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It is standard practice to study the lensing of gravitational waves (GW) using the geometric optics regime.
However, in many astrophysical configurations this regime breaks down as the wavelength becomes comparable
to the Schwarzschild radius of the lens. We revisit the lensing of GW including corrections beyond geometric
optics. We propose a perturbative method for calculating these corrections simply solving first order decoupled
differential equations. We study the behaviour of a single ray and find that the polarization plane defined in
geometric optics is smeared due to diffraction effects, which leads to the rise of apparent vector and scalar
polarization modes. We analyze how these modes depend on the observer choice, and we study the impact of
diffraction on the pseudo-stress energy momentum tensor of the gravitational field.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The direct detection of gravitational waves (GW) by the
LIGO/Virgo collaboration [1, 2] has given us a new way of
observing the cosmos. Instead of measuring electromagnetic
waves at various frequencies, we can detect perturbations
of the spacetime itself. Very much like the electromagnetic
field, these perturbations obey a wave equation — hence being
dubbed gravitational waves.

In studying the propagation of gravitational waves from dis-
tant objects, the standard approach is to use the geometric op-
tics regime. In practice, this means that waves propagate along
geodesics of the background (or perturbed) spacetime. Fur-
thermore, the two transverse tensor polarizations of the wave
are unchanged apart from parallel transport along the geodesic
path. This means that effects such as lensing or time delay can
be calculated for gravitational waves much in the same way
as is done for light rays. One can then import the techniques
that have been developed for light propagation in astrophysics
and cosmology (such as, for example, the cosmic microwave
background or galaxy lensing) directly into gravitational wave
physics (see e.g. [3—6] for weak lensing analyses of GW).

If one scrutinizes the conditions under which geometric op-
tics can be applied, one finds that it may not be appropriate in
the case of realistic scenarios for gravitational waves [7-10].
Consider a localized object with a certain mass (or equiva-
lently, Schwarzschild radius) acting as a lens for an incom-
ing monochromatic plane wave with wavelength A. The geo-
metric optics approximation is valid in the weak field regime
when the wavelength is much smaller than the Schwarzschild
radius of the lens [7-10]. We can understand this by making
an analogy with the double slit experiment, with the geometry
represented in Figure 1. When waves with wavelength A pass
through the slits, an interference pattern is produced on the
screen. We denote the distance from each slit to the observer
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as [1. By geometry, these distances can be expressed as:

li: (XiVE/2)2+D2, (l)
where rg is the separation between the slits, D is the distance
between the slits and the screen, and x is the position of the
observer on the screen, measured from the point on the screen
with the minimum distance to the middle point between the
two slits. Denoting the path length differences as Al = |I; —
I_| we obtain

2

where we have assumed D >> (rg,x). The width of the central
peak is obtained setting Al ~ A and it is given by

Ax ~ 2), . 3)
rE

In the ray optics regime, the radiation incoming across the
screen effectively behaves as a particle. On the screen, only
observers located in correspondence to the two slits in x; and
x» would receive a signal. In particular, an observer located at
x = 0 would not receive any signal, i.e. the width of the first
peak can be neglected in this regime. In more formal terms,
we can state that the regime of validity of ray optics is when
Ax < rg, i.e. using (3), for

A< ri/D. 4)

We can now think of a similar setting, where instead of the
two slits we have a point-like lens with Einstein radius [11]

Dor D
rEz,/zrs%, (5)

where Dyg, Dos, and Doy, are the angular diameter distances
of lens-source, observer-source, and observer-lens, respec-
tively. Then it turns out that the validity of ray optics to
study the propagation of the wave after the lens is given by
(4). Assuming for simplicity Doy ~ Drs ~ Dgsg, this gives
back the condition that the wavelength is smaller than the
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FIG. 1: Schematic representation of the double slit experiment.

Schwarzschild radius of the lens, A < rg. This is a necessary
condition for geometric optics to be valid.!

Geometric optics is certainly appropriate for waves from
gamma to radio frequencies, but that may not be the case for
gravitational waves. Indeed, Pulsar Timing Arrays® and the
Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)® may detect GW
with wavelength of astrophysical lengths, of the order of frac-
tion of parsecs. This means that GW will have wavelengths
comparable or even larger than the Schwarzschild radius of as-
trophysical objects, and standard lensing processes will likely
include wave effects that must be appropriately taken into ac-
count. Furthermore, lens objects that are in optically thick
regions (such as inside galaxies) can still be detected by lens-
ing of GW since GW propagate through surrounding matter
without much absorption. As a consequence, GW can probe
much smaller lenses, at the sub galactic scale.

We emphasize that the analysis of wave effects is essential
in order to appropriately interpret the GW signals received,
reconstruct the gravitational potential of structures along the
line of sight, and hence extract unbiased intrinsic properties of
GW sources. Over the years, a lot of work has been dedicated
to the computation of wave effects in GW propagation [11-
16], including diffraction, refraction and scattering. Regard-
ing lensing of GW, wave effects from binary compact objects
have been considered in [7, 8, 10, 17, 18]. However, in all
these works the spin nature of GW is neglected, and the wave
is treated as a scalar (spin-0) wave. In other words, it is as-
sumed that the polarization tensor of the wave stays constant

! Note that the condition is actually given by A < 2rsDyg /Dos. The geomet-
ric factor Dys/Dos is of order one when the lens is close to the observer and
it decreases as the lens gets closer to the source. However, it gets signifi-
cantly small only when the lens is very close to the source. As an example,
for a source at 40 Mpc from us and a lens at 38 Mpc (i.e. much closer to
the source than to us) in a ACDM universe, the condition of validity of
geometric optics reads A < 0.1rs. Nevertheless, we will neglect this ge-
ometric factor when making order of magnitude estimates throughout the
paper.

2 Seee.g. http://www.iptadgw.org
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during propagation. Indeed, perturbative approaches similar
to the one we will consider in this paper has been considered
in the past to estimate magnifications and time delays beyond
geometric optics [19]. However, in this work, we do not intro-
duce this assumption and we keep track of the spin-2 nature
of GW, which allow us to analyze wave effects on both am-
plitude and polarization. We find that, beyond geometric op-
tics, an incident ray is diffracted and, as a result, the original
polarization plane is smeared and effective vector and scalar
polarizations arise. The work proposed here provides a first
step towards disentangling effects coming from propagation
in a universe with structures and effects coming from intrinsic
properties of the emitting sources.

