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Abstract:We study energy correlators and other event shapes in states created by operators

with large global U(1) charge Q in Conformal Field Theories. Focusing on theories whose

large charge sector is described by the superfluid Effective Field Theory (EFT), we develop

a systematic framework to compute event shapes within the EFT. As formerly observed,

event shapes at leading order in 1/Q factorize into a product of classical expectation values

determined by symmetry. In contrast, the subleading contribution to energy-energy and

charge-charge correlators is a nontrivial prediction of the EFT, which we compute explicitly.

Our results reveal a sharp collinear enhancement of the correlation between detectors, induced

by the propagation of sound. We also generalize our findings to a broad class of event shapes.
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1 Introduction and summary

In Quantum Field Theory (QFT), a special class of operators known as detectors consists

of integrated operators that measure fluxes in collider experiments. For instance, energy

detectors are defined by

E(n) = lim
r→+∞

rd−2

∫ +∞

0
dtniT

0i(t, rn) , (1.1)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor. Energy correlators, expectation values of the

detectors (1.1) in a momentum eigenstate, can be used to characterize the dynamics of the

state produced in a collider event. More information is obtained by studying correlation

functions of different detectors, generally called “event shapes”, including those associated

with conserved charges.

Event shapes are inclusive yet remarkably rich observables, making them a powerful

tool for reconstructing the dynamics of quantum states across different energy scales. In

particular, as noted long ago [1–4], energy correlators (ECs) enable a precise comparison

between theoretical predictions and experimental data in collider experiments. This is because

ECs are infrared safe and thus largely insensitive to the details of hadronization in processes

at energies far above the QCD scale [5]. More recently, ECs have been rediscovered as

promising observables at the LHC [6], opening the door to numerous applications. These

include the most precise determination to date of the strong coupling constant [7] through

jet substructure, as well as a variety of probes of the Standard Model (see e.g. [8–13]).

Detectors also play a key role in many recent theoretical developments in Conformal

Field Theory (CFT), where they are a special instance of the so-called light-ray operators.

Most notably, light-ray operators naturally appear in the inversion formula as the objects that

admit a natural analytic continuation in spin [14, 15]. They also play an important role in the

average null-energy condition [16] and several information-theoretic quantities [17–19]. The

discovery of these surprising applications of detectors has given rise to an extensive research

program in CFT (see e.g. [20–24]), starting with the seminal work [25], with implications

extending to quantum gravity [26, 27], celestial holography [28, 29] and particle physics.

Despite the recent progress, it is fair to say that event shapes are best understood for

states that are close to the vacuum, e.g. few particle states, for which there exist many

available precise results (see e.g. [30–33]). It is interesting to ask what is the structure of

event shapes in states that cannot be thought of as a small perturbation of the relativistic

vacuum, such as those at finite density or at finite temperature,1 where Poincaré invariance is

not manifest. This is not just an academic question, but is also motivated by the possibility

of using ECs to probe the dynamics of the quark-gluon plasma that is formed in heavy-ion

collisions, see for instance [35–37] and references therein. Additionally, as we will review in

detail below, finite density or finite temperature states often admit universal hydrodynamic

effective field theory (EFT) descriptions. These EFTs therefore present us with a unique

1See [34] for an early study of the average null-energy condition, i.e. positivity of ECs, in thermal states.
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opportunity to study event shapes directly in strongly-coupled models, without relying on

the existence of a weakly coupled or holographic limit.2

In this work, we make a step forward in the understanding of ECs and other event shapes

in far-from-the-vacuum states by providing a comprehensive treatment of detectors in what

is arguably the simplest nontrivial example of this sort: large charge states in CFT. More in

detail, we focus on interacting d > 2 dimensional CFTs that are invariant under an internal

U(1) symmetry. Let us denote by OQ the lowest-dimensional operator with charge Q under

the internal group and with pµ the four-momentum of the state. We consider the following

energy-energy correlator (EEC) for Q ≫ 1

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩p ≡
⟨ŌQ(p)E(n1)E(n2)OQ(p)⟩

⟨ŌQ(p)OQ(p)⟩
, (1.2)

as well as other similar event shapes with two (or more) insertions of charge and other

detectors. Physically, in the rest frame pµ = (E,0), the stateOQ(p)|0⟩ describes a distribution
of charge Q ≫ 1 initially localized within a large-radius ball at x0 = 0. The charge then

expands outward at the speed of light in concentric shells until it eventually reaches the

detectors.

The main tool that we employ in our analysis is the conformal superfluid EFT [41,

42], which describes correlation functions of large charge operators in a vast class of CFTs

including the O(2) model in d = 3 [43, 44]. As we review in Sec. 2, the EFT consists of a

single Goldstone degree of freedom that can be identified with the superfluid phonon. The

EFT allows us to semiclassically compute correlation functions of large charge operators and

other local operators in a systematic expansion in 1/Q for generic kinematics.

Unfortunately, the calculation of event shapes within EFT is not immediately straight-

forward. Indeed, as we will explain in detail in the main text, the Fourier transform and

the integral (1.1) necessarily span regions in which the EFT breaks down. Additionally, as

we review in Sec. 2, the EFT naturally describes correlation functions in Euclidean space or

with the large charge operators inserted at imaginary Minkowski time. Thus, a priori, we

must perform a nontrivial analytic continuation of the EFT correlators to obtain Lorentzian

observables.

Despite these complications, event shapes of the sort we are interested in were previously

studied in [45]. It was argued there that the semiclassical nature of the superfluid EFT implies

that event shapes factorize into the product of one-point functions, e.g. for (1.2)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩p
Q→∞−−−−→ ⟨E(n1)⟩p⟨E(n2)⟩p , (1.3)

where the expectation value of a single detector is fixed by symmetries,

⟨E(n)⟩p =
(p2)

d
2Θ(p2)Θ(p0)

Ωd−2(n · p)d−1
. (1.4)

2Some non-perturbative results related to light-ray operators have been obtained in N = 4 SYM via

integrability, see [38–40] and ref.s therein.
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Here Θ is the Heaviside step function. In [46] similar results were argued to hold for

generic heavy primary operators, that admit a semiclassical description as finite tempera-

ture states [47, 48]. However, due to the complications mentioned above, the corrections to

the factorized result (1.3) were not determined.

In this work, we go beyond the leading factorized term and show that event shapes—such

as the EEC—can be systematically computed in a large charge expansion in 1/Q,

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩p = ⟨E(n1)⟩p⟨E(n2)⟩p +
1

∆Q
⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)p + . . . , (1.5)

where ∆Q ∼ Q
d

d−1 denotes the scaling dimension of the large charge operator OQ. We

compute the first connected contribution ⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)p to EEC (1.2), the charge-charge

correlator (CCC), which is analogously defined, and more general two-point event shapes.

The connected contribution is not fixed by conformal symmetry and encodes non-trivial

information about the state and the theory.

Our results for the EEC and the CCC are presented in Fig. 3. Notably, we find that the

propagation of sound leads to an enhancement of the correlation between detectors in the

collinear limit, a phenomenon that we term sound-jet in analogy with the usual QCD jets.

To carry out this calculation, we develop a systematic framework for applying EFT to

event shapes. This allows us to systematically power-count and parametrize contributions

from the integration regions in which EFT breaks down in light-ray integrals. We find that

such contributions are subleading to both the leading factorized term and the next-to-leading

connected contribution at generic kinematics for a broad class of event shapes, including those

associated with energy and charge detectors. In particular, the EFT remains valid provided

the angular distance between the detectors on the celestial sphere is much larger than 1/µ,

where µ ∼ Q
1

d−1 is the EFT cutoff, in the rest frame of the large charge state pµ = (E,0).

Our results pave the way for future research in several directions. These include the

study of event shapes at finite temperature or in nontrivial holographic states like black holes.

Moreover, some of the techniques and ideas developed in this work have the potential for wider

applicability, for instance our analysis of the light-ray integral region where EFT breaks down.

We provide a detailed outlook of future directions in Sec. 6. Below, we summarize our results

and their derivation in greater detail.

1.1 Summary of the paper

As mentioned above, our analysis assumes that the conformal superfluid EFT describes cor-

relation functions of large charge operators in the CFT at hand. We review in detail this

EFT and its predictions in Sec. 2. In short, by the state-operator correspondence, the op-

erator OQ with lowest scaling dimension at fixed U(1) charge Q corresponds to a state with

homogeneous charge density on R× Sd−1. For Q ≫ 1, this is equivalent to the ground state

at large chemical potential µ ∼ Q
1

d−1 . A large chemical potential generically induces a gap

for all radial modes, and at low energies, we are left with a simplified EFT description in
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terms of a few Goldstone degrees of freedom that account for the nonlinear realization of the

spacetime and internal symmetries [49]. In [41, 42] it was argued that the simplest and most

generic option for interacting systems is that large charge operators correspond to superfluid

states, that break spontaneously the U(1) symmetry, and admit a low energy description in

terms of a single Goldstone mode. The EFT predicts the scaling dimension ∆Q ∼ Q
d

d−1 ≫ 1

of OQ and the CFT spectrum around it in a systematic expansion in 1/Q.

The Weyl invariance of the CFT ensures that expectation values of operators in the

large charge state on the cylinder admit a natural map to correlation functions in flat space.

The map is natural in Euclidean signature, but somewhat subtle in Minkowski spacetime.

In particular, expectation values in the large charge state on the Lorentzian cylinder map to

Minkowski space correlators with the large charge operators inserted at imaginary time. Tech-

nically, this is because Minkowski space admits a natural foliation in terms of the North/South

quantization Hamiltonian, for which states are created by operators inserted at Euclidean

time [50]. Physically, the imaginary time component serves to project onto a primary state,

suppressing the contribution of the descendants.

Therefore, in principle, to compute EEC (1.2) we need to: (i) analytically continue to

Minkowski the EFT result for the four-point function with two insertions of the energy-

momentum tensor to the Minkowski plane, (ii) integrate over the light-rays (1.1), and (iii)

perform the Fourier transform. However, as discussed in [45], this procedure is technically

challenging, as the Fourier transform and the light-ray integrals span several inequivalent time-

orderings, and the required analytic continuations obscure the simplicity of the EFT results.

In Sec. 3 we argue that a more convenient strategy is to perform the Fourier transform first

via a saddle-point approximation∫
d4xfie

ip·xfi⟨ŌQ (xf ) E(n1)E(n2)OQ (xi)⟩p

Saddle−−−−→
point

⟨ŌQ

(
−i

∆Qp
µ

p2

)
E(n1)E(n2)OQ

(
i
∆Qp

µ

p2

)
⟩ , (1.6)

where we used that ∆Q ∼ Q
d

d−1 ≫ 1 to identify the leading exponential dependence of the

correlation function with that of the two-point function ⟨ŌQ (xf )OQ (xi)⟩. In particular, in

the rest frame pµ = (E,0), the large charge operators are localized at imaginary time and thus

create primary states in North-South quantization. This ensures that the correlator (1.6) is

equivalent to an expectation value on the Lorentzian cylinder, which is precisely the natural

outcome of the EFT. Therefore, using (1.6), we bypass the need for analytic continuation and

significantly streamline the calculation. In the main text, we also discuss how to account for

corrections to the saddle-point (1.6) systematically. We stress that ∆Q ≫ 1 directly follows

from Q ≫ 1, and hence the saddle-point expansion is not an additional approximation.

Using (1.6) and the Weyl invariance of the theory, we recast the ECs and other event

shapes as expectation values of light-ray operators in large charge states on the Lorentzian

cylinder. The relation between detectors in Minkowski space and on the Lorentzian cylinder

is pictorially illustrated in Fig. 2. On the cylinder, the two light-ray integrals (1.2) span
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finite contours and are everywhere separated but at the integration endpoints, where the two

operators collide and the EFT breaks down. We nonetheless estimate that the contribution

from the dangerous region is very subleading as long as the angular distance between the

detectors on the celestial sphere satisfies θ ≫ 1/µ. For instance, in d = 3 we find that the

non-EFT contribution to EEC (1.2) is suppressed at least by a factor ∼ Q−4 compared to

the leading order result and is hence much smaller than the order of interest in this work.

With these preliminaries in order, it is straightforward to argue that event-shapes admit

an expansion of the form (1.5), where the leading disconnected term is a simple consequence

of the semiclassical nature of the EFT. In Sec. 4 we explicitly compute the first correction to

EEC (⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1) in (1.5)), and CCC in the rest-frame pµ = (E,0).

The calculation of EEC and CCC at next-to-leading order is technically involved and can

only be done numerically for arbitrary values of cos θ = n1 · n2. We nonetheless obtained

semi-analytic results in the back-to-back limit θ ≃ π and, most interestingly, in the collinear

limit θ ≪ 1. In the latter the two light-ray integrals lie close to each other on the cylinder

and we may resort to a flat-space approximation for the phonon propagator. Explicitly, we

find for EEC in the collinear regime:

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)
θ ̸=0
= −

(
E

Ωd−2

)2
[√

d− 2Γ
(
d
2 + 1

)2
Γ
(
d+1
2

)
Γ
(
d+3
2

) θ1−d +O
(
max(1, θ3−d)

)]
, (1.7)

where we remark that we still need θ ≫ 1/µ to ensure the validity of EFT, and thus we are

not sensitive to the light-ray OPE regime [20, 21]. Remarkably, (1.7) predicts the formation

of sound-jets as regions of localized energy and charge at small θ. In Sec. 4.1 we additionally

discuss the compatibility of our results with Ward identities, and argue that this implies

the existence of distributional contributions to the EEC localized at θ = 0, whose form we

compute explicitly in d = 3.

We also obtained numerical results for EEC and CCC at arbitrary values of θ in d = 3. To

this end, we found it convenient to decompose the four-point function using an unconventional

form of the Goldstone propagator, formally equivalent to quantizing the EFT on R× dSd−1.

This approach is analogous to the standard procedure of selecting poles at complex momenta

to compute the scattering phase shift as a function of the impact parameter b⃗ [51]. Our results

are shown in Fig. 3, where we also test the numerical predictions against the aforementioned

collinear and back-to-back results, finding excellent agreement.

In Sec. 5, we extend our analysis to detectors defined by integrating generic, non neces-

sarily conserved, local operators along light-rays at null infinity. First, we analyze detectors

that are not charged under the U(1) symmetry. We find that the corresponding event shapes

admit an expansion analogous to (1.5), with the exception of detectors constructed from

sufficiently light scalar operators, for which the contribution from the region in which EFT

breaks down is enhanced. Interestingly, we find that EFT allows for systematic predictions in

all cases, provided we parametrize the non-EFT contributions via new local insertions in the

correlation function, whose form we discuss in Sec. 5.3 using conformal symmetry. This con-
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struction provides a further group-theoretical justification for the estimates of the non-EFT

contributions discussed earlier for EEC and CCC.

We finally discuss detectors constructed out of charged operators in Sec. 5.4 and argue

that the corresponding light-ray integrals are dominated by the UV physics. As a consequence,

their event shapes do not factorize into a homogeneous term with small corrections at large

charge. We conlude in Sec. 6 with a detailed outlook of future directions.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we review the superfluid

EFT and its connection with CFTs at large charge. In Sec. 3, we introduce our general

setup and discuss how to compute event shapes in EFT. In Sec. 4, we present the calculation

of EEC and CCC at next-to-leading order. In Sec. 5, we generalize our analysis to event

shapes involving generic detectors. Finally, in Sec. 6, we comment on future directions. The

Appendices contain several technical details of the calculations.

Notation: We use Latin letters a, b, . . . to denote indices on the cylinder R× Sd−1 and

Greek letters µ, ν, . . . for indices in flat space. Spatial indices are denoted by i, j, . . . both in

flat space and on the cylinder (on Sd−1). We work in mostly minus signature. Given n, a

unit-norm (d − 1)-dimensional vector, we define the associated lightlike vectors nµ = (1,n)

and n̄µ = (1,−n). We denote by xµn the following vector:

xµn ≡ x+n
nµ

2
+ x−n

n̄µ

2
, (1.8)

where x+n and x−n are lightlike coordinates with respect to n. Correlation functions on the

cylinder are specified by an additional subscript as ⟨. . .⟩cyl. Operators in flat space and on the

cylinder are denoted with the same symbol.

2 The large charge EFT on the cylinder and in Minkowski

Below we review the superfluid EFT description of large charge correlators in CFT and

the Weyl map between expectation values on the cylinder and Minkowski space correlators.

Readers familiar with these topics map may skip this section.

In CFT, local operators are equivalent to states for the theory quantized on the cylinder

R× Sd−1. In particular, choosing the radius of the sphere to be R, a state corresponding to

an operator with dimension ∆ has energy ∆/R. Expectation values on the cylinder can also

be mapped to flat space correlation functions.

As explained in the introduction, in this work we are interested in d > 2-dimensional

CFTs invariant under a U(1) internal symmetry. Let us denote by OQ the operator with

lowest scaling dimension at fixed U(1) charge Q. We assume that OQ is a scalar for simplicity.

