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Abstract:

Self-dual spacetimes can be thought of as spacetimes containing only positive

helicity gravitons. In this work we present a new perturbiner expansion for self-

dual spacetimes based on Plebański’s second heavenly equation. Our expansion is

naturally organized as a sum over “marked tree graphs” where each node corresponds

to a positive helicity graviton and can have an arbitrary number of edges. Negative

helicity gravitons must be added in by hand.

We then use this perturbiner expansion to give a first principles derivation of the

NSVW tree formula for the MHV amplitude in Einstein gravity. A unique feature

of this proof is that it does not use BCFW recursion or twistor theory. It works by

plugging the spacetime with arbitrarily many + gravitons and two − gravitons into

the on-shell gravitational action and evaluating it. The action we use is the self-dual

Plebański action plus an additional boundary term. Interestingly, the amplitude

comes entirely from the boundary term.

In the appendix we give another way to express our perturbiner expansion us-

ing binary tree graphs instead of marked tree graphs, and prove the equivalence of

these two expansions diagrammatically. We also provide an introduction to self-dual

gravity aimed at non-experts, as well as a proof of the Parke-Taylor formula in Yang

Mills theory analogous to our proof of the NSVW formula in gravity.
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1 Introduction

In pure Einstein gravity, the amplitude for an arbitrary number of positive helicity

gravitons to scatter is zero at tree-level. If a single negative helicity graviton is added,

the amplitude is still zero. If two negative helicity gravitons are added, however, the

amplitude is non-zero. This is the so-called gravitational maximal helicity violating

(MHV) amplitude, and it is the simplest non-vanishing amplitude in Einstein gravity.

While gravitational Feynman diagrammatics are notoriously complex even at

tree-level, there are a number of miraculous closed form expressions for the MHV

amplitude with arbitrarily many positive helicity gravitons [1–4].

The first was given by Berends, Giele, and Kuijf (BGK) in 1988 [2], although their

formula did not make manifest the permutation symmetry of the positive helicity

gravitons. A nicer formula was later found by Nguyen, Spradlin, Volovich, and Wen

(NSVW) [1] in 2009. Their formula expressed the MHV amplitude as a sum over

“marked tree graphs” (which are not the usual tree-level Feynman diagrams) where

each node of the graph corresponds to a positive helicity graviton.1 In 2012 [4],

Hodges provided a more compact expression for the MHV amplitude using matrix

determinants. It can be shown that Hodges’ formula is equivalent to NSVW’s through

the use of a combinatorial “matrix tree theorem,” where Hodges’ determinant can

be rewritten as a sum over NSVW’s trees [6]. (See [7] for a review of the various

formulae.)

It is not understood how the NSVW formula or Hodges’ formula arise via the

explicit summation of tree-level Feynman diagrams. Instead, they were both origi-

nally proven with a different method, showing that they both satisfied the BCFW

recursion relation [8, 9].

However, there do exist “direct” (i.e., non BCFW) proofs of the NSVW/Hodges’

formulae. These proofs exploit the existence of an integrable subsector of Einstein

gravity known as “self-dual gravity” (SDG), which is the main object of study of

twistor theory [10, 11]. These twistorial proofs of the MHV formulae include Mason

and Skinner’s 2008 proof of the original BGK formula [12] and Adamo, Mason, and

Sharma’s separate 2021 proof of the NSVW/Hodges’ formula [13].

Roughly speaking, both of these proofs operate by computing a classical gravi-

tational action on-shell, whose value equals the tree-level MHV scattering amplitude

itself. There is no fundamental reason that this action could not have been computed

without the use of twistor theory, although in those works it was an indispensable

tool.

1In some sense, their formula was given 10 years prior by Bern, Dixon, Perelstein, and Rozowsky

[5], who discovered a set of rules to compute the MHV amplitudes using “half soft factors.” While

the NSVW formula does not appear explicitly in that earlier work, it can be derived from the rules

laid out in that paper.
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Having reviewed some overarching context, we now summarize the two main

results of this present paper:

1. We will give a new way to perturbatively generate self-dual solutions to Ein-

stein’s equation. Our perturbative expansion will be written in terms of “marked

tree graphs” instead of Feynman diagrams. These self-dual metrics correspond

to spacetimes containing an arbitrary number of positive helicity gravitons. We

can then put two negative helicity gravitons into the spacetime by adding two

anti-self-dual (ASD) perturbations to the self-dual background.

2. Using our tree formula for self-dual metrics (and adding two ASD perturba-

tions), we will provide a new first-principles proof of the NSVW formula by

plugging this spacetime into the on-shell gravitational action. The only non-

zero part of the action will come from a boundary term. This proof of NSVW

is the first which does not make use of BCFW recursion or twistor theory.

Throughout this paper, we will use a formulation of SDG due to Jerzy Plebański

[14]. Plebański showed that for any SD metric there always exists a coordinate

system (u, ū, w, w̄) in which the metric can be written as

ds2 = 4
(
du dū− dw dw̄ + (∂2wϕ) dū

2 + (2∂u∂wϕ) dūdw̄ + (∂2uϕ) dw̄
2
)

(1.1)

where ϕ is a scalar field that satisfies an equation of motion known as “Plebański’s

second heavenly equation”

□ϕ− {∂uϕ, ∂wϕ} = 0. (1.2)

Here, □ is the flat space wave operator and {·, ·} is a spacetime Poisson bracket

defined with the two coordinates u,w, as

□ ≡ ∂u∂ū − ∂w∂w̄, {f, g} ≡ ∂f

∂u

∂g

∂w
− ∂f

∂w

∂g

∂u
. (1.3)

Classical solutions to (1.2) can be generated with Feynman diagrams using standard

methods, as was notably studied by Monteiro and O’Connell in the context of the

double copy [15], see also [16–20]. Having said that, we emphasize that we will

not prove the validity of our marked tree expansion through the use of Feynman

diagrams, even though it certainly must somehow be possible.

This paper is organized as follows.

• In section 2, we present our new formula to perturbatively calculate self-dual

metrics using marked tree diagrams, and provide a proof. This is our first main

result.
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• In section 3, we study linear SD and ASD perturbations to our self-dual metrics

using our tree formula. We then show how the tree formula can be used to

explicitly calculate how a certain “recursion operator” R, familiar from the

study of integrability in SDG, acts on these linear perturbations. This will

come in handy at multiple points when it comes time to prove the NSVW

formula.

• In section 4, we briefly review the relationship between tree-level scattering

amplitudes and on-shell actions.

• In section 5 we provide the proof of the NSVW formula using our marked tree

formula for the Plebański scalar. This is our second main result.

• In section 6 we discuss our results.

• In appendix A, we give a second way to build up self-dual metrics using binary

tree graphs instead of the marked tree graphs from section 2. This binary tree

expansion provides a recursive way to compute the self-dual metric containing

N +1 positive helicity gravitons if one already has an expression for the metric

containing N positive helicity gravitons. We give a diagrammatic proof that

this binary tree expansion is equivalent to our earlier marked tree expansion.

• In appendix B we provide the first principles derivations of many key equations

of SDG used in this paper that are spread throughout the literature. This will

hopefully be useful to readers new to the subject, and will culminate in the

proofs of Plebański’s first and second heavenly equations.

• In appendix C we provide an analogous proof of the Parke-Taylor formula for

the Yang Mills MHV amplitude.

It should be noted that the graphical formulae we will present in this paper

involving the second scalar seem to have no clear interpretation yet at the level of

twistor space. There is a high probability that something new could be learned if

such a connection was made.

In a soon-to-be-released partner paper [21], we also use our marked tree expan-

sion of the Plebański scalar to write down an explicit formula for the action of the

so-called Lw1+∞ algebra on self-dual spacetimes.

2 A perturbiner expansion for Plebański’s second heavenly

equation

We are interested in solutions to the equation (1.2). Once we have ϕ, we can plug

it into (1.1) to get a self-dual metric, so knowing ϕ is tantamount to knowing the
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metric. When ϕ = 0, the metric reduces to flat space in lightcone coordinates

u = (X0 −X3)/2 ,

ū = (X0 +X3)/2 ,

w = (X1 + iX2)/2 ,

w̄ = (X1 − iX2)/2 .

(2.1)

Note that ū ̸= (u)∗, as both u and ū are real independent variables. We have adopted

this convention in the pursuit of notational symmetry.

It is straightforward to check that ϕ = Aeip·X solves (1.2) for any A as long as p2

= 0. This solution corresponds to a finite size (complex) positive helicity gravitational

wave hµν = Aε+µνe
ip·X where ε+µν is given below. Because (1.2) is non-linear, the sum

of two plane waves will in general not also satisfy (1.2). One could imagine, however,

taking a sum of plane waves and then recursively solving for higher order terms in

the coefficients “A” in order to arrive at a full solution.

This motivates the idea of a “perturbiner expansion,” which we shall now define.

First, note that the equation of motion (1.2) can be split up into a free part (which

is just the wave equation) and a quadratic interacting part. Imagine starting with a

solution to the free equation

ϕ =
N∑
i=1

ϵi e
ipi·X (2.2)

where p2i = 0, and the ϵi’s are infinitesimal parameters. We will define the square of

any particular infinitesimal parameter to be 0, but the product of distinct infinitesi-

mal parameters to not be zero:

(ϵi)
2 = 0, ϵiϵj ̸= 0 if i ̸= j. (2.3)

With this in mind, we define the plane wave “seed” functions to be

ϕi ≡ ϵi e
ipi·X . (2.4)

A perturbiner expansion is then defined as a solution to the full equation of

motion which contains (2.2) as its linear piece. The linear piece is the boundary

condition which specifies the rest of the solution. For example, when there are two

seed functions, the perturbiner expansion will take the form

ϕ = ϕ1 + ϕ2 + ϵ1ϵ2(. . .) (2.5)

and when there are three seed functions the expansion will take the form

ϕ = ϕ1 + ϕ2 + ϕ3 + ϵ1ϵ2(. . .) + ϵ1ϵ3(. . .) + ϵ2ϵ3(. . .) + ϵ1ϵ2ϵ3(. . .). (2.6)

The exact expression for the (. . .)’s will be given soon. Note however that the ex-

pansion for N seed functions terminates with a highest order term containing all N

infinitesimal parameters ϵ1 . . . ϵN .
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We now define some useful conventions. We parameterize the momenta with an

energy scale ω and two stereographic coordinates z̄, z ∈ C as

pµi ≡ ωiq
µ(z̄i, zi) ≡

ωi

2
(1 + ziz̄i, zi + z̄i,−i(zi − z̄i), 1− ziz̄i). (2.7)

In lightcone coordinates,

pi ·X = ωi(u+ ziz̄iū− z̄iw − ziw̄). (2.8)

We also define spinor variables

pAȦ = paσAȦ
a =

(
p0 + p3 p1 − ip2

p1 + ip2 p0 − p3

)
(2.9)

where a = 0, 1, 2, 3 are flat space indices. We then decompose the momenta as

pAȦ
i = κAi κ̃

Ȧ
i (2.10)

with the explicit choice of spinor parameterization

κAi =

(
1

zi

)
, κ̃Ȧi = ωi

(
1

z̄i

)
, κiA =

(
−zi
1

)
, κ̃i

Ȧ
= ωi

(
−z̄i
1

)
. (2.11)

We have the angle and square brackets

⟨ij⟩ = εABκ
A
i κ

B
j = zij,

[ij] = εȦḂκ̃i
Ȧ
κ̃j
Ḃ
= −ωiωj z̄ij.

(2.12)

A full list of spinor conventions can be found in appendix B.1. We also define the

spin-2 polarization tensors for the positive and negative helicity gravitons as

εµν±,i = εµ±,iε
ν
±,i, εµ+,i = −2i ∂zp

µ
i , εµ−,i =

2i

ω2
∂z̄p

µ
i (2.13)

which when necessary are to be raised and lowered with the flat metric. These satisfy

εAȦ
+,i = 2i rAκ̃Ȧi /⟨κir⟩ and εAȦ

−,i = 2i κAi r̃
Ȧ/[κ̃ir̃] for r

A = (0, 1), r̃Ȧ = (0, 1).

Let us now return to our study of the perturbiner expansion for Plebański’s

second heavenly equation.

Definition 1. We denote the perturbiner expansion with

ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) ≡
full perturbiner expansion of Plebański

scalar ϕ with seed functions ϕ1, . . . , ϕN .
(2.14)

Note the use of the large font.

We will soon show how to write this perturbiner expansion as a sum over marked

tree graphs. We now define these graphs.
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Definition 2. Let TN denote the set of marked, connected, tree graphs with N or

fewer nodes where each note has a distinct label contained in {1, . . . , N}.

Example. .

∈ T93

1
95 ∈ T9

9

27

3

5

8 6

4

∈ T9

Figure 1. Examples of graphs in T9.

Next we define a differential operator ∂
(i)
µ which only acts on the seed ϕi, but

not on ϕj for i ̸= j.

∂(i)µ ϕi ≡ ∂µϕi, ∂(i)µ ϕj ≡ 0 for i ̸= j (2.15)

For example

∂(1)µ (ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3) = (∂µϕ1)ϕ2ϕ3. (2.16)

We then define the differential operator Dij as

Dij ≡ ∂(i)u ∂(j)w − ∂(j)u ∂(i)w . (2.17)

Note, for instance,

D12(ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3) = {ϕ1, ϕ2}ϕ3 (2.18)

and

D12D12(ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3) = {∂uϕ1, ∂wϕ2}ϕ3 − {∂wϕ1, ∂uϕ2}ϕ3. (2.19)

Using the operator Dij, we will now explain what an “edge” in one of these

graphs corresponds to. Two nodes, labelled i and j, correspond to the two seed

functions ϕi and ϕj, while an edge between them corresponds to Dij/zij, where zi
and zj are just the same z’s which parameterized the momenta in (2.7).

=
Dij

zij
ϕiϕji j

Figure 2. A edge in a graph corresponds to Dij/zij .

More generally, we can express a term corresponding to an arbitrary graph in

the following way.
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Definition 3. For each graph t ∈ TN we define the associated term ϕt via

ϕt ≡

 ∏
eij ∈ edges of t

Dij

zij

( ∏
k∈ nodes of t

ϕk

)
for t ∈ TN . (2.20)

Example. .

1t =

2

3

4

ϕt =
D12

z12

D13

z13

D14

z14

D45

z45
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4ϕ55

Figure 3. An example of a graph t and its corresponding ϕt.

Theorem 2.1. The complete perturbiner expansion of the Plebański scalar is given

by a sum over all marked tree graphs in TN via

ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) =
∑
t∈TN

ϕt. (2.21)

Proof. To prove this statement, we will plug the above expression into Plebański’s

second heavenly equation (1.2) and check that it is a solution. This boils down to

checking

□

(∑
t∈TN

ϕt

)
?
=

1

2

∑
t∈TN

∑
t′∈TN

(
{∂uϕt, ∂wϕt′} − {∂wϕt, ∂uϕt′}

)
. (2.22)

Let us start by evaluating the LHS of (2.22). Recall that

□ = ∂u∂ū − ∂w∂w̄ (2.23)

and note the relations

∂ūϕi = −zi∂wϕi, ∂w̄ϕi = −zi∂uϕi. (2.24)

which hold for our ϕi defined as plane waves (see (2.8)).

Let us think about what happens when we act □ on a string of ϕi’s. Of course,

for each ϕi we have □ϕi = 0. Furthermore, using (2.24), a single line of algebra

shows that

□(ϕiϕj) = zijD
ij(ϕiϕj). (2.25)
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From the product rule of differentiation, if we act □ on a longer string of seed

functions, say ϕiϕjϕk, we must sum over all pairs of the seed functions in the following

way:

□(ϕiϕjϕk) = (zijD
ij + zjkD

jk + zikD
ik)(ϕiϕjϕk). (2.26)

Therefore, in order to express the action of □ using our diagrammatic language, we

shall define a new kind of edge, now denoted with a double line, that corresponds to

the operator zijD
ij instead of Dij/zij.

= zijD
ijϕiϕji j

Figure 4. A edge corresponding to □(ϕiϕj).

If we act □ on a sum of graphs (like what we have on the LHS of (2.22)) we

must therefore sum over a different set of marked graphs which we shall now define.

Definition 4. Let T □
N denote the set of all graphs which can be constructed by

taking a marked tree graph in TN and placing a single extra double line between two

of the nodes.

That is, the “data” of a graph t ∈ T □
N is identical to the “data” of a graph t ∈ TN

save for the addition of a single double-lined edge. The term ϕt corresponding to

these graphs is given by

ϕt ≡
(
zabD

ab
) ∣∣∣∣∣ eab is

double
edge of t

 ∏
eij ∈ single-lined

edges of t

Dij

zij


( ∏

k∈ nodes of t

ϕk

)
for t ∈ T □

N . (2.27)

We can now write □ acting on our sum of tree graphs as

□

(∑
t∈TN

ϕt

)
=
∑
t∈T □

N

ϕt. (2.28)

We now turn to the RHS of (2.22). Let us begin by exploring what happens

when two graphs are placed in two different slots of the Poisson bracket. To represent

two seed functions in the Poisson bracket {ϕi, ϕj}, we would need to create an edge

corresponding toDij(ϕiϕj). However, due to the antisymmetry of the Poisson bracket

(Dij = −Dji), this edge must be a bit different from the other edges because it must

be given an orientation. We display this orientation with an arrow, and draw this

particular edge with a wiggly line.

