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Abstract: According to the AdS/CFT dictionary, adding a relevant double-trace deforma-

tion f ∫ O2 to a holographic CFT action is dual to imposing mixed Neumann/Dirichlet bound-

ary conditions for the field dual to O in AdS. We observed similar behaviour in codimension-

two flat space holographies. We consider deformations of boundary conditions in flat space-

times under flat space codimension-two holographies, celestial holography and Wedge-like

holography. In the former celestial-holographic approach, we imposed boundary conditions

on initial and final bulk states in the scattering. We find that these non-trivial boundary

conditions in the bulk induce “double deformations” on the Celestial CFT side, which can be

understood as an analogy of double trace deformations in the usual AdS/CFT. We compute

two-point bulk scattering amplitudes under the non-trivial deformed boundary conditions. In

the latter Wedge-like holography approach, we consider mixed Neumann/Dirichlet boundary

conditions on the null infinity of the light-cone. We find that this mixing induces a renor-

malization flow in the dual Wedge CFT side under the Wedge holography, as in the usual

AdS/CFT. We argue that the discrepancy between the Wedge two-point function and the

Celestial two-point function originates from a sensitivity of bulk massless fields to a regular-

ization parameter to use the usual AdS/CFT techniques.
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1 Introduction and main results

Condimension-two holographies of flat spacetime The holographic principle has been

a proposal that (d + 1)-dimensional quantum gravitational theory can be described by a d-

dimensional non-gravitational theory [1, 2]. The AdS/CFT correspondence [3] is a concrete
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example of this principle, where a quantum gravity in (d+1)-dimensional anti-de Sitter (AdS)

spacetime is described by a d-dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) living at the AdS

boundary, i.e. codimension-one holographic correspondence.

Recent years, codimension-two flat space holographies have appeared, in which asymp-

totic flat quantum gravity is described by a two-dimensional lower non-gravitational theory.

A known codimension-two flat space holography is Celestial Holography [4]. Celestial holog-

raphy proposes that n-point scattering in asymptotic flat space in the boost basis is equivalent

to n-point function in the dual CFT [4–8] (Celestial CFT, CCFT). In particular, massless

case has been intensively investigated (As a summary of the literature of studies of massless

Celestial holography, see [9]). This holography allows us to capture [10–15] bulk asymptotic

symmetries by the dual CFT. However, there are still many unclear points regarding the

concreteness of the correspondences of Celestial holography. For example, we did not have a

clear understanding of how the dynamics of the asymptotically flat spacetime of the bulk are

related by the two-dimensional Celestial CFT until recently [16, 17].

There is another flat space holography, an application of Wedge holography [18]. In this

holography, the usual AdS/CFT techniques are used by dividing the Minkowski spacetime

into the outside region with dS patch and the inside region with Euclidean AdS patch of the

lightcone1.

Purpose of this paper: In this paper, we investigate boundary conditions in the four-

dimensional flat spacetime and consider deformations of the boundary conditions in two

approaches: 1. Conventional celestial holography and 2. Wedge-like approach to celestial

holography. We will explain in detail below;

Approach 1: The (initial and final) boundary conditions in celestial hologra-

phy We will show in section 3 that changing asymptotic boundary conditions in the four-

dimensional asymptotically flat spacetime are related to the change of the celestial CFT. In

this paper, we give examples of non-trivial but simple asymptotic conditions, which give us a

non-trivial celestial CFT interpretation. Such a non-trivial operator that acts on asymptotic

states has to non-trivially change a vacuum and also be beyond Fock states. One simple

example is gauge dressing. We newly propose another simple and non-trivial deformation in

bulk: double deformation which adds exp ∫ (a†
in)2 to the in-vacuum, and exp ∫ (aout)2 to the

out-vacuum. We will introduce coherent path integral as a convenient tool to capture the

boundary conditions from asymptotic states.

Approach 2: Mixed-boundary conditions in the wedge-like approach We will show

in section 4 that the mixed Neumann/Dirichlet boundary conditions in wedge-like hologra-

1In [5], this sort of treatment of the flat spacetime was suggested.
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phy non-trivially change bulk two-point functions. In the AdSd+1/CFTd, this mixed boundary

condition of a bulk field on AdSd+1 induces the (relevant) double-trace deformation in CFTd

[19–31]2. In this paper, we investigate, in the wedge-like holography, whether the mixed Neu-

mann/Dirichlet boundary conditions have a similar interpretation of an RG flow in AdS/CFT.

Main results In this paper, as explained above, we study how mixed boundary conditions

in the bulk change in the dual Celestial and Wedge CFT. We show the results below for each

holography;

• For approach 1:celestial holography in section 3, we give examples of non-trivial bound-

ary conditions mixing creation and annihilation eigenvalues (usually, the vacuum state

corresponds to vanishing annihilation eigenvalue) at future and past infinities, respec-

tively.

The dual CCFT induced by the mixed boundary conditions has the similar structure

as the double-trace deformations in AdS/CFT, though not the same one since celestial

holography does not have the large-N structure unlike the AdS/CFT. We confirmed that

the double-deformed celestial CFT two-point functions match with the bulk deformed

two-point functions.

We further examined a deformation of CCFT of the form: normal ordered exp[f ∫ OiOf ],
similar to the non-local double-trace deformation in the AdS/CFT. For a massless case,

the original delta-functional behaviour was simply strengthened or weakened by the

sign of the parameter f .

• For approach 2: Wedge-like holography in section 4, we examined the deformedWedge-

like CFT which is dual to the mixed boundary conditions on the null infinity of the

light-cone. We introduced an IR regularization parameter to conformal dimensions to

make use of the usual AdS/CFT techniques. From the behaviour of the bulk massless

scalar two-point function, we find that, the mixed boundary conditions trigger an RG

flow on the dual CFT side, from renormalized IR fixed point which corresponds to the

Wedge CFT, to UV fixed point which corresponds to the Celestial CFT, if we look just

at a massless scalar field.

Organization of this paper The paper is organized as follows. First, in section 2, we

briefly introduce the notions of codimension-two flat space holographies and explain celestial

holography and our Wedge-like formulation. In the next section 3, we study mixed boundary

2In usual AdSd+1/CFTd, the relevant double-trace deformations of the form fO2, where O is a single trace

operator with the conformal dimension d/2−1 ≤∆ < d/2 induces the RG flow from the original (unitary) CFT

to another (unitary) one in IR. Along the RG flow, the conformal dimension ∆ in UV is changed to d −∆ in

IR. Importantly, both conformal dimensions ∆, d −∆ satisfy the unitarity bound, and this is consistent with

the fact that CFT dual to AdS is unitary.
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conditions in the celestial holography. In section 4, we explain the Wedge-like holography and

study the mixed Neumann/Dirichlet boundary conditions. In the last section 5, we give some

discussions and list future directions. In appendix A, we explain a formulation of celestial

holography using coherent path integrals as preparation for a systematic treatment of double

deformations in Celestial Holography. In appendix B, we evaluate a c-function under the

Wedge-holography. In appendix C, we explain a method for solving boundary conditions

appearing in the body of this paper. In appendix D, we give an example with certain exotic

boundary conditions comparing the body of this paper. Under the exotic boundary conditions,

a two-point function, which is evaluated by using the Wedge-like formulation with some

modifications, reproduces an expected celestial CFT result. In appendix E, we give a brief

discussion of a massive scalar field case under the Wedge-like holography.

2 Preliminary: Codimension-two flat space holographies

We will compute double deformations which are similar to double-trace deformation in AdS/CFT

(we will define it in 3.1.2) under Minkowski/CFT correspondences (codimension-two flat space

holography) in the next section. Näıvely, we cannot apply the AdS/CFT correspondence di-

rectly to the Minkowski space and so it seems impossible to have a CFT description from

Minkowski spacetime, since Minkowski spacetime has completely different structure from AdS

spacetime. Yet a possibility of applying (A)dS/CFT correspondence to the Minkowski space-

time by foliating properly was first pointed out by de Boer and Solodukhin [5, 32]. More

than a decade later the idea has developed to give many arguments of correspondence be-

tween gauge theories in four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime and two-dimensional CFTs

on Celestial sphere living on asymptotic infinity, by either using the (A)dS/CFT correspon-

dence (e.g.[6]) which we call Wedge-like holography or by not explicitly using it which we call

Celestial holography.

Which flat space holography should we choose for our purpose of deforming the theory

by double deformation? The double-trace deformation have been defined and used to non-

abelian gauge theories in the context of AdS/CFT. Since we actually don’t know much about

Celestial CFT which contains different properties from usual CFT, it would be appropriate

to adopt AdS/CFT-like holography. In particular, we focus on Wedge holography [18, 33] in

section 4, one application of AdS/CFT holography. The reason is that Wedge holography is

defined at each regions, outside of the light-cone or inside of the light-cone, separately, and

so it is easier to analyse. Other than it, we study Celestial holography, a most standard flat

space holography which is intensively investigated recent years.

For the above reasons, we reformulate flat space holographies in this section in an explicit

form in preparation for introducing double deformations. We first set up for our formulation,

and then look at how these flat space holographies are characterised.
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2.1 Convention and Minkowski metric

In this paper we consider four-dimensional Minkowski space with metric signature (−1,1,1,1),
ds2 = −(dX0)2 + (dX1)2 + (dX2)2 + (dX3)2.

It is splitted by the light-cone into three regions. Region D is outside of the light-cone and

written by dS patch:

Xµ
= (r sinh t, r cosh t cos θ, r cosh t sin θ cosφ, r cosh t sin θ sinφ), (2.1)

and region A is inside of the light-cone and written by (Euclidean) AdS patch:

Xµ
= (η coshρ, η sinhρ cos θ, η sin ρ sin θ cosφ, η sinρ sin θ sinφ). (2.2)

The metric on region D and on region A is

ds2 = −dη2 + η2(dρ2 + sinh2 ρ dΩ2), (2.3)

ds2 = dr2 + r2(−dt2 + cosh2 t dΩ2), (2.4)

respectively. The foliations by fixed η, r have the three-dimensional AdS and dS metrics.

Region A is also splitted into region A+ ∶ η > 0 and region A−: η < 0. In Wedge holography,

the Wedge CFT is considered to live in a sphere of ρ→∞ or r →∞ limit on the EOW-branes

η = η1, η2 or t = t1, t = t2 which two-dimensional CFTs are dual to the bulk gravity regions

between the two-branes within each regions: region A+, region A−, or region D.

On the other hand, Celestial operators in Celestial CFT live on the two-dimensional

sphere called Celestial sphere embedded in particles’ momenta. Parametrizing a massive and

massless momentum as

m ⋅ pµ =m
2ω
(1 + ω2 + zz̄,1 − zz̄ − ω2, z + z̄, i(z̄ − z)) (2.5)

kµ = ω ⋅ qµ ∶=ω 2

1 + cos θ0 (1, cos θ0, sin θ0 cosφ0, sin θ0 sinφ0) (2.6)

=ω(1 + zz̄,1 − zz̄, z̄ + z, i(z̄ − z)), (2.7)

the Celestial sphere in the momentum space and null infinity in the bulk space coincide.

2.2 Wedge-like holography’s formulation

Our starting point of the Wedge-like holography is that there exists an extrapolate dictionary

between a bulk scalar in Minkowski space and a family of Wedge-like operators in Mellin

basis. This starting assumption is motivated by a bulk reconstruction of Celestial operator

proposed in [8] and an extrapolate dictionary of Celestial operator subsequently proposed in

[34] (see also [35–37]).
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We define an extrapolate dictionary in Wedge-like holography as follows; first we decom-

pose the bulk field Ψ into modes labeled by ∆,

Ψ = ∫ d∆

2πi
Ψ∆,

then we define the operator O∆
W by

lim
ρ→∞ e

−(∆−2)ρΨ∆ = O
∆
W .

We will see the explicit construction in section 4.

In the section 4, we will derive a GKPW-like dictionary

Zflat[Ψ∣bdy = Ψb]/Zflat[Ψ∣Ψb=0] = ⟨exp [e2ǫR ∫ d2w
d∆

2πi
OW

∆∗(w, w̄)Ψ∆
b (w, w̄)]⟩

CFT

/⟨1⟩CFT,

(2.8)

following the proof used in [38]3 from the extrapolate dictionary, where we take the boundary

conditions at ρ = R≫ 1.

We will also consider the holography beyond Wedge holography. We will call this holog-

raphy Wedge-like holography. Here we will clarify the difference between them. In Wedge

holography, one consider regions within wedges in each splitted regions. On the other hand,

the Wedge-like holography is considered to across wedge boundaries.

