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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 CFTs 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.1

1This distributional behavior can be smeared out by shadow transform and/or lightray transform, see e.g . [20–

27, 53, 54].
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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 ϕ3 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.

• The bulk spacetime is 4d Lorentzian with metric signature (−,+,+,+) and the boundary is

2d Euclidean celestial sphere.

• Bulk coordinates and spin are denoted by X and ℓ, respectively. Boundary coordinates

are denoted by (z, z̄), and conformal weights by (h, h̄), which are related to the conformal

dimension and spin by h = (∆ + J)/2 and h̄ = (∆ − J)/2. Furthermore, we introduce a

multi-label notation for sums and differences of these quantities as follows:

∆a1···an ≡
n∑

i=1

∆ai , ∆a1···an,b1···bm ≡
n∑

i=1

∆ai −
m∑
j=1

∆bj . (2.1)

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

denoted by q, p (with p2 = −m2) and k (with k2 = m2), respectively. Their explicit

parametrizations are

q = ωq̂ = ω(1 + zz̄, z + z̄,−i(z − z̄), 1− zz̄) , for ω ⩾ 0 , (2.2)

p = mp̂ =
m

2y
(1 + zz̄ + y2, z + z̄,−i(z − z̄), 1− zz̄ − y2) , for y > 0 ,

k = mk̂ =
m

2y
(1 + zz̄ − y2, z + z̄,−i(z − z̄), 1− zz̄ + y2) , for y ∈ R .

The polarization vectors are chosen as ϵ+ = ∂z q̂ and ϵ− = ∂z̄ q̂. The corresponding vielbeins

are {ϵ+, ϵ−, n̂, q̂} for massless momentum and {ϵ+, ϵ−, k̂, p̂} for massive or tachyonic momen-

tum, where n̂ = (1, 0, 0,−1). Furthermore, for tensor products of identical vectors we use
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the abbreviation

ϵa,µ1···µn ≡ ϵa,µ1 · · · ϵa,µn . (2.3)

• The integration measure on the boundary is
∫
d2z ≡

∫
dRe z d Im z. The measures on mass

shells are defined as follows:∫
[dq] ≡

∫
d3q

q0
θ(q0) =

∫
d4q 2δ(q ·q)θ(q0) =

∫
d2z

∫ ∞

0

4ωdω , (2.4)∫
[dp̂] ≡

∫
d3p̂

p̂0
θ(p̂0) =

∫
d4p̂ 2δ(p̂·p̂+ 1)θ(p̂0) =

∫
d2z

∫ ∞

0

y−3dy ,∫
[dk̂] ≡

∫
d3k̂

|k̂0|
=

∫
d4k̂ 2δ(k̂ ·k̂ − 1) =

∫
d2z

∫ +∞

−∞
|y|−3dy ,

and
∫
[dp] = m2

∫
[dp̂],

∫
[dk] = m2

∫
[dk̂].

CFT kinematics.

• An operator is abbreviated as Oi ≡ O∆i,Ji(zi, z̄i) if there is no confusion. The conformal

structures are denoted by double brackets as

⟨⟨O1O2⟩⟩ = z−2h1
1,2 z̄−2h̄1

1,2 , (2.5)

⟨⟨O1O2O3⟩⟩ = z
h3,12

1,2 z
h1,23

2,3 z
h2,13

1,3 z̄
h̄3,12

1,2 z̄
h̄1,23

2,3 z̄
h̄2,13

1,3 ,

⟨⟨O1O2O3O4⟩⟩ = z−h12
1,2 z

h4,3

1,3 z
h23,14

1,4 z
h1,2

2,4 z−h34
3,4 z̄−h̄12

1,2 z̄
h̄4,3

1,3 z̄
h̄23,14

1,4 z̄
h̄1,2

2,4 z̄−h̄34
3,4 .

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

⟨O1O2⟩ = ⟨⟨O1O2⟩⟩ C(O1O2) , ⟨O1O2O3⟩ = ⟨⟨O1O2O3⟩⟩ C(O1O2O3) , (2.6)

and the four-point correlators can be decomposed as

⟨O1O2O3O4⟩ = ⟨⟨O1O2O3O4⟩⟩ G(χ, χ̄) , (2.7)

where the stripped correlator G depends only on the cross-ratios χ = z1,2z3,4
z1,3z2,4

and χ̄ = z̄1,2z̄3,4
z̄1,3z̄2,4

.

• The shadow transform of a primary operator is defined as

S[O∆,J ](z, z̄) ≡
∫

d2z′ (z − z′)2h−2(z̄ − z̄′)2h̄−2O∆,J(z
′, z̄′) , (2.8)

which has the conformal weights ∆̃ ≡ 2 −∆, and J̃ ≡ −J . This transform is invertible for

generic ∆ ∈ C, given by

O∆,J(z, z̄) = N∆,J

∫
d2z′ (z − z′)2h(z̄ − z̄′)2h̄S[O∆,J ](z

′, z̄′) , (2.9)

where N∆,J = −π−2(∆− J − 1)(∆+ J − 1). With the above normalization, the star-triangle

relation is

⟨⟨O1O2S[O∆3,J3 ]⟩⟩ = πΓ

[
2h3 − 1, h2,13 + 1, h̄1,23 + 1

2− 2h̄3, h23,1, h̄13,2

]
⟨⟨O1O2O∆̃3,J̃3

⟩⟩ , (2.10)

and the prefactor is called the shadow coefficient.
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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 ℓ = 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 Φ, we prefer to

present it via its pairing with a test scattering amplitude T in momentum space, rather than by

an explicit coordinate-space expression:

(Φ, T ) =

∫
· · · . (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 (Φi,m, T (−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 (+). As a compensation, the tachyonic

basis (Φs,im, T (k)) carries an additional Z2 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 ℓ, there are two equivalent conformal bases: the Mellin

basis Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J and the shadow basis Φ̃

i/o,ℓ
∆,J . They both satisfy the Fronsdal equations and are related

by the shadow transform (2.8) as

Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = S[Φi/o,ℓ

2−∆,−J ] . (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 = ±ℓ. The conformal dimension

is initially taken on the principal series ∆ ∈ 1 + iR and in practice can be analytically continued

to the complex plane.

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

(Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J , T ) =

∫ ∞

0

dω ω∆−1

ℓ∑
n=0

(ℓ− n+ 1)n
n!(ℓ− n+∆− 1)n

∂n
J

(
q̂(µ1···µnϵJ,µn+1···µℓ)T

µ1···µℓ(∓q)
)
. (3.3)

Here ∂J = ∂z for J = +ℓ and ∂J = ∂z̄ for J = −ℓ. (µ1 · · ·µℓ) denotes tensor symmetrization with

the conventional 1/ℓ! 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 ϵ·T , 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

(Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J , T ) = (−1)ℓ2∆−2

∫
[dq′] (−q′ ·q̂)−∆Pµ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ(q̂, q̂′)ϵJ,ν1···νℓT µ1···µℓ(∓q′) . (3.4)

Here the projector P(q̂, q̂′) selects the spin-ℓ 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,

Pµν(q̂, q̂′) = gµν − q̂µq̂′ν

q̂ ·q̂′
− q̂ν q̂′µ

q̂ ·q̂′
. (3.5)

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

Pµ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ =

⌊ℓ/2⌋∑
n=0

(−1)n(ℓ− 2n+ 1)2n
22nn!(ℓ− n+ r

2
− 1)n

P(µ1µ2P(ν1ν2· · ·Pµ2n−1µ2nPν2n−1ν2nPµ2n+1

ν2n+1· · ·Pµℓ)
νℓ) ,

(3.6)

where r = 2 for P(q̂, q̂′) is the dimension of the transverse subspace. P is traceless among µ1 · · ·µℓ

and ν1 · · · νℓ, and singles out the spin-ℓ symmetric traceless representation from the ℓ-fold tensor

product.

Massive basis. For a massive particle with mass m and spin ℓ, the massive basis Φ
i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J

satisfying the Fierz-Pauli equations is given by

(Φ
i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J , T ) = (−1)J2∆−2m2−∆

∫
[dp̂′] (−p̂′ ·q̂)−∆−ℓ+|J |T µ1···µℓ(∓p′)

× Pµ1···µℓ

ρ1···ρℓ(p̂′)Pρ1···ρ|J|
ν1···ν|J|(q̂, p̂′) q̂ρ|J|+1···ρℓ ϵJ,ν1···ν|J| .

(3.7)

There are two new projectors P(p̂) and P(q̂, p̂) comparing with the shadow basis (3.4). For spin-1

the building blocks are

Pµν(p̂) = gµν + p̂µp̂ν , (3.8)

Pµν(q̂, p̂) = gµν − p̂µq̂ν

p̂·q̂
− p̂ν q̂µ

p̂·q̂
− q̂µq̂ν

(p̂·q̂)2
. (3.9)
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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 ∈ {−ℓ, . . . , ℓ}, 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(p̂)

projects onto the spin-ℓ symmetric traceless representation of the massive little group. Second,

contracting with ℓ − |J | factors of q̂ selects the component with magnetic number |Sz| = |J |. Fi-

nally, P(q̂, p̂) ϵJ 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 = ±ℓ we show that in Appendix F.2,

S[Φi/o,m,ℓ
∆,J ] =

(
Nm,ℓ

∆

)−1
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
2−∆,−J , (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 ℓ = 1, 2 with the coordinate-space representations in [3] and provide the relative normalization

factors. Compared with [23], we change the normalization as: Φthere = (−1)ℓ21−∆π−1(1 − ∆ +

ℓ) Φhere for the massless shadow basis (3.4) and Φthere = (−1)ℓ21−∆m|J |−ℓπ−1(1 −∆ + ℓ) Φhere 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)ℓ, 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 ℓ, and they satisfy the Fierz-Pauli equa-

tions with mass im. Their conformal basis is obtained essentially by replacing the massive momenta
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in (3.7) by tachyonic ones,

(Φs,im,ℓ
∆,J , T ) = (−1)J2∆−2m2−∆

∫
[dk̂′] (−k̂′ ·q̂)−∆−ℓ+|J |

s T µ1···µℓ(k′)

× Pµ1···µℓ

ρ1···ρℓ(k̂′)Pρ1···ρ|J|
ν1···ν|J|(q̂, k̂′) q̂ρ|J|+1···ρℓ ϵJ,ν1···ν|J| .

(3.11)

Here the projectors P(k̂) and P(q̂, k̂) are built upon

Pµν(k̂) = gµν − k̂µk̂ν , (3.12)

Pµν(q̂, k̂) = gµν − k̂µq̂ν

k̂ ·q̂
− k̂ν q̂µ

k̂ ·q̂
+

q̂µq̂ν

(k̂ ·q̂)2
, (3.13)

with transverse dimensions r = 3 and r = 2, respectively.

A new feature is that there is no distinction between incoming and outgoing, hence no ∓ sign

enters in T (k′). Instead, due to the presence of branch cut, (−k̂′ ·q̂)··· is ill-defined as a distribution

and should be regularized properly. Following Appendix B.1, to label different regularization

schemes, we introduce a Z2 quantum number s and three sets of signed powers as

xλ
±i ≡ (x± iε)λ , xλ

±±± ≡ |x|λ θ(±x) , xλ
0|1 ≡ |x|λ sign0|1(x) . (3.14)

They are related by linear combinations and are convenient for different usages: ±i 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

Φ±i,im,ℓ
∆,J = Φ+++,im,ℓ

∆,J + (−1)ℓ−|J |e∓iπ∆Φ−−−,im,ℓ
∆,J . (3.15)

The shadow transform changes the conformal weights and the sign s of the tachyonic basis.

For the extremal spins J = ±ℓ we show that in Appendix F.2,

S[Φ±±±,im,ℓ
∆,J ] = −

(
Nm,ℓ

∆

)−1
Φ∓∓∓,im,ℓ

2−∆,−J , (3.16)

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

3.3 Massless 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 = ±ℓ, the shadow

limit and the Mellin limit are

Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

m→0
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J , for Re∆ < 1 , (3.17)
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Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

m→0
Nm,ℓ

∆ Φ
i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J , for Re∆ > 1 , (3.18)

and for the tachyonic basis with extremal spins J = ±ℓ, the two limits are

Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

m→0
Φ∓∓∓,im,ℓ

∆,J , for Re∆ < 1 , (3.19)

Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

m→0
−Nm,ℓ

∆ Φ±±±,im,ℓ
∆,J , for Re∆ > 1 , (3.20)

where the prefactor is

Nm,ℓ
∆ = (−1)ℓ22−2∆m2∆−2π−1(∆ + ℓ− 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 = m
2ω
, a massive

momentum is related to a massless one by

p(m, y, z) = q(ω, z) +
m2

4ω
n̂ → q as m → 0 . (3.22)

Then the conformal basis of an outgoing massive scalar becomes

(Φo,m
∆ , T )(z) = 22∆

∫ ∞

0

dω

∫
d2z′ ω∆+1(4ω2 |z − z′|2 +m2)−∆T (m, p(m,ω, z′)) (3.23)

=

∫
ds

2πi

∫ ∞

0

dω

∫
d2z′ 2−2sm2sω−∆−2s+1 |z − z′|−2∆−2s

Γ

[
−s,∆+ s

∆

]
T (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, limm→0 T (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 Γ[−s] and corresponds

to the shadow limit. However, as explained in Appendix B.1, the powers of |z − z′| and ω 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,

s = n , s = n−∆+ 1 from |z − z′|−2∆−2s
, s =

1

2
(n−∆+ 2) from ω−∆−2s+1 . (3.24)

If Re∆ < 1, the first series is dominant and we obtain the shadow limit (3.17). Conversely, if

Re∆ > 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 = ± m
2ω
. Then a

tachyonic momentum is related to a massless one by

k(m, y, z) = ±q(ω, z)∓ m2

4ω
n̂ → ±q as m → 0 , (3.25)
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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 Γ[−s] again, but another analytic structure is

ℓ∑
i=0

( · · · ) Γ[1− s−∆− i]m2s+2i . (3.26)

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 ∆ = 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, T = ωλT0 with λ < −1, this series gets corrected to s = 1
2
(n − ∆ + 2 + λ).

