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Scalar resonance in graviton-graviton scattering at high-energies: the graviball
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We study graviton-graviton scattering in partial-wave amplitudes after unitarizing their Born
terms. In order to apply S-matrix techniques, based on unitarity and analyticity, we introduce an
S-matrix associated to this resummation that is free of infrared divergences. This is achieved by
removing the diverging phase factor calculated by Weinberg that multiplies the S matrix, and that
stems from the virtual infrared gravitons. A scalar graviton-graviton resonance with vacuum quan-
tum numbers (JPC = 0++) is obtained as a pole in the nonperturbative S-wave amplitude, which we
call the graviball. Its resonant effects along the physical real-s axis may peak at values substantially
lower than the UV cutoff squared of the theory. For some scenarios, this phenomenon could have
phenomenological consequences at relatively low-energy scales, similarly to the σ resonance in QCD.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantizing gravity remains one of the main open problems in fundamental physics since the development of general
relativity and quantum mechanics more than a century ago. The framework of quantum field theory, on the other
hand, allows one to gain valuable insights starting from scattering amplitudes with given initial and final states.
Indeed, its application to scattering in gravitational theories has a long history of remarkable results, with recent
vigorous progress [1–11]. The study of scattering processes is usually framed in terms of the S-matrix, a concept first
introduced by Wheeler within the context of a theoretical description of the scattering of light nuclei [12, 13], and
settled as a fundamental entity of study by Heisenberg [14, 15]. A rich direction has been the study of an S-matrix
formulation of gravity in different regimes, where its character as a unitary operator and its further interplay with
string theory and black-hole physics has been particularly fruitful [16–24].

The main purpose of our work is to explore a new complementary aspect in this program based on the connection
between gravity, quantum field theory and S-matrix theory that is obtained by exploiting a novel analysis in partial
waves of gravitational two-particle scattering amplitudes. At energies sufficiently smaller than the Planck mass one
can formulate gravitational amplitudes within the framework of effective field theory [10, 25–29]. As we discuss in
detail in this work, the infrared divergences affecting the angular projections (needed for the calculation of the partial-
wave amplitudes) of the gravitational tree-level scattering amplitudes at the lowest order (in the Newton constant
G) are canceled by an infrared divergent phase factor multiplying the S matrix (the “Dalitz phase” [30] calculated
by Weinberg in [4]). This does not depend on angles, being a universal factor to all angular momenta. In this way,
we can connect scattering in gravity with advanced nonperturbative techniques from hadron physics based on the
unitarization of on-shell partial-wave amplitudes. These methods can restore exact two-body unitarity, while crossing
symmetry is treated perturbatively from the point of view of the low-energy effective field theory, making it susceptible
to improvement order by order. See [31] for a recent review, and Ref. [32] for an estimate of the systematic effects
associated with this perturbative treatment of crossing symmetry in Chiral Perturbation Theory and in the Higgs
Effective Field Theory.

A remarkable feature of the strong interactions is the generation of resonances once the lowest-order tree-level
amplitudes in the associated low-energy effective field theory are unitarized, and as result of numerical enhancements
affecting some attractive tree-level partial-wave amplitudes [33]. An outstanding example is the σ, which is the
lightest resonance in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [34–38] and whose pole position sσ in the complex-s plane
is significantly smaller than the cutoff squared of the theory (we employ the standard notation s, t and u for the
usual Mandelstam variables). The history of this resonance, also called the f0(500), is fascinating [39], being finally
recognized by the Particle Data Group (PDG) since 2002 [34]. This was possible thanks to the relation of the σ pole
with chiral dynamics, as clearly established by unitarization methods of Chiral Perturbation Theory [33, 35, 36, 40],
and/or the Roy equations [34, 37, 41], as well as by new experiments from heavy-meson decays yielding two-pion
event distributions with a clear resonance signal associated to the σ [42, 43].

This resonant phenomenon affects prominently the scalar dynamics at low-energies in QCD, like the excitation
of the quark condensate (the lightest-pseudoscalar scalar form factors) [44–46], the large corrections to the current
algebra prediction of the isoscalar scalar-scattering lengths, and in the S-wave ππ phase shifts in general, its above-
mentioned role in the low-energy part of several two-pion event distributions from heavy-meson decays, π-nucleon σ
term [47, 48], etc [38].