= Dijϕiϕji j

Figure 5. A edge corresponding to Dijϕiϕj .
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Now, say we have two graphs tα and tβ which could look like the following.

1

2

3

5

4
tα = tβ =

What sum of graphs will the expression {ϕtα , ϕtβ} be? From the product rule of

differentiation, the Poisson bracket will be equal to a sum of terms which will corre-

spond to all possible ways a wiggly line could be drawn from a node on tα to a node

on tβ. Let us denote such a graph with a wiggly line starting at node i and ending

on node j as t{α,β}ij .

1

2

3

5

4
t{α,β}14 =

1

2

3

5

4
t{α,β}15 =

1

2

3

5

4
t{α,β}24 =

1

2

3

5

4
t{α,β}25 =

1

2

3

5

4
t{α,β}34 =

1

2

3

5

4
t{α,β}35 =

{ϕtα , ϕtβ} =
∑

i∈ nodes of tα

∑
j ∈ nodes of tβ

ϕt{α,β}ij
(2.29)

Of course, because (ϕi)
2 = 0 due to the infinitesimal nature of ϵi, if there are

any shared nodes between the two graphs, the Poisson bracket will actually be zero.

{ϕtα , ϕtβ} = 0 if tα and tβ both have a node with the same label. (2.30)

Now we return to the RHS of (2.22) as written. We can see that this term

contains not just a Poisson bracket, which would correspond to a single wiggly line

being drawn between two graphs, but also contains an extra set of ∂u, ∂w derivatives

which have the effect of requiring that two wiggly lines be drawn between the two

graphs! (See for instance (2.19).) Let us now give a name to the set of all such

graphs.

Definition 5. Let T P 2

N denote the set of all graphs which can be constructed by

taking two graphs in TN that share no common nodes and drawing two wiggly lines

between them, with each wiggly line connecting one node in one graph to another
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node in the other graph. The orientation of these two wiggly lines must be arranged

such that they both point in the same direction (i.e., from the same one of the original

graphs to the other).

We write the term corresponding to a graph in T P 2

N as

ϕt ≡

 ∏
e⃗ab ∈

wiggly
edges of t

Dab


 ∏

eij ∈ single-lined
edges of t

Dij

zij


( ∏

k∈ nodes of t

ϕk

)
for t ∈ T P 2

N

(2.31)

(where the vector notation e⃗ab is used to denote the fact that the wiggly edges have

an orientation pointing from a to b) such that

1

2

∑
t∈TN

∑
t′∈TN

(
{∂uϕt, ∂wϕt′} − {∂wϕt, ∂uϕt′}

)
=
∑

t∈T P2
N

ϕt. (2.32)

The factor of 1/2 accounts for the symmetry factor of 2 associated with the indistin-

guishability of the two wiggly lines.

Therefore, in order to prove (2.22), using (2.28) and (2.32) we have now shown

that it is equivalent to check ∑
t∈T □

N

ϕt
?
=
∑

t∈T P2
N

ϕt. (2.33)

Let’s now look at some examples of graphs in T □
N and T P 2

N and show how we can

re-organize the above sums in a way that enables us to prove the above equality.

Examples. .

1

2

3

4

5

6 9

7

8

1

2

3

4

5

6 9

7

8

∈ T P 2

9∈ T □
9

Figure 6. An example graph in T □
9 , as well as an example graph in T P 2

9 .
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There are also exceptional graphs in T □
N where the double-lined edge connects

two nodes which were already connected by a single-lined edge, and exceptional

graphs in T P 2

N where the two wiggly edges both attach to the same two nodes:

1

3
4

7

8

6

9

52

1

3
4

7

8

6

9

52

∈ T P 2

9∈ T □
9

Figure 7. An exceptional case of graphs in T □
9 and T P 2

9 .

The above examples in Figures 6 and 7 were chosen to emphasize a point. Notice

that the graphs in both T □
N and T P 2

N all contain exactly one cycle. In T □
N , the double

line is always contained in this cycle, and in T P 2

N the two wiggly lines are also

contained in this cycle.

Let us consider a group of graphs in T □
N and T P 2

N for which all the graphs in the

group would look identical if all the double lines and wiggly lines were to be replaced

with ordinary single lines. If the cycle in this group is comprised of M nodes, then

there will be M such graphs from T □
N (as there are M locations to place the double

line in the cycle) and M(M − 1)/2 such graphs from T P 2

N (as there are M(M − 1)/2

ways to place the two wiggly lines in the cycle).

In Figures 8 and 9 we draw one such collection where M = 5. We have labelled

the nodes in the cycle as i, j, k, ℓ,m. These cycles should be understood as being

contained in a larger graph, where the exact details of the larger graph will not be

impact the coming argument.

In Figure 8 we sum 5 double-lined graphs in T □
N . Notice that a double line

connecting nodes i and j is equal to a single line multiplied by z2ij. (See Figures 2

and 4.) Therefore, upon summing up the graphs, we note that the sum is equal to a

modified version of the graph containing only single lines in the cycle, given that we

multiply the whole graph by the sum of squares of all zij’s in the cycle.

In Figure 9 we sum the corresponding graphs in T P 2

N , which contain the exact

same cycle as the previous group. There will be 5(5 − 1)/2 = 10 such graphs (or

actually 20 if we account for both allowed orientations of the wiggly lines). Notice

that a wiggly line connecting nodes i and j is can be replaced with a straight line if we

multiply the graph by zij. (See Figures 2 and 5.) Therefore, summing up the graphs,

we note that the sum is equal to a version of the graph containing only single lines
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+ + + +

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

=
(
z2ij + z2jk + z2kℓ + z2ℓm + z2mi

)
×

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

Figure 8. Here we sum 5 graphs with a cycle of size 5 which could be in T □
N . The graphs

are identical except for the placement of the double line in the cycle. Notice the sum equals

a graph with no double-line times a certain factor.

+ + + +

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

zijzjk + zijzkℓ + zijzℓm + zijzmi + zjkzkℓ

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

+ + + +

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

i

j

kℓ

m

+

(all previous graphs with

orientation of both arrows flipped)
+

×= − 2
+ zjkzℓm + zjkzmi + zkℓzℓm + zkℓzmi + zℓmzmi

( )

Figure 9. Here we sum 20 different graphs with a certain cycle of size 5, which could be

contained in T P 2

N . The graphs are identical except for the placement of two wiggly lines.

Notice the sum equals a graph with no wiggly lines times a certain factor.

– 13 –



in the cycle if we multiply the whole graph by 2 times the sum of all products of

distinct zij edges in the cycle, with signs accounting for orientation.

If we now inspect Figures 8 and 9, we see that the sum of graphs in both groups

end up becoming the exact same graph with seemingly different numerical prefac-

tors. We will then complete the proof of our theorem once we show that these two

numerical factors agree:

(z2ij + z2jk + z2kℓ + z2ℓi + z2mi)
?
= (2.34)

− 2(zij(zjk + zkℓ + zℓm + zmi) + zjk(zkℓ + zℓm + zmi) + zkℓ(zℓm + zmi) + zℓmzmi).

This equality can be proven as follows. Notice that if we sum all of the zij’s corre-

sponding to the edges in the cycle, we get 0:

zij + zjk + zkℓ + zℓm + zmi = 0. (2.35)

Squaring the above equation gives exactly (2.34). It is straightforward to see that the

above argument works for not just cycles of size 5, but cycles of any size, completing

the proof of (2.33), and therefore (2.21).

■

Examples. Let us give some examples of perturbiner expansions of Plebański’s sec-

ond scalar for N = 1, 2, 3 using (2.21).

ϕ(ϕ1) = ϕ1

1

ϕ(ϕ1, ϕ2) = ϕ1 + ϕ2 +
1

z12
{ϕ1, ϕ2}

1 2 21

ϕ(ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3) = ϕ1 + ϕ2 + ϕ3

+
1

z12
{ϕ1, ϕ2}+

1

z13
{ϕ1, ϕ3}+

1

z23
{ϕ2, ϕ3} (2.36)

+
D12

z12

D23

z23
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3 +

D13

z13

D32

z32
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3 +

D21

z21

D13

z13
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3

1 2 3

21 3 31 2 12 3

21 31 32
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3 Linear perturbations on a SD background

3.1 Linear SD perturbations and the recursion operator

Here we study the set of linear perturbations to Plebański’s second scalar. A linear

perturbation ϕ+ δϕ satisfies the linearized e.o.m.

□δϕ− {∂uδϕ, ∂wϕ} − {∂uϕ, ∂wδϕ} = 0. (3.1)

If ϕ can be expressed as a perturbiner expansion of some set of seed functions, then

we can always construct a δϕ which is created by adding in one extra seed function

to the set. As a useful piece of notation, let us denote the change in the perturbiner

associated to the addition of this single seed function with a vertical line by

ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN |ϕI) ≡ ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN , ϕI)−ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) (3.2)

where I is a new index not contained in {1, . . . , N}.

Definition 6. Let TN |I denote the set of all marked tree graphs, necessarily contain-

ing the node I, with distinct node labels in the set {1, . . . , N} ∪ {I}.

It is straightforward to see that

ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN |ϕI) =
∑

t∈TN|I

ϕt. (3.3)

Furthermore, as stated above, we know that

ϕ = ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) , δϕ = ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN |ϕI) , (3.4)

satisfies (3.1).

Example. Let us explicitly write out δϕ as above when N = 2, I = 3, and draw the

corresponding graphs in T2|3.

ϕ(ϕ1, ϕ2|ϕ3) = ϕ3 +
1

z13
{ϕ1, ϕ3}+

1

z23
{ϕ2, ϕ3}

+
D12

z12

D23

z23
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3 +

D13

z13

D32

z32
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3 +

D21

z21

D13

z13
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3

(3.5)

3 1

21 3 31 2 12 3

3 32
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In SDG there exists a certain “recursion operator” R which is related to the

integrability of the theory [22]. This operator maps the space of linear perturbations

of the Plebański scalar into itself, meaning if δϕ satisfies (3.1) then Rδϕ will also

satisfy (3.1).

In particular, Rδϕ is defined as the solution to the pair of differential equations

∂u(Rδϕ) = ∂w̄δϕ+ {∂uϕ, δϕ},
∂w(Rδϕ) = ∂ūδϕ+ {∂wϕ, δϕ}.

(3.6)

The compatibility of the two equations (3.6) follows from the fact that δϕ is a

linear perturbation of ϕ:

∂u(∂w(Rδϕ))− ∂w(∂u(Rδϕ)) = □δϕ− {∂uδϕ, ∂wϕ} − {∂uϕ, ∂wδϕ} = 0. (3.7)

Furthermore, Rδϕ is guaranteed to solve the linearized e.o.m. by

□Rδϕ− {∂uRδϕ, ∂wϕ} − {∂uϕ, ∂wRδϕ} = {□ϕ− {∂uϕ, ∂wϕ}, δϕ} = 0. (3.8)

A explicit set of solutions ϕ and δϕ was provided by our perturbiner expansion

in (3.4). One might wonder how R acts on such a δϕ. The result is given by the

following theorem.

Theorem 3.1.

Rϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN |ϕI) = −zI ×ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN |ϕI) (3.9)

Proof. Proving this statement is equivalent to checking the following equality,

∂u

−zI
∑

t∈TN|I

ϕt

 ?
= ∂w̄

 ∑
t∈TN|I

ϕt

+
{
∂u

(∑
t∈TN

ϕt

)
,
∑

t∈TN|I

ϕt

}
(3.10)

which is the first equation of (3.6). The second equation will follow by an analogous

argument.

Let us think about which graphs appear in each of the three terms in the above

equation. In the first term, by the product rule of differentiation, we simply sum over

all graphs in TN |I where −zI∂u is to “decorate” any of the nodes in the graph. (If

−zI∂u decorates the node i, this amounts to acting with −zI∂(i)u on the corresponding

graph in the perturbiner expansion.) In the second term, we similarly sum over all

graphs in TN |I but decorate one node with ∂w̄ instead of −zI∂u. For the third term,

we sum over all graphs which contain of a wiggly line pointing from a graph in TN

with a node decorated by ∂u to a graph containing the node I.

Notice that all of the graphs described above have one thing in common: they

all contain the node I, and they all contain one “decorated” node, whether that be
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by −zI∂u, ∂w̄, or ∂u. Of course, some of the graphs also contain a wiggly line. Let

us therefore partition the graphs in groups where all the graphs in each group would

look the same if we were to convert any wiggly line into a straight line, and if we

were to regard all possible “decorations” as the same. If we can check that all of the

graphs contained in such a group satisfy (3.10), then we are done. An example for a

typical set of of graphs in such a group is given below in the first line.

−zI∂u

+ + +

i i i i i

j

k

IIIII

jjjj

kkkk

∂w ∂u ∂u ∂u

⊂ ∂u(−zIδϕ) ⊂ ∂wδϕ ⊂ {∂uϕ, δϕ}

?
=

=

i

I

j

k

∂u

(−zi + zij + zjk + zkI) ×

−zI ✓

Because all of our graphs are tree graphs, there is always exactly one path between
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any two nodes in the graph. Therefore, there is always one path between the node I

and the decorated node. When it comes to the graphs containing a wiggly line, this

wiggly line will always lie somewhere on this path.

We then simplify the RHS of the above graphical equation using two facts. The

first fact is that ∂w̄ϕi = −zi∂uϕi, (2.24). The second fact is that a wiggly line going

from i to j can be replaced with a straight line if we multiply by zij. (See Figures

2 and 5.) The RHS then becomes a numerical factor times the very graph on the

LHS. However, if we sum up the numerical factors along the chain from i to I, we

see they equal −zI , matching precisely with the LHS and completing the proof. ■

3.2 Linear ASD perturbations

An incredible fact is that linearized anti-self-dual perturbations on a self-dual back-

ground satisfy the exact same equation of motion as the linearized self-dual pertur-

bations! This will become very important when it comes time to add two negative

helicity gravitons to our spacetime and compute the MHV amplitude.

In appendix B we review many basic facts about SDG, and we refer the reader

there to find the proofs of the statements below. If we define ΨABCD to be the ASD

part of the Riemann curvature tensor, then this object satisfies the Bianchi identity

0 = ∇A
Ȧ
ΨABCD = (eA

Ȧ
)µ∂µΨABCD − (Γ E

A )A
Ȧ
ΨEBCD − (Γ E

B )A
Ȧ
ΨAECD

− (Γ E
C )A

Ȧ
ΨABED − (Γ E

D )A
Ȧ
ΨABCE

(3.11)

where ΓAB is the ASD part of the spin connection 1-form and eAȦ denotes a basis of

four vierbein vector fields. If θAȦ = θAȦ
µ dxµ are a basis of tetrad 1-forms satisfying

ds2 = 1
2
εABεȦḂθ

AȦθBḂ, then the vierbein is given by eµ
AȦ

= gµνεABεȦḂθ
BḂ
ν . For a

SD metric of the form (1.1), a convenient choice of tetrads is given by

θ11̇ = 2dū , θ21̇ = 2(dw − (∂u∂wϕ)dū− (∂2uϕ)dw̄) ,

θ12̇ = 2dw̄ , θ22̇ = 2(du+ (∂2wϕ)dū+ (∂u∂wϕ)dw̄) ,
(3.12)

with the associated vierbein being

eµ
11̇
∂µ = ∂ū + (∂u∂wϕ)∂w − (∂2wϕ)∂u , eµ

21̇
∂µ = ∂w ,

eµ
12̇
∂µ = ∂w̄ + (∂2uϕ)∂w − (∂u∂wϕ)∂u , eµ

22̇
∂µ = ∂u .

(3.13)

In a SD background, (Ψ0)ABCD = 0 and (Γ0)AB = 0 for our above choice of

vierbein. If we then denote ψABCD to be a linearized perturbation around (Ψ0)ABCD,

it therefore satisfies

0 = (eA
Ȧ
)µ∂µψABCD (3.14)

where eAȦ above is the vierbein of the SD background.

Plugging in the formula for eAȦ, this reduces to the two equations, for Ȧ = 1̇, 2̇,

Ȧ = 1̇ : 0 = −∂wψ1BCD + ∂ūψ2BCD + {∂wϕ, ψ2BCD} ,
Ȧ = 2̇ : 0 = −∂uψ1BCD + ∂w̄ψ2BCD + {∂uϕ, ψ2BCD} .