Whenever there is a moderate separation of scales (as in
most cases of physical interest), one expects that geometric
optics remains a valid approximation, and that more accurate
results can be obtained by including higher-order corrections,
which will provide insights into wave-optical phenomena that
are not taken into account in the eikonal limit*. This is the
idea that we follow in this work: we develop a perturbative
approach to study small effects beyond geometric optics. This
approach has been used for the case of electromagnetic waves
in [20] and more recently in [21], where it was shown that
corrections beyond geometric optics lead to the so-called spin
Hall effect [22]. A similar perturbative approach has been
considered in the context of electromagnetic and gravitational
wave propagation in [23]. In this paper, we introduce a new
framework to recursively solve the beyond geometric optics
equations in terms of a system of decoupled first order differ-
ential equations. This allows us to investigate general proper-
ties of the polarization tensor of the wave as well as its pseudo
energy momentum tensor once beyond geometric optics cor-
rections are accounted for.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we de-
rive the equations describing the propagation of gravitational
waves once geometric optics corrections are added. We then
perform a perturbative expansion that allows us to identify the
geometric optics limit and leading corrections beyond it. In
Section III we propose a framework to explicitly solve these
equations in terms of a system of decoupled first order dif-
ferential equations. In Section IV we introduce the Newman-
Penrose scalars, which provide gauge-invariant quantities de-
scribing the possible polarizations of GW. In Section V we
compute the pseudo energy-momentum tensor of the gravita-
tional field and we identify a propagation vector effectively
giving the direction of propagation of the wave’s average en-
ergy. Finally, in Section VI we discuss the regime in which
our formalism may be useful and lay out future steps in de-
veloping this machinery to accurately predict and asses the
detectability of wave effects of GW.

Throughout this paper we will use natural units with ¢ =
87G = 1 and signature mostly plus for the metric. We will

4 The regime we want to describe is similar to the Fresnel regime of op-
tical diffraction (in the absence of curvature), which arises when a wave
propagating in an inhomogeneous medium manifests a modest wavefront
spreading (and geometric optics is beginning to work, at least roughly).



also denote symmetrization and antisymmetrization of an op-
— 1 — 1

erator Ay as Av) = 3 (Apy +Ayy) and Ay = 5(Apy —

Ayy), respectively.

II. FORMALISM

We start by considering the Einstein equations of motion in
the presence of matter:

1
Guv =Ryy — Eg#VR =Tuv, (6)

where Gy is the Einstein tensor and 7,y the stress-energy
momentum tensor of matter. In order to study gravitational
waves, we separate the dynamical spacetime into a smooth (or
slowly varying in space) background field g, and a quickly
varying perturbation Ay as:

‘g_uv‘ > |huv|7 @)

where A,y describes small ripples on the background, hence
identified as gravitational waves. The background metric g,y
satisfies the Einstein equations, whereas the linear perturba-
tion satisfies the following dynamical equation:

guv = &uv +hyv,

= 2f(uv) +8uvfoa’® — ZWaﬁIéauvﬁ + ZW(X(/.LRav)
— huyR+ guyhapR™ = —28T,, )

o
Yuva

where we have defined vy = hyy — (1/2)8uv (g“ﬁhaﬁ), and
fu = wuyY. We also introduce the trace of this object, defined
as ¥ = Y,y g"V. Here, all covariant derivatives are taken with
respect to the background metric. Note that under a linear co-
ordinate transformation x* — x* + & the equations of motion
are invariant, but the individual quantities previously defined
change as:

Ju Hfptféu;v;v+}?pv§v§ v—oy+28%,, 9

where £ is an arbitrary small function of the space-time co-
ordinates x*. Then, we can fix the gauge parameter E* to have
fu = v =0. Note that this gauge choice corresponds to the
Lorentz gauge where Y,y = hyy, h =0, and

VEhyy =0. (10)

We see that eq. (10) and the traceless condition give five con-
straints of the ten degrees of freedom of the metric perturba-
tion. As we will confirm later, there will be a residual gauge
freedom to be fixed in order to reduce the system to the two
physical degrees of freedom of the massless graviton. The
residual freedom can be explicitly identified and fixed once
the background gy is chosen.

From now on we assume that we are outside the lens, and
hence in vacuum where the stress energy tensor vanishes for
the background and perturbations. In this case, the back-
ground metric is a solution to the Einstein equations in vac-
uum. In the Lorentz gauge, the equations of motion then be-
come:

hIJV;OC;a 72haﬁRaNV‘B Jrthx(uROCv) *huvlé*FgAuvhaﬁIéaﬁ = O,
(11

and using the background equations for gy, one is left with
huvia'® = 2hgpR% 1P = 0. (12)

In curved spacetimes, eq. (12) cannot be solved explicitly,
except in cases of high symmetry. Furthermore, on a gen-
eral curved background, we cannot define exact plane waves.
However, in many cases of interest for gravitational lensing,
one is interested on waves which appear as nearly plane on a
scale large with respect to a typical wavelength of the wave,
but small compared to the radius of curvature of the curved
background on which the wave propagates. In analogy to
these locally plane waves, we parametrize hyy in the follow-
ing form:

huv = %(S‘uvelq}) 5 (13)

where R is the real part of the expression in parenthesis. Here,
®(x) is a real scalar function of the coordinates describing
the phase of the waves, whereas &,y (x) is a symmetric com-
plex tensor describing the polarization and amplitude. The
parametrization (13) will become intuitive in the limit of geo-
metric optics, where there is a natural split into a fast varying
phase, @, that describes a large wave frequency, and a slowly
varying part, &y, that describes a smoothly evolving wave
amplitude. Next, we insert this Ansatz into the Einstein equa-
tions:

CIR(euve'®) — 2R% 1 P R(gpe™®) =0, (14)
which can be explicitly written as

—kgkPeyy + il2kpenyP + kP geuy]
+ Euvia® —2645R% P =0, (15)

where we have defined kg = @5 as the gradient of the phase.
Similarly, the gauge eq. (10) gives:

Ve, = —ikteyy, (16)

together with the traceless choice £, = 0.

In geometric optics, the last two terms of eq. (15) are sys-
tematically neglected, which is legitimate only in the weak
field regime where the curvature contribution becomes small.
More precisely, as discussed in [24, 25] the weak-field ap-
proximation is valid when (rg/b)*> < 1, where b is the im-
pact parameter, otherwise non-linearities become large. How-
ever, even in the weak field regime one can get wave effects
if the wavelength is sufficiently large. In general, we expect
the size of beyond geometric optics corrections to be of or-
der €V /A; ~ (A /rs)(rs/b)(rg/b)? (with respect to the inci-
dent amplitude A; of the wave), which will be small when the
wavelength is small compared to the Schwarzschild radius of
the lens, and when the impact parameter is much larger than
re (and rg), i.e. A < rg < b. Since the typical size of weak
lensing effects in geometric optics is of order 81(31)5 ~ (rg/b)?,
then the relative suppression of wave corrections is expected
to be of order 8(1)/812(335 ~ (A/b).

