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Abstract

Conventional massless celestial amplitudes are distributional and fail to realize the celes-
tial OPE — most sharply in the non-MHV paradox, where OPEs predict nonzero celestial
amplitudes with helicities —+++ that are known to vanish at tree level. To resolve this,
we introduce regular celestial amplitudes. We demonstrate that at tree-level, these ampli-
tudes are non-distributional and, crucially, consistent with the celestial OPE. This suggests a
revised dictionary: CCFT correlators are the regular, not conventional, celestial amplitudes.
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1 Introduction

Celestial holography proposes a duality between scattering amplitudes in four-dimensional flat
spacetime and two-dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) on the celestial sphere [1-8], pro-
viding a novel framework for understanding scattering process and even quantum gravity. The
fundamental observables in this framework are celestial amplitudes, which are obtained by per-
forming a change of basis on scattering amplitudes and transform covariantly under the conformal
group. While this change of basis can be formally implemented in any quantum field theory,
the profound claim of celestial holography lies in the identification of celestial amplitudes with
correlation functions of a putative celestial CFT (CCFT). It is this second step that elevates the
construction from a mere change of basis to a genuine holographic duality, indicating the existence
of a rich two-dimensional structure governing flat-space scattering.

Operator product expansion (OPE) is the foundational algebraic structure of CF'Ts and under-
lies the modern conformal bootstrap. In this framework, the dynamical data of a CFT is encoded
in its OPE coefficients and the spectrum of primary operators; consequently, all local correlators
can be constructed from OPEs. Therefore, for CCFT to be a genuine CFT, it must admit a
well-defined celestial OPE that captures the dynamics of bulk scattering. The celestial OPE has
been extensively studied in e.g. [9-30]. An important discovery is that, for massless particles, the
leading terms in the OPEs are universally determined by the soft and collinear behaviors of scat-
tering amplitudes [9, 10]. These leading terms generate infinite-dimensional symmetry algebras
which are expected to constrain the bulk scattering, see e.g. [31-51].

Despite the elegant algebraic structure of celestial OPEs, a persistent inconsistency remains
between its predictions and the actual behavior of celestial amplitudes—most notably in Yang-Mills
and Einstein gravity. In particular, the gluon and graviton OPEs do not produce the expected
contributions in three- and four-point celestial amplitudes. More critically, these OPEs imply
nonzero values for certain non-MHV correlators that are known to vanish at tree level. For example,
consider the simplest non-MHV case (g_g.g.,g.). Applying the OPE to the last two operators
yields a nonvanishing three-point correlator (g_g,g,), which in turn predicts a nonzero four-point
correlator. This tension indicates that the known celestial OPE does not form a closed algebra at
the level of celestial amplitudes.

Another major challenge in celestial holography arises from the distributional nature of celes-
tial amplitudes: due to momentum conservation, lower-point celestial amplitudes localize only on
specific kinematic configurations. For example, in the massless three-point case, momentum con-
servation forces the relevant momenta to be collinear, and consequently the celestial amplitudes
contain Dirac delta functions of celestial coordinates [23, 52]. Similarly, for massless two-to-two
scattering, the celestial amplitude is supported only on the equator of the celestial sphere. It is
precisely this distributional feature that becomes the primary obstruction to applying standard
CFT techniques.

IThis distributional behavior can be smeared out by shadow transform and/or lightray transform, see e.g. [20—
27, 53, 54].



In this paper, we resolve the above inconsistencies by introducing regular celestial amplitudes.
We present explicit constructions of the regular celestial amplitudes and demonstrate through
several concrete examples that: (1) they are consistent with the celestial OPE; (2) they exhibit
the standard form of correlators in CFT. This resolution provides a modified dictionary for massless
particles in celestial holography: the local correlators in celestial CFT are not the conventional
celestial amplitudes, but the regular counterparts.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 fixes conventions. Section 3 reviews the massless
and massive conformal bases, constructs the tachyonic conformal basis, and discusses their massless
limits. Section 4 diagnoses the inconsistency between celestial OPEs and conventional celestial
amplitudes and introduces regular celestial amplitudes. Section 5 computes tree-level regular
celestial amplitudes in massless ¢* theory and verifies their consistency with the celestial OPE.
Section 6 extends the analysis to Yang—Mills and Einstein gravity theories.

2 Conventions

In this section, we summarize the conventions and notations.
Celestial kinematics.

e The bulk spacetime is 4d Lorentzian with metric signature (—, 4+, +,+) and the boundary is
2d Euclidean celestial sphere.

e Bulk coordinates and spin are denoted by X and /¢, respectively. Boundary coordinates
are denoted by (z, z), and conformal weights by (h, h), which are related to the conformal
dimension and spin by h = (A + J)/2 and h = (A — J)/2. Furthermore, we introduce a
multi-label notation for sums and differences of these quantities as follows:

Aal"'an = Z Aai , Aal"'ambl"'bm = Z Aai — Z Abj . (21)
i=1 i=1 j=1

e Generic momenta are denoted by P, while massless, massive and tachyonic momenta are

denoted by ¢, p (with p> = —m?) and k (with k* = m?), respectively. Their explicit
parametrizations are
g=wij=w(l+z2z,z+2z,—i(z —2),1 —22), for w>0, (2.2)
p=mp= ?(1—#22—}—3;2,2—1—2,—@(2—2),1—ZZ—yQ), for y >0,
Y
k=mk = ﬁ(1—i—zZ—y2,z—|—2,—z’(z—2),1—ZZ—i—gf), for y e R.
The polarization vectors are chosen as ¢, = 0,4 and e = J:G. The corresponding vielbeins

are {ey,e_,n, G} for massless momentum and {e,,e_, k, p} for massive or tachyonic momen-
tum, where n = (1,0,0, —1). Furthermore, for tensor products of identical vectors we use



the abbreviation

€Capr-pn = €apr " Carn - (2.3)

e The integration measure on the boundary is [ d?z = [ dRezdImz. The measures on mass
shells are defined as follows:

/[dq] z/f 0(g") — /d4q2§qq /d2 / Sodw | (2.4)
[ = [SLo) = [ap2ss+ 060 = [ [Toay,
/[d/%] ‘dgki /d4k2(5 (k-k— /d2 /%O ly|~3dy |

and [ldp) = m? [1d), [1dK) = m? [[dF].

CFT kinematics.

e An operator is abbreviated as O; = Oa, j, (%, Z;) if there is no confusion. The conformal
structures are denoted by double brackets as

—2h1 =—2h
(010:2) = 215" 215, (2.5)
hs12 _hi,23 _h213 _h3 12 —h1,23 —h213
(010,03)) = Z12 %23 #13 A12 423 *13 >
—hig _has ho3ia hi2 —hsy ——hio P43 —ha314 —h1,2 ——hs3y
(010,050,)) = 219 A3 F14 Ro4 X34 Z12 F13 F14 A24 234

Then the two- and three-point coefficients C are defined via

(0105) = (010,) C(0O104), (010,03) = (0O10,05) C(O10,03) , (2.6)
and the four-point correlators can be decomposed as
(010:0504) = (010:0504) G(x, X) , (2.7)
where the stripped correlator G depends only on the cross-ratios y = Zi zzzi and Yy = %
e The shadow transform of a primary operator is defined as
S[Oa4)(2,2) = / A2 (2 — 22z - 2) 206 4(2, 7)), (2.8)

which has the conformal weights A=2— A, and J = —J. This transform is invertible for
generic A € C, given by

Oa.y(2,2) = Nay / P2 (2 — 2)M(z — 2)hS[0A)(2. 7)), (2.9)

where Np j = =7 2(A—J—1)(A+ J —1). With the above normalization, the star-triangle
relation is

2 1 1 1
(O1028[0a, 1)) = WF[ hs —1,haqs + 1, hiag +

2 - 2h37 h‘23 1 h132

and the prefactor is called the shadow coefficient.

(010,053, 7.) (2.10)



3 Conformal basis and massless limit

The celestial amplitudes are defined by expanding the scattering amplitudes in the conformal
basis rather than the plane-wave basis [2, 3]. The conformal basis consists of a set of wavefunctions
that: (1) transform as conformal primary operators on the boundary; (2) satisfy the equations of
motion in the bulk. For lower spins ¢ = 0, 1, 2, the massless and massive bases were constructed
in [3]. For arbitrary spins, the massless shadow and massive bases were constructed in [23, 55].
The scalar tachyonic basis was introduced in [16] to establish the split representation of bulk
propagators. For half-integer-spin particles, the discussion can be found in [56, 57].

In this section, we introduce the conformal bases for massless, massive, and tachyonic particles
of arbitrary integer spin, and then study the massless limits of the massive and tachyonic bases.

Notations. To emphasize the distributional nature of the conformal basis ®, we prefer to
present it via its pairing with a test scattering amplitude 7 in momentum space, rather than by
an explicit coordinate-space expression:

@7)= [ (3.1)

For massless and massive particles we distinguish incoming and outgoing bases by i and o, respec-
tively, and their momenta enter the amplitude with sign (—) for incoming and (+) for outgoing.
For example, the pairing for an incoming massive particle is (®"™, 7 (—p)), see (3.7). Tachyonic
particles lack a distinction between incoming and outgoing. We therefore treat all tachyons as
outgoing, and their momenta always carry a positive sign (4). As a compensation, the tachyonic
basis (@™ T (k)) carries an additional Zy quantum number s that distinguishes different branch
cut prescriptions, see (3.11). In summary, we have the following color scheme:

incoming, tachyonic, outgoing.

3.1 Massless/massive conformal basis

For a massless particle with bulk spin /, there are two equivalent conformal bases: the Mellin
basis (ID'/ £ and the shadow basis <I>'/ ot . They both satisfy the Fronsdal equations and are related
by the shadow transform (2.8) as

DLy = SR8 ). (3.2)

Due to the matching of the boundary rotation group and the massless little group SO(2), the
conformal spin of the bases coincides with the bulk polarization J = 4¢. The conformal dimension
is initially taken on the principal series A € 1+ iR and in practice can be analytically continued
to the complex plane.

Massless Mellin basis. In the momentum space, the scattering amplitude 7 expanded in



the Mellin basis is

L
i/o, o — (E_n+1)n n{ ~ 1o
(CI)A,ng T) = /0 dw MA ' Z n!(€ —n+A— 1) aJ (q(ul"'ﬂnejnunle'nlM)Tﬂ M(:F(D) : (3‘?’)

n=0

Here 0; = 0, for J = +¢ and 0; = 0; for J = —{. (1 --- j1y) denotes tensor symmetrization with
the conventional 1/¢! normalization.

The readers should not confuse this Mellin basis (3.3) with the Mellin transform. For spinning
particles, the n = 0 term is the Mellin transform of the helicity amplitude e-7, while the rest
are derivatives of gauge Ward identities, and hence do not contribute to the conventional celestial
amplitude, see e.g. [52]. However, for the regular celestial amplitudes introduced later, these gauge
terms are necessary for conformal covariance.

Massless shadow basis. The shadow basis convoluted with scattering amplitude is
(@47, T) = (—1)'257 / [dd'] (=4 @) > Py (@ @ Ve san - THH(F4') (3.4)

Here the projector P(q, q') selects the spin-¢ representation of the massless little group SO(2) from
bulk tensors. For scalar the projector is trivially 1. For spin-1 it projects onto the 2d subspace
transverse to two lightlike momenta,

o quq/l/ ijcj/“
,le(qv q/) = ng - q.4/ o 5.40
q-q q-q

(3.5)
The higher spin projectors are built upon the spin-1 case as

1£/2] n
P vivg Z (_1) (f —2n+ 1)2n
JTERY; 22nn|(€ -—n+ g — 1)n

n=0

(e, | Van—1V2 Vondl, ., ve)
P(muzp PMZn—lMQnP " nPM2n+1 " Puz) 5

(3.6)
where r = 2 for P(q,q’) is the dimension of the transverse subspace. P is traceless among pi - - - g
and v - - -1, and singles out the spin-¢ symmetric traceless representation from the ¢-fold tensor
product.

. . . . . . . . i/o,m,l
Massive basis. For a massive particle with mass m and spin ¢, the massive basis Q)KOJm

satisfying the Fierz-Pauli equations is given by

(@R, T) = (=125 *m?2 / (] (=p/-q)= VI () (3.7)

pP1pe (A vy, AN
X Pﬂl"'w (p ) Ppl-“mJ\ 7! (q,p ) qP|J|+1'"P2 6Jﬂ/l""/|J| .

There are two new projectors P(p) and P(q, p) comparing with the shadow basis (3.4). For spin-1
the building blocks are

P (p) = " + p'p"”, (3.8)
. prq” pUet g

P(G,p) =g" =~ — s (3.9)
pqg g (pq)?

8



The higher spin projectors are given by (3.6) with transverse dimensions r = 3 and r = 2,
respectively.

The conformal spins of the massive basis (3.7) take values in J € {—/¢,... ¢}, and they cor-
respond to the different components of the massive little group SO(3) representation decomposed
onto the boundary rotation group SO(2). This decomposition is done in three steps. First, P(p)
projects onto the spin-¢ symmetric traceless representation of the massive little group. Second,
contracting with ¢ — |J| factors of ¢ selects the component with magnetic number |S,| = |J|. Fi-
nally, P(q,p) €; projects that component onto the spin-J representation of the boundary rotation

group.

The shadow transform of the massive basis is proportional to itself with shadow conformal
weights, and there is no further “massive shadow basis”. In particular, for the extremal spins
J = £{ we show that in Appendix F.2

i/o,m,l m,0\ —1 xi/om,l
SIOL™] = (NX) @KL (3.10)
where N is the massless limit prefactor in (3.21).

Remarks on normalization. In Appendix F.1, we compare the massless Mellin basis (3.3) for
spins ¢ = 1, 2 with the coordinate-space representations in [3] and provide the relative normalization
factors. Compared with [23], we change the normalization as: ®uee = (—1)27 27711 — A +
{) ®pere for the massless shadow basis (3.4) and @yere = (—1)2772m =771 — A + £) Bpere for
the massive basis (3.7). Our normalizations simplify the massless shadow relation (3.2) and the
massless limit (3.17).

All the constructions on conformal bases can be directly generalized to symmetric traceless
tensors in higher dimensions. One should be careful that, in the literature the higher-dimensional
shadow transform can differ from the 2d one (2.8) by a sign (—1)¢, then to preserve the shadow
relation (3.2) between massless bases, this sign factor should be dropped.

3.2 Tachyonic conformal basis

In this section we introduce the tachyonic conformal basis. Our aim is not to discuss tachyonic
particles that are unitary representations of the Poincare group ISO(1,3), but rather to prepare
the necessary ingredients for the regular celestial amplitudes introduced later.

The tachyonic little group is SO(1, 2) and its unitary representations are infinite-dimensional ex-
cept the trivial one. Here we consider the nonunitary finite-dimensional representations of SO(1,2),
which are analytic continuations of the massive ones. The corresponding tachyonic particles are
characterized by the imaginary mass im and integer spin ¢, and they satisfy the Fierz-Pauli equa-
tions with mass ¢m. Their conformal basis is obtained essentially by replacing the massive momenta



in (3.7) by tachyonic ones,

(@K T) = (<128 2 [[a) (<2

(3.11)
X 'Pmmwpl-..pe(k:/) szlmlelm...l/\J\ (Q’ k;/) (jle‘H,..pe €Jwrvg) -
Here the projectors P(k) and P(g, k) are built upon
P (k) = g™ — kMEY (3.12)
R ]%u AV I;V AL AL AV
Pr(g k) = g — L - B LA (3.13)

kg kg (kg2
with transverse dimensions r = 3 and r = 2, respectively.