(3.15)
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After a comparison with (3.6), we identify that (3.15) is simply the equation

ψ1BCD = Rψ2BCD. (3.16)

The two equations (3.15) can be rearranged to show that both ψ1BCD and ψ2BCD

satisfy (3.1) (see (3.7) and (3.8)):

□ψABCD − {∂uψABCD, ∂wϕ} − {∂uϕ, ∂wψABCD} = 0. (3.17)

Furthermore, Theorem 3.1 tells us that (3.16) implies ψ1BCD = −zIψ2BCD, and

the index symmetry ψABCD = ψ(ABCD) implies

ψI
ABCD = −1

8
κIAκ

I
Bκ

I
Cκ

I
Dϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN |ϕI) (3.18)

will always be a solution to (3.15), where κIA = (−zI , 1). In fact, this is the solution

that corresponds to adding one ASD graviton hµν = ϵIε
−,I
µν e

ipI ·X to our SD back-

ground! The prefactor of −1/8 can be fixed by matching with the trivial N = 0 case

where one ASD graviton is added to flat space.

3.3 Writing linear perturbations as an exponential

In this section we will show that a linear perturbation to the Plebański scalar can

be written as the exponential of a certain set of graphs.

We begin by defining a new node shaped like a diamond. The difference between

the diamond node and the circular node is that, for a diamond node, one is not

instructed to multiply the overall expression by the corresponding seed function.

Here we give two examples of the use of the diamond node, one with a straight

edge and one with a wiggly edge. Notice the absence of the seed function ϕI in the

following expressions.

I i = [Ii] ϕiI i =
[Ii]

⟨Ii⟩
ϕi

Note that we are now writing things in terms of the angle and square brackets from

(2.12). To do this, we’ve used

Dijϕiϕj = [ij]ϕiϕj. (3.19)

For future convenience, we now define a new set of graphs using this diamond

node.

Definition 7. Let T ◇N |I denote the set of all graphs which can be formed by taking

a graph in TN and appending one extra diamond node labelled I to the graph. Note

that the diamond node will always have just one edge.
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Example. All of the elements of T ◇2|I , and their corresponding terms, are

I

1

=
[Ii]

⟨1i⟩
ϕ1,

I

2

=
[Ii]

⟨2i⟩
ϕ2,

=
[I1]

⟨I1⟩
[12]

⟨12⟩
ϕ1ϕ2, =

[I2]

⟨I2⟩
[12]

⟨12⟩
ϕ1ϕ2.

1 2

I

1 2

I

We now show that if we exponentiate the graphs in T ◇N |I and multiply the result

by ϕI , we will get a sum of graphs which equals the linear perturbation to the

Plebański scalar from (3.3).

Claim 3.1. ∑
t∈TN|I

ϕt = ϕI exp

 ∑
t∈T ◇

N|I

ϕt

 (3.20)

Proof. The above claim is perhaps best justified by seeing how it holds in a particular

example, say when N = 2, as its generalization to all N follows in a relatively

straightforward manner.

We’ll expand the RHS of (3.20) and show it equals LHS:

I × exp
I

1

I

2 1 2

I

1 2

I

= I 1 +
I

1

I

2

×

+ + +

×
I

1

I

2 1 2

I

1 2

I

+ + + +

= I +
I

1

I

2 1 2

I

1 2

I

+ + +
1 2

I

+ ✓

The final expression is indeed a sum over T2|I . Note the use of the identity below.

I

1

I

2

× =
I

1 2

I ×
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In order to see how this computation generalizes to all N , note that as exp

is Taylor expanded to the nth power, all graphs for which the diamond node I is

connected to n other nodes are generated. The final multiplication by ϕI turns the

diamond node into a circular node.

■

Using Claim 3.1, we can see that we can rewrite a linearized perturbation as

ϕ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN |ϕI) = ϵI exp(iFI) (3.21)

where we have defined FI as

FI ≡ pI ·X − i
∑

t∈T ◇
N|I

ϕt. (3.22)

It is possible to define an object F Ȧ
I such that

FI = κ̃I
Ȧ
F Ȧ
I . (3.23)

One can then contract F Ȧ
I with an arbitrary reference spinor ξȦ instead of κ̃I

Ȧ
. The

object ξȦF
Ȧ
I will become important later on, so we will discuss here how it can be

expressed graphically. To do this, we’ll need to define a new type of edge. This

edge is labelled by the reference spinor ξ, and will only ever connect to the special

node I (or J , which will label a second ASD graviton). Here is how our new ξ-edge

works: if it connects I to i, then the numerator of the factor corresponding to this

edge is [ξi] instead of [Ii]. Four examples, with both the straight/wiggly edges and

normal/diamond nodes are shown below.

I i
ξ

= [ξi]ϕIϕi

I i
ξ

=
[ξi]

⟨Ii⟩
ϕi I i

ξ
= [ξi]ϕi

I i
ξ

=
[ξi]

⟨Ii⟩
ϕIϕi

Note that in the special case ξȦ = κ̃I
Ȧ
, this ξ-edge reduces to a normal edge.

I i
κ̃I

= I i

With the ξ-edge, we will now define a new set of graphs which will let us compute

ξȦF
Ȧ
I .

Definition 8. Let T ◇,ξ
N |I be the set of all graphs which can be formed by taking a

graph in TN and appending one diamond I node to the graph with a ξ-edge.
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Examples. Here we give two examples of graphs in T ◇,ξ
N |I for N = 9.

I 2
ξ

I
ξ5

1

9 8

4

3

4

9

1

5

6

7

∈ T ◇,ξ
9|I ∈ T ◇,ξ

9|I

We can now write ξȦF
Ȧ
I as a sum over T ◇,ξ

N |I :

ξȦF
Ȧ
I = ξ1̇(w − zI ū) + ξ2̇(u− zIw̄)− i

∑
t∈T ◇,ξ

N|I

ϕt. (3.24)

Because the graphs in T ◇,ξ
N |I each contain only one ξ-edge, the RHS really can be

written in the form of ξȦF
Ȧ
I for some F Ȧ

I .

As a consistency check, if we plug ξ = κ̃I into the above equation, we recover

FI = κ̃I
Ȧ
F Ȧ
I as given in (3.22), as we should. This is because

T ◇,(ξ=κ̃I)
N |I = T ◇N |I (3.25)

and, using κ̃I
Ȧ
= ωI(−zI , 1) and (2.8),

pI ·X = −ωI z̄I(w − zI ū) + ωI(u− zIw̄). (3.26)

4 Scattering amplitudes and on-shell actions

In this section we briefly review the connection between tree-level scattering ampli-

tudes and on-shell actions. The general idea is that in and out states can be thought

of as boundary conditions for the path integral, and by the stationary phase approxi-

mation, if we plug the classical solution with said boundary conditions into the action

then we compute the transition amplitude to the leading order in ℏ.2 A formalism for

computing amplitudes in this way was developed by Arefeva, Faddeev, and Slavnov

[24] and was revisited recently in [25, 26]. Further pedagogical treatments can be

found in [27, 28]. This formalism is often used to calculate amplitudes in non-trivial

backgrounds [29–34]. See also [35].

For simplicity, say we have a scalar field φ which has some self-interaction. A

scattering amplitude is defined as

A(p1, . . . , pN) = ⟨0| âp1 . . . âpM S â†pM+1
. . . â†pN |0⟩ . (4.1)

2There is another way that classical solutions can be used to compute scattering amplitudes in

which one leg of a Feynman diagram is taken to be off shell [15, 23].
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One can also define finite-amplitude “coherent states”

⟨A1, . . . , AM | = ⟨0| eA1âp1 . . . eAM âpM ,

|AM+1, . . . , AN⟩ = eAM+1â
†
pM+1 . . . eAN â†pN |0⟩ ,

(4.2)

which correspond, classically, to fields that are sums of plane waves with finite am-

plitudes Ai. In a free theory, these are the solutions

φ(X) =
N∑
i=1

Aie
ipi·X . (4.3)

Here we are using a convention in which the energy of pµi is positive (negative) for

ingoing (outgoing) particles. Therefore, in the above field, the positive frequency part

of φ which we label φ+ is determined by the ingoing momenta while the negative

frequency part φ− is determined by the outgoing momenta.

Using the coherent state path integral, one can in principle compute transition

amplitudes between such states in the interacting theory. In the coherent state path

integral, the field “paths” one is integrating over are naturally complexified, and it

turns out that the initial state is given by specifying the positive-frequency part of

the field at t = −T/2 and the final state is given by specifying the negative-frequency

part of the field at t = T/2:

lim
T→∞

φ−(+T/2) =
M∑
i=1

Aie
ipiX , lim

T→∞
φ+(−T/2) =

N∑
i=M+1

Aie
ipiX . (4.4)

One must be conscientious about what boundary terms are included in the action

S because the fields in the path integral have non-trivial boundary conditions. In

principle the boundary terms should be fixed by demanding that the solutions to the

e.o.m. render the action stationary given these boundary conditions, but they can

also be determined by other means, like by using time-slicing regularization.

⟨A1, . . . , AM | S |AM+1, . . . , AN⟩ = lim
T→∞

∫ φ−(T/2)=
∑M

i=1 Aie
ipiX

φ+(−T/2)=
∑N

i=M+1 AieipiX
Dφ eiS[φ] (4.5)

In the stationary phase approximation, one is instructed to find the φ that

solves the equation of motion with boundary conditions (4.4) and then plug it into

the action. Then, to compute a standard scattering amplitude of elementary quanta

at tree-level, one can simply differentiate the on-shell integrand by all of the Ai’s as

A(p1, . . . , pN) =
∂N

∂A1 . . . ∂AN

eiS[φ]
∣∣∣
Ai=0 ∀Ai

. (4.6)

Note that because we differentiate by Ai and then evaluate Ai = 0, for all intents

and purposes we can replace Ai 7→ ϵi such that (ϵi)
2 = 0 when we solve the classical

e.o.m.. This justifies our prescription (2.3).

– 23 –



Furthermore, as Ai → 0, the boundary continditions are dominated by the lead-

ing “free” solution (4.3), as higher order terms in the solution necessary to solve the

interacting e.o.m. will be higher order in the ϵi’s. Therefore we are just instructed

to find a perturbative solution of the form

φ =
N∑
i=1

ϵie
ipiX +

∑
i<j

ϵiϵj(. . .)e
i(pi+pj)·X + . . . (4.7)

which is nothing but a perturbiner expansion, and plug it into the action.

Upon Taylor expanding the exponential in (4.6), there will be a zeroth order term

1 which will not contribute to the amplitude, a first order term iS, and higher order

terms (iS)n. The higher order terms are clearly products of lower-point amplitudes,

so if we’re only interested in the connected part of the amplitude we only need to

evaluate the action itself:

Aconnected(p1, . . . , pN) =
∂N

∂ϵ1 . . . ∂ϵN
iS[φ]

∣∣∣
ϵi=0 ∀ϵi

. (4.8)

Henceforth, it will be implicitly understood we’re only interested in connected am-

plitudes and will drop the explicit subscript.

5 The Gravitational MHV Amplitude

5.1 MHV scattering and the Plebański Action

From the last section, we know that we can compute the graviton MHV amplitude

in two steps. First, we must solve for the classical spacetime containing N positive

helicity gravitons and 2 negative helicity gravitons. Second, we must plug this space-

time into the action. Actually, using a standard trick we can circumvent having to

do some of step 1, which we’ll explain shortly.

The commonly used Einstein Hilbert (EH) action (with possible boundary terms

included) is ill suited for our task because its dependence on the metric is very

complex. A better action for us is the so-called chiral Plebański action, which we’ll

now review.

If θAȦ = θAȦ
µ dxµ is a basis of tetrad 1-forms, we can define a basis of three ASD

2-forms ΣAB = Σ(AB) and three SD 2-forms Σ̃ȦḂ = Σ̃(ȦḂ)

ΣAB ≡ θAȦ ∧ θB
Ȧ
, Σ̃ȦḂ ≡ θAȦ ∧ θ Ḃ

A . (5.1)

We’ll also take the spin-connection 1-form Γab = Γabµdx
µ, satisfying Γab = Γ[ab], and

break it up into ASD and SD parts as

ΓAȦBḂ = 2 εȦḂΓAB + 2 εABΓ̃ȦḂ (5.2)
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with ΓAB = Γ(AB) and Γ̃ȦḂ = Γ̃(ȦḂ). From the spin connection one can define the

Riemann curvature 2-form Rab = dΓab +Γac ∧Γc
b and similarly break it in ASD and

SD parts RAB = R(AB) and R̃ȦḂ = R̃(ȦḂ). These objects are related to the spin

connection by
RAB = dΓAB + ΓAC ∧ ΓC

B ,

R̃ȦḂ = dΓ̃ȦḂ + Γ̃ȦĊ ∧ Γ̃Ċ
Ḃ
.

(5.3)

If one uses the vacuum Einstein equation, RAB and R̃ȦḂ can also be expressed as

RAB = ΨABCDΣ
AB ,

R̃ȦḂ = Ψ̃ȦḂĊḊΣ̃
ĊḊ ,

(5.4)

using the scalars ΨABCD = Ψ(ABCD) and Ψ̃ȦḂĊḊ = Ψ̃(ȦḂĊḊ). See appendix B for a

more thorough review of these objects.

The EH Lagrangian can be expressed with

2R dvol = εabcdR
ab ∧ θc ∧ θd

= i RAB ∧ ΣAB − i R̃ȦḂ ∧ Σ̃ȦḂ
(5.5)

where we have used the identity for the Levi-Civita pseudotensor

εAȦBḂCĊDḊ = 4i εACεBDεȦḂεĊḊ − 4i εABεCDεȦĊεḂḊ. (5.6)

The other linear combination of the SD and ASD parts of the curvature 2-form

comes from the so-called Holst term,

Rab ∧ θa ∧ θb =
1

2
RAB ∧ ΣAB +

1

2
R̃ȦḂ ∧ Σ̃ȦḂ. (5.7)

In fact, the Holst term is identically zero due to the Bianchi identity Rab ∧ θa = 0.

This implies we can express the EH action as

1

2

∫
R dvol =

i

2

∫
RAB ∧ ΣAB =

i

2

∫ (
dΓAB + ΓAC ∧ ΓC

B

)
∧ ΣAB (5.8)

where we set κ2G = 8πG = 1.

If we want to use the above action on-shell to compute scattering amplitudes, we

run into the issue that R = 0 when Rµν = 0. A boundary term must be appended

to this action to make it non-zero.

While we would like to provide the reader with a principled derivation of the

appropriate boundary term, it is not yet known how to extend the AFS formalism

to Einstein gravity using tetrad variables and we will unfortunately not be solving

that problem here. However, an imminently natural choice of boundary term is the

one which arises by an “integration by parts” in the action,

S[θAȦ,ΓAB] =
i

2

∫ (
RAB ∧ ΣAB − d

(
ΓAB ∧ ΣAB

) )
=
i

2

∫ (
ΓAB ∧ dΣAB + ΓAC ∧ ΓC

B ∧ ΣAB
)
.

(5.9)
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This boundary term has appeared previously in different contexts [36–39], see also

[40].

The action (5.9) (without boundary) is known as the Plebański action, and

though it only depends on the ASD 2-forms and spin connection it remarkably is still

an action for full Einstein gravity [41–43]. It is in fact the Lagrangian counterpart to

Ashtekar’s SD Hamiltonian formulation for GR [44]. The equations of motion arising

from the variations δθAȦ and δΓAB are

RAB ∧ θAȦ = 0, dΣAB = −2Γ
(A

C ∧ ΣB)C . (5.10)

The first equation is equivalent to the vacuum Einstein equation and the second

equation is the first Cartan structure equation. Plugging the second equation of

motion (5.10) into the action, we get the further on-shell expression

S = − i

2

∫ (
ΣAB ∧ ΓAC ∧ ΓC

B

)
. (5.11)

On a self-dual background, which we’ll denote with the subscript 0, we have the

equations

(R0)AB = 0, (Γ0)AB = 0, d(Σ0)
AB = 0, (Ψ0)ABCD = 0. (5.12)

Consider a SD background is made out of N positive helicity gravitons, and let

us define the integers
I ≡ N + 1

J ≡ N + 2
(5.13)

to be the labels corresponding to the two negative helicity gravitons. A linear per-

turbation to a SD background (γAB, ψABCD) ≡ (δΓAB, δΨABCD) satisfies

dγAB = ψABCDΣ
CD
0 , dΣAB = −2γ

(A
C ∧ Σ

B)C
0 . (5.14)

Something nice happens if we have two ASD perturbations and wish to evaluate

the action. In general, we would expect that we would have to solve for second order,

non-linear corrections in γ proportional to ϵIϵJ coming from the two ASD pertur-

bations interacting with each other. However, because S from (5.11) is quadratic

in ΓAB and (Γ0)AB = 0, these second order corrections will not affect the scattering

amplitude.

If we define γI and γJ to be the linearized ASD perturbations corresponding to

the negative helicity gravitons labelled I and J , then by (4.8) we have

AMHV(1
+, . . . , N+, I−, J−) =

∂N+2

∂ϵ1 . . . ∂ϵN+2

∫
(Σ0)

AB ∧ (γI)AC ∧ (γJ)CB

∣∣∣∣
ϵi=0 ∀ϵi

.