In order to illustrate this, let us consider the case of a wave
traveling past a point-like lens described by a Schwarzschild



metric, with radius rg. In this case, the gravitational poten-
tial is only a function of the radial coordinate r, ¢ (r) ~ rs/r
which we will assume to be much smaller than one. Then, we
estimate the contributions of the last two terms in eq. (15) as
(at linear order in the metric potential ¢):

d’e+eR~ep/r?, A7)

while the terms in square bracket in eq. (15) give:
dk
(dke +kde) ~ Tkeweq)/(rl), (18)

where we used dk/k ~ ¢ /r. It follows that for geometric op-
tics to be valid one needs the terms in eq. (18) to be much
smaller than those in (17), i.e. A < b.

In this regime, we compute beyond geometric optics cor-
rections using a perturbative approach. We introduce a large
dimensionless parameter @ and expand the phase and tensor
of eq. (13) in the following way:

P — 0d, (19)

Euy — s,(f)v) + w*'eﬁl\,) + a)*zsfl2> +.... (20)
This expansion corresponds to a beyond-WKB approximation
for a spin-2 wave. The parameter ® is introduced for book-
keeping but at the end one can absorb and ignore it. Also, ®
and &,y are assumed to not depend on . The limit ® — oo
will describe the geometric optics limit, in which the phase
P changes rapidly compared to the amplitude of the wave,
and whose gradient will describe the momentum of the geo-
metric optics wave. Note that we could have also expanded the
phase in powers of ®, and the result would have been equiva-
lent to (13) with rescaled and shifted amplitudes 81%)5.

In what follows, we write down explicitly the equations of
motion for the leading and subleading terms in the expansion
(20) in order to describe the geometric optics regime and its
corrections.

A. Geometric Optics

At leading and next-to-leading order in @ we have the fol-
lowing equation that describes the geometric optics regime:

—0*kskPell) +io[2kpe) P +kP sel]+ 0(0°) =0, 21)

which then leads to two separate conditions for each order in
:

kekP =0, (22)
2kpesn P +kP gel) = 0. (23)

3 However, if we did so we would have a superposition of multiple waves
with different momenta and the total perturbed phase of the wave would
not have a clear physical interpretation anymore. For this reason, the only
case in which the phase has a direct physical meaning is in the geometric
optics regime, which motivates our choice of expanding only the complex
amplitude &,y in eq. (20).

From eq. (22) we see that k* is a null vector and thus gravita-
tional waves propagate at the speed of light. Since k* is also
a gradient we have that it inevitably satisfies the null geodesic
equation

Kkyu =0. (24)
The gauge condition at leading order in w gives
kel =0, (25)

which indicates that the polarization is a transverse tensor. We
note that we can separate £,y into an amplitude and polariza-
tion part as:

e = AAuy, (26)

with A = 4 /sﬂ’(,e‘o“" and A,yA*Y =1, and simplify eq. (23)
using the gauge condition to obtain:

1
KMA., = _geA; 0 =k", 27
kaAuv;a - 0. (28)

These equations indicate that polarization is parallel-
propagated along the null vector k*, and lead to the covariant
conservation of flux (i.e. (42k%).,, = 0). Indeed, we can define
a four-momentum of the gravitons as P* = fik" and introduce
N* = A2 /(h?)P* that we interpret as the graviton number cur-
rent density. Then, we have V,,N* = 0 which implies (via the
Gauss’s theorem) that the number of gravitons in a ray bun-
dle is conserved and observer-independent. From this point of
view, we can treat an incoherent gravitational radiation field as
a graviton gas whose state is given by a distribution function
on phase space.

B. Beyond Geometric Optics

Next, we take into account the leading order corrections
beyond geometric optics. In the equation of motion (15) we
collect sub-leading order terms in @ and obtain:

kel P+ kP gl = s, (29)
and the gauge condition gives
kel =580 (30)

where we have introduced the source-like tensors

s = —i 28(‘;21%“Wﬁ — 0.+ (K%q)el| . 3D
S50 — ivvell), (32)

where the last term in eq. (31) is actually vanishing since k* is
a null vector. We see that the gauge equation (30) tells us that
the polarization tensor beyond geometric optics is not trans-
verse. The Einstein equation for the polarization tensor (29)



has now a source term and does not have a direct interpretation
in terms of conservation of graviton flux. Note that these the
two sources (31)-(32) are the sole responsible for deviations
beyond geometric optics.

We emphasize that this procedure can be generalized at a
generic order n > 0 beyond geometric optics. In general, the
Einstein and gauge equations will be given by:

kel + kP gl = st ) (33)
kel = st (34)

where

ap
sl — jwveln (35)

Sl(inv_l) — [28(’1_1)1§ap,vﬁ N el(an—l);a;a ’

The goal is then to construct an algorithm for solving egs. (29)
with gauge (30) in order to reconstruct the total GW tensor
including corrections beyond geometric optics, that is,

hyy = hiow -+, (36)
with
My = R{ewe ™y, =R{o g e ") (37)

In general, beyond geometric optics terms will add a cor-
rection to the phase and the amplitude of the wave, which,
from eq. (34), will no longer be transverse to the wave vector
k*.This will generically be the case due to the fact that the
wave will be diffracted, leading thus to a new total wave with
oscillations in different directions. In this case, the polariza-
tion plane transverse to k* will be smeared and, as we will
show in Section IV, new effective polarizations will arise.

In the next section, we will discuss how to solve the equa-
tions of motion for 8,(1"\,) However, we first mention that in
order to find the solutions of this system, we will have to fix
the residual gauge freedom. Indeed, eq. (34) and the trace-
less condition, at each given perturbative order provide five
algebraic conditions on &‘IS"V) This implies that there are three
residual gauge parameters that remain to be fixed. We will ex-
plicitly discuss how to fix the gauge in a specific example in
Section III.

We conclude this section with a remark. We observe that
the real and the imaginary part of eﬁ(,z‘f_l source the imaginary

and the real part of 8;12\7), respectively. As an example, if the

geometric optics polarization tensor 8&0‘,) is real (as would be

the case for a linearly polarized wave from a black hole binary

edge-on along the line of sight), then slfw”)

8,(12‘:1 Y will be purely imaginary. In this case, we can rewrite

the first order correction in eq. (37) using the fact that e,&lv) is

purely imaginary, as

hil) =

will be real and

R {|s,§1v)|e"<¢+”/2>} . (38)

Hence we see that the total leading correction beyond geo-
metric optics is a wave which has an additional contribution
of /2 to the phase.