It is often the case that the state corresponding to the operator OQ with large charge Q ≫ 1

admits a simple EFT description, even when the theory is strongly coupled. Indeed, we expect

that OQ corresponds to a state with homogeneous charge density on R×Sd−1. When Q ≫ 1
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there exists a parametric separation between the inverse sphere radius R−1 and the scale

associated with the charge density µ ∼ ρ
1

d−1 ∼ Q
1

d−1 /R. Generic modes therefore naturally

have a gap of order ∼ µ above the large charge ground state and may be integrated out at

low energies ω ≪ µ, where we are left with a simplified description. The EFT then allows for

the calculation of correlators in the large charge state in a systematic derivative expansion,

whose cutoff increases with the charge.

In general, the EFT describing the large charge state depends on the model at hand.

In [41] (see also [42]) it was argued that the simplest and most generic option for interacting

systems is that large charge operators correspond to superfluid states.3 Superfluid states

break spontaneously the U(1) symmetry, and admit a low energy description in terms of a

single Goldstone mode. The superfluid EFT has been checked to apply in several models both

at weak and strong coupling; most notably, there is compelling evidence that large charge

operators in the 3d O(2) CFT correspond to superfluid states [43, 44, 59, 60].

2.1 The superfluid EFT

Let us consider the Lorentzian cylinder with metric

ds2 = dt2 − dΩ2
d−1 , (2.1)

where dΩ2
d−1 is the metric on Sd−1 and we set the radius R = 1 for simplicity. A superfluid

state breaks spontaneously time translations and the U(1) internal symmetry to a diagonal

combination H − µQ, where µ may be interpreted as the chemical potential [49, 61]. Its

action is written in terms of Goldstone field with expectation value linear in time

χ = µt+ const. . (2.2)

The action is constrained by Weyl and U(1) invariance, and at leading order in derivatives is

given by

S =
c

d

∫
ddx

√
g(∂χ)d , (2.3)

where (∂χ) =
√
∂aχ∂aχ. In (2.3) c is a Wilson coefficient; for instance, Monte-Carlo sim-

ulations in the 3d O(2) model found c ≃ 0.31 [43, 44]. Higher derivative operators are

suppressed by inverse powers of (∂χ)2 ∼ µ2 compared to the leading order, see e.g. [62] for

explicit expressions.

Let us illustrate the calculation of the ground-state energy, corresponding to the scaling

dimension of the operator OQ. From the action (2.3), we find the U(1) current and the

energy-momentum tensor:

Ja = c ∂aχ(∂χ)
d−2 , (2.4)

Tab = c

[
∂aχ∂bχ(∂χ)

d−2 − 1

d
gab(∂χ)

d

]
. (2.5)

3Other options include Fermi spheres [52–54], the axio-dilaton EFT for theories with moduli spaces [55–58],

and Reissner-Nördstrom extremal black holes in holographic theories.
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Evaluating (2.4) on the saddle-point χ = µt and integrating the current over the sphere, we

see that the total charge is

Q = c µd−1Ωd−1 =⇒ µ =

(
Q

cΩd−1

) 1
d−1

, (2.6)

where Ωd−1 = 2πd/2

Γ(d/2) is the volume of the d − 1-dimensional sphere. Using this result in the

energy momentum tensor we find

∆Q =
(d− 1)cΩd−1

d (cΩd−1)
d

d−1

Q
d

d−1 + . . . . (2.7)

Higher derivative terms contribute at order ∼ Q
d−2
d−1 to the scaling dimension (2.7).

Let us now introduce the fluctuation field π = χ − µt. To quadratic order, its action

reads:

S(2) = c(d− 1)µd−2

∫
ddx

√
g

[
1

2
π̇2 − 1

2(d− 1)
(∂iπ)

2

]
, (2.8)

where π̇ = ∂π/∂t and the indices i, j, . . . run over the sphere angles (and are contracted using

the appropriate spatial metric). The action (2.8) physically describes a phonon mode whose

speed of sound is fixed by conformal invariance: c2s = 1/(d − 1). Therefore, the dispersion

relation is

ωℓ =

√
ℓ(ℓ+ d− 2)

d− 1
, (2.9)

where ℓ is the angular momentum and ℓ(ℓ + d − 2) are the eigenvalues of the Laplacian on

Sd−1. The states created by the phonon correspond to operators with the same charge Q as

the ground state and scaling dimension ∆Q + ωℓ. Note that the ℓ = 1 mode has ω1 = 1, and

its excitations correspond to descendants.

From (2.8) we obtain the propagator of π. In the following, we will need in particular

the Wightman function. This can be expressed as a sum over Gegenbauer polynomials as

⟨Q|π(t1, m̂1)π(t2, m̂2)|Q⟩cyl =
1

c(d− 1)µd−2
Gππ(t1 − t2, m̂1 · m̂2) , (2.10)

where |Q⟩ denotes the large charge ground-state, m̂1 and m̂2 are unit vectors that specify the

positions of the operators on the sphere, and, being careful about the zero-mode,4

Gππ(t, x) =
∞∑
ℓ=1

2ℓ+ d− 2

(d− 2)Ωd−1

e−iωℓt

2ωℓ
C
( d−2

2 )
ℓ (x)− i

2Ωd−1
t . (2.11)

We remark that using the decomposition (2.11) in correlation functions is equivalent to per-

forming a conformal block expansion in the s-channel, where we use the OPE between the

light operators and the large charge states, and the superfluid EFT controls the dimensions

of the lightest exchanged operators. We refer the reader to [63] for a detailed discussion

of the conformal block decompositions at large charge. We discuss alternative convenient

representations of the propagator that we will need later in App. A.

4More precisely, since the field is 2π-periodic, this formula applies for correlation functions of properly

quantized operators, such as e±iπ(t,m̂), or of derivatives of the field.
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2.2 From the cylinder to flat space

By the state-operator map, the large charge ground state |Q⟩ is created by the action of the

corresponding primary operator on the vacuum at infinite imaginary time:

|Q⟩ = lim
τ→−∞

e−∆QτOQ(−iτ, m̂)|0⟩ =⇒ ⟨Q| = lim
τ→∞

e∆Qτ ⟨0|ŌQ(−iτ, m̂) . (2.12)

The origin of (2.12) is simple. The action of OQ at a generic time on the vacuum creates a

complicated linear combination of the primary and its descendant states. Pushing the field

infinitely far away in imaginary time the contribution of the descendants gets exponentially

suppressed, and we are left only with the lowest energy contribution: the primary state |Q⟩.
We may now exploit the Weyl invariance of the theory to relate correlation functions on

the cylinder and in flat space. The transformation law for correlation functions of primary

operators under Weyl rescalings is given by5

⟨O1,µ1...µJ1
(x1) . . .On,ν1...νJn (xn)⟩g =

∏
i

Ω(xi)
Ji−∆i⟨O1,µ1...µJ1

(x1) . . .On,ν1...νJn (xn)⟩Ω2g ,

(2.13)

where ∆i and Ji are the dimension and spin of the operators, and g denotes the metric.

Therefore, to obtain flat space correlators we simply need to embed the physical Minkowski

spacetime inside the cylinder and use (2.13). The map that we will need in the following

considers the wedge of the cylinder specified by (see e.g. [15])

cos t+ m̂d ≥ 0 ∪ t ∈ (−π, π) , (2.14)

and to each point in this region associates a point in Minkowski according to the relation

xµ =
X0

2

(
sin t

cos t+ m̂d
,

m̂i

cos t+ m̂d

)
, (2.15)

where X0 is an arbitrary scale. It is simple to check that the flat space metric is related to

the cylinder one by

ds2flat = dx20 − dx2 = Ω2(x)(dt2 − dm̂2) = Ω2(x)ds2cyl , (2.16)

where the Weyl factor is

Ω2(x) =
X2

0

4(cos t+ m̂d)2
, (2.17)

Importantly for us, the primary operator insertions that specify the state (2.12) map to

imaginary positions

τ = it = ∓∞ −→ xµ = ± i

2
(X0,0) ≡ ± i

2
Xµ , (2.18)

as it follows from (2.15). Therefore, correlators on the Lorentzian cylinder map to correlation

functions in between two large charge operators at imaginary time. Equivalently, the operator

5Here we neglect the Weyl anomaly contribution to the partition function in even spacetime dimensions.
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(a) x0 = 0 (b) x0 = 2X0 (c) x0 = 4X0

Figure 1: Radial distribution of the charge density ⟨J0(x)⟩X at different times in d = 3.

insertions at imaginary time create a primary state in North/South quantization [50]. As a

simple example, the three-point functions with an insertion of the Noether current and the

stress tensor are obtained from the cylinder matrix element as

⟨ŌQ(− i
2X)Jµ(x)OQ(

i
2X)⟩

⟨ŌQ(− i
2X)OQ(

i
2X)⟩

= Ω(x)−d∂x
µ

∂ya
⟨Q|Ja(t, m̂)|Q⟩cyl = ρX(x)uµX(x) , (2.19)

⟨ŌQ(− i
2X)Tµν(x)OQ(

i
2X)⟩

⟨ŌQ(− i
2X)OQ(

i
2X)⟩

= Ω(x)−d−2∂x
µ

∂ya
∂xν

∂yb
⟨Q|T ab(t, m̂)|Q⟩cyl

=
d

d− 1
εX(x)

(
uµX(x)uνX(x)− 1

d
ηµν
)
,

(2.20)

where ya = (τ, m̂) collectively denotes the cylinder coordinates and we defined the Minkowski

space fluid charge and energy densities ρX and εX , as well as the velocity uX , as

ρX(x) =
Q

Ωd−1

[
X2

(x− i
2X)2(x+ i

2X)2

] d−1
2

, εX(x) =
∆Q

Ωd−1

[
X2(

x+ i
2X
)2(

x− i
2X
)2] d

2

,

(2.21)

uµX =

[
X2

(x− i
2X)2(x+ i

2X)2

]− 1
2
[
i
xµ + i

2X
µ

(x+ i
2X)2

− i
xµ − i

2X
µ

(x− i
2X)2

]
. (2.22)

Note that these expressions are real. Of course, (2.19) and (2.20) are fixed by conformal

invariance, we reproduced them here simply to illustrate the Weyl map.

The expectation values (2.19) and (2.20) clarify the physical meaning of the large charge

state created by OQ(iX/2) in Minkowski space. It describes a charge distribution localized

around the origin in a region of size ∼ µX0 at time x0 = 0. By conformal invariance, the

charge spreads at the speed of light around shells centered at r ≃ x0, whose thickness is

controlled by µX0. Fig. 1 shows three snapshots of the time evolution of the charge density.

Physically, as in standard hydrodynamic setups, the EFT describes correlation functions

of operators in the region where the scale set by the charge flux is large compared to the
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separation between the insertions [45].6 Note that the region of applicability of the EFT

covers the whole spacetime for Q → ∞.

It is of course also possible to obtain correlation functions with the charged operators

inserted at arbitrary points by analytic continuation. This is straightforward to do for the

three-point functions (2.19) and (2.20), but it becomes less intuitive for higher-point correla-

tors. Luckily, we will not need to consider such analytic continuations for our purposes.

3 Detectors and semiclassics

3.1 Review of event shapes

In CFTs signals move asymptotically at the speed of light, thus detectors can be defined as

integrals of local operators on light-rays at future null infinity I + (see for instance [64]).

This is depicted in Fig. 2 for a general detector, denoted by D(n). The energy detector in

(1.1) can be equivalently defined as

E(n) = 2−d lim
x+
n→+∞

(x+n )
d−2

∫ +∞

−∞
dx−n n̄

µn̄νTµν(xn) , (3.1)

and analogously for the charge detector

Q(n) = 21−d lim
x+
n→+∞

(x+n )
d−2

∫ +∞

−∞
dx−n n̄

µJµ(xn) . (3.2)

Here x±n denote the components of the four-vector xµn in lightcone coordinates, according

to our conventions in (1.8). Even though we focus on charge and energy detectors for con-

creteness, the discussion in this section applies to any detector obtained integrating a local

operator on a light-ray at null infinity.

Event shapes are matrix element of detectors inserted between momentum eigenstates

⟨D1(n1)D2(n2) . . .Dk(nk)⟩p ≡
⟨ŌQ(p)D1(n1)D2(n2) . . .Dk(nk)OQ(p)⟩

⟨ŌQ(p)OQ(p)⟩

=

∫
ddxfie

ip·xfi⟨ŌQ(xf )D1(n1)D2(n2) . . .Dk(nk)OQ(xi)⟩∫
ddxfie

ip·xfi⟨ŌQ(xf )OQ(xi)⟩
,

(3.3)

where we used that detectors commute with the momentum generator [Pµ,D(n)] = 0. The

operators OQ(xi) and ŌQ(xf ) are commonly referred to as the “source” and “sink”, respec-

tively. We are interested in the operators with the lowest scaling dimension at a fixed and

large U(1) charge, as discussed in detail earlier. Note that the relative order of the source and

sink in (3.3) is important, i.e. the event shape (3.3) is a Wightman function. The ordering

between the different detectors is irrelevant instead since they commute with each other for

6Of course, the form of three-point functions is fixed by conformal invariance; the comments about the

applicability of the EFT are therefore relevant for four- and higher-point correlators.
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D1(n1) D2(n2)

I +

I −

i+

i−

i0

t

0

π

−π

0 π

σ

Dcyl

OQ(t = i∞)

ŌQ(t = −i∞)

i+

i0

Figure 2: The detector D(n) is obtained integrating a local operator on light-ray at null

infinity. Left: Penrose diagram of R1,2. Note that the entire circle at spacial infinity is

actually a point i0. Right: Lorenzian cylinder R×S2 (each point is a circle). The source and

the sink are inserted at imaginary time t = ±i∞ and thus create large charge states on the

cylinder.

n1 ̸= n2, as every two points in two different light-ray contours are space-like separated. We

also remark that detectors annihilate the vacuum.

The definitions (3.1) and (3.2) may be seen as a special instance of the so-called light-ray

transform in CFT [15]. We will not review in detail the properties of light-ray operators.

For us it suffices to say that a detector obtained integrating a primary field of dimension ∆

and spin J transforms as a primary of dimension 1 − J and spin 1 − ∆ inserted at spatial

infinity under the action of the conformal group, see e.g. [20]. In particular, charge and

energy detectors correspond to light-ray operators with, respectively, dimension ∆Q = 0 and

∆E = −1, and spin JQ = 2− d and JE = 1− d.

The conformal group therefore constrains the form of event shapes. In particular, one-

point event shapes in scalar states are completely fixed in terms of the OPE coefficient. Note

that without loss of generality we can use Lorentz invariance to boost to the rest frame of the

source/sink, pµ = (E,0). Then the one point functions of the energy and charge detectors

read

⟨Q(n)⟩ = Q

Ωd−2
, ⟨E(n)⟩ = E

Ωd−2
, (3.4)

where we dropped the subscript p from (3.3). The physical meaning of (3.4) is obvious: for

a state at rest a detector at infinity measures a uniform distribution of energy and charge.
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Event shapes with two or more detectors depend on one or more cross-ratios, and are

hence theory dependent. For instance, two-point charge and energy correlators read

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩p =
Θ(p0)Θ(p2)(p2)d−2

(n1 · p)d−2(n2 · p)d−2
GQQ(ξ) , (3.5)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩p =
Θ(p0)Θ(p2)(p2)d

(n1 · p)d−1(n2 · p)d−1
GEE(ξ) , (3.6)

where Θ is the step function, GQQ and GEE are functions of the cross-ratio

ξ ≡ (2n1 · n2)(p
2)

(2 p · n1)(2 p · n2)
−→p=(E,0)

1− n1 · n2

2
. (3.7)

The variable ξ encodes the interesting angular dependence on these two-point event shapes.

In the rest frame of source/sink this just reduces to the angle between the detectors. In the

following we shall always work in the source/sink rest frame.

Note that, in general, there is no guarantee that higher-point event shapes are well

defined. Indeed, in performing the integration over the light-ray integrals, we necessarily span

over dangerous configurations where two or more operators have zero or light-like separation,

including the Regge and the light-cone limits [26]. Yet two and higher-point event shapes of

the energy detector are always finite, and in general infinitely many other event shapes can

be defined (see also [65] for generalizations). Charge detectors not always are IR safe, but it

is believed that they are well defined in the O(2) CFT [24]. In the following we assume that

the event shapes that we are discussing are well defined.

3.2 Event shapes in EFT

The semiclassical nature of the EFT implies that correlation functions of local operators in

a large charge state |Q⟩ admit a very simple structure: at leading order in the charge they

factorize into the product of the expectation values of the individual operators. For instance,

considering for concreteness two insertions of the Noether current, we find

⟨Q|Ja1(t1, m̂1)Ja2(t2, m̂2)|Q⟩cyl =
(

Q

Ωd−1

)2 [
δ0a1δ

0
a2 +O

(
n− d

d−1

)]
, (3.8)

where the corrections arise from the fluctuation field π.