2.3 Celestial holography

We briefly introduce a two-dimensional operator living in the celestial sphere in a framework

of celestial holography. Given a four-dimensional bulk free scalar field Ψ, we can define the

celestial operator Ô∆(w, w̄) on the principal continuous series ∆ ∈ 1 + iR by [40]

Ô±∆ =(Ψ(Xµ), φ±∆(X;w, w̄))Σ
= ∫

Σ
d3X[Ψ(Xµ)∂0φ±∆∗(X;w, w̄) − φ±∆∗(X;w, w̄)∂0Ψ(Xµ)] (2.9)

using a wavefunction called conformal primary wavefunction φ∆ we will introduce below with

the Klein-Gordon inner product (, ). φ∆ are the conformal primary wavefunctions defined by

φ±∆(X±;w, w̄) = ∫ ∞
0

dω ω∆−1e±ikX± = Γ(∆)
(±i)∆ 1

(−q ⋅X±)∆ . (2.10)

We introduce the regulator Xµ± =Xµ∓iκ(1,0,0,0), κ > 0 to change the path of the integration

depending on the sign. We usually take this product to be the Klein-Gordon inner product

on a Cauchy slice Σ. This operator does not depend on the choice of the Cauchy slice as

long as these satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation. Conversely, we can reconstruct the free bulk

scalar field using the celestial operator [8] as we will see below. We also see the statement of

Celestial holography.

3Since there is a subtle problem regarding the discrepancy between the GKPW and the extrapolate dictio-

nary [39], the proof of the GKPW is limited to Wedge holography within region A+.
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massless case A free massless scalar field Ψ can be written as

Ψ(X) = ∫ dk̃ [a(k)eik⋅X + a†(k)e−ik⋅X]
= ∫ d2w∫ 1+i∞

1−i∞

d∆

2πi
[Ô+∆(w, w̄)φ+∆∗(X;w, w̄) + Ô−∆(w, w̄)φ−∆∗(X;w, w̄)] (2.11)

where dk̃ is the Lorentz invariant measure

dk̃ ∶= d3k
2k0

. (2.12)

Celestial holography denotes that, for asymptotically free theory, Celestial CFT operators are

related to asymptotic fields Ψin(out) as

Ô∆
i (w, w̄) = ∫ dω ω∆−1â

†
in(k(ω,w, w̄)) (2.13)

Ô∆
f (w, w̄) = ∫ dω ω∆−1âout(k(ω,w, w̄)). (2.14)

Here, we note that although the creation and annihilation operators are originally defined at

the space-like Cauchy slice at X0 → ±∞, i.e., ΣX0→±∞, we can push the space-like Cauchy

slices to null infinities I± for massless fields as shown in appendix A of [40]. Therefore, we

can consider their operators as being defined at null infinities;

â
†
in(k) = (Ψ(Xµ), eik⋅X)

Σ
X0→−∞

= (Ψ(Xµ), eik⋅X)
I−

âout(k) = (Ψ(Xµ), e−ik⋅X)
Σ

X0→∞
= (Ψ(Xµ), e−ik⋅X)

I+
.

(2.15)

Correspondingly, the celestial CFT operators Ô∆
i (w, w̄), Ô∆

f (w, w̄) for the massless field can

be regarded as operators defined at null infinities I±.

These operators reproduce the statement

⟨Ô∆1

f
(w1, w̄1), . . . Ô∆n

i (wn, w̄n)⟩ = ∫ dω1 . . . dωn ω
∆1−1
1 . . . ω∆n−1

n An(k1, . . . ,kn). (2.16)

Especially, a two-point function in free theory is

⟨Ô∆
f (z, z̄)Ô∆′

i (z′, z̄′)⟩ = 2πiδ(∆+∆′−2)δ(2)(z−z′) = ∫ ∞

0
dωdω′ ω∆−1ω′(∆′−1)2k0δ(3)(ωq+ω′q′).

(2.17)

massive case A massive asymptotic scalar free field Ψ with time X0 → ±∞ in flat space

is decomposed by the principal continuous series ∆ ∈ 1 + iR> to extract the Celestial CFT

operator Ô∆ [8]

Ψ(X) = ∫ d2w∫ 1+i∞

1

d∆

2πi
[N∆Ô∆(w, w̄)φ+∆∗(X;w, w̄) +N∆Ô

†
∆
(w, w̄)φ−∆∗(X;w, w̄)] ,

(2.18)

N∆ =m
2 ∣∆ − 1∣2
4π3(2π)3 , (2.19)

– 7 –



where the conformal primary wavefunctions are defined by

φ∆(X±;w, w̄) = ∫ ∞

0

d3pi

p0
G∆(p(ω, z, z̄);w, w̄)e±impX±

= ∫ dω

ω3 ∫ d2z G∆(ω, z, z̄;w, w̄)e±imp(ω,z,z̄)X± (2.20)

∝ ⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
4π
im

π
2
(∓i)∆√−X2

∆−1

(−X±⋅q)∆ H
(±)
∆−1(m√−X2) AdS region,

4π
im

√
−X2

∆−1

(−X± ⋅q)∆ K∆−1(m√X2) dS region.

In massive cases, celestial holography becomes

⟨Ô∆1
(w1, w̄1) . . . ⟩ = ∏

i=1,...,n
∫ ∞

0

dωi

ω3
i

dzidz̄i
1

(−p(ω, z, z̄) ⋅ q(w, w̄))∆i
A(pi(ω, z, z̄)). (2.21)

Especially, two-point functions are [41]

⟨Ôout
∆ (w, w̄)Ôin

∆′(w′, w̄′)⟩ =∫ ∞

0

dω

ω6
dzdz̄

2ω3

m3
( ω

ω2 + ∣z −w∣2)
∆ ( ω

ω2 + ∣z −w′∣2)
∆

(2.22)

=
2π

m2(1 −∆)δ(∆ −∆′) 1

∣w −w′∣2−∆ − 2π2

m2(∆ − 1)2 δ(∆ +∆′ − 2)δ(2)(w −w′).
(2.23)

Because we restrict I[∆] to non-negative values, only the first term remains.

A comment about ordering in Celestial CFT: In usual CFT, normal ordering is determined

by radius, a continuous parameter. In Celestial CFT, the situation is completely different.

There are only two-types of operators, in- and out- operators, in accordance with in-coming

particles or out-going particles in the dual bulk. In the spirit of Celestial holgraphy that a

scattering amplitude corresponds to a correlation function of celestial operators, the order-

ing in Celestial CFT has to be related with the bulk time ordering. Through the Mellin

transformation of bulk scattering amplitudes, we have just two types: in- and out- opera-

tors Ôi(w, w̄), Ôf (w, w̄), since a scattering is completely determined by asymptotic states at

past- and future- infinities. In-operators Ôi(w, w̄) are always to be ordered to the left of

out-operators Ôf(w, w̄).

3 Double deformation for Celestial holography

In this section, we will see that we can observe a local double-trace-like behaviour in Celestial

CFT which we call “double deformation” in this paper, as the AdS/CFT holography, if we

impose mixed boundary condition on asymptotic fields at X0 → ±∞. In subsection 3.1,

we formulate the mixed asymptotic conditions using coherent representation and show the
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dual Celestial CFT description is local double-trace-like deformation. As a byproduct by the

coherent path integration, we obtain a double-traced Celestial CFT’s Lagrangian for scalar

fields. In subsection 3.2, we compute the double deformed two-point functions explicitly. An

analogy of RG flow triggered by the double-trace deformation in AdS/CFT is unclear from

them in this section. The interpretation as a role of RG flow will become clear in section 4.

We also investigate on non-local double-trace like deformation in subsection 3.3. Non-local

cases have many more applications in AdS/CFT. We finally examine local-double deformation

of conformal soft photon. We can thereby compare our results with known effective actions

in Celestial CFT.

For simplicity, we focus on a scalar field. Although we mainly focus on the massless case

here, we can discuss the massive case in the same way.

For notational convenience, in this section, we use t as the time coordinate instead of X0.

3.1 Asymptotic boundary conditions and local double deformation

In this subsection, we will show that changing initial and final asymptotic conditions leads

to local double-trace-like deformation for Celestial CFT side. Here, it should be mentioned

that coherent quantization [42] is a useful tool for our purpose. Since n-point functions in

Celestial CFT are equivalent to scattering, coherent basis in the bulk allows us to easily move

from the bulk to the Celestial path integral formulation. More importantly, we show that the

mixed asymptotic conditions on asymptotic fields in coherent basis

zin = fiz̄in, z̄out = ffzout, f ∈ R (3.1)

lead to double deformations, where z is the eigenvalue of an annihilation operator â by its

ket state and z̄ is the eigenvalue of a creation operator a† by its bra state as

â(k, t)∣z⟩ = z(k, t)∣z⟩, ⟨z∣â†(k, t) = ⟨z∣z̄(k, t). (3.2)

We can derive bulk scatterings under these boundary conditions by using the coherent path

integral. For detailed coherent quantization and path integral formulation, see Appendix A.

In 3.1.1, we first investigate on mixed asymptotic conditions in coherent basis. Then in

3.1.2, using Celestial holography, we deduce that changing asymptotic conditions amounts to

inserting double-trace-like deformation on the side of Celestial CFT.

We remark that in the path integral, we have to take time-ordering T which indicates

that all Ô†
f
operators should be always to the left of all Ôi operators. On the other hand, in

the CCFT, we take normal ordering ∶ ∶, which has the opposite ordering to T .
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3.1.1 Asymptotic conditions and asymptotic states

We show that the conditions

zin = fiz̄in, z̄out = ffzout, f ∈ R (3.3)

correspond to the mixed asymptotic conditions the double-deformed asymptotic states

∣0⟩dd = exp{f
2 ∫ dk̃ (a†

in(k))2} ∣0⟩. (3.4)

We call the correspondence between asymptotic condition in the state form and in the field

form, asymptotic state-field correspondence.

double deformation and changing asymptotic condition Suppose that instead of

taking Fock states as asymptotic states, we take “doubled multi-particle states” as asymptotic

states:

∣0⟩dd = exp{f
2
∫ dk̃ (a†

in(k))2} ∣0⟩. (3.5)

We will show that the mixed boundary conditions

zin(k) = fiz̄in(k), z̄out(k) = ffzout(k) (3.6)

imply the above doubled multi-particle states.

Letting the annihilation operator act on the doubled state as

ain(k)∣i⟩dd = ain(k) exp {f
2
∫ dk̃ (a†

in(k))2} ∣i⟩
= fa

†
in(k)∣i⟩dd

(3.7)

and inserting the complete set in coherent basis

Î = ∫ DzDz̄
V
∣z⟩⟨z∣, V =∏

k

(2πi)2ωk, (3.8)

we have

∫ DzDz̄
2πiV

f z̄in(k)∣zin⟩⟨z̄in∣i⟩dd = ∫ DzDz̄
2πiV

∣zin⟩⟨z̄in∣fa†
in(k)∣i⟩dd

= fa
†
in(k)∣i⟩dd = ain(k)∣i⟩dd

= ∫ DzDz̄
2πiV

ain(k)∣zin⟩⟨zin∣i⟩dd
= ∫ DzDz̄2πiV

zin(k)∣zin⟩⟨zin∣i⟩dd.
(3.9)

This condition is achieved if the following relation holds4

zin(k) = f z̄in(k). (3.10)
4Gauge dressing [43–50] also gives another boundary conditions: zin = const., z̄out = const..
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Schwinger’s variational principle We can deduce the above result in another way. To

this end, we use the stationary phase approximation [51, 52] and the coherent path integral.

First, we consider the case when ∣i⟩ = ∣0⟩. Since the wavefunction in coherent basis in equation

(A.21) is

⟨z∣0⟩ = e− 1

2 ∫ dk̃ ∣zin(k)∣2 , (3.11)

the stationary phase condition becomes

δ [eiSψiψ
∗
f ]∣E.O.M.

=0 (3.12)

i.e. δ ∣E.O.M.∫ dk̃dt [−1
2
(z̄(k, t)ż(k, t) − z(k, t) ˙̄z(k, t))] (3.13)

− 1

2
∣zin(k)∣2 − 1

2
∣zout(k)∣2 = 0.