III. COMPUTATIONAL TECHNIQUE

In this section, we propose an algorithm to compute beyond
geometric optics corrections in a recursive way in terms of
decoupled first-order differential equations. We introduce a
tetrad of null vectors (parallel transported along the geodesic
associated to kt)°

{k“ 7m,LL 7£“ 7}1”}, (39)
where n* is real, and m* and ¢* are complex such that:

M =mt o guym*lY =1, guvktn =-1, (40)
with all other contractions vanishing. This null tetrad forms
a complete basis for real 4-vectors, and the spacetime metric
can always be written as:

glJV :mugv‘kmvg”*nl_lkvfnvk“ (41)
Next, we use the null tetrad to form a basis for the rank-2
tensor €,y as:

gl.lv *ank(a + amé®,,lv + annGnn + akk®,,lv + anm®nm

+ a,,g@“v + OOy + akg(aw + Oy + (xgg@ffv ,

(42)

where asp are all complex coefficients whereas ®,, are op-
erators constructed from the null tetrad and form a basis for
rank-2 tensors. Explicitly, there will be 10 symmetric opera-
tors defined as:
1
Oy = 5 (AuBy +AvBy) , (43)
with (A,B) = {k,m,¢,n}. For future reference, we mention

properties that these operators satisfy due to the orthogonality
of the null tetrad:

1
(®m€)uv(®m£)“v = 5 ; (44)
1
(@nk)uv(®nk)uv = 57 (45)
1
(®km)[.lv(®nl)uv = 75 ; (46)
1
(®k[)uv(®nm)uv = 75 5 (47)
(®kk)ﬂv(®nn)”v =1 5 (48)
(@)mm)uv(@éé)uv =1 ) (49)

with all other scalar contractions vanishing. We use this de-
composition to obtain a set of equations of motion for the co-
efficients a,p such that the Einstein and gauge equations are

6 Note that we choose the tetrad such that the geodesic equation is also sat-
isfied for m* and ¢*, which in turn means that it will also be satisfied for
n*. Therefore, all the properties of the tetrad are maintained as the wave
propagates in the geometric optics limit.



satisfied. Explicitly, we replace eq. (42) into (15) and obtain:

2D 0y + Vg k® oty = ZS#V(an)”V7 (50)
2D Oy + V o k* Oty = ZS,uv(@mg)“V, n
29044+ V ok® o = Sy (@)Y (52)
2D Opp +V ak® Oty = Spy (O )Y, (53)
2D Oy +V o k* Wy = 2Suv(®k/;)”v , 54)
2D 0pp + Vo k* 04,0 = ZS#V(®km)“v7 (55
29D Oy + V o k* Oy, = ZS#V(G)M)“V , (56)
2904 +Vak® oy = 281y (@ )MV, (57)
2D 4V ok G = Sprv (Opr)MY (58)
290y +Vak® oty = Suy (Omm)HY (59)

where we have introduced the directional derivative along k"
defined as

D

(60)

where A is an affine parameter along the graviton geodesic.
Similarly, the Lorentz gauge equation gives:

O = 285m" 61)
O = SEKH (62)
Oy = —285 0%, (63)
Oy = —285mH. (64)

The gauge condition on the trace is equivalent to g*Ve,, =0
and gives the condition

Olpg = Oy - (65)

We can use this formalism to revisit the geometric optics
limit and its corrections. In the geometric optics limit, all the
source terms in the equations for the coefficients o p vanish.
Therefore, from the gauge conditions (61)-(65) it follows that
in this regime the following coefficients will vanish

0 0 0 0 0
oV —aff) =¥ = !V = a\9 o0, (66)
whereas the remaining five coefficients
{Ot,i?, a,isq), O‘liz,))v a,<,,0,,>,, aé?)} will satisfy the same schematic
equation:

2900 +V kol =0. (67)

Next, we expand the Einstein and gauge equations to obtain
the leading order beyond geometric optics (note that equations
for higher order corrections will have the same structure). The
source terms are given by:

Sity = —i2 )R 1 P + g% (68)
SE0) = jwm (sﬁ‘?) , (69)

and the equations of motion become:

290 +Vakaly) =250N@©0",  (70)
290} +V ko) = 250)(@,,0)"", 1)
290 +Vk®all) = S0(©,,)"" (72)
290 +Vk@aly) = S (@), (73)
20 +V k@ arly) = 2500(O) Y | (74)
290} +Vk@a}) =250 (@)™, (75)
290" 1V ko) = 250)(@,0)1" (76)
290} +V ko)) = 2500 (@)™, 77
290500+ V ko = S (O ) | (78)
290} +Vuk%a}) = S (@)Y, (79)

where all the operators on the right hand side are evaluated
in the geometric optics limit. Similarly, the gauge equation
gives:

all) = 2580t (80)
aly) = S50kk (81)
aly = —2580 (82)
o) = —255 % mt, (83)

and the traceless condition gives

o) =all) (84)

'ml *

We see that beyond geometric optics, in principle all the com-
ponents of the polarization tensor are sourced and thus non
vanishing. We also note that the gauge conditions fix some
of the same coefficients that satisfy also eq. (70), (71), (73),
(74), (75). This means that in these cases there will be rela-
tions between the sources SLO‘Z (®45)"Y and SL())A“, which will
be automatically satisfied by construction.

As we have mentioned before, in order to find the solution
to these equations, we must fully fix the gauge. We assume
that sufficiently far from the source and the lens, the space-
time is nearly flat. Then far from the source we have still the
freedom to transform the (total) polarization tensor as

where C, is a complex arbitrary vector orthogonal to k. This
gauge transformation preserves both the Lorentz gauge and
traceless condition in Minkowski. We fix this freedom in the
geometric optics limit by imposing that n* 8110\' = 0 near emis-
sion. As a consequence, we end up with the following addi-
tional coefficients vanishing:

o)) = ol =) = 0. (86)

km

We are therefore left with only two non-zero amplitudes:

8,(103 = ar<n())1)1m/1mv + a,fg)f,lﬁv . (87)



These amplitudes (which are complex) require four initial
conditions to be fully fixed, and describe the two possible po-
larizations of gravitational waves for a massless graviton.

For the corrections beyond geometric optics, since the
source terms (68) and (69) are vanishing on a flat background,
a natural gauge choice is to set all the coefficients aﬁ'g beyond
geometric to zero near emission. Hence in that region we have
Euy = efg,). This choice fixes the initial conditions for all the

first-order differential equations for af(‘rg. As the wave propa-

gates, corrections to (87) are generated, sourced by (68) and
(69) which are non-zero on a curved background. However,
these are not new degrees of freedom of the wave but they
rather represent additional effects that appear from taking the
curvature of the background into consideration.