Then there exists a window 2+ λ < Re∆ < −λ in which this series becomes dominant, leading to

a distinct “soft limit”,

(Φo,m
∆ , T )(z) ∼ 2∆−λ−3m−∆+λ+2Γ

[
∆−λ−2

2
, ∆+λ+2

2

∆

] ∫
d2z′ |z − z′|−∆−λ−2 T0(ω = 0, z′) . (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 q, and the remaining momenta are denoted by

Pi. The physical helicity amplitude ϵ·T (q) is defined only on the singular subvariety V = {(q, Pi) |
q2 = 0, P 2

i = −m2
i , q+

∑
i Pi = 0} of momentum space. In contrast, the amplitude T (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,

(Φ, T )
?
= lim

m→0
(Φm, Tm) , (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 Tm of the physical amplitude in an infinitesimal

neighborhood of V , satisfying limm→0 Tm = T . This continuation is not unique, and a natural

choice is to take the perturbative amplitude T (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 CFT, 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
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of scattering amplitudes and examining constraints on OPE from translation and asymptotic sym-

metries [9, 10, 36, 37]. Taking massless ϕ3 theory as an example, the following scalar OPEs can

be extracted from the collinear behavior:

ϕ
o
∆1
(z1)ϕ

o
∆2
(z2) ∼

1

4 |z1,2|2
B(∆1−1,∆2−1)ϕo∆12−2(z2) , (4.1)

ϕ
i
∆1
(z1)ϕ

o
∆2
(z2) ∼ − 1

4 |z1,2|2
(
B(∆2−1, 3−∆12)ϕ

i
∆12−2(z2) +B(∆1−1, 3−∆12)ϕ

o
∆12−2(z2)

)
.

Despite their elegant form, a serious problem arises: the above OPEs 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,

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = 1

4
B(∆2−1,∆3−1)C(ϕ∆1ϕ∆23−2)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3⟩⟩ , (4.2)

where C is the two-point coefficient and ⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3⟩⟩ 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 ⟨ϕi∆1
ϕi∆2
ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

⟩, the exchange operator

ϕo∆34−2 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:

• 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 δ(2)(z1,2), instead of the expected power function [3]. The three-point

amplitudes obtained in [23, 52] also contain delta functions of boundary coordinates.

• 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

⟨gi∆1,−g
i
∆2,−g

o
∆3,+

⟩ in Klein space was computed using the anti-holomorphic solution:

ω1 = −z23
z12

ω3, ω2 =
z13
z12

ω3, z̄1 = z̄2 = z̄3 . (4.3)

But the three-point momentum conservation has other solutions, such as the single-soft one:

ω1 = 0, ω2 = ω3, z2 = z3, z̄2 = z̄3 , (4.4)

and the triple-soft one:

ω1 = ω2 = ω3 = 0 . (4.5)
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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.

• 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.

• 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
∫
d4qδ(q2), then smear out the lightcone delta function δ(q2) to obtain an integral

over off-shell momentum
∫
d4q. 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

(Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J , T ) =

∫
d4q′ 2δ(q′2)θ(−q̂ ·q′) Φ̃i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J (q̂, q′)Tµ1···µℓ
(∓q′) , (4.6)

where Φ̃
i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J denotes the integration kernel of the shadow basis, and the step function in the

measure has been recast into a covariant form θ(q′0) = θ(−q̂ ·q′) using the reference vector q̂. Then

we smear the lightcone delta function by the identity [62]:

δ(P 2) = lim
γ→0

γ

4

∣∣P 2
∣∣ γ2−1

, (4.7)

and obtain

(Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J , T ) = lim

γ→0

γ

2

∫
d4P

∣∣P 2
∣∣ γ2−1

θ(−q̂ ·P ) Φ̃
i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J (q̂, P )Tµ1···µℓ
(∓P ) . (4.8)

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 2 ⩽ 0 and tachyonic P 2 ⩾ 0. In the first

region, by defining P = p′ = mp̂′ with p̂′2 = −1, the contribution to (4.8) is

lim
γ→0

γ

2

∫ ∞

0

dmmγ−1

∫
[dp′]θ(−q̂ ·p′) Φ̃i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J (q̂, p′)Tµ1···µℓ
(∓p′) . (4.9)
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Similarly in the second region, by defining P = k′ = mk̂′ with k̂′2 = 1, the contribution is

lim
γ→0

γ

2

∫ ∞

0

dmmγ−1

∫
[dk′] θ(−q̂ ·k′)Φ̃

i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J (q̂, k′)Tµ1···µℓ
(∓k′) . (4.10)

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 ∓ tachyonic basis with extremal

spins |J | = ℓ, respectively. In other words, (4.8) is equivalent to the following power-regularized

conformal bases:

Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

γ→0

γ

2

∫ ∞

0

dmmγ−1
(
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J + Φ∓∓∓,im,ℓ

∆,J

)
,

Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

γ→0

γ

2

∫ ∞

0

dmmγ−1Nm,ℓ
∆

(
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J − Φ±±±,im,ℓ

∆,J

)
.

(4.11)

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 γ;

3. isolating the contribution near m = 0 by extracting the residue at γ = 0.

Mass regularization. The mass-regularized conformal bases are

Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

m→0

1

2

(
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J + Φ∓∓∓,im,ℓ

∆,J

)
,

Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

m→0

1

2
Nm,ℓ

∆

(
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J − Φ±±±,im,ℓ

∆,J

)
.

(4.12)

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

lim
γ→0

γmγ−1 = δ(m) . (4.13)

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:

lim
γ→0

γ

4

∫
d4P

∣∣P 2
∣∣ γ2−1

f(P ) = f(0) . (4.14)

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

δ(P 2) = δ(m2) as

δ(m2) = lim
γ→0

1
√
πγ

e−m4/γ . (4.15)

15



Equivalently, the Gaussian-regularized conformal bases are

Φ̃
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

γ→0

1
√
πγ

∫ ∞

0

dmme−m4/γ
(
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J + Φ∓∓∓,im,ℓ

∆,J

)
,

Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J = lim

γ→0

1
√
πγ

∫ ∞

0

dmme−m4/γ Nm,ℓ
∆

(
Φ

i/o,m,ℓ
∆,J − Φ±±±,im,ℓ

∆,J

)
.

(4.16)

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:

• 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.

• 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.

• 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.

• 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 ϕ3 theory

We begin by investigating scalar ϕ3 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 ⟨ϕ̃iϕoϕo⟩ 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

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = lim

m→0

1

2
⟨ϕi,m∆1

ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ . (5.1)

We have used the fact ⟨ϕ−−−,im∆1
ϕo∆2
ϕo∆3

⟩ = 0, since the tachyon decay into massless particles is strictly

forbidden by momentum conservation. Using (D.1) we obtain the three-point coefficient

C(ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
) = lim

m→0
2∆1,23−3m∆23,1−2B

(
∆12,3

2
,
∆13,2

2

)
. (5.2)

For generic conformal dimensions satisfying Re∆23,1 ⩾ 2, the factorm∆23,1−2 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.2 For convenience, we introduce the notation

δK(∆) ≡ lim
m→0

m∆ . (5.3)

Then the three-point coefficient can be written as

C(ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
) =

1

32
δK(∆23,1 − 2)B(∆2−1,∆3−1) . (5.4)

Alternatively, we can regularize the second particle:

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = lim

m→0
−1

2
Nm,0

∆2
⟨ϕ̃i∆1

ϕ
−−−,im
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ , (5.5)

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

2For special conformal dimensions, e.g . ∆2 = 1, m∆3,1−1 combined with the Gamma function Γ
[
∆1,3−1

2

]
gets

lifted to the complex delta function δC(∆3,1−1) 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

C(ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
) = lim

γ→0
2∆1,23−3γ

1
4
(∆23,1−2)π− 1

2Γ

[
∆23,1

4

]
B

(
∆12,3

2
,
∆13,2

2

)
. (5.6)

The γ → 0 limit gives δK(∆23,1−2), reproducing the result of mass regularization (5.4). The power

regularization (4.11) is more tricky in this example,

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = lim

γ→0

γ

2

∫ ∞

0

dmmγ−1 2∆1,23−2m∆23,1−2B

(
∆12,3

2
,
∆13,2

2

)
⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3⟩⟩ . (5.7)

The integrand does not decay as m → ∞, and as discussed earlier, the contribution from the large

mass region must be subtracted. This is accomplished by introducing a hard cutoff Λ, taking the

limit γ → 0 first and then Λ → ∞. Following this prescription we obtain

C(ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
) = lim

Λ→∞

(
lim
γ→0

γΛ∆23,1−2+γ

∆23,1 − 2 + γ
2∆1,23−3B

(
∆12,3

2
,
∆13,2

2

))
. (5.8)

For generic conformal dimensions, under the γ limit, it behaves as a Kronecker delta function

δK(∆23,1 − 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.

There are four terms, and ⟨ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ
o,m2

∆2
ϕo∆3

⟩ vanishes by momentum conservation, leaving

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = lim

m1→0
m2→0

1

4
Nm2,0

∆2

(
⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
o,m2

∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ − ⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ

−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ − ⟨ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ

−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩
)
. (5.9)

Physically, if taking m1 → 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 m2 → 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

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = lim

m2→0
m3→0

1

4
Nm2,0

∆2
Nm3,0

∆3

(
−⟨ϕ̃i∆1

ϕ
−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
⟩+ ⟨ϕ̃i∆1

ϕ
−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
⟩ − ⟨ϕ̃i∆1

ϕ
o,m2

∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
⟩
)
.

(5.10)

Taking m2 → 0 first kills the first term, and the remaining two should reduce to the celestial

amplitude with only the third particle regularized. Conversely, taking m3 → 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:

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = lim

m1→0
m2→0
m3→0

1

8
Nm2,0

∆2
Nm3,0

∆3

(
⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
o,m2

∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
⟩ − ⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ

−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
⟩ − ⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
o,m2

∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
⟩

+ ⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ

−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
⟩+ ⟨ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ

−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
⟩+ ⟨ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ
o,m2

∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
⟩ − ⟨ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ

−−−,im2

∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
⟩
)
. (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 O1O2 ∼ O∆,J into a three-point correlator, the OPE coefficient C(O1O2|O∆,J) is

related to the two- and three-point coefficients by

C(O1O2O3) = C(O1O2|O∆,J)C(O∆,JO3). (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 ⟨OiÕo⟩
and ⟨ÕiOo⟩ 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 ⟨ϕo∆1
ϕo∆2
ϕ̃i∆3

⟩, while the two exchange operators in the in-out OPE can be read off from

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕo∆2
ϕ̃o∆3

⟩ and ⟨ϕi∆1
ϕo∆2
ϕ̃i∆3

⟩, 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):

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ̃
o
∆3
⟩ = 1

32
δK(∆12,3 − 2)B(3−∆12,∆2−1)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3⟩⟩. (5.13)

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ̃
i
∆3
⟩ = 1

32
δK(∆12,3 − 2)B(3−∆12,∆1−1)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3⟩⟩ . (5.14)

Then we extract the following OPEs:

ϕ
o
∆1
ϕ
o
∆2

∼ 1

32|z1,2|2
δK(∆12,3 − 2)

C(ϕ∆12−2ϕ̃∆3)
B(∆1−1,∆2−1)ϕo∆3

, (5.15)
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ϕ
i
∆1
ϕ
o
∆2

∼ 1

32|z1,2|2
δK(∆12,3 − 2)

C(ϕ∆12−2ϕ̃∆3)

(
B(3−∆12,∆2−1)ϕi∆3

+B(3−∆12,∆1−1)ϕo∆3

)
. (5.16)

Here C(ϕ1ϕ̃2) is the two-point coefficient of ⟨ϕi1ϕ̃o2⟩, and it satisfies C(ϕi1ϕ̃o2) = C(ϕ̃i1ϕo2) by shadow

transform. It is worth noting that the self-consistency of CCFT implies that a single three-

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

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕo∆2
ϕo∆3

⟩ by applying the shadow transform and using CPT symmetry.

The OPE (5.15) from three-point correlators correctly reproduces the exchange operators and

the ∆-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:

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕ̃
o
∆2
⟩ = 1

8
δK(∆1,2)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2⟩⟩ . (5.17)

However, the two-point correlator introduced in [3] is proportional to the complex delta function

δC(∆1,2). 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 δC(∆1,2) 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 δK(∆1,2) is correct, a possible resolution is as follows. For CCFT, the conformal

dimension is usually considered to take continuous values on the principal series ∆ ∈ 1 + iR, but
this is merely an outcome of decomposing bulk unitary representations to the conformal group

SO(3, 1) ⊂ 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 ∆ takes discrete values at certain integers. From this perspective, the two-point correlator

(5.17) with δK(∆1,2) 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 1
t
with t < 0.
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This mismatch becomes more transparent in higher-derivative theories. For example, in the ϕ3

theory with kinetic term ϕ∂4ϕ, the propagator is quartic and produces collinear singularities 1
s2

and 1
t2
, then the collinear OPEs are

ϕ
o
∆1
(z1)ϕ

o
∆2
(z2) ∼

1

16 |z1,2|4
B(∆1−2,∆2−2)ϕo∆12−4(z2) , (5.18)

ϕ
i
∆1
(z1)ϕ

o
∆2
(z2) ∼

1

16 |z1,2|4
(
B(∆2−2, 5−∆12)ϕ

i
∆12−4(z2) +B(∆1−2, 5−∆12)ϕ

o
∆12−4(z2)

)
.