Thus, the asymptotic boundary condition becomes

z̄outδzout = 0, zinδz̄in = 0 (3.14)

→ z̄out(k) = 0, zin(k) = 0. (3.15)

Let’s now consider the dual state of double-trace deformed state (3.4). Since

ψi = ⟨z ∣exp{fi
2
∫ dk̃ (a†

in(k))2}∣0⟩ = exp [{−∫ dk̃
1

2
∣zin(k)∣2 + fi

2
(z̄in(k))2}] , (3.16)

ψ∗f = ⟨0 ∣exp{ff2 ∫ dk̃ (aout(k))2}∣ z⟩ = exp [{−∫ dk̃
1

2
∣zout(k)∣2 + ff

2
(zout(k))2}] , (3.17)

the asymptotic boundary condition becomes

(z̄out − ffzoutz)δzout = 0, (zin − fiz̄in)δz̄in = 0 (3.18)

→ z̄out − ffzout = 0, zin − fiz̄in = 0. (3.19)

3.1.2 Double-trace like deformation in Celestial CFT

As mentioned before, we can also observe a double-trace like behaviour in Celestial CFT as

AdS/CFT. In the AdS/CFT, double-trace deformation means adding double-trace operator

consisting of products of two single trace operators to the generating function. We define

double-trace like deformation in Celestial CFT to add just products of two CCFT primary

operators to the generating function although the Celestial operators do not have large-N

structure unlike the AdS/CFT correspondence. We will call this double-trace-like deformation

“double deformation”.
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In the operator formalism, using the bulk-reconstruction of Celestial CFT (2.13), (2.14)

and kµ = ω(1 +ww̄, . . . ), the dual states in Celestial CFT of the bulk asymptotic states are

∫ dk̃ (a†
in(k))2∣0⟩ = ∫ dk̃ (∫ d∆

2πi
ω−∆Ô

†
i )2 ∣0⟩

= ∫ d2wdω ∫ d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi
Ô∆

i Ô
∆′

i ω1−∆−∆′ ∣0⟩
= ∫ d2w

d∆

2πi
Ô∆

i (w, w̄)Ô∆∗

i (w, w̄)∣0⟩.
(3.20)

Thus, we find that double deformation in the bulk, and therefore mixing asymptotic conditions

amounts to double-trace deformation in Celestial CFT. We can check this in the coherent path

integral formulation

Zfi,ff =∫ DzDz̄ exp [−Sbulk + fi
2
∫ dk̃ z2i (k) + ff2 ∫ dk̃ z2f(k)]

=∫ DᾱDα exp [−SCCFT + fi
2
∫ d∆

2πi
d2w ∣ᾱ∆(w, w̄)∣2 + ff

2
∫ d∆

2πi
d2w ∣α∆(w, w̄)∣2] .

(3.21)

3.2 two-point function for local double-trace-like deformation

In this subsection, we compute the two-point functions from the bulk through the bulk path

integral and also the two-point functions in celestial CFT. We confirm that these coincide.

3.2.1 two-point function from the bulk path integral

We calculate the double deformed two-point function from the bulk path integral. The par-

tition function is now written as

Zdouble-traced[Jf , Ji] = ∫ D2αiD
2αf ⟨ᾱi∣i⟩⟨f ∣αf ⟩∫ Dᾱ(0)Dα(0) ⟨ᾱf ∣α(tf)⟩⟨ᾱ(ti)∣αi⟩ e0

∝ ∫ D2αiD
2αf e

∫ Jfαf+J̄iᾱi+αiᾱf−∣αf ∣2−∣αi∣2+ ff

2
α2

f
+

fi
2
ᾱ2

i .

(3.22)

Recalling that the deformed boundary condition is

αi = fiᾱi + J̄i, ᾱf = ffαf + Jf (3.23)

and integrating by the two fields ᾱi, αf seen as real fields5, we find that the Mellin transform

of the deformed two-point scattering is

⟨Ô∆
f Ô

∆i

i ⟩ = 2πi 1

1 − fiff δ(∆i −∆∗f)δ2(w −w′). (3.24)

5We can of course obtain the same result by directly integrating by the two complex fields.
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As a byproduct, we can obtain the Lagrangian of double-trace deformed Celestial CFT. Using

the partition function becomes

Zdouble-traced ∝ ∫ D2αiD
2αf e

∫ αiᾱf−∣αf ∣2−∣αi∣2+ ff

2
α2

f
+

fi
2
ᾱ2

i

= ∫ DᾱiDαf e
∫ −ᾱiαf+

ff

2
α2

f
+

fi
2
ᾱ2

i ,

(3.25)

we obtain the Lagrangian of double deformed Celestial CFT

iLCCFT[ᾱi, αf ] = ∫ d2w
d∆

2πi
[−ᾱ∆

i α
∆∗

f + ff2 ᾱ∆
i ᾱ

∆∗

i + fi2 α∆
f α

∆∗

f ] . (3.26)

While this Lagrangian has the information of the two point function (3.24), it looks trivial

in the sense that the Lagrangian does not have derivatives of the field. This is a consequence of

the absence of a large gauge symmetry for the bulk scalar field. In contrast, if there is a large

gauge symmetry, we can prepare asymptotic fields with bulk derivatives on Celestial sphere

by choosing a suitable gauge in general. This would enable us to have a CFT Lagrangian

including derivatives of asymptotic fields.

3.2.2 two-point function from the Celestial CFT

We can deduce the same result from the celestial CFT formalism, the double deformed two-

point function parametrized by fi is

Gff ,fi = ⟨exp{ff
2
∫ d∆

2πi
d2w ∣Ô∆

f ∣2} Ô∆f

f
(wf , w̄f)Ô∆i

i (wi, w̄i) exp{fi
2
∫ d∆

2πi
d2w ∣Ô∆

i ∣2}⟩
× ⟨exp{ff

2
∫ d∆

2πi
d2w ∣Ô∆

f ∣2} exp{fi2 ∫ d∆

2πi
d2w ∣Ô∆

i ∣2}⟩−1
= G∆f ,∆i

(wf , w̄f ;wi, w̄i)
+ fiff ∫ d∆

2πi
d2w∫ d∆′

2πi
d2w′G∆f ,∆∗(wf , w̄f ;w, w̄)Gff ,fi

∆′,∆
(w, w̄;w, w̄′)G∆′∗,∆i

(w′, w̄′;wi, w̄i),
(3.27)

where, in defining the double deformed two-point function, we normalized the deformed vac-

uum. Because in our case G∆,∆′(w, w̄;w′, w̄′) = 2πiδ(∆ −∆′∗)δ2(w −w′), we obtain

Ĝff ,fi = 2πiδ(∆i −∆∗f)δ(wf −wi) 1

1 − fffi . (3.28)

Hubbard-Stratonovich method We can approximate this result in another way, called

Hubbard-Stratonovich method [31]. We can deduce any n-point correlator in double deformed

Celestial CFT which is dual to double deformed time-ordered n-point scattering in the bulk
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by varying the generating function

Zff ,fi[Jf , Ji] ∶= ⟨exp{∫ d2w
d∆

2πi
J∆
f Ô

∆
f + ff2 Ô∆

f Ô
∆∗

f } exp{∫ d2w
d∆

2πi
J∆
i Ô

∆
i + fi2 Ô∆

i Ô
∆∗

i }⟩
(3.29)

by Ji, Jf . We take fi, ff ∈ R. We introduce an auxiliary field σ as

⟨exp{∫ JfOf + ff
2
O2

f} exp{∫ JiÔi + fi
2
Ô2

i }⟩
∝ ⟨exp{∫ Jf Ôf + ff

2
Ô2

f}∫ Dσf e− 1

2ff
∫ ∣σf+ff Ôf ∣2

exp{∫ JiÔi + fi
2
Ô2

i }∫ Dσi e− 1

2fi
∫ ∣σi+fiÔi∣2⟩

= ⟨∫ Dσf e∫ d2w d∆
2πi
(J∆

f
−σ∆

∗

f
)Ô∆

f ∫ Dσi e∫ d2w d∆
2πi
(J∆

i −σ
∆
∗

i )Ô∆

i exp{−∫ ∣σf ∣2
2ff

+ ∣σi∣2
2fi
}⟩

= ∫ Dσi∫ Dσf exp{∫ (− ∣σf ∣2
2ff

− ∣σi∣2
2fi
) + (J∆

f − σ∆∗f )G∆,∆′

2πi
(J∆′

i − σ∆′∗i )} .
(3.30)

Substituting G∆,∆′(w, w̄;w′, w̄′) = 2πiδ(∆ −∆′∗)δ2(w −w′), we have

⟨exp{∫ Jf Ôf + ff
2
Ô2

f} exp{∫ JiÔi + fi
2
Ô2

i }⟩
∝ ∫ Dσi∫ Dσf exp∫ d2w

d∆

2πi
{− ∣σf ∣2

2ff
− ∣σi∣2

2fi
+ (J∆

f − σ∆∗f )(J∆∗

i − σ∆i )}
∝ exp

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∫ d2w d∆

2πi
J∆
f J

∆∗

i + ffJ∆
f J

∆∗

f /2 + fiJ∆
i J

∆∗

i /2
1 − fiff

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
.

(3.31)

This is the exact result in contrast to the approximate result by taking the large-N limit

in AdS/CFT case since we consider the free theory. Note that the divergence from vacuum

bubble is removed since σf and σi are commute. The two-point function ⟨Ô∆
i Ô

∆
i ⟩, ⟨Ô∆

f Ô
∆
f ⟩

thereby differs from the one obtained from the direct calculation.

3.3 non-local double deformation

Next, we calculate the two-point function of the non-local double deformed Celestial CFT.

Non-local double deformation is represented as follows and can be calculated in the same way

as the previous subsection,

⟨Ô∆f

f
∶ exp{f ∫ d∆

2πi
Ô∆

f Ô
∆∗

i } ∶ Ô∆i

i ⟩
= f ∫ d2w

d∆

2πi
G∆f ,∆G∆∗,∆i

⟨∶ ef ∫ Ô∆

f
Ô∆

∗

i ∶⟩ +G∆f ,∆i
⟨∶ ef ∫ Ô∆

f
Ô∆

∗

i ∶⟩ + 0
= f ∫ d2w

d∆

2πi
G∆f ,∆G∆∗,∆i

+G∆f ,∆i
,

(3.32)
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where ∶ ⋅ ∶ denotes the normal ordering. SubstitutingG∆,∆′(w, w̄;w′, w̄′) = 2πiδ(∆−∆′∗)δ2(w−
w′), we have

⟨Ô∆f

f
∶ exp{f ∫ d∆

2πi
Ô∆

f Ô
∆∗

i } ∶ Ô∆i

i ⟩
= (1 + f) (2πi)δ(∆ −∆′∗)δ2(w −w′). (3.33)

This is the two function under the non-local double deformation6.

This result can be interpreted in the bulk that the correlator becomes stronger (weaker)

if we insert the interaction f > 0(< 0) between two asymptotic sides.

4 AdS/CFT-like(Wedge-like) holography

In this section, we compute “Wedge dual” two-dimensional operator correlation function dual

to a bulk massless scalar field using the GKPW relation. We show that the mixed boundary

conditions, which are expected to dual to double-trace deformations, non-trivially change two-

point functions. Also, we discuss the possibility that, by changing deformation parameters

of mixed boundary conditions, whether we can reproduce celestial CFT two-point functions

(2.17).

4.1 Celestial operators and Wedge-like operators

In Wedge holography, we apply AdS/CFT holography to EOW branes in Minkowski space

viewed as three-dimensional (Euclidean) AdS space. This identification indicates that the

6In this non-local double deformation, using the CCFT operator formalism, we can evaluate massive two-

point functions without difficulty unlike the local double-trace deformation case. We comments on the result

little bit. By noting the undeformed celestial two-point function is given by

G∆′,∆(w′, w̄′;w, w̄) = 2π

m2(∆ − 1)
δ(∆′ −∆)
∣w −w′∣2∆ −

2π2

m2(∆ − 1)2 δ(∆ −∆′∗)δ(2)(w −w′), (3.34)

we can evaluate the two-point function under the non-locally double deformation

⟨Ô∆f

f
∶ exp{−f

2 ∫ d∆
∣∆ − 1∣2
32π3

Ô
∆

f Ô
∆
∗

i } ∶ Ô∆i
i ⟩

= −f
2 ∫ d

2
wd∆

∣∆ − 1∣2m2

32π3
G∆f ,∆G∆∗,∆i

+G∆f ,∆i
,

(3.35)

and we obtain

⟨Ô∆f

f
∶ exp{−f

2 ∫ d∆
∣∆ − 1∣2
32π3

Ô
∆

f Ô
∆
∗

i } ∶ Ô∆i
i ⟩

= ( 2π
m2
− f

4m2
) 1

(∆f − 1)
δ(∆f −∆i)∣w −w′∣2∆ − (2π2

m2
− 5π2f

8m2π
) 1

(∆f − 1)2 δ(∆f −∆∗i )δ(2)(w −w′).
(3.36)
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Wedge operators live in the boundary limit (ρ → ∞ in region A and t → ±∞ limit in region

D) on EOW branes. Therefore, we firstly examine the behaviour of a bulk scalar field in the

boundary limit of the EOW branes.

