-matrix elements. However it

cannot be written in the form (5.12) since the identities (5.14) and (5.15) only hold for

massless momenta. We can massage (5.16) in order to find a universal expression for the

10Note that we can alternatively use the momentum conservation
∑

j p
µ
j +ωq̂µ = 0 associated with the

scatteringMn+1. This does not affect the computations in this paper due to the properties ε±·q̂ = q̂·q̂ = 0.
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one-loop correction to the subleading soft factor. Using the identity given in (B.10) and

equally valid for massless and massive momenta,

∂2σ̂′
n+1 =

~

8π2κ
Ŝ(0)+
n , (5.17)

and integrating by parts, we have

∫

S

d2z Y
[

σ̂′
n+1∂∂̄

2Ŝ(0)+
n + 3∂σ̂′

n+1∂̄
2Ŝ(0)+

n

]

=
1

2

∫

S

d2z Y
[

σ̂′
n+1∂∂̄

2Ŝ(0)+
n + 3∂σ̂′

n+1∂̄
2Ŝ(0)+

n + ∂̄2σ̂′
n+1∂Ŝ

(0)+
n + 3∂∂̄2σ̂′

n+1Ŝ
(0)+
n

]

=
4π2κ

~

∫

S

d2z Y ∂3
(

σ̂′
n+1 ∂̄

2σ̂′
n+1

)

=
1

2

∫

S

d2z Y ∂3(σ̂′
n+1 Ŝ

(0)−
n ) . (5.18)

This allows the drastic simplification

〈out|F soft,new
Y S|in〉 = − iκ

16πǫ

∫

S

d2z Y ∂3(σ̂′
n+1Ŝ

(0)−
n ) 〈out|S|in〉 , (5.19)

from which we deduce a formula for the one-loop correction to the subleading soft graviton

theorem valid whether external momenta are massive or massless,

Mn+1

∣

∣

1-loop
=

κ2

2ǫ

(

σ̂′
n+1 Ŝ

(0)
n + ker(∂3)

)

Mn +O(ω) , (5.20)

with the caveat that we are missing terms annihilated by the operator ∂3. In view of this

new result, it would be interesting to revisit the one-loop correction to the subleading soft

factor when massive particles are considered.

6 The celestial stress tensor

The results of the previous sections have additional important implications from the

perspective of celestial holography, as already anticipated and discussed in [18]. Indeed

they confirm that the celestial stress tensor of four-dimensional quantum gravity is the

soft superrotation flux transforming appropriately in the coadjoint representation of the

extended BMS group as proposed recently in [25]. Using the parametrisation of the flux

given in (3.16) and making the choice Y(w) = 1
z−w

for the symmetry parameter, the

celestial stress tensor thus reads

T (z) =
i

8πG

∫

S

d2w
1

z − w

(

−D
3N (1)

w̄w̄ +
3

2
C(0)

wwDN (0)
w̄w̄ +

1

2
N (0)

w̄w̄DC(0)
ww

)

. (6.1)

This extends the expression given in [13] beyond tree-level and corrects the one originally

suggested in [18]. As an immediate consequence, we also conclude that the associated

celestial central charge strictly vanishes at all orders in perturbation theory since the soft
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flux does not transform anomalously.

The subleading soft graviton theorem is in direct correspondence with the conformal

Ward identity of the celestial stress tensor (6.1). To make this completely manifest, one

needs to turn to a basis of boost eigenstates rather than the more standard momentum

basis. This can be achieved by Mellin transform of the operators Oω(z, z̄) associated with

hard external particle insertions [10, 86, 87],

Oh,h̄(z, z̄) =

∫ ∞

0

dω ω∆−1Oω(z, z̄) , (6.2)

where (h, h̄) are related to the conformal dimension and spin of the operator through

∆ = h + h̄ and J = h− h̄. In this basis the subleading soft graviton theorem (5.8) takes

the form [13, 18]

boost〈out|T (z)S|in〉boost =
n

∑

i=1

[

hi

(z − zi)2
+

∂zi
z − zi

]

boost〈out|S|in〉boost , (6.3)

which is just the conformal Ward identity of a two-dimensional celestial CFT, with celes-

tial amplitudes given by

〈
n
∏

i=1

Ohi,h̄i
(zi, z̄i)〉CCFT ≡ boost〈out|S|in〉boost . (6.4)

Because the subleading soft theorem (5.8) and the conformal Ward identity (6.3) are one

loop-exact, so is the celestial stress tensor (6.1). This offers exciting perspectives for a

celestial holographic description of quantum gravity in asymptotically flat spacetimes.
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A Newman-Penrose quantities

In this appendix, we provide some useful formulas in the Newman-Penrose formalism

[50,51], as well as the dictionary with the metric formulation. We follow the conventions
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of [88–90].