A. An example: geometric optics for point-like lens

In order to illustrate the use of the technique proposed,
we solve the geometric optics order in an explicit situation:
GW lensed by a point-like lens in the weak field regime. Let
us then consider the following spherically symmetric back-
ground spacetime:

ds* = guydxdx’ = —(14+2¢)dr* + (1 —-2¢)dQ*, (88)

with dQ? = r*(d6? +sin02d¢?) and ¢ = ¢(¥) is the grav-
itational potential of the lens which we assume to be weak
outside the lens, ¢ < 1. This spacetime will be valid for sce-
narios where we have a massive astrophysical object acting as
a lens and we study the behaviour of gravitational waves far
enough from the object.

Outside the source and sufficiently far from the lens, the
spacetime is flat so we can solve the equations for the geomet-
ric optics regime perturbatively around Minkowski. We thus
introduce the Minkowski tetrad {k* mH, /* i*}. Explicitly,
the wavevector k* can be written as

k=&, k)=E(1,—e), (89)

where e is the direction of the spatial momentum normalized
to unity: |e|> = 1, and E is a constant amplitude for the 4-
vector momentum. Similarly, the rest of the tetrad can be cho-
sen as

1
it = —(1,e),

1
= T L — 1
°E m (0,61 +1e2), 90)

V2

where e are real orthonormal 3D vectors, i.e. |e172|2 =1
and e -e; = 0, orthogonal to e as well, that is, e{ 5 -e = 0. For
instance, for a wave traveling along —z we would have:

1
(1,0,0,1), m* =

- 1
Kt =E(1,0,0,—1), 2" = — =—(0,1,,0).
(7)7 )7” 2E \/i(’ﬂ,)

On
In Minkowski, the two coefficients &, and &y are constants
that will be determined by initial conditions, which in turn
describe different physical set ups (e.g. the choice of &, =

1 and 0y, = O describes an emitted right-handed circularly-
polarized wave).

Next, we calculate how the emitted plane wave gets modi-
fied when it propagates on a spacetime which is curved. We
work in the weak field limit, and we reconstruct the wave at
the observer at linear order in the metric potential ¢. In par-
ticular, we expand the geometric optics vector k* as

KM = k* 4 SkH (92)

where k* is the 4-vector in Minkowski, and 8k is a small per-
turbation satisfying the linearized geodesic equation, which
gives [26]:

. _ . 2 .
Sk = (5k°,5k') = (—2k°¢|ﬁs,2k’¢|§5—2A dAE23’¢> :
' ©3)

where we chose the affine parameter such that dA = —E~'dz
and Ag is the value of the affine parameter at the source. Sim-
ilarly, we can use the geodesic equation to obtain dm*:

Smt = (8m°, 5m")
I . o
- (—korhf/ dA ;¢ ' p|% +k’n‘1// d?u?ﬂ)) :
2,5 5 A’S
94)

with 8¢ given by its complex conjugate. Note that this solu-
tion indeed satisfies the orthogonality condition k*my, to lin-
ear order, that is, 0k*my = fémul_cu. Using the rest of the
properties of the tetrads we solve for §n* and obtain:

A
ot =2t (~olf +it ["arEa0). 09
S

which satisfies the relations &n*m, = on*iy, = 0 and

Sntky, = —8kyii*. Finally, we solve for the two coefficients
a,%(f,)q and OC[(?):
1 A
8un(A) = =5 Giun | dAVak, (96)
2 As
1 A
Sous(2) =~ 5 [ dAVak, 97)
2 As

which vanish at linear order in the potential. It follows that
the polarization tensor at any position x = x(A), in geometric
optics is given by

e () = OO (x) + 0O, (%), (98)

where the tensors @f}’v” and G)ffv are built using m* = m" +
SmH and (% = P + 8¢ up to first order in perturbations.
From this example we see that the total tensor €©) will have
a component coming from the Minkowski expansion in ad-
(0)

dition to a component generated exclusively by lensing g,

that is typically of the order of 81<e(11)s /€0 ~ (rg /b)?. From this
explicit example we see that the frequency of the wave does



not change in geometric optics for far observers, and the only
changes are given by the directions of the tetrad, which is par-
allel transported along the geodesic of gravitons. We also see
that the amplitude of the tensor is not modified by the propa-
gation. This is because in this specific example the right hand
side of Eq. (27) vanishes. Finally, the ratio between left and
right handed polarizations at the observer and at the source are
the same. This is a consequence of the fact that the polariza-
tion tensor is parallel transported along a ray.

IV. POLARIZATION

In a general metric theory, gravitational waves can have up
to six different polarization modes corresponding to six in-
dependent degrees of freedom carried by the Riemann ten-
sor. These components are encoded in the so-called Newman-
Penrose (NP) scalars, which are given in terms of projections
of the Weyl tensor of the wave on the null tetrad basis. Specif-
ically, the six polarizations are encoded in the following quan-
tities [27]

1

W) = — < Cuvapkn"knP (99)
1

Py = —E%”vaﬁn”kvnafﬁ , (100)

Wy = —Cyapnt'n®eP (101)

@2 = Cuyapntm” (nP | (102)

with all other projections being redundant or vanishing for this
choice of tetrad. The scalars ¥4 and W3 are complex and
describe helicity-2 and helicity-1 polarizations, respectively.
The scalars W, and @, are real and describe spin-0 polariza-
tions. Here, 6),yqp is the Weyl tensor linear in the hy,y pertur-
bation. In this work, since we are considering perturbations in
vacuum, the Weyl tensor is equal to the Riemann tensor.

Next, we explicitly compute the Newman-Penrose scalars
associated to a gravitational wave propagating on a vac-
uum solution, up to first order beyond geometric optics.
Using doubled square brackets to denote independent anti-
symmetrization over the inner and outer pairs of indices (for
example #(g[pc)q) = 1 3 (tabeja —tajpela) We can write the Riemann
tensor as:

Huvap = =2V Viahp + Ruvia hply- (103)

Replacing the expression for the metric (37) and ordering
powers of @ up to &(@°), one obtains

_ 0
Ruvap —%’”vaﬁ —i—%uvaﬁ, (104)
where
0) _ 2 D ( )
Ry = —20°R{ kel kg (105)
and
n _ i (1)
‘@,uvaﬁ = —2609{{6 k ][akﬁ]

+ ie® [(V[ i ) Vg + (Vi ﬁ][u) ' (V[ak[u)eé?;)s]}}'
(106)

We see that terms with the background Riemann in (103) ap-
pear only two orders beyond geometric optics since they do
not contain any derivative of the GW field. Since in geometric
optics the polarization tensor is transverse, using the proper-
ties of the tetrad and in particular the fact that k,n" and £, m*
are the only non-vanishing contractions, it is straightforward
to check that in geometric optics only W4 is non-vanishing.
We stress that the usefulness of the Newman-Penrose formal-
ism resides on the fact that these are all gauge invariant vari-
ables. It follows that even if we did not fix completely the
gauge at the level of Ay, the Newman-Penrose scalars will
contain only those components of 4, corresponding to phys-
ical degrees of freedom.