Given that quantum gravity and QCD admit derivative low-energy expansions in terms of appropriate effective-field
theories, one is naturally led to consider the emergence of resonances from nonperturbative gravitational interactions
with similar unitarization tools as in QCD. The main result of this work is that we indeed find a new resonance pole
in the graviton-graviton S-wave partial-wave amplitude, with vacuum quantum numbers (JPC = 0++). There is a
remarkable analogy between this resonance in gravity and the σ in the chiral limit of QCD, in the sense that the
position of the poles is similar relative to the cutoffs of their respective effective field theories. We call this resonance
the graviball 1 given the resemblance with the glueballs of the pure Yang-Mills theory [53–56]. Let us also note that
our unitarization method is in partial wave amplitudes and applies at energies |s| < G−1, with typically s ∼ t, while
the much studied eikonal approximation provides unitary amplitudes in a very different scenario for |s| � G−1 at
small angles |t/s| � 1 [19, 57].

Our results also imply that in theories with a large number of light degrees of freedom [58–60], which may naturally
appear in models of large extra dimensions [61–63], the position of the pole becomes � G−1 and its effects may be
relevant for scales probed during inflation (or even at much lower ones [64]). This may open up several phenomeno-
logical consequences like in studies of primordial gravitational waves or inflation. Furthermore, in these models, the

1 The term graviball was recently used in [49]. This semiclassical analysis has no relation with our pure quantum-mechanical resonance in
two-graviton scattering. In self-completeness scenarios of gravity [50, 51] unitarity also requires the production of black holes composed
by gravitons that may be interpreted as resonances, and the graviball could be the lightest one among them [52].
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resonance may also modify the gravitational phenomena at scales as low as µm [61, 65] (corresponding to a UV cutoff
around the TeV scale).

As a side result, it is also worth stressing that the infrared divergences, associated with massless force carriers
like gravitons or photons, affect other processes too (a prominent example is the interference between the strong and
Coulomb interactions). Therefore, our approach to tackle infrared divergences of QED in partial waves is also called to
play an important role in studies based on the unitarization of strong interactions involving charged particles [66, 67].

II. FRAMEWORK

To address the questions above, we deal with the quantum formulation of gravity within the foundations of effective
field theory (EFT) where gravitational interactions are organized in a derivative expansion [10, 25–29]. Weinberg in
his seminal paper [4] showed that the whole effect of virtual infrared gravitons (as well as for photons in QED) is a
multiplicative factor affecting the S matrix (see also [20]) whose phase is irrelevant for physical observables and it
is independent of spin, and of angle in two-body scattering, cf. its Sec. V (see also [68–70]). As we show below, by
eliminating this phase one can properly define the partial-wave amplitude expansion of the graviton-graviton scattering
Born terms, and then build a new S-matrix in partial waves by making use of nonperturbative unitarization methods.

We focus on the graviton-graviton scattering process |p1, λ1〉|p2, λ2〉 → |p′1, λ′1〉|p′2, λ′2〉, where we denote by |p, λ〉
the one-graviton state of three-momentum p, energy p0

i = |pi| and helicity λ. The S- and T -matrix operators are
related by S = I+ i(2π)4δ(4)(Pf −Pi)T , with Pf and Pi the total final and initial four-momenta, respectively, and we
follow the conventions of [71]. The basic input blocks for our study are tree-level or Born amplitudes, that we adapt
from [72]. They are given according to the number of gravitons with helicity −2 and can be obtained by crossing from

F22,22(s, t, u) =
κ2

4

s4

stu
, (1)

where κ2 = 32πG, and Fλ′
1λ

′
2,λ1λ2

(s, t, u) refers to the Born scattering amplitudes.
Graviton-graviton scattering can also be formulated in the basis with well defined angular momentum |pJ, λ1λ2〉S ,

leading to the partial-wave amplitudes (PWAs),

T̄
(J)
λ′
1λ

′
2,λ1λ2

(s) ≡ S〈pJ, λ′1λ′2|T |pJ, λ1λ2〉S , (2)

where J is the total angular momentum with third component µ and the subscript S denotes that the states have
been symmetrized according to the Bose symmetry of the states [71]. Since J and H commute one can always consider
such basis for the continuum spectrum of the theory. Even if the PWA series does not converge in graviton-graviton
scattering [20, 73, 74] (as it already happens in non-relativistic Coulomb scattering [75]), certain processes will
be dominated by a particular PWA, for instance, the physical effects of the rescattering of two gravitons produced
with the quantum numbers of a given partial wave (like the case of two-pion event distributions mentioned above in
connection with the σ), or due to interferences with other forces (analogously to the interplay between strong and
Coulomb interactions, already pointed out). The S-matrix in partial waves S̄(J)(s) is given by [71]