In contrast, the regular three-point amplitudes take the same forms as in the usual ϕ3 theory,

hence the ∆-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 O1O2 ∼ O∆,J to the four-point correlator takes the form

⟨O1O2O3O4⟩ ∼ C (O∆,J)χ
∆+J

2 χ̄
∆−J

2 ⟨⟨O1O2O3O4⟩⟩ , (5.19)

where C (O∆,J) is called the conformal block coefficient associated with this operator. If the OPE

is consistent, and O∆,J is primary without degeneracy, then C (O∆,J) must factorize into a product

of the OPE coefficient C(O1O2|O∆,J) and the three-point coefficient

C (O∆,J) = C(O1O2|O∆,J) C(O∆,JO3O4) . (5.20)

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

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ , ⟨ϕi∆1

ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ , (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 ⟨ϕi∆1
ϕi∆2
ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

⟩, to extract the out-out OPE ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

∼ ϕo∆34−2

in (4.1), it suffices to ensure that, after inserting this OPE into the correlator, the remaining

three-point correlator ⟨ϕi∆1
ϕi∆2
ϕo∆34−2⟩ admits the standard form (2.5). This can be achieved by

regularizing only the first particle. Similarly, to extract the in-out OPE ϕi∆2
ϕo∆4

∼ ϕi∆24−2+ϕ
o
∆24−2,

the relevant three-point correlators ⟨ϕi∆1
ϕi∆24−2ϕ

o
∆3
⟩ and ⟨ϕi∆1

ϕo∆24−2ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ 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

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = lim

m→0

1

2
Nm,0

∆1

(
⟨ϕi,m∆1

ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ − ⟨ϕ+++,im∆1

ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩
)
. (5.22)

We expect the first term to reproduce the in-out OPE ϕi∆2
ϕo∆4

with the outgoing exchange ϕo∆24−2,

as indicated by the nonvanishing correlator ⟨ϕi,m∆1
ϕo∆24−2ϕ

o
∆3
⟩. 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 T (s, t) ∼ 1
t
in the collinear limit t → 0, by (E.22) the exchange operator

is indeed ϕo∆24−2, and the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

C (ϕo∆24−2) = − 1

128π
δK(∆1234 − 6)Γ

[
∆13−3,∆13−2,∆2−1, 2−∆3

∆1−1,∆123−4

]
(5.23)

= −1

4
B(∆2−1, 3−∆24) C(ϕi∆1

ϕ
o
∆24−2ϕ

o
∆3
) ,

where in the second line we have used the three-point regular coefficient

C(ϕi∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
) =

∆1 − 1

32π
δK(∆123 − 4)B(2−∆2, 2−∆3) . (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 ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

∼ ϕo∆34−2, and the

in-out OPE ϕi∆2
ϕo∆4

with an incoming exchange ϕi∆24−2, based on analogous reasoning. This term

is given by (E.7). For the scattering amplitude T (s, t) ∼ 1
s
as s → 0, by (E.26) the exchange

operator is ϕo∆34−2, and the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

C (ϕo∆34−2) =
1

4
B(∆3−1,∆4−1) C(ϕi∆1

ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆34−2) , (5.25)

For the scattering amplitude T (s, t) ∼ 1
t
as t → 0, by (E.24) the exchange operator is ϕi∆24−2, and

the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

C (ϕi∆24−2) = −1

4
B(∆4−1, 3−∆24) C(ϕi∆1

ϕ
i
∆24−2ϕ

o
∆3
) . (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 ⟨ϕi∆1
ϕo∆2
ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

⟩. 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

⟨ϕi∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = lim

m→0

1

2
Nm,0

∆1

(
⟨ϕi,m∆1

ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ − ⟨ϕ+++,im∆1

ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩
)
. (5.27)

Here the second term vanishes by momentum conservation, and the first term is given by (E.9).

For the scattering amplitude T (s, t) ∼ 1
s
near s = 0, by (E.28) the exchange operator is ϕo∆34−2,

and the conformal block coefficient factorizes as

C (ϕo∆34−2) =
1

4
B(∆3−1,∆4−1) C(ϕi∆1

ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆34−2) , (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 ϕ3 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 1
s123

, 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:

ϕ
o
∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3

∼
(
C1 |z1,3|−2 |z2,3|−2 + C2 |z1,3|−2∆1 |z2,3|2∆1−4

)
ϕ
o
∆123−4 , (5.29)

where the three-OPE coefficients are given by

C1 =
1

16
B(∆1−1,∆23−3)B(∆2−1,∆3−1) , (5.30)

C2 = − π

16
csc(π∆1)B(∆12−2,∆13−2)

(
∆12 − 2

∆13 − 3
+

∆13 − 2

∆12 − 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 ϕo∆2
ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

into the decay process four-point

correlator ⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕo∆2
ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

⟩, the remaining two-point correlator ⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕo∆123−4⟩ 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 1
s123

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 T (s, t) = 1
s
+ 1

t
+ 1

u
and take

the mass regularization (4.12) on the first particle,

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = lim

m→0

1

2
⟨ϕi,m∆1

ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ , (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

z1 = z3 + ε , z2 = z3 + εχ , (5.33)

and take the limit ε → 0, then χ becomes precisely the cross-ratio. Then we apply the blow-up

method in Appendix E.4 to determine the small-χ behavior of the four-point correlator

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ ∼ δK(∆234,1 − 4)

(
C1 |χ|∆34−2 + C2 |χ|∆34+2∆2−4

)
⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4⟩⟩ . (5.34)

As discussed in Section 5.2.2, by (E.28) the C1-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,

C1 = C1 C(ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆123−4) . (5.35)

By (E.30), the C2-term comes from the small mass regime m ∼ 0 of T , and it corresponds to the

second term in the three-OPE (5.29) with the factorization

C2 = C2 C(ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆123−4) . (5.36)

Another interesting observation is that, from the shadow OPE perspective, by ∆234,1 = 4 the

C2-term corresponds to the scalar exchange of double-trace type:

ϕ̃
i
∆1
ϕ
o
∆2

∼ O∆12,0 . (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.

24



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 ϕ3 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 ga∆,± and a graviton operator as h∆,±, with

conformal spins J = ±ℓ 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 Rξ gauge,

then the Feynman rules are

propagator: −i δa1a2q−2
(
gµ1µ2 + (1− ξ)qµ1qµ2q−2

)
, (6.1)

3-vertex: fa1a2a3
(
(q1 − q2)

µ3gµ1µ2 + (q2 − q3)
µ1gµ2µ3 + (q3 − q1)

µ2gµ1µ3
)
,

4-vertex: ifa1a2bfa3a4b(gµ1µ4gµ2µ3 − gµ1µ3gµ2µ4) + ifa1a3bfa2a4b(gµ1µ4gµ2µ3 − gµ1µ2gµ3µ4)

+ ifa1a4bfa2a3b(gµ1µ3gµ2µ4 − gµ1µ2gµ3µ4) .

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:

• DeWitt type [73–75]: the three-point vertex contains 171 terms. For convenience, we set the

gravity coupling to 1.

• 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 4i.
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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 p̂/k̂ and over two

energies ωi, 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

⟨go,a1∆1,J1
go,a2∆2,J2

gi,m,a3
∆3,J3

⟩ = fa1a2a3
1−∆3

∆3

3∏
i=1

(ϵµi

Ji
+

1

∆i − 1
∂Ji ·q̂

µi

i ) (6.2)

×
((

q̂µ3

1 gµ1µ2 − 2q̂µ2

1 gµ1µ3
)
⟨ϕo∆1+1ϕ

o
∆2
ϕ
i,m
∆3

⟩ −
(
q̂µ3

2 gµ1µ2 − 2q̂µ1

2 gµ2µ3
)
⟨ϕo∆1

ϕ
o
∆2+1ϕ

i,m
∆3

⟩
)
,

where the differential operators ∂Ji · 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,

⟨go,a1∆1,J1
go,a2∆2,J2

g̃i,a3∆3,J3
⟩ = lim

m→0

1

2
⟨go,a1∆1,J1

go,a2∆2,J2
gi,m,a3
∆3,J3

⟩ . (6.3)

There are eight spin configurations (J1, J2, J3), among which the (+,+,−) configuration is note-

worthy, with three-point coefficient

C = lim
m→0

fa1a2a32∆3,12−3m∆12,3−1 (∆12,3 − 1)(∆12,3 + 1)

(∆1 − 1)(∆2 − 1)
B

(
∆13,2 + 1

2
,
∆23,1 + 1

2

)
. (6.4)

For generic conformal dimensions, the massless limit produces a Kronecker delta function δK(∆12,3−
1), then the accompanying factor ∆12,3−1 forces this coefficient to vanish. Noticing that the shadow

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

⟨go,a1∆1,+
go,a2∆2,+

g̃i,a3∆3,−⟩ = ⟨go,a1∆1,−g
o,a2
∆2,−g̃

i,a3
∆3,+

⟩ = ⟨go,a1∆1,+
go,a2∆2,+

gi,a3∆3,+
⟩ = ⟨go,a1∆1,−g

o,a2
∆2,−g

i,a3
∆3,−⟩ = 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:

• 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).

• For same-helicity correlators like ⟨g+g+g+g+⟩ and ⟨g̃−g+g+g+⟩, gluon exchange should not

appear, since same-helicity three-point correlators vanish (6.5).

• Correlators with single-plus/minus helicity like ⟨g−g+g+g+⟩ and ⟨g̃+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 T (s, t),

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 = Imaster × Ipoly. For example, for the decay process we have

⟨gi,m,a1
∆1,− go,a2∆2,+

go,a3∆3,+
go,a4∆4,+

⟩ =
(
fa0a1a2fa0a3a4I-+++1234 + fa0a1a3fa0a2a4I-+++1324

)
⟨⟨g1g2g3g4⟩⟩ . (6.6)

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

Imaster
-+++1234 =

−i 2∆1,234−3m∆234,1−2

(∆2 − 1)(∆3 − 1)(∆4 − 1)
χ

∆12
2

−1χ̄
∆12
2 (1− χ)

∆14,23
2

−2(1− χ̄)
∆14,23

2
+1

∫
R

dSdT (6.7)

× S
∆134,2

2
−1T

∆124,3
2

−1(1− S − T )
∆123,4

2
−1(S + Tχχ̄− (S + Tχ)(S + T χ̄))−∆1−4 ,

Ipoly-+++1234 = −2∆3(∆1234 − 2)∆13,24χ
7χ̄3T 7 + (259 more terms in χ, χ̄, S, T ) , (6.8)

where S, T are dimensionless Mandelstam variables s = m2S, t = m2T and the integral is over the

rescaled physical region R = {(S, T ) | S ⩾ 0 ∧ T ⩾ 0 ∧ S + 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.

⟨g̃i,a1∆1,J1
go,a2∆2,J2

go,a3∆3,J3
go,a4∆4,J4

⟩ = lim
m→0

1

2
⟨gi,m,a1

∆1,J1
go,a2∆2,J2

go,a3∆3,J3
go,a4∆4,J4

⟩ , (6.9)

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

S =
χχ̄

η1(χ− 1)(χ̄− 1) + χχ̄+ η2
, T =

η2
η1(χ− 1)(χ̄− 1) + χχ̄+ η2

. (6.10)

The first case is the same-helicity configuration, e.g .

⟨g̃i,a1∆1,−g
o,a2
∆2,+

go,a3∆3,+
go,a4∆4,+

⟩ = 0 . (6.11)

Notice that the conformal spin J1 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 .

⟨g̃i,a1∆1,−g
o,a2
∆2,−g

o,a3
∆3,+

go,a4∆4,+
⟩ =

(
In
(
fa0a1a2fa0a3a4 − χfa0a1a3fa0a2a4

)
+ Iaf

a0a1a2fa0a3a4
)
⟨⟨g1g2g3g4⟩⟩ ,

(6.12)

where we have separated it into a normal part and an “anomalous” part,

In =
i

4
δK(∆234,1 − 2)Γ

[
∆2+1,∆3−1,∆4−1

∆234−1

]
χ

∆34
2 χ̄

∆34
2

−1(1− χ)−1 ,

Ia = − i

8
δK(∆234,1 − 2)

∆2∆3,4(∆234 − 3)

(∆3 − 1)(∆4 − 1)
Γ

[
∆2−1,∆3−1,∆4−1

∆234−1

]
χ

∆34
2

−1χ̄
∆34
2

−1 .

