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Abstract: In four spacetime dimensions, the classically integrable self-dual sectors of
gauge theory and gravity have associated chiral algebras, which emerge naturally from
their description in twistor space. We show that there are similar chiral algebras associated
to integrable sectors of gauge theory and gravity whenever the spacetime dimension is an
integer multiple of four. In particular, the hyperkähler sector of gravity and the hyper-
holomorphic sector of gauge theory in 4m-dimensions have well-known twistor descriptions
giving rise to chiral algebras. Using twistor sigma models to describe these sectors, we
demonstrate that the chiral algebras in higher-dimensions also arise as soft symmetry alge-
bras under a certain notion of collinear limit. Interestingly, the chiral algebras and collinear
limits in higher-dimensions are defined on the 2-sphere, rather than the full celestial sphere.

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

09
62

7v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 1

6 
Ja

n 
20

25

mailto:t.adamo@ed.ac.uk
mailto:iustin.surubaru@ed.ac.uk


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Integrable sectors of gauge theory and gravity in higher-dimensions 4
2.1 Hyperkähler metrics & their twistor theory 4
2.2 Hyperholomorphic gauge fields & their twistor theory 8

3 Chiral algebras from twistor space 9
3.1 The HK sector and Lham(C2m) 10
3.2 The HH sector and Lg[C2m] 12

4 Twistor sigma models and chiral algebras 14
4.1 Gravity 14
4.2 Gauge theory 17

5 Conformally soft modes and holomorphic collinear limits 19
5.1 HK/HH kinematics 20
5.2 Conformal primary and conformally soft wavefunctions 22
5.3 Soft HK graviton symmetries 24
5.4 Soft HH gluon symmetries 27

6 Conclusion 27

1 Introduction

In quantum field theory (QFT), the external states of scattering processes are typically
represented in a momentum eigenstate basis, but alternative bases of solutions to the free
field equations can shed light on otherwise hidden aspects of the resulting scattering ampli-
tudes. A particularly fruitful example is the conformal primary basis [1, 2], in which free
fields are parametrized by a (complex) scaling dimension and a point on the celestial sphere
of null directions. In d spacetime dimensions, these conformal primary states transform
as conformal primaries on the (d − 2)-dimensional celestial sphere under the action of the
Lorentz group, and scattering amplitudes computed in this basis – often called celestial
amplitudes – behave like conformal correlators on the celestial sphere [1–3].

The study of celestial amplitudes and the quest to construct conformal field theories
(CFTs) on the celestial sphere which produce them dynamically is now referred to as ‘ce-
lestial holography’ (cf., [4–9] for recent reviews). One of the most interesting outputs of
celestial holography has been the realization that graviton and gluon scattering amplitudes
in four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime encode chiral algebras associated with each he-
licity sector: these are infinite-dimensional meromorphic vertex operator algebras defined
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on the two-dimensional celestial sphere. These chiral algebras are encoded in the infrared
structures of 4d celestial graviton and gluon amplitudes. The infinite tower of ‘confor-
mally soft’ gluons and gravitons of positive helicity – given by certain integer values of the
scaling dimension which render the conformal primary wavefunction singular [10–16] and
correspond to a soft expansion in momentum space [17] – form a closed algebra under holo-
morphic collinear limits on the celestial 2-sphere [18]. These holomorphic collinear limits
are equivalent to holomorphic OPE limits from the perspective of the 2-sphere [12, 19], so
the resulting algebra automatically has the structure of a chiral algebra.

A non-trivial re-definition of the modes shows that these chiral algebras are simply
Lham(C2) for positive helicity gravitons and Lg[C2] for positive helicity gluons (where g is
the Lie algebra of the gauge group) [20]. These are the loop algebras of the Lie algebras of
Hamiltonian vector fields on C2 and polynomial maps from C2 into g, respectively. In the
gravitational case, Lham(C2) is closely related to Lw∧

1+∞ [21–23], the loop algebra of the
wedge algebra of w1+∞, and it is sometimes referred to as such.

While the appearance of these chiral algebras from an amplitudes perspective is surpris-
ing, it follows straightforwardly from the perspective of twistor theory [24], a mathematical
framework which trivializes the self-dual sectors of gauge theory and gravity, manifesting
their classical integrability [25, 26]. In particular, the conformally soft tower of positive
helicity gravitons or gluons is realized as the symmetries of the self-dual sector in twistor
space, which form the chiral algebras under the natural twistorial structures [27]1. These
chiral algebras have now been studied extensively: their appearance has been verified at
tree-level in generic effective field theories, extends to an action on hard (rather than con-
formally soft) states and can be interpreted in terms of asymptotic symmetries [33–38];
they can be understood from a covariant phase space perspective [39–45]; and they have
been generalised to settings with background curvature [46–54], non-commutativity [55, 56],
higher-spin fields [57, 58] and supersymmetry [59–66].

The presence of infinite-dimensional chiral algebras in the self-dual sectors of gauge
theory and gravity places an enormous amount of constraints on scattering amplitudes, par-
ticularly for helicity configurations ‘close’ to self-duality, such as maximal-helicity-violating
(MHV) amplitudes. For instance, the chiral algebras are linked with the existence of all-
order collinear expansions for MHV amplitudes [67, 68] and underpin the only known top-
down constructions of celestial holography [46, 48, 69, 70]. Furthermore, chiral algebras
enable bootstrap constructions of certain scattering amplitudes to high loop-orders [71–73]
or in non-trivial backgrounds [74].

Given the power of celestial chiral algebras in 4d, it seems natural to ask if similar
infinite-dimensional algebras are present in gravity or gauge theory in higher spacetime
dimensions. At first, this seems unlikely: helicity states for gravitons and gluons, and their
non-linear extension to self-dual sectors, are special to d = 4, and in general d > 4 there are
no integrable subsectors of general relativity or Yang-Mills theory. Furthermore, many of the
celestial structures present in 4d are absent in higher dimensions. Indeed, the global confor-

1Indeed, the connection between self-duality and infinite-dimensional symmetry algebras via twistor
theory had been realized in different guises by many others over the years [28–32].
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mal group on the celestial sphere Sd−2 does not receive an infinite-dimensional enhancement
for d > 4 and the asymptotic symmetry group can be either finite or infinite-dimensional,
depending on the definition of asymptotic flatness used (cf., [75–85]). Additionally, the soft
symmetry algebras in d > 4 have been shown to be finite-dimensional in general [86].

Nevertheless, in this paper we uncover infinite-dimensional symmetry algebras in both
gauge theory and gravity whenever the spacetime dimension is a multiple of four: d = 4m.
The key idea is to use twistor theory, which gives such a natural description of chiral
symmetry algebras of self-dual sectors in 4d, in higher-dimensions. In d = 4m, there
are well-known twistor constructions of hyperkähler metrics [87, 88] and hyperholomorphic
gauge fields [89]: roughly speaking, these are field configurations compatible with a 2-
sphere’s worth of integrable complex structures, with the associated twistor construction
being the ‘total space’ of these complex structures over spacetime.

Much like the self-dual sectors in 4d, hyperkähler metrics and hyperholomorphic gauge
fields are classically integrable subsectors of vacuum general relativity and Yang-Mills theory
in 4m-dimensions. Exploiting their twistor descriptions, it is straightforward to determine
the symmetry algebras of hyperkähler gravitational perturbations and hyperholomorphic
gauge perturbations around flat space; remarkably, these are again chiral algebras (now
Lham(C2m) and Lg[C2m]), defined on the two-dimensional Riemann spheres in twistor
space corresponding to points in spacetime. These sectors also have dynamical descriptions
in terms of chiral 2d CFTs known as ‘twistor sigma models’ [90–92], with the chiral algebras
emerging as an infinite-dimensional charge algebra (under semiclassical OPE).

One might wonder what, if any, connection these chiral algebras could have with celes-
tial holography when the celestial sphere is (d− 2)-dimensional. We show that hyperkähler
gravitons and hyperholomorphic gluons have on-shell (complex) momenta which are non-
generic: in particular, they are parameterized by a frequency and a point on P1 × P2m−1

inside of the complexified celestial sphere. Consequently, there is a notion of collinear limit
between hyperkähler gravitons or hyperholomorphic gluons which is entirely controlled by
the P1 factor and therefore two-dimensional in nature. We show that the chiral algebras
emerge as soft symmetry algebras under this two-dimensional collinear limit, and derive
the action of these chiral algebras on ‘hard’ hyperkähler or hyperholomorphic states.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the higher-dimensional
hyperkähler sector of gravity and hyperholomorphic sector of gauge theory, along with their
twistor descriptions. Section 3 derives the symmetry algebras of these sectors around the
trivial vacuum using the geometric structures of twistor space. In Section 4, we review the
twistor sigma models for the hyperkähler and hyperholomorphic sectors and show that they
give rise to the twistorial chiral algebras for these sectors through their OPEs. Section 5
explores the kinematics of hyperkähler gravitons and hyperholomorphic gluons and defines
their conformally soft wavefunctions, which can be expanded in modes of the chiral algebras.
We then show that the action of the chiral algebras on hard wavefunctions takes the form
of holomorphic OPE. Section 6 concludes.
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2 Integrable sectors of gauge theory and gravity in higher-dimensions

The study of twistorial, or celestial, chiral algebras in four spacetime dimensions is closely
tied to the existence of a consistent, classically integrable subsector of gauge theory and
gravity in 4d. Indeed, the self-dual sectors of gauge theory and gravity – defined by the
vanishing of the anti-self-dual part of the field strength and Weyl tensor, respectively –
automatically solve the vacuum Yang-Mills and Einstein equations, and are classically in-
tegrable. In the interpretation of chiral algebras as soft symmetry algebras, this is manifest
as the algebras are defined under (holomorphic) collinear limits among gluons or gravitons
of the same helicity [12, 18–20]. Furthermore, the chiral algebras emerge naturally from the
twistor constructions of self-dual gauge theory and gravity, which make the integrability of
these sectors explicit [27].