(5.15)

This is the well-known MHV generating function [12, 13]. We shall now evaluate it

using the marked-tree perturbiner expansion for the Plebański scalar we developed

in section 2.
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5.2 Massaging the MHV generating function

If we wish to evalaute (5.15), the first task is to compute γI corresponding to the

ASD graviton labelled I. From (5.14), we can do this if we know what ψI
ABCD is.

Fortunately, we have already found the expression for ψI
ABCD in (3.18) when we

noted that ψ solved the same equation of motion as a SD perturbation to ϕ in a SD

background. We showed that such perturbations can be written as the exponential

of a function FI (3.21), where FI is a sum over a certain special set of graphs (3.22)

which were given in definition 7.

ψI
ABCD = −1

8
ϵI κ

I
Aκ

I
Bκ

I
Cκ

I
D exp(iFI). (5.16)

With ψI
ABCD in hand, we now just need to find a γI that solves (5.14). There is a

known formula for this [45], which review here in the following claim.

Claim 5.1.

(γI)AB = −iϵIκIAκIB
κICξĊ(HI)

Ċ
Ȧ
θCȦ

2[ξI]
exp(iFI) (5.17)

where the tensor (HI) Ḃ
Ȧ

is defined by

eµ
AȦ
∂µF

Ḃ
I = κIA(H

I) Ḃ
Ȧ
, (5.18)

ξȦ is an arbitrary spinor,3 and θAȦ/eAȦ is the tetrad/vierbein of the SD background.

Proof. To prove this claim, we must show that (5.17) and (5.16) solve (5.14).

We begin by expressing the exterior derivative d as

d = dxµ ∧ ∂µ = θa ∧ eµa∂µ =
1

2
θAȦ ∧ eµ

AȦ
∂µ. (5.19)

The above expression can be used to rewrite (5.18) as

2 dF Ḃ
I = κIA(H

I) Ḃ
Ȧ
θAȦ (5.20)

which implies

d
(
κIA(H

I) Ḃ
Ȧ
θAȦ

)
= 0. (5.21)

We now act with the expression for γI in (5.17) by d:

d
(
γI
)
AB

= −iϵIκIAκIB
κICξĊ(HI)

Ċ
Ȧ
θCȦ

2[ξI]
∧ d exp(iFI)

= −iϵIκIAκIB
κICξĊ(HI)

Ċ
Ȧ
θCȦ

2[ξI]
∧
(
i

2
κ̃I
Ḃ
κID(HI)

Ḃ
Ḋ
θDḊ

)
exp(iFI)

= ϵIκ
I
Aκ

I
Bκ

I
Cκ

I
D

κ̃I
Ḃ
ξĊ

4[ξI]

(
(HI)

Ċ
Ȧ

(HI)
Ḃ

Ḋ
θCȦ ∧ θDḊ

)
exp(iFI) .

(5.22)

3The choice of ξ corresonds to the choice of Lorentz frame for the tetrad. A change in frame

sends γI
AB 7→ γI

AB + dfAB for some zero-form fAB , just as the change ξ 7→ aξ + bκ̃I does.
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It turns out that the tensor (HI)
Ḃ

Ȧ
satisfies the property

(HI)
Ċ

Ȧ
(HI)

Ḃ
Ḋ
εȦḊ = −εḂĊ . (5.23)

We will show the above equation is true later (see Claim 5.3) but for now use it as

a given. (5.23) implies

(HI)
Ċ

Ȧ
(HI) Ḃ

Ḋ
θCȦ ∧ θDḊ = −1

2
(HI)

Ċ
Ȧ

(HI) Ḃ
Ḋ

(εȦḊΣCD
0 + εCDΣ̃ȦḊ

0 )

=
1

2
εḂĊΣCD

0 − 1

2
(HI)

Ċ
Ȧ

(HI) Ḃ
Ḋ
εCDΣ̃ȦḊ

0

(5.24)

which we can plug into (5.22) to get

d
(
γI
)
AB

= −1

8
ϵIκ

I
Aκ

I
Bκ

I
Cκ

I
D exp(iFI)Σ

CD
0

= ψI
ABCDΣ

CD
0

(5.25)

as desired.

■

The careful reader may have noticed that (HI)
Ḃ

Ȧ
, defined in (5.18), was not yet

proven to be well-defined. We rectify the situation below.

Claim 5.2. There exists some matrix (HI)
Ḃ

Ȧ
such that (5.18) is satisfied.

Proof. We begin with (3.23), reproduced below

FI = κ̃I
Ȧ
F Ȧ
I (5.26)

where κ̃I
Ȧ
= ωI(−z̄I , 1). Because FI can be written as a sum of graphs where the

(diamond) I node only has one edge (see (3.22)), we know that FI is linear in κ̃
I and

F Ȧ
I is therefore independent of ωI and z̄I . The two components of F Ȧ

I are then given

by

F 1̇
I = − 1

ωI

∂z̄I FI

∣∣∣∣
z̄I=0

F 2̇
I =

1

ωI

FI

∣∣∣∣
z̄I=0

(5.27)

which we can write as

F Ḃ
I =

1

ωI

(
−∂z̄I
1

)Ḃ

FI

∣∣∣∣∣∣
z̄I=0

. (5.28)

We now use the explicit formula for the vierbein of the SD background (3.13),

eµ
11̇
∂µ = ∂ū + {∂wϕ, ·} = ∂wR ,

eµ
12̇
∂µ = ∂w̄ + {∂uϕ, ·} = ∂uR ,

eµ
21̇
∂µ = ∂w ,

eµ
22̇
∂µ = ∂u .

(5.29)
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Note that the e1Ȧ contain an extra application of the recursion operator R than the

e2Ȧ (see (3.6)).

With the vierbein (5.29), we may write

eµ
AȦ
∂µF

Ḃ
I =

1

ωI

(
−∂z̄I
1

)Ḃ ( −i
eiFI

(eµ
AȦ
∂µ)e

iFI

) ∣∣∣∣∣∣
z̄I=0

. (5.30)

The key feature of this equation is that, for the e1Ȧ’s, we are acting with a recursion

operator on the linear perturbation eiFI on the RHS, which we know differs from e2Ȧ
by a relative factor of −zI via claim 3.1.

eµ
1Ȧ
∂µe

iFI = eµ
2Ȧ
∂µ(ReiFI ) = −zI eµ2Ȧ∂µe

iFI (5.31)

From (5.30), this implies

eµ
1Ȧ
∂µF

Ḃ
I = −zI eµ2Ȧ∂µF

Ḃ
I (5.32)

meaning we may now write

eµ
1Ȧ
∂µF

Ḃ
I = −zI(HI) Ḃ

Ȧ
(5.33)

eµ
2Ȧ
∂µF

Ḃ
I = (HI) Ḃ

Ȧ
. (5.34)

for some proportionality matrix (HI) Ḃ
Ȧ

. This completes the proof. ■

Note that from e21̇ = ∂w, e22̇ = ∂u, the equation (5.34) reduces to the simple

expression for (HI)
Ḃ

Ȧ

(HI)
Ḃ

Ȧ
=

(
∂w
∂u

)
Ȧ

F Ḃ
I . (5.35)

Claim 5.3.

(HI)
Ċ

Ȧ
(HI)

Ḃ
Ḋ
εȦḊ = −εḂĊ . (5.36)

Proof. The above statement is equivalent to

ξḂχĊ(HI)
Ċ

Ȧ
(HI) Ḃ

Ḋ
εȦḊ = −ξḂχ

Ḃ (5.37)

where ξ and χ are arbitrary spinors. By (5.35), this can be rewritten as

{ξḂF
Ḃ
I , χĊF

Ċ
I } = −[ξχ]. (5.38)

The above equation will be proven in Claim 5.5.

■
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We are now in a position to rewrite the MHV generating function Σ0 ∧ γI ∧ γJ
into an expression which is easier to work with. We know what Σ0 is from (3.12),

we know what γI is from (5.17), and we know what HI is from (5.35). Plugging in

all of these formulas, we get

ΣAB
0 ∧ (γI)AC ∧ (γJ)CB = i

⟨IJ⟩3

[ξI][χJ ]
{ξȦF

Ȧ
I , χḂF

Ḃ
J }ϵIeiFI ϵJe

iFJdvol (5.39)

where

dvol = 4i du ∧ dū ∧ dw ∧ dw̄ (5.40)

is the volume form of any SD metric written in Plebański form (1.1), as det(g) = 16.

5.3 Proof of the NSVW formula

Now that we have an expression for the MHV generating function (5.39), we can

use it to calculate the MHV amplitude (5.15). In the end, the dependence on the

arbitrary reference spinors ξȦ and χḂ will drop out.

We begin by finding a visual representation of the term {ξȦF Ȧ
I , χḂF

Ḃ
J }. It will

end up being expressed in terms of the following graphs.

Definition 9. Let T ◇,ξ,χ
N |I,J be the set of graphs which can be formed by taking a

graph in TN and appending to it two diamond nodes with labels I and J , which

are connected by a ξ-edge and a χ-edge, respectively. We also include in T ◇,ξ,χ
N |I,J the

exceptional graph which is just the two diamond nodes I and J connected by a paired

ξχ-edge.

Examples. Here are some examples of graphs in T ◇,ξ,χ
N |I,J for N = 7.

ξ χξ χ
ξ

χ

II
I

J

J J

2

5

3

7

6

2

6

53

4

Claim 5.4.

−{ξȦF
Ȧ
I , χḂF

Ḃ
J } = ⟨IJ⟩

∑
t∈T ◇,ξ,χ

N|I,J

ϕt (5.41)
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Proof. From the graphical equation for ξȦF
Ȧ
I (3.24), we may write the LHS of the

above expression as

−{ξȦF
Ȧ
I , χḂF

Ḃ
J } = {

∑
t∈T ◇,ξ

N|I

ϕt,
∑

t′∈T ◇,χ
N|J

ϕt′} (5.42)

− i(ξ1̇∂u − ξ2̇∂w)
∑

t′∈T ◇,χ
N|J

ϕt′ + i(χ1̇∂u − χ2̇∂w)
∑

t∈T ◇,ξ
N|I

ϕt

+ [ξχ]

where we used the fact that

−{ξ1̇(w − zI ū) + ξ2̇(u− zIw̄), χ1̇(w − zI ū) + χ2̇(u− zIw̄)} = [ξχ]. (5.43)

There are now four types of graphs to be summed, arising from the four terms in the

RHS of (5.42).

The first type of graph, corresponding to the first term, is constructed by taking

two graphs in T ◇,ξ
N |I and T ◇,χ

N |J and drawing one wiggly line from a circle node in the

first graph to a circle node in the second graph. A typical example of such a graph

we should sum over is shown below.

J
ξ χ

I ⊂ {
∑

t∈T ◇,ξ
N|I

ϕt,
∑

t′ ∈T ◇,χ
N|J

ϕt′}

For the second type of graph corresponding to the second term of (5.42), if we use

the fact that

−i(ξ1̇∂u − ξ2̇∂w)ϕi = [ξi]ϕi (5.44)

then we see that this term corresponds to appending one diamond I node with a

wiggly ξ-edge to a circle node in a graph in T ◇,χ
N |J . An analogous statement holds for

the third term, and typical graphs which contribute to these terms look like

J
ξ χ

I

J
ξ χ

I

⊂ −i(ξ1̇∂u − ξ2̇∂w)
∑

t′∈T ◇,χ
N|J

ϕt′ ,

⊂ +i(χ1̇∂u − χ2̇∂w)
∑

t∈T ◇,ξ
N|I

ϕt .
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One could consider the equivalence class of graphs which would look identical if this

wiggly line were converted into a straight line. Let us consider what happens when

we sum over all graphs in an equivalence class.

Because a wiggly line between nodes i and j can be converted into a straight

line at the cost of multiplication by zij, the result of this sum would be multiply a

converted graph with no wiggly edges by a sum over all zij’s where i and j are all

the nodes on the path connecting I and J . (We used similar trick in the proof of

Theorem 3.1.) This is depicted in the figure below.

J
ξ χ

I J
ξ χ

I

J
ξ χ

I J
ξ χ

I

+

++ i

j

i

i i

jj

j kk

kk

J
ξ χ

I i j k(zIi + zij + zjk + zkJ) ×

zIJ

=

Note that the final graph in the above equation is indeed contained in T ◇,ξ,χ
N |I,J , as we

wanted to show.

The above sum naturally included all graphs from the first three terms on the

RHS of (5.42). To conclude the proof, we need to account for the fourth and final

term [ξχ]. This, however, corresponds to the exceptional graph

[ξχ] = I J
ξ χ

I J
ξ χ

= ⟨IJ⟩ ×

completeing the proof.

■

Claim 5.4 also implies the following corollary.

Claim 5.5.

{ξȦF
Ȧ
I , χḂF

Ḃ
I } = −[ξχ] (5.45)
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Proof. This follows from Claim 5.4 if we replace J with I. Because ⟨II⟩ = 0, this

expression isolates all graphs containing 1/⟨II⟩. There is only one such graph, the

exceptional graph

ξ χ
I I−⟨II⟩ × = −⟨II⟩ [ξχ]

⟨II⟩
= −[ξχ]

completing the proof. ■

Now that we have graphical expressions for {ξȦF Ȧ
I , χḂF

Ḃ
J } and ϵIe

iFI in (5.41),

(3.21), and (3.3), we will now plug them into the MHV generating function (5.39)

and simplify the result:

ΣAB
0 ∧ (γI)AC ∧ (γJ)CB = −i⟨IJ⟩

4dvol

[ξI][χJ ]

 ∑
t∈T ◇,ξ,χ

N|I,J

ϕt


 ∑

t∈TN|I

ϕt

 ∑
t∈TN|J

ϕt

 .

(5.46)

Visually, the above equation can be understood as

−i⟨IJ⟩
4dvol

[ξI][χJ ]

TN |I TN |JT ◇,ξ,χ
N |I,J

ΣAB
0 ∧ (γI)AC ∧ (γJ)CB =

+ all other similarly structured graphs.

I J
ξ χ

I J× ×

This product of three graphs can be simplified to

= −i⟨IJ⟩
4dvol

[ξI][χJ ]
I J

ξ χ

+ all other similarly structured graphs

– 33 –



where, by our construction, we note that the ξ edge connected to I and the χ edge

connected to J both lie on the unique path from I to J . Note we have made use of

the using the pictoral identity

I iI = I i
ξ

× ξ

to glue the three graphs together.

We will define the set of graph which arise in this sum as follows.

Definition 10. Let T ξ,χ
N |I,J denote the set of all marked tree graphs with distinct

nodes from the set {1, . . . , N} ∪ {I, J} which necessarily have the nodes I and J in

graph, and for which the two edges connected to I and J that lie on the path from

I to J have the ξ and χ labels, respectively.

Example. .

I

Jχ
ξ

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Figure 10. An example of a graph in T ξ,χ
10|I,J . Notice that ξ and χ lie on the path from

I to J .

We now write the generating function as sum over the graphs in T ξ,χ
N |I,J , as

ΣAB
0 ∧ (γI)AC ∧ (γJ)CB = −i dvol ⟨IJ⟩4

[ξI][χJ ]

∑
t∈T ξ,χ

N|I,J

ϕt. (5.47)

Let us now write out ϕt on the RHS of the above equation so that its dependence

on the placement of the I and J nodes in each graph is written explicitly. To that

end, we define a graph-dependent label PI(t) as follows.

Definition 11. For any graph t ∈ T ξ,χ
N |I,J , let PI(t) be defined as the label of the

node connected to I which lies on the path to node J . Likewise, define PJ(t) be

defined as the node connected to J lying on the path to I.

Example. In the graph t from Figure 10, we have

PI(t) = 4, PJ(t) = 8. (5.48)
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Definition 12. For any graph t ∈ T ξ,χ
N |I,J , define the factor K(t) as

K(t) ≡


[ξa]

[Ia]

[χb]

[Jb]

∣∣∣∣a=PI(t)
b=PJ (t)

if I and J are not neighbors

[ξχ]

[IJ ]
if I and J are neighbors

. (5.49)

The factor K(t) has the effect of changing [I| → [ξ| and [J | → [χ| in numerators

of the edges connecting I and J to PI(t) and PJ(t), respectively. We can use it write

ϕt = K(t)

 ∏
eij ∈ edges of t

[ij]

⟨ij⟩

( ∏
k∈ nodes of t

ϕk

)
for t ∈ T ξ,χ

N |I,J . (5.50)

We are now ready to plug (5.47) into (5.15) to get the MHV amplitude. The

effect of the derivatives with respect to the ϵi’s is to extract only the trees which

contain all possible N + 2 nodes.

Definition 13. Let T ξ,χ,max
N |I,J ⊂ T ξ,χ

N |I,J denote all graphs in T ξ,χ
N |I,J which contain all

N + 2 nodes in {1, . . . , N} ∪ {I, J}.