ρ → ∞, t → ±∞ limit For the region D, a plane-wave solution can be expanded in the

Mellin basis as

e∓ikX∓ = ∫ 1+i∞

1−i∞

d∆

2πi
φ∓∆ω

−∆
= ∫ 1+i∞

1−i∞

d∆

2πi

(±i)∆Γ(∆)ω−∆r−∆
(sinh t − cosh t cos τ ± iκ′)∆ (4.1)

by taking the inverse of Mellin transform (2.10), using

−k(ω,Ω) ⋅X(r, t,Ω0) = ωr(sinh t − cosh t cos τ(Ω,Ω0)), (4.2)

where cos τ(Ω,Ω0) is defined by

cos τ(Ω,Ω0) = cos θ cos θ0 + sin θ sin θ0 cos(ϕ − ϕ0). (4.3)

Below, we will denote τ(Ω,Ω′) simply as τ . In the limit t→∞, two modes appear, a contact

term and a non-contact term for each ∆ as shown below [5];

φ∓∆∣t≫1 =
Γ(∆)
r∆

[− 4π

∆ − 1(∓i)∆e(∆−2)tδ2(Ω −Ω0) + (±i)∆e−∆t ( 2

1 − cos τ )
∆] , (4.4)

φ∓∆∣−t≫1 =
Γ(∆)
r∆

[− 4π

∆ − 1(±i)∆e(2−∆)tδ2(Ω −Ω∗0) + (∓i)∆e∆t ( 2

1 + cos τ )
∆] , (4.5)

where we take Ω − Ω∗0 = (θ − θ0 − π,φ − φ0) in the second limit so that cos τ = −1. Here, we

need two conditions ǫ > 0 and κ > 0 to ensure that the delta functions in the above expression

are well-defined7. Continuing analytically from the region D to the region A+, we obtain the

expansion of the plane-wave in region A+. Here the analytic continuation differs between in

and out modes;

D → A+ ∶r → iη, t→ ρ − iπ
2

for eikX+ , (4.7)

D → A+ ∶r → −iη, t→ ρ + iπ
2

for e−ikX− . (4.8)

Then, in the Mellin basis, the plane-wave can be expanded as

e∓ikX± = ∫ 1+i∞

1−i∞

d∆

2πi
ω−∆φ∓∆ =∫ 1+i∞

1−i∞

d∆

2πi

(±i)∆Γ(∆)ω−∆(η ± iǫ̃η)−∆
(cosh ρ − sinhρ cos τ)∆ , (4.9)

7In deriving the above result, we used the following formula of the delta function

δ
(2)(x) = 1

π
⋅ Γ(∆)
Γ(∆ − 1) limǫ→0

ǫ2∆−1

(x2 + ǫ2)∆ . (4.6)

To ensure the delta function correctly converges, we need the condition ǫ > 0. Also, to deform the counter

integral limt→∞ φ∓∆ and limt→−∞ φ∓∆ to be the form of the R.H.S. of the above equation, we further need

condition κ > 0. See also appendix A of [5] for the related discussion on the delta function here.
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where ǫ and κ′ are related by

κ′ = (−q ⋅ X̂)ǫ̃, κ̃ > 0 (4.10)

since for region A+

cosh ρ − sinhρ cos τ > 0. (4.11)

In the limit ρ →∞,

φ∓∆∣ρ≫1 =
(±i)∆Γ[∆]

η∆±
[ 4π

∆ − 1e(∆−2)ρδ(Ω −Ω0) + e−∆ρ ( 2

1 − cos τ )
∆] . (4.12)

Wedge-like operator Now we are ready to construct an Wedge-like operator dual to the

Minkowski space. Recall that in AdS/CFT correspondence, we used the fact that there are

two modes of a bulk solution, with the mode with conformal dimension ∆ being dominant

compared to the mode with conformal dimension 2−∆. Therefore, we have to make a certain

assumption on ∆ in order to make use of our AdS/CFT techniques.

Let us consider taking R[∆] = 1 + ǫ > 1. This regularization is reasonable if we consider

removing the IR divergence. As we know, the conformal primary wavefunction (2.10) diverges

for IR region ω ∼ 0. From the perspective of Celestial holography, this IR divergence relates

to soft theorems for bulk gauge fields [6, 14, 53–56] in the way that singular points ∆ = −m
at which the residue can be captured by a celestial current J ∼ lim∆→−m(∆ +m) come from

scattering behaviours A ∼ ωm, m = −1,0,1, . . . . On the other hand, from the point of Wedge-

like view, we would like to regularize and remove the first contact term, which corresponds to

∆ = 1 pole. Therefore, our procedure in this section has to be to insert ǫ > 0 first into ∆ and

take ǫ → 0 limit lastly as [41] did to extract the delta-functional behaviour of the imaginary

part of the conformal dimension. This procedure is similar to the dimensional regularization

when removing IR divergences8. In a more general bulk dimension, say, (d + 2)-dimensional

bulk spacetime, the conformal dimension can be written as ∆ = d
2
+ iν. Therefore, the

dimensional regularization is equivalent to shifting ∆ → ∆ + ǫ, ǫ > 0. Then we obtain a

“extrapolate dictionary”

Ψ(X)∣ρ≫1 = ∫ d∆

2πi
e(∆−2)ρη−∆O∆

W (±;Ω) for region A±, (4.13)

Ψ(X)∣t≫1 = −∫ d∆

2πi
e(∆−2)tr−∆O∆

W (+;Ω) (4.14)

Ψ(X)∣−t≫1 = −∫ d∆

2πi
e−t∆r−∆O∆

W (−;Ω) for region D, (4.15)

where we defined Wedge-like operator as

O∆
W (±;Ω) = Γ[∆] 4π

∆ − 1 [(±i)∆O+∆ + (∓i)∆O−∆] . (4.16)

8In usual AdS/CFT, we have the IR/UV relation, which implies that UV energy scales in CFT are related

to IR ones in AdS. Since the Minkowski/CFT correspondence here uses the AdS/CFT, we can consider that

the IR regularization in Minkowski corresponds to UV regularization in wedge CFT.
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Note that O∆
W

†
= O2−∆

W . They are analytically continuous. Unlike the κ, which was taken

to converge the integral in the UV region, the sign R[∆] − 1 does not change between the

incoming wavefunction and the outgoing wavefunction. Thus, we can rewrite the bulk by the

Wedge operator as

Ψ∆(X)∣ρ≫1

= e(∆−2)ρ ∫ d2Ω0 [δ(Ω −Ω0) + e(2−2∆)ρ∆ − 1
4π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
∆]O∆

W (η,Ω0) for region A,

(4.17)

Ψ∆(X)∣t≫1

= [−e(∆−2)tO∆
W (+; r,Ω) + e−∆t∆ − 1

4π
∫ d2Ω0 ( 2

1 − cos τ )
∆

O∆
W (−; r,Ω0)] for region D,

(4.18)

Ψ∆(X)∣−t≫1

= [−e(2−∆)tO∆
W (−; r,Ω) + e∆t∆ − 1

4π ∫ d2Ω0 ( 2

1 + cos τ )
∆

O∆
W (+; r,Ω0)] for region D.

(4.19)

We used AdS/CFT techniques to obtain celestial two-point functions under mixed bound-

ary conditions. In [36], the authors also use AdS/CFT techniques to compute n-point celestial

correlators. It would be interesting to find the relation between ours and theirs by generalizing

our computations to interacting cases.

4.2 Changing boundary conditions on AdS/dS patch boundaries

In the AdS/CFT framework, transitioning from Neumann to Dirichlet boundary conditions

in the bulk is a pivotal step for renormalizing the infrared divergent term in the bulk, which

is called “holographic renormalization”. This is equivalent to removing a ultraviolet term

in the dual CFT and therefore invokes a flow between conformal fixed points from UV to

IR. We can also show that changing from Neumann to Dirichlet boundary conditions in the

Minkowski space is also equivalent to a flow between different 2-codimensional wedge-like

CFTs. This fact can be found by examining the two-point function as we well see in the end

of this subsection. To illustrate this, we first establish the GKPW dictionary of the Wedge-like

holography and investigate the two-point function with mixed boundary conditions under the

setup we explained in previous subsection §4.1. Although the change in boundary conditions

effectively removes a divergent term in codimension-two wedge holography, its implications

for energy flow remain unclear. In AdS/CFT, the change of the boundary conditions and

the resultant modification of the free energy is captured by a shift of the central charge [21].

However, we cannot apply the same discussion for asymptotic flat four-dimensional space,
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where central charge of the background graviton is both imaginary and divergent [16, 18].

This obscures its physical meaning. The detailed discussion is provided in Appendix B.

operator formalism and GKPW relation We will prove the equivalence of an operator

(BDHM) formalism and GKPW dictionary with reference to the case of AdS/CFT [38].

The action of a massless field with a cutoff at fixed ρ = R, t = t+ ∶= R, t = t− ∶= −R is

S[γ,φb] =SA + SD
=
1

2
∫ dρdηd2Ω

√−g[∂Ψ∂Ψ] +∫
ρ=R,∂A++∂A−

dηd2Ω
√−ggρρ [1

2
γΨ2 −ΨΨb]

+ 1

2
∫ dtdrd2Ω

√−g[∂Ψ∂Ψ] + ∫
t+−t−
drd2Ω

√−ggtt [1
2
γΨ2 −ΨΨ±b ] .

(4.20)

The second and the forth term are boundary terms that are determined by boundary condi-

tions as we will see soon. The γ terms are necessary for transitioning from Neumann boundary

condition to Dirichlet boundary condition. To see this, let us consider the variation of the

action with respect to Ψ,

δΨS = (EOM)
+∫

ρ=R,∂A++∂A−
dηd2Ω

√−ggρρδΨ[∂ρΨ + γΨ −Ψb] +∫
t+−t−
drd2Ω

√−ggttδΨ[∂tΨ + γΨ −Ψ±b ], (4.21)

where Ψ(η,Ω) and Ψ±(r,Ω) are analytically continued. We first focus on region A, and from

(4.21), the bulk equation of motion and the boundary condition are given by

∂µ∂
µΨ(η, ρ,Ω) = 0, (4.22)

γΨ(η,R,Ω) + ∂ρΨ(η, ρ,Ω)∣ρ=R = Ψb(η,Ω). (4.23)

The second condition is equivalent to mixing Neumann/Dirichlet boundary conditions on

the boundary ρ → ∞. Similarly, from (4.21) the bulk equation of motion and the boundary

condition in region D is

∂µ∂
µΨ(t, r,Ω) = 0, (4.24)

γΨ(t, r,Ω) + ∂tΨ(t, r,Ω)∣t=±R = Ψ±b (r,Ω). (4.25)

Noting that the free scalar field is satisfying the equation of motion, we can expand a
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free scalar as (4.17), (4.18) and (4.19)

Ψ(η,R,Ω) = ∫ 1+i∞

1−i∞

d∆

2πi
dΩ0 e

(∆−2)R [δ(Ω −Ω0) + ∆ − 1
4π

e(2−2∆)R ( 2

1 − cos τ )
∆]O∆

W (Ω)η−∆
=∶ ∫ d∆

2πi
ĝ∆O

∆
W (Ω)η−∆e(∆−2)R, (4.26)

Ψ(r,±R,Ω) = ∫ 1+i∞

1−i∞

d∆

2πi
dΩ0 e

(∆−2)Rr−∆

× [−δ(Ω −Ω0)O∆
W (±;Ω) + ∆ − 1

4π
e(2−2∆)R ( 2

1 ∓ cos τ )
∆

O∆
W (∓;Ω)]

=∶ ∫ d∆

2πi
ĝ∆O

∆
W (Ω)η−∆e(∆−2)R, (4.27)

where we introduced a shorthand notation ĝ∆. Then, from this expansion, we acquire a

boundary field expansion

Ψb = ∫ d∆

2πi
e(∆−2)Rη−∆Ψ∆

b , Ψb = ∫ d∆

2πi
e(∆−2)Rr−∆Ψ∆;±

b
, (4.28)

where these fields are related to (4.26) and (4.27) as

(∂ρ + γ)[ĝ∆O∆
W e
(∆−2)ρ]∣ρ=R = Ψ∆

b , (4.29)

(∂t + γ)[ĝ∆O∆
W e
(∆−2)t]∣t=±R = Ψ∆;±

b
. (4.30)

Let us focus on the region A+. Using these, to the leading order the left hand side of equation

(2.8) becomes

δΨ∆

b
log (L.H.S.)