At first glance, it seems hopeless to look for such structures in gauge theory or gravity
in spacetime dimensions greater than four. Self-duality is clearly very special to four-
dimensions, being intimately related to the fact that the Hodge star acts involutively on
the space of 2-forms, where the gauge invariant field strengths live. While it is certainly
true that there is generically no analogy of the self-dual sector for spacetime dimension
d > 4, there are natural generalisations when d = 4m, for m any positive integer. These
are known as the hyperkähler and hyperholomorphic sectors of gravity and gauge theory,
respectively. They have many of the features of the self-dual sector when m = 1: they are
solutions to the vacuum Einstein and Yang-Mills equations, are classically integrable and
admit descriptions in terms of twistor theory – all of the ingredients needed to give rise to
infinite-dimensional symmetry algebras.

In this section, we review the definitions of hyperkähler geometry and hyperholomorphic
gauge fields as well as their twistor constructions. The reader who is already acquainted with
these concepts can safely skim this material to familiarize themselves with our notation.

2.1 Hyperkähler metrics & their twistor theory

A 4m-dimensional Riemannian manifold is said to be hyperkähler if the holonomy group
of its metric is contained in Sp(m). This special holonomy implies that all hyperkähler
manifolds are Ricci flat, and thus solutions to the vacuum Einstein equations (see Chapter
14 of [93], Chapter 13 of [94], Chapter 10 of [95] and [96] for reviews). Equivalently, a
hyperkähler manifold admits three integrable complex structures, each of which is Kähler
with respect to the metric, and which form the quaternionic algebra. This is in turn equiv-
alent to the statement that there exists a 2-sphere’s worth of integrable complex structures
at each point on the manifold. In 4-dimensions (i.e., m = 1), the hyperkähler condition is
equivalent to the vacuum self-duality equations.

To study massless field theories in this context, it is natural to consider complexified
hyperkähler manifolds, which have complex dimension 4m and are endowed with a holomor-
phic metric whose holomomy is contained in Sp(m,C). While Riemannian signature (as well
as indefinite signature) real slices can be obtained by specifying reality conditions, it will
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be this complexified setting that we consider from now on2, and we will abuse terminology
by using ‘hyperkähler’ (HK) rather than ‘complex hyperkähler’ in what follows.

The simplest example of a HK manifold is the flat model given by C4m. Let xαα̇

be holomorphic coordinates on C4m, where α = 0, 1 is a SL(2,C) spinor index and α̇ =

1, . . . , 2m is a Sp(m,C) index. The flat metric can then be written in a way that manifests
the decomposition of the tangent bundle into the tensor product of (flat) SL(2,C) and
Sp(m,C) bundles (a special case of a paraconformal structure [100]):

ds2C4m = εαβ εα̇β̇ dx
αα̇ dxββ̇ , (2.1)

where εαβ is the SL(2,C)-invariant Levi-Civita symbol and εα̇β̇ is the symplectic form of
Sp(m,C):

εαβ =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
, εα̇β̇ =

(
0m 1m

−1m 0m

)
, (2.2)

for 0m the m×m zero matrix and 1m the m×m identity matrix. These objects (and their
inverses) can be used to raise and lower spinor indices according to the conventions

aα εαβ = aβ , εαβ aβ = aα , (2.3)

and similarly for dotted indices. It will often be useful to introduce some shorthand for
SL(2,C) and Sp(m,C) invariant inner products:

⟨a b⟩ := aα bα , [ã b̃] := ãα̇ b̃α̇ , (2.4)

respectively. Note that both of these inner products are skew-symmetric in their arguments.
Of course, the holonomy of the flat metric (2.1) is trivially contained in Sp(m,C); the

advantage of working with spinors to manifest the paraconformal structure is more clear
when looking at the hyperkähler structure in terms of complex structures. Consider the
triplet of closed 2-forms:

Σαβ = dxαα̇ ∧ dxββ̇ , (2.5)

which are automatically closed dΣαβ = 0. These in turn define a triplet of (complex) Kähler
forms for the metric

Σ01 , Σ00 ± i Σ11 , (2.6)

whose associated complex structures are easily seen to be integrable and form the quaternion
algebra. Hence, there is a sphere bundle of complex structures over C4m; the total space of
this bundle is the twistor space of C4m.

More precisely, let ZA = (µα̇, λα) be holomorphic, homogeneous coordinates on the
complex projective space P2m+1 and define the twistor space

PT =
{
[Z] ∈ P2m+1 |λα ̸= 0

}
, (2.7)

2Note that complex hyperkähler structures also arise naturally in the study of stability conditions asso-
ciated with Donaldson-Thomas theory [97–99].
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where [Z] indicates the projective equivalence class ZA ∼ r ZA of the homogeneous coordi-
nates, for r any non-vanishing complex number. In other words, twistor space is the open
subset of P2m+1 obtained by removing the P2m−1 corresponding to λα = 0. As such, PT
admits a holomorphic fibration over the Riemann sphere π : PT → P1, with λα providing
the holomorphic homogeneous coordinates on the base. The C2m fibres of this fibration are
equipped with a weighted, holomorphic Poisson structure defined by

I := εα̇β̇
∂

∂µα̇
∧ ∂

∂µβ̇
, (2.8)

taking values in O(−2).
Each point x ∈ C4m now corresponds to a global section of the fibration π given by

µα̇ = xαα̇ λα . (2.9)

In other words, points in C4m are given by linear, holomorphic Riemann spheres in PT,
often referred to as ‘twistor lines.’ The relation between PT and the HK structure on C4m

is clear: (2.9) arranges the coordinates xαα̇ in a sphere’s worth (encoded by λα) of µα̇ which
are holomorphic with respect to the corresponding complex structures of the HK structure.
Indeed, the triplet of 2-forms (2.5) encoding the HK structure is recovered on twistor space
by taking

dxµ
α̇ ∧ dxµα̇ = Σαβ λα λβ , (2.10)

where dxµ
α̇ denotes the exterior derivative with respect to x of µα̇ evaluated on the global

section (2.9).

Remarkably, it can be shown that every HK manifold has a twistor space, and that
every twistor space with the basic structures of PT (i.e., an integrable complex structure,
holomorphic fibration over P1 and holomorphic Poisson structure on the fibres) corresponds
to a HK manifold. This was first established in 4-dimensions (m = 1) with the famous non-
linear graviton theorem of Penrose [26], and subsequently extended to general m > 1 HK
manifolds [87, 88, 101, 102]. The precise statement is:

Theorem 1 There is a one-to-one correspondence between:

• suitably convex regions of hyperkähler 4m-manifolds, and

• (2m+1)-dimensional complex manifolds PT that are complex deformations of a neigh-
bourhood of a twistor line in PT, preserving the holomorphic fibration π : PT → P1

and weighted Poisson structure I.

In practical terms, this theorem states that any HK manifold can be obtained from
a complex deformation of the twistor space of the flat model. If ∂̄ denotes the anti-
holomorphic Dolbeault operator for the natural complex structure on P2m+1, then such
a deformation can be expressed in terms of a deformed Dolbeault operator

∇̄ = ∂̄ + V , V ∈ Ω0,1(PT, TPT) , (2.11)
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where TPT is the holomorphic tangent bundle of PT. The requirements that this deformation
preserve the holomorphic fibration over P1 and the weighted Poisson structure on its fibres
mean that V must actually be Hamiltonian with respect to the (weighted) symplectic
structure induced on the fibres of π by I. In other words, the deformation must take the
form

V =
∂h

∂µα̇

∂

∂µα̇
, h ∈ Ω0,1(PT,O(2)) . (2.12)

Integrability of the complex structure associated with ∇̄ then imposes the equation

∇̄2 = 0 ⇔ ∂̄h+
1

2
{h, h} = 0 , (2.13)

where {·, ·} denotes the weighted Poisson bracket of (2.8).
Rational curves in PT which are holomorphic with respect to the deformed complex

structure ∇̄ have normal bundle O(1)⊗C2m, and theorems of Kodaira [103, 104] then imply
that the moduli space of such curves is 4m-dimensional. This moduli space of holomorphic
twistor curves is the HK manifold associated to PT .