We would like to relate the above factorization property of correlation functions to a

similar statement for event shapes. Naively, the simplest strategy is to compute the event

shape directly from the correlation function, as e.g. in [64]. Therefore we need to: (i) map

the EFT correlator to flat space and analytically continue it to Lorentzian signature, (ii)

compute the light-ray integrals, and (iii) perform the Fourier transform. Doing this for (3.8),

we indeed find

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩ ≈
(

Q

Ωd−2

)2

, (3.9)
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as detailed in App. B. In words, this means that at leading order in 1/Q, the charge distribu-

tion on the celestial sphere is completely isotropic in the rest frame of the source/sink. It was

argued in [45, 46] that also higher-point event shapes and ECs factorize in a similar fashion.

In the above discussion we neglected the corrections to the classical result in EFT. While

the quantum corrections to the correlation function (3.8) are indeed suppressed for generic

kinematics, it is not obvious that these remain subleading in (3.9) due to the several integra-

tions that are needed to obtain the event shape. More generally, we know that (3.9) does not

hold in certain cases and configurations, such as in the limit n1 · n2 → 1, which is governed

by the light-ray OPE (see, for instance, [20] and references therein). It is therefore important

to analyze systematically the structure of the EFT expansion for event shapes. This poses

both a technical challenge and a conceptual question:

• At the technical level, to perform the Fourier transform we (seemingly) need to ana-

lytically continue the source and the sink away from their natural insertion points at

imaginary time discussed around (2.18). This is challenging at subleading order, be-

cause the Fourier transform spans several inequivalent time orderings and especially

since the propagator (2.11) only admits closed form expressions as an infinite sum or as

an implicit integral, to the best of our knowledge, see App. A. Physically, as commented

below (2.12), the insertion of the large charge operators in Lorentzian time creates com-

plicated linear combinations of the primary and the descendant states, obscuring the

physical picture underlying the EFT.

• At the conceptual level, when we integrate the over the light-ray contours we unavoid-

ably encounter regions in which the EFT does not hold. Physically this is because, as

x−n → ±∞, the integrated operators approach a region in which the charge flux created

by the large charge operators is very diluted, and we expect the EFT to breakdown.

We will characterize the breakdown of EFT more precisely in the following.

Despite these complications, it was argued in [45, 46] that the breakdown of EFT in certain

integration regions can only provide subleading corrections to the leading result (3.9) for

generic kinematics. Below we shall confirm this conclusion, and we will further determine the

scaling with the charge Q of such corrections.

To overcome the complications that we just mentioned, it is convenient to compute

the Fourier transform before performing the light-ray integrals. As we explain below, the

integration over the distance between the source and the sink can be performed via the

saddle-point expansion. To determine the position of the saddle, let us consider the two-

point function of the large charge operators:∫
ddxfie

ip·xfi⟨ŌQ(xf )OQ(xi)⟩ =
∫

ddxfi
eip·xfi[

x2
fi − (x0fi − iϵ)2

]∆Q
. (3.10)
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In the limit ∆Q ≫ 1 the integral can be performed via a saddle point approximation by

expressing it as ∫
ddxfie

∆Qf(xfi) , f(xfi) = i
p · xfi
∆Q

− log
(
−x2fi

)
. (3.11)

The function f(xfi) admits a saddle for imaginary xfi:

∂f(xfi)

∂xµfi
= i

pµ
∆Q

− 2
xfi,µ
x2fi

= 0 =⇒ xµfi = −2i∆Q
pµ

p2
. (3.12)

Note that having p2 > 0, we can think of the saddle-point as making the iϵ finite, hence the

saddle-point has the right sign as to preserve the ordering of the operators. This ensures that

the integration contour may be deformed to pass through the saddle-point (3.12). Working

in the source/sink rest frame, pµ = (E,0), and setting xµfi = −2iδ0µ∆Q/E + δxµ
√

2∆Q/E

with δxµ real, we then find∫
ddxfie

∆Qf(xfi) ≃ e2∆Q(p2)∆Q

(2∆Q)2∆Q

(
2∆Q

p2

)d/2 ∫
ddδx e−

δx20+δx2

2

[
1 +O

(
δx3√
∆Q

)]

= (2π)
d
2
e2∆Q(p2)∆Q−d/2

(2∆Q)2∆Q−d/2

[
1 +O

(
1

∆Q

)]
,

(3.13)

which agrees with the expansion of the exact result reported for completeness in (B.10).

The above logic can be applied in any correlation function with two heavy operator

insertions and several light operators. Indeed, conformal invariance ensures that the dominant

exponential factor e∆Qf(xfi), governed by the scaling dimensions of the source and sink,

coincides with (3.13). For instance, for the Fourier transform of the correlation function with

two current insertions we find∫
ddxeip·x⟨ŌQ(

x
2 )J

µ(x1)J
ν(x2)OQ(−x

2 )⟩∫
ddxeip·x⟨ŌQ(

x
2 )OQ(−x

2 )⟩

=
⟨ŌQ(− i

2X)Jµ(x1)J
ν(x2)OQ(

i
2X)⟩

⟨ŌQ(− i
2X)OQ(

i
2X)⟩

[
1 +O

(
1

∆Q

)]
, (3.14)

where we conveniently placed the source and the sink symmetrically, and we defined

Xµ =

(
X0 ≡

2∆Q

E
,0

)
. (3.15)

Remarkably, on the saddle-point, the source and sink are at imaginary time, as in the dis-

cussion around (2.18). Therefore, using the map (2.15) with X0 = 2∆Q/E, we see that the

correlation function (3.14) is equivalent (up to the Weyl factors) to the cylinder two-point

function of the current in the primary state |Q⟩! We thus do not need to analytically continue

the cylinder correlators predicted by the EFT to compute the event shape, bypassing the first
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technical complication mentioned above. As we shall explain below, the saddle-point (3.14)

also simplifies the analysis of the validity regime of EFT.

Let us first review in detail how to map event shapes to correlation functions of light-

ray operators on the cylinder using (3.14). It is convenient to factor out one angle setting

m̂d = cosσ in the map (2.15); explicitly we consider

xµ =
X0

2

(
sin t

cos t+ cosσ
,

sinσ

cos t+ cosσ
n

)
, (3.16)

where n is a (d − 1)-dimensional vector parametrizing Sd−2 and 0 < σ < π. Therefore the

metric and the Weyl factor in these coordinates read

ds2cyl = dt2 − dσ2 − sin2 σ dn2 =
ds2flat
Ω2(x)

, Ω2(x) =
X2

0

4(cos t+ cosσ)2
, (3.17)

and the lightcone coordinates are given by

x±n =
X0

2
tan

(
t± σ

2

)
. (3.18)

According to the definitions (3.2) and (3.1), we see that setting t± = t± σ and using

dx−n
dt−

=
X0(

2 cos t−

2

)2 , lim
x+
n→∞

x+nΩ
−1(x) = 2 cos

t−

2
, (3.19)

the event shapes we are interested in are given by (momentarily neglecting corrections to the

saddle-point)

⟨D1(n1)D2(n2) . . .Dk(nk)⟩ ≃ X
∑

i(1−Ji)
0 ⟨Q|Dcyl

1 (n1)Dcyl
2 (n2) . . .Dcyl

k (nk)|Q⟩cyl , (3.20)

where Ji is the angular momentum of the local operator integrated in the detector and

Dcyl
j (nj) = XJ−1

0 Dj(nj) denotes the corresponding light-ray operators on the cylinder [15].

For charge and energy detectors in the new coordinates these explicitly read

Qcyl(n) =

∫ π

−π
dt−

(
cos

t−

2

)d−2

J−(t
+ = π, t−,n) , (3.21)

Ecyl(n) = 4

∫ π

−π
dt−

(
cos

t−

2

)d

T−−(t
+ = π, t−,n) , (3.22)

where V−... =
1
2(Vt... − Vσ...) as usual. We see that the light-ray integral is parametrized by

t− ∈ [−π, π] with fixed t+ = π and n given by the angle on the celestial sphere [25]. This is

illustrated on the right panel of Fig. 2, where the detector spans the blue light-ray.

It is instructive to rederive the detector one-point functions (3.4) from (3.20). Using

⟨Q|J−|Q⟩cyl =
Q

2Ωd−1
, ⟨Q|T−−|Q⟩cyl =

d∆Q

4(d− 1)Ωd−1
, (3.23)
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from (3.21) and (3.22) we find

⟨Q(n)⟩ = Q

2Ωd−1

∫ π

−π
dt−

(
cos

t−

2

)d−2

=
Q

Ωd−2
, (3.24)

⟨E(n)⟩ = X−1
0

d∆Q

(d− 1)Ωd−1

∫ π

−π
dt−

(
cos

t−

2

)d

=
E

Ωd−2
, (3.25)

where we used (3.15) in the last equation. Similarly, the factorization of event shapes follows

immediately from (3.20) and the semiclassical structure of the EFT predictions.

Let us finally discuss the corrections to the factorized result (3.9). There are two sources

of corrections: the subleading orders in the Fourier transform (3.14), and the connected

contribution in (3.8).

As for the two-point function, subleading corrections to the Fourier transform saddle-

point are obtained integrating over real fluctuations δxµ = xµ−Xµ ∼ O(
√
∆Q), and are thus

|δx|2/|X|2 ∼ 1/∆Q ∼ Q− d
d−1 suppressed. For the leading factorized term in the correlation

function, this can be checked by performing the Fourier transform of the factorized term

exactly as in [45]. In general, when considering subleading orders in the correlator (3.8), the

corrections to the saddle-point may be computed in terms of correlators with insertion of

suitable conformal generators using

OQ

(
i

2
X + δx

)
= OQ

(
i

2
X

)
+ iδxµ

[
Pµ,OQ

(
i

2
X

)]
+ . . . , (3.26)

and expressing Pµ in terms of the natural conformal generators on the cylinder.

The other correction arises integrating the connected correlator as∫ π

−π
dt−1

(
cos

t−1
2

)d−2 ∫ π

−π
dt−2

(
cos

t−2
2

)d−2

⟨Q|J−(t+1 = π, t−1 ,n1)J−(t
+
2 = π, t−2 ,n2)|Q⟩conncyl .

(3.27)

The connected correlator is predicted by EFT and is ∼ µ−d ∼ Q− d
d−1 smaller than the leading

order as long as the distance between the two operators is larger than the short-distance cutoff

1/µ ∼ Q− 1
d−1 . Explicitly, using (2.4), at leading order in the derivative expansion it is given

by

⟨Q|J−(t1, m̂1)J−(t2, m̂2)|Q⟩(conn)cyl =
c µd−2

4(d− 1)

2∏
i=1

[
(d− 1)

∂

∂ti
− ∂

∂σi

]
Gππ (t1 − t2, m̂1 · m̂2) ,

(3.28)

where the propagator is defined in (2.10) and (2.11).

Therefore we need to check that the integral (3.27) is not dominated by regions in which

the two operators are at distances (either in space or in time) of the order of the inverse cutoff

or shorter. This immediately implies that EFT only predicts the event shape for

θ ≡ arccos(n1 · n2) ≫ µ−1 . (3.29)
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In particular, we cannot access the light-ray OPE regime θ → 0 of the underling theory.

For generic n1 ·n2 such that (3.29) holds, EFT predicts the correlator everywhere within

the integral but near the endpoints t−1 ≃ t−2 ≃ ±π, where the operators collide and the

derivative expansion breaks down. Note also that the potentially dangerous configurations

t−1 = −t−2 = ±π, where the operators become light-like separated, are safe from the EFT

viewpoint since their distance lies outside the sound-cone.

To estimate the contribution with the two operators near the same endpoint, we introduce

a small cutoff at ±π∓ t−1 = ±π∓ t−2 ∼ 1/µ and estimate the contribution from the dangerous

region. Near t−1 = t−2 = π the measure contributes as ∼ [dt−(π − t−)d−2]2 ∼ µ−2(d−1),

while using the short-distance limit of the propagator the connected correlator scales as

∂2Gππ ∼ ∂2(π − t−)−(d−2) ∼ µd, and identically near t−1 = t−2 = −π. Putting these together,

and accounting for the µd−2 upfront (3.28), we find

non-EFT contribution ∼ µd−2 × µ−2(d−1) × µd = µ0 . (3.30)

Therefore we conclude that the contribution from the region of the integral in which the

derivative expansion breaks down is subleading not only compared to the factorized term (3.9)

∼ µ2(d−1), but also compared to the leading connected contribution ∼ µd−2 that arises inte-

grating (3.27). A similar argument shows that the non-EFT contribution for EEC is smaller

by a factor of µ−2(d+1) compared to the leading factorized result. Note that these arguments

do not fix the functional form of the non-EFT corrections, that is in general UV-dependent.

In conclusion, EFT reliably predicts charge and energy correlators, for celestial angular

distances such that (3.29) holds, at least up to relative order of, respectively, µ−2(d−1) and

µ−2(d+1). In particular, EFT controls both the leading factorized result as well as the first

nontrivial connected correction. It is simple to see that the relative scaling between these two

is of order ∼ Q− d
d−1 ∼ 1/∆Q (accounting both for the corrections to the Fourier transform

saddle-point and the connected correlator), in agreement with the naive estimate of quantum

effects from the classical action Sclass. ∼ ∆Q ≡ 1/ℏeff..
Few comments are in order. First, as remarked before, in flat space the breakdown of EFT

at the integration endpoints is associated with the dilution of the charge flux at infinity. It is

remarkable that conformal invariance ensures that such breakdown of EFT can be associated

with standard short-distance effects, as the map to the cylinder makes clear.

The fact that EFT only fails in a small region suggests that we might still be able

to systematically compute event shapes to arbitrary subleading order, provided we include

suitable additional local terms that parametrize our ignorance about the short-distance effects

at t−1 = t−2 = ±π. In Sec. 5.3 we will argue that this is indeed the case, where we will constrain

such additional terms based on conformal invariance. This construction will also provide a

different argument for the existence of UV contributions scaling as (3.30).

Finally, as argued in [46], it should be clear that the details of the large charge EFT are

largely irrelevant for the factorization of event shapes. This is a general property of arbitrary

semiclassical operators, such as the large charge operators studied here, but including also, for

instance, generic heavy operators, that correspond to thermal states on the cylinder [47, 48].
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Instead, the connected part of event shapes carries nontrivial information about the specific

dynamics of the state under consideration. In the next section, we will compute the leading

connected contribution of CCC and EEC for large charge operators.

4 Energy and charge correlators

In the previous section, we discussed how to systematically compute event shapes in a large

charge expansion and how they factorize at leading order. In particular, focusing, for instance,

on the CCC, we argued that it admits an expansion of the form

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩ = ⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(0) +
1

∆Q
⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1) + . . . , (4.1)

where the leading result completely factorizes in terms of one-point event shapes:

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(0) = ⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩ =
(

Q

Ωd−2

)2

. (4.2)

An analogous expansion holds for EEC.

In this section, we go beyond the classical approximation and present the calculation of

the first correction ⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1) and ⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1) to CCC and EEC. This provides

the specific predictions of the superfluid EFT for the correlations in the energy and charge

distributions.

As we already explained these corrections are made of two contributions

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1) = ⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)disc + ⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn . (4.3)

The first term, the disconnected contribution, arises from the corrections to the saddle point

in the Fourier transform, discussed around (3.26). This can be computed as in [45]; we review

the calculation in App. B. The result in the source/sink rest frame reads

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)disc

⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩
= −(d− 2)2

2
n1 · n2 , (4.4)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)disc

⟨E(n1)⟩⟨E(n2)⟩
= −1 + (d− 1)2n1 · n2

2
. (4.5)

These functions are graphically shown by the dashed lines in Fig. 3 in 3 dimensions.

It is insightful to interpret the above equations from a physical perspective. Note that

the disconnected term of the correlator (3.8) is the same both in a free and in an interacting

theory. Therefore, for the sake of discussing the disconnected contribution, we can picture the

large-charge state as a vast collection of free, massless particles propagating at the speed of

light. In the limit of an infinite number of particles, we naturally expect a completely isotropic

and dense distribution of energy and charge, as described by the leading-order result. At finite

charge, the free particles still attempt to uniformly cover the celestial sphere, on average, but
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it becomes less likely to populate arbitrarily small angular regions, due to the smaller phase

space available. As a result, the correlation displays an excess at large angles and a deficit at

small angles, which is precisely what (4.4) describes.