= ∫ DΨb e
i ∫ dηd2Ω ηe2RΨ(η,R,Ω)δΨb(η,Ω;R)/∫ DΨb e

iS

=
1

∫ DOW eiS
∫ DOW

× exp [∫ dηηd2Ω e2R (∫ dν

2π
ĝνO

W
ν (Ω)η−∆e(iν−1+ǫ)R)(∫ dν′

2π
e(iν′−1+ǫ)RδΨν′

b η
−∆′)]

≃ ∫ DOW exp [e2ǫR∫ d2Ω∫ dν

2π
Oν

W (Ω)δΨ−νb (Ω)] /⟨1⟩CFT.

(4.31)

Therefore, we conclude that the GKPW relation is (2.8) and the two-point function is calcu-

lated as

⟨Ô∆
W (Ω)Ô∆′

W (Ω′)⟩ = (2πi)2e−4ǫR δ2

δΨ∆∗

b
(Ω)δΨ∆′∗

b
(Ω′) ∣

Ψb=0

S. (4.32)
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two-point functionl However, instead of supposing the näıve GKPW correspondence9,

we revisit how Wedge-like CFT relates to the bulk partition function to obtain the two-point

function.

By performing the path integral of the bulk partition function, i.e. substituting the solu-

tion of the equation of motion Ψ = ∫ ĝ∆O∆ into the bulk partition function, this codimension-2

CFT can be realized as10

ZA
+

flat[Ψ∣bdy cond. φb
]/ZA+flat[Ψ∣φb=0]

= ∫ DOW ei ∫
∞
0

dηd2Ω ηe2RΨ(η,R,Ω)Ψb(η,Ω)

= ∫ DOW exp [∫ dηηd2Ω e2R (∫ d∆

2πi
ĝ∆O

∆
W (η,Ω)e(∆−2)R)(∂ρ + γ)(∫ d∆′

2πi
e(∆′−2)Rĝ∆′O∆′

W )]
= ∫ DOW exp [∫ dηηd2Ω e2R

d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi
(η−∆e(∆−2)Rĝ∆O∆

W )(Ω)(∂ + γ)(η−∆′e(∆′−2)Rĝ∆O∆′

W )(Ω)]
= ∫ DOW exp [∫ d2Ω

dν

2π
e2R(e(iν−1+ǫ)R ĝνOν

W )(Ω)(∂ + γ)(e(−iν−1+ǫ)R ĝ−νO−νW )(Ω)] .
(4.33)

Here, let us focus on region A+. Then, the above integrand can be calculated as

e2R(e(iν−1+ǫ)RĝνOν
W )(∂ + γ)(e(−iν−1+ǫ)R ĝ−νO−νW )[Ω,Ω′0]

= e2R (∫ dΩ0 [e(iν−1+ǫ)Rδ(Ω −Ω0) + iν
4π
e(−iν−1−ǫ)R ( 2

1 − cos τ )
1+iν]

× (∂ + γ) ∫ dΩ′0 [e(−iν−1+ǫ)Rδ(Ω0 −Ω′0) − iν4π e(iν−1−ǫ)R ( 2

1 − cos τ ′)
1−iν])

= [(γ − iν − 1 + ǫ)e2ǫRδ(Ω −Ω′)
+ e−2ǫR(γ + iν − 1 − ǫ) iν

4π

−iν
4π
∫ dΩ0 ( 2

1 − cos τ )
1+iν( 2

1 − cos τ ′)
1−iν

+(γ + iν − 1 − ǫ)e2iνR−iν
4π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
1−iν +(γ − iν − 1 + ǫ)e−2iνR iν

4π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
1+iν] .
(4.34)

9More accurately, we have to care about the subleading order of the GKPW dictionary. Since the leading

term of the Ψb in e2ǫρ vanishes when we consider holographic renormalization, there is no problem looking only

at the leading term of the GKPW relation for the CFT (IR) fixed point. On the other hand, the two-point

function becomes different in middle points of RG flow from the GKPW.
10We can also consider another approach to evaluate the bulk partition function. In evaluating the partition

function (4.33), first we do the η-integral, but in principle we can leave the η-integral until the end of the

calculation. The latter procedure would be suitable for cases that we consider a finite wedge region bounded

by 0 < η1 < η2 < ∞. However, for that case, it is difficult to evaluate the partition function further, thus we

mainly focus on the first case by taking the limit η1 → 0, η2 →∞.
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In Wedge holography, we restrict the dual bulk to the region surrounded by EOW branes

within A+. Therefore, it is meaningful to see the two-point function made by the restricted

action SA+ to the region A. The action is

SA+ ≃ ∫ d2Ωd2Ω0
d∆

2πi
[(γ − 1 + ǫ)δ(Ω −Ω)e2ǫR + (γ − iν − 1)e−2iνR∆ − 1

4π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
∆]O∆

WO
2−∆
W .

(4.35)

By taking γ = 1, which amounts to the holographic renormalization, we have

⟨Ô∆
W Ô

∆′

W ⟩∝ ei(∆−1)R 1

8π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
2−∆

δ(∆ +∆′ − 2). (4.36)

Incidentally, we can compare this result with the (massless) two-point function derived

from Celestial CFT;

⟨Ô∆
W Ô

∆′

W ⟩ = −Γ[∆]Γ[∆′] ( 4π

∆ − 1)( 4π

∆′ − 1) ⟨[i∆O+∆ + (−i)∆O−∆] [i∆′O+∆′ + (−i)∆′O−∆′]⟩
= −2πi Γ[∆ − 1]Γ[1 −∆](4π)2δ(∆ +∆′ − 2)δ(Ω −Ω′)
∝ δ(∆ +∆′ − 2)δ(Ω −Ω′).

(4.37)

Now we can explain why this difference between Wedge-like holography’s result and Celestial

Holography’s result occurs. We took ǫ > 0 to make use of the AdS/CFT formulation and

renormalize so that wedge dual two-dimensional theory becomes CFT. In Celestial holography,

we do not have to renormalize. We just take ǫ → 0 limit. In other words, from that AdS/CFT

intuition that bulk mixed boundary conditions correspond to double trace deformation of the

dual CFT, the Wedge CFT fixed point might not coincide with Celestial CFT fixed point

under the double-traced flow of our CFT dual to the bulk massless scalar field. Indeed, under

this operation, the action becomes

S[OW ] ≃ ∫ d2Ω
dν

2π
[2(γ − 1)δ(Ω −Ω′) + 2(γ − 1 − iν)e−2iνR iν

4π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
1+iν]Oν

WO
−ν
W .

(4.38)

Here, by taking R →∞, the second term vanishes due to the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma. Thus

the two-point function becomes

⟨Ô∆
W Ô

∆′

W ⟩ = 2πi 1

1 − γ δ(∆ +∆′ − 2)δ(Ω −Ω′), (4.39)

which matches (4.37) up to the overall factor. Our analysis in this subsection has revealed

that a parameter γ, which is responsible for changing the boundary conditions in the bulk,

acts as a holographic renormalization factor and as a parameter which moves between different

CFT fixed points in the context of Wedge-like holograhy. This behaviour is very similar to

the case of AdS/CFT. In contrast, we cannot uncover the role of γ from our analysis. A
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clearer understanding might be achieved by examining a massive case, since we have both

contact and non-contact terms for massive case.

So far, we have focused only on the A+. However, we can extend the above analysis to

regions beyond wedge regions. We are currently analyzing such situations to construct the

holography beyond wedge regions which we call “AdS/CFT-like holography” in a broader

sense. We anticipate sharing the outcomes of our research in the near future.

4.3 Changing boundary conditions on EOW branes: Wedge holography

In this subsection, we derive a massless bulk scalar two-point function with boundary condi-

tions not on AdS/dS patch boundary but on EOW branes. Using these boundary conditions,

we can obtain a condition on the allowed conformal dimensions, and solve the condition ana-

lytically. It exactly leads to the analytic expression of discretized conformal dimensions. We

can compare this analytical result with a similar discussion in [18] for a massive scalar case.

The authors obtained a similar condition on conformal dimensions, for the massive scalar

case, one can not analytically solve the condition on conformal dimensions, and they solved

the condition numerically.

We focus on the region A+. In this case, a massless bulk scalar action with boundary

terms is given by

SA =∫ d2Ωdηdρ η3 sinh2 ρ
1

2
∂Ψ(η, ρ,Ω)∂Ψ(η, ρ,Ω)

− ∫ R

0
dρd2Ω

f

2
sinh2 ρ[η22Ψ2(η2) − η21Ψ2(η1)]
+ ∫

ρ=R
d2Ω e2R ∫ η2

η1
dηΨ(ρ = R)Ψb(η, ρ = R,Ω),

(4.40)

where ρ = R≫ 1 is the cut off for ρ-direction, and η1,2 > 0 labels the locations of EOW branes.

Varying the action with respect to Ψ, we obtain the equations of motion for the bulk field Ψ

and the boundary conditions

[η∂ηΨ(η, ρ,Ω) + fΨ(η, ρ,Ω)]∣η=η1 ,η2 = 0, (4.41)

[∂ρΨ(η, ρ,Ω) −Ψb(η, ρ,Ω)]∣ρ=R = 0. (4.42)

From the boundary condition (4.41), as is the discussion in 4.2, we can expand the scalar

field as

Ψ(η,R,Ω) = ⨋
∆
dΩ0 e

(∆−2)R [δ(Ω −Ω0) + ∆ − 1
4π

e(2−2∆)R ( 2

1 − cos τ )
∆]O∆

W (Ω)η−∆,
where, unlike the case in subsection 4.2, in the above expansion, mode ∆ appearing in the

integral (or sum) ⨋∆ is not specified but still formal one here. To satisfy η-boundary conditions
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at η1,2 respectively, the condition η∆−11 = η∆−12 is required. This implies that ∆ must be in

the form

∆ = 1 + i 2πn

log [η1
η2
] (n ∈ Z), (4.43)

that is, ∆ must be discretized unlike the case in subsection 4.2. Combining this result

and the discussion used in 4.2, we can check that the two-point function does not change

for conformal dimensions in the form ∆ = 1 + i 2πn

log[ η1
η2
]
11, and two-point function for other

conformal dimensions are identically zero: ⟨O∆O∆′⟩ = 0.

5 Discussions and future directions

Summary and discussions In the celestial holography approach, we found that the de-

formed asymptotic conditions we have studied in this paper correspond to double deformation

in celestial CFT, which is similar to the double-trace-like deformation in AdS/CFT.

In theWedge-like holography approach, we imposed the mixed Neumann/Dirichlet bound-

ary conditions and computed bulk two-point functions. We found that, from the bulk two-

point function behaviour, the mixed boundary conditions in bulk trigger an RG flow on the

dual CFT side, from renormalized IR fixed point, which corresponds the Wedge CFT, to UV

fixed point, which corresponds to the Celestial CFT, if we look just at a massless scalar.

We give some discussions below;

• Two types of double deformation in CCFT; In celestial holography, since there are ini-

tial and final boundaries, we can naturally construct two types of double deformation.

This is an important point of our double deformation. We can compare these double

deformations with the original double trace deformations in the usual AdS/CFT cor-

respondence. For pure AdS and one-sided AdS black holes, which have one boundary,

there is a single type of double trace deformations. On the other hand, since the two-

sided eternal AdS black hole has two distinct AdS boundaries, we can consider two

types of double trace deformations.

In the above sense, our double deformations in celestial holography are close to the

original double trace deformations in AdS/CFT for two-sided AdS black holes.

• C-function under the change of boundary condition; We have seen the RG-flow behavior

of wedge holography by observing the two-point function in subsection 4.2. In wedge-

like holography, we derived the GKPW relation from the BDHM dictionary, and we

obtained the partition function. One can also focus on a c-function of wedge holography

11Precisely, we need to replace delta functions with Kronecker deltas, for example δ(∆ +∆′ + 2)→ δ∆,2−∆.
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to see the RG flow. We can derive the c-function in the same way as AdS/CFT [21, 31].

In appendix B, we will explain how to evaluate the c-function analytically under a

certain limit. The resulting c-function is given by (B.7). If we look only at each ∆,

the resulting RG-flow behaviour seen from c-function of wedge holography is parallel to

the behaviour in the AdS/CFT [21]. This observation for c-function is consistent with

that for two-point functions in subsection 4.2. However, the total change from the CFT

fixed point of the c-function for all ∆ vanishes. Summing up all modes ∆ in boundary

side corresponds to accumulating all the AdS slices to make the Minkowski spacetime

in bulk side. It would be interesting to find the bulk interpretation of the vanishing

total c-function.

• Solving boundary conditions using Harmonic basis; In wedge-like holography, we solve

the boundary conditions (4.23) as discussed in the body of this paper, and using the

result, we evaluated two-point functions. However, we can adopt another way to solve

the boundary conditions and evaluate two-point functions; the harmonic basis approach.

We explain the method in appendix C. In the appendix, we consider the case for region

A, but we can do similar analyses for D.