Plugging (5.47) into (5.15), we come to the naive expression

AMHV = −i (2π)4δ(4)
(

N+2∑
i=1

pi

)
⟨IJ⟩4

[ξI][χJ ]

∑
t∈T ξ,χ,max

N|I,J

K(t)

 ∏
eij ∈ edges of t

[ij]

⟨ij⟩

 . (5.51)

However, this expression has an issue: it is not invariant under rescalings of the

spinor variables |i⟩ 7→ t|i⟩, |i] 7→ t−1|i] because the graphs we are summing over have

different little group weights for the various spinor variables. The above equation

only holds for our particular spinor parameterization (2.11), and would fail if we were

to rescale the spinors.

To remedy this, we shall now add two auxiliary spinors |ι⟩ and |o⟩ to this ex-

pression to make it reparameterization invariant. We start by setting

ιA =

(
0

1

)
, oA =

(
0

1

)
(5.52)

such that in our parameterization (2.11)

⟨ιi⟩ = ⟨oi⟩ = 1. (5.53)

We now multiply our amplitude by 1 in such a way that the final expression has the

correct little group weights. The resulting amplitude (with A = i(2π)4δ(4)(. . .)M) is

MMHV = (5.54)

− ⟨IJ⟩4⟨Iι⟩⟨Io⟩⟨Jι⟩⟨Jo⟩
[ξI][χJ ]

 ∑
t∈T ξ,χ,max

N|I,J

K(t)
∏

eij ∈ edges of t

[ij]

⟨ij⟩

N+2∏
a=1

(
⟨aι⟩⟨ao⟩

)deg(a)−2
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where deg(a) is defined as the number of edges connected to node a. The above

expression now has the correct little group weights of +4 for I and J , and −4 for all

i ̸= I, J , and 0 for ι, o, ξ, and χ. To check the value of all the weights, one must use

the identity ∑
a∈ nodes of t

(deg(a)− 2) = −2 (5.55)

which holds for any connected tree diagram t.

Claim 5.6. Equation (5.54) does not actually depend on the choice of reference

spinors |ι⟩ and |o⟩.

Proof. Without loss of generality we focus on |ι⟩. Because the expression is invariant

under the rescaling of |ι⟩, we can think of the two components (ι1, ι2) as homogenous

coordinates and the expression (5.54) as a function on CP 1. We can therefore prove

that (5.54) is constant as a function of |ι⟩ if we show that the expression has no poles

in |ι⟩.
The only potential poles occur for ⟨iι⟩ → 0 when i ̸= I, J and i is a node with

deg(i) = 1. Clearly, all graphs where deg(i) = 1 can be formed by taking a graph

without i and appending i to any of the pre-existing N+1 nodes the graph. Summing

over the N+1 possible nodes we could append i to introduces a multiplicative factor

of
1

⟨iι⟩⟨io⟩

N+2∑
j=1
j ̸=i

[ij]

⟨ij⟩
⟨jι⟩⟨jo⟩ (5.56)

to an otherwise nonsingular term. But then notice that the residue of the amplitude

is

Res
⟨iι⟩→0

MMHV = Res
⟨iι⟩→0

 1

⟨iι⟩⟨io⟩

N+2∑
j=1
j ̸=i

[ij]

⟨ij⟩
⟨jι⟩⟨jo⟩

 (non sing.)

= − 1

⟨io⟩
[i|

(
N+2∑
j=1

|j]⟨j|

)
|o⟩(non sing.) = 0

(5.57)

and vanishes due to momentum conservation. The overall function therefore has no

poles in |ι⟩, completing the proof. ■

Using Claim 5.6, we can now redefine the auxiliary spinors to be

|ι⟩ → |I⟩, |o⟩ → |J⟩, (5.58)

without changing the amplitude.

Under this change, the only graphs in equation (5.54) which give non-zero con-

tributions are graphs where deg(I) = deg(J) = 1. An example is shown below.
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ξ

χ

I

Jj

i
[ξi]

�
��⟨Ii⟩�

��⟨Ii⟩⟨Ji⟩

[χj]

���⟨Jj⟩
⟨Ij⟩���⟨Jj⟩

All such graphs can be formed by taking a graph in a set we’ll denote T max
N and

appending the I and J nodes with the ξ and χ edges.

Definition 14. Let T max
N ⊂ TN denote the tree graphs which each contain the

maximum number of all N nodes in {1, . . . , N}.

We will now write (5.54) with the substitutions (5.58) as an explicit sum over

graphs in T max
N with an additional factor included for all the N ×N ways to appro-

priately attach I and J nodes to those underlying graphs:

MMHV = − ⟨IJ⟩4

[ξI][χJ ]

(
N∑
i=1

[ξi]⟨iJ⟩

)(
N∑
j=1

[χj]⟨jI⟩

)

×

 ∑
t∈T max

N

∏
eij ∈ edges of t

[ij]

⟨ij⟩

N∏
a=1

(
⟨aI⟩⟨aJ⟩

)deg(a)−2

 .

(5.59)

For our final step, we note that from momentum conservation

[ξ|

(
|I]⟨I|+ |J ]⟨J |+

N∑
i=1

|i]⟨i|

)
|J⟩ = 0

[χ|

(
|I]⟨I|+ |J ]⟨J |+

N∑
j=1

|j]⟨j|

)
|I⟩ = 0

(5.60)

we have
1

[ξI][χJ ]

(
N∑
i=1

[ξi]⟨iJ⟩

)(
N∑
j=1

[χj]⟨jI⟩

)
= −⟨IJ⟩2. (5.61)

Plugging the above expression into (5.59), we arrive at the NSVW formula [1], which

is our second main result.

MMHV = ⟨IJ⟩6
∑

t∈T max
N

 ∏
eij∈ edges of t

[ij]

⟨ij⟩

( N∏
a=1

(
⟨aI⟩⟨aJ⟩

)deg(a)−2
)

(5.62)
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6 Discussion

In this work, we developed a new perturbiner expansion for Plebański’s second heav-

enly equation which was written as a sum over marked tree graphs, given in Theorem

2.1. This allowed us to explicitly write down expressions for spacetime metrics con-

taining arbitrary numbers of positive helicity gravitons in the Plebański gauge (1.1).

This gauge is particularly natural because it can be thought of as an exact, non-linear

version of transverse traceless gauge, satisfying

ηµνhµν = gµνhµν = 0, ηµν∂µhνρ = gµν∂µhνρ = 0. (6.1)

Using this perturbiner expansion we were able to write down visual formulae for

a variety of mathematical objects familiar to the study of self-dual gravity, and we

were able to manipulate and combine these formulae in useful ways using a relatively

small number of graphical tricks. Ultimately, this allowed us to give a self contained

proof of the NSVW formula for graviton MHV scattering.

While we have not computed any amplitudes aside from MHV, it seems likely

that our marked tree expansion could be a useful tool in the computation of other

amplitudes. We leave this for future work.

Our tree diagrams strongly resonate with other tree diagrams that have appeared

previously [13, 46–50]. Notably, [13] proved the NSVW/Hodges’ formula utilizing a

similar looking set of diagrams which have an unclear relationship to our diagrams.

The main difference between their proof of NSVW and our proof is that their proof

was based upon the use of the first Plebański scalar (also known as the Kähler scalar),

whereas our work is based upon the use of the second Plebański scalar. Due to their

use of the first scalar, they were able to choose a gauge in which the expressions for

the ASD spin connections γI and γJ became trivial, whereas in this work a good

deal of effort was expended accounting for the spin connections.

The unique offering of this paper is a new theory of the second scalar. What

interpretation our formulae have in twistor-theoretic terms will be left for future work.

Perhaps the use of the second scalar may be advantageous in certain situations.
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A A binary tree expansion for Plebański’s second heavenly

equation

In section 2, we saw the perturbiner expansion for ϕ given N seed functions could be

written as a sum over trees in TN . We will now turn our attention to a different (but

related) method of expressing the perturbiner expansion based a recursion relation.

Essentially, if one knows what the perturbiner expansion is for N−1 gravitons, there

is a formula which allows one to find the expansion for N gravitons.

In order to write down this recursive formula, we must first break up our per-

turbiner expansion into a sum of sub-terms labelled by the seed functions present

in that term. We will denote these sub-terms as ϕ(k), with 1 ≤ k ≤ N , where ϕ(k)

depends linearly on k seed functions appearing in its arguments.

ϕ (ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) =
n∑

k=1

∑
{i1,...,ik}⊂{1,...,N}

ϕ
(k)
(ϕi1 , . . . , ϕik) (A.1)

Example. For N = 1,

ϕ(ϕ1) = ϕ
(1)
(ϕ1) (A.2)

where

ϕ
(1)
(ϕi) = ϕi. (A.3)

For N = 2,

ϕ(ϕ1, ϕ2) = ϕ
(1)
(ϕ1) +ϕ

(1)
(ϕ2) +ϕ

(2)
(ϕ1, ϕ2) (A.4)

where

ϕ
(2)
(ϕi, ϕj) =

Dij

zij
ϕiϕj. (A.5)

For N = 3,

ϕ(ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3) = ϕ
(1)
(ϕ1) +ϕ

(1)
(ϕ2) +ϕ

(3)
(ϕ3)

+ϕ
(2)
(ϕ1, ϕ2) +ϕ

(2)
(ϕ2, ϕ3) +ϕ

(2)
(ϕ1, ϕ3)

+ϕ
(3)
(ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3)

(A.6)

where

ϕ
(3)
(ϕi, ϕj, ϕk) =

(
Dij

zij

Djk

zjk
+
Dik

zik

Dkj

zkj
+
Dji

zji

Dik

zik

)
ϕiϕjϕk. (A.7)
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Notice that the ϕ(N) expansion of N seed functions is a sum of all marked tree

graphs in T max
N , which are graphs that contain all N labeled nodes.

ϕ
(N)

(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) =
∑

t∈T max
N

ϕt. (A.8)

We are now ready to give the recursive formula which allows one to solve for the

perturbiner expansion of N particles in terms of the perturbiner expansion of N − 1

particles.

Theorem A.1.

ϕ
(N)

(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) =
N−1∑
i=1

ϕ
(N−1)

(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN−1)

∣∣∣∣
ϕi 7→

1

ziN
{ϕi, ϕN}

(A.9)

Proof. Let us first explain the notation used in the above formula. On the right we

have a sum over all N − 1 original seed functions ϕi where we replace them with
1

ziN
{ϕi, ϕN}. This means that if a term in the original expression includes a certain

set of seed functions with a certain set of derivatives acting on ϕi, then we must

replace ϕi with
1

ziN
{ϕi, ϕN} in the term such that those same derivatives are now

to act on 1
ziN

{ϕi, ϕN} instead. However, all of the pre-existing factors of 1/zij’s,

corresponding to nodes j which previously attached to i will remain the same.

In order to understand this recursive operation diagrammatically, so that we

may prove it, we will need to introduce two new objects to our graphical dictionary.

The first new object we define is a straight lined edge with an arrow on it. This

edge works quite differently than all previous edges.

i j

If a node k connects to j,

then the graph is multiplied

by
1

zik
rather than

1

zjk
.

In the edge above, if another node k connects to the node j, then one should not

multiply the graph by 1/zjk as per usual, but one should rather multiply it by 1/zik.

The numerator, Djk, should stay the same.

Example. .

i j

1

2

3

4

ϕt =
D1i

z1i

D2i

z2i

D3j

z3i

D4j

z4i

Dij

zij
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4ϕiϕjt =
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The second new object we will introduce is this “gray dotted circle.” If we have

have some sort of internal sub-graph contained in the circle, as well as some external

nodes connecting to the circle, then this graph corresponds to the sum of all possible

connections from the external nodes to the internal nodes. For instance, if there are

Ni nodes inside the circle and Ne external nodes connected to the circle, then there

will be NNe
i graphs to sum.

Example. .

i

j

s1

s2

s3
i

j

s1

s2

s3

s1s1

s1 s1 s1

s1 s1

i i

i

i i

i

i

j

j

j j

j j

j

s2

s2

s2

s2

s2

s2

s2

s3

s3

s3

s3

s3s3

s3

= + +

+++

++

Figure 11. An example of how the gray dotted circle is used. The circle is an instruction

to sum over all ways for the external nodes to connect to the internal nodes.

We will use these two new graphical elements to diagrammatically express the

RHS of (A.9). Taking N = 5, consider the action of replacing ϕ4 7→ 1
z45

{ϕ4, ϕ5} in

the following graph.

t =

1

2 3

4

ϕt ϕt|ϕ4 7→ 1
z45

{ϕ4,ϕ5}

2 3

4

1

5
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We can see that the result of the operation ϕ4 7→ 1
z45

{ϕ4, ϕ5} is to replace node 4

with a subgraph of two elements where 4 is connected to 5 by an arrowed edge, with

the arrow pointing from 5 to 4.

Definition 15. Let T max,→
N denote all marked tree graphs containing N distinct

labelled nodes in which an arrow points from the node “N” to exactly one adjacent

node.

Example. Here are some elements of T max,→
5 .

4

1

2

3

5 4

1

2

3

5 4

1

2

3

54

1

2

3

5

51 2

3

4

1 2 3 45

One can convince oneself that in the process of summing over i = 1, . . . , N − 1,

and replacing ϕi 7→ 1
ziN

{ϕi, ϕN} in all of the graphs of T max
N−1, we will end up with a

sum over all of the graphs in T max,→
N . Therefore, the RHS of (A.9) can be written as

N−1∑
i=1

ϕ
(N−1)

(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN−1)

∣∣∣∣
ϕi 7→

1

ziN
{ϕi, ϕN}

=
∑

t∈T max,→
N

ϕt. (A.10)

Therefore, our proof will be complete once we show that∑
t∈T max,→

N

ϕt
?
=
∑

t∈T max
N

ϕt. (A.11)

It is natural to put the graphs in T max,→
N in groups that look identical if the

arrowed edge is converted into a normal edge. In fact, one can show that the sum of

all such graphs in this group is that very converted graph, as shown below!
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i1

i3 i2

N

i1

i3 i2

N

i1

i3 i2

N

i1

i3 i2

N+ + =

Figure 12. An node N connects to m = 3 nodes i1, . . . , im. On the LHS we sum over all

m options for which of the m edges is to be chosen as the arrowed edge. On the RHS we

have the graph with only normal edges. These graphs should be understood as a subpart

of a larger graph, the details of which do not affect the present calculation.

This equality is due to the elementary identity4

m∑
a=1

1

zNia

m∏
b=1
b ̸=a

1

ziaib
=

m∏
a=1

1

zNia

(A.12)

and this concludes the proof.

■

Example. Let us show how subsequent ϕ(N)’s can be computed using (A.9). We

start with

ϕ
(1)
(ϕ1) = ϕ1 (A.13)

from which (A.9) implies

ϕ
(2)
(ϕ1, ϕ2) =

1

z12
{ϕ1, ϕ2}. (A.14)

The first non-trivial example arises when computing N = 3 from N = 2,

ϕ
(3)
(ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3) =

1

z12

1

z13
{{ϕ1, ϕ3}, ϕ2}+

1

z12

1

z23
{ϕ1, {ϕ2, ϕ3}} (A.15)

=

(
1

z12

1

z13
D13(D12 +D32) +

1

z12

1

z23
D23(D12 +D13)

)
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3

which after a rearrangement of terms can be shown to match (A.7). The expression

for ϕ(4) is

ϕ
(4)
(ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4)

=
1

z14

(
1

z12

1

z13
{{{ϕ1, ϕ4}, ϕ3}, ϕ2}+

1

z12

1

z23
{{ϕ1, ϕ4}, {ϕ2, ϕ3}}

)
+

1

z24

(
1

z12

1

z13
{{ϕ1, ϕ3}, {ϕ2, ϕ4}}+

1

z12

1

z23
{ϕ1, {{ϕ2, ϕ4}, ϕ3}}

)
+

1

z34

(
1

z12

1

z13
{{ϕ1, {ϕ3, ϕ4}}, ϕ2}+

1

z12

1

z23
{ϕ1, {ϕ2, {ϕ3, ϕ4}}}

)
.

(A.16)

4This identity, which is a generalization of the partial fractions sum formula, is easiest to prove

by noting that both sides have the same poles and residues in zN , and have no zeros in zN aside

from zN = ∞.
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In some sense, the recursive formula provides a “more efficient” way to calculate

perturbiner expansions than the marked tree formula. For instance, the above ex-

pression for ϕ(4) has 6 terms while the number of trees contained in T max
4 is 16. In

general, number of terms which arise from the recursive formula is (N − 1)! while

the number of corresponding trees is NN−2, which grows much faster.

The way in which the nested Poisson brackets organize themselves after the

repeated use of the recursive formula lends itself quite naturally to a representation

in terms of binary trees. We draw the first set of instances of these trees below.