A new feature is that there is no distinction between incoming and outgoing, hence no F sign
enters in 7 (k). Instead, due to the presence of branch cut, (—&'-G) ™ is ill-defined as a distribution
and should be regularized properly. Following Appendix B.1, to label different regularization
schemes, we introduce a Zs quantum number s and three sets of signed powers as

2, = (x+ie), )=z 0(x2), $8\1 = 2| sign” (2) . (3.14)

They are related by linear combinations and are convenient for different usages: +: are suitable
for computation due to holomorphicity, + trivialize the massless limit in Section 3.3, and 0[1
diagonalize the completeness relation in [16]. In particular, the relation from =+ to +i is

O M = DRI 4 (1) e FTAD (3.15)

The shadow transform changes the conformal weights and the sign s of the tachyonic basis.
For the extremal spins J = 4+ we show that in Appendix F.2,
sam,l m,0\ —1 jim, 0

S[(bi,J ] = _<NA ) (I);F—A,—w (3-16)

where N is the massless limit prefactor in (3.21).

3.3 DMassless limit

In [3] it was noticed that the massive scalar conformal basis admits two distinct massless
limits, leading to the Mellin basis and the shadow basis, respectively. The shadow-type limit was
extended to arbitrary spins in [23]. In this section we discuss, for spinning particles, how these
two limits interplay and depend on the asymptotic behavior of test amplitudes, and whether any
other limiting procedure exists.

We first provide the main result. For the massive basis with extremal spins J = 4/, the shadow
limit and the Mellin limit are

Loy = lim ®L™, for ReA <1, (3.17)

10



L = lim Ng”cp'/mf, for ReA > 1, (3.18)

and for the tachyonic basis with extremal spins J = +/, the two limits are

1% = lim ®X, for ReA <1, (3.19)
oLy = lim —NX“@, for ReA>1, (3.20)
m—
where the prefactor is
N = (—=1)122 22y, TA+0-1). (3.21)

As a crosscheck, applying the shadow transform (2.8) to both sides of these limits agrees with the
shadow relations (3.2), (3.10) and (3.16).

Derivation. Now we explain the origin of these limits using the massive scalar as an exam-

ple. Kinematically, with the parametrization (2.2) and the variable change y = 3%, a massive
momentum is related to a massless one by
m2
p(m,y,z) =q(w, z) + 4—ﬁ —q as m—0. (3.22)
w
Then the conformal basis of an outgoing massive scalar becomes
(@™, T)(2) = 22A/ dw/ B2 WA Aw? |z — 2P 4+ m?) AT (m, p(m,w, 2)) (3.23)

2 1 2s —A—2s+1 1 —2A— 28 57A+3
/27”/ dw/d 272 m>w |z — 2| { A 1T(m,p).

In the second line we have used the Mellin-Barnes relation (A.3) to separate the mass dependence.

We assume the test amplitude decays sufficiently fast in the UV and is regular in the massless
limit, lim,,—0 7 (m,p) = T(q). In the small mass regime, the dominant contribution arises from
the leading s-pole in the right half-plane, which naively is s = 0 from I'[—s] and corresponds
to the shadow limit. However, as explained in Appendix B.1, the powers of |z — 2| and w as
distributions are also meromorphic in s. Using (B.6) and (B.16), there are three series of poles in
the right half-plane: for n € N,

Ao 1
s=n, s=n—A+1 from |z— 2|, 3=§(n—A—|—2) from w27 (3.24)
If ReA < 1, the first series is dominant and we obtain the shadow limit (3.17). Conversely, if

Re A > 1, the second series is dominant, the z-dependence becomes distributional and we obtain
the Mellin limit (3.18).

For the tachyonic and/or spinning bases, the analysis is similar, and we only indicate here the
differences compared to the massive scalar case. For the tachyonic basis, the y-integral should be
split into two regions, y > 0 and y < 0, with the respective changes of variables y = £7*. Then a
tachyonic momentum is related to a massless one by

2
k(m,y, z) = £q(w, 2) F T—ﬁ — £q as m — 0, (3.25)
w

11



and the test amplitude T (k) becomes T (%q) in the massless limit. For the spinning basis, the
shadow limit corresponds to the analytic structure I'[—s| again, but another analytic structure is

4
S ()Tl —s— A —im**t (3.26)

1=0

These terms contribute equally in the Mellin limit, and the resulting Mellin basis takes the form
(A.7) instead of (3.3).

Remarks. In the discussion of the massless limit, we leave two issues to future work. First,
when A = 1, the first two series of s-poles in (3.24) coincide and produce a logarithmic behavior.
We expect this is related to the conformally soft and Goldstone modes discussed in e.g. [58-61].
Second, the third series in (3.24) seems to be harmless. However, when the test amplitude is
singular in the IR, 7 = w7y with A < —1, this series gets corrected to s = %(n —A+24+N).
Then there exists a window 24+ A < Re A < —X\ in which this series becomes dominant, leading to
a distinct “soft limit”,

A—X—2 A+I+2
(X", T )(z)~2“3m““2r{ N ] / P e — 2T T ow=0,7) . (3.27)

We also clarify the meaning of “massless limit of amplitude”. Consider a scattering process in
which the first particle is massless with momentum ¢, and the remaining momenta are denoted by
P;. The physical helicity amplitude €-7 (q) is defined only on the singular subvariety V' = {(q, ;) |
¢* =0, P2 =—m?, g+, P, = 0} of momentum space. In contrast, the amplitude 7 (P) obtained
from perturbative Feynman diagrams is defined on the entire momentum space, subject to gauge
redundancy. To define the massless limit of the conformal basis,

(®,7) = lim (9" T,,). (3.28)

we do not modify the theory by giving this particle a mass, which can be problematic for massless
bosons; instead, we choose a family of continuations 7, of the physical amplitude in an infinitesimal
neighborhood of V', satisfying lim,, .o 7,, = 7. This continuation is not unique, and a natural
choice is to take the perturbative amplitude 7 (P) itself and then manually verify the results are
gauge independent.

4 Celestial OPE and regular celestial amplitudes

4.1 Celestial OPE

The OPE is the fundamental algebraic structure of a standard CF'T, and its existence ensures
that higher-point correlators can be completely determined by lower-point ones. This has moti-
vated extensive research on OPE in CCFTs, and key approaches include analyzing collinear limits

12



of scattering amplitudes and examining constraints on OPE from translation and asymptotic sym-
metries [9, 10, 36, 37]. Taking massless ¢ theory as an example, the following scalar OPEs can
be extracted from the collinear behavior:

1
q)oAl (Zl)q)oAQ (22) ~ ZB<A1_]‘7 AQ—l)q)ZlQ—Q(ZQ) ’ (41)
4|zl
Bl ()83, (22) ~ 5 (B(Bo 13- A1)y, a(22) + BIAI-L 3 M), (22))
4|z1,2]

Despite their elegant form, a serious problem arises: the above OPFEs are incompatible with the
known three-point and four-point celestial amplitudes, when analyzed with standard CFT tech-
NiqUES.

Specifically, the OPE (4.1) predicts the following form of the three-point celestial amplitude,

(0, 03,03,) = 1 B(Ba—1, 85~ 1)C(6n, 082, 2) (10205) (4.2

where C is the two-point coefficient and (¢1dbads) is the three-point conformal structure (2.5).
However, three-point massless celestial amplitudes are usually considered to be zero due to mo-
mentum conservation. Even when carefully accounting for contributions from collinear and soft
regions in momentum space [23], or converting to Klein space [52], although the results are nonva-
nishing, they still do not match the predictions from collinear OPEs. Furthermore, the OPE (4.1)
also implies that, for the four-point celestial amplitude () ¢y, PR, $%,), the exchange operator
¢A,,_2 should appear in the s-channel conformal block expansion. This prediction also fails, since
the required s-channel expansion of this amplitude does not exist [16, 18, 19, 22].

To address these issues, we must first identify their underlying causes:

e Two- and three-point celestial amplitudes deviate from the standard form (2.5) of conformal
correlators. Specifically, in the Mellin basis, the massless two-point amplitude is proportional
to the delta function 6 (2, ,), instead of the expected power function [3]. The three-point
amplitudes obtained in [23, 52] also contain delta functions of boundary coordinates.

e The solution space of momentum conservation, as a real algebraic variety, is singular and
has different components, and the delta function supported on it is ill-defined. Consequently,
celestial amplitudes computed by directly solving momentum conservation constraints, fail to
capture contributions from all components. For example, in [52], the gluon celestial amplitude
(giAl,fgiAQﬁ 82, +) in Klein space was computed using the anti-holomorphic solution:

223 213 - _ _
W1 = ——Ws, Wy = —Ws, 21 = %9 = Z3 . (43)
212 212
But the three-point momentum conservation has other solutions, such as the single-soft one:
wp =0, wy=ws, 20=23, 2=23, (4.4)

and the triple-soft one:

W1:WQZW3:0. (45)
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They have unequal dimensions and are mutually independent, hence the celestial amplitude
obtained from (4.3) is incomplete.

We now resolve these issues.

e To ensure that massless two-point celestial amplitudes take the standard form, we can adopt
the shadow basis for one particle while keeping the Mellin basis for the other particle.

e To resolve the singularities and capture the complete contributions from momentum conser-
vation, we can deform it into a smooth variety. This is computationally difficult, and we find
a more practical strategy: recast the massless bases (3.3) and (3.4) as phase space integrals
of the form [ d*qd(q?), then smear out the lightcone delta function 6(¢?) to obtain an integral
over off-shell momentum [ d*q. In this way, the momentum conservation gets smoothed by
relaxing the on-shell conditions.

4.2 Regular celestial amplitudes

In contrast to the conventional celestial amplitudes defined using the massless bases (3.3), (3.4)
and the massive basis (3.7), we define regular celestial amplitudes by replacing the massless bases
with any of the regularized conformal bases: power-type (4.11), mass-type (4.12), and Gaussian-
type (4.16). These regularized bases effectively smear the lightcone delta function, and tame the
distributional behavior of the celestial amplitudes, as discussed in Section 4.1.

Power regularization. We rewrite the shadow basis (3.4) as
@ T) = [ 280 ) B T (). (4.6)

where (’I;Zo:]u 1M denotes the integration kernel of the shadow basis, and the step function in the
measure has been recast into a covariant form 6(q) = 6(—q-q') using the reference vector §. Then
we smear the lightcone delta function by the identity [62]:

oy 1.V p21a-1
5(P)_£1£%Z|P\ , (4.7)
and obtain
~i/o, . Y_1q " Tijo, - ~
(@07, T)=1lim 2 [ d*P|P?2710(~q-P) B4 (4, P)Toyeops (FP). (4.8)

=0 2

Now the momentum being integrated is off-shell, and to emphasize this point we have relabeled it
as P.

The smeared shadow basis (4.8) is inconvenient for computation. Hence we further reduce it
by dividing the P-integral into two regions: massive P? < 0 and tachyonic P2 > 0. In the first
region, by defining P = p/ = mp’ with §’> = —1, the contribution to (4.8) is

o0

tim 2 [ dmm? / (dp10(—G-0') LS (G ) Ty (D) (4.9)

~—0 2 0
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Similarly in the second region, by defining P = k' = mk’ with &2 = 1, the contribution is

i 2 [ [RGB (6K T (7). (4.10)
v 0

Then by the relation between conformal bases (A.8), in the above two equations, the parts inside
the mass integral can be replaced by the i/o massive basis and the F tachyonic basis with extremal
spins |J| = /¢, respectively. In other words, (4.8) is equivalent to the following power-regularized

conformal bases: -

CIDZOJz = hn(1]% dmm ! (@X?jm’g + @Z’f?’z) ,
/0.t gl ~ 1 armol ((gyifomil gk imit (4.11)
i/o,6 _ ! y— m i/om,l Jam,

N, Jyl_r)r(1)2 i dmm”" N, (CID N )

In the second line, the power-regularized Mellin basis is obtained by performing an inverse shadow
transform (2.9) on the first line, and the prefactor N is given in (3.21).

In summary, the procedure of power regularization (4.11) consists of three steps:

1. taking the momentum off-shell and foliating it by the mass parameter m;
2. performing a Mellin transform in the mass parameter m with the dual variable ~;

3. isolating the contribution near m = 0 by extracting the residue at v = 0.
Mass regularization. The mass-regularized conformal bases are

Fi/o . 1 i/om, ,am,
Ly = lim = (@ %),
) m—0 2
i/o,l . 1 m,l |/om£ isz <412>

This follows directly from the power regularization (4.11) and the distributional identity (B.6):

lim ym? ™! = §(m) . (4.13)
v—0
Intuitively, the mass regularization (4.12) corresponds to approaching the lightcone from both the
timelike (EAdS) and spacelike (dS) regions of the Minkowski spacetime.

Gaussian regularization. During the derivation of power regularization, we have used the
identity (4.7) to smear the lightcone delta function, which should be understood in the distribu-
tional sense:

-1

hm4 d4P\P2\ f(P) = £(0). (4.14)

v—0
Here f(P) is a test function regular near IR and decays sufficiently fast at UV. For test functions
lacking this decay, we can cure the UV behavior by the Gaussian regularization, which smears

5(P?%) = §(m?) as

§(m?) = e (4.15)

¥—0 /T
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Equivalently, the Gaussian-regularized conformal bases are

- . 1 0 o . ' -
®|/Oye — llm dm me m /7 <®|/07m’ _'_ @QZ,’Lm, ) ,
AT 550 Jo &) a7 (4.16)
) . 1 o o . ' - :
/% = lim —— dmm e ™/ N <<I>'/°’m7 — pm ) )
AJ 550 \/7_[_—7 0 A AT AT

Remarks. We conclude this section with several important remarks.

First, naively using the results of the massless limit (3.17), the mass-regularized conformal
basis (4.12) seems to be a trivial rewriting of the massless conformal basis, so the regular celestial
amplitude would appear to be equal to the conventional celestial amplitude. However, this is
incorrect for the following reasons:

e As discussed in Section 3.3, the mass limit depends on the range of the conformal dimension
and the behavior of the test amplitude, therefore it does not necessarily commute with the
integrals in the conformal basis.

e As discussed in Section 4.1, regularizing the conformal basis effectively deforms the solution
space of momentum conservation, and compared to the conventional celestial amplitude, the
regular one contains additional contributions from soft and collinear regions.

e The conventional celestial amplitude is equivalent to the onshell helicity amplitude. However,
as emphasized in Section 3.1, apart from the Mellin transform, the regular conformal basis
also includes contributions from pure gauge terms present in the massless basis. Since the
momentum being integrated is now off-shell, these pure gauges are no longer canceled by the
Ward identities, and thus contribute nontrivially to the regular celestial amplitude.

e Simply using the massless limit does not yield the contributions from the tachyonic part in
the mass-regularized conformal basis, nor the relative coefficients of the linear combinations.
In later sections, we will see that the tachyonic term is necessary for the self-consistency of

OPEs.

Moreover, according to the definition of the regular celestial amplitude, in principle, all massless
particles need to be regularized, and the final result should not depend on the order of multiple
massless limits — this is technically over-complicated. We find that, at least for the examples
studied in this paper, it is often sufficient to regularize only a subset of massless particles, and the
results are not sensitive to the order of multiple massless limits. We leave these issues to future
work.