To see this, let xαα̇ label the holomorphic curve X ∼= P1, which is described by

µα̇ = F α̇(x, λ) , (2.14)

where F α̇(x, λ) is homogeneous of degree one in λα and obeys

∂̄|XF α̇(x, λ) =
∂h

∂µα̇

∣∣∣∣
X

. (2.15)

One can then construct the 2-form [105]

dxF
α̇ ∧ dxFα̇ , (2.16)

which is easily seen to be holomorphic on the twistor curveX. By an extension of Liouville’s
theorem, it then follows that

dxF
α̇ ∧ dxFα̇ = Σαβ(x)λα λβ , (2.17)

where Σαβ is a triplet of 2-forms on the 4m-dimensional moduli space. From the construc-
tion, it can be shown that Σαβ = eαα̇∧eβα̇ for some frame eαα̇, and that dΣαβ = 0, ensuring
that the metric

ds2 = εαβ εα̇β̇ e
αα̇ eββ̇ , (2.18)

is hyperkähler.
Note that real structures can be obtained by imposing additional constraints on the

twistor construction. For instance, Riemannian HK manifolds are obtained by equipping the
twistor space with an anti-holomorphic involution fixing the twistor curves corresponding
to Euclidean-real points in the manifold [88, 101], while split signature (2m, 2m) null-HK
metrics can be obtained by taking a suitable real slice of PT [106–108].
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2.2 Hyperholomorphic gauge fields & their twistor theory

Just as the hyperkähler condition is the natural generalization of the self-dual vacuum
Einstein equations to higher-dimensions, there is a natural generalization of the self-dual
Yang-Mills equations. Consider a complexified, non-abelian gauge field on a HK manifold
of dimension 4m; the field strength is a 2-form valued in the Lie algebra of the gauge group.
Exploiting the HK structure (in the notation used above), this 2-form can be decomposed
into irreducibles as [89]:

Fαα̇ββ̇ = εαβ F̃α̇β̇ + εα̇β̇ F̂αβ + F̆αβ α̇β̇ , (2.19)

where
F̃α̇β̇ =

1

2
εαβ Fαα̇ββ̇ , F̃α̇β̇ = F̃(α̇β̇) , (2.20)

F̂αβ =
1

2m
εα̇β̇ Fαα̇ββ̇ , F̂αβ = F̂(αβ) , (2.21)

and
F̆αβ α̇β̇ = F̆(αβ)[α̇β̇] , εα̇β̇ F̆αβ α̇β̇ = 0 . (2.22)

Note that when m = 1, sp(1,C) ∼= sl(2,C) and there are no trace-free antisymmetric
representations. In this case F̆αβ α̇β̇ vanishes and F̃α̇β̇ , F̂αβ correspond to the self-dual and
anti-self-dual parts of the field strength, respectively. However, for m > 1 the trace-free
irreducible F̆αβ α̇β̇ is generically non-vanishing.

A gauge field is said to be hyperholomorphic (HH) if [89, 109–113]

F̂αβ = 0 = F̆αβ α̇β̇ , (2.23)

meaning that its field strength is entirely encoded by the irreducible F̃α̇β̇ in the decom-
position (2.19). This is equivalent to saying that the field strength is of type (1, 1) with
respect to every complex structure of the HK manifold3. When m = 1, the HH conditions
are equivalent to the self-dual Yang-Mills equations.

It is straightforward to show that any HH gauge field is automatically a solution of the
Yang-Mills equations [89, 109, 110]. This follows from the existence of a parallel 4-form
on every HK manifold [114], which induces an involution on the space of 2-forms under
which each irreducible of the field strength has a different eigenvalue. For HH fields, this 4-
form can be used to show that the Yang-Mills equations becomes equivalent to the Bianchi
identity for the hyperholomorphic field strength.

There is a twistor construction for HH gauge fields which generalizes Ward’s original
correspondence for self-dual gauge fields in 4-dimensions [25]; this was first given by Ward
for HH bundles on C4m [89] and subsequently extended to generic HK manifolds [115]. The
precise statement is:

3This definition has been re-discovered multiple times through the years in both the mathematical
physics and algebraic geometry literature, often being given different names by different authors. We use
the modern mathematical nomenclature as it captures the close analogy with hyperkähler geometry.
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Theorem 2 There is a one-to-one correspondence between:

• hyperholomorphic bundles with gauge group GL(N,C) on suitably convex regions of
hyperkähler 4m-manifolds, and

• holomorphic vector bundles E → PT of rank N on the associated twistor space that
are topologically trivial when restricted to any holomorphic curve with normal bundle
O(1)⊗ C2m.

Here, we have stated the theorem for the most general gauge group, but it can be suitably
refined to obtain other gauge groups (with or without real structures) by imposing further
conditions on the holomorphic vector bundle E → PT (cf., [116, 117]).

In practical terms, the holomorphic structure on E can be encoded in a partial con-
nection D̄ : Ω0(PT , E) → Ω0,1(PT , E) obeying D̄2 = 0. Locally, such a partial connection
takes the form

D̄ = ∇̄+A , A ∈ Ω0,1(PT ,O ⊗ EndE) , (2.24)

and the condition that E|X is topologically trivial implies that, generically, there exists a
holomorphic trivialization for E|X [118–121]. This means that there generically exists a
holomorphic frame H : E|X → CN such that

D̄|XH = 0 . (2.25)

The HH gauge field on the HK manifold is then obtained from

H−1 λα Vαα̇H = −iλαAαα̇(x) , (2.26)

by an extension of Liouville’s theorem, where Vαα̇ is the dual of the frame eαα̇ for the
HK metric and Aαα̇ is valued in the Lie algebra of the gauge group. It follows that Aαα̇

transforms like a gauge potential on the HK manifold under gauge transformations of the
holomorphic frame of E|X . The field strength is then seen to be hyperholomorphic as a
consequence of the integrability of D̄ on twistor space.

3 Chiral algebras from twistor space

The description of HK gravitational fields and HH gauge fields in twistor space gives
a natural framework to study the symmetries of these sectors. By ‘symmetries of the
HK/HH sector,’ we mean those perturbations around a given, fixed HK/HH solution of the
Einstein/Yang-Mills equations which preserve the HK/HH conditions. In twistor space,
these are simply the perturbations of the holomorphic structures underpinning Theorems 1
and 2 .

This is particularly straightforward when considering the symmetries of the HK/HH
sector around the flat background (which is trivially HK or HH). In this section, we show
that the set of deformations of the HK and HH sectors in this case can be expanded in
a set of modes which form infinite-dimensional chiral algebras under the natural bracket
structures on twistor space.
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3.1 The HK sector and Lham(C2m)

Consider the twistor space PT of flat C4m with its natural HK structure. Theorem 1
indicates that symmetries of the HK sector around this flat background are given by in-
finitesimal deformations of the complex structure of PT which preserve its holomorphic
fibration over P1 and the Poisson structure on the C2m fibres. Just as when m = 1, PT can
be covered by two open subsets which exclude the north and south poles of the P1 base:

U = {Z ∈ PT|λ0 ̸= 0} , Ũ = {Z ∈ PT|λ1 ̸= 0} . (3.1)

A finite complex deformation corresponds to a non-trivial patching between these two open
sets, now with coordinates ZA = (µα̇, λα) and Z̃A = (µ̃α̇, λ̃α), respectively.

The requirement that such a deformation preserves the holomorphic fibration over P1

means that λ̃α = λα, while preserving the weighted holomorphic Poisson structure I on
the fibres means that the patching can be defined implicitly by a generating function of
canonical transformations on C2m:

G(λα, µ
1̇, . . . , µṁ, µ̃

˙m+1, . . . , µ̃
˙2m) , (3.2)

with

µ̃α̇ = εα̇β̇
∂G

∂µ̃β̇
, for α̇ = 1, . . . ,m ,

µα̇ = −εα̇β̇ ∂G

∂µβ̇
, for α̇ = m+ 1, . . . , 2m.

(3.3)

Clearly, for the patching to be well-defined projectively, the generating function G must be
homogeneous of weight two.

Infinitesimal deformations, corresponding to symmetries of the HK sector around flat
space, therefore correspond to Hamiltonian (with respect to the symplectic form εα̇β̇) func-
tions g(Z) = δG, with g(Z) taking values in O(2) and defined on the intersection U ∩ Ũ of
the open cover of PT. This means that g(Z) must be polynomial in the µα̇ twistor coordi-
nates on the fibres of π : PT → P1, but can be a generic Laurent series in the coordinates
on the Riemann sphere base. In other words, an infinitesimal deformation can be expanded
as

g(Z) =
∑
r∈Z

∑
p∈N2m

0

c[p; r] g[p; r] , (3.4)

where c[p; r] ∈ C are numerical coefficients, N0 is the set of natural numbers including zero
and the modes are defined by

g[p; r] :=
(µ1̇)p1 (µ2̇)p2 · · · (µ ˙2m)p2m

λP−2−r
0 λr1

(3.5)

for

p = (p1, . . . , p2m) ∈ N2m
0 , P :=

2m∑
i=1

pi ∈ N0 . (3.6)
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It is easy to verify that each of the modes g[p; r] is homogeneous of degree two, as required.
These modes form a closed algebra under the weighted Poisson bracket of PT:

{
g[p; r], g[q; s]

}
=

m∑
i=1

(pi qi+m − pi+m qi) g[p+ q− 1i − 1i+m; r + s] , (3.7)

where
(1i)j = δij . (3.8)

To understand how to interpret this algebra, note that writing

g[p; r] =
w[p]

λP−2−r
0 λr1

, (3.9)

one finds that w[p] form a basis for the Poisson-diffeomorphisms of C2m with the algebra

{
w[p], w[q]

}
=

m∑
i=1

(pi qi+m − pi+m qi)w[p+ q− 1i − 1i+m] , (3.10)

being ham(C2m), the Lie algebra of Hamiltonian (with respect to the weighted symplectic
structure dual to I) vector fields on C2m. Inclusion of rational dependence on the holomor-
phic coordinates of P1 then amounts to taking the complexification of the loop algebra of
ham(C2m). Indeed, working on the patch U where λ0 ̸= 0, one can define λ ≡ λ1/λ0, for
which

g[p; r] =
w[p]