ϕ
(1)

:

1 21 1 2 1 23 3

1 234

1 4 3 2

1 3 4

1 43 2

2 1 34 2

1 23 4

ϕ
(2)

: ϕ
(3)

:

ϕ
(4)

:

+

+

+

+

++

Each of these binary trees corresponds to a term comprised of nested Poisson

brackets of seed functions, multiplied by a string of 1/zij’s. Each binary tree can

in fact be related to a sum of (a kind of) “graph,” but not quite like the ones we

had before with T max
N . In order to elaborate on the connection between binary trees

and this other kind of marked tree graph, let us define yet another graph element

comprised of a line and an associated pair of numbers, say a and b. These numbers

dictate which zab we should put in the denominator, which will be independent from

the Dij in the numerator:

=
Dij

zab
ϕiϕji j

a b

If we then take some binary tree graph, we can convert it to a sum of a new kind

of marked tree diagram as follows: in the sense that we can construct any binary

tree by sequentially combining “pairs” of smaller binary sub-trees, we can construct

our new kind of diagram by sequentially surrounding smaller sub-diagrams with grey

dotted circles and connecting them with an “ab”-labelled edge. The values of a and
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b on this edge must correspond to the smallest node label in each subgraph. Here is

an example.

1 4 3 25

5

4

5

4

3

2

3

21
1 4 1 2

Figure 13. An example of how a binary tree graph can be converted into an object built

from gray dotted circles, which should be thought of as a sum over a certain type of graph.

To explain how the gray dotted circle notation works in this context, if an edge

is shared between two gray dotted circles, then one is instructed to sum over all

possible connections of that edge to all pairs of nodes, where one node is contained

in one circle and the other node is contained in the other circle. One example of a

graph to we should include in the sum is given below:

5

4

5

4

3

2

3

21
1 4 1 2

5

4

5

4

3

2

3

21

1 4
1 2=

+ 11 other graphs

=
D15

z14

D45

z45

D52

z12

D32

z32
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4ϕ5

+ 11 other terms

We reiterate that the kinds of marked graphs which arise from this procedure are

not the graphs of T max
N , due to the special ab-labelled nodes.

In any case, the full term which Figure 13 corresponds to is

1

z14

1

z45

1

z12

1

z32
{{ϕ1, {ϕ4, ϕ5}}, {ϕ3, ϕ2}} = (A.17)

1

z14

1

z45

1

z12

1

z32
D45D32(D15 +D14)(D12 +D13 +D42 +D43 +D52 +D53)ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4ϕ5.
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It is interesting to note that this recursive formula has a similar flavor to an

operator product expansion in a conformal field theory.

One might wonder if this binary tree expansion of ϕ(N) can be used to prove any

facts which are difficult to see using the marked tree graphs of T max
N . Indeed it can,

and here is one such fact we’ll give as an application.

Claim A.1.

ϕ
(N)

(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) = 0 if
N∑
i=1

pµi = 0 (A.18)

Proof. Before beginning the proof, it is worth noting that the equation
∑N

i=1 p
µ
i = 0,

which colloquially one might say corresponds to “momentum conservation,” is not a

requirement for a perturbiner expansion to solve the classical equations of motion.

One is always allowed to perturbatively solve the classical equations of motion using

any collection of seed functions as long as p2i = 0 for all i.

In any case, the condition that the momenta sum to zero is equivalent to the

four equations

N∑
i=1

ωi = 0,
N∑
i=1

ωiz̄i = 0,
N∑
i=1

ωizi = 0,
N∑
i=1

ωiziz̄i = 0. (A.19)

Using the first two of the above equations, one can show that, for any j ∈ {1, . . . , N},
we have

N∑
i=1

ωiz̄ij = 0. (A.20)

Now, let us think about the final step in evaluating any particular binary tree in the

diagrammatic expansion. At the highest level, every graph will always look like two

large gray dotted circles with a “12” labelled edge connecting them. Let us call the

collection of nodes in the two circles A and B, such that

A ∪B = {1, . . . , N}. (A.21)

A schematic representation of the graph, (where the exact sub-structure contained

within each of the two largest dotted circles is supressed) is drawn below.

A B

1 2

(schematic)

1

2
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Noting that

Dijϕ1 . . . ϕN = −(ωiωj z̄ij)ϕ1 . . . ϕN (A.22)

we can see that, by implementing the final sum over these pairs of nodes, we have

ϕ
(N)

(ϕ1, . . . , ϕN) ∝
1

z12

(
−
∑
i∈A

∑
j∈B

ωiωj z̄ij

)
ϕ1 . . . ϕN (A.23)

where the sub-structure of the graphs contained within each of the two largest gray

dotted circles only affects ϕ(N) by a multiplicative factor.

Let us now rewrite (A.20) as∑
i∈A

ωiωj z̄ij +
∑
i∈B

ωiωj z̄ij = 0. (A.24)

Summing j in the above equation over all values in B, we get

0 =
∑
j∈B

(∑
i∈A

ωiωj z̄ij +
∑
i∈B

ωiωj z̄ij

)
=
∑
j∈B

∑
i∈A

ωiωj z̄ij (A.25)

where the second term vanished due to antisymmetry. We finish the proof by plugging

the above expression into (A.23). ■

B A crash course in self-dual gravity

The purpose of this section is to provide the background necessary to understand

and prove all of the key equations of self-dual gravity used in this paper. We begin

with a collection of spinor conventions in section B.1, review the tetrad formalism

for Einstein gravity in section B.2, and conclude with the proof of Plebański’s first

and second heavenly equations in section B.3.

We use Greek letters for curved space indices, µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3, Latin letters

a, b = 0, 1, 2, 3 for vierbein indices, and upper case letters for spin indices, A,B = 1, 2,

Ȧ, Ḃ = 1̇, 2̇.

B.1 Spinor conventions

We use the ηab = diag(+−−−) convention. We define the 2d antisymmetric tensors

εAB, ε
AB, εȦḂ, ε

ȦḂ by

ε12 = −ε12 = ε1̇2̇ = −ε1̇2̇ = 1 (B.1)

such that

εABε
BC = δCA , εȦḂε

ḂĊ = δĊ
Ȧ
. (B.2)

We raise and lower spinors from the left as

λA = εABλ
B = εAB(ε

BCλC). (B.3)
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We define the four-vector of Pauli matrices as

σAȦ
a ≡ (1, σx, σy, σz) , (B.4)

σa
AȦ

= (1, σx,−σy, σz) , (B.5)

where σa
AȦ

= εABεȦḂη
abσBḂ

b . Note the identities

σa
AȦ
σBḂ
a = 2δBAδ

Ḃ
Ȧ
, σa

AȦ
σAȦ
b = 2δab , (B.6)

which allow us to go back and forth between objects with flat space indices V a and

their corresponding objects with spinor indices V AȦ via

V AȦ = σAȦ
a V a, V a =

1

2
σa
AȦ
V AȦ, VAȦ = σa

AȦ
Va, Va =

1

2
σAȦ
a VAȦ.

(B.7)

Note the relation V aVa =
1
2
V AȦVAȦ. We further define the matrices

(σab)
A
B ≡ 1

4

(
σAĊ
a σbBĊ − σAĊ

b σaBĊ

)
,

(σ̃ab)
Ḃ

Ȧ
≡ 1

4

(
σaCȦσ

CḂ
b − σbCȦσ

CḂ
a

)
,

(B.8)

which satisfy the respective anti-self-duality and self-duality equations

(σab)
B

A = − i

2
εabcd(σ

cd) B
A ,

(σ̃ab)
Ȧ
Ḃ
=
i

2
εabcd(σ̃

cd)Ȧ
Ḃ
.

(B.9)

The above identities can be used to decompose any antisymmetric rank-2 tensor

Fab = F[ab] into its ASD and SD parts using the following observation. Note that

FAȦBḂ can always be written as

FAȦBḂ =M(AB)(ȦḂ) +N[AB][ȦḂ] + P(AB)[ȦḂ] +Q[AB](ȦḂ). (B.10)

The antisymmetry condition FAȦBḂ = −FBḂAȦ requires that the first two terms

must be zero. Furthermore, because ε is the unique 2d antisymmetric tensor up to

scaling, we know that the above equation may be written as

FAȦBḂ = 2FABεȦḂ + 2 F̃ȦḂεAB (B.11)

where FAB = F(AB) and F̃ȦḂ = F̃(ȦḂ) are some symmetric tensors. In fact, these

objects can be computed from FAȦBḂ via

FAB = −1

4
εȦḂFAȦBḂ, F̃ȦḂ = −1

4
εABFAȦBḂ. (B.12)

Writing

Fab =
1

2
σȦA
a σḂB

b (FABεȦḂ + F̃ȦḂεAB)

= (σab)
ABFAB − (σ̃ab)

ȦḂF̃ȦḂ

(B.13)

we identify FAB as the ASD part of Fab and F̃ȦḂ as the SD part of Fab.
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B.2 The tetrad formalism with spinor indicies

Here we review the vierbein/tetrad formulation of general relativity.

We take the vierbeins ea = eµa∂µ to be a set of four vector fields satisfying

gµνe
µ
ae

ν
b = ηab. (B.14)

If we also define the tetrad 1-forms θa = θaµ dx
µ via

θaµ ≡ gµνη
abeνb (B.15)

then we can write the metric components as

gµν = ηabθ
a
µθ

b
ν . (B.16)

Note the identities δab = θaµe
µ
b and δµν = eµaθ

a
ν .

One can define the object Γa
cb via the parallel transport of the vierbeins along

each other as

∇eceb = Γa
cbea (B.17)

where the explicit formula for Γa
cb is given by

Γa
cb = eaµe

ν
c (∂νe

µ
b + Γµ

νρe
ρ
b ). (B.18)

Using Γa
cb, we can define the spin-connection 1-form Γa

b by

Γa
b ≡ Γa

cbθ
c. (B.19)

One can show (see for instance [51]) that

Γab = −Γba (B.20)

meaning that the components of Γab represent infinitesimal Lorentz generators which

lie in so(1, 3).

We now define the curvature 2-form

Rab ≡
1

2
eµae

ν
bRµνρσdx

ρ ∧ dxσ. (B.21)

Cartan’s structure equations relate θa and Rab to the spin connection via

dθa = −Γa
b ∧ θb , (B.22)

Rab = dΓab + Γac ∧ Γc
b . (B.23)

In the tetrad formalism, we can write the first Bianchi identity, the vacuum

Einstein equation, and the second Bianchi identity, as

Rab ∧ θa = 0 ⇐⇒ Rµ[νρσ] = 0 (B.24)

εabcdR
ab ∧ θc = 0 ⇐⇒ Rµν −

1

2
gµνR = 0 (B.25)

dRab + 2Γc
(a ∧Rb)c = 0 ⇐⇒ ∇[µRνρ]σλ = 0 (B.26)
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where the above conversions require the identity

εµναβεγδρσ = −4! δ[µγ δ
ν
δ δ

α
ρ δ

β]
σ . (B.27)

as well as

εabcd = eµae
ν
be

ρ
ce

σ
dεµνρσ, dxµ ∧ dxν ∧ dxρ ∧ dxσ = −εµνρσdvol. (B.28)

Because Rab = R[ab], we can decompose the ASD and SD parts of the a, b indices

RAȦBḂ = 2RABεȦḂ + 2 R̃ȦḂεAB (B.29)

with RAB = R(AB) and R̃ȦḂ = R̃(ȦḂ). We do the same thing with the spin connection

ΓAȦBḂ = 2ΓABεȦḂ + 2 Γ̃ȦḂεAB (B.30)

where ΓAB = Γ(AB) and Γ̃ȦḂ = Γ̃(ȦḂ).

It is worth reviewing what this split of Lorentz generators into ASD and SD

parts means explicitly. Recall that so(1, 3) = sl(2,R) × sl(2,R), which can be seen

by redefining the generators in the following way. If ji, ki ∈ so(1, 3), for i = 1, 2, 3,

are the usual 4× 4 rotation and boost matrices satisfying

[ji, jj] = εijkjk, [ji, kj] = εijkkk, [ki, kj] = −εijkjk (B.31)

then

ℓ0 =
1

2
(−k3 − ij3) ,

ℓ1 =
1

2
(−k1 + j2 − i(k2 + j1)) ,

ℓ−1 =
1

2
(k1 + j2 − i(k2 − j1)) ,

ℓ̄0 =
1

2
(−k3 + ij3) ,

ℓ̄1 =
1

2
(−k1 + j2 + i(k2 + j1)) ,

ℓ̄−1 =
1

2
(k1 + j2 + i(k2 − j1)) ,

(B.32)

satisfy

[ℓm, ℓn] = (m− n)ℓm+n , [ℓ̄m, ℓ̄n] = (m− n)ℓ̄m+n , [ℓm, ℓ̄n] = 0 , (B.33)

and of course (ℓn)ab = −(ℓn)ba, (ℓ̄n)ab = −(ℓ̄n)ba. The entries of these matrices are

(ℓ0)
a
b =

1

2


0 0 0 −1

0 0 i 0

0 −i 0 0

−1 0 0 0

 , (ℓ1)
a
b =

1

2


0 −1 −i 0

−1 0 0 1

−i 0 0 i

0 −1 −i 0

 , (ℓ−1)
a
b =

1

2


0 1 −i 0

1 0 0 1

−i 0 0 −i

0 −1 i 0

 ,

(ℓ0)
a
b =

1

2


0 0 0 −1

0 0 −i 0

0 i 0 0

−1 0 0 0

 , (ℓ1)
a
b =

1

2


0 −1 i 0

−1 0 0 1

i 0 0 −i

0 −1 i 0

 , (ℓ−1)
a
b =

1

2


0 1 i 0

1 0 0 1

i 0 0 i

0 −1 −i 0

 .
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The independent sl(2,R) algebras generated by ℓn and ℓ̄n correspond to the

“ASD” and “SD” halves of the Lorentz algebra because

(ℓn)ab = − i

2
εabcd(ℓn)

cd,

(ℓ̄n)ab =
i

2
εabcd(ℓ̄n)

cd.
(B.34)

A straightforward exercise in spinor variables shows that the Cartan structure

equations can be decomposed as

dθAȦ = −ΓA
B ∧ θBȦ − Γ̃Ȧ

Ḃ
∧ θAḂ (B.35)

and
RAB = dΓAB + ΓAC ∧ ΓC

B ,

R̃ȦḂ = dΓ̃ȦḂ + Γ̃ȦĊ ∧ Γ̃Ċ
Ḃ
.

(B.36)

We now note an identity satisfied by the tetrads [41]

θ
(A

Ȧ
∧ θB

Ḃ
∧ θC)

Ċ
= 0 (B.37)

which holds because the above expression is totally antisymmetric in [ȦḂĊ] and

therefore must vanish because spin indices are 2 dimensional. The above expression

further implies the if-and-only-if statement5

MABC θ
A
Ȧ
∧ θB

Ḃ
∧ θC

Ċ
= 0 ⇐⇒ MABC =M(ABC). (B.38)

We now define the ASD 2-forms ΣAB = Σ(AB) and the SD 2-forms Σ̃ȦḂ = Σ̃(ȦḂ)

ΣAB ≡ θAȦ ∧ θB
Ȧ

Σ̃ȦḂ ≡ θAȦ ∧ θ Ḃ
A

(B.39)

which can be written in component form as

ΣAB =
1

2
ΣAB

µν dxµ ∧ dxν , Σ̃ȦḂ =
1

2
Σ̃ȦḂ

µν dxµ ∧ dxν , (B.40)

and can straightforwardly be shown to satisfy

ΣAB
µν = − i

2
εµνρσ(Σ

AB)ρσ, Σ̃ȦḂ
µν =

i

2
εµνρσ(Σ̃

ȦḂ)ρσ. (B.41)

5It is if-and-only-if because the θAȦ comprise a basis of four 1-forms, and only wedge products

of three distinct basis 1-forms are non-vanishing. One can check that the object θA
Ȧ
∧ θB

Ḃ
∧ θC

Ċ
is

non-zero only for four options of (A,B,C, Ȧ, Ḃ, Ċ), with, say, (1, 1, 2, 1̇, 2̇, 2̇) being one such option.

Expanding out (B.37) for any of these options shows that it simply reduces to the sum of two

non-zero 3-forms cancelling out, and therefore corresponds to the unique expression characterizing

the cancellation of such 3-forms up to scaling.

– 51 –



Equation (B.35) also gives

dΣAB = −2Γ
(A

C ∧ ΣB)C , (B.42)

dΣ̃ȦḂ = −2Γ̃
(Ȧ

Ċ
∧ Σ̃Ḃ)Ċ . (B.43)

Combining the vacuum Einstein equation (B.25) and the first Bianchi identity

(B.24), we find that the Einstein equation can be written as

RAB ∧ θAȦ = 0, (B.44)

R̃ȦḂ ∧ θAȦ = 0. (B.45)

We are always free to decompose RAB, as a general spacetime 2-form, into its

spacetime ASD and SD parts

RAB = ΨABCDΣ
CD + ΦABȦḂΣ̃

ȦḂ. (B.46)

Combining (B.44) with the statement (B.38), we see that the Einstein equation is

only satisfied if ΨABCD = Ψ(ABCD) and ΦABȦḂ = 0. We therefore have

RAB = ΨABCDΣ
CD, R̃ȦḂ = Ψ̃ȦḂĊḊΣ̃

ĊḊ, (B.47)

where Ψ̃ȦḂĊḊ = Ψ̃(ȦḂĊḊ) as well.