5 Scalar ¢° theory

We begin by investigating scalar ¢ theory, evaluating the three-point and four-point regular
celestial amplitudes, and verifying their consistency with the celestial OPE (4.1) derived from the
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collinear limit of scattering amplitudes.

5.1 Three-point regular celestial amplitudes

Taking <$i¢°q>°> as an example, we demonstrate that the three-point regular celestial amplitude
admits the standard form (2.5), and is independent of the regularization scheme, the choice of
regularized particles, and the order of multiple massless limits.

5.1.1 Regularizing one massless particle

We first apply the three regularization schemes in Section 4.2 to a single massless particle, and
verify that they give the same result.

Mass regularization. Applying the mass regularization (4.12) to the first particle gives
Ti o 40 : 1 im, o Lo
<¢A1 ¢A2¢A3> = 71'_}210 §<¢A1 ¢A2¢A3> ° (5]')

We have used the fact <q>gfmq>32 P%,) = 0, since the tachyon decay into massless particles is strictly
forbidden by momentum conservation. Using (D.1) we obtain the three-point coefficient

Aiaz Agso
2 72 ’

C(Piy, P2, 03,) = lim 2802070012 g ( (5.2)

Aoz 1—2

For generic conformal dimensions satisfying Re Ags; > 2, the factor m under the massless

limit behaves as a Kronecker delta function, allowing us to reduce the test function in a manner
analogous to the Dirac delta function.? For convenience, we introduce the notation

ok (A) = lim m™ . (5.3)

m—0

Then the three-point coefficient can be written as

CF,02,02,) = o 0x(Bass — 2)B(Ag—1, Ag1). (5.4)

Alternatively, we can regularize the second particle:

~ 1 ~. .
(P, P2, 9R,) = Jim —o N0, 0a;"9R,) (5.5)

in which the tachyonic celestial amplitude is given by (D.3). This yields the same result as (5.4).

Az -1

2For special conformal dimensions, e.g. Ay = 1, m combined with the Gamma function I" [M} gets

2
lifted to the complex delta function dc(Asz1—1) in Appendix B.2. For simplicity, we only consider generic conformal
dimensions here.
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Gaussian and power regularizations. For the Gaussian regularization (4.16), we have

~. 1 L [A A A
i o o : Aqj23—3,,5(A231— —= 23,1 12,3 13,2
C(q)Alq)qu)Ag) :%13%2 1,23 3,)/4( 23,1-2) o 2F|:T}B<T,T> . (5.6)

The v — 0 limit gives dk(Aqs1 —2), reproducing the result of mass regularization (5.4). The power
regularization (4.11) is more tricky in this example,

Ajp 3 JAVEY
2

(ba, 92,03,) = lim 5 / dm )~ 2802y A 23( )<<¢1¢2¢3>> (5.7)

The integrand does not decay as m — oo, and as discussed earlier, the contribution from the large
mass region must be subtracted. This is accomplished by introducing a hard cutoff A, taking the
limit v — 0 first and then A — oco. Following this prescription we obtain

_ ARz Arss—3nf Dizz Az
((I)Alq)qu)Ag) hm (%%mZ B T, 5 . (5.8)

For generic conformal dimensions, under the ~ limit, it behaves as a Kronecker delta function
0k (Ag31 — 2), then the result agrees with (5.4).

5.1.2 Regularizing two or three massless particles

We now consider the regularization of multiple massless particles. There are three cases: (1)
regularizing one incoming and one outgoing particle; (2) regularizing two outgoing particles; (3)
regularizing three particles. For technical simplicity, we adopt the mass regularization scheme.

Regularizing two particles. We apply the mass regularization to the first two particles.

,’lml

There are four terms, and (¢ dX*dR,) vanishes by momentum conservation, leaving

(B, 0,08,) = Tim ZNZ2 (0570570, — (057 0503, ) — (05 0503, ) - (5.9)
mo—0
Physically, if taking m; — 0 first, the first term vanishes by momentum conservation, and the
remaining two should reduce to the celestial amplitude with only the second particle regularized
(5.5). Conversely, if taking ms — 0 first, the last term vanishes and the remaining two should
reduce to the the celestial amplitude with only the first particle regularized (5.1).

Similarly, regularizing the two outgoing particles yields

. 1 ~.
(@, 03,08,) = lim TNZZONZO (= (@ls, a1 0X1) + (s, 0xs™ 0x0"™) — (B, OX1“05)™))

m3 *)0

(5.10)
Taking ms — 0 first kills the first term, and the remaining two should reduce to the celestial
amplitude with only the third particle regularized. Conversely, taking ms — 0 first kills the last
term, and the remaining two should reduce to the celestial amplitude with only the second particle
regularized.
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The validity of the above arguments relies on the compatibility between the massless limit of
the conformal basis in Section 3.3 and the massless limit of the celestial amplitudes, which is not
guaranteed a priori as pointed in Section 4.2. In Appendix D.1, we compute each term in (5.9)
and (5.10), and then in Appendix D.5 we confirm that taking either limit indeed reproduces the
single-regularized celestial amplitude (5.4).

Regularizing three particles. Regularizing all three particles produces eight terms, and
momentum conservation eliminates one of them, leaving seven nontrivial contributions:

i o o 1 m m i,mi , 0,ma , 0O,Mm, i,m ima 4 0,m i,m1 ,0m Jim,
(Pa, DA, PA,) = ,,lﬁrﬁo gNA;ON 30(<¢A11¢A22¢ D) = (DA DAL PPRTE) — (DAL DR DAL )
m2—>0
ms3—0

(R Oa) " 0a, )+ (Da ™ day I ORT) + (a) " ORT DA ™) — <¢A:ml¢A;m2¢Azm3>)' (5.11)

While computing the regular celestial amplitude requires knowledge of all seven terms, a closed-
form expression is known only for the fully massive case [18]. Nonetheless, our physical argument
for the limiting procedure is straightforward. Regardless of the order of massless limits, at least
two of the three mass parameters will approach zero first, reducing the problem to one of the
previously discussed cases with either one or two regularized particles.

5.1.3 OPE and three-point regular celestial amplitudes

We extract OPEs from three-point regular celestial amplitudes. In standard CFTs, after in-
serting the OPE 0,03 ~ O ; into a three-point correlator, the OPE coefficient C(O105|Oa ;) is
related to the two- and three-point coefficients by

C(010203) = C(O105|0p,1)C(Oa,;0s). (5.12)

However, as discussed in Section 4.1, this relation holds under the premise that the remaining two-
point correlator takes the standard form (2.5), and in CCFT, the two-point correlators (O'O°)
and (O'O°) in the Mellin-shadow mixed basis satisfy this requirement.

Specifically, for the scalar OPE (4.1), the out-out type can be read off from the regular celestial
amplitude <¢°Alq>°AQ$iA3>, while the two exchange operators in the in-out OPE can be read off from
(P, $R,0%,) and (dpi, P, Pa,), respectively. The first amplitude has been discussed in detail in
Section 5.1, and the other two can be obtained similarly using (D.1) and (D.3):

(6la, 0,83,) = 50Dz — 2Bz, o= 1){G1026). (5.13)

(@, 6%, 3,) = 15 (Arzs — 2)BG—Ar, A —1) (G10205) (5.14)

Then we extract the following OPEs:

1 : 5K(A12’3:2>B(Al—LAZ_l)q)OAgv (5.15)
32’21:2‘ C(¢A12*2¢A3)

$a, 9%, ~
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1 k(A —2)
32|212° C(Pa,,-2Pa,)

Here C(¢1s) is the two-point coefficient of (¢} d3), and it satisfies C(¢}d3) = C(¢}d3) by shadow
transform. It is worth noting that the self-consistency of CCFT implies that a single three-

Dy, 9%, ~ (B(3—A12, Ay—1)Ply, + B(3— Az, A1—1)¢°AS> . (5.16)

point amplitude of in-out-out type simultaneously encodes both the out-out OPE and the in-out
OPE, which corresponds to the fact that the above three amplitudes can also be derived from
(P, $X,P%,) by applying the shadow transform and using CPT symmetry.

The OPE (5.15) from three-point correlators correctly reproduces the exchange operators and
the A-dependence of (4.1) from collinear limit. However, two interesting issues arise concerning
two-point correlators and propagators, which we briefly discuss below and will revisit in a future
work.

Two-point normalization. Comparing (5.15) with (4.1), the two-point correlator is propor-
tional to a Kronecker delta function:

(0la,P3) = gOc(A12) (0162) (517)

However, the two-point correlator introduced in [3] is proportional to the complex delta function
dc(A12). A possible origin of this discrepancy is that the higher-point correlators we compute
come from the interacting part of the scattering matrix, while the two-point in [3] comes from the
identity part, i.e., the inner product of a bulk unitary representation.

For a CFT with a discrete spectrum, two-point correlators are naturally normalized by the
Kronecker delta function, and OPEs are discrete sums. With a continuous spectrum, two-point
correlators are more likely normalized by the Dirac delta function, and OPEs involve integrals
rather than sums, e.g. Liouville CFT.

If one considers dc(A12) to be correct, then three-point regular celestial amplitudes should
also contain complex delta functions to match the collinear OPE, suggesting that the regularized
conformal basis in Section 4.2 has not been properly normalized.

If instead 0k (A;2) is correct, a possible resolution is as follows. For CCFT, the conformal
dimension is usually considered to take continuous values on the principal series A € 1 4+ ¢ R, but
this is merely an outcome of decomposing bulk unitary representations to the conformal group
SO(3,1) C ISO(3,1) [63, 64], and does not necessarily constitute the spectrum of a well-defined
CCFT we pursue. For example, [65-67] introduced discrete basis to understand the soft mode,
and A takes discrete values at certain integers. From this perspective, the two-point correlator
(5.17) with 6k (A;2) is a better candidate to match the discrete collinear OPE (4.1).

Sign of in-out OPE. Compared with (4.1), (5.15) lacks the relative minus sign in the in-out
OPE versus the out-out OPE. This sign arises because the regular three-point celestial ampli-
tudes encode only information of three vertices, whereas the split amplitudes used to compute the
collinear OPE include both vertices and propagators. The minus sign in the in-out OPE (4.1) is
traced back to the propagator % with t < 0.
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This mismatch becomes more transparent in higher-derivative theories. For example, in the ¢?

theory with kinetic term ¢0¢, the propagator is quartic and produces collinear singularities 8%

and t%, then the collinear OPEs are

1
¢OA1(21)¢OAQ(Z2) ~ 0z B(A-2, A2—2)¢°Al2,4(2’2) ) (5.18)
16 |Zl’2|
Bl (2083, (22) ~ 7 (B(A0=2,5-Da)l,, 4(22) + B(AI-2,5- D)l 4(22))
16 |Zl72|

In contrast, the regular three-point amplitudes take the same forms as in the usual ¢3 theory,
hence the A-dependence does not match. This suggests that the regularized conformal basis in
Section 4.2 needs further refinement to capture the information of propagators.

5.2 Four-point regular celestial amplitudes

To bypass the subtleties of two-point celestial amplitudes, we now turn to extracting the OPEs
from four-point regular celestial amplitudes. In standard CFTs, the contribution of an exchange
operator 010y ~ Oa ; to the four-point correlator takes the form

A+

(010,0504) ~C(Oas)X X 7 (010,050, | (5.19)

where €(Oa ) is called the conformal block coeflicient associated with this operator. If the OPE
is consistent, and O ; is primary without degeneracy, then ' (Oa ;) must factorize into a product
of the OPE coefficient C(O;02|Oa ;) and the three-point coefficient

% (On,7) = C(O105|04,7) C(On,;030,) . (5.20)

If the CCFT is a consistent CFT, we expect that from the following celestial amplitudes:

(@a, 0, 92,0%,) 5 (Da,92,92,94,) (5.21)

the scalar OPE (4.1) can be reproduced with the correct factorization of conformal block coeffi-
cients. However, for conventional celestial amplitudes this expectation fails. The first one does
not admit a s-channel conformal block expansion, and thus the out-out OPE cannot be extracted
[16, 18, 19, 22]; the second one is widely regarded as vanishing due to momentum conservation,
again in tension with the scalar OPE. In this section we employ the regular celestial amplitudes
introduced in Section 4.2 to extract the scalar OPE and find exact agreement with (4.1).

5.2.1 OPE from two-to-two scattering

In principle, all massless particles should be regularized to obtain the full regular celestial
amplitude, but this makes the computation excessively complicated. If the goal is only to extract
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specific OPEs, the computation can be simplified by regularizing only a subset of massless particles,
as illustrated in Section 5.1.

For the four-point correlator (¢iAl¢iA2¢ZSq)"A4>, to extract the out-out OPE ¢}, ¢A, ~ A, »
in (4.1), it suffices to ensure that, after inserting this OPE into the correlator, the remaining
three-point correlator (¢ ¢, PR, o) admits the standard form (2.5). This can be achieved by
regularizing only the first particle. Similarly, to extract the in-out OPE ¢y, ¢A, ~ Oh,, 2 TP, 2
the relevant three-point correlators (¢ Oh,, od%,) and (dph PR, _o¢%,) should also take the
standard form, which again can be ensured by regularizing only the first particle. Below we
demonstrate this idea through an explicit computation.

Under the mass regularization (4.12), the four-point regular celestial amplitude becomes
i i o o : 1 m, im i o o Am i o o
(9, P, 03,08, = lim =NZ"((0X10s,0%,08,) — (05" 0h,08,63,)) . (5:22)

We expect the first term to reproduce the in-out OPE ¢y, ¢%, with the outgoing exchange ¢3,, _,,
as indicated by the nonvanishing correlator ($pA" %, »¢%,). In Appendix E.2, we compute this
term as (E.5), and then in Appendix E.4 we extract the collinear OPE by the blow-up method. For
the scattering amplitude 7 (s, ¢) ~ 7 in the collinear limit ¢ — 0, by (E.22) the exchange operator
is indeed ¢3,, 5, and the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

1 Ai3—3,A13—-2,Ay—1,2—Ag

L e Ai—1, Apgz—A4 (5.23)
= BB 13- Do) Cl0ls, 03,20,
where in the second line we have used the three-point regular coefficient
C(8, 0,08,) = ST ac( Ay — ) B2 Ag,2-1). (5.24)

This result is in perfect agreement with the scalar OPE (4.1).

The second term is expected to reproduce both the out-out OPE ¢X, A, ~ ¢;,, o, and the

in-out OPE q>iA2 ¢, with an incoming exchange ¢‘AQ4,2, based on analogous reasoning. This term

is given by (E.7). For the scattering amplitude 7 (s,t) ~  as s — 0, by (E.26) the exchange

operator is ¢pR,, », and the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

1 .
C(Phs-2) = 7 B(As—1, Au=1) C(Pa, P, P2, 2) (5.25)

For the scattering amplitude T (s,¢) ~ 7 as t — 0, by (E.24) the exchange operator is ¢ly,, _,, and
the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

. 1 .
C(dny—2) = = B(A1=1,3=891) C(9a, Pr,, 22, - (5.26)

Both results are in perfect agreement with the scalar OPE (4.1).
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5.2.2 OPE from one-to-three scattering

The consistency of CCFT also requires the scalar OPE (4.1) can be reproduced from the
four-point correlator (i ¢, P2, $A,)- Due to momentum conservation, the celestial amplitude
is usually regarded as vanishing. However, the regular celestial amplitude is in fact nonvanishing,
because momentum conservation receives contributions from soft regions.