(6.13)
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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 Ia corresponds to a colored scalar

exchange Oo,a0
∆34−2,0 in the s-channel OPE go,a3∆3,+

go,a4∆4,+
, and is more dominant than the expected

gluon exchange go,a0∆34−1,+. This scalar has a peculiar property: accompanied by a primary operator

O, its descendant operators ∂n∂̄n̄O also contribute to higher-point correlators. However, through

conformal block analysis, we find that due to the restriction ∆234,1 = 2, all descendants of Oo,a0
∆34−2,0

do not contribute to the four-point correlator (6.12), and hence will not mix with gluon exchanges

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

⟨g̃i,a1∆1,−g
o,a2
∆2,−g

o,a3
∆3,+

go,a4∆4,+
⟩n = In

(
fa0a1a2fa0a3a4 − χfa0a1a3fa0a2a4

)
⟨⟨g1g2g3g4⟩⟩ . (6.14)

Now from the subtracted correlator, we can extract the exchange gluon go,a0∆34−1,+ and the conformal

block coefficient as

C (go,a0∆34−1,+) =
i

4
δK(∆234,1 − 2)fa0a1a2fa0a3a4Γ

[
∆2+1,∆3−1,∆4−1

∆234−1

]
(6.15)

= −ifa0a1a2B(∆3−1,∆4−1)C(g̃i,a1∆1,−g
o,a2
∆2,−g

o,a0
∆34−1,+) ,

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 ∆34 − 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 CCFT, 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(z) = Res∆=1 g
o,a
∆,+(z, z̄) . (6.16)

Here to emphasize the holomorphic nature of the current ∂̄s = 0 we have written the z̄-dependence

explicitly. Then the conformally soft theorem reads

⟨sa(z0)gi/o,a1∆1,J1
· · · gi/o,an∆n,Jn

⟩ =
∑
k

−ifaakbz−1
0,k⟨g

i/o,a1
∆1,J1

· · · gi/o,b∆k,Jk
· · · gi/o,an∆n,Jn

⟩ . (6.17)

A priori, shadow gluons g̃ 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 go,a2∆2,− 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 ∆2 = 1. When the fourth gluon go,a4∆4,+
becomes soft, the color structure on
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the right side of the Ward identity is if ba1a4f ba2a3z−1
4,1 − if ba1a3f ba2a4z−1

4,2 + if ba1a2f ba3a4z−1
4,3 . 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 ∆4 = 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

fa0a1a2fa0a3a4 is annihilated by the Banerjee-Ghosh operator as in [43],

∂z4 −∆4z
−1
3,4 − z−1

1,4 + z−1
3,4

(
∆3 − 2 + z3,4∂z̄3

)
T∆4T

−1
∆3

, (6.18)

where T∆ is the shift operator acting on conformal dimensions as T∆f(∆) = f(∆ + 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.

go,a3∆3,+
go,a3∆3,− gi,a3∆3,+

gi,a3∆3,−

go,a1∆1,+
go,a2∆2,+

B(∆1−1,∆2−1) 0 0 0

go,a1∆1,+
go,a2∆2,− B(∆1+1,∆2−1) B(∆1−1,∆2+1) 0 0

gi,a1∆1,+
go,a2∆2,+

−B(∆1−1, 3−∆12) 0 B(∆2−1, 3−∆12) 0

gi,a1∆1,+
go,a2∆2,− −B(∆1+1, 1−∆12) −B(∆1−1, 1−∆12) B(∆2−1, 1−∆12) B(∆2+1, 1−∆12)

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: −ifa1a2a3δK(∆12,3 − 1).
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(+,+,+) (+,+,−) (+,−,+) (+,−,−)

⟨go1go2g̃i3⟩ B(∆1−1,∆2−1) 0 B(∆1+1,∆2−1) B(∆1−1,∆2+1)

⟨gi1go2g̃i3⟩ B(∆1−1, 3−∆12) 0 B(∆1+1, 1−∆12) B(∆1−1, 1−∆12)

⟨gi1go2g̃o3⟩ −B(∆2−1, 3−∆12) 0 −B(∆2−1, 1−∆12) −B(∆2+1, 1−∆12)

⟨ho1ho2h̃i3⟩ B(∆1−1,∆2−1) 0 B(∆1+3,∆2−1) B(∆1−1,∆2+3)

⟨hi1ho2h̃i3⟩ B(∆1−1, 3−∆12) 0 B(∆1+3,−1−∆12) B(∆1−1,−1−∆12)

⟨hi1ho2h̃o3⟩ B(∆2−1, 3−∆12) 0 B(∆2−1,−1−∆12) B(∆2+3,−1−∆12)

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: −1
4f

a1a2a3δK(∆12,3 − 1) for gluons and

−2δK(∆12,3) 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 ϕ3, 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 CCFT

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 ⊃ helicity amplitude + soft/collinear +Ward identity .

31



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:

• 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.

• 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.

• 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 CCFT.

• Reduction of spinning regular celestial amplitudes: apply IBP relations to simplify the master

integrals appearing in gluon and graviton regular celestial amplitudes.

• 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,

Γ[a1, . . . , an] ≡
n∏

i=1

Γ[ai] , (A.1)

Γ

[
a1, . . . , an
b1, . . . , bm

]
≡

n∏
i=1

Γ[ai]

/
m∏
j=1

Γ[bj] . (A.2)

The Mellin-Barnes relation is

(A+B)−∆ =

∫ +i∞

−i∞

ds

2πi
Γ

[
∆+ s,−s

∆

]
AsB−s−∆ . (A.3)

The Feynman-Schwinger parameterization for Re(∆i) > 0 is

n∏
i=1

A−∆i
i = Γ

[ ∑n
i=1 ∆i

∆1, . . . ,∆n

]( n∏
i=2

∫ ∞

0

dαi α
∆i−1
i

)(
A1 +

n∑
i=2

αiAi

)−∑n
i=1 ∆i

. (A.4)

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

2F1

(
a, b

c
; z

)
= (−z)−aΓ

[
b− a, c

b, c− a

]
2F1

(
a, a− c+ 1

a− b+ 1
;
1

z

)
+ (a ↔ b) . (A.5)

The discontinuity across the branch cut z ∈ (1,∞) is

Disc 2F1

(
a, b

c
; z

)
= 2πi (z − 1)−a−b+cΓ

[
c

a, b, 1− a− b+ c

]
2F1

(
c− a, c− b

1− a− b+ c
; 1− z

)
. (A.6)

A.1 Identities of conformal basis

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

(Φ
i/o,ℓ
∆,J , T ) =

∫
dω ω∆−1

ℓ∑
n=0

(∆ + ℓ− 1)(∆)n
∆− 1

(
ℓ

n

)
q̂(µ1···µnϵJ,µn+1···µℓ)

(
∂n
JT µ1···µℓ(∓q)

)
. (A.7)

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

identity: ∫
[dp′] Φ̃

i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J (q̂, p′)Tµ1···µℓ
(∓p′) =

∫
[dp′] Φ

i/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,J (q̂, p′)Tµ1···µℓ
(∓p′) , (A.8)
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∫
[dk′] Φ̃

i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J (q̂, k′)Tµ1···µℓ
(∓k′) =

∫
[dk] Φ∓∓∓,µ1···µℓ

im,∆,J (q̂, k′)Tµ1···µℓ
(k′) , (A.9)

where Φ̃
i/o,µ1···µℓ

∆,J (q̂, p′|k′) denotes the integration kernel of the shadow basis with the massless mo-

mentum q′ 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 ϕ ∈ S ′(R) acting on the rapidly decreasing test function f ∈ S(R)
can be formally written as an integral

(ϕ, f) =

∫
dx ϕ(x)f(x) , (B.1)

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

classical observable.

When the kernel ϕ(x) contains singularities, the integral (B.1) is convergent only for a subspace

Vϕ ⊂ S(R) of test functions. To extend the domain of ϕ from Vϕ 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 ϕλ(x) depends on the parameter λ analytically. Then the analyticity of λ can help

choose a unique regularization of ϕλ(x).

If ϕλ(x) is meromorphic in λ ∈ U ⊂ C, we can cancel the poles of ϕλ(x) by another meromor-

phic function N(λ) such that the normalized distribution N(λ)ϕλ(x) is holomorphic in U , called

normalization of distributions.

Homogeneous distributions. For x ∈ R, there are three bases of homogeneous distributions:

the plus/minus basis is

xλ
+++ ≡ xλθ(x) , xλ

−−− ≡ (−x)λθ(−x) , (B.2)
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and the even/odd basis is

xλ
0 ≡ |x|λ = xλ

+++ + xλ
−−− , xλ

1 ≡ |x|λ sign(x) = xλ
+++ − xλ

−−− . (B.3)

These four distributions are meromorphic functions in λ ∈ C, and the normalized versions are

1

Γ[λ+ 1]
xλ
+++ ,

1

Γ[λ+ 1]
xλ
−−− ,

1

Γ
[
λ+1
2

]xλ
0 ,

1

Γ
[
λ+2
2

]xλ
1 . (B.4)

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

xλ
+i ≡ lim

ε→0
(x+ iε)λ = xλ

+++ + eiπλxλ
−−− ,

xλ
−i ≡ lim

ε→0
(x− iε)λ = xλ

+++ + e−iπλxλ
−−− .

(B.5)

The λ-poles get canceled due to the phase factor, and xλ
±i is holomorphic in λ ∈ C.

At the removed poles, these six distributions localize to the Dirac delta function and its deriva-

tives. For n ∈ N,

xλ
±±±

Γ[λ+ 1]
= δ(n)(±x) , for λ = −n− 1 , (B.6)

xλ
0

Γ
[
λ+1
2

] = (−1)nn!

(2n)!
δ(2n)(x) , for λ = −2n− 1 , (B.7)

xλ
1

Γ
[
λ+2
2

] = (−1)n+1n!

(2n+ 1)!
δ(2n+1)(x) , for λ = −2n− 2 , (B.8)

xλ
±i = x−n−1 ∓ iπ

(−1)n

n!
δ(n)(x) , for λ = −n− 1 . (B.9)

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

(−x)λ±±± = xλ
∓∓∓ , (−x)λ0|1 = (−1)0|1xλ

0|1 , (−x)λ±i = e±iπλxλ
∓i . (B.10)

The last one is useful in computation and is consistent with the branch cut x ∈ (−∞, 0) of xλ.

Analytic structure of xλ
+++. The integral (x

λ
+++, f(x)) =

∫∞
0

dx xλf(x) is convergent and hence is

holomorphic for Reλ > −1. For Reλ ⩽ −1 the integral can be divergent and acquires regulariza-

tion near x = 0. The easiest way to see λ-poles in this region is to choose the test function as e−x,

then (xλ
+++, e

−x) = Γ[λ+ 1] manifests the analytic structure of xλ
+++ and provides the normalization.

A finer argument to read off the residues at λ = −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,∞),

we obtain

(xλ
+++, f(x)) =

∞∑
n=0

f (n)(0)

n!

1

λ+ n+ 1
+

∫ ∞

1

dx xλf(x) . (B.11)

The second term is holomorphic in λ by the fast decay. The first term shows the simple poles at

λ = −n− 1, and after chopping off the test function, the residues are

Resλ=−n−1 x
λ
+++ =

(−1)n

n!
δ(n)(x) . (B.12)
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Singularity at infinity. In practice, the test functions do not decay sufficiently fast as x → ∞,

and the singularity at infinity plays an important role. For example, choosing the test function as

(1 + x)−1, there are additional poles at nonnegative integers:

(xλ
+++, (1 + x)−1) = Γ[−λ] Γ[λ+ 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 xλ
+++ at origin, providing the factor Γ[λ+ 1]; (2) another is

well-behaved as x → ∞ and decays sufficiently fast as x → 0, then detects the singularity of xλ
+++ at

infinity, providing the factor Γ[−λ], e.g . (xλ
+++, e

−1/x) = −Γ[−λ− 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 = reiθ, the homogeneous distributions can be written as

z
δ+j
2 z̄

δ−j
2 ≡ rδeijθ , for δ ∈ C , j ∈ Z . (B.14)

Similar to the 1d case, to read off the analytic structure, we divide the integration region into the

disk r ∈ [0, 1] and r ∈ [1,∞), then

(z
δ+j
2 z̄

δ−j
2 , f(z, z̄)) =

∞∑
n,m=0

f (n,m)(0, 0)

n!m!

2πδK(j + n−m)

δ + n+m+ 2
+

∫
r⩾1

d2z ( · · · ) . (B.15)

For fixed j = m− n, this exhibits the simple poles at δ = −n−m− 2 with residues proportional

to δ(n,m)(z, z̄). The normalized version and its values at the removed poles are

1

Γ
[
δ+|j|+2

2

]zλz̄λ̄ =
π(−1)max(n,m)

max(n,m)!
δ(n,m)(z, z̄) . (B.16)

B.2 Analytic functionals

The complex delta function δC is an analytic functional belonging to the Gelfand-Shilov space

Z ′, 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

∆, 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,∫ a+i∞

a−i∞

d∆

2πi
δC(∆−∆0)f(∆) = f(∆0) , (B.17)

and formally can be written as

δC(∆−∆0) =

∫ ∞

0

dω ω∆0−∆−1 . (B.18)
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As a generalization of the conventional Dirac delta function, when ∆0 locates on the integration

contour ∆ ∈ a+ iR in (B.17), δC reduces to

δC(∆−∆0) = 2πδ (Im(∆−∆0)) , for Re∆0 = a . (B.19)

When ∆0 leaves off the integration contour, δC admits the following approximations:

δC(∆−∆0) =


lim
ε→0

Γ[∆0 −∆]ε∆−∆0 = lim
ε→0

∫ ∞

0

dω ω∆0−∆−1e−εω , for Re∆0 > a ,

lim
ε→0

Γ[∆−∆0]ε
∆0−∆ = lim

ε→0

∫ ∞

0

dω ω∆0−∆−1e−ε/ω , for Re∆0 < a .

(B.20)

Derivation of (B.20). This can be shown by a contour deformation argument. For Re∆0 > a,

we consider a test function f(∆) that is analytic in the region a < Re∆ and decays sufficiently

fast as ∆ → +∞. As ε∆−∆0 → 0, we can enclose the contour to the right and pick up the poles at

∆ = ∆0 + n, n ∈ N, leading to

lim
ε→0

∫ a+i∞

a−i∞

d∆

2πi
Γ[∆0 −∆]ε∆−∆0f(∆) = lim

ε→0

+∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

n!
εnf(∆0 + n) = f(∆0) , (B.21)

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(∆) to be holomorphic in

the strip a < Re∆ < Re∆0, to be meromorphic or contain branch cuts in the region Re∆0 < Re∆,

and to decay sufficiently fast as ∆ → +∞.