In general, when using the geometric optics tetrad to project
the Weyl and compute the Newman Penrose scalars beyond
geometric optics, polarizations other then W4 will arise, as re-
cently discussed in Ref. [23] for both the case of electromag-
netic and gravitational wave. We compute here their explicit
expression in terms of the coefficients ch(‘}g) introduced in the
previous section.

All the Newman-Penrose scalars will have the same
schematic form:

PCvapAt B CODP, (107)

where p denotes the numerical pre-factor in the definitions
(99)-(102), and the vectors {A*,B* ,C* D"} correspond to
specific vectors of the null tetrad. We can rewrite this gen-
eral expression as:

2pwcos(wd) [—(09{ (r()“vaﬁ) —R (rzuvaﬁ)

+3(r1uvap)] A*BYC*DP

+2posin(0d) [a)S (r(),uvoc[i) +3 (”2yvaﬁ)

+R(r1vap)] AFBYCODP, (108)
where we have defined
I ()
Touvap = Kju€y)jq kﬁ]v (109)
Favap = | (Ve Vg + (Vigel) Yy — (Vighy, )€l
luvap u€ v][ Bl [ <B)[u /"] [a®[u)=yvip) | 0
(110)
(Y
Fauvap = Kiuty)akp)- (11

Next, we assume that SI(LOV) is given by eq. (98), whereas 8,31‘} is

(1)

completely generic with all non-zero o,z coefficients. In this
case, we find the following expressions for the NP scalars:

1 *
P, = fﬂw {cos(wcb) (OC,S,I,) + a,(,,ll) ) +
+isin(®) (oc,(,,ll) - a,ﬁ,l,)*)} :
which is manifestly real, and only contributes beyond geomet-

ric optics. Note that this can be rewritten solely in terms of the
geometric optics solution by using eq. (81):

(112)

¥, = %ia)(V“kv) [cos(a)cb)‘ﬁ (8L(10v)> —sin(@P)3 (sﬁ(lov))} ;
(113)



‘We also obtain:

Ys = %wcos(a)cb) (Oc,(,,ln) + ai}”)
+ %61'(0 sin(@®) (a,ﬁ},,) — a,(lé)*)
+ %a)manﬁ (Vgk*) [sin(a)cb) (a,Sfl), + aé?)*)
—icos(w®) (a,&?,l - aé?)] : (114)
which is a complex scalar, whose real and imaginary parts
describe the two vector polarizations. Again, this can be fully

rewritten in terms of the geometric optics solution using the
gauge equations to obtain:

LN %wcos(wfb) (VVS(SW))
+ %a)sin(a)cb))f“ (VVW(&(/%)))

1 . ©) | (0
+ Za)manﬁ (Vgk*) [sm(a)d)) ((Xmm +ay, )

—icos(@®) (o — o) |. (115)
In addition, we find:
%:»mcos 0®) (o (am+ o)+ (e +ay”)
—8n P41, 3(ef))) — i (ot — ey ) nnP (Vo)

_%zwsm od) {(D (amm_a(é ) ( ’(1) OC(E[))

+8in 0PtV R (e ) (a,;nl + aé?*) n%nP (v,;ka)} .
(116)

From here we explicitly confirm that ¥y is the only non-zero
NP scalar in the geometric optics regime, whose real and com-
(0)

plex components are determined by the amplitudes i, and

(0)

oy, , which describe the two tensor polarizations as expected.
Finally, we obtain the last NP scalar:

Dy = fa)sm(a)CI)) (Vanﬁ) (;(OC,S,% + aé?>*)mﬁma +c.c.)

0

omO PR (nﬁvﬁm(e&g))}
(@

+ = a)cos

@) | (VonP) (-;(ar(n% - Oté(g)*)mﬁma —|—c.c.>

£2mO R (nffVBS(egﬁ))] , (117)
which is real as it can be explicitly verified using the fact that
the polarization tensor is symmetric.

We conclude that all the NP scalars are fully determined
by the components o,,, and oy, at all orders, together with
the null tetrad (which is fixed in the geometric optics regime).
This means that from the full set of equations (70)-(79) be-
yond geometric optics, we only need to solve (78)-(79) for

(1) (1)

Oyn and oy, All the other components are hence expected
to be dependent or gauge artifacts.

Note that the NP scalars depend on the chosen tetrad, and
here we are projecting the Riemann tensor onto the parallel
transported tetrad of weak lensing. In Appendix A we study
in detail how the NP scalars change when projected onto a
general tetrad. The fact that NP scalars are tetrad dependent
is a well known result. In particular it is well-known that, in
a large class of alternative theories of gravity, the polarization
content of a wave is an observer dependent quantity. See [27]
for a pedagogical introduction.

Once beyond geometric optics corrections are included, the
total wave changes its propagation properties as diffraction ef-
fects are taken into account. Wave mechanics differs increas-
ingly from geometric optics as the wavelength increases rela-
tive to the scale length of the medium inhomogeneities. The
number of paths that can combine constructively increases and
the rays that connect two points become blurred. In our de-
scription, this phenomenon manifests itself in the appearance
of effective polarization modes along the direction of the geo-
metric optics ray. We emphasize that this does not mean that
there are actual new physical degrees of freedom: everything
is still expressed in terms of 4 real initial conditions, i.e. we
have only 2 propagating degrees of freedom.

The results of this section show that beyond geometric op-
tics lead to diffraction effects that smear the polarization plane
transverse to k*, and small new vector and scalar polarizations
arise when projecting the wave onto a parallel transported
tetrad. Different observers would measure different amount of
extra-helicities modes, as explained in the appendix. This is a
consequence of the fact that in the presence of diffraction the
definition of a wave vector becomes an ambiguous concept.
The issue of attempting to define one single propagation di-
rection beyond geometric optics has been discussed recently
in [23] (see Section 3.5) in the context of both electromag-
netic and gravitational waves. It is shown that it is not nec-
essarily meaningful to define a single propagation vector for
finite-wavelength lensing as different phenomena may have
different directions associated. In the next section we will ex-
plicitly compute the average direction of propagation of the
wave’s energy in the presence of diffraction.