To extract the out-out OPE, we apply mass regularization to the incoming particle, ensuring
the remaining three-point celestial amplitude takes the standard form after inserting the OPE.
The regular celestial amplitude is then given by

. 1 i +,om 4 o o o
(9, 03,9%,08,) = lim - NZP((01703,05,08,) — (05703,05,08,)) . (5:27)

Here the second term vanishes by momentum conservation, and the first term is given by (E.9).
For the scattering amplitude 7 (s,t) ~ % near s = 0, by (E.28) the exchange operator is ¢3,, o,

and the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

1 .
C(GRgy—2) = ZB(AS—L Ay—1) C(Pp, PA, DAL, —2) ; (5.28)

agreeing with the two-to-two case (5.25) and the scalar OPE (4.1).

According to the permutation symmetry, the other two out-out OPEs can be extracted similarly.
Besides, the in-out OPE can be extracted by regularizing one outgoing particle to ensure the
corresponding three-point amplitude takes its standard form. The computations are analogous
and are therefore omitted.

5.2.3 Three-OPE from one-to-three scattering

From the CCFT perspective, scalar ¢® theory exhibits an obvious deficiency: soft currents do
not generate an associative symmetry algebra due to the violation of the double residue condition
[68-70]. On the amplitude side, this violation originates from the three-particle factorization
singularity ﬁ, which has been confirmed through three-collinear limit analysis [71, 72] and the
split representation method [18]. This singularity provides a new contribution to the three-OPE:

PR, DA, PA, ~ <Cl 213] 7% 23] 72+ Ca 2152 |Z2,3|2A1_4> QA4 (5.29)

where the three-OPE coefficients are given by

1
Cr = 1 B(AI-1, Agy=3)B(8y—1, Ay—1), (5.30)
T Apg—2 A3 —2
Co = 16 csc(mAr) B(A1p—2, A13—-2) (Af)’ 3 + Ai 3 + 1) : (5.31)

Here the first term arises from the leading scalar exchange in the two-OPE (4.1), while the second
term is argued to correspond to multi-particle operators in the two-OPE [71, 72].
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Now consider this phenomenon from the CFT perspective. Whether the OPE algebra satisfies
associativity or not, after inserting the three-OPE ¢, 03, ¢3, into the decay process four-point
correlator (¢, PR, PR, PR, ), the remaining two-point correlator (§ ¢, 4) takes the standard
form (2.5), then the three-OPE coefficients should be extractable from this correlator. This conclu-
sion seems to contradict the fact that the singularity ﬁ does not appear in four-point scattering
amplitudes.

Surprisingly, from regular celestial amplitudes we can indeed extract the three-OPE (5.29) with
the correct coefficients (5.30). We consider the scattering amplitude 7 (s,¢) = £ + ¢ + L and take
the mass regularization (4.12) on the first particle,

~ 1
(B, 02, 03,08,) = lim ~(QR743,0%,3,) (5.32)
where the right side is given by (E.9).
To utilize the extraction method of two-OPE, we perform a change of variables
2 =2z23+¢e, 29=2z3+¢€X, (5.33)

and take the limit ¢ — 0, then x becomes precisely the cross-ratio. Then we apply the blow-up
method in Appendix E.4 to determine the small-y behavior of the four-point correlator

(B, 92,83, 08,) ~ Ox(Dagas — ) (6 W7 + G >4 ) (0radatr) . (5.34)

As discussed in Section 5.2.2; by (E.28) the %)-term comes from the collinear regime s ~ 0 of T,
and it corresponds to the first term in the three-OPE (5.29). With the two-point coefficient (5.17),
the coefficient factorizes into a product of the three-OPE coefficient and the two-point coefficient,

1 = CiC(Pl, d2,,1) - (5.35)

By (E.30), the @>-term comes from the small mass regime m ~ 0 of 7, and it corresponds to the
second term in the three-OPE (5.29) with the factorization

G = CaC(Pr, % ,,—1) - (5.36)

Another interesting observation is that, from the shadow OPE perspective, by Agss; = 4 the
%5>-term corresponds to the scalar exchange of double-trace type:

Pa, 92, ~ O (5.37)

As noticed in [27], this type of operator is universally present in massless shadow and massive
celestial amplitudes, and in the massless case the conformal block coefficient strikingly captures
all the dynamical information of helicity amplitudes.
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6 Yang-Mills and Einstein gravity theories

In this section, we study regular celestial amplitudes in Yang-Mills and Einstein gravity theories,
and verify their consistency with the celestial OPEs. From four-point gluons, the extracted OPEs
agree exactly with the collinear OPEs in [10]. From three-point gluons and gravitons, the extracted
OPEs agree with [10] up to the sign issue of in-out OPE, as discussed in Section 5.1.3. Additionally,
in the four-point gluon case we observe an unexpected “anomalous” scalar exchange in the OPE,
and clarifying its physical implications is left for future work.

Compared to the scalar ¢ theory, a new phenomenon arises here: for the regular celestial
amplitudes, besides the nontrivial contributions from soft and collinear regions of momentum
conservation, Ward identities of gauge symmetry also introduce necessary contributions, as first
noted in [27]. The reason is as follows. By the discussion of massless limit in Section 3.3, the
regularized conformal basis (4.12) retains derivatives of Ward identities in the massless basis (3.3).
Since external momenta are taken off-shell at this stage, these derivative terms are not killed
by momentum conservation. They therefore survive in regular celestial amplitudes and save the
conformal covariance.

Conventions. We denote a gluon operator as g , and a graviton operator as ha i, with
conformal spins J = £/ abbreviated as +. Following the amplitude literature, bulk helicities are
defined with respect to outgoing particles, and external momenta are outgoing in Feynman rules.

For the Yang-Mills theory, we set the gauge coupling g = 1 and choose the covariant R, gauge,
then the Feynman rules are

propagator: —jyna2g? (g“”‘2 +(1- §)q“1q“2q72) , (6.1)
3-vertex: farazas ((ql _ qQ)u:agmuz + (q2 _ qS)ulguzus + (q3 _ ql)’”g’”%) ’
4-vertex: ifala?bfa3a4b(gulu4gﬂ2ﬂ3 _ gulu3glt2lt4) + ifa1a3bfa2a4b(gu1u4gu2u3 . gulu29ﬂ3u4)

4 Z'fala4bfaza3b(gu1u3guzu4 _ gmuzgusm) )

For the Einstein gravity theory, we use the following two different graviton vertices to cross-
check our results, with expressions stored in this GitHub repository:

e DeWitt type [73-75]: the three-point vertex contains 171 terms. For convenience, we set the
gravity coupling to 1.

e FeynGrav package [76-78]: the three-point vertex contains 420 terms and depends on a gauge
parameter. Compared with the DeWitt type, we take the coupling constant to 4s.
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6.1 Three-point regular celestial amplitudes

We first sketch the algorithm of computing spinning three-point regular celestial amplitudes,
with one particle mass-regularized. The key observation is that the differential operators in the
Mellin basis (3.3) act on all the rest factors. The algorithm is:

1. Perform index contraction between interaction vertices and external conformal bases.

2. Use momentum conservation to perform the integrals over one momentum p/ k and over two
energies w;, in direct analogy with the scalar case in Appendix D.2.

3. Rewrite each term as a scalar celestial amplitude with shifted conformal weights.

4. Finally apply the leftover Mellin-basis differential operators to these scalar seeds, and sum
them up to extract the spinning three-point coefficients.

In particular, using momentum conservation and the transversality condition, the relation between
the gluon mass-regularized celestial amplitudes and the scalar ones can be neatly written as
3
i m.a: 1= Ag . 1 s
AR R | (O LI 6:2)

=1

X ((aegmr = 209" ) (93, 1 0R,9K0) — (659" — 205 9" (93,08, 080) )

where the differential operators 0, - act on all subsequent expressions.

We summarize the mass-regularized celestial amplitudes in Appendix D.1, and now discuss the
physical implications. To extract the out-out gluon OPEs, we apply the mass regularization to the
incoming one,

< 0,a1 o,a3 ~~i,as o,a1 0,a2 iym,as

1
gA1,J1gA2,J2gA3,J3> = }nlino §<gA1,J1gA2,J2gA3,J3> : (63)

There are eight spin configurations (Ji, Jo, J3), among which the (4, +, —) configuration is note-
worthy, with three-point coefficient

C = lim fo92059851-3 ), Arzs -1 (Arz3 — 1)(Arg3 + 1)B(A13,2 +1 Agz1 + 1) . (6.4)

m—0 (AI — 1)(A2 — ].) 2 ’ 2
For generic conformal dimensions, the massless limit produces a Kronecker delta function dx (A123—
1), then the accompanying factor Ay 3—1 forces this coefficient to vanish. Noticing that the shadow

transform flips the conformal spin, all the vanishing three-point correlators are

<g2?,1+g22,2+§i1?,7> = (gifffgc&?i'gvff,+> - <g2?}+g23,2+g2a33,+> = (84, 8x," 8A, ) = 0. (6.5)

On the boundary side, this implies that the OPE between two gluons of the same helicity contains
no exchange gluon with opposite helicity. On the bulk side, the vanishing of these amplitudes
reflects the well-known absence of same-helicity gluon scattering amplitudes.

The remaining spin configurations are analyzed similarly, and we summarize the three-point
coefficients of gluons and gravitons in Table 2. As claimed in the beginning, the OPEs extracted
from these coefficients agree with [10] up to the sign issue of in-out OPE.
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6.2 Four-point regular celestial amplitudes

We now analyze four-point regular celestial amplitudes of gluons at tree-level and their com-
patibility with the celestial OPEs. The computation of gravitons is time-consuming and will be
presented in future work.

Before proceeding to computation, we examine the implications of OPE consistency for four-
point gluon correlators. Whether for two-to-two or one-to-three scattering processes, the following
three conclusions should hold:

e The gluon exchanges in the collinear OPEs should contribute to the regular celestial ampli-
tudes as (5.19), and the corresponding conformal block coefficients should factorize into the
product of OPE coefficients and three-point coefficients as (5.20).

e For same-helicity correlators like (g, g g g.) and (g_g,g.g.), gluon exchange should not
appear, since same-helicity three-point correlators vanish (6.5).

e Correlators with single-plus/minus helicity like (g_g. g g.) and (g, g,g+g) should not van-
ish, which can be seen by applying the OPE of last two gluons.

This novel implication seems to contradict the fact that only MHV amplitudes are nonvan-
ishing at tree level, but as we have explained, compared with the helicity amplitudes, regular
celestial amplitudes contain extra contributions from soft/collinear regions and Ward iden-
tities.

As we will show, while conventional celestial amplitudes satisfy only the second point, regular
celestial amplitudes satisfy all the three.

Master integrals. We now sketch the computation. As in Section 5.2, it suffices to regularize
only one gluon to extract the OPEs. The difficulty lies in the fact that, unlike the scalar 7 (s, ),
off-shell spinning amplitudes do not admit a compact form. Consequently, for mass-regularized
spinning celestial amplitudes, we cannot provide universal formulas analogous to the scalar case
in Appendix E.1; instead, we need to compute directly from Feynman diagrams. Similar to the
three-point case in Section 6.1, the algorithm is as follows.

1. Perform index contraction between Feynman diagrams and external conformal bases.
2. Perform the conformal-basis integrals following the scalar procedure in Appendix E.2.
3. Apply the Mellin-basis differential operators to the scalar seeds and then sum them up.

4. Strip off conformal structure to obtain the stripped correlator. This can be done by fixing
to some conformal frame and then check conformal covariance numerically.

5. Check the stripped correlator is independent of gauge choices.
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The resulting regular celestial amplitude can be written as a master integral times a polynomial
part, I = [™master x Jpoly - For example, for the decay process we have

<gi£ﬁ1 gZZ’ZgZZ,ﬂgZZm - (f I Ay STSTLYE o A A -+++1324) (g1828384) - (6.6)

Here the master integral and polynomial part for the first color structure are

—j 2812843 Ao3a1—2 Ao Ay Aqq.03 Aqq,03
]Er:iiter — e lo == 1— 2 2 1—v 2 +1/ dsdT 6.7
1234 (Ag—l)(Ag—l)(A4—1)X X2 ( X) ( X) n (6.7)
A134,2 1 Aj24.3 1 A123.4 1 -~ \\—A—4
xS7T2 T2 T(1-S-T)"2 (S+Txx—(S+Tx)(S+Tx)) :
ﬁfﬂlz% = —2A3(A1934 — 2)A13,24X7)’<3T7 + (259 more terms in x, x,S,T), (6.8)

where S, T are dimensionless Mandelstam variables s = m2S, t = m?T and the integral is over the
rescaled physical region R ={(S,T)|S=>0AT >0ANS+T < 1}.

We have computed four-point mass-regularized celestial amplitudes, for both the two-to-two
and one-to-three processes and for all helicity configurations. Each result is expressed in terms
of master integrals similarly, and the full data is available in this GitHub repository. Further
reduction via IBP relations for these master integrals is expected and left to future work.

Closed-form and OPE consistency. Among the scattering processes and helicity configu-
rations, there are two special cases that the decay regular celestial amplitudes admit closed-forms.

iym,a1 _o,as 0,a3 0,a4

o1
= lim _<gA1,J1 gAz,ngAg,J3gA4,J4>7 (69>

<~i»a1 0,a2 0,a3 0,a4 >
m—0 2

8A1,J1800,7,873,758A,,14

where the master integrals can be performed explicitly by the change of variables

XX T2
S = _ _ . T= _ _ . 6.10
mx =X —1) +xx +mn mx —1(X —1) +xx +mn (6.10)

The first case is the same-helicity configuration, e.g.
(BA. _8Xo+ B8R+ BRsy) = 0. (6.11)
Notice that the conformal spin J; is opposite to the helicity by the shadow transform. This result

is even stronger than the expectation from OPE consistency: not only is there no gluon exchange,
but the entire amplitude vanishes.

The single-plus/minus helicity configuration is more interesting, e.g.

<§Za117_g2;172_gzz73+g23j1+> — <-[n (faoa1a2 fa0a3a4 _ Xfaoa1a3 fa0a2a4) + ]afa0a1a2 fa0a3a4> <<g1g2g3g4>> ’

(6.12)
where we have separated it into a normal part and an “anomalous” part,
' Ag+1,A3—1,A4—1
I, = £5K(A234,1 -2)r 2 Bemh S X%X%_l(l -x),
(6.13)

1
I, = ——5K(A234,1 —2)

A2A3,4(A234 - 3) {A2—1, Az—1, A4—1} X%fl _A3q
3 .

(D —1)(Dg — 1) Agsi—1 X
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This separation is motivated by consistency with the collinear OPE and the conformally soft Ward
identity.

From the OPE perspective, by (5.19), the anomalous part I, corresponds to a colored scalar

exchange O ,, in the s-channel OPE gX’® gX’*,, and is more dominant than the expected

gluon exchange gz(;i’_l, +- This scalar has a peculiar property: accompanied by a primary operator
O, its descendant operators 0"0"O also contribute to higher-point correlators. However, through
conformal block analysis, we find that due to the restriction Agzq; = 2, all descendants of O,
do not contribute to the four-point correlator (6.12), and hence will not mix with gluon exchanges

in the normal part I,. For this reason, we introduce the subtracted four-point correlator as

(A 8RS BRY BaL Ja = [n(fr0m2 foomses — y foou10s fo00200) (g, gogagy) . (6.14)

Now from the subtracted correlator, we can extract the exchange gluon gZZZ_L . and the conformal
block coefficient as

0.,a Z anala anasa. A—‘_l’A—l’A_l
Cg(gA’gz_L_,_) = ZéK(A23471 —_ Q)f 0a1 2f 0aza4 2 AQ;_I 4

_ _ifaomazB(Ag_L A4—1)C(EIAﬁ1’_gZZ?_gZ§2_L+) )

(6.15)

which agrees exactly with the factorization (5.20) and the OPE coefficient in [10].