The merit of the harmonic basis approach is that two-point functions in the harmonics

basis are written in a form such that one can compare the two-point functions with

ones obtained in AdS/CFT. Indeed, two-point functions in the harmonics basis have a

similar form as those derived in AdS/CFT, e.g., [31]. In [31], the authors show that

bulk two-point function under mixed boundary conditions coincides with CFT two-point

function under corresponding double trace deformation. Thus, the above similarity of

two-point functions between our two-point functions and AdS/CFT ones supports our

claim that the mixed boundary conditions in bulk trigger an RG flow on the dual CFT

side in the wedge-like holography.

Future directions We conclude this paper by listing several future directions.

• Deviation from the usual CCFT results: In section 4, we computed the two-point func-

tions by using the Wedge-like holography. However, the obtained two-point functions

are a little bit different from the known results of celestial CFT. This might be because

there would be an essential difference between celestial holography and the Wedge-like

holography. It would be interesting to investigate the difference and relations between

them deeply.

• Exotic Boundary Condition Related to Celestial Holography? (work in progress): When

we consider a massless scalar field with imposing the exotic boundary conditions as in

D, we can obtain two-point functions, which seems to be consistent with an expected

celestial CFT two-point function. It would be interesting to study why such boundary

conditions lead to the expected result consistent with celestial CFT.
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• Massive case? (work in progress): In this paper, we mainly focused on bulk massless

scalar fields for simplicity, but we can do almost similar analyses for bulk massive scalar

fields as briefly discussed in appendix E. Moreover, our disscussion was restricted to

I[∆] = ν ≥ 0, from the spanning a scalar of the dual bulk on the principal continuous

series. If we look at more wider Celestial CFT including negative ν, the massive two-

point function behaves like middle point of RG flow in the sense of AdS/CFT. Therefore,

we might extract richer physical meanings if we investigate more on massive case [? ].

• Interacting case? : Although we have considered non-interacting theories to simplify

the discussions, we expect that even when there are interactions, we would be able to

perturbatively treat double-trace deformations as in usual AdS/CFT.

• Non-Abelian and linearized gravitational theories? : It would be interesting to consider

our formulation of celestial holography, and the double-trace(-like) deformations for

Non-abelian gauge theories and also the linearized gravitational theories.

• T T̄ deformation and JT̄ deformation? : It would be interesting to relate our discussions

with T T̄ and JT̄ deformations in celestial holography e.g., [57].

• RG flow interpretation? : As we commented above, we found that the changing asymp-

totic condition in specific ways induces the double deformation in the celestial CFT.

However, we do not have a clear understanding of the physical interpretation of the

double deformation itself within the context of CCFT.
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A Path integrals in coherent basis

In this appendix, we explain useful path integral formulation for constructing Celestial holog-

raphy, coherent path integral.

For notational convenience, in this appendix, we use t to represent the time coordinate

as in section 3.
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A.1 coherent states and some related formulae

In Heisenberg picture, scalar fields are generally written as

Ψ(X) = ∫ d3k

2ωk

[a(k, t)eik⋅X + a†(k, t)e−ik⋅X] . (A.1)

In particular, asymptotic fields which are defined by free fields satisfying

lim
t→−∞[Φ(x, t) −Φin(x, t)] = 0, lim

t→∞[Φ(x, t) −Φout(x, t)] = 0 (A.2)

are written as

Ψin(X) = ∫ d3k

2ωk

[ain(k)eik⋅X + a†
in(k)e−ik⋅X] , (A.3)

Ψout(X) = ∫ d3k

2ωk

[aout(k)eik⋅X + a†
out(k)e−ik⋅X] , (A.4)

where

ain(k) = lim
t→−∞a(k, t), aout(k) = lim

t→∞a(k, t). (A.5)

Assuming scalar fields asymptotically free, the annihilation and creation operators at asymp-

totic infinity (ain/aout) and at finite time under unitary time evolutions satisfy

[âin(k), â†
in(k)] = 2ωkδ

(3)(k′ − k), [âin(k), âin(k′)] = 0, [â†
in(k), â†

in(k′)] = 0, (A.6)

[â(k, t), â†(k, t)] = 2ωkδ
(3)(k′ − k). (A.7)

A vacuum state in asymptotic states is defined to vanish by annihilation operators;

âin(k)∣0⟩in = 0, out⟨0∣â†
out(k) = 0. (A.8)

Coherent states are defined as eigenstates of annihilation operators

â(k, t)∣z⟩ = z(k, t)∣z⟩, ⟨z∣â†(k, t) = ⟨z∣z̄(k, t). (A.9)

For free fields, we can construct coherent states explicitly

∣z(k, t)⟩ ∶= e− 1

2 ∫ dk̃∣z(k,t)∣2e∫ dk̃ z(k,t)â†(k,t)∣0⟩. (A.10)

These coherent states form the over-complete basis of the Hilbert space at each time. We see

this fact explicitly for asymptotic Hilbert space. These states obey

⟨z(k)∣β(k)⟩ = e− 1

2 ∫ dk̃(∣z(k)∣2+∣β(k)∣2)⟨0∣e∫ dk̃ z∗(k)â(k)e∫ dk̃ β(k)â†(k)∣0⟩
= e−

1

2 ∫ dk̃(∣z(k)∣2+∣β(k)∣2)e∫ dk̃ z∗(k)β(k). (A.11)
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When we take β = z, we can see that these states are normalized via

⟨z(k)∣z(k)⟩ = 1. (A.12)

We can also show that the resolution of identity for on-shell is given by

Î = ∫ DzDz̄
V
∣z⟩⟨z∣, (A.13)

where V is given by

V =∏
k

(2πi)2ωk. (A.14)

proof : Let ∣n⟩ ∶= ∫ dk f(k)∣n(k)⟩ be a superposition of n-particle Fock states.

∫ DzDz
V
⟨n∣z⟩⟨z∣m⟩ = ∫ DzDz

V
∫ dk f(k)zn(k)∫ dk f ′(k′)z̄m(k′)⟨0∣z⟩⟨z∣0⟩

= ∫ DzDz
V
∫ dk f(k)zn(k)∫ dk f ′(k′)z̄m(k′)e−∫ dk̃′′∣z(k′′)∣2

=∏
k

∫ dz(k)dz̄(k)
2πi(2ωk) e

− ∣z(k)∣
2

2ω
k zn(k)z̄m(k)f(k)f ′(k).

(A.15)

Replacing z(k) by √2ωk(2π)3ρkeiϕk ,

∫ dz(k)dz̄(k)
2πi(2ωk) e

− ∣z(k)∣
2

2ω
k zn(k)z̄m(k)f(k)f ′(k)

= 2∫ ∞

0
ρkdρk ∫ 2π

0

dϕk

2π
e−ρ

2

k

√(2ωk)(n+m)ρn+mk eiϕk(n−m)f(k)f ′(k)
= 2
√(2ωk)(n+m) ∫ ∞

0
dρk ρ

n+m+1
k δn,me

−ρ2
kf(k)f ′(k)

= 2(2ωk)nδn,m∫ ∞

0
dρk ρ

2n+1
k e−ρ

2

kf(k)f ′(k)
= (2ωk)nδn,m∫ ∞

0
dx xne−xf(k)f(k′)

= n! × (2ωk)nδn,mf(k)f(k′)
= ⟨n(k)∣m(k)⟩f(k)f(k′).

(A.16)

A.2 Derivation of coherent path integral

We derive coherent path integral formulations.
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Derivation of coherent path integrals A coherent path integral is derived by inserting

the resolution of identity

H⟨f, tf ∣i, ti⟩H (= S⟨f ∣e−i ∫ dt Ĥ(t)∣i⟩S)
= ⟨f ∣(∏

I
∫ Dz(tI)Dz̄(tI)

V
∣z(tI)⟩⟨z(tI)∣) ∣i⟩, (A.17)

where H denotes the state in Heisenberg picture and S denotes the state in Schrödinger

picture. The overlapping of coherent states with slight time difference is

⟨z(tI+1)∣z(tI)⟩ = e− 1

2 ∫ ∣zI ∣2e− 1

2 ∫ ∣zI+1∣2 ⟨0 ∣exp{∫ z̄I+1âI+1} exp{∫ zI â
†
I}∣0⟩

= e−
1

2 ∫ ∣zI ∣2e− 1

2 ∫ ∣zI+1∣2 ⟨0 ∣exp{∫ z̄I+1(âI +∆t (iωkâI))} e−iĤ∆t exp{∫ zI â
†
I}∣0⟩ .

(A.18)

where we used the time evolution of e∫ z̄a. Since the Hamiltonian with interaction V (t) ≡
V [a(k, t), a†(k, t); t], which is assumed to decay rapidly at future and past infinities, is

Ĥ(t) = ∫ dk̃ ωkâ
†(k, t)â(k, t) + V (t), (A.19)

⟨z(tI+1)∣z(tI)⟩ becomes

⟨z(tI+1)∣z(tI)⟩ = e− 1

2 ∫ ∣zI ∣2e− 1

2 ∫ ∣zI+1∣2 exp∫ dk̃ z̄I+1zI(1 + iωk∆t − iωk∆t) e−iV (z̄I+1,zI)∆t

= exp{−∫ dk̃
∆t

2
(z̄I żI − zI ˙̄zI) − iV (z̄I+1, zI)∆t} +O((∆t)2).

(A.20)

Inserting this, we obtain the matrix element of the evolution operator in the coherent basis

of the form

⟨f, tf ∣i, ti⟩ =∏
I

Dz(tI)Dz̃(tI)
V

e−∫ dk̃∆t
2
(z̄I żI−zI ˙̄zI)−iV (t)∆t⟨f ∣z(tf)⟩⟨z(ti)∣i⟩

→ ∫ DzDz̄ ei ∫ dtdk̃ i
2
(z̄(k)ż(k)−z(k) ˙̄z(k))−V (t)ψ∗fψi.

(A.21)

In order to converge the path integral, we implicitly multiply H by 1− iǫ (0 < ǫ≪ 1) (ǫ-trick).
Finally, we obtain a generating function in the coherent path integral.

Z[J] ∶ = ∫ DzDz̄ ei ∫ dtdk̃ L(k,t)+J(k,t)z(k,t)+J̄(k,t)z̄(k,t), (A.22)

L(k, t) = i
2
(z̄(k, t)ż(k, t) − z(k, t) ˙̄z(k)) − V(k, t). (A.23)

Using this generating function, we can write a scattering amplitude

⟨f ∣i⟩ = δ

δJ(k,∞) . . . δ

δJ̄(k,−∞)Z[J]/Z[0]∣
J=J̄=0

. (A.24)
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Derivation of a scalar field’s Lagrangian: From canonical formalism We can also

derive the above Lagrangian of a scalar field in another way: using canonical formalism. We

start from the canonical Lagrangian

L =
1

2
∂µΨ∂

µΨ − V (Φ). (A.25)

As before, we introduce the creation and annihilation operators by

Ψ(X) = ∫ d3k

2ωk

[a(k, t)eik⋅X + a†(k, t)e−ik⋅X] ,
Π(X) = ∫ d3k

2ωk

(−iωk) [a(k, t)eik⋅X − a†(k, t)e−ik⋅X] .
(A.26)

In terms of these operators, the Hamiltonian is given by

H = ∫ d3x

(2π)3 H =
1

2 ∫ dk̃ ωk (a†(k, t)a(k, t) + a(k, t)a†(k, t)) + V (a, a†). (A.27)

Using this Hamiltonian, the action is given by

SOrigi. = ∫ dtd3x

(2π)3 (Π∂0Ψ −H)
= ∫

I
dt ∫ dk̃

i

2
(a†(k, t)∂ta(k, t) − a(k, t)∂ta†(k, t)) −∫

I
dtV (a, a†) + Sbdy,

(A.28)

where we explicitly introduced the boundary term Sbdy by

Sbdy = − i
4
∫ dk̃ ∫

t∈∂I
[a(k, t)a(−k, t)e−2iωkt − a†(k, t)a†(−k, t)e2iωkt] . (A.29)

We note that the existence of the boundary term Sbdy plays an important role when

we consider path integral with the non-trivial initial and final states. To see the role of the

boundary term more explicitly, let us consider the path integral in the canonical variables.