The asymptotic Weyl scalars satisfy

Ψ0
4 = −¨̄σ0 , Ψ0

3 = −∂̄ ˙̄σ0 ,

Ψ0
2 − Ψ̄0

2 = ð̄
2σ0 − ð

2σ̄0 + σ̇0σ̄0 − σ0 ˙̄σ0 ,
(A.1)

together with the time evolution equations

∂uΨ
0
3 = ∂̄Ψ0

4 ,

∂uΨ
0
2 = ∂̄Ψ0

3 + σ0Ψ0
4 ,

∂uΨ
0
1 = ∂̄Ψ0

2 + 2σ0Ψ0
3 .

(A.2)

The relation between the Newman-Penrose scalars and the functions appearing in the

expansion of the metric (2.1) is given by [30, 88]

σ0 =
1

2
Cz̄z̄ , σ̇0 =

1

2
Nz̄z̄ ,

Ψ0
2 + Ψ̄0

2 = −2M − 1

4
(Nz̄z̄C

z̄z̄ +NzzC
zz) ,

Ψ0
2 − Ψ̄0

2 =
1

2
∂2Czz − 1

2
∂̄2C z̄z̄ +

1

4
Nz̄z̄C

z̄z̄ − 1

4
NzzC

zz ,

Ψ0
1 = −

[

Nz̄ +
1

4
Cz̄z̄∂̄C

z̄z̄ +
3

16
∂̄(CzzC

zz)

]

.

(A.3)

B Massive external particles

In this appendix we provide details regarding the case of massive external particles. We

parametrise massive momenta by

pµ =
m

2ρ

(

1 + ρ2(1 + zz̄) , ρ2(z + z̄) ,−iρ2(z − z̄) ,−1 + ρ2(1− zz̄)
)

≡ m p̂µ , (B.1)

where (ρ, z, z̄) refer to a point of the three-dimensional hyperboloid describing the direc-

tion of approach of the particle to i+. More specifically, it relies on the hyperbolic slicing

of Minkowski space given by

ds2 = −dτ 2 + τ 2
(

dρ2

ρ2
+ ρ2dzdz̄

)

. (B.2)

For massive particles, the vertex operators are given by [69]

Wm(p
µ) = exp

[

im

2

∫

S

d2wG(p̂;w, w̄)C(0)(w, w̄)

]

, (B.3)
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where G(p̂;w, w̄) is the bulk-boundary propagator [91]

G(p̂;w, w̄) =
1

π

(

ρ

1 + ρ2|z − w|2
)3

, (B.4)

satisfying

lim
ρ→∞

ρ−1G(p̂;w, w̄) = δ(2)(z − w) . (B.5)

Their correlation functions are given by [69]

〈W1 ...Wn〉 = exp

[

−1

8

∑

i,j

mimj

∫

S

d2w d2z G(p̂i;w)G(p̂j; z)〈C(0)(w)C(0)(z)〉
]

. (B.6)

This allows us to compute the effect of inserting the supertranslation Goldstone mode

C(0) into the S-matrix elements,

〈C(0)(z)W1 ...Wn〉 = −2i lim
ρ→∞

ρ−1 ∂m〈Wm(ρ, z, z̄)W1 ...Wn〉
∣

∣

m=0
(B.7a)

=
i

2

n
∑

i=1

mi

∫

S

d2wG(p̂i;w)〈C(0)(z)C(0)(w)〉 〈W1 ...Wn〉 . (B.7b)

The integral appearing in the above equation can be computed using the fact that

〈C(0)C(0)〉 as given in (4.21) is the Green’s function of the operator ∂2∂̄2,

∂̄2∂2

∫

S

d2wG(p̂i;w)〈C(0)(z)C(0)(w)〉 = ~κ2

8πǫ
G(p̂i; z) = − ~κ2

8π2mi ǫ
∂̄2

(

ε+µνp
µ
i p

ν
i

pi · q̂

)

, (B.8)

where the last equality is one of the important properties of the bulk-boundary propagator

G(p̂; z) [79, 91]. Thus we have

∂2〈C(0)(z, z̄)W1 ...Wn〉 = − i~κ

8π2ǫ
Ŝ(0)+
n 〈W1 ...Wn〉 . (B.9)

In order to integrate this equality we use the following relation,

∂2σ̂′
n+1 =

~

2(4π)2

∑

i

(pi · ∂q̂)2
pi · q̂

=
~

(4π)2

∑

i

(pi · ε+)2
pi · q̂

=
~

8π2κ
Ŝ(0)+
n , (B.10)

such that we can write

〈C(0)(z, z̄)W1 ...Wn〉 = −iκ2

ǫ
σ̂′
n+1 〈W1 ...Wn〉 . (B.11)

This formula is identical to (4.24) for the insertion of C(0) when external particles are

massless.
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