For other four-point regular celestial amplitudes, closed-form expressions are not available, and
we analyze their OPE limits using the blow-up technique as the scalar case in Section 5.2. We
find that there are also anomalous scalars with conformal dimension As4 — 2, and for the gluon
exchanges, the conformal block coefficients factorize perfectly into the three-point coefficients in
Table 2 and the OPE coefficients in Table 1, matching the collinear OPEs in [10].

Conformally soft theorem and Banerjee-Ghosh equation. The soft theorem of scatter-
ing amplitudes corresponds to the Ward identity of currents in CCF'T, also known as the confor-
mally soft theorem in e.g. [9, 33], see also the review [49]. The leading soft gluon is

sa—1(2) = Resa=1 81" (2, 2) . (6.16)

Here to emphasize the holomorphic nature of the current ds = 0 we have written the z-dependence
explicitly. Then the conformally soft theorem reads

a i/o,a i/0,an . raa — i/o,a i/o,b i/o,an
(s (zo)gfl’jl e 'gA/Z,Jn> = Z —if kbzo,ii <gA/T,J11 " 'gAZ,Jk e 'gA/i,Jn> . (6.17)
k

A priori, shadow gluons g do not necessarily satisfy this theorem, because the shadow transform
smears the operator over the celestial sphere and thereby delocalizes its insertion point.

However, we find that after subtracting the anomalous scalar, the regular celestial amplitude
(6.14) respects the conformally soft Ward identity. When the second gluon gZZ:ﬂ becomes soft, the
remaining three-point correlator vanishes by (6.5), and this agrees with that the correlator (6.14)

has no simple pole at A; = 1. When the fourth gluon gZZ‘ﬂr becomes soft, the color structure on
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the right side of the Ward identity is z'fbala‘*fb“?%zﬁ — ifbala?’fb“?“‘*z;% + z'fbamfb%“‘*z;;. Then
using the Jacobi identity of structure constants and the three-point coefficients in Table 2, we
check that this equals the residue of (6.14) at Ay = 1, thus verifying the Ward identity (6.17).

Another aspect related to the soft theorem is that higher-point MHV celestial amplitudes satisfy
the Banerjee-Ghosh difference-differential equations [35], which arises from the commutativity of
soft limits and collinear limits. However, as noticed in [43], four-point MHV celestial amplitudes do
not satisfy these equations due to the missing gluon exchanges in conventional celestial amplitudes.

Interestingly, we find that after subtracting the anomalous scalar, the non-MHV regular celes-
tial amplitude (6.14) also satisfies similar equations, for example, the term with color structure
faomaz faoasas jg annihilated by the Banerjee-Ghosh operator as in [43],

0., — A4z3’j — zii + z;j (Ag—2+ 23,4853)TA4TA’31 , (6.18)
where Ta is the shift operator acting on conformal dimensions as Ta f(A) = f(A +1).

These two results provide another physical motivation for subtracting the anomalous scalars,
as they violate the conformally soft theorem and the Banerjee-Ghosh equations.

6.3 Summary of OPE and three-point coefficients

In this section, we summarize the results for the three-point coefficients in the Yang-Mills and
Einstein gravity theories, as well as the celestial OPEs extracted from four-point regular celestial
amplitudes in the Yang-Mills theory.

gxo, g Bar g
8a1 188 | B(Ai=1,4,-1) 0 0 0
g2, 82 | B(A+1,8,—1)  B(A—1,A,+1) 0 0
gAl 8% | —B(A1—1,3-Ayy) 0 B(Ay—1,3—A1,) 0
BR)+8As | ~B(AHL1-Ap) —B(A=1,1-Ap)  B(Ay=1,1-Ap)  B(Axt1,1-Ap)

Table 1: OPE coefficients extracted from four-point regular celestial amplitudes.

Rows correspond to operator products, and columns correspond to exchange operators. Each OPE coef-
ficient is proportional to a common factor: —if*1%2% i (A9 3 — 1).
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(+,+,+) (+,+,—) (+,—,+) (+,—,—)
(29858, | B(A—1,A,-1) 0 B(A1+1,A5—1)  B(A1—1,Ay+1)
(ghesgs) | B(A;—1,3—A4,) 0 B(A1+1,1-A1)  B(A1—1,1-Ay)
(g18383) | —=B(Ay—1,3—A1y) 0 —B(Ay—1,1-A)  —B(Agy+1,1-Ay,)
(hehshi) | B(A;—1,Ay—1) 0 B(A1+3,A0—1)  B(A;—1, Ay+3)
(hihshy) | B(A;—1,3—A1,) 0 B(A143,—1-A)  B(A—1,—1—A)
(hihshe) | B(As—1,3—A1,) 0 B(Ay—1,—1—Ay3)  B(Ay+3,—1—A)

Table 2: Three-point coefficients of regular celestial amplitudes.

Rows correspond to three-point correlators with color indices suppressed. Columns correspond to spin
configurations, and the remaining four spin configurations not listed here can be obtained by symmetry.
Each three-point coefficient is proportional to a common factor: —% fe192935K (Aq2,3 — 1) for gluons and

—20k (A12,3) for gravitons.

7 Discussions

This work resolves two fundamental issues in celestial holography: the distributional nature
of conventional celestial amplitudes, which obstructs the application of standard CFT techniques,
and their inconsistency with the known celestial OPEs. We find that both are symptoms of a
single underlying problem: massless celestial amplitudes defined by the Mellin transform are not
suitable as CCFT correlators.

Consequently, we introduce regular celestial amplitudes, computed using the regularized con-
formal bases in (4.11), (4.12), and (4.16). Compared to conventional celestial amplitudes, our
regular amplitudes take the standard form of conformal correlators and, more importantly, are
compatible with the known celestial OPEs, up to the sign issue in the in-out OPE. We confirm
this claim through explicit computations in massless ¢3, Yang-Mills, and Einstein gravity theories.
Particularly, the non-MHV amplitude (g_g.g,g,) now exhibits a nonvanishing contribution in
the required OPE channel, thereby ensuring the consistency of the OPE algebra.

Our approach reveals a crucial physical picture in celestial holography: a consistent CCF'T
requires off-shell data from the bulk theory. The reason is that regular celestial amplitudes contain
at least the following three types of contributions:

regular celestial amplitude D helicity amplitude + soft/collinear + Ward identity .
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Therefore, although computing regular celestial amplitudes via Feynman rules is more involved,
this is not a mere technical drawback, but a necessary condition to ensure the consistency of the
OPE algebra.

There are several future directions:

e Order of massless limits: prove that regular celestial amplitudes are independent of the order
of limits when regularizing multiple particles, as discussed in Section 4.2.

e Normalization of two-point correlators and sign of in-out OPE: resolve the tension between
Kronecker and complex delta-function normalizations, and fix the sign discrepancy of in-
out OPEs extracted from three- and four-point regular celestial amplitudes, as discussed in
Section 5.1.3.

e Anomalous scalars in the celestial OPE of Yang-Mills theory: clarify the physical origin of
anomalous scalar exchanges, their properties, and implications for the consistency of CCF'T.

e Reduction of spinning regular celestial amplitudes: apply IBP relations to simplify the master
integrals appearing in gluon and graviton regular celestial amplitudes.

e Regular celestial amplitudes in Klein space: extend the formalism of regular celestial ampli-
tudes to Klein space to facilitate the study of celestial OPEs.
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A Useful identities

We list some useful identities here.

The Gamma symbol denotes the product of Gamma functions,

n

F[ah'"van] EHF[GZ]7 <A1>
i=1
A1,y...,0n " -
r = I'la; ', . A2
=10 1/H 0 (A2
The Mellin-Barnes relation is
tio ds [A+s,—s
A _ e ) s p—s—A
(A+ B) —/iOo QM,F[ A }AB . (A.3)

The Feynman-Schwinger parameterization for Re(A;) > 0 is

ﬁA;Ai:r{A? 1A } H/ dai o +ZaA) . (A.4)

. ey

The hypergeometric function near z = 0 is related to that near z = oo by

P (“’b; z) = (—2)7T [b @ C} P (“’“ —etl %) F(aeb). (A.5)

c b,c—a a—b+1
The discontinuity across the branch cut z € (1, 00) is

ab c c—a,c—b
D' F y O — i 1 —a—b—i-cl'\ F ! -1 — . A6
15€ 2 1(C’Z> mi(z—1) [a,b,l—a—b%—c}Q 1(1—a—b+c’ Z) (46)

A.1 Identities of conformal basis

After performing the derivatives, the massless conformal basis (3.3) can be rewritten as

J4
" (A 1)(A) (1. S
@lef7) = [aowt S ST (i s (5T ). (AT)

n=0

The shadow, massive and tachyonic conformal bases (3.4), (3.7), (3.11) satisfy the following
identity:

/ 1dp) LG ) Ty () = / (A B4 (G Y T () (A8)
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/[dk"} (T)K?j“l"'““(cj, )Ty (FE') = /[dk] DG k) Ty (K) (A.9)
where EDZC;’}‘ YH(G, p'K") denotes the integration kernel of the shadow basis with the massless mo-
mentum ¢’ replaced by the massive/tachyonic momentum p’/k’. This identity can be verified using
(F.12), (F.21) together with the symmetric, traceless, and transverse properties of the polarization
tensor.

B Distributions

We review some basic aspects of distributions used in this work.

B.1 Analytic continuation of distributions

The analytic continuation of distributions was initiated by Gelfand and his collaborators in [62,
79], and this motivated Bernstein to develop the theory of D-modules [80, 81]. In this work, we
only need some simple cases. Following [62, 79], we provide a brief and physics-oriented review.

Regularization and normalization. For simplicity, we focus on tempered distributions on
R. A tempered distribution ¢ € S’(R) acting on the rapidly decreasing test function f € S(R)
can be formally written as an integral

(6.f) = / dx p(x) f (z). (B.1)

with the kernel ¢(x). It is useful to conceptualize f as a Gaussian wave-packet and ¢ as a sharp
classical observable.

When the kernel ¢(x) contains singularities, the integral (B.1) is convergent only for a subspace
Vs C S(R) of test functions. To extend the domain of ¢ from Vy to S(R), we need to subtract
off the divergences in (B.1) in a systematic way, and this procedure is called regularization of
distributions. The extension is nonunique, and we are interested in the case where a family of
distributions ¢,(x) depends on the parameter A analytically. Then the analyticity of A can help
choose a unique regularization of ¢,(x).

If ¢ (x) is meromorphic in A € U C C, we can cancel the poles of ¢,(x) by another meromor-
phic function N(A) such that the normalized distribution N ()¢, (x) is holomorphic in U, called
normalization of distributions.

Homogeneous distributions. For z € R, there are three bases of homogeneous distributions:
the plus/minus basis is
t =2(z), 2= (—2)0(-x), (B.2)
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and the even/odd basis is
) = |zt =2t + 2, 2} = |2 sign(r) = 2} — 2. (B.3)

These four distributions are meromorphic functions in A € C, and the normalized versions are

—_

1 1 1

A A A A

S . —_— — . B.4
L[\ + 1]5’7*’ L[\ + 1]$" F[—*;l] o> F[—Af] o1 (B-4)

The third imaginary basis consists of boundary values of holomorphic functions,

A A oA imA A
z7, sg%(x—irza) ) +emal B5)
A= A A —imA, A '
2, =lim(r —ie)" =27 +e Ml

e—0

The A-poles get canceled due to the phase factor, and 2%, is holomorphic in A € C.

At the removed poles, these six distributions localize to the Dirac delta function and its deriva-
tives. For n € N,
A

Ty _ <(n) _
— =0"(x for A\=—n—1 B.6
TA+ 1] (), for n-4 (B.6)
A n
Lo (=1)"n! (2n) _
NESICD] oM (x), for A=—-2n—-1, (B.7)
A n
n__ (D +1n!5(2n+1)(a:), for A= —2n—2, (B.8)

221 (2n+1)!
(=1)

1 n
), =a " F 2'7?—'6(”) (), for A\=—n—1. (B.9)
n!

Parity symmetry. Under the parity change x — —x, the three bases transform as

(—2)t =23, (o) = (-)%ag,,  (-2)}, =™l (B.10)

The last one is useful in computation and is consistent with the branch cut x € (—o0,0) of z*.

Analytic structure of x}. The integral (2}, f(x)) = [ dz2* f(z) is convergent and hence is
holomorphic for Re A > —1. For Re A < —1 the integral can be divergent and acquires regulariza-
tion near x = 0. The easiest way to see A-poles in this region is to choose the test function as e™,

then (z},e™*) = I'[A + 1] manifests the analytic structure of 2} and provides the normalization.

A finer argument to read off the residues at A = —n — 1 is as follows. Given a real-analytic test
function, inserting its Taylor expansion and dividing the integration region into [0, 1] and [1, o),
we obtain o

A oS0 1 A
(a2, f(x)) —; s e el MICCE G COR (B.11)
The second term is holomorphic in A by the fast decay. The first term shows the simple poles at
A = —n — 1, and after chopping off the test function, the residues are
Resy— 17} = " 6 (z). (B.12)
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Singularity at infinity. In practice, the test functions do not decay sufficiently fast as z — oo,
and the singularity at infinity plays an important role. For example, choosing the test function as
(1 + 2)~!, there are additional poles at nonnegative integers:

(2}, (L +2)™) =T[-A\ T\ +1]. (B.13)

In this case the test function is not in S(R) and should be divided into two parts: (1) one is
in S(R) and detects the singularity of 27 at origin, providing the factor T'[A + 1]; (2) another is
well-behaved as x — oo and decays Sufﬁciently fast as z — 0, then detects the singularity of 27 at
infinity, providing the factor I[-)], e.g. (2),eY/*) = —T[-\ — 1].

Two-dimensional case. In higher dimensions, homogeneous distributions are proportional
to the spherical harmonics in the representations of the rotation group. In 2d, with the complex
coordinate z = re?, the homogeneous distributions can be written as

252 =9 for §€C,jE L. (B.14)

Similar to the 1d case, to read off the analytic structure, we divide the integration region into the
disk 7 € [0,1] and r € [1,00), then

otj -5 fnm OO QW(SK(]—I-TL— ) / 2
2 2 d ) B.1
(222 Z nlm) d+n+m+2 * r>1 2 () (B.15)

n,m=0

For fixed j = m — n, this exhibits the simple poles at 6 = —n — m — 2 with residues proportional
to 00»™)(z, 2). The normalized version and its values at the removed poles are

1 _ -1 max(n,m)
AN m(—1)

S ¥ . (nm) (5 7Y | B.1
I‘[M'j'“} max(n, m)! o=, 2) (B.16)

2

B.2 Analytic functionals

The complex delta function ¢ is an analytic functional belonging to the Gelfand-Shilov space
7', which is the dual of the space Z of entire functions of at most exponential growth, see [62, 79].
This distribution is employed in the celestial literature to understand the analytic continuation of
A, see e.g. [59], and it also appears in the method of brackets for evaluating Feynman integrals,
see e.g. [82-85]. Following [59], we provide a brief and self-contained introduction here.