In this case, the initial and final wave functionals corresponding to the vacuum state in a free

theory are given by

ψα = exp [−1
4
∫ dk̃

(2π)6 (2ωk)2 Ψ̃(tα,k)Ψ̃(tα,−k)]
= exp [−1

4
∫ dk̃ {(a(k, tα)a†(−k, tα) + a(k, tα)a(−k, tα)e−2iωktα) + (h.c.)}] (α = in, out),

(A.30)

where tf,i correspond to the boundary times ∂I = {tf , ti}. Combining this wave functionals

ψ∗f ψi and the boundary term iSbdy, we get the modified boundary term by the boundary

– 30 –



states in the path integral (see e.g., [52]),

iS̃bdy,Path Integral = iSbdy + logψi + logψ∗f
= −1

4
∑

α={f,i}
∫ dk̃ {a(k, tα)a†(−k, tα) + (h.c.)}

− 1

2 ∫ dk̃ [a†(k, tf)a†(−k, tf)e2iωktf + a(k, ti)a(−k, ti)e−2iωkti] .
(A.31)

The above boundary terms in the second line vanish due to the boundary conditions for

a(k, ti), a†(k, tf) in the vacuum state 12.

two-point scattering With Fourier transforming of time

z(k, t) = 1

2π
∫ dl e−iltz̃(l,k), (A.32)

z̄(k, t) = 1

2π
∫ dm eimt ˜̄z(l,k), (A.33)

the action with source terms becomes

iS[J, J̄] = ∫ dk̃dt [−1
2
(z̄(k, t)ż(k, t) − z(k, t) ˙̄z(k, t))

+2ωkJ̄(k, t)z̄(k, t) + 2ωkJ(k, t)z(k, t)]
= ∫ dk̃

dl

2π
[z̃(k, l)˜̄z(k, l) (il − ǫ) + 2ωk (z̃(k, l)J̃(k, l) + ˜̄z(k, l) ˜̄J(k, l))] .

(A.34)

Integrating out by z̃ and ˜̄z the partition function is

Z[J]∝ exp∫ d3k
dl

2πi

(2ωk)J̃(k, l) ˜̄J(k, l)
l + iǫ , (A.35)

where we changed variables of the integral measure from DzDz̄ to Dz̃D ˜̄z. Because aout cor-

responds to zout =
1
2π ∫ dl e−ilTout z̃out(l,k) and a†

in corresponds to z̄in =
1
2π ∫ dm eimTin ˜̄zin(l,k)

in the path integral, scattering amplitude can be written as

⟨aout(kout)a†
in(kin)⟩ = lim

Tin→−∞
lim

Tout→∞∫ dldm ei(mTin−lTout) δ2

δJ̄(l,kout)δJ(m,kin) ∣J̃= ˜̄J=0log[Z[J]]
= lim

Tin→−∞
lim

Tout→∞∫ dl eil(Tin−Tout) (2ωk)(l + iǫ)(2πi)δ3(kin − kout)
= lim

Tin→−∞
lim

Tout→∞
(2ωk)δ3(kin − kout)Θ(Tout − Tin),

(A.36)

where we used the ǫ-trick H →H(1 − iǫ).
12See the boundary conditions (3.15).
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A.3 Path integral in Celestial holography for free theory

Massless celestial holography claims that the Mellin transform of the bulk scattering ampli-

tude of n-particles is equivalent to the correlation function of the n-point celestial operators.

We will formulate the path integral of this celestial holography.

Defining

α∆(t,w, w̄) ∶= ∫ dω ω∆−1z(t,k(ω,w, w̄)) → z(k, t) = ∫ d∆

2πi
ω−∆α∆(t,w, w̄), (A.37)

ᾱ∆(t,w, w̄) ∶= ∫ dω ω∆−1z̄(t,k(ω,w, w̄)) → z̄(k, t) = ∫ d∆

2πi
ω−∆ᾱ∆(t,w, w̄), (A.38)

we can formulate massless Celestial CFT path integral by inserting the complete-basis of

asymptotic boundary states into the generating function as follows

Z[Jf , Ji] =∫ DᾱfDαfDᾱiDαi ⟨0∣αf ⟩
× ⟨αf ∣∏

t
∫ Dz(t)Dz̄(t)∣z(t)⟩⟨z̄(t)∣∣αi⟩ ⟨αi∣0⟩

=∫ DᾱfDαfDᾱiDαi ⟨0∣αf ⟩
× ⟨αf ∣∏

t
∫ Dα(t)Dᾱ(t)∣α(t)⟩⟨ᾱ(t)∣∣αi⟩ ⟨αi∣0⟩

=∫ D2αiD
2αf ⟨0∣αf ⟩⟨ᾱi∣0⟩∫ DᾱDα ⟨ᾱf ∣α(tf)⟩⟨ᾱ(ti)∣αi⟩ .

(A.39)

Meanwhile, we can take the complete basis of asymptotic states as

∣α∆⟩ = ∣z[α]⟩ = e− 1

2 ∫ dk̃∣z(k,t)∣2e∫ dk̃ z(k,t)â†(k,t)∣0⟩
= e−

1

2 ∫ d2w d∆
2πi

α∆ᾱ∆∗e∫ d2w d∆
2πi

α∆∗(t)Ô†
∆
(t)∣0⟩, (A.40)

by defining

Ô
†
∆(t,w, w̄) = ∫ dω ω∆−1â†(t,k(ω,w, w̄)), (A.41)

Ô∆(t,w, w̄) = ∫ dω ω∆−1â(t,k(ω,w, w̄)), (A.42)

which satisfy the commutation relation for free theory

[Ô∆(t,w, w̄), Ô†
∆′
(t,w′, w̄′)] = 2πiδ(∆ −∆′∗)δ2(w −w′). (A.43)

Here, we do not treat the operators Ô†
∆(t,w, w̄) and Ô∆(t,w, w̄) as Celestial CFT operators,

but rather as bulk operators13. On the other hand, we treat the operators Ô∆
i (w, w̄) and

13We do not know such objects can be described by degrees of freedom of Celestial CFT. It would be

interesting to find such a description.
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Ô∆
f (w, w̄), which are used implicitly to define the states ⟨ᾱi∣ and ∣αf ⟩, as Celestial CFT

operators., where they are defined at ti ≤ t ≤ tf .

Then, we obtain

Z =∫ D2αiD
2αf e∫

−∣αi ∣2−∣αf ∣2 (A.44)

× ∫ D2α eiS[α,ᾱ]+∫ −
1

2
∣α(tf )∣

2− 1

2
∣α(ti)∣

2+ᾱfα(tf )+ᾱ(ti)αi+J̄iᾱi+Jfαf .

We conclude that the partition function is generally

Z = ∫ D2α(tf)D2α(ti) eiSbdy,i[αi,ᾱi]+iSbdy,f [αf ,ᾱf ]+∫ −
1

2
∣α(tf )∣

2− 1

2
∣α(ti)∣

2+ᾱ(ti)J̄i+α(tf )Jf . (A.45)

Two-point correlator for a free scalar theory Let us now compute the two-point

Celestial CFT correlator for a free scalar field in the dual bulk. The action is

S = ∫ dk̃dt
i

2
(z̄(k, t)ż(k, t) − z(k, t) ˙̄z(k, t))

= ∫ dk̃dt
i

2
(∫ d∆

2πi
∫ d∆′

2πi
ω−∆ᾱ∆(t,w, w̄)ω−∆′ α̇∆′(t,w, w̄)

−∫ d∆

2πi
∫ d∆′

2πi
ω−∆ ˙̄α∆(t,w, w̄)ω−∆′α∆′(t,w, w̄))

=
i

2
∫ dtd2w

d∆

2πi
(ᾱ∆(t,w, w̄)α̇∆∗(t,w, w̄) − ˙̄α∆∗(t,w, w̄)α∆(t,w, w̄)) .

(A.46)

Substituting the solutions of equations of motion

α∆(t) = α∆(0), ᾱ∆(t) = ᾱ∆(0), (A.47)

into the action (A.46), we can evaluate the path integral (A.39) as

Z[J̄i, Jf ] = ∫ D2αiD
2αf ⟨ᾱi∣0⟩⟨0∣αf ⟩∫ Dᾱ(0)Dα(0) ⟨ᾱf ∣α(tf)⟩⟨ᾱ(ti)∣αi⟩ e0eJfαf+J̄iᾱi

= ∫ D2αiD
2αf e∫

−∣αi ∣
2−∣αf ∣

2

× ∫ Dᾱ(0)Dα(0) e∫ d2w d∆
2πi

ᾱfα(0)+ᾱ(0)αi−∣α(0)∣2+Jfαf+J̄iᾱi

∝ ∫ D2αiD
2αf e∫

αiᾱf−∣αf ∣
2−∣αi∣

2+Jfαf+J̄iᾱi .

(A.48)

Substituting ᾱf = Jf and αi = J̄i,

Z[J̄i, Jf ]∝ exp [∫ d∆

2πi
d2w J̄∆

i (w, w̄)J∆∗

f (w, w̄)] . (A.49)

By taking functional derivatives with respect to J̄i, Jf , we obtain

⟨Ô∆
f (w, w̄)Ô∆′

i (w′, w̄′)⟩ = 2πiδ(∆ −∆′∗)δ2(w −w′). (A.50)
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B C-function from bulk partition function

In this appendix, we derive a c-function of Wedge CFT in the same way as AdS/CFT [21, 31].

A c-function is defined in qunatum field theory (QFT) and it is determined from the

QFT partition. In CFT, the c-function coincides with a central charge. In AdS/CFT, since

the CFT partition function is equal to the corresponding bulk partition function through the

GKPW dictionary [31], one can evaluate the c-function from bulk side. The same logic can be

used for wedge-holography case. We can evaluate a central charge of Wedge CFT, assuming

GKPW-like dictionary (2.8).

First, the c-function can be determined from the partition function Wγ as follows, e.g.,

[31],

cmatter
γ =

1

2
R̃
∂

∂R̃
Wγ [R̃] , (B.1)

where R̃ is a radius of the sphere on which the boundary theory is defined. Here, we focus

only on corrections coming from matters related to the scalar field discussed in subsection

4.214. For the current setup, the partition function is given by

Wγ [R̃] = −1
2
∫ d∆

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) log [(γ − 1)R̃ǫ + (γ −∆)R̃−2(∆−1) ⋅ Γ[1 −∆]
Γ[∆ − 1] ⋅ Γ[l +∆]

Γ[l + 2 −∆]] ,
(B.2)

where R̃ is related to R through R̃ = eR. This expression can be derived by integrating our

O∆ correctly in the on-shell action (4.35).

Generally, it is difficult to evaluate the above expression analytically for arbitrary γ.

Here, we focus on γ = 1 which is a very important case as seen in equation (4.36). In this

case, R̃-dependent terms of the partition function becomes

Wγ=1 [R̃] = −1
2 ∫ d∆

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) log [R̃−2(∆−1) ⋅ Γ[l +∆]
Γ[l + 2 −∆]] + (R̃-independent terms), (B.3)

where we separated R̃-independent terms which are not essential to obtain the central charge.

In evaluating the above partition function, we need to consider the two divergent sums

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1), ∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) log [ Γ[l +∆]
Γ[l + 2 −∆]] . (B.4)

14In general, the c-function can be defined by adding contributions from the Einstein-Hilbert action. How-

ever, such contributions are not dominant contributions to the change of the c-function under changes of

boundary conditions (or double-trace deformations), and dominant ones come from matter fields. See e.g.,

[21]. Thus, we also focus on the matter contributions to the c-function here.
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For AdS/CFT cases, evaluations of these sums are discussed in [21], and we can use the same

results. Then, the log R̃-divergent terms for the divergent sum can be given by

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) log [R̃−2(∆−1) ⋅ Γ[l +∆]
Γ[l + 2 −∆]]

= −2(∆ − 1) log R̃ ∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) + ∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) log [ Γ[l +∆]
Γ[l + 2 −∆]]

→ −2(∆ − 1) log R̃ ⋅ 1
3
+ (2

3
(∆ − 1) log R̃ − 2(∆ − 1)3

3
log R̃)

= −2(∆ − 1)3
3

log R̃.

(B.5)

Then, the log R̃-divergent part of the partition function is given by

Wγ=1 [R̃]→ log R̃∫ d∆
(∆ − 1)3

3
, (B.6)

and this result implies the c-function for γ = 1,

cmatter
γ=1 = ∫ d∆

(∆ − 1)3
6

. (B.7)

Here, we might be able to define c-functions for each ∆

cmatter
∆,γ=1 =

(∆ − 1)3
6

, (B.8)

and each of these c-functions is associated to the result obtained in [21]. The above results

can be also expressed as

cmatter
γ=1 =

1

6
∫
R

dν ν3 = 0, (B.9)

The integrated c-functions are vanishing due to oddness of the integrand, ν3, although for each

∆ = 1 + iν, c-functions are non-zero. We note that each c-functions for ∆ is pure imaginary.

Here, we also note that we focus only on matter contributions to the c-function. The

dominant contribution to the c-function which comes from the Einstein-Hilbert action is

expected to pure imaginary divergent central charge, as observed in earlier literature [16, 18]

which used different approaches.