λr
, (3.11)

with λ ∈ C playing the role of a complexified loop parameter.
Thus, the algebra of infinitesimal deformations of the HK structure of 4m-dimensional

flat space forms the algebra Lham(C2m). On the ‘spacetime’ C4m, these infinitesimal defor-
mations correspond to linearised HK gravitational perturbations: that is, gravitons whose
linearised curvature tensor is contained in the totally symmetric representation of sp(m,C).
In fact, this is an example of a chiral algebra, a meromorphic vertex algebra defined on the
Riemann sphere. To see this, note that the modes g[p; r] can be defined as the coefficients
in a formal Laurent series

g[p](z) :=
w[p]

λ− z
=
∑
r∈Z

g[p; r] zr−1 , (3.12)

where z is an affine coordinate on the Riemann sphere. It then follows that

{
g[p](z), g[q](z′)

}
=

1

z − z′

m∑
i=1

(pi qi+m − pi+m qi) g[p+ q− 1i − 1i+m](z′)

+O
(
(z − z′)0

)
, (3.13)

which is precisely the form of an operator product expansion in a chiral algebra. In other
words, HK gravitational perturbations to flat space form the chiral algebra Lham(C2m)

under the Poisson bracket on twistor space.
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Each of the modes g[p; r] of the algebra Lham(C2m) corresponds to a linear HK grav-
itational field on C4m. The linearised metric perturbations corresponding to a particular
mode are constructed through the usual contour integral formulae [122–124]:

hαα̇ββ̇(x) =
ια ιβ
2πi

∮
Dλ

⟨λ ι⟩2
∂2g[p; r]

∂µα̇ ∂µβ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
X

=
ια ιβ
2πi

∮
dλ

∂2g[p; r]

∂µα̇ ∂µβ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
X

,

(3.14)

where Dλ = ⟨λ dλ⟩ is the holomorphic measure on the twistor line X. In these expressions,
the contour integral is taken around poles on the twistor line (or, in the second line, the
complex plane parametrized by λ) and the constant spinor ια corresponds to a gauge choice
for the metric perturbation. Taking ια = (0, 1), on the patch where λα = (1, λ) it follows
that ⟨ι λ⟩ = 1 and the integral formula can be written as a contour integral on the complex
λ-plane.

To see that these metric perturbations are themselves HK, one can compute their
linearised Riemann tensor. It is easy to show that the only non-vanishing irreducible is

ψ̃α̇β̇γ̇δ̇(x) =
1

2πi

∮
Dλ

∂4g[p; r]

∂µα̇ · · · ∂µδ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
X

=
1

2πi

∮
dλ

∂4g[p; r]

∂µα̇ · · · ∂µδ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
X

.

(3.15)

As required, this is the totally symmetric sp(m,C) irreducible, and dependence on the
gauge choice ια has completely dropped out.

3.2 The HH sector and Lg[C2m]

Consider non-abelian gauge fields on C4m equipped with its natural HK structure; Theo-
rem 2 states that HH bundles are described by holomorphic vector bundles4 E → PT which
are trivial on each twistor line X corresponding to x ∈ C4m. Therefore, symmetries of the
HH sector around the trivial configuration of flat gauge fields correspond to infinitesimal
deformations of the holomorphic structure on a holomorphically and topologically trivial
vector bundle E → PT.

Now, the holomorphic structure of E → PT is generally encoded in a patching function
F(Z) which takes values in EndE and is homogeneous of weight zero. This must be analytic
on U ∩ Ũ and can generically be split on twistor lines as [25, 116, 126]

F(Z)|X = H̃(x, λ)H−1(x, λ) , (3.16)

for matrices H, H̃ which are analytic on U and Ũ , respectively. These matrices give
holomorphic frames for E → PT, in the sense that they obey (2.25) and serve to define the
associated partial connection D̄ on E.

4Throughout, we will be agnostic as to the particular choice of gauge group, working with GL(N,C) in
the first instance. As ever, specific gauge groups (including SL(N,C), SU(N), SO(N) or Sp(N)) can be
obtained by endowing the bundle E → PT and PT itself with additional structures (cf.,[116, 117, 125, 126]).
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For a trivial gauge field, this partial connection is simply D̄ = ∂̄ and the patching
function is trivial: F(Z)|X = id. Therefore, infinitesimal deformations, corresponding
to symmetries of the HH sector around flat gauge fields, correspond to functions a(Z)
homogeneous of weight zero, defined on the intersection U∩Ũ and valued in endomorphisms
of a (topologically and holomorphically) trivial bundle over PT. This means that a(Z) must
be a polynomial in µα̇, a generic Laurent series in λα, and valued in g, the Lie algebra of
the gauge group, since EndE can be identified with g for the trivial bundle.

This gives an infinitesimal deformation of the patching function on E which can be
expanded in modes

aa(Z) =
∑
r∈Z

∑
p∈N2m

0

c[p; r]Sa[p; r] , (3.17)

where a = 1, . . . ,dim g runs over the adjoint representation of the gauge group and the
modes are defined by

Sa[p; r] := Ta (µ
1̇)p1 (µ2̇)p2 · · · (µ ˙2m)p2m

λP−r
0 λr1

= Ta (µ
1̇)p1 (µ2̇)p2 · · · (µ ˙2m)p2m

λr
, (3.18)

where Ta is a generator of the Lie algebra g. The second equality of (3.18) demonstrates
that, as in the HK case, λ can be viewed as a complexified loop parameter. These modes
form an algebra under the commutator in the Lie algebra:[

Sa[p; r], Sb[q; s]
]
= fabc Sc[p+ q; r + s] , (3.19)

for fabc the structure constants of g.
Writing each mode as

Sa[p; r] =
va[p]

λP−r
0 λr1

, va[p] := Ta (µ1̇)p1 (µ2̇)p2 · · · (µ ˙2m)p2m , (3.20)

the objects va[p] can be viewed as degree P polynomial maps from the C2m fibres of PT
into g. Thus, the algebra (3.19) is the loop algebra of the Lie algebra of polynomial maps
C2m → g, denoted Lg[C2m]. This is again a chiral algebra, as is apparent by defining the
formal Laurent series

Sa[p](z) :=
va[p]

λ− z
=
∑
r∈Z

Sa[p; r] zr−1 . (3.21)

for z an affine coordinate on the Riemann sphere. It is then straightforward to show that[
Sa[p](z), Sb[q](z′)

]
=

fabc

z − z′
Sc[p+ q](z′) +O

(
(z − z′)0

)
, (3.22)

as expected for a chiral vertex operator algebra.

Each mode Sa[p; r] of Lg[C2m] corresponds to a linear HH gauge field, or gluon, on
C4m. As in the gravitational case, it is straightforward to recover the linear gauge field
from each mode via a contour integral formula [118, 122]:

aaαα̇(x) =
ια
2πi

∮
Dλ

⟨λ ι⟩
∂Sa[p; r]

∂µα̇

∣∣∣∣
X

=
ια
2πi

∮
dλ

∂Sa[p; r]

∂µα̇

∣∣∣∣
X

,

(3.23)
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with the choice of constant spinor ια = (0, 1) again corresponding to a choice of gauge for
the HH gluon. It is easy to show that the linearised field strength associated to (3.23) has
only the HH irreducible under the decomposition (2.19), corresponding to

f̃α̇β̇(x) =
1

2πi

∮
Dλ

∂2Sa[p; r]

∂µα̇∂µβ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
X

=
1

2πi

∮
dλ

∂2Sa[p; r]

∂µα̇∂µβ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
X

,

(3.24)

as required.

4 Twistor sigma models and chiral algebras

We have seen how the chiral algebras Lham(C2m) and Lg[C2m] emerge as the symmetry
algebras of the hyperkähler (HK) and hyperholomorphic (HH) sectors of gravity and gauge
theory around flat space in 4m-dimensions. These algebras are formed by the natural
structures on twistor space describing the HK and HH sectors: a weighted holomorphic
Poisson structure in the HK case, and the Lie bracket associated to the gauge algebra in
the HH case. In this sense, the algebras appear almost kinematically from twistor space.

However, these chiral algebras can also be seen to emerge directly from dynamical
descriptions of the HK and HH sectors in terms of certain classical 2d CFTs, referred to
as twistor sigma models. These give variational principles for the underlying holomorphic
objects in the twistor construction. In the HK case, these are the holomorphic curves in
twistor space corresponding to points in the HK manifold, while in the HH setting they are
holomorphic frames encoding the HH gauge field on spacetime. By considering deformations
of these holomorphic structures, vertex operators corresponding to HK/HH perturbations
are obtained in these twistor sigma models.

The chiral symmetry algebras can then be realized in the twistor sigma models by
defining charges associated to the algebra modes. These charges coincide with the vertex
operators associated to each mode via the Čech-Dolbeault correspondence, and their algebra
under the operator product expansion (OPE) of the twistor sigma model forms the chiral
symmetry algebra.

4.1 Gravity

The HK metric associated to a twistor space PT is encoded in its holomorphic rational
curves, though the construction (2.14) – (2.18). In terms of the Hamiltonian h(Z) defining
the deformed complex structure on PT , these curves are determined by the differential
equation (2.15):

∂̄|XF α̇(x, λ) =
∂h

∂µα̇

∣∣∣∣
X

. (4.1)

The twistor sigma model for the corresponding 4m-dimensional HK structure is an action
whose Euler-Lagrange equations are (4.1), giving these holomorphic curves. This takes the
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form of a chiral, 2d classical CFT [92]:

S[µα̇] =
1

ℏ

∫
X

Dλ

⟨λ o⟩2 ⟨λ ι⟩2
(
µα̇ ∂̄|Xµα̇ − 2h|X

)
, (4.2)

where ℏ is a formal parameter; the integral is over the Riemann sphere X ∼= P1; µα̇ =

F α̇(x, λ) are sections of O(1) → P1; and h|X = h(µ = F, λ). It is easy to see that (4.1)
are the equations of motion for this action. The constant spinors oα, ια – normalized
so that ⟨ι o⟩ = 1 – appearing in the measure of (4.2) amount to a gauge choice for the
resulting holomorphic curves, namely that F α̇(x, λ) has first-order zeros at λα = oα, ια.
For consistency, this also requires that the Hamiltonian h|X have second order zeros at
these points on the Riemann sphere5.