The connected contribution is more interesting since it encodes the non-trivial dynamics

of the large charge state, controlled by the fluctuations π in the Lagrangian (2.8). From (3.21)

and (3.22) we find that the connected contributions to CCC and EEC are written in terms

of the EFT two-point functions as

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn

∆Q
=

∫ π

−π
dt−1

∫ π

−π
dt−2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)d−2

⟨Q|J−(y1)J−(y2)|Q⟩conncyl , (4.6)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn

∆Q
=

16

X2
0

∫ π

−π
dt−1

∫ π

−π
dt−2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)d

⟨Q|T−−(y1)T−−(y2)|Q⟩conncyl ,

(4.7)

where ya = (t+a = π, t−a ,na) collectively denotes the operator coordinates. Expanding the cur-

rent and the energy-momentum tensor in terms of the goldstone field π using (2.4) and (2.5),

at leading order (4.6) and (4.7) are given by

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩
=

π
d−2
2 Γ

(
d+2
2

)
d2Γ

(
d−1
2

)2 ∫∫ dt−1 dt
−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)d−2∏
i=1,2

[(d− 1)∂ti − ∂σi ]Gππ ,

(4.8)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨E(n1)⟩⟨E(n2)⟩
=

d π
d−2
2 Γ

(
d
2

)
8Γ
(
d+1
2

)2 ∫∫ dt−1 dt
−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)d ∏
i=1,2

(d ∂ti − 2∂σi)Gππ ,

(4.9)

where Gππ is the Wightman 2-point function (2.10) evaluated on the light-rays, i.e. for

t1 − t2 =
t−1 − t−2

2
, m̂1 · m̂2 = cos

(
t−1
2

)
cos

(
t−2
2

)
cos θ + sin

(
t−1
2

)
sin

(
t−2
2

)
, (4.10)

where cos θ = n1 · n2. Higher derivative corrections are further 1/µ2 ∼ 1/Q
2

d−2 suppressed.

Therefore, all we have to do is to perform the integrations in (4.8) and (4.9). In practice,

however, Gππ is too complicated to be handled analytically for arbitrary angles. In fact, we

shall also see that the obvious expansion for the propagator (2.11) is not adequate in most

regimes, and one has to find alternative representations.

In the rest of the section, we compute the EEC and CCC (semi-)analytically for specific

angle configurations and numerically for generic angles. For the sake of concreteness, we will

only provide explicit numerical results in d = 3 spacetime dimensions, but we will nonetheless

present all derivations and formulas for general d.

4.1 Collinear limit

Here we consider the collinear limit, i.e. 1 ≫ θ ≳ 1/µ. In this limit, the dominant contribu-

tion to the light-ray integrals arises from the region in which the two operators lie close to
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each other: |t−1 − t−2 | ≲ θ. This region is controlled by the short-distance expansion of the

propagator, which holds for |t1− t2| ∼ arccos(m̂1 · m̂2) ≪ 1 and is just given by the flat-space

result
Gππ(t1 − t2, m̂1 · m̂2)

t1→t2−→
m̂1→m̂2

G(short)
ππ (t1 − t2, m̂1 · m̂2) ,

G(short)
ππ (t, cosσ) =

(d− 1)
d−1
2

(d− 2)Ωd−1 [−(t− iϵ)2 + (d− 1)σ2]
d−2
2

,
(4.11)

described in detail in App. A.1 and C.1, where we also provide the first subleading term

to (4.11) in d = 3. The Goldstone propagator is as singular as the usual free massless

propagator in the small-distance limit, the main difference being the sound-speed c2s = 1/(d−
1) factor between the time and angular distances in the denominator.

Evaluating the event shapes within this approximation is quite straightforward since we

just need to express the local correlators in terms of the short distance propagator (4.11)

and integrate over the light-rays. The qualitative features of the result are easily under-

stood. Accounting for the two-derivatives in (4.8) and (4.9), the integrand ∼ ∂2Gππ grows

as 1/(distance)d. Therefore, integrating over the relative position we conclude that the con-

nected correlator scales as ∼ 1/θd−1 in the collinear regime.

For ease of presentation, in the following we only describe the final results, focusing for

concreteness in 3 dimensions. In App. C.1 we collect the technical details of the calculation.

In the frame of interest (p = (E,0)) the only nontrivial dependence is given by the angle

between the detectors cos θ ≡ n1 · n2. The collinear limit of EEC and CCC read

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn = −
(

Q

2π

)2(π

3
Pf

[
1

θ2

]
+

π

24
log
(
θ2
)
+O

(
θ0
))

, (4.12)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn = −
(

E

2π

)2(9π

32
Pf

[
1

θ2

]
+

93π

256
log
(
θ2
)
+O

(
θ0
))

. (4.13)

The symbol Pf denotes that the 1/θ2 terms have to be interpreted as finite part (“Part

finie”) distribution.7 As we explain in App. C.1, this distributional result follows from the iϵ

prescription in (4.11) which regulates the propagator at coincident points. This prescription

crucially ensures that integrating (4.12) and (4.13) we obtain a finite result, as required by

Ward identities. Indeed, charge conservation implies that the total integral of the CCC is

fixed, ∫
dd−2Ωn1⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩ = Q⟨Q(n2)⟩ , (4.15)

7The finite part distribution is defined such that, when we integrate Pf
[

1
θ2

]
against a test function f(θ)

which is smooth around θ = 0, we have∫ A

−A

dθPf

[
1

θ2

]
f(θ) ≡ lim

ϵ→0+

[∫ A

ϵ

dθ
f(θ)

θ2
+

∫ −ϵ

−A

dθ
f(θ)

θ2
− 2

f(0)

ϵ

]
, (4.14)

for arbitrary A > 0. Similar distributions commonly arise in EEC calculations in theories with nontrivial mass

scales, see e.g. [66].
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while energy and momentum conservation imply the following constraints on the EEC:∫
dd−2Ωn1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩ = E ⟨E(n2)⟩ ,

∫
dd−2Ωn1n1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩ = 0 . (4.16)

These relations are completely saturated by the leading-order results. Since the disconnected

terms (4.4) and (4.5) are manifestly finite everywhere, it is crucial that the finite part distri-

bution makes the integration of the connected terms (4.12) and (4.13) finite too. More details

on how (4.15) and (4.16) are realized in our next-to-leading order calculation are reported in

App. C.2.

To obtain (4.12, 4.13) we used the short-distance expansion of the propagator to the first

subleading order. Note that this strategy only predicts the singular terms at small angle, as

the O(1) part also receives seizable contributions from the integration region in which the

two operators are well separated, and the full propagator has to be retained to compute it.

Before discussing the qualitative features of (4.12, 4.13) we stress again that EFT is

valid for distances larger than the cutoff of the EFT: (t1 − t2)
2 ≫ 1/µ2, (arccos m̂1 · m̂2)

2 ≫
1/µ2. As the integral over the light-rays for energy and charge correlators is dominated by

configurations where (t1−t2)
2 ∼ (arccos m̂1·m̂2)

2 ∼ θ2, we can effectively trust our calculation

only as long as θ ≫ 1/µ, as we mentioned in the previous section.

The results in (4.12, 4.13) are shown by the continuous green line in Fig. 3. Remarkably,

we observe that the EFT corrections predict a deficit of energy and charge over a large range

θ ≳ δ/µ, with δ sufficiently large to ensure the validity of the EFT. These corrections become

more pronounced at small angles, as we approach the breakdown of the EFT. The total

integral of energy and charge is fixed, implying the presence of an excess of energy and charge

in a small region θ ≲ 1/µ, formally encoded in the finite part distribution. This phenomenon

is sort of analogous to jet formation in QCD. However, the emergence of these sound-jets is

entirely governed by the sound mode of the superfluid EFT. On the other hand, the detailed

structure of the energy flow inside these sound-jets lies beyond the regime of validity of the

EFT.

Let us also present for generality the collinear results in arbitrary spacetime dimensions

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn
θ ̸=0
= −

(
Q

Ωd−2

)2
[√

π 24−dΓ
(
d
2 + 1

)
Γ(d)

√
d− 2 d2Γ

(
d−1
2

)3 θ1−d +O
(
max(1, θ3−d)

)]
,

(4.17)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn
θ ̸=0
= −

(
E

Ωd−2

)2
[√

d− 2Γ
(
d
2 + 1

)2
Γ
(
d+1
2

)
Γ
(
d+3
2

) θ1−d +O
(
max(1, θ3−d)

)]
, (4.18)

where we focused on the leading singular term. Comments identical to the ones above apply

in this case; in particular these results only apply for θ ̸= 0 and imply a large concentration

of charge/energy at θ = 0 by Ward identities.
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Figure 3: Next-to-leading order charge-charge (left) and energy-energy (right) correlators as

functions of the angular distance θ between the detectors. The plots show the results in d = 3

dimensions; we added a constant shift to the collinear-limit of the connected contribution

(solid green line) to improve the fit. Details on the various contributions are explained in the

main text.

4.2 Back-to-back limit

In principle, all we have to do to compute the connected part of the event shape in general is

to integrate the full propagator in (4.8) and (4.9). To this aim, the simplest approach seems

to use the s-channel decomposition in (2.11), equivalent to the (detector)-(source) OPE.

This gives results in the form of a sum over ℓ:

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩
=

∞∑
ℓ=1

F
(ℓ)
QQ(cos θ) ,

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨E(n1)⟩⟨E(n2)⟩
=

∞∑
ℓ=1

F
(ℓ)
EE (cos θ) , (4.19)

where

F
(ℓ)
QQ(cos θ) =

Γ
(
d
2

)
Γ
(
d+2
2

)
(2ℓ+ d− 2)

2π(d− 2)d2Γ
(
d−1
2

)2
2ωℓ

×
∫∫

dt−1 dt
−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)d−2 ∏
i=1,2

[(d− 2) ∂ti − ∂σi ] e
−iωℓtC

( d−2
2 )

ℓ (m̂1 · m̂2) ,

(4.20)

F
(ℓ)
EE (cos θ) =

dΓ
(
d
2

)2
(2ℓ+ d− 2)

16π(d− 2)Γ
(
d+1
2

)2
2ωℓ

×
∫∫

dt−1 dt
−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)d ∏
i=1,2

[d ∂ti − 2 ∂σi ] e
−iωℓtC

( d−2
2 )

ℓ (m̂1 · m̂2) .

(4.21)

The integrands may be written more explicitly upon taking the derivatives and evaluating

the propagator at (4.10). The resulting expressions are somewhat lengthy and we shall not

report them in the main text.
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For any given value of ℓ, the integrals (4.20) and (4.21) can be reduced to a sum of ele-

mentary integrals upon explicitly expanding the Gegenbauer polynomials. However, we were

not able to obtain closed form results for arbitrary ℓ. What’s worst, while in principle (4.20)

and (4.21) yield the desired result, we observed that the sums over ℓ do not converge abso-

lutely for generic values of θ; rather, the summands oscillate in a non-trivial way, and even

grow with ℓ in absolute value for θ ≲ π/2. These complications make it challenging, at best,

to perform the calculation for arbitrary angles using the representation (2.11).

The technical reason why the sums (4.20) and (4.21) are oscillating is easy to identify. The

propagator is a sum of factors that oscillate in time, each corresponding to the contribution

of a given intermediate phonon state, and the operators are integrated over various time

distances. As discussed in [26], this implies that the conformal block decomposition in general

does not converge in absolute sense, and one cannot truncate the sums (4.20) and (4.21) unless

the correlator is smeared against suitable test functions.

In the next section we shall provide a simple strategy to overcome these complications.

For now, we empirically observe that for θ not too far away from π the integration of the

different terms in the Gegenbauer polynomials gives rise to a destructive interference, such

that F
(ℓ)
QQ and F

(ℓ)
EE rapidly decrease in absolute value with ℓ. While providing a precise

estimate of the convergence properties in ℓ is rather complicated, in this section, we adopt

a more pragmatic approach and simply use the representation in (2.11), truncated to some

large value ℓmax, to compute EEC and CCC in the back-to-back limit.

Therefore we Taylor expand (4.19) around θ = π. In d = 3 we find

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩
=

∞∑
ℓ=1

F
(ℓ)
QQ(−1) +

1

2
(π − θ)2

∞∑
ℓ=1

F
(ℓ)
QQ

′(−1) +O
(
(π − θ)4

)
≈ −0.355− 0.058 (π − θ)2 + . . . , (4.22)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨E(n1)⟩⟨E(n2)⟩
=

∞∑
ℓ=1

F
(ℓ)
EE (−1) +

1

2
(π − θ)2

∞∑
ℓ=1

F
(ℓ)
EE

′(−1) +O
(
(π − θ)4

)
≈ −0.374− 0.018 (π − θ)2 + . . . . (4.23)

Some details of the calculations are given in App. C.3. We see that this approach offers a

semi-analytic estimate of the event shapes in the back-to-back region. These results, tested

against the controlled numerical calculation presented in the next section, are shown by the

red lines in Fig. 3.

Finally we comment that the conformal block decomposition, while it does not converge

in absolute value pointwise for event shapes, does provide a convenient scheme to compute

the various components of the Fourier transform of CCC and EEC. We discuss some details

in App. C.4, where we also show that all the Fourier coefficients are positive as required by

unitarity.8

8We thank A. Zhiboedov for useful comments on this point.
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4.3 General numerical approach

In event shapes, the light-rays are always spacelike, both in the conventional sense and, more

importantly for us, according to the EFT sound-cone

(d− 1)|σ12|2 > |t1 − t2|2. (4.24)

where σ12 is the angular distance on Sd−1: cosσ12 = m̂1·m̂2. As a result, the propagator in the

event shape integrals generally describes the exchange of an off-shell phonon. Off-shell quanta

generate a potential that decays with distance. This feature, though not immediately apparent

in the decomposition (2.11), becomes explicit when using an alternative representation of the

propagator.

This property is particularly manifest when decomposing the propagator in a different

way, as explained in detail in App. A.2. Let us start from the Euclidean cylinder. The main

idea is that, to find the propagator on the cylinder R×Sd−1, we perform a Fourier transform

on R
GE

ππ(τ, cosσ) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
eiωτFω(σ) , (4.25)

and find Fω by solving the equation of motion. As a result, we find that Fω is the propagator

on the sphere Sd−1 for a particle of mass m2 = (d − 1)ω2, see App. A.2 for an explicit

expression.9 Importantly for us, Fω decays exponentially for large ω

Fω(σ) −→ F (as)
ω (σ) ∼ e−|ω|

√
d−1 |σ| , (4.26)

and thus, for a finite angular distance σ, we can truncate the integral in (4.25).

Analogously to the relationship between radial quantization and the representation (2.11),

(4.25) naturally arises from quantizing the theory in R× dSd−1 and then rotating it back to

Euclidean signature in R × Sd−1.10 This decomposition mirrors the approach of modifying

the integration contour to complex spatial momenta when computing the Fourier transform

of a flat-space propagator at space-like distance. Similar complexifications of momentum are

also useful in studying scattering phase shifts in the Regge limit as a function of the impact

parameter [26, 51].

We are interested in the Wightman function on the Lorentzian cylinder. This is obtained

from (4.25) by Wick-rotating the time τ → i(t− iϵ). As long as we consider points that are

outside the sound-cone, the integrand in (4.25) remains exponentially suppressed for large ω:

eωtF (as)
ω (σ) ∼ e−|ω|(

√
d−1 |σ|−|t|) ≪ 1 , for

√
d− 1|σ| > |t| . (4.27)

9More precisely, (4.25) is correct up to the contribution of the zero-mode that we negleceted. This anyhow

drops out once we take derivatives of the propagator, and is hence irrelevant for our purposes.
10Note however that primary states have complex momentum i∆ along R in R×dSd−1, and thus the notion

of unitarity is not obvious in these coordinates. Therefore, while the decomposition (4.25) is convenient for our

purposes, we do not claim that there exists a non-perturbatively defined Hilbert space associated with such

quantization procedure in a general CFT. In particular, despite some similarities, this procedure is different

from angular or Rindler quantization [67], first explored in the context of event shapes in [68].
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For any finite distance we may thus truncate the integration with a cutoff, and define an

approximate propagator as

GΛ
ππ(t, cosσ) ≃

∫ Λ

−Λ

dω

2π
eωtFω(σ) +

∫ ∞

Λ

dω

2π
(eωt + e−ωt)F (as)

ω (σ) , (4.28)

where the second term in this equation is evaluated analytically using the asymptotic ex-

pansion at large ω|σ| of the sphere propagator, see App. A.2. For any finite Λ, (4.28) is

straightforward to evaluate numerically and is thus well suited for numerical integration.

Derivatives of the propagator, which are needed to compute (4.8) and (4.9), can be approxi-

mated similarly.

We could now use (4.28) to compute the event shapes (4.8) and (4.9) numerically at

arbitrary angular separation. However, near the endpoints t+1 = t+2 = ±π of the light-ray

integrals the two operator collide and the truncated representation of the propagator (4.28) is

not adequate anymore. Therefore, even though the contribution near the endpoints is small

due to the measure, it is better to separate the light-ray integrals in two contributions:

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩
= F

(short)
QQ (cos θ) + F

(long)
QQ (cos θ) , (4.29)

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨E(n1)⟩⟨E(n2)⟩
= F

(short)
EE (cos θ) + F

(long)
EE (cos θ) . (4.30)

The “short” term is obtained carving out a small region around the endpoints 2π−η < |t−1 +t−2 |
in (4.8) and (4.9), with 0 < η ≪ 1, and replacing the propagator with its short distance

approximation. From the viewpoint of Minkowski space the requirement 2π − η < |t−1 + t−2 |
selects only the region near future “i+” and space infinity “i0” where the two light-rays touch.