S̄(J)(s) = I + i
π2|λ|/4

4
T̄ (J)(s) , (3)

with |λ| = |λ′2 − λ′1| = |λ2 − λ1| = 0 or 4. Unitarity, when saturated by the two-graviton cut, implies S̄(J)S̄(J)∗ = 1.
Contributions of the cuts given by more intermediate gravitons are suppressed by O((Gs)3) in the low-energy EFT of

gravity, and we ignore them. We only consider the partial waves T
(J)
22,22(s) (for even J) and T

(J)
2−2,2−2(s), since all the

other PWAs are either zero, or related to the previous ones by symmetry properties of the PWAs under the exchange
of the helicity labels [71].

A. Infrared singularities

The direct application of the previous PWA formalism to the amplitudes in Eq. (1) is hindered by divergences re-
flecting the infinite-range character of the gravitational interaction [20]. For instance, the PWA of the Born amplitude
T22,22(s, t, u) with J = 0 is given by

F
(0)
22,22(s) = − κ

2s2

16π2

∫ +1

−1

dcos θ

t
, (4)
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which has a logarithmic divergence for cos θ → 1. This is actually an infrared (IR) divergence because the four-
momentum squared t of the t-channel exchanged graviton vanishes for cos θ → 1. It is associated to a virtual soft
graviton that connects two external on-shell graviton lines, following the classification of [4]. This reference studies in
detail this type of divergences and shows that they can be resummed correcting the S-matrix by a global phase. For
our case of concern regarding the amplitudes in Eq. (1), where the external particles are massless, this factor reads2

Sc(s) = exp
[
−i2Gs log

µ

L

]
, (5)

where µ → 0+ is an IR cutoff and the three-momentum scale L separates the regions of “hard” and “soft” graviton
momenta (chosen low enough to justify the approximation of soft momenta in a given process). It is important to
emphasize that Sc(s) is independent of J , being common to all PWAs with the given set of helicities λi and λ′i [71]. 3.

We next redefine the S matrix in PWAs by extracting the divergent phase, S̄(J) = ScS
(J), which also fulfills that

S(J)S(J)∗ = 1. We denote by V (J) the partial-wave projected Born amplitudes corresponding to S(J), such that,
analogously to Eq. (3),

S(J)(s) = I + i
π2|λ|/4

4
V (J) +O(G2), (6)

and from here,

V (J)(s) = F (J)(s) +
1

2λ/4
8Gs

π
log

µ

L
. (7)

Notice that V (J)(s) is free of the IR divergences [71] affecting the direct partial-wave projection of the Born term
F (J)(s) and, instead, carries a dependence on the IR scale L. A change of this cutoff produces just a rescaling of the

S(J)-matrix, S
(J)
L′ = S(J)(L/L′)2iGs. Therefore, although the dependence on L is physically spurious, it shows up in

a truncated perturbative expansion of S(J). On dimensional grounds it is clear that L ∝
√
s, because at O(G) this is

the only magnitude with dimension of momentum that is available to the Feynman diagrams giving rise to the Born
term [4]. Therefore, we define

L =
√
s/a , (8)

where a is expected to be larger than 1, so that L is appreciably smaller than
√
s that fixes the external energy. In

particular, for the central J = 0 PWA in our study one has

V
(0)
22,22(s) =

8Gs

π
log a . (9)

B. Unitarized PWAs

From the unitarity of S(J), the new T matrix in partial-wave amplitudes [77] satisfies the two-body unitarity relation

= 1

T (J)
= −π2|λ|/4

8
θ(s) . (10)

As we saw in the previous section, the partial-wave projected Born terms are free from any cut, cf. Eq. (9), and the
corresponding T matrix only has the unitarity or right-hand cut (RHC) as a result of Eq. (10). This enables a simple
parameterization of the PWAs which fulfills exact two-body unitarity [33, 78],

T
(J)
λ′
1λ

′
2,λ1λ2

(s) =
[
R

(J)
λ′
1λ

′
2,λ1λ2

(s)−1 + g(s)
]−1

. (11)

In the previous equation g(s) is an analytical function in the cut complex-s plane with only RHC, and whose
discontinuity is the same as that of 1/T J(s). To simplify the notation let us focus on the scattering with λ = 0. One
can express g(s) in terms of a once-subtracted dispersion relation, with the result [71, 79, 80]

g(s) = a(s0) +
1

8
log
−s
s0

. (12)