The complex delta function is defined as the identity of the Mellin transform,

/ TR G A= AYF(A) = F(Ao). (B.17)

Ciso  2mi

and formally can be written as

6C(A—A0):/ oy o-A-1 (B.18)
0
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As a generalization of the conventional Dirac delta function, when A locates on the integration
contour A € a + iR in (B.17), d¢ reduces to

dc(A —Ag) =27 (Im(A — Ay)) , for ReAy=a. (B.19)
When Ay leaves off the integration contour, d¢c admits the following approximations:
hn% [[Ay — Ale?™%0 = lin% dwow 2 1™ for ReAy > a,
e e—
6C(A - AO) = Ooo (B2O>
lim T[A — Agle® ™ = lim dwwho=27 e/ for Rely < a.
e—0 e—0 0

Derivation of (B.20). This can be shown by a contour deformation argument. For Re Ay > a,
we consider a test function f(A) that is analytic in the region a < Re A and decays sufficiently
fast as A — +oo0. As 2720 — 0, we can enclose the contour to the right and pick up the poles at
A = Ay +n, n €N, leading to

o A — (-1)"
lim —T'[Ag — Ale® 2 f(A) = lim (=)

e—0 271 e—0 n!

e"f(Ao+n) = f(Ao), (B.21)

a—100

which justifies the defining property (B.17).

From the analysis above, we observe that only the term n = 0 needs to be dominant. Conse-
quently, the requirement on test functions can be relaxed: it suffices for f(A) to be holomorphic in
the strip a < Re A < Re Ay, to be meromorphic or contain branch cuts in the region Re Ag < Re A,
and to decay sufficiently fast as A — 4o00.

Principal value. Notice that if naively applying the approximation (B.20) to the case Re Ag =
a, there would appear an extra factor % The reason is as follows: in this case the leading pole A =
Ay lies on the contour, hence the integral is divergent and should be understood as the principal
value. When deforming the contour to the right, it is necessary to consider the contribution of a
small semicircle Ca,5 = {A [ A = Ay + 6, 2 < § < 27} surrounding the leading pole:

dA dA A%

. an o A—Ag 1 an
i Ca, s 270 FlB0 =A™ f(A) = lim £(2o) /cw omi Ao — A

- _%f(AO) . (B22)

C EAJdS, dS and conformal integrals

We compute several integrals related to EAdS,,;, dS44; and the conformal boundary R?. We
summarize the results in Appendix C.1 and provide the derivations in the subsequent appendices.

The bulk momenta are parametrized similar to the 2d case (2.2) as

¢=wq=wl+|z*22,1—|z]*), for w >0,

p=mp= ;n—y(H [2f* + 9%, 22,1 — 2 —y?), for y >0, (1)
k‘:ml%:2ﬁ(1+|x|2—y2,2w,1—|x|2—|—y2), for y e R,
)
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where € R?, and the mass-shell integrals are

/ [dq] = / diz /0 h 240wt dw |
/ [dp] = / %z /O Ty (C.2)
/[d/%] :/ddx /_:o |~y

C.1 Summary

One-point. The one-point integrals are

A—d
. . _ EESE e
Ly :/[dpo](—po-pl) S F[i]mlA7 )
2
+i 7 7 —A a3 [ %l FlirA, —A
Ik,p: [dko](—kjo-p1>i7_ =2r 2 T 1-d dtl A1 e’z my, (C4)
|2 02 02
+i 7 7 -A a3 i %l FlirA, —A
Iy = [dko)(—ko k1) =27 2 T d=A+1 A+l —dtatl |€ 2 T (C.5)
"2 27 2
N _ g arxt 1 _
Iyp = /dd%(—%'pl) 1= ey, (C.6)
L4
() ~ — — d+1 1 Lirx _
I;k:/ddxo(_QO'kl)i?:2l ' ISR mi . (C.7)
P
Two-point. The two-point integrals are
d A AN—A[ 4 -A —A_d/2 %—A A—d( 5~ A=A
Loy = | "o (=Go-q1) " (—Go-p2) = =27"7%°T d—A my(=Gi-p2) ", (C.8)
+i d A~ N—A[ 4 -A —A_d/2 %’—A +in(A-2) A—d/ - -A
L= [ d°vo(=Go-q1) " (—do-ka2)17 =27"a%"T T_Al€ 2my (=qi-k2)ir . (C9)

Three-point. The EAdS three-point integral is

In Aoy = /[dﬁo](—ﬁoﬁl)AI(—ﬁO’ﬁz)AZ(—ﬁO‘@s)AS

1 4 A123 A132 A231 Ajaz—d (ClO)
— 2720272 Onr,04,04,) -
27'('2 Al,AQ,Ag << ALY A, A3>>
The dS three-point integral is
In) Ky g = /[dl;’o](—l%o@l);&(—];70'@2);2A2(_’%0'@3);A3 : (C.11)
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For the imaginary type s, = £i, n = 1,2, 3, besides the permutation symmetry among {A,, s, },
the integral satisfies the parity symmetry by the change of variable ky — —ko and (B.10),

TN Roin = Iayagk, e et (C.12)
Hence only two configurations of s,, are independent, and are related to the EAdS one (C.10) as

[XLZZ;ZS =2e” ”"AIQS COS(2d) [Al,Az,AS 5 (C 13)
[XLZLQ A’Lg = 2e~ 217rA123 COS(2 (d 2A3))[A1 Ao, Ag -

Later we will need this integral for s, = + in even dimensions, which can be obtained by the
change of basis (3.15). For d = 0 mod 2,

i+t 1 d d 1_A171_A271_A37A1223_d7
A1,A2,A3 T _5(_1)27T2 A1234+2 Ag13+2 Az 242 <<OAIOAQOA3>> ,
2 ’ 2 ) 2
14

1= AL 1= Ay 1— Ay B3 (C.14)
+4,— 1%F — A, 1 = Ay, 1 — Az, = 0r OO
A1,A2,A3 T 577' A123+2 A213+2 —Ajo3+d+2 << ALY A A3>>'

2 ’ 2 ) 2 5

The other configurations are related by the permutation symmetry and the parity symmetry,

51,52,53 —51,—52,—53
[Al,Az,As [Al,AzAs ’ (Cl5>

C.2 One-point integrals

We start from the EAdS one-point integral 1, , in (C.3). By the symmetry and scaling behavior,

—-A

I,, is proportional to m; = = (—p?)~ A2 To fix the coefficient, we set z; = 0, y; = 1 and perform

the integrals in the radial coordinates r = |z,
Amy /ddl‘o / dyoyo ™ H|zo)? +ya + 1) (C.16)

d=1
= QA Fd—lp g TA [ 2 }/ dr/ dyor®tyS T 2 i 4 1)7A (C.17)
which leads to the result (C.3).

Similar to the EAdS case, the dS one-point integral I, in (C.4) reduces to

+00 2 1 -A
Ij“ /ddaco/ dyo |yo|~ —d- 1<m1(|x0| — Ut )j:w) ) (C.18)

AT

Then we separate the integral into two regions y, > 0 and yy < 0, change the variable yg — —yo
in the second region, and use the Mellin-Barnes representation (A.3) to rewrite the integral as

IZS; = 2A+27r%+1(—m% + Z'é‘)*% / dr / dyo / 2— T’dil(rz + 1)7A7tyOA7d+2t71
0 0 e
—t,t+ A
Flaa 41 HAF2t)+ 1, FHA+2t) +

)2

(C.19)
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The yo- and t-integrals can be performed by the complex delta function (B.18), and the r-integral
is a Beta function. The rest integrals I, 5 in (C.5), I, , in (C.6) and I, in (C.7) can be computed
similarly.

C.3 Two-point integrals

For the conformal two-point integral 1, ,, in (C.8), we use the Feynman-Schwinger parameter-
ization (A.4) to rewrite the integral as

Tq,qur{d A A} /dd%/ dor a7 (=go-(apz + ¢1)) ™. (C-20)

Here the o-integral can be performed by the one-point integral (C.6) since aps + ¢; is timelike,
then the a-integral is a Beta function.

The integral I, 4 in (C.9) needs more careful treatment after the Feynman-Schwinger param-
eterization,

If ¢, ky > 0, then —ks — aqy is spacehke for all a > 0 and the zg-integral can be preformed by the
one-point integral (C.7), leading to

. — A 1. N
I 8 — /29~ AF|: ‘|€¥2mdm2Ad((jl'k’2)A. ((122)

d—A

If (jl'ifg < 0, there are two cases: (1) —kg —aqy is spacelike for 0 < o < — and we perform

k Y

the xo-integral by (C.7) as before; (2) —ko — aqy is timelike for a > —2(;1‘2@, ‘and we need to use

(C.6) to perform the zg-integral. After performing the a-integrals in both cases, we obtain

| _ddd_ A
+r[1 “hEis AD . (C.23)

d d
1 272

[iz — 9—Ad/2,, iy Fpimd
( Qi 2) € d—A,—§—|—A+1

Summing the two parts together, we arrive at
IE = T500(G ko) + T200(— 1o - (C.24)

Then we expand the distributions (fd k) 20(%£d; ko) = (—di- k’g) —2 back into (—g;-k2)T2 by
(B.5), yielding the result (C.9).

C.4 Three-point integrals

We first revisit the EAdS three-point integral (C.10). Using the Feynman-Schwinger parame-
terization (A.4), we rewrite the integral as

Aias Qe gha—l(_s (5L agn VA
T — 2 3 A 123 9
sna =Ty 30| [ [Tas / 525 - (@ + 5) 2 . (C.25)



The po-integral can be performed by the EAdS one-point integral (C.3),
Bizg=2 4 A123’ A123 d A1 oA 1 N
Inynpns =2 m2T dOé dﬁa BT (—aBhes — aqia — Bquz)T ¢,
Ala AQ) A3

(C.26)
then the a- and [-integrals are Beta functions, leading to the result (C.10).

For the dS three-point integral (C.11) with imaginary type s, = =i, as discussed before, it
suffices to compute the two independent configurations (+4i,+i,+i) and (4,41, —i). To utilize
the Feynman-Schwinger parameterization (A.4), we need to rewrite the integrand by (B.10) as

[Zl’fi’;ks = 6_%ﬂ22:1 An(sn—i) /[dl%o] (ZS + 2.81]%0'@1)_A1 (25 + iS‘Z]%O'qAQ)_AQ (ZE + Z‘PS’(‘;]%O-QA?,)_A‘g ,

- . A L[ %
= 727 X Anlondp ' } / dk / d / dp a2t ghel C.27
(& [} (0% .
{AMA%A?, [ O] 0 0 ﬂ /B ( )
)) 23 ,

,Al

X (28 + ]210'(2'81@1 + iQSQQQ —+ Zﬁbgdg

where we have shrinked the infinitesimal parameter ic(a + 5 + 1) to ic.

For the (41, +1i, +i) configuration, ¢; +aga+[qs is timelike, and the l%o-integral can be performed
by the dS one-point integral (C.4), then the a- and S-integrals are Beta functions as well, leading
to the first line of (C.13).

For the (+i,+i, —i) configuration, ¢; + ags — g3 can be either timelike or spacelike, and we
separate the a- and S-integrals into two regions accordingly,

aqiz
R, = a>00<pf < ———-—1,
p=1(:5)] f< i)

aqiz
agaz + Qi3

(C.28)
Ry ={(a,8)|a>0,8>

In R,, the ko-integral is performed by the dS one-point integral (C.4), while in Ry, it is performed
by (C.5), leading to

ey s st st | PO / dadB o™ 555 (s — adys + Birs) " F
= T COS\| — (0 « (6% —
A1,A2,A3 T Ay, Ay, Ay 9 n 423 q12 q13

P

Ao
+ COS( (Ao — d)) / dadB a7 3237 (—a Bz + adia — Bais)” 2 .

Ry

(C.29)
Then performing the 8- and a-integrals successively, we obtain the second line of (C.13).

D Three-point celestial amplitudes

We compute several three-point celestial amplitudes of scalars, gluons, and gravitons. For
convenience, we use the following abbreviations to denote the types of conformal bases involved in
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the celestial amplitudes:

0 for massless Mellin, 0 for massless shadow, M for massive, T for tachyonic.
Then for example, 00M denotes the celestial amplitude with two outgoing massless particles and
one incoming massive particle.

We summarize the results in Appendix D.1 and provide detailed derivations in the subsequent
appendices. The 00M scalar celestial amplitude was computed in [11, 18], MOM in [18], and TOO in
[16]. We list them here with the new normalization of the conformal basis in Section 3. Then we
study the massless limit of three-point celestial amplitudes involving massive and tachyonic scalars
in Appendices D.5.

D.1 Summary

D.1.1 Scalar

e 00M and 00M (see [11, 18]):

A132 Aa3 1
i, A3 12—2, A123-2 T
0%, 0%,0107) = 2 e | T2 (D.1)
A123 Ajg3—2 A132
C To o imsy\ __ 2A13,274 A2,13F 1_A1’ 2 1223 ’ 2 D2
(q)Alq)qu)Ag )_ ™ m3 A A A2’13+2 ( . )
1,23, =5 —

The three-point coefficient in shadow basis (D.2) is obtained from that in Mellin basis (D.1)
by the massless shadow relation (3.2) and the star-triangle relation (2.10).

e T0O0 and TOO (see [16] and Appendix D.2):

. A A 2 1 - Al’ A123’2
+,2m i -2 23,1—
C(q)Al 1¢IA2¢Z3) = 2 b ml ’ F A3’12+2 ? (D3>
2
C(q);ﬁmlq)lqu)oAg,) = C(q)zzml q)lAg,q)oAg) ? (D4)
, L~ (1A, 1-A Aiz2 Ao
, i Aqzo—4, Do Ls 372 T2
C(¢Z:m1¢A2¢Z3) = q2f2—dy) 218 A, A=biz Agg+2 , (D.5)
i 3 2 9 2
A (1 — Ay, 1— Ay, D=2 Bis2
-, . Aqzo—4 Do 1 3 2 1 92
C(q)Aiml q)lqu)Zg) - 7T2 1 ml ’ 13F A Aq1,23+2 Ag 1342 (D6>
| 32 T2
e MOM (see [18]):
s i — —A _
C(OX" dR,dA,%) = w2202 mi™ 212 (m3 — mi) 22710 (my — my) (D.7)
A123 A132 A231 Aqaz—2 A1a3—2 Aoz 2 2
«T| 272 "2 ] P S T MMy .
Ala A27 A3 AQ 7 m%
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e TOM (see Appendix D.3):

+,4m1 o,m3\ __ 7T2A1372_4 Ar ,23 2—2A1 Ag—1 D 8
Cloa,™ Pa, OR,°) = 1A, my "m0 (m] 4 m3) (D.8)
[ Ai32 Assi Az 13+2 Asg3z 1 2
xT| 2 "2 |,R 2 2 . Mg
Ag 2 — Al ’ m% ’
Coa,™ Ga, RT®) = w2812~ 4m3™ 22 (mf 4 m3) 22! (D.9)
_1 B Al’ A122,37 A1223727 Al23,2 A122737 A1223_2 m%
x T Az 1342 21 T ]
i Ay, Az, =5— A m3
e TOT (see Appendix D.4):
Ao 13
C(ORT™ Dr, PaT™) = (1 4 3) + 7223274 (mf —m3) ™2 0(my —my) (D.10)
Aizo Ags, 9 A
el A, 1— Ay, =22 2281 P Quza=2 2822
Ay, =z Besat? py | mimm )
A13,2—4 A 2
+, T2 2-2A3 (2 2\ 228177
COR™ P, o) = (1 ¢+ 3) + Toa, M *(my —mg) 0(my —ms) (D.11)
Az, A A
ar| S L (TR
| =P 2-A3 ‘mij—mi)’
Ag13
C(OA™ G, dR™) = (1 4+ 3) + 7283274 (mT — m3) 2 0(my — my) (D.12)
B e it BB S ST
R e M G T
m28182 4 Ny, o 9\ 228,172
COx™ 905" = (16 3) + om0 — ) 5 0(m = ma)  (D13)
A123 A1 93+2 A
x I’ -4, 2 o F 17223 ’ 122’3 ; —m§
A2,123+2 9 _ Ag ) m?; _ m%

Notice that for each of the three-point celestial amplitudes, there are two terms symmetric
under the permutation (13).