Principal value. Notice that if naively applying the approximation (B.20) to the case Re∆0 =

a, there would appear an extra factor 1
2
. The reason is as follows: in this case the leading pole ∆ =

∆0 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 C∆0,δ = {∆ |∆ = ∆0 + δeiθ, π
2
< θ < 3π

2
} surrounding the leading pole:

lim
δ→0

∫
C∆0,δ

d∆

2πi
Γ[∆0 −∆]ε∆−∆0f(∆) = lim

δ→0
f(∆0)

∫
C∆0,δ

d∆

2πi

ε∆−∆0

∆0 −∆
= −1

2
f(∆0) . (B.22)

C EAdS, dS and conformal integrals

We compute several integrals related to EAdSd+1, dSd+1 and the conformal boundary Rd. 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

q = ωq̂ = ω(1 + |x|2, 2x, 1− |x|2) , for ω ⩾ 0 ,

p = mp̂ =
m

2y
(1 + |x|2 + y2, 2x, 1− |x|2 − y2) , for y > 0 ,

k = mk̂ =
m

2y
(1 + |x|2 − y2, 2x, 1− |x|2 + y2) , for y ∈ R ,

(C.1)
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where x ∈ Rd, and the mass-shell integrals are∫
[dq] =

∫
ddx

∫ ∞

0

2dωd−1dω ,∫
[dp̂] =

∫
ddx

∫ ∞

0

y−d−1dy ,∫
[dk̂] =

∫
ddx

∫ +∞

−∞
|y|−d−1dy .

(C.2)

C.1 Summary

One-point. The one-point integrals are

Ip,p =

∫
[dp̂0](−p̂0 ·p1)−∆ = π

d+1
2 Γ

[
∆−d
2

∆+1
2

]
m−∆

1 , (C.3)

I±i
k,p =

∫
[dk̂0](−k̂0 ·p1)−∆

±i = 2π
d+3
2 Γ

[
∆−d
2

1−d
2
, d+1

2
, ∆+1

2

]
e∓

1
2
iπ∆m−∆

1 , (C.4)

I±i
k,k =

∫
[dk̂0](−k̂0 ·k1)−∆

±i = 2π
d+3
2 Γ

[
∆−d
2

d−∆+1
2

, ∆+1
2

, −d+∆+1
2

]
e∓

1
2
iπ∆m−∆

1 , (C.5)

Iq,p =

∫
ddx0 (−q̂0 ·p1)−d = 21−dπ

d+1
2

1

Γ
[
d+1
2

]m−d
1 , (C.6)

I±i
q,k =

∫
ddx0 (−q̂0 ·k1)−d

±i = 21−dπ
d+1
2

1

Γ
[
d+1
2

]e∓ 1
2
iπdm−d

1 . (C.7)

Two-point. The two-point integrals are

Iq,qp =

∫
ddx0 (−q̂0 ·q̂1)−∆(−q̂0 ·p2)−∆̃ = 2−∆πd/2Γ

[
d
2
−∆

d−∆

]
m∆−d

2 (−q̂1 ·p̂2)−∆ , (C.8)

I±i
q,qk =

∫
ddx0 (−q̂0 ·q̂1)−∆(−q̂0 ·k2)−∆̃

±i = 2−∆πd/2Γ

[
d
2
−∆

d−∆

]
e±iπ(∆− d

2
)m∆−d

2 (−q̂1 ·k2)−∆
±i . (C.9)

Three-point. The EAdS three-point integral is

I∆1,∆2,∆3 =

∫
[dp̂0](−p̂0 ·q̂1)−∆1(−p̂0 ·q̂2)−∆2(−p̂0 ·q̂3)−∆3

=
1

2
π

d
2Γ

[
∆12,3

2
, ∆13,2

2
, ∆23,1

2
, ∆123−d

2

∆1,∆2,∆3

]
⟨⟨O∆1O∆2O∆3⟩⟩ .

(C.10)

The dS three-point integral is

Is1,s2,s3∆1,∆2,∆3
=

∫
[dk̂0](−k̂0 ·q̂1)−∆1

s1
(−k̂0 ·q̂2)−∆2

s2
(−k̂0 ·q̂3)−∆3

s3
. (C.11)
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For the imaginary type sn = ±i, n = 1, 2, 3, besides the permutation symmetry among {∆n, sn},
the integral satisfies the parity symmetry by the change of variable k̂0 → −k̂0 and (B.10),

Is1,s2,s3∆1,∆2,∆3
= I−s1,−s2,−s3

∆1,∆2,∆3
e−s1∆1−s2∆2−s3∆3 . (C.12)

Hence only two configurations of sn are independent, and are related to the EAdS one (C.10) as

I+i,+i,+i
∆1,∆2,∆3

= 2e−
1
2
iπ∆123 cos

(π
2
d
)
I∆1,∆2,∆3 ,

I+i,+i,−i
∆1,∆2,∆3

= 2e−
1
2
iπ∆12,3 cos

(π
2
(d− 2∆3)

)
I∆1,∆2,∆3 .

(C.13)

Later we will need this integral for sn = ± in even dimensions, which can be obtained by the

change of basis (3.15). For d = 0 mod 2,

I+++,+++,+++∆1,∆2,∆3
= −1

2
(−1)

d
2π

d
2Γ

[
1−∆1, 1−∆2, 1−∆3,

∆123−d
2

,
∆1,23+2

2
, ∆2,13+2

2
, ∆3,12+2

2

]
⟨⟨O∆1O∆2O∆3⟩⟩ ,

I+++,+++,−−−∆1,∆2,∆3
=

1

2
π

d
2Γ

[
1−∆1, 1−∆2, 1−∆3,

∆12,3

2
∆1,23+2

2
, ∆2,13+2

2
, −∆123+d+2

2
,

]
⟨⟨O∆1O∆2O∆3⟩⟩ .

(C.14)

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

Is1,s2,s3∆1,∆2,∆3
= I−s1,−s2,−s3

∆1,∆2,∆3
, (C.15)

C.2 One-point integrals

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

Ip,p is proportional to m−∆
1 = (−p21)

−∆/2. To fix the coefficient, we set x1 = 0, y1 = 1 and perform

the integrals in the radial coordinates r = |x|,

Ip,p = 2∆m−∆
1

∫
ddx0

∫ ∞

0

dy0 y
∆−d−1
0 (|x0|2 + y20 + 1)−∆ (C.16)

= 2∆+d−1π
d−1
2 m−∆

1 Γ

[
d−1
2

d− 1

] ∫ ∞

0

dr

∫ ∞

0

dy0 r
d−1y∆−d−1

0 (r2 + y20 + 1)−∆ , (C.17)

which leads to the result (C.3).

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

I±i
k,p =

∫
ddx0

∫ +∞

−∞
dy0 |y0|−d−1

(
m1(|x0|2 − y20 + 1)

2y0
± iε

)−∆

. (C.18)

Then we separate the integral into two regions y0 > 0 and y0 < 0, change the variable y0 → −y0
in the second region, and use the Mellin-Barnes representation (A.3) to rewrite the integral as

I±i
k,p = 2∆+2π

d
2
+1(−m2

1 ± iε)−
∆
2

∫ ∞

0

dr

∫ ∞

0

dy0

∫
dt

2πi
rd−1(r2 + 1)−∆−ty∆−d+2t−1

0

× Γ

[
−t, t+∆

∆, d
2
,±1

2
(∆ + 2t) + 1

2
,∓1

2
(∆ + 2t) + 1

2

]
.

(C.19)
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The y0- and t-integrals can be performed by the complex delta function (B.18), and the r-integral

is a Beta function. The rest integrals Ik,k in (C.5), Iq,p in (C.6) and Iq,k in (C.7) can be computed

similarly.

C.3 Two-point integrals

For the conformal two-point integral Iq,qp in (C.8), we use the Feynman-Schwinger parameter-

ization (A.4) to rewrite the integral as

Iq,qp = Γ

[
d

d−∆,∆

] ∫
ddx0

∫ ∞

0

dααd−∆−1(−q̂0 ·(αp2 + q̂1))
−d . (C.20)

Here the q̂0-integral can be performed by the one-point integral (C.6) since αp2 + q̂1 is timelike,

then the α-integral is a Beta function.

The integral Iq,qk in (C.9) needs more careful treatment after the Feynman-Schwinger param-

eterization,

I±i
q,qk = Γ

[
d

d−∆,∆

] ∫
ddx0

∫ ∞

0

dαα∆−1(q̂0 ·(−k2 − αq̂1)± iε)−d . (C.21)

If q̂1 ·k̂2 > 0, then −k2 − αq̂1 is spacelike for all α > 0 and the x0-integral can be preformed by the

one-point integral (C.7), leading to

I±i
>0 = πd/22−∆Γ

[
d
2
−∆

d−∆

]
e∓

1
2
iπdm∆−d

2 (q̂1 ·k̂2)−∆ . (C.22)

If q̂1 ·k̂2 < 0, there are two cases: (1) −k2−αq̂1 is spacelike for 0 < α < − m2

2q̂1 ·k̂2
, and we perform

the x0-integral by (C.7) as before; (2) −k2 − αq̂1 is timelike for α > − m2

2q̂1 ·k̂2
, and we need to use

(C.6) to perform the x0-integral. After performing the α-integrals in both cases, we obtain

I±i
<0 = 2−∆πd/2m∆−d

2 (−q̂1 ·k̂2)−∆

(
e∓

1
2
iπdΓ

[
1− d

2
, d
2

d−∆,−d
2
+∆+ 1

]
+ Γ

[
1− d

2
, d
2
, d
2
−∆

1−∆, d−∆,∆

])
. (C.23)

Summing the two parts together, we arrive at

I±i
q,qk = I±i

>0θ(q̂1 ·k̂2) + I±i
<0θ(−q̂1 ·k̂2) . (C.24)

Then we expand the distributions (±q̂1 ·k̂2)−∆θ(±q̂1 ·k̂2) = (−q̂1 ·k̂2)−∆
∓∓∓ back into (−q̂1 ·k̂2)−∆

±i 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

I∆1,∆2,∆3 = Γ

[
∆123

∆1,∆2,∆3

] ∫ ∞

0

dα

∫ ∞

0

dβ

∫
[dp̂0]α

∆2−1β∆3−1(−p̂0 ·(q̂1+αq̂2+βq̂3))
−∆123 . (C.25)
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The p̂0-integral can be performed by the EAdS one-point integral (C.3),

I∆1,∆2,∆3 = 2
∆123−2

2 π
d
2Γ

[ ∆123

2
, ∆123−d

2

∆1,∆2,∆3

] ∫ ∞

0

dα

∫ ∞

0

dβ α∆2−1β∆3−1(−αβq̂23 − αq̂12 − βq̂13)
−∆123

2 ,

(C.26)

then the α- and β-integrals are Beta functions, leading to the result (C.10).

For the dS three-point integral (C.11) with imaginary type sn = ±i, as discussed before, it

suffices to compute the two independent configurations (+i,+i,+i) and (+i,+i,−i). To utilize

the Feynman-Schwinger parameterization (A.4), we need to rewrite the integrand by (B.10) as

Is1,s2,s3∆1,∆2,∆3
= e−

1
2
π
∑3

n=1 ∆n(sn−i)

∫
[dk̂0] (iε+ is1k̂0 ·q̂1)−∆1(iε+ is2k̂0 ·q̂2)−∆2(iε+ is3k̂0 ·q̂3)−∆3 ,

= e−
1
2
π
∑3

n=1 ∆n(sn−i)Γ

[
∆123

∆1,∆2,∆3

] ∫
[dk̂0]

∫ ∞

0

dα

∫ ∞

0

dβ α∆2−1β∆3−1 (C.27)

× (iε+ k̂0 ·(is1q̂1 + iαs2q̂2 + iβs3q̂3))
−∆123 ,

where we have shrinked the infinitesimal parameter iε(α + β + 1) to iε.

For the (+i,+i,+i) configuration, q̂1+αq̂2+βq̂3 is timelike, and the k̂0-integral can be performed

by the dS one-point integral (C.4), then the α- and β-integrals are Beta functions as well, leading

to the first line of (C.13).

For the (+i,+i,−i) configuration, q̂1 + αq̂2 − βq̂3 can be either timelike or spacelike, and we

separate the α- and β-integrals into two regions accordingly,

Rp = {(α, β) | α > 0, 0 < β <
αq̂12

αq̂23 + q̂13
} ,

Rk = {(α, β) | α > 0, β >
αq̂12

αq̂23 + q̂13
} .

(C.28)

In Rp, the k̂0-integral is performed by the dS one-point integral (C.4), while in Rk, it is performed

by (C.5), leading to

I+i,+i,−i
∆1,∆2,∆3

= 2
∆123

2 π
d
2Γ

[ ∆123

2
, ∆123−d

2

∆1,∆2,∆3

](
cos
(π
2
d
) ∫

Rp

dαdβ α∆2−1β∆3−1(αβq̂23 − αq̂12 + βq̂13)
−∆123

2

+ cos
(π
2
(∆123 − d)

) ∫
Rk

dαdβ α∆2−1β∆3−1(−αβq̂23 + αq̂12 − βq̂13)
−∆123

2

)
.