The “long” contribution is the remaining integral and is evaluated using the representation

of the propagator in (4.28). The following condition on the cutoff,

Λ ≳
4

η |θ|
√
d− 2

, (4.31)

ensures that the exponent in (4.27) is sufficiently large everywhere within the integration

range.

The numerical results in d = 3 are shown by the blue dots in Fig. 3. We find that

η = 0.6 and Λ = 15 yield precise results for θ ≳ 0.4. Indeed, Fig. 3 shows excellent agreement

between the numerical points and the (semi-)analytical results for the collinear and back-to-

back region, that we discussed before.

5 Generalized detectors

So far, we have considered the simplest and most physically intuitive type of detectors: those

associated with energy and global charges. These are just a subset of the possible detectors

that can be defined in a CFT and, more generally, in QFT. In particular, given any local
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operator Oµ1,...µJ with scaling dimension ∆ and spin J , such that ∆ + J > 1, we can define

a detector integrating it along a light-ray connecting spatial infinity to future infinity11

DO(n) = 2−∆ lim
x+
n→∞

(x+n )
∆−J

∫ ∞

−∞
dx−n n̄µ1 . . . n̄µJO

µ1,...µJ (x+n , x
−
n ) . (5.1)

Generalizations include detectors with transverse spin and, more in general, any light-ray

operator, including those not associated with local operators, defines a detector [15]. We will

restrict our attention to detectors of the form (5.1).

Although generalized detectors (5.1) are not associated with any conserved charge, their

event shapes provide valuable information about the state and, more generally, about the

theory. It is therefore worthwhile to explore some of their properties and, specifically, to

investigate whether they can be computed within our EFT framework. We will show that,

from the EFT viewpoint, there exist “good” and “bad” detectors obtained from, respectively,

neutral and charged operators. Event shapes of the former can be systematically computed

within EFT (at least in some sense), while to study the latter one needs the full information

on the UV theory.12

One point event shapes involving the detector (5.1) are fixed by conformal invariance [20]

⟨DO(n)⟩p = λŌQOOQ

√
π Γ(∆Q)Γ

(
∆Q + 1− d

2

)
Γ
(
J+∆−1

2

)
Γ
(
J+∆
2

)
Γ
(
J−∆
2 +∆Q

)
Γ
(
∆+J−d

2 +∆Q

) (p2)∆+J−2
2

(n · p)∆−1
Θ(p0)Θ(p2) , (5.2)

where λŌQOOQ
is the OPE coefficient of the local operator O defining the detector. Two point

event shapes are more interesting and depend on a cross-ratio analogously to (3.5) and (3.6):

⟨DO(n1)DO(n2)⟩p =
(p2)∆+J−2Θ(p0)Θ(p2)

(n1 · p)∆−1(n2 · p)∆−1
GDODO(ξ) , (5.3)

where, again, ξ = (2n1·n2)(p2)
(2n1·p)(2n2·p) controls the dependence of the event shape with the angular

distance of the detectors. Below we shall work in the source/sink rest frame.

5.1 Generalized detectors in EFT

Let us review how to represent in EFT arbitrary light operators. On general grounds, a light

primary local operator of dimension ∆, spin J , and charge q flows to a local functional of the

Goldstone field with the appropriate quantum numbers [42]:

O(q)
a1...aJ

= cOe
iqχ(∂χ)∆−JΠb1...bJ

a1...aJ
∂b1χ . . . ∂bJχ+ . . . , (5.4)

where cO is an O(1) Wilson coefficient, Π is the projector onto traceless symmetric tensors and

the dots stand for higher derivative terms, suppressed by a relative 1/µ2 ∼ Q− 2
d−1 factor. For

q = 0, we obtain the OPE coefficient evaluating this expression on the classical profile (2.2):

⟨Q|O(0)
a1...aJ

|Q⟩cyl = λŌQOOQ
δ0a1 . . . δ

0
aJ

, λŌQOOQ
≃ cOµ

∆ ∝ Q
∆

d−1 . (5.5)

11The 2−∆ prefactor is conventional and ensures the agreement with (3.2) and (3.1). This definition is

equivalent to the one in [65].
12Note that our definitions of “good” and “bad” are based solely on the EFT perspective and are not

connected to the renormalization properties of the detectors [24].

– 28 –



We postpone a detailed discussion of correlation functions of charge operators and the asso-

ciated detectors to Sec. 5.4.

To compute event shapes within EFT we will follow the same strategy as in Sec. 3.

Therefore, we work on the saddle-point (3.12) and map the calculation to the cylinder using

(3.16). A generalized detector on the cylinder reads

Dcyl
O (n) = 22J−2

∫ π

−π
dt−

(
cos

t−

2

)∆+J−2

O− . . .−︸ ︷︷ ︸
J

(t+ = π, t−,n) . (5.6)

For instance, working in the source/sink rest frame as usual, from (5.5) and (5.6) we obtain

⟨DO(n)⟩ ≃ X1−J
0 22J−2

∫ π

−π
dt−

(
cos

t−

2

)∆+J−2

⟨Q|O−...−|Q⟩cyl

= λŌQOOQ

EJ−1

∆J−1
Q

√
π Γ
(
∆+J−1

2

)
Γ
(
∆+J
2

) ,

(5.7)

which agrees with the exact result (5.2) for ∆Q ≫ 1. Note that the integral (5.7) only

converges provided the condition ∆ + J > 1 is satisfied.

We similarly conclude that higher-point event shape factorize into the product of one-

point functions for generic kinematics as long as EFT holds, e.g.

⟨DO(n1)DO(n2)⟩ ≃ ⟨DO(n1)⟩⟨DO(n2)⟩ . (5.8)

As in Sec. 3.2, corrections to (5.8) arise both from the Fourier transform and the connected

correlator on the cylinder. Let us focus on the latter contribution. Expanding the neutral

operator (5.4) in fluctuations,

O(0)
−...− ≃ 2−JcOµ

∆

[
1 +

1

µ
(∆π̇ − J∂σπ) + . . .

]
, (5.9)

we see that the leading connected contribution is given by the following integral

X2−2J
0 4J−2 c

2
Oµ

2∆−d

c(d− 1)

∫∫
dt−1 dt

−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)∆+J−2 ∏
i=1,2

[∆∂ti − J∂σi ]Gππ . (5.10)

Even when θ ≳ 1/µ, as for charge and energy correlators the EFT breaks down near t+1 =

t+2 = ±π. Proceeding as in the discussion around (3.30), we estimate that the contribution

from the dangerous region scales as

non-EFT contribution ∼ X2−2J
0 × µ2∆−d × µd+2−2∆−2J ∼ X2−2J

0 × µ2−2J . (5.11)

Since the one-point function (5.7) scales as X1−J
0 µ∆, we see that (5.11) is always smaller than

the factorized result as we must have ∆+J > 1 for the light-ray transform to exist. However,

for
d+ 2

2
> ∆+ J , (5.12)
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the UV contribution is more important than the leading connected term predicted by EFT,

which scales as X2−2J
0 µ2∆−d from (5.10). In fact, it is simple to check that when the condi-

tion (5.12) holds, the integral (5.10) does not even converge near the endpoints t+1 = t+2 = ±π,

and thus we need a regularization procedure to compute it. Note that in unitary theories,

the unitarity bounds ∆ ≥ d−2+J for J ≥ 1 imply that (5.12) is never satisfied for detectors

built out of spinning operators in d > 2.

In the next section we will discuss the calculation of the leading correction to (5.8), mostly

focusing on scalar operators, assuming ∆ + J > d+2
2 . We will come back to the issue of UV

contributions in Sec. 5.3, where we will also clarify the structure of the EFT expansion in

general, including when (5.12) holds.

5.2 Event shapes for neutral generalized detectors

Let us consider a two-point event shape for identical detectors with ∆ + J > d+2
2 ; the EFT

expansion reads

⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩ = ⟨D(n1)⟩⟨D(n2)⟩+
1

∆Q
⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1) + . . . , (5.13)

where the leading result completely factorizes, while the first correction consists of two con-

tributions as in (4.3)

⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1) = ⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1)disc + ⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1)conn . (5.14)

Here the first term is the disconnected contribution from the Fourier transform, while the

second is the contribution from the connected correlator

⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨D(n1)⟩⟨D(n2)⟩
=

π
d
2
−1Γ

(
J+∆
2

)2
4Γ
(
d
2 + 1

)
Γ
(
J+∆−1

2

)2
×
∫∫

dt−1 dt
−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)∆+J−2 ∏
i=1,2

[∆∂ti − J∂σi ]Gππ .

(5.15)

The calculation is identical to the charge and energy correlators discussed in Sec. 4. Below

we discuss in detail some examples, mostly focusing on detectors built out of scalars in d = 3.

For scalar operators in d = 3 the first term in (5.14) is computed in App. B and reads

⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1)disc

⟨D(n1)⟩⟨D(n2)⟩
= −1 + (∆− 1)2n1 · n2

2∆Q
. (5.16)

This function is graphically shown by the dashed lines in Fig. 4 for ∆ = 3 and ∆ = 4.2.
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Figure 4: Next-to-leading order two-point event shapes involving a scalar detector of dimen-

sion ∆ = 3 (left) and ∆ = 4.2 (right), as functions of the angular distance θ between the

detectors. The plots show the results in d = 3 dimensions; we added a constant shift to the

collinear-limit of the connected contribution (solid green line) to improve the fit. Details on

the various contributions are explained in the main text.

In the collinear regime 1/µ ≪ θ ≪ 1, the connected contribution follows from the short-

distance limit of the propagator. For J = 0 in d = 3 it reads

⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨D(n1)⟩⟨D(n2)⟩
θ ̸=0
= − θ−2 4∆2Γ

(
∆− 5

2

)
Γ
(
∆
2

)2
3
√
πΓ(∆− 2)Γ

(
∆−1
2

)2
− log

(
θ2
) 2 (4∆2 − 18∆ + 21

)
Γ
(
∆
2 + 1

)2
Γ
(
∆− 5

2

)
3
√
π Γ
(
∆−1
2

)2
Γ(∆− 1)

+O
(
θ0
)
.

(5.17)

Comments analogous to those in Sec. 4.1 apply here. Note in particular the sound-jet sin-

gularity as θ → 0.13 We checked for several integer and half-integer values of ∆ that the

1/θ2 term becomes the distribution Pf
[
1
θ2

]
when properly regulated. We expect the same for

generic ∆. We also provide the generalization of the collinear result to arbitrary d, ∆ and J :

⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨D(n1)⟩⟨D(n2)⟩
θ ̸=0
= − θ1−d (∆− J)2Γ

(
d+1
2

)
Γ
(
J+∆
2

)2
Γ
(
J +∆− d

2 − 1
)

(d− 2)3/2Γ
(
d
2 + 1

)
Γ
(
J+∆−1

2

)2
Γ
(
J +∆− d

2 − 1
2

)
+O

(
max(1, θ3−d)

)
.

(5.18)

In the back-to-back regime, we obtain semi-analytic results proceeding as in Sec. 4.2:

⟨D(n1)D(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨D(n1)⟩⟨D(n2)⟩
= Σ

(0)
∆,J +

1

2
(π − θ)2Σ

(2)
∆,J +O

(
(π − θ)4

)
. (5.19)

13The universal behavior of event shapes in the collinear limit in EFT suggests that it might be possible

to define some sort of effective OPE controlling this limit. We thank M. Walters for useful comments on this

point.
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Figure 5: Two-point event shapes involving scalar detectors in the back-to-back limit. In the

figure we report the two coefficients of the Taylor expansion (see (5.19)) for different values

of ∆ in d = 3.

We plot the results we obtained for Σ
(0)
∆,0 and Σ

(2)
∆,0 in d = 3 for several values of ∆ in Fig. 5.14

For general angles we may obtain numerical result using the representation (4.25) of the

propagator, as in Sec. 4.3. As an illustration, we plot the results in d = 3 for scalars with

∆ = 3 and ∆ = 4.2 in Fig. 4.

5.3 EFT of the light-ray endpoints

As formerly noted, a small region of the light-ray integrals around t−1 = t−2 = ±π is not

within EFT. In this section, we analyze the physics of this region further. To this aim, it will

be simpler to focus directly on correlation functions of detectors on the cylinder (5.6) in the

large charge primary state. We also focus on event shapes of two identical detectors as before

for concreteness. Our discussion however is general and may be straightforwardly applied to

arbitrary event shapes in Minkowski space.

Let us consider an event shape with two identical neutral detectors. We have seen in

Sec. 5.1 that the disconnected term is proportional to λ2
ŌQOOQ

∼ µ2∆, while the connected

part (5.10) naively scales as µ2∆−d. We estimated the UV contribution from the integration

endpoints in (5.11), where we argued that, upon introducing short-distance cutoff at t−1 =

t−2 = ±(π −#/µ), we expect a UV dominated term of the form

⟨Q|Dcyl
O (n1)Dcyl

O (n2)|Q⟩cyl ⊃ µ2−2JFO(ξ) +O
(
µ−2J

)
, ξ =

1− cos θ

2
, (5.20)

where the function FO(ξ) receives contributions from all higher derivative terms and is thus

unknown in EFT.15 The UV component dominates over the connected EFT result for ∆+J <

14For ∆ = 3 the integrals simplify and we obtain Σ
(0)
3,0 = −3/2 exactly; we also observe Σ

(2)
3,0 = −3/4 to high

accuracy.
15Estimating FO(ξ) with a cutoff in the integral and using the short-distance limit of the propagator (4.11),

we expect that it grows as θ1−d in the collinear limit as the EFT result.
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(d+2)/2. In the limiting case ∆+J = (d+2)/2 we further expect a logarithmic enhancement

∼ logµ of the UV contribution (5.20), as it may easily be checked estimating FO with a cutoff

and using the short-distance limit of the propagator (4.11).

Since the region in which EFT breaks down is small, we can parametrize, and renormal-

ize, the UV contribution to the event shape in terms of local counterterms at the light-ray

endpoints (t = π, σ = 0) and (t = 0, σ = π). The structure of these counterterms follows

from the transformation properties of light-ray operators, of which the detectors under con-

siderations are special instances. Below, we briefly review the ingredients that we need for

our analysis following [15].

We remind the reader that in index-free notation a spin J operator is encoded in a

homogeneous polynomial of degree J as

O(y; z) = Oa1...aJ (y)za1 . . . zaJ , (5.21)

where z is a null vector: z2 = 0. Using embedding coordinates for the sphere, a null vector

on R × Sd−1 can be written as (z0, z⃗ ), where (z0)2 = z⃗ 2 and z⃗ · m̂ = 0, i.e. z⃗ is tangent

to the sphere. In this language, fractional spin representations of the rotation group simply

correspond to homogeneous functions of z with fractional degree. Local operators cannot

have fractional spin, but such representations may occur for nonlocal operators such as the

ones we are interested in.

Using index-free notation, a light-ray operator on the cylinder reads [15]

L[O](t, m̂; z0, z⃗) = 2J−1(z0)1−∆−J

×
∫ π

0
dκ(sinκ)∆+J−2O(t+ κ, m̂ cosκ+ z⃗/z0 sinκ; z0, z⃗ cosκ− z0m̂ sinκ) , (5.22)

where we fixed the prefactor to agree with our conventions (5.6). The nontrivial claim is that

this integral yields an operator that transforms as a primary of the conformal group with

dimension 1− J and spin 1−∆, at either of the two integration endpoints, which are related

by the action of the center of the Lorentzian conformal group T [15].

It is simple to check that the detectors we are interested in are obtained setting t = 0 and

σ = π, i.e. the north pole, and taking a null vector with z0 = 1 and z⃗ = (n, 0) in (5.22).16

Therefore the product of two detectors is nothing but the product of two light-ray operators

at coincident points:

Dcyl
O (n1)Dcyl

O (n2) = L[O](y0; z1)L[O](y0; z2) , (5.24)

where y0 = (t = 0, σ = π) and z1, z2 denote the appropriate null polarization vectors. In light

of the former discussion, the product Dcyl
O (n1)Dcyl

O (n2) transforms as a primary of dimension

16In flat space, detectors are light-ray operators at spatial infinity:

Dflat
O (n) = lim

x→∞
(−x2)2∆L[O](x; z) , L[O](x; z) = 2−∆

∫ ∞

−∞
dαO

(
x− z

α
; z
)
. (5.23)
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2 − 2J with two spins 1 − ∆, corresponding to the two polarization vectors. This simply

means that the product L[O](y; z1)L[O](y; z2) is homogeneous in both z1 and z2 with degree

1 − ∆. Note that a similar argument determines the spin of the light-ray operators in the

OPE of two detectors [20, 25].