Beyond providing a variational principle for the holomorphic curves in PT , the twistor
sigma model directly encodes the HK structure on spacetime. Indeed, it can be shown that
evaluated on-shell – that is, on solutions of (4.1) – the twistor sigma model is related to a
potential Ω(x) for the HK metric [92]:

Ω(x) = x2 − ℏ
4πi

S[F ] , (4.3)

where S[F ] indicates the action (4.2) evaluated on µα̇ = F α̇(x, λ) a solution of (4.1). The
scalar Ω(x) is known as the first Plebanski potential [127], and defines a frame

eαα̇ =

(
oα dx

αα̇, −oγ ιδ ∂2Ω

∂xγα̇∂xδβ̇
ια dx

αβ̇

)
. (4.4)

That the metric (2.18) associated to this frame is HK follows from the fact that Ω(x) obeys

det

(
oα ιβ

∂2Ω

∂xαα̇∂xββ̇

)
= 2 , (4.5)

a condition often referred to as ‘the first heavenly equation’ [127].

Thus, the twistor sigma model (4.2) directly encodes the HK structure on spacetime,
both through its equations of motion and its on-shell values. As we saw in Section 3.1, an
infinitesimal deformation of the HK structure corresponds on twistor space to a Hamiltonian
g(Z) which is homogeneous of weight two and polynomial in µα̇ but Laurent in λα. This
acts as

δµα̇ =
{
g, µα̇

}
= εβ̇α̇

∂g

∂µβ̇
, δh = ∇̄g = ∂̄g + {h, g} , (4.6)

so we see that g is only a symmetry of the twistor sigma model – and thus preserves the
HK metric on spacetime – if it is holomorphic with respect to the complex structure on
PT : δh = ∇̄g = 0.

5It is possible to reformulate the twistor sigma model in a way that does not explicitly break Möbius
invariance in this way, by working with curves of homogeneity −1 [92]. Here, we prefer to work with positive
degree to make closer contact with constructions more familiar in the scattering amplitudes literature.
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For C4m, where h = 0, this means that g only preserves the flat HK metric if ∂̄g = 0;
that is, if g is holomorphic. However, a generic infinitesimal deformation is Laurent, rather
than holomorphic, in the P1 base of PT, as the mode expansion (3.4) indicates. Therefore,
a generic deformation does not preserve the metric: it is not a true symmetry of the
twistor sigma model and thus alters the potential Ω and hence the HK metric (although
the deformation is still HK). This is, of course, what we expect: Lham(C2m) are symmetries
of the HK sector around flat space, not of the HK metric of C4m itself. For instance,

gb(Z) = bαα̇ λα µ
α̇ , (4.7)

obeys ∂̄gb = 0 and is a symmetry of the twistor sigma model, but corresponds on spacetime
simply to the translation generated by the vector bαα̇∂αα̇.

So, given a generic Hamiltonian deformation g of PT, one can define an associated
charge

Qg =
1

2πi

∮
g

Dλ

⟨λ o⟩2 ⟨λ ι⟩2
, (4.8)

with g understood to be pulled back to P1 via the incidence relation (2.9) and the contour
taken around poles6. This charge will be conserved only if g is globally holomorphic (in
which case it is simply a symmetry of C4m).

The algebra of these charges is determined by the free, classical theory

Sfree[µ] =

∫
X

Dλ

⟨λ o⟩2 ⟨λ ι⟩2
∧ µα̇ ∂̄|Xµα̇ , (4.9)

which has the simple OPE

µα̇(λ)µβ̇(λ′) ∼ εα̇β̇

⟨λλ′⟩
⟨o λ⟩ ⟨ι λ⟩ ⟨o λ′⟩ ⟨ι λ′⟩ , (4.10)

where dependence on xαα̇ has been suppressed. With this, one finds that the semi-classical
OPE between charges corresponds to the canonical commutation relations:

[
Qg, Q

′
g

]
=

1

(2πi)2

∮ ∮
{g, g′}
⟨λλ′⟩

DλDλ′

⟨o λ⟩ ⟨ι λ⟩ ⟨o λ′⟩ ⟨ι λ′⟩

=
1

2πi

∮
{g, g′} Dλ

⟨o λ⟩2 ⟨ι λ⟩2
= Q{g,g′} , (4.11)

with the semi-classical constraint meaning that only a single Wick contraction between the
charges is allowed.

It then follows immediately that if we define the charge

Q[p; r] =
1

2πi

∮
g[p; r]

Dλ

⟨λ o⟩2 ⟨λ ι⟩2
, (4.12)

6Observe that the poles from ⟨λ o⟩ = 0 = ⟨λ ι⟩ in the measure do not contribute, since by assumption
all data (including the Hamiltonian g) must have second order zeros at these points for the twistor sigma
model to be well-defined.
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associated to a given mode, the semi-classical OPE between these charges gives[
Q[p; r], Q[q; s]

]
= Q{g[p;r],g[q;s]}

=
m∑
i=1

(pi qi+m − pi+m qi)Q[p+ q− 1i − 1i+m; r + s] ,
(4.13)

which is precisely the chiral algebra Lham(C2m). Thus, as expected, the chiral symmetry
algebra of the HK sector around flat space is captured by the algebra of associated charges
in the twistor sigma model under OPE.

Note that there is a dictionary between the charges Qg and vertex operators in the
twistor sigma model representing the HK gravitational perturbations. These vertex opera-
tors are given by

Vh =

∫
Dλ

⟨λ o⟩2 ⟨λ ι⟩2
∧ h|X , h ∈ H0,1(PT,O(2)) , (4.14)

where h now represents an infinitesimal perturbation to the complex structure on PT. Any
such h has a representative in Čech cohomology (by the Čech-Dolbeault isomorphism).
For instance, on U , h = ∂̄g0 by the Poincaré lemma, and similarly h = ∂̄g1 on Ũ , for g0
and g1 smooth functions of homogeneity two. Then g = g0 − g1 is holomorphic on U ∩ Ũ
and defined up to the addition of holomorphic functions extending across both open sets;
this means that g defines a cohomology class in the Čech cohomology group Ȟ1(PT,O(2))

and can be expanded in the modes g[p; r]. This Čech-Dolbeault isomorphism gives an
equivalence between the vertex operators (4.14) and charges (4.8) Qg = Vh which holds
inside the contour of integration for the charge.

4.2 Gauge theory

The HH sector of gauge theory on C4m is described by a twistor sigma model which is
classically equivalent to a worldsheet current algebra pulled back to twistor lines [90, 91,
128]:

S[ρ, ρ̄] =

∫
X
ρ̄i D̄|Xρi , (4.15)

where D̄|X is the partial connection (2.24) on the bundle E → PT pulled back to a twistor
line X ∼= P1; and ρi, ρ̄i are fermionic sections of K1/2

P1 valued in the fundamental and anti-
fundamental representations of the gauge group, respectively. Extrema of this action are
simply those fermions which are holomorphic with respect to the partial connection, pulled
back to P1.

To see what this has to do with HH gauge fields, write

ρ̄i(λ) =

√
Dλ

⟨λ o⟩
αi(λ) , ρi(λ) =

√
Dλ

⟨λ ι⟩
βi(λ) , (4.16)

where the fermionic scalars αi and βi have simple zeros at the points λα = oα and λα = ια,
respectively. One can then construct a matrix

H i
j(x, λ) = βi αj , (4.17)
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which automatically obeys D̄|XH = 0, the equation of motion (2.25) for a holomorphic
frame of E → PT from which the HH gauge field is constructed via (2.26).

As we saw in Section 3.2, infinitesimal deformations of a HH gauge field are given on
twistor space by functions a(Z) valued in endomorphisms of E → PT which are homo-
geneous of weight zero, polynomial in µα̇ and Laurent in λα. This effectively defines an
infinitesimal gauge transformation

D̄ → D̄ + D̄a , (4.18)

from which we observe that a is only a symmetry of (4.15) if it is holomorphic with respect
to the partial connection on E: D̄a = 0.

Around a trivial (flat) HH field configuration, where EndE ∼= g trivally, this means
that aa(Z) = Ta a(Z) is only a true symmetry of the twistor sigma model if ∂̄aa = 0, or
aa(Z) is holomorphic. Thus, just as we saw in the gravitational case, a generic deformation
of the trivial HH structure is not a symmetry of the twistor sigma model.

Now, from the fields ρ̄i, ρi of the twistor sigma model, we can form the Kac-Moody
current

ja(λ) := (Ta)ij ρ̄i(λ) ρ
j(λ) , (4.19)

where Ta is a generator of g and normal ordering for the fermions is implicit. Using this,
the charge associated to any HH perturbation a(Z) can be defined as

Qa =
1

2πi

∮
ja a , (4.20)

with a pulled back to P1 via the incidence relations (2.9) and the contour taken around
poles. This is a conserved charge only if a(Z) is holomorphic.