C Bulk two point functions in Harmonic basis

In this appendix, we explain another method of solving the mixed boundary condition (4.23)

by using a spherical harmonic basis in massless and massive scalars. To use this method, it

is convenient to rewrite the scalar field using the spherical harmonic function explicitly. Such
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an expression for massive cases is discussed in [18], and using the expression, we can write

the scalar field as

Ψlm(η, ρ) = ∫ d2Ω0f∆(η) N
sinh ρ

Y ∗lm(Ω0)Q∆−1
l (coth ρ)φ∆(Ω0), (C.1)

where f∆(η) is given by15

f∆(η) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
η1−∆ for massless case

H
(±)
∆
(mη) for massive case

(C.2)

and N is given by N = ei(1−∆)π .

The above expression is obtained by considering the inner product between the scalar

field Ψ(η, ρ,Ω) and the spherical harmonic function Ylm,

Ψlm(η, ρ) = ∫ d2Ω0 Y
∗
l,m(Ω0)Ψ(η, ρ,Ω0). (C.3)

Let us solve the boundary value problem using the above expression. In the spherical

harmonic basis, the mixed boundary condition (4.23) and the scalar field expansion at ρ≫ 1

are written as

γΨ∆
lm + ∂ρΨ∆

lm∣ρ→∞ = φ̃∆b,lm(η), (C.4)

(Ψ∣ρ→∞)∆lm(η) = ∫ d2Ω0 f∆(η) N
sinh ρ

Y ∗lm(Ω0)Q∆−1
l (coth ρ)χ∆(Ω0), (C.5)

respectively. Combining them, we can rewrite φ̃ by boundary field φ̃b(Ω) as follows
φ̃∆b,lm(η) =∂ρ [ Nsinhρ ∫ d2Ω0Y

∗
lm(Ω0)f∆(η)Q∆−1

l (coth ρ)χ(Ω0)]
+ γN

sinhρ ∫ d2Ω0 Y
∗
lm(Ω0)f∆(η)Q∆−1

l (coth ρ)χ∆(Ω0)
ρ→∞
≃ N ∫ d2Ω0e

i(∆−2)πY ∗lm(Ω0)f∆(η)
× [(γ +∆ − 2)Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + (γ −∆)Γ[1 −∆]Γ[∆ + l]

Γ[l + 2 −∆] e(−∆)ρ]χ∆(Ω0),
(C.6)

→ χ∆(Ω) =∑
l,m

Ylm(Ω) ei(1−∆)π

N f∆(η) [(∆ − 2 + γ)Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + (γ −∆)Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]Γ[l+2−∆] e−∆ρ] φ̃
∆
b,lm.

(C.7)

15This function is related to η-dependent factors in conformal primary wavefunction. See 2.3.
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Thus, the action becomes

SEOM =∫ dηd2Ω
d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi

√−gΨ(η, ρ,Ω)φb(Ω;η, ρ)∣ρ=ρ∞ (C.8)

=∫ f∆(η)f∆′(η)
η

e2ρ∑
l,m

Γ[∆′ − 1]e(∆′−2)ρ + Γ[1−∆′]Γ[∆′+l]
Γ[l+2−∆′] e(−∆

′)ρ

(∆ − 2 + γ)Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + (γ −∆)Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

φ̃∆b,lmφ̃
∆
b,lm.

(C.9)

For a massless scalar, since we have ∫ f∆(η)f∆′(η)
η

∼ δ(∆ +∆′ − 2) picks up ∆′ = 2 −∆ mode,

two-point function is

Glm,no
= δl,nδm,o

Γ[1 −∆]e(−∆)ρ + Γ[∆−1]Γ[2−∆+l]
Γ[l+∆] e(∆−2)ρ

(∆ − 2 + γ)Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + (γ −∆)Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

= δl,nδm,o
Gl

0

1 + γ Γ[∆+l]
[l+2−∆]G

l
0

, (C.10)

where

Gl
0 =

Γ[2 −∆ + l]
Γ[l +∆]

Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

(∆ − 2)Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + (−∆)Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

. (C.11)

For a massive scalar, restricting to ν > 0, the two-point function is

Glm,no
=

Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

(∆ − 2 + γ)Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + (γ −∆)Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

= δl,nδm,o
Gl

0

1 + γGl
0

, (C.12)

where

Gl
0 =

Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

(∆ − 2)Γ[∆ − 1]e(∆−2)ρ + (−∆)Γ[1−∆]Γ[∆+l]
Γ[l+2−∆] e(−∆)ρ

. (C.13)

D Holography through the EOW brane

In this appendix, we explain an example of a holography reproducing an expected celestial

CFT result by imposing certain exotic boundary conditions. Under the conditions, we will

evaluate two-point functions using the techniques explained in the main body of this paper,

and see that it indeed reproduces an expected celestial CFT two-point function.

In the second half of the main body of this paper, we have considered holography at

ρ≫ 1, and correspondingly we have imposed boundary conditions at ρ≫ 1. Here, we impose
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boundary conditions on other boundary regions: EOW-branes. Even the way of imposing

boundary condition is different from the conventional one, we can derive the GKPW-like

relation and evaluate two-point functions. Let us first give the GKPW-like relation.

Proof of GKPW The action with the mixed boundary condition on η = ηi (i = 1,2) > 0
for region A+ and r = R≫ 1 for region D can be written as follows

S = SA+ + SD
=∫ d2Ωdηdρ η3 sinh2 ρ

1

2
∂Ψ∂Ψ

− ∫
η=η2

dρd2Ω η2 sinh2 ρ[J2Ψ + f
2
Ψ2] + ∫

η=η1
dρd2Ω η2 sinh2 ρ[J1Ψ + f

2
Ψ2]

+ ∫ d2Ωdrdt r3 sinh2 t
1

2
∂Ψ∂Ψ +∫

r=R
dtd2Ω r2 sinh2 t[J ′Ψ + f

2
Ψ2].

(D.1)

Varying of this action with respect to the field Ψ, we obtain an equation of motion for the

field and the boundary conditions

[ηi∂η + fi]Ψ∣η=ηi = −Ji, (D.2)

[r∂r + f]Ψ∣r=R = −J ′. (D.3)

Because the field Ψ satisfies the equation of motion, as in the discussion of sections 2 and

4.1, we can rewrite Ψ in terms of Celestial operators Ji and J
′. Expanding J and J ′ as

Ji = ∫ d2z∫ d∆

2πi
η−∆i,∓ φ

±
∆ĵ

i
∆, (D.4)

J ′ = ∫ d2z∫ d∆

2πi
r−∆φ±∆ĵ

′
∆, (D.5)

the scalar field satisfying the boundary conditions (D.2) and (D.3) can be constructed as

follows;

Ψ∣η=ηi = ∫ d2z∫ d∆

2πi

1

∆ − fi η−∆i φ∆(ρ,w, w̄; z, z̄)ĵi∆(z, z̄), (D.6)

Ψ∣r=R = ∫ d2z∫ d∆

2πi

1

∆ − f r−∆φ∆(t,w, w̄; z, z̄)ĵ′i∆(z, z̄). (D.7)

Now, using the above relations, we can prove the GKPW relation as discussed in 4.2.
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Varying the action, we have

δj∆S =∫
η=η1
dρd2Ω η2 sinh2ρ δJ Ψ − (1↔ 2) + ∫

r∞
dtd2Ω r2 sinh2t δJ Ψ

=∫
η=η1
dρd2Ω η3 sinh2 ρ∫ d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi
η−∆−∆

′−1∫ d2zd2z′

× ∑
a=±,b=±

φa∆′(ρ,w, w̄; z′, z̄′)φb∆(ρ,w, w̄; z, z̄)δja∆′(z′, z̄′)Ôb
∆(z, z̄) − (1↔ 2)

+ ∫
r∞
dtd2Ω r3 sinh2 t∫ d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi
r−∆−∆

′−1∫ d2zd2z′

× ∑
a=±,b=±

φa∆′(ρ,w, w̄; z′, z̄′)φb∆(ρ,w, w̄; z, z̄)δja∆′(z′, z̄′)Ôb
∆(z, z̄)

=∫ d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi

1

∆′ −∆ ∫ d2z Ô+∆(z, z̄)δj−∆′(z, z̄) × 8π4i(2π)3 δ(∆ +∆′ − 2) + (+↔ −)

(D.8)

where, in moving from the second equality to the third one, we used

η1−∆−∆
′

=
[η−∆∂ηη−∆′ − η−∆′∂ηη−∆]

∆′ −∆ , (D.9)

and the orthonormality of conformal primary wavefunctions in the Klein-Gordon inner prod-

uct. Thus, the GKPW relation is

⟨O±∆(z, z̄) . . . ⟩∝ δ

δj∓
2−∆

. . . ∣
j=0

S. (D.10)

two-point function Let us consider the simplest case f1 = f2 = f
16. Using the above

expressions, we can obtain

δ2j∆S = ∫ d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi
∫
η1−η2
dρd2Ω η2 sinh2ρ η−∆−∆

′−1
i

× ∫ d2zd2z′φ∆′(ρ,w, w̄; z′, z̄′)φ∆(ρ,w, w̄; z, z̄)δji∆(z, z̄)δj
i
∆′(z′, z̄′)
∆ − f

= ∫ d∆

2πi

d∆′

2πi ∫ d2z
πi

(1 −∆)(∆ − f)δ(∆ +∆′ − 2)δj±∆(z, z̄)δj∓∆′(z, z̄),
(D.11)

where we used the Klein-Goldon inner product again. Thus we can read off the two-point

function as

⟨O+∆(z, z̄)O−∆′(z′, z̄′)⟩ ∝ δ(∆ +∆′ − 2)δ2(z − z′). (D.12)

This two-point function coincides with the celestial CFT two-point function (2.17) up to the

overall factors.
16For the other cases f1 ≠ f2, we can not obtain a clear result as (D.11).
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E Bulk two-point function of Massive Bulk Scalar

In this appendix, we briefly comment on the derivation of a two-point function of a massive

bulk scalar field by applying techniques explained in subsections 4.1 and 4.2. However, we note

that, for a massive bulk scalar field, we need to consider the conformal primary wavefunction

for a massive field (2.20), instead of that for a massless field, (2.10).

First, in the massive case, we can expect that the action will have O∆
WO

∆
W terms, unlike

the massless case 4.2. This is the difference of η-dependence of conformal primary wavefunc-

tions for massive and massless cases, (2.20) and (2.10). Indeed, we have1718

∫ ∞

0

dη

η
H(±)ν (mη)H(±)ν′

(mη) = − 2
π
Γ[iν]Γ[−iν][e±πνδ(ν − ν′) + δ(ν + ν′)], (E.2)

∫ ∞

0

dη

η
Kν(mη)Kν′(mη) = 8πΓ[iν]Γ[−iν][δ(ν − ν′) + δ(ν + ν′)], (E.3)

and the two delta functions δ(ν + ν′) and δ(ν − ν′) imply the existence of the term O∆
WO

∆
W .

Since ν is restricted to ν ≥ 0 for the massive case, it is sufficient to consider the case

∆ =∆′. Then, the action of region A+ is given by

SA+ ∝e2R ∫ d2Ω
d∆

2πi
(e(∆−2)R ̂g∆(∂ + γ)g∆e(∆−2)R)[Ω,Ω′0]Oν

W [Ω]Oν
W [Ω′0]

= ∫ d2Ωd2Ω′0

× [(γ + iν − 1 + ǫ)e(2ǫ+2iν)Rδ(Ω −Ω′)
+ e(−2iν−2ǫ)R(γ − iν − 1 − ǫ) iν

4π

iν

4π ∫ dΩ0 ( 2

1 − cos τ )
1+iν( 2

1 − cos τ ′)
1+iν

+ (γ − iν − 1 − ǫ) iν
4π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
1+iν

+ (γ + iν − 1 + ǫ) iν
4π
( 2

1 − cos τ )
1+iν]Oν

W [Ω]Oν
W [Ω′0],

(E.4)

where the factors appearing in (e(∆−2)R ̂g∆(∂ + γ)g∆e(∆−2)R)[Ω,Ω′0] is the same as those ap-

pearing in 4.2.

We can compare this action (E.4) with the massless case (4.35). For the massless case,

we had to renormalize by setting γ = 1 to remove the delta function in (4.35). On the other

17For the massless case, we have

∫
∞

0

dη

η
η
ν
η
ν′ ∝ δ(ν + ν′). (E.1)

18In this calculation, the technique from [41] was used.
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hand, for massive case (E.4), we do not have to do such an operation19. This is because,

in the action (E.4), the phase factor of the first term rapidly oscillates at large R and the

first term vanishes. The resulting two-point function coincides with the one obtained from

Celestial CFT (2.23) up to the overall factor. This is consistent with the result obtained in

[18].
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