D.1.2 Gluon

e 00M (see Section 6.1):

_2A3,1272m3A12,3—1 |J13,2|+A13,2  |J23,1|+A231
2

o,a 0,a iyms,a __ raiaza ’ 2 g
C(gA1}J1gA2,2J2gA3,3J33) = foree (AI _ 1)(A2 _ 1) r As+1 CJ1,J2,J3 )
(D.14)
Here the reduced coefficient Ci’ J,.J, Satisfies the parity symmetry
C§1,J27J3 = Cng,—JQ,—Jg ’ <D15>
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and depends on the spin configurations as follows:

CPi1 = (A3 —3)(Anas — 1),
Clg,fl,l = 2(A13,2 - 1) )
CEi11=2(Ag31 — 1),

Cgl,—l,l = (A3 —1)(Ap3+1).

(D.16)

e TOO (see Section 6.1):

_ Aoz 1—1
A1723 le >

B DA 1)

|J13,2|+A13,2
_A,, 1saltAize

2 g+
—|J12,3|+A3,12+2 ]CJl,Jz,J3 ) <D17>
2

+,imi,a1 _i,a2 0,a3 __ fajazas
C(gAl,Jl gAz,ngAs,J3) - f

Clen,s " g 1,887,) = Cleay T gas 1,8807s,) - (D.18)
Here the reduced coefficient C{g,fb, 7, satisfies the parity symmetry
Col s = C8h ot » (D.19)
and depends on the spin configurations as follows:

Coly = —(Ans —3)(A1pz — 1),
C1g,’1+,—1 =2(A1p3—1),

Coly = —2(Ap— 1), (B-20)
CPoy 1= —(Dgz1 — 1)(Aggn + 1)
D.1.3 Graviton
e 00M (see Section 6.1):
_ 2A3,12—2mA12,3 |[J13,2|+A132 |J23,1|+A231
C3 B in) = AR A DBy | Aat2 |G (D21
Here the reduced coefficient Cf}l’ J,.J5 Satisfies the parity symmetry
CG1,J2,J3 = CEJ1,*J2,*J3 ) (D.22)
and depends on the spin configurations as follows:
C;,z,g = (A3 — 2)A123(A123 +2)(3A12 — Az — 4), (D.23)

Ch oy = —4A3+8A5(A12 + 1) + 4(3A] — 6A; 4 3A5 — 245 4+ 2A1A,),
Cim,2 = —4A3 —8A3(A1p — 1) +4(3AT — 2A; + 3A3 — 64, +2A1A,)
Chy _0p=D123(A1z3 +2)(Arzs +4)(3A12 + Ay — 6).
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e TOO (see Section 6.1):

Aq1,23—2,,823.1
2 m;

r

h7
ch,lt,%,s , (D.24)

A, |J13,2]|+A13,2
C(hy™ hiy, %, ) = sl
( Aq,J1 A, As,Jg) A2(A2 _ 1)A3(A3 _ 1) ]

—|J12,3|+A3,12+4
2

C(hat iy 1,8, 0,) = AT, 1,0, ) - (D.25)
Here the reduced coefficient Cf}fb, 7, satisfies the parity symmetry
C;;TJQ,Jg = CE’:]Fl,sz,fJg ; (D.26)
and depends on the spin configurations as follows:

C;,’iz = —(A123 — 2)A123(Agaz + 2)(A1 — 3093 +4), (D.27)
Cys o = —AAT +8A (Ao + 1) + 4(3A3 — 64, + 3A3 — 273 + 2A5A;)

Cy 'ty = —AAT — 8A1(Ags — 1) + 4(3A3 — 285 + 3A2 — 645 + 2M51;)

C;,’ig,_z = —(Ay93 —4)(A123 — 2)A1 23(A1 + 393 — 6) .

D.2 TO0O0 scalars

We warm up by rederiving the TOO scalar celestial amplitude. For s; = =41,
(O™ Pa, PR,) = 23 Imi A /[diﬁ'}dwdw:z wi? Wt (= Gk ) 216 (kv —gatgs) . (D.28)

By (2.4), we write the ki-integral as fd‘%lz 26(ky k1 — 1), and perform this integral using the
momentum conservation delta function,

<¢Z‘fm1<l>52¢23> =241 /dWZdW?) W2A2_1W3A3_15(_2W2w3§23 —m3)(wsdis — w2€?12);‘A1 , (D.29)

then the wo- and ws-integrals can be performed successively, leading to

A123 A1z
<¢Z[z1,zm1¢iA2q)oAB> _ 2A1,23726¥%iﬂA13,2m1A?3’172F 2 A’l 2 (DBO)
By the change of basis (3.15), we obtain the result (D.3).
D.3 TOM scalars
Next we compute the TOM scalar celestial amplitude. For s; = =+,
S1,4m1 i o,m3\ __ oA1z3—3, 2—A 7 ~ Ax—1
<¢A1 1¢A2¢A3 3> =278 ms 3 /[dkl/][dp3/]dW2 Wy (DS]_)

X (—Ql'1;?1');&(—]33"53)_A35(4)(k1'—QQ+p3’) :

45



Similar to the TOO scalar, we perform the k1~ and wy-integrals using the momentum conservation
delta function and mass-shell delta function, leading to

(02, Dl OR7) = 2302 281 B 82 (a4 B2 / dpy (—Py o)™ (—Py-G) >

X (—2m3py-Gipy - Go — (m7 + mﬁ)c}u);Al

(D.32)

Then we separate the term —(m3 4+ m3)gi2 > 0 from the rest in (---);Al by the Mellin-Barnes
representation (A.3),

. ds
<¢9171m1¢A2¢0m3> —_ /[dp3’]27m 2A3 2+2A1+5-3 ?1,234-25-5-2( +m3>A21 s— leslﬂ's

—s, A1+ s
r
x [ N

(D.33)

A1,2+S( —Ag3 )

](—m)‘“s(—ﬁs/-@)5(—153/-@ ~py-ds)
Performing the pg-integral by the EAdS three-point integral (C.10), we obtain the three-point
correlator with coefficient

ds
(¢917im1¢A2¢0 m3) _ / 5 2A15 2—3m3A1,23+28+2( + m3)A21 s— 1e<l7rs

Ay A, 4 s, D21a=25 Dagy—2s-2 (D.34)
) ) 2 ) 2
X F A12,3 A123—2 A _
2 2 y —2,1 S
We close the s-contour to the left and sum over the residues at s = —A; — n, n € N leading to
A12,3 A123—2 2 2
i ,4my 0m3 — 2A13’273€¥iﬂA1m2—A123 m2 T m2 Ao—1 F 2 2 . ml + m3
(D.35)

The two are boundary values along the branch cut of the hypergeometric function. By the change
of basis (3.15) and the discontinuity of the hypergeometric function (A.6), we obtain the result
(D.8).

D.4 TOT scalars

Now we compute the TOT scalar celestial amplitude. For s, s3 = =41,

(ORI ™y, ) = 28y B3 /[d]%l’”dffii’]dw2 wp? !

x (—ﬁl'/Aﬁ');Al(—@3'/%3');3A35(4)(/ﬁ/—CIz—i—kS/) .

(D.36)
Due to the mass threshold and the permutation symmetry (13), the result contains two symmetric
terms proportional to #(m; — mg) and 6(ms — my) respectively

<(')Alzm1q)A2¢sd,zm3> = ]139(m1 — m3) + ]319(77’L3 — ml) . <D37>
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Without loss of generality, we focus on the first term I3 with m; > ms3. We perform the
ky-integral using the momentum conservation delta function, then the wy-integral is localized at

2 2
wy= BT (D.38)
2m3 G-k

which implies _qAQ'lA{:gl > 0, and

_3 Aqast2 _ > L7 N\A A T N—
Ly = 2812732 — mg) e 1/[dk?»’] (=Go-ka) " (=3 kyr) 2
(D.39)
X (—ng(jl'kgl(b'kg/ — (m% — mg)cjlg);Al .
Similar to the TOM scalar, we separate the term —(m? — m3)gi2 > 0 from the rest in (- - - );AI by
the Mellin-Barnes representation (A.3),

271
—s, A1+ s
r
x [ N

~ o d .
1132/[611{33/] S 2A3’2+2A1+5_365m8m§1’23+2S+2(m%—mg)AQ’l_S_l
(D.40)
A N—Aq— ~ 7 ~ 7 NA A T oN—
}(—qu) A1 5(—Q1-k¢3/)5,31(—CJ2'1€3’)+1’2+s(—Q3'k3’)53A3,

where —s; is due to the identity (B.10). Performing the ky-integral by the dS three-point integral
(C.14), performing the s-integral by contour deformation, and change the basis by (3.15), we obtain
the result (D.10).

D.5 Massless limit

We check various massless limits of scalar celestial amplitudes listed in Appendix (D.1). Recall
that by (3.17) and (3.18), for massive particles, the pattern of massless limits is M — 0/0 and M —
0/0. By (3.19) and (3.20), for tachyonic particles, the pattern is T* — 0/0 and T- — 0/0.

MOM. For the mg — 0 limit, MOM — MOO vanishes due to the step function #(ms—m;), and this is
consistent with the physical intuition that a massless particle cannot decay into massive particles.
For the my — 0 limit, we rewrite it by (A.5) to manifest the mass dependence,

[ 2-2A m} mj
0,m1 4.0 ims\ —

C(OR DA, PA,°) = my 12F1("',—m%_mg)(‘”)‘i‘zﬂ(“‘7—m%_m§)("')- (D.41)
For the Mellin limit under Re A; > 1, with the factor m?2'~2 from (3.21), the second term vanishes
and the first term becomes 00M. Conversely, for the shadow limit with Re A; < 1, the first term
vanishes and the second term becomes 00OM.

TOM. For the m; — 0 limit, T*OM is proportional to m%_ml, and T-OM is of order m{. For the
Mellin limit under Re A; > 1, with the factor m?2*™2 from (3.21), T*OM — 00M, whereas T-0M —
00M vanishes and agrees with momentum conservation. For the shadow limit under Re A; < 1,
T*OM — 0OM vanishes and agrees with momentum conservation, whereas T-0M — 0OM.
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For the m3 — 0 limit, we need to rewrite TOM by (A.5),

) ) 2 2
C(q)xl,wrnq)lAzq)ngB) :m§2A32F1<... 7_%) <>+2F1< 7_22) () , (D42>

Then the analysis is similar to the case of MOM. Only one term survives in each limit, leading to
TOM — TOO and TOM — TOO.

TOT. Now we have the permutation symmetry (13), so it suffices to consider the ms — 0
limit and the term proportional to 6(m; — m3). Notice that TOT* is of order m}, whereas TOT-
is proportional to m§_2A3, hence the analysis is similar to the m; — 0 limit of TOM, and the

nonvanishing ones are TOT* — T0O and TOT- — TOO.

E Four-point celestial amplitudes

In this section, we compute several four-point scalar celestial amplitudes. We summarize the
results in Appendix E.1 and provide detailed derivations in Appendix E.2. Then we discuss the
blow-up method of OPE extraction in Appendix E.4, and analyze the massless limit in Appendix
E.3.

E.1 Summary

For convenience we define the dimensionless positive Mandelstam variables in any scattering
process involving one massive/tachyonic particle:

S=m?s| =0, T=m?t=0, U=m*ul>0. (E.1)

We also introduce the kinematical factor

K(x,7) = 28 2 "B %8 (1 - ) 752 (1 - )75 (B.2)
o 5000 (c.f. [27)):
(@i, 02,02,02,) = K (. X) (01020304} / dsdt s~ 5 (—t) T (cu)THT (B3)

X (s+ tx)’Al (s + t)z)*AlT(s, t),

where the physical region is

R={(s,t)|[t<O0As+t>0}. (E.4)
e MQOOO:
<¢iAnfl¢iA2¢Zg¢Z4> = K(x X){P19203P4) /RdsdtsAmé’g_Q(—t)A12é’3_2(_u)A12?;‘4_2 (E.5)
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X ((s+1x)(s +1%) = mi(s + 1xx)) " T(s,1),
where the physical region is
R={(s,t)[t<OAs+t>m?}={(S,T)|T>0AS>T+1}. (E.6)

e TOOO:

134,22 A1243—2 A123,4—2

<¢i’fm1¢22¢23¢24>:K(X7X)<<¢1¢2¢3¢4>>/RdsdtSA > (=) 2 (w7~ 2z (ET7)

x (s + tx)(s +17) + m3(s + tx0)) . T (5,1),

where the physical region is
R={(st)|[t<O0As=0As+t+m] =0} ={(S,T)|T>0AS>0AS+1=>T}. (ES8)

e MQOOO:

134,2—2 Ai1243—2 A1234—2

(O3 03,93,0,) = KOC O [ dsdes™ 572470 (E.9)

x (m2(s +1xx) — (s + ) (s + %)) T (s,8),

where the physical region is

R={(5,t)|s=20At=0As+t<m}={(S,T)|S=0AT>0AS+T<1}. (E.10)

E.2 Derivation

We first compute the MOOO scalar celestial amplitude. For an arbitrary scalar amplitude 7, we
have

( X?lq)iqu)Z;;q)ZJ = 281 2 /[dﬁlf]dwdeJde4 wp? Wt T (< Py )T (E.11)
< 0D (pr+a—gs—a) T (—(gs+@)*, —(2—a)?) -

We write the amplitude in this way to separate the dependence on py/, and perform the py/-integral
using the momentum conservation delta function, leading to

rhs =287 /dwgdwgdw4 w§2_1w?3_lwf4_1(@1'@2w2 — G1-Gsws — Gr-Gaws) (E.12)
X §(m} — 2Go- Gswows — 24+ Gawows + 2@3'@4w3w4)7(—(Q3+Q4)27 —(Q2—Q4)2) :

Here the step function in the mass-shell measure (2.4) has been dropped because ¢ + ¢ —¢3 > 0
when (g3 + q4 — q2)> = —m?. Then we change (w»,ws) to the Mandelstam variables

S = 4&)300423742374 > 07 t= —4(402(0422742274 < 0, (El?))
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and perform the w,-integral using the delta function, leading to

3A1—Ag3y—4 A12,34 o . Ai13,24 N L%k
rhs. =27 2 (—s:da) 2 (—Go-Ga) 2 (—Gods) /detT(S,t) (E.14)
R
Aq34,2—2 Aq24,3—2 Aj93,4—2 A PN NN —Aq
xs— 2 (=t)7 2 (~u)” 2 (—qi-GsG2 G35t — G1-G3G2-GasUu — G- GaG3-Gatu) = .

Here the integration region of (s,t) has shrunk from (E.13) to the physical region R of two-to-two
scattering. The reason is that, for any ¢, ¢3, ¢4 and ws > 0, the delta function has a solution at

2 qA233t
Wy = —2A—A,
424434

(E.15)

if and only if the Mandelstam variables (s, t) belong to the physical region R. Finally we strip off
the conformal structure in (2.5) and write the remaining in terms of cross ratios, leading to (E.5).