(C.29)

Then performing the β- and α-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:

O for massless Mellin, ~O for massless shadow, M for massive, T for tachyonic.

Then for example, OOM 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 OOM 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

• OOM and ~OOM (see [11, 18]):

C(ϕo∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
i,m3

∆3
) = 2∆3,12−2m

∆12,3−2
3 Γ

[
∆13,2

2
, ∆23,1

2

∆3

]
, (D.1)

C(ϕ̃o∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
i,m3

∆3
) = π2∆13,2−4m

∆2,13

3 Γ

[
1−∆1,

∆12,3

2
, ∆123−2

2
, ∆13,2

2

∆1,∆3,
∆2,13+2

2

]
. (D.2)

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).

• TOO and TO~O (see [16] and Appendix D.2):

C(ϕ+++,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
) = 2∆1,23−2m

∆23,1−2
1 Γ

[
1−∆1,

∆13,2

2
∆3,12+2

2

]
, (D.3)

C(ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
) = C(ϕ+++,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆3
ϕ
o
∆2
) , (D.4)

C(ϕ+++,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ̃
o
∆3
) = π2∆13,2−4m

∆2,13

1 Γ

[
1−∆1, 1−∆3,

∆13,2

2
, ∆23,1

2

∆3,
4−∆123

2
, ∆2,13+2

2

]
, (D.5)

C(ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ̃
o
∆3
) = π2∆13,2−4m

∆2,13

1 Γ

[
1−∆1, 1−∆3,

∆123−2
2

, ∆13,2

2

∆3,
∆1,23+2

2
, ∆2,13+2

2

]
. (D.6)

• MOM (see [18]):

C(ϕo,m1

∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
i,m3

∆3
) = π2∆13,2−4m2−∆123

1 (m2
3 −m2

1)
∆2−1θ(m3 −m1) (D.7)

× Γ

[
∆12,3

2
, ∆13,2

2
, ∆23,1

2
, ∆123−2

2

∆1,∆2,∆3

]
2F1

(
∆123−2

2
, ∆23,1

2

∆2

;
m2

1 −m2
3

m2
1

)
.
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• TOM (see Appendix D.3):

C(ϕ+++,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
) =

π2∆13,2−4

1−∆1

m
∆1,23

3 m2−2∆1
1 (m2

1 +m2
3)

∆2−1 (D.8)

× Γ

[
∆13,2

2
, ∆23,1

2

∆3

]
2F1

(
∆2,13+2

2
, ∆23,1

2

2−∆1

;−m2
1

m2
3

)
,

C(ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
) = π2∆13,2−4m2−∆123

3 (m2
1 +m2

3)
∆2−1 (D.9)

× Γ

[
1−∆1,

∆12,3

2
, ∆123−2

2
, ∆13,2

2

∆1,∆3,
∆2,13+2

2

]
2F1

(
∆12,3

2
, ∆123−2

2

∆1

;−m2
1

m2
3

)
.

• TOT (see Appendix D.4):

C(ϕ+++,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ

+++,im3

∆3
) = (1 ↔ 3) + π2∆13,2−4(m2

1 −m2
3)

∆2,13
2 θ(m1 −m3) (D.10)

× Γ

[
1−∆1, 1−∆3,

∆13,2

2
, ∆23,1

2

∆3,
4−∆123

2
, ∆2,13+2

2

]
2F1

(
∆123−2

2
, ∆13,2

2

∆3

;
m2

3

m2
3 −m2

1

)
,

C(ϕ+++,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
) = (1 ↔ 3) +

π2∆13,2−4

1−∆3

m2−2∆3
3 (m2

1 −m2
3)

∆23,1−2

2 θ(m1 −m3) (D.11)

× Γ

[
1−∆1,

∆13,2

2
∆3,12+2

2

]
2F1

(
∆1,23+2

2
, ∆12,3

2

2−∆3

;
m2

3

m2
3 −m2

1

)
,

C(ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ

+++,im3

∆3
) = (1 ↔ 3) + π2∆13,2−4(m2

1 −m2
3)

∆2,13
2 θ(m1 −m3) (D.12)

× Γ

[
1−∆1, 1−∆3,

∆123−2
2

, ∆13,2

2

∆3,
∆1,23+2

2
, ∆2,13+2

2

]
2F1

(
∆123−2

2
, ∆13,2

2

∆3

;
m2

3

m2
3 −m2

1

)
,

C(ϕ−−−,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ

−−−,im3

∆3
) = (1 ↔ 3) +

π2∆13,2−4

1−∆3

m2−2∆3
3 (m2

1 −m2
3)

∆23,1−2

2 θ(m1 −m3) (D.13)

× Γ

[
1−∆1,

∆12,3

2
∆2,13+2

2

]
2F1

(
∆1,23+2

2
, ∆12,3

2

2−∆3

;
m2

3

m2
3 −m2

1

)
.

Notice that for each of the three-point celestial amplitudes, there are two terms symmetric

under the permutation (13).

D.1.2 Gluon

• OOM (see Section 6.1):

C(go,a1∆1,J1
go,a2∆2,J2

gi,m3,a3
∆3,J3

) = fa1a2a3
−2∆3,12−2m

∆12,3−1
3

(∆1 − 1)(∆2 − 1)
Γ

[
|J13,2|+∆13,2

2
, |J23,1|+∆23,1

2

∆3 + 1

]
Cg
J1,J2,J3

.

(D.14)

Here the reduced coefficient Cg
J1,J2,J3

satisfies the parity symmetry

Cg
J1,J2,J3

= Cg
−J1,−J2,−J3

, (D.15)
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and depends on the spin configurations as follows:

Cg
1,1,1 = (∆123 − 3)(∆123 − 1) ,

Cg
1,−1,1 = 2(∆13,2 − 1) ,

Cg
−1,1,1 = 2(∆23,1 − 1) ,

Cg
−1,−1,1 = (∆12,3 − 1)(∆12,3 + 1) .

(D.16)

• TOO (see Section 6.1):

C(g+++,im1,a1
∆1,J1

gi,a2∆2,J2
go,a3∆3,J3

) = fa1a2a3
2∆1,23−2m

∆23,1−1
1

(∆2 − 1)(∆3 − 1)
Γ

[
−∆1,

|J13,2|+∆13,2

2
−|J12,3|+∆3,12+2

2

]
Cg,+++
J1,J2,J3

, (D.17)

C(g−−−,im1,a1
∆1,J1

gi,a2∆2,J2
go,a3∆3,J3

) = C(g+++,im1,a1
∆1,J1

gi,a3∆3,J3
go,a2∆2,J2

) . (D.18)

Here the reduced coefficient Cg,+++
J1,J2,J3

satisfies the parity symmetry

Cg,+++
J1,J2,J3

= Cg,+++
−J1,−J2,−J3

, (D.19)

and depends on the spin configurations as follows:

Cg,+++
1,1,1 = −(∆123 − 3)(∆123 − 1) ,

Cg,+++
1,1,−1 = 2(∆12,3 − 1) ,

Cg,+++
1,−1,1 = −2(∆13,2 − 1) ,

Cg,+++
1,−1,−1 = −(∆23,1 − 1)(∆23,1 + 1) .

(D.20)

D.1.3 Graviton

• OOM (see Section 6.1):

C(ho∆1,J1
ho∆2,J2

hi,m3

∆3,J3
) =

2∆3,12−2m
∆12,3

3

∆1∆2(∆1 − 1)(∆2 − 1)
Γ

[
|J13,2|+∆13,2

2
, |J23,1|+∆23,1

2

∆3 + 2

]
Ch
J1,J2,J3

. (D.21)

Here the reduced coefficient Ch
J1,J2,J3

satisfies the parity symmetry

Ch
J1,J2,J3

= Ch
−J1,−J2,−J3

, (D.22)

and depends on the spin configurations as follows:

Ch
2,2,2 = (∆123 − 2)∆123(∆123 + 2)(3∆12 −∆3 − 4) , (D.23)

Ch
2,−2,2 = −4∆2

3 + 8∆3(∆1,2 + 1) + 4(3∆2
1 − 6∆1 + 3∆2

2 − 2∆2 + 2∆1∆2) ,

Ch
−2,2,2 = −4∆2

3 − 8∆3(∆1,2 − 1) + 4(3∆2
1 − 2∆1 + 3∆2

2 − 6∆2 + 2∆1∆2) ,

Ch
−2,−2,2 = ∆12,3(∆12,3 + 2)(∆12,3 + 4)(3∆12 +∆3 − 6) .
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• TOO (see Section 6.1):

C(h+++,im1

∆1,J1
hi∆2,J2

ho∆3,J3
) =

2∆1,23−2m
∆23,1

1

∆2(∆2 − 1)∆3(∆3 − 1)
Γ

[
−∆1,

|J13,2|+∆13,2

2
−|J12,3|+∆3,12+4

2

]
Ch,+++
J1,J2,J3

, (D.24)

C(h−−−,im1

∆1,J1
hi∆2,J2

ho∆3,J3
) = C(h+++,im1

∆1,J1
hi∆3,J3

ho∆2,J2
) . (D.25)

Here the reduced coefficient Ch,+++
J1,J2,J3

satisfies the parity symmetry

Ch,+++
J1,J2,J3

= Ch,+++
−J1,−J2,−J3

, (D.26)

and depends on the spin configurations as follows:

Ch,+++
2,2,2 = −(∆123 − 2)∆123(∆123 + 2)(∆1 − 3∆23 + 4) , (D.27)

Ch,+++
2,2,−2 = −4∆2

1 + 8∆1(∆2,3 + 1) + 4(3∆2
2 − 6∆2 + 3∆2

3 − 2∆3 + 2∆2∆3) ,

Ch,+++
2,−2,2 = −4∆2

1 − 8∆1(∆2,3 − 1) + 4(3∆2
2 − 2∆2 + 3∆2

3 − 6∆3 + 2∆2∆3) ,

Ch,+++
2,−2,−2 = −(∆1,23 − 4)(∆1,23 − 2)∆1,23(∆1 + 3∆23 − 6) .

D.2 TOO scalars

We warm up by rederiving the TOO scalar celestial amplitude. For s1 = ±i,

⟨ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = 2∆1−1m2−∆1

1

∫
[dk̂1′ ]dω2dω3 ω

∆2−1
2 ω∆3−1

3 (−q̂1 ·k̂1′)−∆1
s1

δ(4)(k1′−q2+q3) . (D.28)

By (2.4), we write the k̂1′-integral as
∫
d4k̂1′ 2δ(k̂1′ ·k̂1′ − 1), and perform this integral using the

momentum conservation delta function,

⟨ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = 2∆1−1

∫
dω2dω3 ω

∆2−1
2 ω∆3−1

3 δ(−2ω2ω3q̂23 −m2
1)(ω3q̂13 − ω2q̂12)

−∆1
s1

, (D.29)

then the ω2- and ω3-integrals can be performed successively, leading to

⟨ϕ±i,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
⟩ = 2∆1,23−2e∓

1
2
iπ∆13,2m

∆23,1−2
1 Γ

[
∆12,3

2
, ∆13,2

2

∆1

]
. (D.30)

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 s1 = ±i,

⟨ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
⟩ = 2∆13−3m2−∆3

3

∫
[dk̂1′ ][dp̂3′ ]dω2 ω

∆2−1
2

× (−q̂1 ·k̂1′)−∆1
s1

(−p̂3′ ·q̂3)−∆3δ(4)(k1′−q2+p3′) .

(D.31)
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Similar to the TOO scalar, we perform the k̂1′- and ω2-integrals using the momentum conservation

delta function and mass-shell delta function, leading to

⟨ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
⟩ = 2∆3,2+2∆1−3m

∆1,23+2
3 (m2

1 +m2
3)

∆2−1

∫
dp̂3′ (−p̂3′ ·q̂2)∆1,2(−p̂3′ ·q̂3)−∆3

× (−2m2
3p̂3′ ·q̂1p̂3′ ·q̂2 − (m2

1 +m2
3)q̂12)

−∆1
s1

.

(D.32)

Then we separate the term −(m2
1 + m2

3)q̂12 > 0 from the rest in ( · · · )−∆1

s1
by the Mellin-Barnes

representation (A.3),

⟨ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
⟩ =

∫
[dp̂3′ ]

ds

2πi
2∆3,2+2∆1+s−3m

∆1,23+2s+2
3 (m2

1 +m2
3)

∆2,1−s−1es1πs

× Γ

[
−s,∆1 + s

∆1

]
(−q̂12)

−∆1−s(−p̂3′ ·q̂1)s(−p̂3′ ·q̂2)∆1,2+s(−p̂3′ ·q̂3)−∆3 .

(D.33)

Performing the p̂3′-integral by the EAdS three-point integral (C.10), we obtain the three-point

correlator with coefficient

C(ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
) =

∫
ds

2πi
2∆13,2−3m

∆1,23+2s+2
3 (m2

1 +m2
3)

∆2,1−s−1es1πs

× Γ

[
∆2,∆1 + s, ∆2,13−2s

2
, ∆23,1−2s−2

2
∆12,3

2
, ∆123−2

2
,∆2,1 − s

]
.

(D.34)

We close the s-contour to the left and sum over the residues at s = −∆1 − n, n ∈ N leading to

C(ϕ±±±,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
) = 2∆13,2−3e∓iπ∆1m2−∆123

3 (m2
1 +m2

3)
∆2−1

2F1

(
∆12,3

2
, ∆123−2

2

∆2

;
m2

1 +m2
3

m2
3(1∓ iε)

)
.