V. PROPAGATION OF ENERGY

As we have previously discussed, when corrections beyond
geometric optics are included, the null tetrad loses its pre-
cise physical meaning. In particular i* will not represent the
direction of propagation of energy anymore. Due to the ab-
sence of a geometrical definition of propagation, in this sec-
tion, we study the effective propagation of energy of the wave
as a physically meaningful quantity. This quantity can be re-
constructed by a direct inspection of the pseudo stress-energy
momentum tensor of the wave.

In the absence of curvature (sufficiently far from the lens),
the energy momentum tensor of gravitational waves can be



written as [28]
S hapdh®®
v = 3y=Ouhapdvh™ | (118)
where we have reintroduced units of ¢ and G to make contact
with standard results in the literature. Using (36) and (37) we
can write the geometric optics contribution and the contribu-
tion beyond geometric optics as:

0¥l + o) + 0(")] . (119)

iy = =———
K" 320G {
We calculate these terms and obtain:

1 = Kk [sin® B (el ) (e )

+cos> 3 ()3 (£VF)

—2sindcos DR (e g)S(e(‘))“ﬁ)} (120)

and

1o = 2 |~ sin@cosd)?i(sé(g)av)s{(g(o)aﬁ)

—sin®cos ®R(e g)S(s(lmﬁ)

5)3(e0)

o
(

—sin®cos PR (e (121)

OC

Next, we define the effective energy momentum tensor, ob-
tained averaging over several oscillations of the wave, as

4
tﬁfé o (8“ aph® ﬁ)
where (...) denotes a time average over several periods of
the wave. In our context, the fast oscillating part of the wave
is driven by the eikonal phase @ and thus we average over
® (equivalently, over several fast oscillations, at a fixed loca-
tion). By doing this, we find in the geometric optics limit the
standard result (see e.g. [28])

(122)

(0)eff _

Y 647rG
where A is the amplitude of the polarization in geometric op-
tics as defined in eq. (26). For the leading order corrections to
geometric optics we get:

Azkﬂkv ,

(123)

4
1)eff ¢ 0
/Sv)e _ 327er( [S(£< By, 9((8515)}
ct (0)
_ 327tGk(“ [9{(8(0)04[5)3‘,)3(8&[3)]
A
YT Te Gk“kvg{( epe ! ) (124)
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Since the polarization tensor in geometric optics has the form
in (87), using the orthogonality property of the tetrad, egs.
(44)-(49), we obtain that only the coefficients Océ;) and oc,(nl,,)l
are non-vanishing in eq. (124). We also observe that for a

wave linearly polarized at emission, tweﬁ =0being 3 (8((;2) =

0= EK(S(%) In other words, for a linearly polarized wave cor-
rections to the energy momentum tensor at one order beyond
geometric optics cancel out once averaging over several peri-
ods of oscillation. This is due to the fact that, as mentioned
in Sec. II B, for a linearly polarized wave the geometric optic
solution is real and corrections at one order beyond geomet-
ric optics are dephased of 7 /2 with respect to the geometric
optics order (i.e. they are purely imaginary).

We can write the (effective) energy momentum tensor up to
order o in the following compact form

A

1= < 4nGA2K”KV, (125)
where we have introduced the vector
Ky=ky+Hky+", (126)
with
H = ATR (eljjereP ) (127)
Yu=A7 30 )9 eg)) ~ R(e V)03 (eyp)]

(128)

For a point-like lens, an order of magnltude estimate of the
size of these two correctlons gives # ~ e ~ (1 /b)(rg /b)?
and ¥ /k ~ €0 Jk ~ €1) ~ (A/b)(rg/b)?, where we used
eq. (30) and (32). A tentative interpretation of this result is
that, at first order beyond geometric optics, the real vector K*,
as opposite to k* gives the effective direction along which the
average energy of the wave mainly propagates. We recall that
here w is just an expansion parameter, with no physical mean-
ing. However, since it multiplies the phase ® (see eq. (19)),
flipping the sign of @ from 1 to —1 corresponds to a flip of
the helicity of the wave. It follows that, since the corrections
in eq. (125) are proportional to @, waves of opposite helic-
ity do not feel the same effect when propagating on a curved
background. We expect this effect to be particularly important
for waves propagating across a Kerr black hole. Indeed, in this
case it is known that in the long wavelength limit gravitational
waves of opposite helicity are scattered in a different way, see
e.g. [29]. A similar result has been recently found in [21] for
the case of electromagnetic waves. An explicit computation
and analysis of this effect for various astrophysical lenses will
be addressed in the future.

V1. DISCUSSION

We have shown that beyond geometric optic corrections be-
come important when the wavelength of the wave is of the or-
der (or larger) than the Schwarzschild radius of the lens. In



Detector |Frequency (Hz) | Wavelength (pc)
LIGO/Virgo| 107 —103 10°8—10"11
LISA 1074—10""' | 107*4—10"7
IPTA 1079 —-10"° 10-1—10!

TABLE I: Frequency and wavelength range of different GW obser-
vatories.

table I, we mention relevant wavelengths for present and fu-
ture GW observatories. The range 10~ — 107 Hz is covered
by

the International Pulsar Timing Array Consortium’ (IPTA).
Frequencies in the range 10~ — 10~! Hz will be probed
with the space-based LISA scheduled to be launched in 2034.
Higher frequencies (1 — 10° Hz) are accessible with ground-
based interferometers, including Advanced LIGO (aLIGO)
[30] and Advanced Virgo (aVirgo) [2], KAGRA interferom-
eter which is expected to become operational by the end of
2019 and LIGO India which is currently under construction.
A third generation of ground-based interferometers, the Ein-
stein Telescope® (ET) and the Cosmic Explorer (CE) [31] are
in their design stages.

As a comparison, we also mention the values of
Schwarzschild radii of different objects. Solar mass black
holes have rg ~ 10~ 13pc, supermassive black holes have
rs ~ 10~%pc, and galaxies such as the Milky Way have rg ~
10~%pc. In the LIGO frequency band wave effects are ex-
pected for waves passing in the vicinity of solar mass or some
supermassive black holes. In the LISA band, wave effects
are expected to appear when the lens is given by astrophysi-
cal objects in a wide mass range. For waves in the frequency
range covered by IPTA, effects beyond geometric optics be-
come relevant even when the lens is a galaxy (see e.g. [18] for
an analysis on time delay including wave effects). When wave
effects start becoming important, geometric optics may still
remain a useful approximation and more accurate results can
be obtained by including higher-order corrections, which pro-
vide insight into wave-optical phenomena that are not present
in the eikonal limit.