With the same procedure, we obtain the other celestial amplitudes listed in Appendix E.1.

E.3 Massless limit

The massless limit from MO0O to the conventional shadow celestial amplitude 0000 is straight-
forward: both the integrand and the physical region of MO0O reduce directly to those of 0000.
However, according to the discussion of regular celestial amplitudes, even in the massless limit,
MOOO contains more contributions from soft/collinear regions than 0000. This is manifest when
rewriting MOOO in terms of the dimensionless Mandelstam variables (E.1), which produces an over-

Ag34,1—

all prefactor mj % in front of the integral. Consequently,

iymi i o 4o A2gq,1—2 i i o 40
<¢A11¢A2¢A3¢A4> ~ ml = <<(‘JP1¢2(P3¢4>> ( U ) + m(1]<¢A1q)A2(‘JPA3¢A4> + Ty (E16>
and it is the first term that contributes to the collinear OPE as discussed later (E.22), which is
missing in 0000. With the asymptotic amplitude 7 ~ m;"7o(S, T) near m; ~ 0, the contribution
of the first term is

ok (Agzsr — 1 — 2)K (x, X) / dSdT TA#~572GR=5-2(g T — ])A=n—52 (E.17)
R

X ((S=TX)(S—Tx) = S +Txx) " T(S,T).

This phenomenon can be illustrated by the toy example: the following integral is a hypergeometric
function, and the asymptotic behavior near m; ~ 0 is given by

/ R % ~ —mese(m(a+p)) + m* I B(F+1, —a—-1). (E.18)

Taking the limit directly on both the integrand and the region yields only the first term, whereas
changing s = m2S before taking the limit yields only the second term.

This effect is more striking in the decay process MO0O: the conventional shadow celestial am-
plitude vanishes by momentum conservation, but the massless limit of MOOO yields a nontrivial
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contribution that captures the collinear OPE (E.28). While the physical region contracts to zero
measure in the massless limit, it expands to a finite region when rewritten in terms of the dimen-
sionless Mandelstam variables. For the asymptotic scattering amplitude T ~ mi"7o(S,T') near
my ~ 0, the contribution reads

ok (Daza1 —n — 2)K(x, X) / dSdT TA~2725RAn=572(] — § — T)Az—372 (E.19)
R

X (S +Txx — (S +Tx)(S+ Tx)) 22 275(5,T) .

E.4 OPE extraction

We now extract OPEs from four-point celestial amplitudes.

MO0O. We extract the leading massless operators in the t-channel collinear OPE ¢}, $% . Phys-
ically, they come from the scattering amplitude 7 in the ¢t ~ 0 regime. To separate these contribu-
tions from those in other regimes, we first introduce the blow-up variable ¢t = t'|x| ™2, and then take
the t-channel OPE limit y = % — 00. This compresses all finite ¢’ to the vicinity of ¢ ~ 0, and
accordingly, the integration region changes from R to {(s,t') | s > m? At' < 0}. In this process,
we replace the scattering amplitude 7 (s, t) with its asymptotic behavior T (s,t) ~ f(t)7o(s) in the

t — 0 limit.

In practical calculations, we first rewrite the celestial amplitude (E.5) in terms of the t-channel
cross ratios x; = x ! and the dimensionless Mandelstam variables (S, 7T') in (E.1), and then perform
the blow-up T = T’|x:|?. If the amplitude has asymptotic behavior T ~ (—t)""7y(s), then the
celestial amplitude behaves as

1 1
§A247n ,§A24fn

(R P, 02X, 9%,) ~ (P1dsbada )X X , (E.20)

which indicates the presence of the exchange operator

¢iAQ¢Z4 ~ 0A2472n,0 . (E21>

The corresponding conformal block coefficient can be read off as

A1324+2n A1243—2n

22 ]/ dS SAHS — 1)A2 L (m2S) . (E.22)
1

— A —2n—2
(g — 2A17234 le 234,1 F

Ay

T*000. For the t-channel OPE ¢}, $%,, the analysis is similar to the MOOO case. The exchange
operator is
Ga,Ph, ~ Onzi-2n0 s (E.23)
with the conformal block coefficient

Aq: 2
1 — Ala 13,24+2n

Sasetants ] / 48 SIS + )M (m2S) L (E.24)

2

(5 — 2A1’23472m1AQB4,1 72”7211
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For the s-channel OPE ¢3%,¢3 ,, we change the blow-up variable S = S'|x|~? and take the OPE
limit y — 0, replacing the scattering amplitude 7 (s, t) with the asymptotic behavior T ~ s~ "7(t)
near s ~ 0. Then the exchange operator is

¢°Ag¢24 ~ OA3472TL,0 ) (E25>
with the conformal block coefficient

1 — Ah Ai134,2—2n 1 o o
A34,12—2n—32 /0 dr TA4 1<1 - T>A3 176(_m%T> . (E26)

2

_ A —2n—2
(g — 2A1’234 le 234,1 F

MOOO. For the s-channel OPE ¢3,¢3,, with the asymptotic behavior 7 ~ s7"7;(t) near s ~ 0,
the exchange operator is

¢Z3¢Z4 ~ OA34*27170 : (E27)
with the conformal block coefficient
A S A1234+2n A13a2—2n 1
€ = 2R 2y P TINTED 2 A’l 2 /O AT T2 11 = T)2s =Y T(m?T) . (E.28)

Double-trace exchange. For all the massive celestial amplitudes listed in Appendix E.1, due
Ao

A
to the factor y 2° ¢y 2~ in the kinematical prefactor K (X, X), there is an scalar exchange Oa,, o of

double-trace type in the s-channel OPE.

Particularly for MOOO, with the asymptotic scattering amplitude 7T ~ m;"To(S,T) near my ~ 0,
the leading s-channel OPE is

PR HR, ~ Onno s (E.29)
with the conformal block coefficient
A A Aqog,
G = QP12 Bast1n—2 / dSdT S~ = T2 H1-8) ™ M (1-8S—T) 2" ~75(S,T). (E.30)
R

F Miscellaneous

F.1 Comparison with coordinate-space Mellin basis

In this section we compare the massless Mellin basis in Section 3 with the coordinate-space
representation in e.g. [3, 59].

Spin-1. In the coordinate space, the conformal basis is

AZ//IJ = €a7u<_q'Xi)_A + éu(ea'X)(_(?'Xi)_A_l ) (F.1)
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where X4 = X +ie(—1,0,0,0). Without loss of generality, we consider the outgoing case and omit
the subscript £. Using the IBP relation

. A A 1 U 1 U
(0 X) (=4 X) 2 = L0 (e0 X(=4:X) ) = eau(—4:X) 2, (F2)
we rewrite €,-X into total derivatives
A—1 N 1 U
Aa,u = T%,u(_Q'X) A+ Zau(Ea‘X(_Q‘X) A) . (F3>
Then using the regularized integral
) 1 ,
(—4-X1) ™2 =ce(A) /dw wA e 4Xs | where cy(A) = mei”A/2, (F.4)
we obtain
A—1 . 1 .
A, =c(A) [ dww? ! €an€ ™ + —0, (- X% F.5
sH A M A 1

— ¢(A) / dw ™! (AA_ 1ea,ueiqx - %aa(quein)) ,
where in the second line we have used

s~ O, ((Ea'X)neiin) =0, (dul e ‘juneiiqx) : (F.6)
Integrated with the scattering amplitude T'(q) = [ d*™?X T'(X)e™* we obtain the relative normal-

1zation
e:I:iWA/Q

ofi _ o/i,1 F
Aa,,u AF[A . 1] q)A,a : ( 7)

Spin-2. The coordinate-space representation is

ofi 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ —A—
ha,/pw = 5(—q'X €ap T € X qu) (—q-X €ap +€X qy)(—q-Xi) A=2 (F.8)
Similar to the spin-1 case, we first rewrite €,- X into total derivatives
A—1 A—-1
ha v — “7Ax  :Ca a,v _A'X A A A 1 \Ca,v a al/ a'X _A'X -a
1
—9.0,((e,- X)*(—G-X)2
by the following IBP relations
. A 1 ~ 1 o
Gulea X)(=4-X) 27" = L0, (0 X (=0 X)78) = Teau(=4:-X) 7%, (F.9)
1 2
0 (€0 X)?(=4-X) 2% = —————0,0,((ea-X)*(=4-X) ) = ————e€upar(—G-X) 2
Q,Ltq (Ea ) ( q ) A(A—f—l)@ué ((6 ) ( q ) ) A(A+1)€ #61 ( q )
2 . A
- A—H(qwfa,u + Gueap)(€a-X)(=G-X) 7271, (F.10)

Then performing the Fourier transform and using the identity (F.6) again, we obtain

e:tiwA/Q

ofi /% F.11
e 20A + DT[A - 1] & (F.11)
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F.2 Shadow transform of massive/tachyonic basis with extremal spins

In this appendix, we compute the shadow transform of massive and tachyonic conformal bases
with extremal spins J = +/.

Massive case. We begin with the massive case. For J = £/, the massive basis kernel in (3.7)
simplifies to

DR (4,p) = 282D (=4p) AP (4 ) - P (6 ) €™ (F.12)

This simplification follows from the symmetric, traceless, and transverse properties of the polar-
1V

ization tensor €7, "*(q), together with the identity

Pt P () Py (0. 5) = Poreot " (0.1) (F.13)

which can be verified using the tracelessness and transversality properties of the projectors.

Following [3, 86], the shadow transform of the massive basis kernel S[@Zﬁﬁif ‘] takes the form

1/0,u1 l/1 Uy /P (quA) 7) (A A,) 1/ 4 - Al oA
S[®T{‘LA“:|:Z ] 2A ? :Fé ( )/d2 (—%(j q)g A( d"p) ’Pplu( ap) Ppew( ) (F'14>

Then by the following identity of the projector (3.8):

P D) P D VP )Pyt (7.15)
_ zz: (5) (g) qqu(ﬁ’l .. .qyj Q" G, L .gwﬂe) Do g .. 'ppiqA/Migpi+1Mi+l .. -gpﬂ)
= A\AY (=0 (=¢p) |

we can rewrite the kernel as

y4 ) ~ np s )
S[Q)i/o,ur“uz] e Z <£> (E) Pp, -~ 'ppigPiHMH B 'gpewq(pl T qp]g'/jﬂpﬁl e gwpz)
m,A, 4 FL i ] (A)I(A . ])]

i,j=0
" 0 g 0 0
Opp,  Opy, Op Op"s

/ P2 (=) (g p) (F.16)

Here all the p-indices are symmetrized, and the mass of the momentum p is treated as an inde-
pendent variable so that the derivative 9,, is well-defined.

The z/-integral is the conformal two-point integral (C.8), then we have

¢ ; i 777 '
S[q)i/o”ullm‘ue] B Z - | <€> (6) Doy *- 'ppi.gpi.t,-lﬂwrl e gplﬂlq(Pl . qugl’j+1p]+1 e gy[pf)
A+ 92-5+i \ i ) \j (A)i(A =7 —1)j41

1,7=0

0 90 0 0 (p)
Iy, Op,,, Op”t Opi (—G-p)2=BHi -

Vil

¥

X € (F.17)

o4



Since the action of d,» on (—g-p)~2 yields a factor proportional to ¢, and all v-indices are con-
tracted with the polarization tensor, the derivative d,. can only act on (—p?)'~2%7 resulting in

J4 )
. g g p( .pg Nz+1...g )//'Z
S (I)l/o,m pey _ Z Q 1 pi9pit1 pe
[ m,A, 4 ] 227A i . (A . 1)i+1

S 8 . a (_p2>1_ApV1 .. .pyqupl e qujgl/j+1pj+1 N gyepé
i 0Py, Opy; (—=q-p)?=Ati

Since the polarization tensor is symmetric and transverse to ¢, the sum over j can be evaluated,

X € (F.18)

yielding

l )
; P ...p‘gvHH—l...gul
8 /o,ul M ™ () p1 piIpit1 e
m,A, L ;2 (A_l)H_l
o 00 (B OPLGD) P D)
T Opu Opy, (—q-p)*~

X € (F.19)

Finally, commuting the factors p,, - - - p,, with the differential operators and invoking the transver-
sality of the projector, we yield
(—1)£028-27 224

N R N R B K N (F.20)

Tachyonic case. The shadow transform of tachyonic bases can be computed following a
similar procedure to the massive case. We first consider the case s = 44, where the tachyonic
bases in (3.11) with J = ¢ simplify to

DL, k) = 287 (1) (—Gok £ i) TAPL(G k) Pl k) €8 (F.21)

The corresponding shadow basis takes the form

P (@ @) Pl (@d) - oo -
_l(j(q) ) <_q ékil:léf))APplu (q7k)7)p[u£(q7 k) (F22)
2

S[Q)i”?’“ ue]_QA 2 L Vz( )/d2 /(

¥£

Using equation (3.12) together with the transversality properties of the projectors enables us to
express the shadow bases as

4 ) A J )
S[q)i,;i?#l...w] _ eilé"'/‘ Z (ﬁ) <£) Fopy +++ KpaGprn 0 - .gpeueq(pl . .. C G Gy P gwpe)
: 24 BB 7]

0 0 0 0 2 0 ( A~ ANA=2—F( o C N —A+tj
8 Ok,, Ok, Okv  Okvi /d 2 (=4-q) (—q' -k £ i) . (F.23)

where it is be understood that all p-indices are symmetrized.

Then the z'-integral is the conformal two-point integral (C.9), giving

l ) ~ ~np )
S[@ff}l’mmw] _ —E:VFIEMW Z <€) (E) kpl ce kpigpi+1uz+1 - gpzueq(m . .. . qugyj+1pg+1 .. gl/zp[)
’ t)\J (A)i(A = j);

i,j=0
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P o 0 9 eFim(A—j)oA—j—-2 (k2)1—A+j

X akul 8kuz BT ks (A—] — 1) <—Cj'l€:|:i€)27A+j .

(F.24)

We observe that the derivative dj. can only act on (k?)!=2%7 as all v-indices are contracted with
the polarization tensor. This leads to the expression:

¢ . A . .

S[(I)iii?’“l"'“‘f] _ —eile'"”f Z (f) (g) kpl . ]{;pigmﬂu 1., .gpél:z(;l eGP ng+1pJ+1 .. 'gw””
1,j=0 J !

0 0 eTmAA 2 (B! 2y, - Ky,

Xk, Ok, (A—1) (—qk=Lic)Ati

(F.25)

Given that the polarization tensor is symmetric and transverse to ¢, the sum over j can be evalu-
ated, yielding

14

i eTFimA . /¢ kpl - kpigpiHMH - gpeﬂe
stostr ) ==t 30 ()
=0
2\I-AD p1(G k). P PG ke
% a . a (k: ) PVlA (q> kj) PVZ (Q7 ) ) (F26)
Ok,, Ok, (—G-k +ig)?—2

Finally, commuting the factors k,, - - - k,, with the differential operators and invoking the transver-
sality of the projector, we yield

(_ 1)622A—27Tm2—2Ae:Fi7rA

i, am, e 45,
S[q)A,ﬂ i W] = At+l—1 (I)zfA,ﬁl o (F-27)
Then by the change of basis (3.15), we have
, _1)f92A-2_ 2-2A
stoyy ) = LI T g, (7 29

A+0-1
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