The algebra of these charges around a flat gauge field configuration on C4m is now
determined by the free classical theory

Sfree[ρ, ρ̄] =

∫
X
ρ̄i ∂̄|Xρi , (4.21)

for which the fermions have the OPE

ρ̄i(λ) ρ
j(λ′) ∼ δji

√
DλDλ′

⟨λλ′⟩
. (4.22)

This in turn induces the semi-classical OPE

ja(λ) jb(λ′) ∼ fabc
jc(λ′)

⟨λλ′⟩
⟨ι λ′⟩
⟨ιλ⟩

Dλ , (4.23)

where the rational factor depending on ια = (0, 1) is a gauge choice corresponding to
inverting the ∂̄|X -operator. Note the absence of a double pole in (4.23), which would
typically be associated with the level of the Kac-Moody algebra. This is because we only
consider the semi-classical OPE; the double pole arises from a double Wick contraction
between the fermionic constituents of the Kac-Moody currents and is quantum mechanical
in nature.
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Armed with these OPEs, it is straightforward to compute the algebra of charges

[Qa, Qa′ ] =
1

(2πi)2

∮ ∮
fabc jc(λ′)

Dλ ⟨ι λ′⟩
⟨λλ′⟩ ⟨ι λ⟩

a(λ) a′(λ′)

=
fabc

2πi

∮
a a′ jc = Q[a,a′] . (4.24)

It then follows that for the charges associated to the modes of any a(z)

Qa[p; r] =
1

2πi

∮
(Sa[p; r])ij ρ̄i ρ

j , (4.25)

one obtains [
Qa[p; r], Qb[q; s]

]
= fabcQc[p+ q; r + s] , (4.26)

which is the chiral algebra Lg[C2m], as expected.
In addition, there is a dictionary between the charges Qa and vertex operators in

the twistor sigma model corresponding to HH gluons. This mirrors the Čech-Dolbeault
isomorphism already discussed in the gravitational setting, with the vertex operators given
by

VA =

∫
ja ∧ A , A ∈ H0,1(PT,O) , (4.27)

with A being the Dolbeault representative of the a(Z) in Čech cohomology.

5 Conformally soft modes and holomorphic collinear limits

In 4d, the twistor chiral algebras Lham(C2) and Lg[C2] were first discovered by considering
gravitons and gluons in a conformal primary basis [1, 2], where wavefunctions transform
like conformal primaries on the celestial 2-sphere of null directions. It was then shown
that the conformally soft tower of positive helicity gravitons or gluons [10–17] form a chiral
algebra under holomorphic collinear limits [18]; equivalence with Lham(C2) and Lg[C2]

emerges in this framework only after a rather non-trivial re-labeling of the conformally
soft modes [20]. Chiral algebras are natural in the context of celestial holography, with
the holomorphic collinear limit coinciding with the holomorphic OPE limit on the celestial
2-sphere [12, 19].

However, in d > 4 dimensions, where the celestial sphere is Sd−2, there is no clear
reason why a chiral algebra should emerge from some notion of collinear limits. Indeed, for
general d, Sd−2 does not even admit an almost complex structure. In this section, we show
that for d = 4m, the complex massless momenta of HK or HH modes are parametrized
by a P1 × P2m−1 ⊂ S4m−2

C , inside the complexified celestial sphere S4m−2
C . This gives rise

to a notion of ‘holomorphic’ collinear limit which is intrinsically one complex-dimensional,
providing a direct link between the twistorial chiral algebras Lham(C2m)/Lg[C2m] and
algebras of conformally soft gravitons/gluons under this holomorphic collinear limit.
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5.1 HK/HH kinematics

Making use of the underlying HK structure, generic gluon or graviton momentum eigen-
states in 4m-dimensional flat space can be written as

aaαα̇ = Ta ϵαα̇ e
i k·x , hαα̇ββ̇ = ϵαα̇ ϵββ̇ e

i k·x , (5.1)

where k2 = 0 = k · ϵ and ϵ · ϵ = 0. Since the HK structure of C4m is complexified
from Euclidean signature, we assume that the momenta are also complex (as there are no
Euclidean-real null vectors).

Consider the momentum kαα̇ itself. Just as in 4-dimensions, it is clear that any 4m-
vector which is simple

kαα̇simple = κα κ̃α̇ , (5.2)

will be null, since
k2simple = εαβ εα̇β̇ κ

α κ̃α̇ κβ κ̃β̇ = ⟨κκ⟩ [κ̃ κ̃] = 0 , (5.3)

by the skew-symmetry of εαβ and εα̇β̇ . However, unlike in 4-dimensions, not every null
vector in 4m-dimensions takes this form for m > 1. This is easy to see on dimensional
grounds: the space of complexified null momenta in 4m-dimensions is (4m−1)-dimensional,
while the space of simple null momenta is (2m+1)-dimensional7. In particular, for m > 1,
there are vectors kαα̇ which are null with respect to the symplectic form εα̇β̇ of Sp(m,C)
but not εαβ .

A general null vector can then be parametrized as

kαα̇ = καa κ̃α̇a , a = 1, 2 , (5.4)

subject to the constraint [κ̃1 κ̃2] = 0. Note that when m > 1, this does not force κ̃α̇1 to be
proportional to κ̃α̇2 . Now, there are initially 4m+4 degrees of freedom in the parametrization
(5.4) (4 from καa and 4m from κ̃α̇a ), from which we must subtract 4 due to the invariance
under GL(2,C) transformations

καa → κα b Λa
b , κ̃α̇a → (Λ−1)a

b κ̃α̇b , (5.5)

as well as another one degree of freedom due to the constraint [κ̃1 κ̃2] = 0. This leaves
4m− 1 degrees of freedom in (5.4), precisely the number required for a general null vector
in 4m-dimensions.

Next, let us consider the structure of a polarization vector ϵαα̇ associated to a HH
gluon. In doing this, it makes sense to demand that the resulting polarization should be
consistent with the case of a simple momentum (5.2), where the structure of the polarization
is inherited from that of a positive helicity gluon in 4-dimensions (cf., [90, 129–133]):

ϵHH
αα̇

∣∣∣
simple

=
ια κ̃α̇
⟨κ ι⟩

, (5.6)

7This counting is given by the 2 components of κα plus the 2m components of κ̃α̇, minus the overall
projective rescaling κα → r κα, κ̃α̇ → r−1 κ̃α̇ which leaves kαα̇ invariant.
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where the choice of constant SL(2,C) spinor ια simply corresponds to fixing the residual
gauge freedom in terms of a lightfront gauge condition.

Consistency with (5.6) in the case of simple momenta then means that a HH polariza-
tion vector should take the form

εHH
αα̇ = ϵaα κ̃α̇ a , (5.7)

for some ϵaα. Now, the HH conditions (2.23) on the linearized field strength associated to
such a polarization lead to the conditions

κa(α ϵ
b
β) [κ̃a κ̃b] = 0 , κa(α ϵ

b
β) κ̃[α̇ |a| κ̃β̇] b = 0 . (5.8)

The first of these is trivially satisfied thanks to the null momentum constraint [κ̃1 κ̃2] = 0,
but the second requires

κ̃[α̇ |a| κ̃β̇] b = 0 , (5.9)

which sets κ̃α̇1 ∝ κ̃α̇2 . In other words, the HH condition forces the gluon momentum to be
simple, of the form (5.2)! It is straightforward to see that the same thing happens for HK
gravitons.

At first, this might seem alarming, as the HK/HH condition restricts the kinematics of
a graviton/gluon at the level of its momentum. However, a bit of thought reveals that this
is actually to be expected. For m > 1 the HH equations (2.23) overconstrain the underlying
gauge field [89, 109]: this is because there are 3m(2m− 1) equations while the gauge field
itself has 4m components (before gauge-fixing). When m > 1, this number of equations
is always greater than the degrees of freedom in the gauge field, so the HH equations are
an overconstrained system8. In other words, for m > 1 the HH conditions do more than
select one of the 4m−2 on-shell polarizations of a gluon; they also constrain its momentum
to lie on a codimension 2m − 2 subvariety of the null cone. The same story holds for HK
gravitons.

Thus, it follows that all HK gravitons and HH gluons on C4m have a simple momentum
of the form (5.2), with the underlying polarization vector of the form (5.6). By separating
out the projective scale inherent in the parametrization of a simple null momentum, this
can be written as

kαα̇ = ω zα z̃α̇ , (5.10)

where ω is the frequency, zα are homogeneous coordinates on P1 and z̃α̇ are homogeneous
coordinates on P2m−1. Therefore, for HK/HH fields, the complexified celestial sphere S4m−2

C
is replaced by the subvariety P1 × P2m−1. In particular, there is an emergent 2-sphere
P1 ∼= S2, with affine holomorphic coordinate z appearing as

zα = (1, z) , (5.11)

on the z0 ̸= 0 patch of P1.
8This does not mean that there are no interesting HH field configurations. Indeed, Theorem 2 shows that

HH fields can be constructed from generic holomorphic data on twistor space, and there are also explicit
ADHM-like constructions [110].
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The inner product between simple null momenta then takes the form

ki · kj = ωi ωj ⟨zi zj⟩ [z̃i z̃j ] = ωi ωj (zi − zj) [z̃i z̃j ] . (5.12)

This allows us to define a notion of holomorphic collinear limit for simple null momenta in
4m-dimensions, as:

ki · kj → 0 , as zi − zj → 0 , [z̃i z̃j ] ̸= 0 . (5.13)

This is the natural generalization of the usual holomorphic collinear limit when m = 1,
with the added advantage that it coincides with a holomorphic OPE limit on the Riemann
sphere parametrized by zα or z for such simple null momenta.