We are now ready to provide a complete EFT treatment of detectors. We claim that the

product of two detectors in the EFT flows to the light-ray integrals that we have considered

so far, plus additional local EFT operators that encode the short-distance contributions from

the points in which the integrated operators collide:

Dcyl
O (n1)Dcyl

O (n2)|UV
RG−→ Dcyl

O (n1)Dcyl
O (n2)|EFT +Oct(y0; z1, z2) +Oct(T y0; z1, z2) , (5.25)

where y0 = (t = 0, σ = π), T y0 = (t = π, σ = 0), while the polarization vectors are z01 = 1

and z⃗1 = (n1, 0) and similarly for z2. The explicit form of the local counterterms is easily

obtained by requiring that they transform as the product of two light-ray operators under the

conformal group. At leading order in derivatives, this fixes the form of Oct up to a function

of a cross-ratio

Oct(y; z1, z2) =
(∂χ)2∆−2J

[(z1 · ∂χ)(z2 · ∂χ)]∆−1
FO

(
(∂χ)2(2z1 · z1)

(2z1 · ∂χ)(2z2 · ∂χ)

)
+ . . . , . (5.26)

where the function FO is arbitrary and the dots stand for further corrections, which are

suppressed by relative factors of 1/(∂χ)2 ∼ 1/µ2. The homogeneity properties of (5.26) in

z1 and z2 are obvious. Additionally, (5.26) is easily checked to transform homogeneously

under Weyl rescalings, and this in turn implies that Oct also transforms as a primary under

conformal transformations.

Using z1 · z2 = 1− cos θ and that z1 · ∂χ = z2 · ∂χ = µ on the classical profile (2.2), the

expectation value of (5.26),

⟨Q|Oct(y; z1, z2)|Q⟩cyl = µ2−2JFO(ξ) , ξ =
1− cos θ

2
, (5.27)

yields a correction to the event shape in agreement with the cutoff estimate (5.20). In other

words, the counterterm (5.26) eliminates the need for a cutoff to account for the new UV

contributions.

In summary, whenever ∆+J > (d+2)/2 we do not need to introduce a cutoff to compute

the light-ray integrals. When instead (5.12) is satisfied, the light-ray integrals need to be

regulated. This may be done in a mass-independent scheme, such as analytic continuation

in ∆. In both cases, we systematically parameterize in EFT the new UV contributions from

the integration endpoints with the local counterterm (5.26), without the need for explicit

cutoff or hand-wavy arguments. Note that when computing the integral (5.10) by analytic

continuation in ∆ we encounter poles when ∆ + J = (d+ 2)/2, as the collinear result (5.18)

explicitly shows. These are renormalized in a standard fashion by the new terms in (5.25),

leading to a logµ enhancement of the result, again in agreement with the former physical

estimates.
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So far we have discussed generic detectors. The physically most interesting case of energy

and charge detectors however is special. Indeed, Ward identities impose further restrictions on

the form of (5.26). For instance, the function FO(ξ) must integrate to zero over θ as discussed

in Sec. 4.1. We did not study systematically all the constraints that the counterterms must

satisfy, nor if such constraints admit nontrivial solutions for charge and energy detectors. Note

also that our discussion implies that one should consider additional similarly constructed UV

counterterms for event shapes with three or more detectors, that arise from the points where

three or more operators collide.

5.4 Breakdown of factorization for charged detectors

From (5.4), we see that charged operators in EFT are proportional to a fast oscillating factor

eiqµt on the EFT background solution (2.2). For instance, a correlation function with two

charged operator insertions on the large charge ground state reads

⟨Q|Ō(q)
a1...aJ

(t1, m̂1)O(q)
b1...bJ

(t2, m̂2)|Q⟩cyl = |λŌQ+qOOQ
|2eiqµ(t2−t1)δ0a1 . . . δ

0
aJ
δ0b1 . . . δ

0
bJ

×
[
1 +

q2

c(d− 1)µd−2
Gππ + . . .

]
,

(5.28)

where Ō(q) is the conjugate of O(q) and we defined the OPE coefficient17

⟨Q+ q|O(q)
a1...aJ

|Q⟩cyl = δ0a1 . . . δ
0
aJ
λŌQ+qOOQ

, λŌQ+qOOQ
= cOµ

∆ + . . . . (5.29)

The origin of the oscillating factor is clear: by charge conservation, the lowest energy state

exchanged between the two light insertions in (5.28) corresponds to the operator OQ+q, whose

gap is ∆Q+q − ∆Q ≃ q µ ∼ q Q
1

d−2 . The connected term in parenthesis therefore describes

the exchange of states with gap slightly above ∆Q+q −∆Q.

In this section, we consider event shapes associated with charged operators. For simplic-

ity, we shall work directly on the cylinder as in the previous section and focus on the event

shape that is obtained integrating (5.28):

⟨Q|Dcyl

Ō(q)(n1)Dcyl

O(q)(n2)|Q⟩cyl = 24J−4

∫∫
dt−1 dt

−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)∆+J−2

⟨Q|Ō(q)
−...−O

(q)
−...−|Q⟩cyl ,

(5.30)

where we suppressed the operators coordinates for brevity. When we integrate (5.30) us-

ing (5.28), the fast oscillating factor eiqµ(t
−
2 −t−1 )/2 makes the integral unavoidably peaked

around frequencies ∼ µ away from the EFT window. Therefore, event shapes associated with

charged operators are dominated by the UV even at leading order. Below we illustrate this

point more in detail, showing that if one tries to compute the event shape within EFT one

finds that the light-ray integrals are peaked around the singular endpoints. Consequently,

there is no parametric separation between the leading order and the subleading term. In

particular, unlike for neutral operators, the result does not factorize into a term proportional

17Tadpole diagrams provide a correction to this OPE coefficient ∝ q2µ∆−(d−2) [62].
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to the square of the OPE coefficient with only small corrections at large charge. Intuitively,

the absence of factorization can be understood on physical grounds: the integrated operators

have non-zero charge, thus the detectors are necessarily correlated with each other by charge

conservation.18 The EFT nonetheless predicts some subleading terms in the expansion.

Let us consider first the integration of the leading term in (5.28)

4J−2|λŌQ+qOOQ
|2
∫ π

−π
dt−1

(
cos

t−1
2

)∆+J−2

e−iqµt−1 /2

∫ π

−π
dt−2

(
cos

t−2
2

)∆+J−2

eiqµt
−
2 /2 .

(5.31)

The above integrals may be performed exactly, but it is instructive to evaluate them perturba-

tively in 1/µ. Consider for instance the integration over t−2 . Assuming q > 0 for concreteness,

we can close the contour at i∞ and recast our original problem in terms of two integrals in

the complex plane over t−2 ∈ (π, π + i∞) and t−2 ∈ (−π,−π + i∞)∫ π

−π
dt−2 e

iqµt−2 /2

(
cos

t−2
2

)∆+J−2

= −
∫ π+i∞

π
dt−2 e

iqµt−2 /2

(
cos

t−2
2

)∆−2

− c.c.

= −2 sin
(π
2
(qµ−∆− J)

)∫ ∞

0
dτe−qµτ/2

(
sinh

τ

2

)∆+J−2
,

(5.32)

where in the last line we change variables via t−2 = π + iτ . We therefore see that for qµ ≫ 0

the integral is localized around τ ≃ 0, i.e. t−2 = ±π. Rescaling τ → τ/qµ and expanding the

integrand for large qµ we find that (5.31) gives

4JΓ(∆ + J − 1)2 sin2
(π
2
(qµ−∆− J)

) |λŌQ+qOOq
|2

(q µ)2∆+2J−2

[
1 +O

(
1

µ2

)]
∝ µ2−2J , (5.33)

where to determine the scaling with µ we used that λŌQ+qOOQ
≃ cOµ

∆.

Differently than for neutral operators, the result (5.33) is proportional to µ2−2J indepen-

dently of the scaling dimension of the operator. In light of the discussion in the previous

section, we recognize that (5.33) is of the same order as the UV contribution, described by

the counterterm (5.26) in EFT. We conclude therefore that the naive leading order EFT

result is not physical, and we can only predict the scaling ∝ µ2−2J of the event shape via

the arguments in 5.3. The origin of this conclusion is clear from the manipulations in (5.32):

the fast oscillating phase makes the integrals peak at the integration endpoints t1− = ±π

and t2− = ±π, where the measure suppresses the scaling with µ. In particular, the light-ray

integrals receive equal contributions from the UV dominated region t1− ≃ t2− ≃ ±π, where the

operators collide, and from t1− ≃ −t2− ≃ ±π, where the two operators are at large separation

and EFT applies (recall that there are no lightcone singularities in EFT).

It should be clear that a similar mechanism is at place when we integrate the first sub-

leading order in (5.28). By the same manipulations as in (5.32) the result consists of two

18It is however also important that the chemical potential is large: µ ≫ 1. In free theories or CFTs with

moduli spaces, the chemical potential is O(1) [58] and our arguments do not apply.
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contributions. The first is concentrated in the UV region t1− ≃ t2− ≃ ±π19

4J−2|λŌQ+qOOQ
|2q2

c(d− 1)µd−2

{∫ ∞

0
dτ1

∫ ∞

0
dτ2 e

− 1
2
qµ(τ1+τ2)

[
sinh

(τ1
2

)
sinh

(τ2
2

)]∆+J−2

×
[
Gππ|t−1 =π−iτ1,t

−
2 =π+iτ2

+Gππ|t−1 =−π−iτ1,t
−
2 =−π+iτ2

]}
.

(5.34)

and also contributes at order µ2−2J , as it can be seen using the short-distance expansion of the

propagator (4.11). Note that, based on the arguments in the previous section, we expect that

this UV contribution admits an expansion in inverse powers of µ2. The other contribution

instead is focused around t1− ≃ −t2− ≃ ±π and reads

−
4J−2|λŌQ+qOOQ

|2q2

c(d− 1)µd−2

{∫ ∞

0
dτ1

∫ ∞

0
dτ2 e

− 1
2
qµ(τ1+τ2)

[
sinh

(τ1
2

)
sinh

(τ2
2

)]∆+J−2

×
[
eiπ(∆+J−qµ)Gππ|t−1 =π−iτ1,t

−
2 =−π+iτ2

+ e−iπ(∆+J−qµ)Gππ|t−1 =−π−iτ1,t
−
2 =π+iτ2

]}
.

(5.35)

This last contribution is physical and calculable within EFT. Using that the propagator is

regular at t−1 = −t−2 = ±π, we see that (5.35) scales as µ2−2J−(d−2) and thus, differently than

in (5.31), is not contaminated by the UV dominated contribution for generic d. Therefore, the

result of (5.35) is a well-defined prediction of EFT despite being subleading. For instance,

expanding the integrand in (5.35) for small τ1 and τ2 and putting everything together, in

d = 3 we find the following result

⟨Q|Dcyl

Ō(q)(n1)Dcyl

O(q)(n2)|Q⟩cyl = µ2−2JFO(ξ) (5.36)

−µ1−2J c
2
Oq

4−2∆−2J

c 41−J
Γ(J +∆− 1)2 cos (π(∆ + J − qµ))Gππ (π,−1) +O

(
µ−2J

)
,

where the function FO(ξ) is not predicted by EFT, while the subleading contribution is

homogeneous and arises from (5.35). In (5.36) the propagator at t12 = σ12 = π is equal to20

Gππ (π,−1) = Gππ (−π,−1)
d=3≃ 0.0712 . (5.37)

In conclusion, event shapes associated with charged operators are dominated by the

microphysics, and do not factorize into a classical homogeneous term with small corrections.

The EFT nonetheless predicts some subleading terms in the expansion, as in (5.36).

19For some values of θ there occur singularities on the countour τ1, τ2 ∈ R, corresponding to the operators

becoming lightlike in dSd−1 × R. These can be avoided by slightly modifying the contour and are inessential

for our arguments.
20To compute Gππ (π,−1) we isolated the leading oscillatory piece of the sum (2.11), evaluated its sum

analytically using Pℓ(−1) = (−1)ℓ, and then computed the sum of the remaining difference, which converges

in absolute sense, numerically.
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6 Outlook

In this work, we studied event shapes for large charge states in CFTs. We obtained explicit

results for EEC and CCC and systematized the application of EFT to general event shapes.

Our results are summarized in the Introduction in Sec. 1.1. Below, we comment on future

research directions.

First, it would be interesting to understand how our EFT predictions emerge from a

controlled, UV-complete model. A natural candidate is the Wilson-Fisher O(2) fixed point in

4− ε dimensions, where one can access large charge correlators in a double-scaling limit with

ε ≪ 1 and εQ = fixed [60]. The double-scaling parameter εQ ∼ µ3 controls, in particular,

the gap of the radial mode, interpolating between the near-vacuum regime at εQ ≪ 1 and

the conformal superfluid one for εQ ≫ 1. Results for EEC (1.2) and other event shapes in

this double-scaling limit could shed light on various aspects of event shapes in large charge

states. In particular, it should be possible to analyze the microscopic structure of the sound

jets discussed in Sec. 4.1. Relatedly, the UV model would describe the transition between

the light-ray OPE regime, which is trivial at leading order in ε and is expected to govern the

deeply collinear limit θ ≪ 1/µ, and the EFT predictions discussed in this paper, similarly

to the analysis of [46] in planar N = 4 SYM. Additionally, a controlled microscopic model

should allow matching the local counterterms discussed in Sec. 5.3 with the UV theory and,

perhaps, also exploring more general detectors that cannot be obtained as integrals of local

operators, in the spirit of [24].

The techniques developed in this work are likely to prove useful also in the analysis of

conformal collider observables of generic heavy operators, that admit an EFT description as

thermal states [47]. Real-time correlators at finite temperature are universally described by

hydrodynamics [48, 69], and present some new physical ingredients compared to the superfluid

states analyzed here. For instance, hydrodynamic correlators also describe the propagation

of a diffusion mode besides sound, and the Naivier-Stokes equations are dissipative.21 The

analysis of event shapes in such conformal fluid states might represent an important step

forward toward a systematic application of EFT techniques to ECs in heavy-ion collisions.

Finite density and finite temperature states also admit interesting holographic duals. For

instance, the conformal superfluid is dual to a superconducting boson star [70, 71], while

generic heavy operators are described by black holes in AdS. Detector operators are dual to

shock waves that perturb the AdS geometry [25], and it would be interesting to explore their

behavior in these nontrivial backgrounds. The EFT results might provide useful guidance for

the holographic analysis, perhaps along the lines of the fluid-gravity correspondence [72].

It might also be interesting to study event shapes in a different class of semiclassical

states, such as those corresponding to large spin operators in CFT [73–75], that also admit a

nontrivial interplay with the large charge regime [76–78] and holography [79, 80]. For spinning

operators, even one-point event shapes are not completely fixed by symmetries and contain

information about the dynamics. It is also interesting to explore conformal collider observables

21We thank Z. Komargodski for useful discussions on this point.
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at large charge in theories with different EFT descriptions, such as Fermi spheres [52–54] or

models with moduli spaces [55–58].

Finally, some of the ideas developed in this work might find applications in different con-

texts. For instance, in Sec. 5 we found it convenient to decompose the four-point correlator

into an unusual basis, reminiscent of the complexification of spatial momentum that is com-

monly employed in the calculation of phase shifts as a function of the impact parameter [51].

It might be worthwhile exploring whether similar ideas could prove useful in more general

studies of event shapes.

There are also some superficial similarities between the EFT setup analyzed in this paper

and the calculation of event shapes in AdS/CFT. Intuitively, this is because semiclassical

theories in AdS, as defined through a bottom-up approach or a truncated supergravity action,

naturally possess a cutoff ≲ N2 on the spectrum of the dilation operator. As a result, also

in holography one finds a breakdown of semiclassical gravity for EECs in the ultra-collinear

limit θ ≲ 1/N2 [25, 27]. Additionally, in the “Effective Conformal Theory” setup of [81],

i.e. for a CFT dual to a bulk theory obtained integrating out heavy fields with dimension

∆Λ ≪ N2, generic event shapes are potentially ill-defined and need to be regulated, as in our

analysis of generalized detectors in Sec. 5. It might be instructive to reformulate these issues

from an EFT perspective, perhaps along the lines of Sec. 5.3.
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A The large charge propagator

A.1 Generalities and the short distance limit

Here we discuss some properties of the propagator for the Goldstone field π. It is convenient to

start from Euclidean signature and then obtain the Wightman function Gππ we are interested

in by analytic continuation. The Lagrangian in (2.8) in Euclidean signature reads

S
(2)
E = c(d− 1)µd−2

∫
dτdd−1m̂

[
1

2
(∂τπ)

2 +
1

2(d− 1)
(∂iπ)

2

]
. (A.1)
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Using rotational invariance the equation defining the Euclidean propagator Gππ can be ex-

plicitly written as

−∂2
τG

E
ππ(τ, m̂ · m̂0)−

1

d− 1
∆(Sd−1)GE

ππ(τ, m̂ · m̂0) = δ(τ)δ(S
d−1) (m̂− m̂0) . (A.2)

The simplest and most natural option is to decompose GE
ππ(τ, x) into spherical harmonics and

then solve the ODE for τ . This yields the propagator as a sum of Gegenbauer polynomials

GE
ππ(τ, m̂ · m̂0) = − 1

2Ωd−1
|τ |+

∞∑
ℓ=1

2ℓ+ d− 2

(d− 2)Ωd−1

e−ωℓ|τ |

2ωℓ
C
( d−2

2 )
ℓ (m̂ · m̂0) , (A.3)

where the ωℓ’s are given in (2.9). This decomposition makes it manifest that the propagator

decays exponentially at large Euclidean time distances |τ | ≫ 1. UponWick rotating τ → it− ϵ

(ϵ > 0), this yields the Wightman function (2.11).