(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 s1, s3 = ±i,

⟨ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
s3,im3

∆3
⟩ = 2∆13−3m2−∆1

1 m2−∆3
3

∫
[dk̂1′ ][dk̂3′ ]dω2 ω

∆2−1
2

× (−q̂1 ·k̂1′)−∆1
s1

(−q̂3 ·k̂3′)−∆3
s3

δ(4)(k1′−q2+k3′) .

(D.36)

Due to the mass threshold and the permutation symmetry (13), the result contains two symmetric

terms proportional to θ(m1 −m3) and θ(m3 −m1) respectively

⟨ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
s3,im3

∆3
⟩ = I13θ(m1 −m3) + I31θ(m3 −m1) . (D.37)
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Without loss of generality, we focus on the first term I13 with m1 ⩾ m3. We perform the

k̂1′-integral using the momentum conservation delta function, then the ω2-integral is localized at

ω2 =
m2

3 −m2
1

2m3q̂2 ·k̂3′
⩾ 0 . (D.38)

which implies −q̂2 ·k̂3′ > 0, and

I13 = 2∆13,2−3m
∆1,23+2
3 (m2

1 −m2
3)

∆2−1

∫
[dk̂3′ ] (−q̂2 ·k̂3′)

∆1,2
+++ (−q̂3 ·k̂3′)−∆3

s3

× (−2m2
3q̂1 ·k̂3′ q̂2 ·k̂3′ − (m2

1 −m2
3)q̂12)

−∆1
s1

.

(D.39)

Similar to the TOM scalar, we separate the term −(m2
1 −m2

3)q̂12 > 0 from the rest in ( · · · )−∆1

s1
by

the Mellin-Barnes representation (A.3),

I13 =

∫
[dk̂3′ ]

ds

2πi
2∆3,2+2∆1+s−3es1πsm

∆1,23+2s+2
3 (m2

1 −m2
3)

∆2,1−s−1

× Γ

[
−s,∆1 + s

∆1

]
(−q̂12)

−∆1−s(−q̂1 ·k̂3′)s−s1
(−q̂2 ·k̂3′)

∆1,2+s
+++ (−q̂3 ·k̂3′)−∆3

s3
,

(D.40)

where −s1 is due to the identity (B.10). Performing the k̂3′-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 → O/~O and M →
O/~O. By (3.19) and (3.20), for tachyonic particles, the pattern is T+++ → ~O/O and T−−− → ~O/O.

MOM. For the m3 → 0 limit, MOM → MOO vanishes due to the step function θ(m3−m1), and this is

consistent with the physical intuition that a massless particle cannot decay into massive particles.

For the m1 → 0 limit, we rewrite it by (A.5) to manifest the mass dependence,

C(ϕo,m1

∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
i,m3

∆3
) = m2−2∆1

1 2F1

(
· · · , m2

1

m2
1 −m2

3

)
( · · · ) + 2F1

(
· · · , m2

1

m2
1 −m2

3

)
( · · · ) . (D.41)

For the Mellin limit under Re∆1 > 1, with the factor m2∆1−2
1 from (3.21), the second term vanishes

and the first term becomes OOM. Conversely, for the shadow limit with Re∆1 < 1, the first term

vanishes and the second term becomes ~OOM.

TOM. For the m1 → 0 limit, T+++OM is proportional to m2−2∆1
1 , and T−−−OM is of order m0

1. For the

Mellin limit under Re∆1 > 1, with the factor m2∆1−2
1 from (3.21), T+++OM → OOM, whereas T−−−OM →

OOM vanishes and agrees with momentum conservation. For the shadow limit under Re∆1 < 1,

T+++OM → ~OOM vanishes and agrees with momentum conservation, whereas T−−−OM → ~OOM.
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For the m3 → 0 limit, we need to rewrite TOM by (A.5),

C(ϕs1,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o,m3

∆3
) = m2−2∆3

3 2F1

(
· · · ,−m2

3

m2
1

)
( · · · ) + 2F1

(
· · · ,−m2

3

m2
1

)
( · · · ) , (D.42)

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

TOM → TOO and TOM → TO~O.

TOT. Now we have the permutation symmetry (13), so it suffices to consider the m3 → 0

limit and the term proportional to θ(m1 − m3). Notice that TOT+++ is of order m0
3, whereas TOT−−−

is proportional to m2−2∆3
3 , hence the analysis is similar to the m1 → 0 limit of TOM, and the

nonvanishing ones are TOT+++ → TO~O 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−2
1 |s| ⩾ 0 , T = m−2

1 |t| ⩾ 0 , U = m−2
1 |u| ⩾ 0 . (E.1)

We also introduce the kinematical factor

K(χ, χ̄) = 2∆1,234−2χ
∆12
2 χ̄

∆12
2 (1− χ)

∆14,23
2 (1− χ̄)

∆14,23
2 . (E.2)

• ~OOOO (c.f . [27]):

⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = K(χ, χ̄)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4⟩⟩

∫
R

dsdt s
∆134,2−2

2 (−t)
∆124,3−2

2 (−u)
∆123,4−2

2 (E.3)

× (s+ tχ)−∆1(s+ tχ̄)−∆1T (s, t) ,

where the physical region is

R = {(s, t) | t ⩽ 0 ∧ s+ t ⩾ 0} . (E.4)

• MOOO:

⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = K(χ, χ̄)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4⟩⟩

∫
R

dsdt s
∆134,2−2

2 (−t)
∆124,3−2

2 (−u)
∆123,4−2

2 (E.5)
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×
(
(s+ tχ)(s+ tχ̄)−m2

1(s+ tχχ̄)
)−∆1T (s, t) ,

where the physical region is

R = {(s, t) | t ⩽ 0 ∧ s+ t ⩾ m2
1} = {(S, T ) | T ⩾ 0 ∧ S ⩾ T + 1} . (E.6)

• TOOO:

⟨ϕ±±±,im1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = K(χ, χ̄)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4⟩⟩

∫
R

dsdt s
∆134,2−2

2 (−t)
∆124,3−2

2 (−u)
∆123,4−2

2 (E.7)

×
(
(s+ tχ)(s+ tχ̄) +m2

1(s+ tχχ̄)
)−∆1

∓∓∓ T (s, t) ,

where the physical region is

R = {(s, t) | t ⩽ 0 ∧ s ⩾ 0 ∧ s+ t+m2
1 ⩾ 0} = {(S, T ) | T ⩾ 0 ∧ S ⩾ 0 ∧ S + 1 ⩾ T} . (E.8)

• MOOO:

⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
o
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = K(χ, χ̄)⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4⟩⟩

∫
R

dsdt s
∆134,2−2

2 t
∆124,3−2

2 u
∆123,4−2

2 (E.9)

×
(
m2

1(s+ tχχ̄)− (s+ tχ)(s+ tχ̄)
)−∆1T (s, t) ,

where the physical region is

R = {(s, t) | s ⩾ 0 ∧ t ⩾ 0 ∧ s+ t ⩽ m2
1} = {(S, T ) | S ⩾ 0 ∧ T ⩾ 0 ∧ S + T ⩽ 1} . (E.10)

E.2 Derivation

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

have

⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ = 2∆1−2m2−∆1

1

∫
[dp̂1′ ]dω2dω3dω4 ω

∆2−1
2 ω∆3−1

3 ω∆4−1
4 (−p̂1′ ·q̂1)−∆1 (E.11)

× δ(4)(p1′+q2−q3−q4)T
(
−(q3+q4)

2,−(q2−q4)
2
)
.

We write the amplitude in this way to separate the dependence on p̂1′ , and perform the p̂1′-integral

using the momentum conservation delta function, leading to

r.h.s. = 2∆1−1

∫
dω2dω3dω4 ω

∆2−1
2 ω∆3−1

3 ω∆4−1
4 (q̂1 ·q̂2ω2 − q̂1 ·q̂3ω3 − q̂1 ·q̂4ω4)

−∆1 (E.12)

× δ(m2
1 − 2q̂2 ·q̂3ω2ω3 − 2q̂2 ·q̂4ω2ω4 + 2q̂3 ·q̂4ω3ω4)T

(
−(q3+q4)

2,−(q2−q4)
2
)
.

Here the step function in the mass-shell measure (2.4) has been dropped because q03 + q04 − q02 ⩾ 0

when (q3 + q4 − q2)
2 = −m2

1. Then we change (ω2, ω3) to the Mandelstam variables

s = 4ω3ω4z3,4z̄3,4 > 0 , t = −4ω2ω4z2,4z̄2,4 < 0 , (E.13)
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and perform the ω4-integral using the delta function, leading to

r.h.s. = 2
3∆1−∆234−4

2 (−q̂3 ·q̂4)
∆12,34

2 (−q̂2 ·q̂4)
∆13,24

2 (−q̂2 ·q̂3)
∆14,23

2

∫
R

dsdt T (s, t) (E.14)

× s
∆134,2−2

2 (−t)
∆124,3−2

2 (−u)
∆123,4−2

2 (−q̂1 ·q̂4q̂2 ·q̂3st− q̂1 ·q̂3q̂2 ·q̂4su− q̂1 ·q̂2q̂3 ·q̂4tu)−∆1 .

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 q̂2, q̂3, q̂4 and ω4 ⩾ 0, the delta function has a solution at

ω2
4 = − q̂23st

2q̂24q̂34u
, (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 MOOO to the conventional shadow celestial amplitude ~OOOO is straight-

forward: both the integrand and the physical region of MOOO reduce directly to those of ~OOOO.

However, according to the discussion of regular celestial amplitudes, even in the massless limit,

MOOO contains more contributions from soft/collinear regions than ~OOOO. This is manifest when

rewriting MOOO in terms of the dimensionless Mandelstam variables (E.1), which produces an over-

all prefactor m
∆234,1−2
1 in front of the integral. Consequently,

⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ ∼ m

∆234,1−2
1 ⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4⟩⟩ ( · · · ) +m0

1⟨ϕ̃i∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩+ · · · , (E.16)

and it is the first term that contributes to the collinear OPE as discussed later (E.22), which is

missing in ~OOOO. With the asymptotic amplitude T ∼ m−n
1 T0(S, T ) near m1 ∼ 0, the contribution

of the first term is

δK(∆234,1 − n− 2)K(χ, χ̄)

∫
R

dSdT T∆24−n
2
−2S∆34−n

2
−2(S − T − 1)∆23−n

2
−2 (E.17)

× ((S − Tχ)(S − T χ̄)− S + Tχχ̄)−∆234+n+2T0(S, T ) .

This phenomenon can be illustrated by the toy example: the following integral is a hypergeometric

function, and the asymptotic behavior near m1 ∼ 0 is given by∫ ∞

m2

ds
sα(s−m2)β

s+ 1
∼ −π csc(π(α+β)) +m2(α+β+1)B(β+1,−α−β−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 MOOO: 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 ∼ m−n
1 T0(S, T ) near

m1 ∼ 0, the contribution reads

δK(∆234,1 − n− 2)K(χ, χ̄)

∫
R

dSdT T∆24−n
2
−2S∆34−n

2
−2(1− S − T )∆23−n

2
−2 (E.19)

× (S + Tχχ̄− (S + Tχ)(S + T χ̄))−∆234+n+2T0(S, T ) .

E.4 OPE extraction

We now extract OPEs from four-point celestial amplitudes.

MOOO. We extract the leading massless operators in the t-channel collinear OPE ϕi∆2
ϕo∆4

. Phys-

ically, they come from the scattering amplitude T in the t ∼ 0 regime. To separate these contribu-

tions from those in other regimes, we first introduce the blow-up variable t = t′|χ|−2, and then take

the t-channel OPE limit χ = z1,2z3,4
z1,3z2,4

→ ∞. This compresses all finite t′ to the vicinity of t ∼ 0, and

accordingly, the integration region changes from R to {(s, t′) | s ⩾ m2
1 ∧ t′ ⩽ 0}. In this process,

we replace the scattering amplitude T (s, t) with its asymptotic behavior T (s, t) ∼ f(t)T0(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 χt = χ−1 and the dimensionless Mandelstam variables (S, T ) in (E.1), and then perform

the blow-up T = T ′|χt|2. If the amplitude has asymptotic behavior T ∼ (−t)−nT0(s), then the

celestial amplitude behaves as

⟨ϕi,m1

∆1
ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4
⟩ ∼ ⟨⟨ϕ1ϕ3ϕ2ϕ4⟩⟩χ

1
2
∆24−n

t χ̄
1
2
∆24−n

t , (E.20)

which indicates the presence of the exchange operator

ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆4

∼ O∆24−2n,0 . (E.21)

The corresponding conformal block coefficient can be read off as

C = 2∆1,234−2m
∆234,1−2n−2
1 Γ

[
∆13,24+2n

2
, ∆124,3−2n

2

∆1

]∫ ∞

1

dS S∆4−n−1(S − 1)∆2−n−1T0(m
2
1S) . (E.22)

T+++OOO. For the t-channel OPE ϕi∆2
ϕo∆4

, the analysis is similar to the MOOO case. The exchange

operator is

ϕ
i
∆2
ϕ
o
∆4

∼ O∆24−2n,0 , (E.23)

with the conformal block coefficient

C = 2∆1,234−2m
∆234,1−2n−2
1 Γ

[
1−∆1,

∆13,24+2n

2
∆3,124+2n+2

2

]∫ ∞

0

dS S∆4−n−1(S + 1)∆2−n−1T0(m
2
1S) . (E.24)

51



For the s-channel OPE ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

, we change the blow-up variable S = S ′|χ|−2 and take the OPE

limit χ → 0, replacing the scattering amplitude T (s, t) with the asymptotic behavior T ∼ s−nT0(t)

near s ∼ 0. Then the exchange operator is

ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4

∼ O∆34−2n,0 , (E.25)

with the conformal block coefficient

C = 2∆1,234−2m
∆234,1−2n−2
1 Γ

[
1−∆1,

∆134,2−2n

2
∆34,12−2n+2

2

]∫ 1

0

dT T∆4−n−1(1− T )∆3−n−1T0(−m2
1T ) . (E.26)

MOOO. For the s-channel OPE ϕo∆3
ϕo∆4

, with the asymptotic behavior T ∼ s−nT0(t) near s ∼ 0,

the exchange operator is

ϕ
o
∆3
ϕ
o
∆4

∼ O∆34−2n,0 . (E.27)

with the conformal block coefficient

C = 2∆1,234−2m
∆234,1−2n−2
1 Γ

[
∆12,34+2n

2
, ∆134,2−2n

2

∆1

]∫ 1

0

dT T∆4−n−1(1− T )∆3−n−1T0(m
2
1T ) . (E.28)

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

to the factor χ
∆12
2 χ̄

∆12
2 in the kinematical prefactor K(χ, χ̄), there is an scalar exchange O∆12,0 of

double-trace type in the s-channel OPE.