5.2 Conformal primary and conformally soft wavefunctions

The Mellin transform of a momentum eigenstate with respect to its frequency defines a
conformal primary wavefunction [1, 2]: a solution of the massless free field equations which
transforms as a conformal primary on the celestial sphere. This general statement, of course,
remains true for HK/HH fields. However, as we’ve seen, these states have restricted kine-
matics, and are specified in momentum space by a frequency ω and a point in P1 × P2m−1,
viewed as a subvariety of the complexified celestial sphere. As such, HK/HH conformal pri-
maries have an emergent two-dimensional conformal symmetry associated with the action
of Lorentz transformations on the P1 ∼= S2 portion of the on-shell phase space.

Let us see how this works explicitly for a HK graviton. With momentum (5.10), the
Čech and Dolbeault representatives for the HK graviton wavefunction are

g =
1

2πi

⟨ι λ⟩3

ω2 ⟨ι z⟩3
1

⟨λ z⟩
exp

(
iω

[µ z̃] ⟨ι z⟩
⟨ι λ⟩

)
,

h =
⟨ι λ⟩3

ω2 ⟨ι z⟩3
δ̄
(
⟨λ z⟩

)
exp

(
iω

[µ z̃] ⟨ι z⟩
⟨ι λ⟩

)
,

(5.14)

where

δ̄
(
⟨λ z⟩

)
:=

1

2πi
∂̄

(
1

⟨λ z⟩

)
, (5.15)

is the holomorphic delta function. It is straightforward to see that feeding this into the
integral formulae (3.14), (3.15) gives rise to the expected momentum eigenstate wavefunc-
tions:

hαα̇ββ̇(x) = ια ιβ z̃α̇ z̃β̇ e
i k·x , (5.16)

where zα = (1, z) so that ⟨ι z⟩ = 1.
As usual, the conformal primary wavefunction in twistor space is defined by performing

a Mellin transform with respect to the frequency, ω. Doing this Mellin transform for the
Dolbeault representative in (5.14) gives:

h∆ :=

∫ ∞

0
dω ω∆−1 h =

(−i)−∆ Γ(∆− 2)

[µ z̃]∆−2
δ̄∆(⟨λ z⟩) , (5.17)
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where

δ̄∆(⟨λ z⟩) :=
(
⟨ι λ⟩
⟨ι z⟩

)∆+1

δ̄(⟨λ, z⟩) , (5.18)

is shorthand for a holomorphic delta function of weight ∆ in λα, the homogeneous co-
ordinate on twistor lines. Observe that the functional form of these twistor conformal
primary representatives is independent of the spacetime dimension: (5.17) are the same as
the twistor representatives for positive helicity conformal primary gravitons in d = 4 [15].

Now, due to the factor of Γ(∆ − 2) appearing in (5.17), it follows that these wave-
functions have simple poles at the usual values ∆ = k = 2, 1, 0,−1, . . ., which – due to
the Mellin transform – correspond to the terms in a soft expansion of the wavefunction in
momentum space [17]. Conformally soft wavefunctions on twistor space are then defined
by extracting the residues of these poles:

hsoftk = Res∆=kh∆ =
i−k

(2− k)!
[µ z̃]2−k δ̄k(⟨λ z⟩) . (5.19)

Now, it is easy to see that these conformally soft wavefunctions can be expanded (using the
multinomial theorem) as

hsoftk = i−k δ̄k(⟨λ z⟩)
∑
p∈N0
P=2−k

w[p]
(z̃1̇)

p1 · · · (z̃ ˙2m)p2m

p1! p2! · · · p2m!
, (5.20)

where w[p] = (µ1̇)p1 · · · (µ ˙2m)p2m are the polynomial modes on the C2m fibres of PT.
The modes in the expansion (5.20) are then

iP−2 δ̄2−P (⟨λ z⟩)w[p] ∈ H0,1(PT,O(2)) , (5.21)

which define vertex operators in the twistor sigma model of the form

V [p](z) = iP−2

∫
Dλ

⟨λ o⟩2 ⟨λ ι⟩2
w[p] δ̄2−P (⟨λ z⟩) . (5.22)

Under the Čech-Dolbeault isomorphism, these correspond to the family of charges

Q[p](z) =
iP−2

2πi

∮
γz

w[p] ⟨ι λ⟩3−P

⟨λ z⟩ ⟨ι z⟩3−P

Dλ

⟨λ o⟩2 ⟨λ ι⟩2

=
iP−2

2πi

∮
γz

g[p](z)
dλ

λ2
,

(5.23)

with the second equality following on the affine patch where ⟨ι z⟩ = 1 = ⟨ι λ⟩ and ⟨o λ⟩ = λ.
Here, the contour of integration is a small circle around ⟨λ z⟩ = 0

γz =

{∣∣∣∣⟨λ z⟩⟨λι⟩

∣∣∣∣ < ϵ

}
, (5.24)

for ϵ sufficiently small enough that this is the only pole in the λ-plane which falls inside the
contour.
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In summary, the conformally soft HK degrees of freedom can be expanded in the
modes of Lham(C2m), which in turn induce a family of charges in the twistor sigma model
describing the HK sector.

The story proceeds along similar lines for the conformal primary wavefunctions of HH
gluons. In this case, the twistor Dolbeault representative for a conformal primary HH gluon
is [15]

A∆ =
(−i)∆−1 Γ(∆− 1)

[µ z̃]∆−1
δ̄∆−1(⟨λ z⟩) , (5.25)

which has poles at ∆ = k = 1, 0,−1,−2, . . . corresponding to the conformally soft tower.
The resulting conformally soft wavefunctions are

Asoft
k = Res∆=kA∆ =

i1−k

(1− k)!
[µ z̃]1−k δ̄k−1(⟨λ z⟩)

= i1−k δ̄k−1(⟨λ z⟩)
∑
p∈N0
P=1−k

w[p]
(z̃1̇)

p1 · · · (z̃ ˙2m)p2m

p1! p2! · · · p2m!
,

(5.26)

where we have expanded the wavefunction in modes in the second line using the multinomial
theorem.

The modes
iP δ̄−P (⟨λ z⟩)w[p] ∈ H0,1(PT,O) , (5.27)

then define vertex operators

V a[p](z) = iP
∫
ja ∧ δ̄−P (⟨λ z⟩)w[p] , (5.28)

and the corresponding charges

Qa[p](z) =
iP

2πi

∮
γz

w[p] ⟨ι λ⟩1−P

⟨λ z⟩ ⟨ι z⟩1−P
ja

=
iP

2πi

∮
γz

ρ̄ Sa[p](z) ρ ,

(5.29)

in the twistor sigma model. So, we see that the conformally soft HH degrees of freedom can
be expanded in modes of Lg[C2m], inducing a family of charges in the twistor sigma model.

5.3 Soft HK graviton symmetries

It is now possible to compute the action of a charge (5.23) corresponding to the modes
of a conformally soft HK graviton on a hard HK graviton. The action of these charges is
governed by the semiclassical OPE (4.10) of the twistor sigma model, which gives rise to

Q[p](z)h∆(Z; z
′, z̃) ∼ iP−2

2πi

∮
⟨λ ι⟩ ⟨λ o⟩

⟨λ′ λ⟩ ⟨ι λ′⟩ ⟨o λ′⟩
∂w[p]

∂µα̇

∂h∆
∂µα̇

Dλ′ ⟨ι λ′⟩3−P

⟨λ′ z⟩ ⟨ι z⟩3−P

=
iP−2

⟨z λ⟩
⟨ι λ⟩3−P

⟨ι z⟩3−P

∂w[p]

∂µα̇

∂h∆
∂µα̇

(Z; z′, z̃) , (5.30)
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with the second line following after deforming the contour of integration to surround the
pole ⟨λλ′⟩ = 0 in the first line.

Now, recall that in the hard HK graviton wavefunction (5.17) there is the holomorphic
delta function δ̄∆(⟨λ z′⟩). On the support of this delta function, we can replace

⟨z λ⟩ → ⟨z z′⟩ ⟨ι λ⟩
⟨ι z′⟩

, (5.31)

which gives

Q[p](z)h∆(Z; z
′, z̃) ∼ iP−2

⟨z z′⟩
⟨ι λ⟩2−P ⟨ι z′⟩

⟨ι z⟩3−P

{
w[p], h∆(Z; z

′, z̃)
}

∼ iP−2

z − z′
{w[p], h∆(Z; z′, z̃)}

⟨ι λ⟩P−2
.

(5.32)

Here, the second line is the result evaluated in the patch where ⟨ι z⟩ = 1 = ⟨ι z′⟩. This shows
that the OPE between the conformally soft charges and the HK graviton wavefunction is
equivalent to a celestial OPE ; namely, (5.32) takes the form of a holomorphic collinear
singularity on the Riemann sphere parametrized by the SL(2,C) components of the HK
graviton momenta. In particular, although the full (complexified) celestial sphere is (4m−
2)-complex-dimensional, the HK kinematics isolate a holomorphic collinear singularity on
a one-dimensional complex subvariety of this space.