The scalars ΨABCD and Ψ̃ȦḂĊḊ are called the Weyl scalars, which in our conven-

tions give the coefficients in the decomposition of the Riemann tensor RAȦBḂCĊDḊ =

eµ
AȦ
eν
BḂ
eρ
CĊ
eσ
DḊ
Rµνρσ as

RAȦBḂCĊDḊ = 16 εȦḂεĊḊΨABCD + 16 εABεCDΨ̃ȦḂĊḊ. (B.48)

We now define the spin covariant derivative ∇a, which we define to act on objects

with vierbein indices as ∇aVb ≡ eµa e
ν
b ∇µVν . It is straightforward to show it satisfies

the natural equation

∇aVb = eµa∂µVb − Γc
abVc. (B.49)

The above equation also generalizes to tensors with a larger number of indices.

We can then take the differential Bianchi identity

∇[aRbc]de = 0, (B.50)

plug in (B.48) (and contract the appropriate indices) to find

0 = ∇A
Ȧ
ΨABCD (B.51)

where, using the notation ΓBC = 1
2
(ΓBC)AȦθ

AȦ, we explicitly have

∇AȦΨBCDE = (eAȦ)
µ∂µΨBCDE − (Γ F

B )AȦΨFCDE − (Γ F
C )AȦΨBFDE

− (Γ F
D )AȦΨBCFE − (Γ E

C )AȦΨBCDF .
(B.52)
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B.3 Proof of Plebański’s heavenly equations

The equation for SDG is

Rµνρσ =
i

2
εµναβR

αβ
ρσ. (B.53)

The symmetry of the Riemann tensor then implies

Rµν
ρσ = −1

4
εµναβερσγδR

γδ
αβ

(B.54)

and by identity (B.27) and the Bianchi identity, we see that (B.53) automatically

implies the vacuum Einstein equation Rνσ = 0:

Rµ
νµσ = −3

2
δ[γσ δ

α
ν δ

β]
δ R

δ
αβγ

= 0.
(B.55)

Using the decomposition of RAB (B.47), as well as (B.41), the self-duality equa-

tion (B.53) then implies that the ASD part of the curvature 2-form vanishes:

RAB = 0. (B.56)

We will now argue that the above condition implies that it is always possible to

choose a vierbein frame on the spacetime such that ΓAB = 0.

We can always decompose Γ b
a into SD and ASD parts as

Γ b
a = (Γsd)

b
a + (Γasd)

b
a . (B.57)

We have previously shown (see (B.34)) that one can decompose the Lorentz algebra

so(1, 3) into two sl(2,R) halves, one SD and one ASD. Crucially, these subalgebras

commute with each other, as [ℓn, ℓ̄m] = 0. Therefore, any path ordered exponential of

the spin connection will factor into two commuting matrices which are path ordered

exponentials of Γsd and Γasd respectively.

P exp

(∫ xf

xi

Γ

) b

a

= P exp

(∫ xf

xi

Γsd

) c

a

P exp

(∫ xf

xi

Γasd

) b

c

(B.58)

We can then redefine our vierbein frames at each point x with the ASD path

ordered integral

eAȦ(x) 7→ e′
AȦ

(x) = P exp

(∫ x

x0

Γ

) B

A

eBȦ(x0) (B.59)

where here we path-integrate from a chosen basepoint x0 to x. The overall integral

does not depend on the particular path chosen because RAB = 0, and RAB necessarily

quantifies the ASD sl(2,R) holonomy around a tiny loop.
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This vierbein redefinition sends

Γ B
A 7→ (Γ B

A )′ = 0. (B.60)

as desired. This also shows that the holonomy group of a SD metric is always the

restricted holonomy group SLsd(2,R) ⊂ SO(1, 3), in a complexified sense.

If we set ΓAB = 0, equation (B.42) implies that all three ASD 2-forms are closed

when the metric is SD:

dΣAB = 0. (B.61)

The SD 2-forms also satisfy

Σ(AB ∧ ΣCD) = 0 (B.62)

which is just a consequence of their tetrad definition (B.39) and identity (B.37).

A surprising fact is that knowing of the triplet of ASD 2-forms alone is completely

sufficient to reconstruct gµν ! This is true for all metrics, not just self-dual ones. This

fact follows from Urbantke’s remarkable identity [52, 53], which using our conventions

reads √
−ggµν = − i

3× 26
√
−gεαβγδΣAB

µα Σ C
βγ B ΣδνCA. (B.63)

Note that the RHS is determined entirely by the ΣAB’s (as
√
−gε0123 = −1 in our

definition). The Urbantke formula can be proven by raising the indices of the middle

2-form using (B.41).

Let us now regard (B.61) and (B.62) as our new starting points of SDG and

show how the metric is determined from these equations.

Using the explicit formula

ΣAB
µν = 2εȦḂθ

AȦ
[µ θBḂ

ν] (B.64)

we can define the “almost complex structure” matrix

Jµ
ν ≡ i

2
gµρ(Σ12)ρν (B.65)

which can readily be shown to satisfy the properties

Jµ
ρJ

ρ
ν = −δµν (B.66)

and
(Σ11)ρσJ

ρ
µJ

σ
ν = −(Σ11)µν ,

(Σ22)ρσJ
ρ
µJ

σ
ν = −(Σ22)µν .

(B.67)

The Newlander–Nirenberg theorem states that if the Nijenhuis tensor of J , defined

as

Nα
µν ≡ Jσ

µ∂[σJ
α
ν] − Jσ

ν∂[σJ
α
µ] = Jσ

µ∇[σJ
α
ν] − Jσ

ν∇[σJ
α
µ] (B.68)
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is equal to 0, then J is an actual complex structure. Using dΣ12 = 0, which implies

∂[µJνσ] = ∇[µJνσ] = 0, the above expression becomes

Nα
µν = Jσ

σ∇[µJ
α
ν] = 0 (B.69)

which vanishes because Jµν = J[µν].

Now that we know J gives a complex structure, we can choose a coordinate basis

(y1, y2, ȳ1, ȳ2) that diagonalizes J with eigenvalues ±i via

J
∂

∂yj
= i

∂

∂yj
, J

∂

∂ȳȷ̄
= −i ∂

∂ȳȷ̄
, (B.70)

for j = 1, 2 and ȷ̄ = 1, 2. (B.67) can then be understood as the equation

Σ11(Jv1, Jv2) = −Σ11(v1, v2), Σ22(Jv1, Jv2) = −Σ22(v1, v2) (B.71)

where v1 and v2 are arbitrary vectors, which from (B.70) implies that the “mixed”

holomorphic-antiholomorphic components of (Σ11)µν and (Σ22)µν are 0, with

(Σ11)jȷ̄ = 0, (Σ22)jȷ̄ = 0. (B.72)

If we then use Σ11 ∧Σ11 = 0, Σ22 ∧Σ22 = 0, as well as dΣ11 = 0, dΣ22 = 0, we know

that Σ11 and Σ22 must be able to be written in the form

Σ11 = f(y1, y2)dy1 ∧ dy2, Σ22 = g(ȳ1, ȳ2)dȳ1 ∧ dȳ2, (B.73)

for some arbitrary functions f(yj) and g(ȳȷ̄). However, once again using dΣ11 = 0

and dΣ22 = 0, Darboux’s theorem tells us there exist coordinate redefinitions yj 7→
ỹj(y1, y2) and ȳȷ̄ 7→ ˜̄yȷ̄(ȳ1, ȳ2) such that, in these new coordinates,

Σ11 = 8 dy1 ∧ dy2, Σ22 = 8 dȳ1 ∧ dȳ2. (B.74)

If we now use Σ11 ∧ Σ12 = Σ22 ∧ Σ12 = 0, we know that Σ12 must be of the form

Σ12 = 4
∑
j=1,2

∑
ȷ̄=1,2

Ωjȷ̄dy
j ∧ dȳȷ̄ (B.75)

for some set of functions Ωjȷ̄. dΣ12 = 0 then implies that these functions must be

the derivatives of a single scalar Ω called the Kähler potential,

Ωjȷ̄ =
∂

∂yj
∂

∂ȳȷ̄
Ω . (B.76)

The equation 2Σ12 ∧ Σ12 + Σ11 ∧ Σ22 = 0 imposes the following constraint on the

Kähler potential:

det(Ωjȷ̄) = 1. (B.77)
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This is known as Plebański’s first heavenly equation, and Ω is known as Plebański’s

first heavenly scalar.

Now that we have all of the ΣAB’s, we could in principle use Urbantke’s formula

(B.63) to find the metric. We can also directly write a corresponding tetrad

θ11̇ = 2dȳ1 , θ21̇ = 2Ω12̄dy
1 + 2Ω22̄dy

2 ,

θ12̇ = 2dȳ2 , θ22̇ = −2Ω11̄dy
1 − 2Ω21̄dy

2 ,
(B.78)

which yields the metric

ds2 =
1

2
εABεȦḂθ

AȦθBḂ = −4Ωjȷ̄ dy
jdȳȷ̄. (B.79)

One can show that det(gµν) = 16, and that our 2-forms ΣAB really are ASD with

respect to this metric, after an appropriate choice of orientation. This proves that

(B.61) and (B.62) alone suffice as defining equations for SDG.

From (B.79), we can clearly see that all 4d SD metrics are Kähler manifolds.

What’s more, they are Hyper-Kähler. In addition to J , one can also define two other

complex structures I and K, via

Iµν =
1

4
gµρ(Σ11 + Σ22)ρν , Kµ

ν =
i

4
gµρ(Σ11 − Σ22)ρν , (B.80)

which satisfy I2 = J2 = K2 = IJK = −1.

Let us now give the proof of Plebański’s second heavenly equation, repeating

Plebański’s original derivation [14]. We use new coordinates (u, ū, w, w̄) satisfying

u =
∂Ω

∂ȳ1
, w =

∂Ω

∂ȳ2
, ū = ȳ1, w̄ = ȳ2 , (B.81)

which can always be found because we have the Jacobian |∂(u,w)/∂(y1, y2)| = 1

from (B.77). The tetrad now becomes

θ11̇ = 2dū , θ21̇ = 2(dw −Bdū− Adw̄) ,

θ12̇ = 2dw̄ , θ22̇ = 2(du+ Cdū+Bdw̄) ,
(B.82)

with A = ∂2ȳ2Ω, B = ∂ȳ1∂ȳ2Ω, C = ∂2ȳ1Ω. With this tetrad,

Σ22 = 2θ22̇ ∧ θ21̇ =8(du ∧ dw − Adu ∧ dw̄ − Cdū ∧ dw
−B(du ∧ dū+ dw ∧ dw̄)− (AC −B2)dū ∧ dw̄)

(B.83)

and dΣ22 = 0 implies

∂wA = ∂uB , ∂uC = ∂wB , (B.84)

∂u(AC −B2)− ∂ūA+ ∂w̄B = 0 , ∂w(AC −B2)− ∂ūB + ∂w̄C = 0 . (B.85)
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(B.84) implies that there exists a function ϕ̃ such that

A = ∂2uϕ̃, B = ∂u∂wϕ̃, C = ∂2wϕ̃. (B.86)

Plugging the above equations into (B.85) gives

∂u(□ϕ̃− {∂uϕ̃, ∂wϕ̃}) = ∂w(□ϕ̃− {∂uϕ̃, ∂wϕ̃}) = 0. (B.87)

This implies □ϕ̃ − {∂uϕ̃, ∂wϕ̃} = ∂ūF (ū, w̄) for some function F (ū, w̄). If we then

define ϕ = ϕ̃− uF , we have

□ϕ− {∂uϕ, ∂wϕ} = 0 (B.88)

which is Plebański’s second heavenly equation and ϕ is Plebański’s second heavenly

scalar. The tetrad is now

θ11̇ = 2dū

θ12̇ = 2dw̄

θ21̇ = 2(dw − (∂u∂wϕ)dū− (∂2uϕ)dw̄)

θ22̇ = 2(du+ (∂2wϕ)dū+ (∂u∂wϕ)dw̄)

(B.89)

and the metric is

ds2 = θ11̇θ22̇ − θ12̇θ21̇

= 4(du dū− dw dw̄ + (∂2wϕ)dū
2 + (∂2uϕ)dw̄

2 + 2(∂u∂wϕ)dū dw̄).
(B.90)

This completes the proof that all SD metrics can always locally be written in the

above form for some ϕ satisfying the second heavenly equation.

C SDYM and the Parke-Taylor formula

In this appendix we’ll show how to develop the theory of perturbiner expansions in

SDYM in a way that mirrors our work in SDG. We’ll show how it can be used to

prove the Parke-Taylor formula for the Yang-Mills tree-level MHV amplitude [54].

Perturbiners in SDYM were previously used to prove the Parke-Taylor formula

by Selivanov and Rosly [55–57]. See also [58–61]. The only difference between our

work below and that of Selivanov and Rosly is our use of the Chalmers-Siegel scalar,

which we’ll introduce below. In this appendix alone we redefine the polarization

vectors to be

εµ+,i = −i ∂zpµi , εµ−,i =
i

ω2
∂z̄p

µ
i . (C.1)
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C.1 Perturbiners in SDYM

Say we have a gauge field Aµ = Aa
µT

a, where Ta ∈ g. The field strength is defined

to be

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ + [Aµ, Aν ]. (C.2)

The equation for SDYM is

Fµν =
i

2
εµνρσF

ρσ. (C.3)

In lightcone coordinates (2.1), εuūww̄ = 4i and the above equation reduces to

Fuw = 0, Fuū = Fww̄, Fūw̄ = 0. (C.4)

If we setAu = 0, then Fuw = 0 impliesAw = 0. Fuū = Fww̄ then implies ∂uAū = ∂wAw̄

which can be solved by

Aū = ∂wΦ, Aw̄ = ∂uΦ, (C.5)

where Φ is a g-valued scalar we shall call the Chalmers-Siegel scalar [58, 62, 63]. We

have therefore shown that the connection can be written as

Aµ =


Au

Aū

Aw

Aw̄

 =


0

∂wΦ

0

∂uΦ

 . (C.6)

Note this manifestly satisfies Lorenz gauge ∂µA
µ = 0.

The only remaining equation to use from (C.4) is

Fūw̄ = □Φ− [∂uΦ, ∂wΦ] = 0 (C.7)

which is the equation of motion. Finding solutions perturbatively to the above

equation is the goal of this section. We define the seed functions

Φi ≡ ϵi T
aieipi·X (C.8)

which are positive helicity gluons with wavefunction Aµ = ϵi(ε+,i)µT
aieipi·X .

Definition 16. We denote

Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN) ≡
full perturbiner expansion of Chalmers-Siegel

scalar Φ with seed functions Φ1, . . . ,ΦN .
(C.9)

Definition 17. For some subset of indices {i1, . . . , ik} ⊂ {1, . . . , N} for 1 ≤ k ≤ N ,

we define

Φ
(k)
(Φi1 , . . . ,Φik)

to be the sum of terms in

Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN)
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which contain the seed functions Φi1 , . . . ,Φik . This implies

Φ (Φ1, . . . ,ΦN) =
N∑
k=1

∑
{i1,...,ik}⊂{1,...,N}

Φ
(k)
(Φi1 , . . . ,Φik). (C.10)

Theorem C.1. The perturbiner expansion is given by

Φ
(N)

(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN) =
∑

σ ∈ Sym(N)

Φσ(1)Φσ(2) . . .Φσ(N)

zσ(1)σ(2)zσ(2)σ(3) . . . zσ(N−1)σ(N)

. (C.11)

Proof. This proof will work by plugging the proposed perturbiner expansion into the

equation of motion (C.7) and showing that it is satisfied.

Let us begin by creating a visual representation of the terms in the perturbiner

expansion. For a string of indices s1, . . . , sk, we represent a single term in the expan-

sion with a chain of nodes as follows.

s1 s2 s3 sk =
1

zs1s2

1

zs2s3
. . .

1

zsk−1sk

Φs1Φs2Φs3 . . .Φsk−1
Φsk

...

Let us now consider what happens when we act with the wave operator □ on

the above term. Note that □Φi = 0 and □(ΦiΦj) = zijD
ijΦiΦj, see (2.25). From

the product rule of differentiation, we have for instance

□(Φ1Φ2Φ3) = (z12D
12 + z23D

23 + z13D
13)(Φ1Φ2Φ3). (C.12)

We can therefore think of the action of □ on a string of seed functions as a sum over

all pairs of seed functions Φi and Φj in the string where we act by zijD
ij. We can

represent this pairing with a double-line as follows.

s1 sksi sj =
1

zs1s2
. . .

1

zsk−1sk

(
zsisjD

sisj
)
Φs1 . . .Φsi . . .Φsj . . .Φsk

.........

Let us now define a new graphical element which is just a line (or ‘cut’) drawn

in between two seed functions in a chain. This line indicates that the chain of nodes

before and after the cut should be evaluated independently and then multiplied

together at the end (preserving order).