Particularly for MOOO, with the asymptotic scattering amplitude T ∼ m−n
1 T0(S, T ) near m1 ∼ 0,

the leading s-channel OPE is

ϕ
i,m1

∆1
ϕ
o
∆2

∼ O∆12,0 , (E.29)

with the conformal block coefficient

C = 2∆1,234−2m
∆234,1−n−2
1

∫
R

dSdT S
∆34,12

2
−1T

∆124,3
2

−1(1−S)−∆1(1−S−T )
∆123,4

2
−1T0(S, T ) . (E.30)

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

Ao/i
a,µ = ϵa,µ(−q̂ ·X±)

−∆ + q̂µ(ϵa ·X)(−q̂ ·X±)
−∆−1 , (F.1)
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where X± ≡ X± iε(−1, 0, 0, 0). Without loss of generality, we consider the outgoing case and omit

the subscript ±. Using the IBP relation

q̂µ(ϵa ·X)(−q̂ ·X)−∆−1 =
1

∆
∂µ
(
ϵa ·X(−q̂ ·X)−∆

)
− 1

∆
ϵa,µ(−q̂ ·X)−∆ , (F.2)

we rewrite ϵa ·X into total derivatives

Aa,µ =
∆− 1

∆
ϵa,µ(−q̂ ·X)−∆ +

1

∆
∂µ
(
ϵa ·X(−q̂ ·X)−∆

)
. (F.3)

Then using the regularized integral

(−q̂ ·X±)
−∆ = c±(∆)

∫
dω ω∆−1e±iqX± , where c±(∆) =

1

Γ[∆]
e±iπ∆/2 , (F.4)

we obtain

Aa,µ = c(∆)

∫
dω ω∆−1

(
∆− 1

∆
ϵa,µe

iqX +
1

∆
∂µ(ϵa ·XeiqX)

)
(F.5)

= c(∆)

∫
dω ω∆−1

(
∆− 1

∆
ϵa,µe

iqX +
1

∆
∂a(q̂µe

iqX)

)
,

where in the second line we have used

∂µ1 · · · ∂µn

(
(ϵa ·X)ne±iqX

)
= ∂n

a

(
q̂µ1 · · · q̂µne

±iqX
)
. (F.6)

Integrated with the scattering amplitude T (q) =
∫
dd+2X T (X)eiqX we obtain the relative normal-

ization

Ao/i
a,µ =

e±iπ∆/2

∆Γ[∆− 1]
Φ

o/i,1
∆,a . (F.7)

Spin-2. The coordinate-space representation is

ho/i
a,µν =

1

2

(
−q̂ ·X ϵa,µ + ϵ·X q̂µ

)(
−q̂ ·X ϵa,ν + ϵ·X q̂ν

)
(−q̂ ·X±)

−∆−2 . (F.8)

Similar to the spin-1 case, we first rewrite ϵa ·X into total derivatives

ha,µν =
∆− 1

2(∆ + 1)
ϵa,µϵa,ν(−q̂ ·X)−∆ +

∆− 1

2∆(∆ + 1)
(ϵa,ν∂µ + ϵa,µ∂ν)

(
(ϵa ·X)(−q̂ ·X)−∆

)
+

1

2∆(∆ + 1)
∂µ∂ν

(
(ϵa ·X)2(−q̂ ·X)−∆

)
,

by the following IBP relations

q̂µ(ϵa ·X)(−q̂ ·X)−∆−1 =
1

∆
∂µ
(
ϵa ·X(−q̂ ·X)−∆

)
− 1

∆
ϵa,µ(−q̂ ·X)−∆ , (F.9)

q̂µq̂ν(ϵa ·X)2(−q̂ ·X)−∆−2 =
1

∆(∆ + 1)
∂µ∂ν

(
(ϵa ·X)2(−q̂ ·X)−∆

)
− 2

∆(∆ + 1)
ϵa,µϵa,ν(−q̂ ·X)−∆

− 2

∆ + 1
(q̂µϵa,ν + q̂νϵa,µ)(ϵa ·X)(−q̂ ·X)−∆−1 , (F.10)

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

ho/i
a,µν =

e±iπ∆/2

2(∆ + 1)Γ[∆− 1]
Φ

o/i,2
∆,a . (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 = ±ℓ.

Massive case. We begin with the massive case. For J = ±ℓ, the massive basis kernel in (3.7)

simplifies to

Φ
i/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ (q̂, p) = 2∆−2(−1)ℓ(−q̂ ·p)−∆Pν1
µ1(q̂, p̂) · · · Pνℓ

µℓ(q̂, p̂) ϵν1···νℓ±ℓ . (F.12)

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

ization tensor ϵν1···νℓ±ℓ (q̂), together with the identity

Pν1···νℓ
ρ1···ρℓ(p̂)Pρ1···ρℓ

µ1···µℓ(q̂, p̂) = Pν1···νℓ
µ1···µℓ(q̂, p̂) , (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[Φi/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ ] takes the form

S[Φi/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ ] = 2∆−2ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ (q̂)

∫
d2z′

Pν1
ρ1(q̂, q̂′) · · · Pνℓ

ρℓ(q̂, q̂′)

(−1
2
q̂ ·q̂′)2−∆(−q̂′ ·p)∆

Pρ1
µ1(q̂′, p̂) · · · Pρℓ

µℓ(q̂′, p̂) . (F.14)

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

ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ (q̂)Pν1
ρ1(q̂, q̂′) · · · Pνℓ

ρℓ(q̂, q̂′)Pρ1
µ1(q̂′, p̂) · · · Pρℓ

µℓ(q̂′, p̂) (F.15)

= ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

ℓ∑
i,j=0

(
ℓ

i

)(
ℓ

j

)
q̂′ν1 q̂

(ρ1 · · · q̂′νj q̂
ρjgνj+1

ρj+1 · · · gνℓρℓ)

(−q̂′ ·q̂)j
pρ1 q̂

′(µ1 · · · pρi q̂′µigρi+1
µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ)

(−q̂′ ·p)i
,

we can rewrite the kernel as

S[Φi/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ ] = ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

ℓ∑
i,j=0

(
ℓ

i

)(
ℓ

j

)
pρ1 · · · pρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ q̂(ρ1 · · · q̂ρjgνj+1
ρj+1 · · · gνℓρℓ)

(∆)i(∆− j)j

× ∂

∂pµ1

· · · ∂

∂pµi

∂

∂pν1
· · · ∂

∂pνj

∫
d2z′ (−q̂ ·q̂′)∆−2−j(−q̂′ ·p)−∆+j . (F.16)

Here all the µ-indices are symmetrized, and the mass of the momentum p is treated as an inde-

pendent variable so that the derivative ∂pµ is well-defined.

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

S[Φi/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ ] =
ℓ∑

i,j=0

π

22−∆+j

(
ℓ

i

)(
ℓ

j

)
pρ1 · · · pρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ q̂(ρ1 · · · q̂ρjgνj+1
ρj+1 · · · gνℓρℓ)

(∆)i(∆− j − 1)j+1

× ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

∂

∂pµ1

· · · ∂

∂pµi

∂

∂pν1
· · · ∂

∂pνj
(−p2)1−∆+j

(−q̂ ·p)2−∆+j
. (F.17)
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Since the action of ∂pν on (−q̂ ·p)−∆ yields a factor proportional to q̂ν , and all ν-indices are con-

tracted with the polarization tensor, the derivative ∂pν can only act on (−p2)1−∆+j, resulting in

S[Φi/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ ] =
ℓ∑

i,j=0

π

22−∆

(
ℓ

i

)(
ℓ

j

)
p(ρ1 · · · pρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓ)µℓ

(∆− 1)i+1

× ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

∂

∂pµ1

· · · ∂

∂pµi

(−p2)1−∆pν1 · · · pνj q̂ρ1 · · · q̂ρjgνj+1
ρj+1 · · · gνℓρℓ

(−q̂ ·p)2−∆+j
. (F.18)

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

yielding

S[Φi/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ ] =
ℓ∑

i=0

π

22−∆

(
ℓ

i

)
pρ1 · · · pρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ

(∆− 1)i+1

× ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

∂

∂pµ1

· · · ∂

∂pµi

(−p2)1−∆Pν1
ρ1(q̂, p̂) · · · Pνℓ

ρℓ(q̂, p̂)

(−q̂ ·p)2−∆
. (F.19)

Finally, commuting the factors pρ1 · · · pρi with the differential operators and invoking the transver-

sality of the projector, we yield

S[Φi/o,µ1···µℓ

m,∆,±ℓ ] =
(−1)ℓ22∆−2πm2−2∆

∆+ ℓ− 1
Φ

i/o,µ1···µℓ

m,2−∆,∓ℓ . (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 = ±i, where the tachyonic

bases in (3.11) with J = ±ℓ simplify to

Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ (q̂, k) = 2∆−2(−1)ℓ(−q̂ ·k ± iε)−∆Pν1
µ1(q̂, k̂) · · · Pνℓ

µℓ(q̂, k̂) ϵν1···νℓ±ℓ . (F.21)

The corresponding shadow basis takes the form

S[Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ ] = 2∆−2ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ (q̂)

∫
d2z′

Pν1
ρ1(q̂, q̂′) · · · Pνℓ

ρℓ(q̂, q̂′)

(−1
2
q̂ ·q̂′)2−∆(−q̂′ ·k ± iε)∆

Pρ1
µ1(q̂, k̂) · · · Pρℓ

µℓ(q̂, k̂) . (F.22)

Using equation (3.12) together with the transversality properties of the projectors enables us to

express the shadow bases as

S[Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ ] = ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

ℓ∑
i,j=0

(
ℓ

i

)(
ℓ

j

)
kρ1 · · · kρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ q̂(ρ1 · · · q̂ρjgνj+1
ρj+1 · · · gνℓρℓ)

(∆)i(∆− j)j

× ∂

∂kµ1

· · · ∂

∂kµi

∂

∂kν1
· · · ∂

∂kνj

∫
d2z′ (−q̂ ·q̂′)∆−2−j(−q̂′ ·k ± iε)−∆+j , (F.23)

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

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

S[Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ ] = −ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

ℓ∑
i,j=0

(
ℓ

i

)(
ℓ

j

)
kρ1 · · · kρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ q̂(ρ1 · · · q̂ρjgνj+1
ρj+1 · · · gνℓρℓ)

(∆)i(∆− j)j
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× ∂

∂kµ1

· · · ∂

∂kµi

∂

∂kν1
· · · ∂

∂kνj

e∓iπ(∆−j)2∆−j−2π

(∆− j − 1)

(k2)1−∆+j

(−q̂ ·k ± iε)2−∆+j
. (F.24)

We observe that the derivative ∂kν can only act on (k2)1−∆+j, as all ν-indices are contracted with

the polarization tensor. This leads to the expression:

S[Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ ] = −ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

ℓ∑
i,j=0

(
ℓ

i

)(
ℓ

j

)
kρ1 · · · kρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ q̂(ρ1 · · · q̂ρjgνj+1
ρj+1 · · · gνℓρℓ)

(∆)i

× ∂

∂kµ1

· · · ∂

∂kµi

e∓iπ∆2∆−2π

(∆− 1)

(k2)1−∆kν1 · · · kνj
(−q̂ ·k ± iε)2−∆+j

. (F.25)

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

ated, yielding

S[Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ ] = −e∓iπ∆π

22−∆
ϵν1···νℓ∓ℓ

ℓ∑
i=0

(
ℓ

i

)
kρ1 · · · kρigρi+1

µi+1 · · · gρℓµℓ

(∆− 1)i+1

× ∂

∂kµ1

· · · ∂

∂kµi

(k2)1−∆Pν1
ρ1(q̂, k̂) · · · Pνℓ

ρℓ(q̂, k̂)

(−q̂ ·k ± iε)2−∆
. (F.26)

Finally, commuting the factors kρ1 · · · kρi with the differential operators and invoking the transver-

sality of the projector, we yield

S[Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ ] = −(−1)ℓ22∆−2πm2−2∆e∓iπ∆

∆+ ℓ− 1
Φ±i,im,µ1···µℓ

2−∆,∓ℓ . (F.27)

Then by the change of basis (3.15), we have

S[Φ±±±,im,µ1···µℓ

∆,±ℓ ] = −(−1)ℓ22∆−2πm2−2∆

∆+ ℓ− 1
Φ∓∓∓,im,µ1···µℓ

2−∆,∓ℓ . (F.28)
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