At this stage, (5.32) gives the action of HK symmetries on twistor space, but this can
be rewritten to give the action directly on the celestial variety P1 × P2m−1 by computing
the Poisson bracket explicitly. To do this, we work on the coordinate patch where z̃1̇ ̸= 0,
identifying

z̃α̇ = (1, z̃2, . . . , z̃2m) = (1, z̃a) , (5.33)

for z̃a, a = 2, . . . , 2m, the affine coordinates on this patch. A straightforward, albeit tedious,
calculation shows that

{
w[p], [µ z̃]2−∆

}
=

(−1)P−p1+1

(∆− 3)P−2

p1 z̃m+1

p1−2∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 2m∏
b=2

∂̃pbb

− p1+m

p1−1∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 ∂̃
p1+m−1
1+m

∏
b ̸=1,1+m

∂̃pbb

+
m∑
i=2

pi z̃i+m

p1−1∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 ∂̃pi−1
i

∏
b̸=1,i

∂̃pbb

−pi+m z̃i

p1−1∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 ∂̃
pi+m−1
i+m

∏
b̸=1,i+m

∂̃pbb


 [µ z̃]P−∆ , (5.34)
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where (a)b is the falling factorial, ∂̃a ≡ ∂
∂z̃a

and Υ̃ is the differential operator

Υ̃ := z̃a
∂

∂z̃a
. (5.35)

Combining this with the pre-factors appearing in (5.32) gives

Q[p](z)h∆(z
′, z̃) ∼ −(−1)P−p1

z − z′

p1 z̃m+1

p1−2∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 2m∏
b=2

∂̃pbb

− p1+m

p1−1∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 ∂̃
p1+m−1
1+m

∏
b ̸=1,1+m

∂̃pbb

+

m∑
i=2

pi z̃i+m

p1−1∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 ∂̃pi−1
i

∏
b ̸=1,i

∂̃pbb

−pi+m z̃i

p1−1∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 ∂̃
pi+m−1
i+m

∏
b ̸=1,i+m

∂̃pbb


 h∆−P+2(z, z̃) , (5.36)

for the action of the HK symmetries on generic (hard) conformal primary HK gravitons.
This expression is now entirely in momentum space, and can be interpreted as a celestial
OPE for the action of the HK charges.

By expanding out the products appearing in (5.36), it is possible to partially resum
this expression, obtaining the slightly more compact formula

Q[p](z)h∆(z
′, z̃) ∼

−(−1)P−p1

z − z′


p1−1∑
L=0

Γ(∆− 1)

Γ(∆− p1 + L)

(
p1 − 1

L

) ∑
ℓ2,...,ℓ2m≥0

ℓ2+···+ℓ2m=L

L! p1 z̃m+1

ℓ2! · · · ℓ2m!

2m∏
b=2

z̃ℓbb ∂̃ℓb+pb
b

−
p1∑

L=0

Γ(∆− 1)

Γ(∆− 1− p1 + L)

(
p1
L

) ∑
ℓ2,...,ℓ2m≥0

ℓ2+···+ℓ2m=L

L! pm+1

ℓ2! · · · ℓ2m!
z̃
ℓm+1

m+1 ∂̃
pm+1+ℓm+1−1
m+1

2m∏
b ̸=m+1

z̃ℓbb ∂̃ℓb+pb
b

+
m∑
i=2

p1∑
L=0

Γ(∆− 1)

Γ− 1− p1 + L)

(
p1
L

) ∑
ℓ2,...,ℓ2m≥0

ℓ2+···+ℓ2m=L

L!

ℓ2! · · · ℓ2m!

pi z̃i+m z̃
ℓi
i ∂̃

ℓi+pi−1
i

∏
b ̸=i

z̃ℓbb ∂̃ℓb+pb
b

− pm+i z̃i z̃
ℓi+m

i+m ∂̃
ℓi+m+pi+m−1
i+m

∏
b ̸=i+m

z̃ℓbb ∂̃ℓb+pb
b


h∆−P+2(z, z̃) . (5.37)

It is easy to see that when m = 1, this expression reduces to formulae for the action of a
Lham(C2) charge on a positive helicity hard graviton (cf., [27, 33, 34]).
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5.4 Soft HH gluon symmetries

It is also possible to compute the action of HH symmetry charges on HH conformal primary
gluons; this calculation follows similar lines to the gravitational one above, with some minor
distinctions. Firstly, because the dynamics of the HH sector are encoded in the Kac-Moody
currents (4.19) and their OPEs (4.23), one must consider the charges acting on the vertex
operators (4.27), rather than the bare wavefunction (5.25) in isolation.

This means that one wishes to consider the semiclassical action of Qa[p](z) on the
conformal primary vertex operator

V b
∆(z

′, z̃) = (−i)∆−1 Γ(∆− 1)

∫
jb ∧ δ̄∆−1(⟨λ z′⟩)

[µ z̃]∆−1
. (5.38)

Using the OPE (4.23), it is straightforward to show that this gives

Qa[p](z)V b
∆(z

′) ∼ (−1)P+1 fabc

z − z′
(−i)∆−P−1 Γ(∆− 1)

∫
jc ∧ δ̄∆−P−1(⟨λ z′⟩)w[p] [µ z̃]1−∆ ,

(5.39)
after performing the contour integral and using the support (5.31) of the holomorphic delta
function. This can in turn be rewritten on the affine patch (5.33) as:

Qa[p](z)V b
∆(z

′) ∼ fabc

z − z′

p1−1∏
r=0

Υ̃ + ∆− 2− r

 2m∏
b=2

∂̃pbb V c
∆−P (z, z̃) , (5.40)

giving the celestial action of the HH charges on hard HH modes, as desired. Expanding the
product over the differential operators, one obtains the equivalent resummed formula

Qa[p](z)V b
∆(z

′) ∼ fabc

z − z′

p1∑
L=0

Γ(∆− 1)

Γ(∆− 1− p1 + L)

(
p1
L

)

×
∑

ℓ2,...,ℓ2m≥0
ℓ2+···+ℓ2m=L

L!

ℓ2! · · · ℓ2m!

2m∏
b=2

z̃ℓbb ∂̃ℓb+pb
b V c

∆−P (z, z̃) , (5.41)

for the celestial action on a hard HH gluon. When m = 1, this reduces to the known
expressions for the action of Lg[C2] on positive helicity gluons (cf., [33, 34, 134]).

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced and described twistorial chiral algebras in higher dimensions
as either the algebra of Poisson diffeomorphisms on the fibers of twistor space or the algebra
of gauge symmetries of the Ward bundle. The modes of conformally soft hyperholomorphic
gluons or hyperkähler gravitons organize themselves into Lg[C2m] and Lham(C2m), respec-
tively. These algebras are realised dynamically through charges in twistor sigma models,
which enables the identification of the OPE between these charges and hard degrees of free-
dom with a holomorphic celestial OPE, thanks to the restricted kinematics of the HH/HK
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sectors. There are several open questions and research directions raised by this work, which
we comment on briefly here.

In four dimensions, the singular part of celestial OPEs can be derived from the splitting
functions appearing in holomorphic collinear limits of the MHV sector in gauge theory
and gravity [12, 17]. It is natural then to seek equivalent ‘MHV-like’ expressions in 4m-
dimensions. This ‘MHV-like’ configuration would, at tree-level, correspond to a scattering
amplitude with two non-HH/HK and an arbitrary number of HH/HK gluons/gravitons, and
we expect remarkably compact formulae for these amplitudes which generalise the Parke-
Taylor [135] and Hodges [136] formulae in four-dimensions. In the gauge theory case, we
will report on results confirming these speculations in the near future.

It is also interesting to contrast the twistor construction for m > 1 with the well-
studied four-dimensional case. In 4d, twistor space admits a projection to the complexified
null conformal boundary of Minkowski spacetime, PT → IC, where IC ∼= C × P1. Under
this projection, the twistor lines are identified with the celestial sphere, with a given twistor
line identified with the cut of IC defined by the intersection with a lightcone whose apex
is the corresponding spacetime point [137]. This identification also extends to the self-dual
degrees of freedom: the cohomology classes (Čech or Dolbeault) on PT encoding self-dual
perturbations can be mapped to radiative data for the positive helicity gluons or gravitons,
so that the Kirchoff-d’Adhémar integral formula (which constructs the radiative field from
its characteristic data at I [138]) is simply a gauge-fixed version of the Penrose transform
integral formula (cf., [27, 139, 140]). Non-linearly, this allows the radiative data of any
asymptotically flat 4d spacetime to be used to construct an ‘asymptotic’ twistor space via
Newman’s H-space construction [141–143].

In 4m-dimensions for m > 1, the relationship between the twistor data and radiative
data in spacetime is less clear. Here, the twistor space is defined with reference to the
HK structure of spacetime, which is a (complexification of a) Riemannian, rather than
Lorentzian, structure. Consequently, there is no obvious projection from PT to IC ∼= C×
S4m−2, and twistor lines X ∼= P1 cannot be identified with S4m−2 cuts of IC. Nevertheless,
one still expects a higher-dimensional analogy of the Kirchoff-d’Adhémar integral formula to
hold for general radiative fields, and when these fields are HH/HK this description must be
equivalent to the one provided by Penrose transform. It would be interesting to understand
this correspondence, which must rely on the constrained kinematics of the HH/HK sectors to
pick out a S2 within the higher-dimensional celestial sphere that is identified with the twistor
lines. This could have a nice manifestation in the Geroch-Held-Penrose formalism [144], a
higher-dimensional generalisation of the Newman-Penrose formalism [145], which explicitly
parametrizes the radiative degrees of freedom.

Finally, recall that twistorial chiral algebras provide the boundary theories for all known
top-down constructions of celestial holography [46, 48, 70], which are realised through
twisted holography for topological string theories in twistor space. While these exam-
ples are all in four-dimensions, it would be interesting to find such constructions for higher-
dimensional hyperkähler manifolds by considering string theories with the HK twistor space
as a target.
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