At short distances (but still within EFT) we can use a flat space approximation and we

find

GE
ππ(τ, cosσ)

τ,σ→0
≃ (d− 1)

d−1
2

(d− 2)Ωd−1 [τ2 + (d− 1)σ2]
d−2
2

. (A.4)

Expanding around (A.4) we may further obtain subleading orders in the short-distance ap-

proximation. Wick-rotating (A.4), we obtain the short-distance Wightman propagator (4.11).

A.2 An alternative decomposition of the propagator

It is also possible, and in fact convenient for our purposes, to proceed oppositely as what we

did to obtain (A.3). In other words, we can work in Fourier basis along the R direction and

write

GE
ππ(τ, m̂ · m̂0) =

∫
dω

2π
eiωτFω(m̂ · m̂0) , (A.5)

where Fω(m̂ · m̂0) solves the equation[
ω2 − 1

d− 1
∆(Sd−1)

]
Fω(m̂ · m̂0) = δ(S

d−1)(m̂− m̂0) . (A.6)

We thus recognize Fω(m̂ · m̂0)/(d− 1) as the propagator of a scalar on the sphere with mass

m2 = (d− 1)ω2 on Sd−1 (see for instance [82]), namely

Fω(x)

(d− 1)
=

Γ(∆ω)Γ(d− 2−∆ω)

(4π)
d−1
2 Γ(d−1

2 )
2F1

(
∆ω, d− 2−∆ω;

d− 1

2
;
1 + x

2

)
, (A.7)

where x = m̂ · m̂0 and ∆ω is the solution of

∆ω(d− 2−∆ω) = (d− 1)ω2 . (A.8)

Note that (A.7) is symmetric under ∆ω ↔ d− 2−∆ω and hence we can always restrict to a

single arbitrary solution of (A.8).
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Physically, the representation (A.5) can be seen as the natural one that is obtained when

quantizing the EFT on dSd−1 × Rτ and then Wick-rotating de Sitter back to the sphere.22

Note, however, that when doing this the EFT ground state (or any primary state) has complex

momentum along R and the natural unitarity conditions obeyed by the CFT are therefore not

manifest in this quantization procedure. The convenience of the representation (A.5) is that

the sphere propagator decays exponentially for arccos(x) ≳ 1/∆ω, similarly to the terms with

ωℓ|τ | ≳ 1 in (A.3). Therefore the contribution from the region |ω| ≫ 1/ arccos(x) is negligible

in the integral (4.25) - which makes this representation suitable for numerical evaluation at

finite angular distance. The same remains true when Wick-rotating to the Lorentzian cylinder

τ → it as long as we consider space-like distances from the viewpoint of the sound-cone, i.e.

[arccos(x)]2(d − 1) > t2, so that eω|t|Fω(m̂ · m̂0) ∼ e−|ω|(
√
d−1 arccos(x)−|t|) is indeed small at

large ω.

To obtain a representation which is suitable for numerics, it is useful to consider the large

ω limit of Fω(x). We focus on d = 3. Using ∆ω = 1
2 + i

(√
2ω − 1

8
√
2ω

+ . . .
)
for ω ≫ 1 and

that (A.7) simplifies to
Fω(x)

2

d=3
=

1

4 sin(π∆ω)
P∆ω−1(−x) , (A.9)

for positive ω we find the following asymptotic behavior:

Fω(x) = 2e−
√
2ω arccos(x)


√

1
ω

27/4
√
π 4
√
1− x2

−

(
1
ω

)3/2 [
x
√
1− x2 −

(
1− x2

)
arccos(x)

]
32
√
π 4
√
2− 2x2 (1− x2)

+O

(
1

ω5/2

)}
+O

(
e−2

√
2πω+

√
2ω arccos(x)

)
≡ F (asymp)

ω (x) .

(A.10)

To obtain a numerical approximation to the Wightman propagator we thus truncate the

integral in (4.25) at a cutoff Λ ≳ [
√
2 arccos(x)−|t|]−1 and partially account for the remainder

integrating (A.10)

Gππ(t, x) = GE
ππ(it, x) ≃

∫ Λ

−Λ

dω

2π
eωtFω(x) +

∫ ∞

Λ

dω

2π
(eωt + e−ωt)F (asymp)

ω (x) . (A.11)

The integral over the asymptotic term F
(asymp)
ω may be performed analytically. Truncating

to the second nontrivial order as in (A.10), we obtain an expression which is correct up to

terms of order ∼ eΛ[|t|−
√
2 arccos(x)]/Λ5/2. Analogous expressions can be derived in this way for

derivatives of the propagator.

Let us finally comment on a subtlety. The sphere propagator (A.9), on S2, diverges as

∼ 1/ω2 in the massless limit ω → 0. This makes the integrals (A.5) and (A.11) divergent near

ω = 0. This divergence may be regulated by removing from the integral a small integration

region near ω = 0 and adding a suitable linear function of a+bt, with coefficients that diverge

22This is therefore reminiscent of but different from angular or Rindler quantization, see e.g. [67]. Rindler

coordinates are also convenient in celestial holography, see e.g. [83].
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as the removed region shrinks to a point. Physically, this ambiguity is associated with the

treatment of the zero-mode of the field. In practice, we shall only be interested in using

expressions analogous to (A.11) to compute second derivatives of the propagator, for which

the zero-mode contribution drops out. For these, the integral over ω is manifestly finite and

receives only infinitesimal contributions from ω = 0. Hence we do not need to worry about

this subtlety for our purposes.

B Disconnected contributions to event shapes

In this Appendix we compute the disconnected contributions to the 1/∆Q correction to event

shapes, that arise from the corrections to the saddle-point in the Fourier transform of the

leading factorized result. For concreteness, we discuss in detail only the CCC, but the pro-

cedure generalizes straightforwardly to other event shapes. At the end of the section we also

report the result for EEC and for event shapes involving generalized detectors constructed

from scalar local operators as in (5.1).

We follow [45]. The calculation consists of three simple steps. We first analytically

continue the disconnected cylinder correlator (3.8) to Minkowski. To this aim it is easier to

work out these correlators in Euclidean signature and then analytically continue the result to

obtain the desired Lorentzian Wightman function. We then integrate over the the light-rays.

Finally, we perform the Fourier transform of the source and sink operators. Note that this

procedure, in some ways, is opposite compared to the discussion in Sec. 3, where we began

from the Fourier transform. This is possible, and in fact convenient, due to the simplicity of

the leading order correlator but, as discussed in the main text, this strategy is impractical at

subleading orders.

Analytic continuation from Euclidean The semiclassical nature of the large charge

EFT implies that correlations function of local operators, at leading order in 1/Q, factorize

into expectation values for the single operators. In particular for the U(1) current we have

⟨ŌQ(xfE)J
µ(x1E)J

ν(x2E)OQ(xiE)⟩E
⟨ŌQ(xfE)OQ(xiE)⟩E

=

⟨ŌQ(xfE)J
µ(x1E)OQ(xiE)⟩E

⟨ŌQ(xfE)OQ(xiE)⟩E
·
⟨ŌQ(xfE)J

ν(x2E)OQ(xiE)⟩E
⟨ŌQ(xfE)OQ(xiE)⟩E

(
1 +O(Q− d

d−1 )
)
,

(B.1)

where, with the subscript E we indicate that we are evaluating the previous correlators in

Euclidean signature. The positions of the operators are also meant in Euclidean space. The

three point functions on the RHS of the previous equations are completely fixed by conformal

invariance and by the Ward identities

⟨Ōn(xfE)J
µ(xE)On(xiE)⟩E =

Q

Ωd−1

V µ

|xfE − xiE |2∆Q−d+2|xE − xiE |d−2|xfE − xE |d−2
,

V µ =
(xfE − xE)

µ

|xfE − xE |2
+

(xE − xiE)
µ

|xE − xiE |2
.

(B.2)
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We can now Wick rotate (B.1) to Lorentzian signature using J0(x0, xi) = J0
E(ix

0, xi) and

J j(x0, xi) = i J j
E(ix

0, xi), to guarantee that the current remains Hermitian. The following

replacements

x0iE → ix0i − 3ϵ , x01E → ix01 − 2ϵ , x02E → ix02 − 2ϵ , x0fE → ix0f − ϵ (B.3)

with ϵ > 0, guarantee the correct ordering since the two detectors commute. Note that the

overall result has an i upfront:

⟨Ōn(xf )J
µ(x)On(xi)⟩ = i

Q

Ωd−1

(xf−x)µ

−(xf−x)2
− (xi−x)µ

−(xi−x)2

(−x2fi)
∆Q− d−2

2 [−(x− xi)2]
d−2
2 [−(x− xf )2]

d−2
2

. (B.4)

Light-ray integral From (B.1) it follows

⟨ŌQ(xf )Q(n1)Q(n2)OQ(xi)⟩disc =
⟨ŌQ(xf )Q(n1)OQ(xi)⟩⟨ŌQ(xf )Q(n2)OQ(xi)⟩

⟨ŌQ(xf )OQ(xi)⟩
, (B.5)

i.e. the matrix element of detector operators is the product of the expectation value of a

single detector. Thus, we just need to singularly compute each of the factors in the previous

equation. This is a fairly standard procedure (see, for instance, [25]), but we review it here

for completeness.

Starting from the definition (3.2), we first take the limit x+ni
→ ∞ of the three point

function with the current

lim
x+
n→+∞

(x+n )
d−2⟨ŌQ(xf )n̄ · J(xn)OQ(xi)⟩ =

= i
Q

Ωd−1

n · xfi
(−x2fi)

∆Q− d−2
2 (n · xf − x−n − iϵ)

d
2 (n · xi − x−n + iϵ)

d
2

,
(B.6)

Then, we integrate over the light-ray

⟨ŌQ(xf )Q(n1)OQ(xi)⟩ =
Q

Ωd−1
22−dπ

Γ(d− 1)

Γ(d/2)2
id−2

(−x2fi)
∆Q− d−2

2 (n · xif + iϵ)d−2
, (B.7)

where we used∫ ∞

−∞
dx−n

1

(n · xf − x−n − iϵ)α(n · xi − x−n + iϵ)β
=

Γ(α+ β − 1)

Γ(α)Γ(β)

2π i2β−1

(n · xif + iϵ)α+β−1
. (B.8)

Fourier transform The last step is to take the Fourier transform. Namely we need

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩disc =
∫
d4xfie

ip·xfi⟨ŌQ(xf )Q(n1)Q(n2)OQ(xi)⟩∫
d4xfie

ipxfi⟨ŌQ(xf )OQ(xi)⟩
, (B.9)
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where the numerator can be read from (B.5). We use the following Fourier transforms∫
ddx

eip·x

(−x2)∆Q
=

π
d+2
2 (p2)∆Q−d/2

22∆Q−d−1Γ(∆Q)Γ
(
∆Q − d−2

2

)Θ(p0)Θ(p2) , (B.10)

∫
ddx

eiE x0

(−x2)α(−n2 · x+ iϵ)β(−n1 · x+ iϵ)β
=

i−2βπ
d+2
2 E2α+2β−d

22α+2β−d−1Γ(α)Γ
(
α+ 2β − d−2

2

)
× 2F1

(
β, β;α+ 2β − d− 2

2
;
n1 · n2

2

)
Θ(E) ,

(B.11)

where we evaluated the second integral in the rest frame p = (E,0). We obtain

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩disc =
(

Q

Ωd−2

)2 Γ(∆Q)Γ(∆Q − d
2 + 1)

Γ(∆Q − d+ 2)Γ(∆Q + d
2 − 1)

×

× 2F1

(
d− 2, d− 2,∆Q +

d

2
− 1,

n1 · n2

2

)
(B.12)

≃
(

Q

Ωd−2

)2 [
1− (d− 2)2 n1 · n2

2∆Q
+ . . .

]
.

where we expanded for large ∆Q.

With an analogous procedure we find the disconnected contribution to EEC. Using

T 00(x0, xi) = T 00
E (ix0, xi), T 0j(x0, xi) = i T 0j

E (ix0, xi) and T ij(x0, xi) = −T ij
E (ix0, xi), we

find that the light-ray transform of the three-point function reads

⟨ŌQ(xf )E(n)OQ(xi)⟩ = λŌQTOQ

Γ(d+ 1)

Γ
(
d+2
2

)2 21−dπ id−1

(−x2fi)
∆Q− d−2

2 (n · xif + iϵ)d−1
, (B.13)

where the OPE coefficient is λŌQTOQ
=

d∆Q

(d−1)Ωd
. Using the formulas above for the Fourier

transform, we obtain:

⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩disc =
(

E

Ωd−2

)2 ∆Q Γ(∆Q + 1)Γ(∆Q − d
2 + 1)

Γ(∆Q − d+ 2)Γ(∆Q + d
2 + 1)

×

× 2F1

(
d− 1, d− 1,∆Q +

d

2
+ 1,

n1 · n2

2

)
(B.14)

≃
(

E

Ωd−2

)2 [
1− 1 + (d− 1)2n1 · n2

2∆Q
+ . . .

]
.
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Finally, for a detector obtained from a scalar O with scaling dimension ∆, we get

⟨DO(n1)DO(n2)⟩disc =
π242−∆λ2

ŌQOOQ
Γ(∆− 1)2Γ(∆Q)Γ

(
−d

2 +∆Q + 1
)

E2Γ
(
∆
2

)4
Γ(∆Q −∆)Γ

(
−d

2 +∆+∆Q − 1
) ×

× 2F1

(
∆− 1,∆− 1,∆+∆Q − d

2
− 1,

n1 · n2

2

)
(B.15)

≃

[
λŌQOOQ

√
πΓ
(
∆−1
2

)
Γ(∆Q)Γ

(
∆Q + 1− d

2

)
E Γ

(
∆
2

)
Γ
(
∆Q − ∆

2

)
Γ
(
∆−d
2 +∆Q

) ]2 [
1− 1 + (∆− 1)2n1 · n2

2∆Q
+ . . .

]
.

C Details on energy and charge correlators

In this Appendix we collect additional details on the EEC and CCC calculations presented

in Sec. 4.

C.1 Collinear limit

In the collinear limit we can replace the Goldstone propagator Gππ with the short distance

expression in (4.11). It is convenient to define

δt = (t1 − t2 − iϵ) , cosσ = m̂1 · m̂2 , (C.1)

where we take ϵ > 0 for definiteness. The sign of ϵ is anyhow irrelevant since the two operators

are everywhere spacelike separated. However it is important that a nonzero ϵ regulates the

propagator at coincident points. Recall indeed that Lorentzian correlators are distributions

obtained via a limit procedure from Euclidean ones; we will show below that retaining a

nonzero ϵ is indeed crucial to obtain the distributional terms localized at θ = 0.

In 3 dimensions, solving (A.2) with the boundary condition (A.4) up to O(δt2, σ2), we

get

Gππ(δt, cosσ)
d=3
=

1

2π (2σ2 − δt2)1/2

(
1− σ2 − δt2

12

)
+ const. + . . . , (C.2)

where the constant term is fixed from regularity at infinity, and is hence undetermined from

this expansion only.

Provided the previous expression, the correlators of interest can be readily obtained via

(4.8) and (4.9). The explicit calculation is straightforward but somewhat lengthy. Thus, in

the following, we just provide the details of the derivation of the dominant contribution in the

collinear limit, in d = 3 for the CCC. This can be simply generalized to obtain the subleading

term at small θ in (4.12), to EEC and to higher dimensions.

It is convenient to introduce the following coordinates:

t̃± =
t−1 ± t−2

2
. (C.3)
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The distance between the operators in (C.1) becomes

δt = t̃− − iϵ , cosσ =
1

2

[
(1 + cos θ) cos t̃− − (1− cos θ) cos t̃+

]
, (C.4)

and we identify

t̃ 2− ∼ θ2 ≪ 1 , (C.5)

as the integration region that yields the enhanced contribution. In this region, the previous

angular distance and the measure in (4.8) can be expanded as

σ2 = t̃ 2− +
θ2

2

(
1 + cos t̃+

)
+O(θ4, θ2t̃2−) , (C.6)

and, using that the integrand is symmetric under t̃+ ↔ −t̃+,∫∫
dt−1 dt

−
2 cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

−→ 4

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃−

[
1 + cos t̃+

2
+O(t̃ 2−)

]
. (C.7)

Given (C.6), we can immediately expand also the integrand to obtain

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩
≃ −1

6

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃−(1 + cos t̃+)
t̃ 2− + 2iϵ t̃− − 5ϵ2 + θ2 + θ2 cos t̃+

(t̃ 2− + 2iϵt̃− + ϵ2 + θ2 + θ2 cos t̃+)5/2
,

(C.8)

where, in the expansion, we considered ϵ ∼ θ ∼ t̃−. This is crucial to obtain the correct ”Pf”

distribution in (4.12).