In this article, we have analyzed the propagation of gravita-
tional waves on a curved background and we have proposed a
perturbative method for studying corrections to the geometric
optics limit. In particular, we have discussed the effects of be-
yond geometric optics corrections on the polarization tensor
of the wave and we have illustrated the impact on the energy
momentum tensor of the gravitational wave. We found that,
in general, the wave beyond geometric optics gets diffractive
effects that smear the polarization plane transverse to the ge-
ometric optics wave. As a result, the total wave exhibits lon-
gitudinal components along the geometric optics propagation
vector, which is reflected on the appearance of additional (ef-
fective) vector and scalar polarization modes when projecting

Thttp://www.iptadgw.org
8 http://www.et-gw.eu
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the Riemann tensor of the wave onto the standard eikonal 4-
vector basis. In the absence of a natural definition of a single
wave vector for the diffracted wave, we have analyzed the ef-
fective direction of propagation of the energy by direct inspec-
tion of the pseudo stress-energy momentum tensor (at first or-
der beyond geometric optics). We found that the effective di-
rection (obtained averaging over several fast oscillations) of
propagation of energy is misaligned with the eikonal direction
of the wave.

We emphasize that in this paper we have made an ini-
tial study on how the propagation of a single plane wave
gets affected by diffraction. Observationally, because of
diffraction effects, the number of paths that can combine
constructively increases and the rays that connect two points
are the geometric optics rays plus diffracted components of
other rays ignored in the geometric optics description. The
fact that we have kept the tensor structure of the wave in the
equations of motion, will allow us in the future to estimate
what the net amplitude and polarization of the detected
wave will be for different lensing geometries. The idea is
to make use of a path integral approach similar to the one
traditionally used to study diffraction of a scalar wave, see
e.g.[8], to study the diffraction pattern keeping track of
the polarization structure of the wave. Ultimately, we will
address the observability of the wave effects discussed in this
article in different physical situations — e.g. for GW signals
from binary systems detectable by LISA and lensed by a
foreground stellar field — and compute corrections to standard
lensing quantities e.g. magnification and time-delay.

Acknowledgements — We are extremely grateful to
P. G. Ferreira, W. Hu, and L. Hui for their comments on
this work. We also thank B. Whiting, R. Durrer, C. Bon-
vin, C. Pitrou, C. Dalang, P. Fleury, M. Maggiore, R. Wald,
D. E. Holz, M. Fishbach, R. Essick, P. Landry, and Z. Doctor,
and J. M. Ezquiaga for useful discussions. This project has
received funding from the European Research Council (ERC)
under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and inno-
vation program (grant agreement No 693024). ML was sup-
ported by the Kavli Institute for Cosmological Physics at the
University of Chicago through an endowment from the Kavli
Foundation and its founder Fred Kavli.

Appendix A: Tetrad Dependence

We have shown that due to diffraction effects, the Newman-
Penrose scalars are not only characterized by tensor pertur-
bations only W4, but instead all the other polarizations are
excited. We study here how this statement depends on the
tetrad choice, i.e. we analyze whether this statement is ob-
server dependent. To this scope we consider a generalized
Lorentz transformation of the tetrad and we check whether
there exists a class of observers for whom the wave appears
as a purely helicity-2 wave, i.e. with ¥4 # 0 and all other NP
scalar vanishings.

The most general transformation of the tetrad that preserves
the orthonormal properties defined in eq. (40) has 6 real free



functions of time and space (generalization of Lorentz trans-
formations in flat space), however two of them simply corre-
spond to re-normalizations of the tetrad which are irrelevant
for determining whether the NP scalars will vanish or not. See
e.g. [27] for a pedagogical derivation. Explicitly, this transfor-
mation is:

= A, nt = AT = et (A1)
with A and Q arbitrary real functions. In this case, the four
relevant NP scalars will transform with a simple rescaling, as

W =W, WL =A" e 0, W) — A2 20, @, = A2y,

(A2)
We therefore focus here on how the NP scalars transform un-
der the remaining four free parameters of the general tetrad
transformation, which is given by:

KM=k |21 [*n* 4 Zym 4 7 07 (A3)
m* = mH + zin* 4 2k (Ad)
n =t 4 2 PR 4 mt g (A5)

where z; and z, are two complex parameters. Under this trans-
formation we find that all the NP scalars change as:

W, =¥, + 3@+ + 6(&% + 2295 + 3l @,

(A6)
W =W;+ %(chpzz +21%¥4) +3¥225, (AT)
W, — Wy 44V + 69, (A8)
Dy, = oy +2(22W5 + B3 + 6%z (A9)

The transformations driven by z; and z; are referred to as class
IT and class I rotations, respectively. Class I rotations (z;=0)
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correspond to the little group of Lorentz transformations that
leaves the vector k* invariant, i.e. they relate a class of ob-
servers that identify the same wave vector. Class I transfor-
mations are used to define a quasi-Lorentz invariant classes of
gravitational waves. Each class is labeled by the Petrov type
of its non-vanishing Weyl tensor and the maximum number of
non-vanishing amplitudes as seen by any observer [27]. We
see that if the four NP scalars are non-vanishing, the complex
transformation parameter z; is not sufficient to set all of them
but yy to zero. If we include the zo transformation, which
transforms the wave vector, we see that there exists a special
choice of z; and zp such that ¥, = ¥ = @), = 0: e.g. the
real part of z; is fixed to make CI>’22:O, the real part of z; to
make ¥/, = 0, and then the remaining two imaginary parts
are fixed by the requirement that W, = 0. However, in this
case, other projections of the Weyl that were originally van-
ishing and hence ignored in our analysis (e.g. the so-called
NP scalars W or 1), will now be excited when performing a
class II transformation, see [32].

We therefore conclude that the identification of NP scalars
in the presence of diffraction is an observer-dependent state-
ment, as it is the case in alternative models of gravity [27].
Nevertheless, we find that there is no choice of the tetrad such
that only W4 # 0 when beyond geometric optics corrections
are taken into account. The issue of attempting to define one
single propagation direction beyond geometric optics has been
discussed in [23] (see Section 3.5) in the context of both elec-
tromagnetic and gravitational waves, where it was also con-
cluded that it is not necessarily meaningful to define a single
propagation vector for finite-wavelength lensing as different
phenomena may have different directions associated. For ex-
ample, we defined one propagation vector in Section V de-
termining the average direction of propagation of energy, but
other observables may have other average directions associ-
ated to them.
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