=

(
Φs1 . . .Φsi

zs1s2 . . . zsi−1si

)(
Φsi+1

. . .Φsk

zsi+1si+2
. . . zsn−1,sk

)
s1 si si+1 sk

=
zsisi+1

zs1s2 . . . zsk−1sk

Φs1 . . .Φsk

......

= zsisi+1
× s1 si si+1 sk......
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As we can see above, a cut drawn in between nodes si and si+1 simply corresponds

to multiplying the entire chain of nodes by zsisi+1

We will define one further graphical element, which is a wiggly line. A wiggly

line extending from node si to node sj corresponds to the action of Dsisj on the string

of seed functions. An arrow is drawn to denote orientation because Dsisj = −Dsjsi .

s1 si sj sk =
1

zs1s2
. . .

1

zsk−1sk

(Dsisj) Φs1 . . .Φsi . . .Φsj . . .Φsk
... ... ...

Now that we have defined all of these graphical elements, we will begin checking

that

□Φ
?
= [∂uΦ, ∂wΦ]

for our proposed Φ. To evaluate the commutator on the RHS, via the product rule

of differentiation we are to sum over the action of ∂u and ∂w on all possible nodes on

either side of a “cut” as follows.

s1 si sℓ sℓ+1 sj sk... ... ... ...

s1 si sℓ sℓ+1 sj sk... ... ... ...
∂
(sj)
w∂

(si)
u

− s1 si sℓ sℓ+1 sj sk... ... ... ...
∂
(sj)
u∂

(si)
w

=

In other words, [∂uΦ, ∂wΦ] corresponds to a sum over all strings of nodes where a cut

can be placed anywhere within the string and a wiggly line can be placed anywhere

that starts on the left of the cut and ends on the right of the cut. Note that this

diagram corresponds to the term

s1 si sℓ sℓ+1 sj sk =
1

zs1s2
. . .

1

zsn−1sn

(zsℓsℓ+1
) (Dsisj) Φs1 . . .Φsk .... ... ... ...

To evaluate □Φ on the LHS, we simply sum over all placements of the double-

lined edge that starts and ends on two distinct nodes.

The equality □Φ = [∂uΦ, ∂wΦ] is then confirmed by the computation in the

figure below, done with an example where the double-line/wiggly-lines start and

end on si and si+4, respectively. We sum over all placements of the cut on the

RHS in between the two end-points of the wiggly line. Because the cut between

nodes si+ℓ and si+ℓ+1 multiplies the whole expression by zsi+ℓsi+ℓ+1
, when we sum

over the chain cut placements in the example below we end up with the overall
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factor zsisi+4
, matching the LHS. This computation completes the proof that the

perturbiner expansion satisfies the equation of motion.

?
=

+

+

+

(zsisi+1
+ zsi+1si+2

+ zsi+2si+3
+ zsi+3si+4

)Dsisi+4Φs1 . . .Φsk

s1 si si+1si+2si+3si+4

zsisi+4
Dsisi+4Φs1 . . .Φsk

s1 si si+1si+2si+3si+4sk sk

s1 si si+1si+2si+3si+4 sk

s1 si si+1si+2si+3si+4 sk

s1 si si+1si+2si+3si+4 sk

= zsisi+4
Dsisi+4Φs1 . . .Φsk

... ... ... ...

... ...

... ...

... ...

✓

■

Examples. For N = 1:

Φ(Φ1) =Φ
(1)
(Φ1) = Φ1. (C.13)

For N = 2:

Φ(Φ1,Φ2) =Φ
(1)
(Φ1) +Φ

(1)
(Φ2) +Φ

(2)
(Φ1,Φ2) (C.14)

with

Φ
(2)
(Φi,Φj) =

1

zij
ΦiΦj +

1

zji
ΦjΦi. (C.15)

For N = 3:

Φ(Φ1,Φ2,Φ3) =Φ
(1)
(Φ1) +Φ

(1)
(Φ2) +Φ

(1)
(Φ3)

+Φ
(2)
(Φ1,Φ2) +Φ

(2)
(Φ2,Φ3) +Φ

(2)
(Φ1,Φ3)

+Φ
(3)
(Φ1,Φ2,Φ3)

(C.16)
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with

Φ
(3)
(Φi,Φj,Φk) =

1

zij

1

zjk
ΦiΦjΦk +

1

zjk

1

zki
ΦjΦkΦi +

1

zki

1

zij
ΦkΦiΦj

+
1

zji

1

zjk
ΦjΦiΦk +

1

zkj

1

zki
ΦkΦjΦi +

1

zik

1

zij
ΦiΦkΦj.

(C.17)

Now that we have a formula which allows for the computation of the perturbiner

expansion in SDYM for any N , we will now present a recursive formula which allows

for the perturbiner expansion of N seed functions to be computed if one already

knows the expansion for N − 1. This formula is given below.

Theorem C.2.

Φ
(N)

(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN) =
N−1∑
i=1

Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN−1)

∣∣∣∣
Φi 7→

1

ziN
[Φi,ΦN ]

(C.18)

Examples. For N = 2 we have

Φ
(2)
(Φ1,Φ2) =

1

z12
[Φ1,Φ2]. (C.19)

For N = 3

Φ
(3)
(Φ1,Φ2,Φ3) =

1

z12
[
1

z13
[Φ1,Φ3],Φ2] +

1

z12
[Φ1,

1

z23
[Φ2,Φ3]]. (C.20)

If one expands out the above term, one finds agreement with (C.17).

Proof. In order to prove this recursive formula, let us assume theorem C.1 has been

proven for the N − 1 case and show that the recursive formula correctly reproduces

the N case.

Let us consider how a certain string of seed functions in the N case can be

reached by a previous string in the N − 1 case via the recursive formula. Without

loss of generality, let us consider how we can achieve the mutation of the string

1, . . . , i, j, . . . , N − 1 → 1, . . . , i, N, J, . . . , N − 1

where N is inserted in between some adjacent nodes i and j.

If we start with the 1, . . . , i, j, . . . , N − 1 string

1

z12
. . .

1

zij
. . .

1

zN−2,N−1

Φ1 . . .ΦiΦj . . .ΦN−1

then only way to reach the desired string from the recursive rule is to add the two

terms

Φi 7→
1

ziN
( ΦiΦN︸ ︷︷ ︸
only include
this term

− ΦNΦi ), + Φj 7→
1

zjN
( ΦjΦN − ΦNΦj︸ ︷︷ ︸

only include
this term

)
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under which the string transforms as

1

z12
. . .

1

zij
. . .

1

zN−2,N−1

Φ1 . . .ΦiΦj . . .ΦN−1

7→ 1

z12
. . .

1

zij
. . .

1

zN−2,N−1

Φ1 . . .Φi

(
1

ziN
ΦN − 1

zjN
ΦN

)
Φj . . .ΦN−1

=
1

z12
. . .

1

ziN

1

zNj

. . .
1

zN−2,N−1

Φ1 . . .ΦiΦNΦj . . .ΦN−1

(C.21)

giving the desired result. Here we have used the elementary identity

1

zij

(
1

ziN
− 1

zjN

)
=

1

ziN

1

zNj

. (C.22)

■

C.2 Recursion operator in SDYM

Linearized perturbations Φ + δΦ to the Chalmers-Siegel scalar satisfy

□δΦ− [∂uδΦ, ∂wΦ]− [∂uΦ, ∂wδΦ] = 0. (C.23)

There exists a recursion operator R which acts on the space of linear perturbations

δΦ and is defined as the solution to the pair of differential equations

∂u(RδΦ) = ∂w̄δΦ + [∂uΦ, δΦ],

∂w(RδΦ) = ∂ūδΦ + [∂wΦ, δΦ].
(C.24)

The compatibility of the two equations follows from the fact that δΦ is a linear

perturbation of Φ:

∂u(∂w(RδΦ))− ∂w(∂u(RδΦ)) = □δΦ− [∂uδΦ, ∂wΦ]− [∂uΦ, ∂wδΦ] = 0. (C.25)

Furthermore, RδΦ is guaranteed to solve the linearized e.o.m. by

□RδΦ− [∂uRδΦ, ∂wΦ]− [∂uΦ, ∂wRδΦ] = [□Φ− [∂uΦ, ∂wΦ], δΦ] = 0. (C.26)

A natural example of a linear perturbation δΦ is the change incurred by adding

one extra seed function into the perturbiner expansion. To that end, we define

Definition 18.

Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN |ΦI) ≡Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN ,ΦI)−Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN) (C.27)

which just is the change in the perturbiner expansion coming from adding in the seed

function ΦI , for some index I.

In particular,

Φ =Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN), δΦ =Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN |ΦI) (C.28)

will solve the linearized e.o.m. (C.23).

It turns out that there is a nice formula for the action of R on the linear pertur-

bation above, which we give below.
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Theorem C.3.

RΦ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN |ΦI) = −zI ×Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN |ΦI). (C.29)

Proof. First, we know what δΦ is because it is just a sum over all color-ordered

strings which necessarily contain the node I. Therefore, we can prove the above

formula by checking that (C.24) is satisfied if we assume RδΦ = −zIΦI . We will

check the first equation of (C.24) and the second will follow by similar logic.

The term ∂u(−zIδΦ) will be a sum of terms which have ∂u acting on a seed

function (which we’ll call i) and also contain the seed function I.

First, assume i is to the left of I in the color ordering.

On the RHS of (C.24) we have ∂w̄δΦ+ [∂uΦ, δΦ]. For the ∂w̄δΦ piece, note that

∂w̄Φi = −zi∂uΦi , ∂ūΦi = −zi∂wΦi , (C.30)

(see (2.24)). In the commutator [∂uΦ, δΦ], the term ∂uΦδΦ will have ∂u acting on

a node (let’s say i) to the left of I. Furthermore, diagrammatically there will be a

‘cut’ or ‘line’ in between the i and I nodes.

Below we show of a group terms in a particular example where all nodes are

presented in the same order and all the derivatives are acting on i. Note that we

have to sum over all of the positions of the ‘cut’ in between i and I.

ji k I ji k I ji k I

ji k I

ji k I

+

+

+

⊂ ∂u(−zIδΦ) ⊂ ∂wδΦ

⊂ (∂uΦ)δΦ

∂
(i)
u ∂

(i)
w ∂

(i)
u

∂
(i)
u

∂
(i)
u

ji k I

∂
(i)
u

(−zi + zij + zjk + zkI) ×

−zI ✓

=

?
=−zI×

It turns out that, using (C.30) and summing over the chain of cuts, we show that

the diagram on the left does indeed equal the sum of diagrams on the right.

Next, assume that i is to the right of I. We now look at the other term −δΦ∂uΦ
in the commutator [∂uΦ, δΦ]. An analogous computation is shown below.
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kI j i kI j i kI j i

kI j i

kI j i

−

−

−

⊂ ∂u(−zIδΦ) ⊂ ∂wδΦ

⊂ −δΦ(∂uΦ)

∂
(i)
u ∂

(i)
w ∂

(i)
u

∂
(i)
u

∂
(i)
u

j ikI(−zi − zji − zkj − zIk) ×

−zI ✓

=

?
=−zI×

∂
(i)
u

If i = I, then the equality of diagrams follows in a straightforward manner.

Therefore, the LHS of (C.24) does equal the RHS if RδΦ = −zIδΦ.
■

C.3 Proof of the Parke Taylor formula

We now present a proof of the Parke Taylor formula for gluon MHV scattering which

is analogous to our proof of the graviton MHV formula. We start with the Yang

Mills action with an added topological term. The topological term does not affect

scattering amplitudes.

S = −1

2

∫
d4xTr

(
F µνFµν −

i

2
εµνρσF

µνF ρσ

)
(C.31)

We now write the basis of flat-space vierbeins eAȦ

e11̇ = ∂ū, e12̇ = ∂w̄, e21̇ = ∂w, e22̇ = ∂u. (C.32)

Changing to spinor indices by AAȦ = eµ
AȦ
Aµ and FAȦBḂ = eµ

AȦ
eν
BḂ
Fµν , and decom-

posing the field strength into ASD and SD parts FAB and F̃ȦḂ by (B.11), the usual

kinetic term and topological term then read

F µνFµν = 2FABFAB + 2F̃ ȦḂF̃ȦḂ

εµνρσF
µνF ρσ = 4i (FABFAB − F̃ ȦḂF̃ȦḂ)

(C.33)

implying our action can be written purely in terms of the ASD part FAB as

S = −2

∫
d4xTr

(
FABFAB

)
. (C.34)
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In a SD background, FAB = 0. The above action therefore provides a convenient

way to compute the MHV amplitude. Imagine a solution which contains N positive

helicity gluons and 2 negative helicity gluons. The “linear” part of the solution

should be

Aµ =
N+2∑
i=1

ϵi(εi)µT
aieipi·X + . . . (C.35)

and the higher order terms in the infinitesimal parameters ϵi (the . . . above) are

determined by requiring that Aµ solves the e.o.m.. From

AMHV =
∂N+2

∂ϵ1 . . . ∂ϵN+2

iS

∣∣∣∣
ϵi=0 ∀ϵi

(C.36)

we can see that to findAMHV all we must do is compute f I
AB and fJ

AB, where I = N+1

and J = N + 2 are the labels corresponding to the two negative helicity gluons and

fAB = δFAB denote linear ASD perturbations to the SD background of theN positive

helicity gluons. We then have

AMHV = −4i
∂N+2

∂ϵ1 . . . ∂ϵN+2

∫
d4x(f I)AB(fJ)AB

∣∣∣∣
ϵi=0 ∀ϵi

. (C.37)

We now solve for the ASD perturbation f I
AB. This can be be done as follows.

Defining the covariant derivative

Dµ = ∂µ + [Aµ, · ] (C.38)

the Yang Mills e.o.m. and Bianchi identity read

DµF
µν = 0 , Dµ(⋆F )

µν = 0. (C.39)

These can be added and subtracted to give

DA
Ȧ
FAB = 0 , D Ȧ

A F̃ȦḂ = 0. (C.40)

The first of the above equations gives us an equation of motion for fAB, which we

write explicitly as

DA
Ȧ
fAB = (eA

Ḃ
)µ∂µfAB + [AA

Ȧ
, fAB] = 0. (C.41)

Note that here the connection AAȦ denotes the connection of the SD background,

given by (C.6). The above equation can be thought of as two equations, one for

Ȧ = 1 and Ȧ = 2, we we expand out below as

Ȧ = 1̇ : 0 = −∂wf1B + ∂ūf2B + [∂wΦ, f2B] ,

Ȧ = 2̇ : 0 = −∂uf1B + ∂w̄f2B + [∂uΦ, f2B] .
(C.42)
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Comparing the above with (C.24), we note that this implies that f1B is given by the

recursion operator R acting on f2B:

f1B = R f2B. (C.43)

In fact, the two equations of (C.42) can be combined to show that

□fAB − [∂ufAB, ∂wΦ]− [∂uΦ, ∂wfAB] = 0. (C.44)

Therefore, an ASD perturbation to a SD background solves the same e.o.m. as

a SD perturbation! Thankfully we have already discussed how to solve for such

perturbations using (C.28).

Using theorem C.3 we know we can take f I
1B = −zIf I

2B and from the symmetry

fAB = f(AB) we know we can solve for f I
AB with the formula

f I
AB =

1

2
κIAκ

I
BΦ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN |ΦI) (C.45)

where κIA = (−zI , 1). The proportionality factor of 1/2 was chosen so that the

negative helicity gluon has wavefunction Aµ = ϵI(ε
−)µT

aIeipI ·X , as can be checked

straightforwardly in the trivial N = 0 case where the SD background is 0.

Plugging the above expression for fI and fJ into the action, we have

S = −⟨IJ⟩2
∫
d4x Tr

(
Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN |ΦI)Φ(Φ1, . . . ,ΦN |ΦJ)

)
. (C.46)

We can draw the terms arising from this trace in the following way.

Tr
( )

3 41 2I J 5 6 = I

1

2
3

4

J

5
6

Here, the ‘cut’ on the LHS is drawn between the two terms in (C.46) which correspond

to f I and fJ . On the RHS, a second cut is drawn to where the beginning and end

of the chain are linked together by the trace.

We must sum over the positions of the two cuts, which are each placed between

the I and J nodes on opposite sides. If we, say, hold one cut fixed and sum over the

position of the other cut, the result is that we can just multiply the whole diagram

without the cut by zIJ , using the graphical computation shown below.
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I

1

2
3

4

J

5
6

I

1

2
3

4

J

5
6

I

1

2
3

4

J

5
6

I

1

2
3

4

J

5
6

+

I

1

2
3

4

J

5
6

= (zI2 + z23 + z34 + z4J) ×

zIJ

+ +

Summing over the position of the other cut gets us another factor of −zIJ .
All in all, the final amplitude is

AMHV = i (2π)4δ(4)

(
N+2∑
i=1

pµi

)
⟨IJ⟩4

∑
σ∈Sym(N+2)/ZN+2

Tr(Taσ(1) . . .Taσ(N+2))

⟨σ(1)σ(2)⟩ . . . ⟨σ(N + 2)σ(1)⟩
(C.47)

which is the Parke Taylor formula.
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