Performing the integral (C.8) we get

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn

⟨Q(n1)⟩⟨Q(n2)⟩
≃ − π

3θ2
+

π ϵ (ϵ2 + 2θ2)

3θ2(ϵ2 + θ2)3/2
≡ fϵ(θ) . (C.9)

This function is plotted in Fig. 6: it decreases as −π/(3θ2) until θ ∼ ϵ, and then it has a

sudden positive peak. In other words, the limit θ → 0 and ϵ → 0 do not commute:

lim
ϵ→0

fϵ(θ) = − π

3θ2
, lim

θ→0
fϵ(θ) =

π

6ϵ2
. (C.10)

Therefore in the limit ϵ → 0 we obtain a nontrivial distribution. To identify which distribu-

tion, we simply need to integrate fϵ(θ) against suitable test functions g(θ). We only consider

test functions which are regular at θ = 0: g(θ) = g(0) + g′(0)θ + . . .. Since f0(θ) = −π/(3θ2)

it suffices to check the integrals of fϵ(θ) and θfϵ(θ). Given arbitrary positive constants B and

A, we have

∫ A

−B
dθfϵ(θ) =

π
(
1− ϵ√

θ2+ϵ2

)
3θ

∣∣∣∣∣
A

−B

ϵ→0−−→ π

3A
+

π

3B
, , (C.11)

∫ A

−B
dθ θfϵ(θ) = −π

3

[
ϵ√

θ2 + ϵ2
+ log

(√
θ2 + ϵ2 + ϵ

)] ∣∣∣∣∣
A

−B

ϵ→0−−→ π

3
log

A

B
. (C.12)
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Figure 6: Collinear limit of charge-charge correlators for different values of the regulator ϵ,

see (C.9) for more details.

In the limit ϵ → 0+ the results agree with the “Pf” distribution as defined in (4.14). Note

that, similarly to the principal value distribution, to integrate the finite part distribution in

practice we may just apply the fundamental theorem of calculus neglecting the singularity at

θ = 0. The finite part distribution is equivalent to a second order plus distribution up to a

regular contribution [66] and, analogously to the relation between the plus distribution and its

higher order generalizations, coincides with the derivative of the principal value distribution.

C.2 Charge and momentum conservation

U(1) charge and momentum conservation, following from Ward identities, directly imply

(4.15) and (4.16). In this Appendix we test the validity of these relations at Next-to-Leading

order.

First of all, we notice that the leading order results (see for instance (4.2)) by themselves

saturate (4.15) and (4.16). This implies that∫
dd−2Ωn1⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1) = 0 =⇒

∫ 2π

0
dθ ⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)

∣∣∣
n1·n2=cos θ

= 0 ,

(C.13)∫
dd−2Ωn1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1) = 0 =⇒

∫ 2π

0
dθ ⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)

∣∣∣
n1·n2=cos θ

= 0 , (C.14)∫
dd−2Ωn1 n1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1) = 0 =⇒

∫ 2π

0
dθ cos θ ⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)

∣∣∣
n1·n2=cos θ

= 0 .

(C.15)

The integrals can be performed over the position of one detector or, equivalently, over the

detectors distance.
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Let us start with the CCC. The disconnected contribution (4.4) trivially integrates to

zero, therefore also the connected one must integrate to zero∫ 2π

0
dθ1⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)disc = 0 =⇒

∫ 2π

0
dθ1⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn = 0 . (C.16)

How this is realized is nontrivial from the definition (4.6) and deserves some discussion. We

focus for concreteness on d = 3. Expanding the Legendre polynomial in terms of spherical

harmonics, the propagator (2.11) can be conveniently rewritten as

Gππ(t1 − t2, m̂1 · m̂2) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

e−iωℓ(t1−t2)

2ωℓ

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Yℓm(σ1, θ1)(Yℓm(σ2, 0))
∗ − i

8π
(t1 − t2) , (C.17)

where we expressed m̂i in spherical coordinates (σi, θi). We conveniently set θ2 = 0 so that

θ1 coincides with the angular detectors distance (θ = θ1). Given the explicit form of the

connected correlator (4.8), we want to use (C.17) to show∫ 2π

0
dθ1⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1)conn =

Q2

48π

∫ 2π

0
dθ1

∫∫
dt−1 dt

−
2 cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

∏
i=1,2

[2∂ti − ∂σi ]Gππ = 0 .

(C.18)

It is clear that the integral over θ1 selects only the m = 0 terms in (C.17) and the zero

mode does not contribute. The surviving spherical harmonics in (C.17) need to be inte-

grated term by term in (C.18). We were not able to perform this integral in general, but we

checked analytically that the integral on dt−1 vanishes for the first ten terms ℓ = 1, . . . , 10 on

Mathematica. Furthermore, we checked numerically that our numerical result for the CCC

in Sec. 4, integrated over the detector distance θ accounting for the Pf distribution at small

angles, vanishes at the percent level.

We now turn to EEC. The disconnected contribution now integrates to a non-zero value.

Working again in 3 dimensions from (4.5) we get∫ 2π

0
dθ1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)disc = −

(
E

2π

)2

π , (C.19)

and ∫ 2π

0
dθ1 cos θ1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)disc = −

(
E

2π

)2

2π , (C.20)

that must be compensated from the connected in order to ensure (C.14) and (C.15). We start

with the former, using (4.7) and (C.17) we get∫ 2π

0
dθ1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn =

3E2

64π

∫ 2π

0
dθ1

∫∫
dt−1 dt

−
2

(
cos

t−1
2

cos
t−2
2

)3 ∏
i=1,2

[3∂ti − 2∂σi ]Gππ.

(C.21)
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Again, the integral over θ1 selects only the terms with m = 0 in (C.18) and ℓ ≥ 1. We

evaluated on Mathematica the integrals in (C.21) for the first 10 terms ℓ = 1, . . . , 10 and we

found that only the ℓ = 1 mode contributes. Assuming that all higher ℓ contributions also

vanish, the ℓ = 1 term exactly compensates for the disconnected term (C.19):∫ 2π

0
dθ1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn =

(
E

2π

)2

π = −
∫ 2π

0
dθ1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)disc , (C.22)

as required by Energy conservation. In complete analogy we compute the connected con-

tribution to (C.15). Only the ℓ = 1 mode contributes, now with m = ±1. From that we

consistently get∫ 2π

0
dθ1 cos θ1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)conn =

(
E

2π

)2

2π = −
∫ 2π

0
dθ1 cos θ1⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1)disc . (C.23)

Note that the ℓ = 1 mode has ω1 = 1 and corresponds to a descendant of the large charge

ground state; it should therefore not be surprising that it plays a nontrivial role in Ward identi-

ties. We also checked that our numerical results for the connected contribution satisfies (C.22)

and (C.23) at the few percent level when one properly accounts for the distribution (4.13) in

the collinear limit. This is a non-trivial check of the consistency of our results.

C.3 Back-to-back limit

In this appendix we provide some details on the derivation of the results (4.22) and (4.23) in

d = 3. We will discuss explicitly only the CCC, as the analysis of EEC is identical.

It is convenient to define the summand in the decomposition (2.11) as

Gππ(t, x) =
∞∑
ℓ=1

gℓ(t, x)−
i

4π
t , gℓ(t, x) =

2ℓ+ 1

8πωℓ
e−iωℓtPℓ (x) . (C.24)

We also introduce the following short-hand notation

si = sin
t−i
2

, ci = cos
t−i
2

. (C.25)

Expanding the derivatives, we then recast (4.20) as

F
(ℓ)
QQ(cos θ) = − π

12
[f1,ℓ(cos θ) + f2,ℓ(cos θ) + f3,ℓ(cos θ) + f4,ℓ(cos θ)] , (C.26)

where

f1,ℓ(cos θ) = 4

∫∫
dt−1 dt

−
2 c1c2 g

(2,0)
ℓ , (C.27)

f2,ℓ(cos θ) = −2

∫∫
dt−1 dt

−
2 c1c2(s1c2 − c2s1)(1 + cos θ)g

(1,1)
ℓ , (C.28)

f3,ℓ(cos θ) = −
∫∫

dt−1 dt
−
2 c1c2(s1s2 cos θ + c1c2)g

(0,1)
ℓ , (C.29)
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f4,ℓ(cos θ) = −
∫∫

dt−1 dt
−
2 c1c2

[
c1c2s1s2(1 + cos2 θ)− (c21s

2
2 + c22s

2
1) cos θ

]
g
(0,2)
ℓ . (C.30)

At this point it is convenient to change coordinates as in (C.3). Note that

m̂1 · m̂2|θ=π = − cos t̃+ . (C.31)

Then expanding around θ = π we find

f1,ℓ(−1) =8

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃−
(
cos t̃+ + cos t̃−

)
g
(2,0)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) , (C.32)

f ′
1,ℓ(−1) =2

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃−
(
cos t̃+ + cos t̃−

)2
g
(2,1)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) , (C.33)

f2,ℓ(−1) =0 , (C.34)

f ′
2,ℓ(−1) =− 2

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃− sin t̃−
(
cos t̃+ + cos t̃−

)
g
(1,1)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) , (C.35)

f3,ℓ(−1) =− 2

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃− cos t̃+
(
cos t̃+ + cos t̃−

)
g
(0,1)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) , (C.36)

f ′
3,ℓ(−1) =

1

4

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃−
[
cos
(
2t̃+
)
− cos

(
2t̃−
)]

g
(0,1)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+)

− 1

2

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃− cos t̃+
(
cos t̃− + cos t̃+

)2
g
(0,2)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) , (C.37)

f4,ℓ(−1) =− 2

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃− sin2 t̃+
(
cos t̃+ + cos t̃−

)
g
(0,2)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) , (C.38)

f ′
4,ℓ(−1) =

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃−
(
cos t̃+ + cos t̃−

)
sin2 t̃+g

(0,2)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) (C.39)

− 1

2

∫ π

0
dt̃+

∫ π−t̃+

−π+t̃+

dt̃− cos t̃+ sin2 t̃+
(
cos t̃− + cos t̃+

)2
g
(0,3)
ℓ (t̃−,− cos t̃+) .

(C.40)

The integrals over t̃− are straightforward. Indeed by (C.31) the Legendre polynomial in (C.24)

does not depend on t̃−. The remaining integration over t̃+ may then be carried over analyti-

cally expanding the Legendre polynomials into components, but in practice it is faster to do

it numerically.

We checked up to high order in ℓ that

f1,1(−1) =
8

π
, f1,ℓ>1(−1) = 0 . (C.41)

The other terms instead yield a non-zero result for generic values of ℓ, but oscillate and decay

rapidly in absolute value with ℓ. In Fig. 7 we plot our results for ℓ ∈ [1, 40]. Setting a cutoff
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Figure 7: Various contributions to the back-to-back limit of charge-charge correlators for

the first 40 harmonics (ℓ = 1, . . . , 40). The plotted coefficients are defined in App. C.3.

ℓmax = 40, we find that the sums give

ℓmax∑
ℓ=1

[fℓ,1(−1) + fℓ,2(−1) + fℓ,3(−1) + fℓ,4(−1)] ≃ 1.358 , (C.42)

ℓmax∑
ℓ=1

[
f ′
ℓ,1(−1) + f ′

ℓ,2(−1) + f ′
ℓ,3(−1) + f ′

ℓ,4(−1)
]
≃ 0.220 . (C.43)

The value of the last few summands is at most of order 0.1% of the total sums. Therefore,

given the oscillatory nature of the sum we expect that the difference between the full series

and the cutoff results is not much larger than 0.1%. Reinstating the prefactor in (C.26) we

obtain the result for the charge correlator in (4.22). The result (4.23) for the energy correlator

is derived analogously.

C.4 Fourier decomposition of CCC and EEC

It is often convenient to decompose event shapes in Fourier basis. For CCC and EEC in

d = 3, such decomposition reads

⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩ =
∞∑
k=0

c
(k)
QQ cos(kθ) , ⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩ =

∞∑
k=0

c
(k)
EE cos(kθ) , (C.44)

where we used parity to exclude odd harmonics. Note that unitarity requires that the coeffi-

cients in (C.44) are non-negative [84]:

c
(k)
QQ ≥ 0 , c

(k)
EE ≥ 0 . (C.45)

Below we check this property and compute the first few coefficients at next-to-leading order.
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The Fourier coefficients admit a large charge expansion analogous to (4.1):

c
(k)
QQ = c

(k,0)
QQ +

1

∆Q
c
(k,1)
QQ + . . . , (C.46)

and similarly for c
(k)
EE . Given the factorized structure of the leading order results, we immedi-

ately find that only the homogeneous term is non-vanishing at leading order:

c
(k,0)
QQ =

(
Q

2π

)2

δk0 , c
(k,0)
EE =

(
E

2π

)2

δk0 . (C.47)

We can extract the subleading coefficients from the results in Sec. 4 using the completeness

of the Fourier basis:

c
(k,1)
QQ =

2

π

∫ π

0
dθ cos(kθ)⟨Q(n1)Q(n2)⟩(1) , c

(k,1)
EE =

2

π

∫ π

0
dθ cos(kθ)⟨E(n1)E(n2)⟩(1) .

(C.48)

As discussed and checked in detail in Sec. C.2, Ward identities imply that the following

coefficients vanish,

c
(0,1)
QQ = c

(0,1)
EE = c

(1,1)
EE = 0 . (C.49)

The remaining coefficients are computed using (C.17) and recalling that the spherical har-

monics explicitly read

Yℓm(σ, θ) = Nm
ℓ Pm

ℓ (cosσ)eimθ , Nm
ℓ =

√
(2ℓ+ 1)

4π

(ℓ−m)!

(ℓ+m)!
, (C.50)

where Pm
ℓ (x) is the associated Legendre polynomial. Since the disconnected terms in (4.4)

and (4.5) only contribute to the k = 0, 1 harmonics, we find

c
(k≥1,1)
QQ =

(
Q

2π

)2 π

12

( ∞∑
ℓ=k

qℓ,k −
1

2
δk1

)
, (C.51)

c
(k≥2,1)
EE =

(
E

2π

)2 3π

16

∞∑
ℓ=k

εℓ,k , (C.52)

where qℓ,k and εℓ,k are non-negative coefficients defined as

qℓ,k =
(Nk

ℓ )
2

ωℓ

∣∣∣∣∫ dt− cos
t−

2

[
(2∂t − ∂σ) e

−iωℓtP k
ℓ (cosσ)

]
t+σ=π

∣∣∣∣2 ≥ 0 , (C.53)

εℓ,k =
(Nk

ℓ )
2

ωℓ

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

dt−
(
cos

t−

2

)3 [
(3∂t − 2∂σ) e

−iωℓtP k
ℓ (cosσ)

]
t+σ=π

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≥ 0 . (C.54)

We find that qℓ,k ∼ 1/ℓ2 and εℓ,k ∼ 1/ℓ6 for ℓ ≫ k, hence the sums in (C.51) and (C.52) are

convergent. From (C.51) and (C.52) we immediately conclude that c
(k≥2,1)
QQ and c

(k≥2,1)
EE are

non-negative, as expected. We also checked numerically that c
(1,1)
QQ > 0.
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k = 0 k = 1 k = 2 k = 3 k = 4 k = 5

c
(k,1)
QQ 0 (exact) 0.69(2) 2.15(5) 3.1(1) 4.1(2) 5.0(4)

c
(k,1)
EE 0 (exact) 0 (exact) 2.58 3.27 4.04 4.84

Table 1: Results for the first Fourier coefficients. The parentheses represent the estimated

error on the last displayed digit for c
(k>1,1)
QQ , for c

(k>1,1)
EE the error is negligible to the reported

precision.

For any given ℓ and k the integrals in (C.53) and (C.54) can be performed analytically,

but we did not find a convenient closed form for all ℓ’s and k’s.23 In practice therefore we

used Mathematica to evaluate such integrals up to a cutoff ℓmax for k ≤ 5, where ℓmax = 80

for CCC and ℓmax = 50 for EEC. We then obtained approximate results for c
(k≥1,1)
QQ and

c
(k≥2,1)
EE truncating the sums in (C.51) and (C.52). Since qℓ,k ∼ 1/ℓ2 and εℓ,k ∼ 1/ℓ6, we

estimated the error on this procedure as the average of the last five coefficients we computed

times x ℓmax, where x = 1 for c
(k,1)
QQ and x = 5 for c

(k,1)
EE . Our results are shown in Tab. 1.

We checked that the values in Tab. 1 are compatible with those obtained by performing the

integrals (C.48) using the numerical result discussed in Sec. 4.3. Note also that the sound-jet

singularity ∼ 1/θ2 implies that the Fourier coefficients grow linearly with ℓ asymptotically.
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