2 Take the limit of vanishing mn, mm in Eq. (5.11) of [4] and sum over the final and initial graviton pairs in the s channel.
3 This connection between the soft infrared divergences of the one-loop scattering amplitudes and the kinematic divergences in the

tree-level PWAs has been independently demonstrated for gauge theories and gravity in Ref. [76]
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The other ingredient in the right-hand side of Eq. (11) is R
(J)
λ′
1λ

′
2,λ1λ2

(s), that has no two-body unitarity cut because

this is fully accounted for by g(s). In the following we suppress the helicity subscripts of T (J) and R(J). Following
Refs. [78, 80] we obtain R(J)(s) by matching T (J)(s) in Eq. (11) to its perturbative calculation order by order within
the low-energy EFT for gravity. Then, at LO one has

R(J) = V (J) +O
(
(Gs)2

)
. (13)

Later we will also discuss the impact in our results of higher-order tree-level contributions from monomials in pure
gravity involving six and eight derivatives. These are the so-called R3 and R4 mononomials that stem from the
product of three and four Riemann curvature tensors, respectively, and are expected to appear as counterterms in
UV completions of general relativity [81, 82].

The issue of determining a priori a value for the subtraction constant a(s0) at the scale s0 has been already discussed
in QCD, e.g. regarding the σ or Λ(1405) resonances [78, 83]. The point is to compare g(s) with its result evaluated
with an UV cutoff Λ2, gc(s) = 1

8 log −sΛ2 +O(s/Λ2). Identifying s0 with the cutoff squared and matching the expressions

for g(s) and gc(s), it follows that a(Λ2) = 0 [71]. More intuitively, the idea behind this is to fix a(Λ2) such that only
distances longer than Λ−1 are effectively described by the propagation of the intermediate states, while preserving
the right analytical properties of g(s).

Combining Eqs. (11) and (13) the unitarized amplitude can be expanded to next-to-leading order as,

T (J) = V (J)

(
1− V (J)

8
log
−s
Λ2

)
+O

(
(Gs)3

)
. (14)

A value of the cutoff Λ can be thus estimated by assuming that the correction has the expected size in the EFT
expansion, s/Λ2. For definiteness let us take V (J=0)(s), Eq. (9), and then we find that the unitarity cutoff is
Λ2
U = π(log aG)−1.
It is important to point out that cutoffs derived from unitarity considerations within the EFT do not correspond,

necessarily, to the fundamental scale of its ultraviolet completion [84].

III. THE GRAVIBALL

Poles of PWAs correspond to bound states, anti-bound (also called virtual) states and resonances [85]. The first
ones lie in the physical or first Riemann sheet (RS) and we do not find them in our present study. Both resonances
and anti-bound states occur as poles in the second or unphysical RS. To look for them, the expression (11), can be
analytically continued to the second RS, so that g(s) in the 2nd RS becomes gII(s) = g(s)− iπ/4.

Let us discuss the pole positions in J = 0. The PWA T
(0)
II (s) has a resonance pole in the second RS at sP , whose

position satisfies the secular equation,

1

ωx
+ log(−x)− i2π = 0, (15)

where x = sP /Λ
2, and

ω =
Λ2

Λ2
U

= Λ2G log a

π
(16)

is the ratio between the fundamental and unitarity cutoffs. For ω = 1,

sP = (0.07− i 0.20) Λ2 ' −i 2

3π
Λ2 . (17)

We call this resonance the graviball. Let us stress that the real part of sP is significantly smaller than its imaginary
part, so that the resonance effects would peak at values of s substantially lower than Λ2.

This is shown in Fig. 1 where we plot with the solid line the modulus squared of the Omnès function 1/D(0)(s) =
T (0)(s)/V (0)(s), which drives the final- and initial-state interactions in the corresponding graviton-graviton PWA
[77]. For instance, one could think of a situation where multiple gravitons are produced by an energetic source so

that a pair of gravitons with quantum numbers (J, λ
(′)
1−2) rescatters with some energy distribution. This is also the

function that controls the exchange of graviton-graviton states with such quantum numbers between initial and final
states, or from external sources that couple to this system. We clearly observe a resonant shape with an s dependence
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FIG. 1. The modulus squared of 1/D(0)(s) is plotted for J = 0 as a function of s in units of Λ2. The solid line represents the
unitarized result, the dashed line is the perturbative calculation, and the dash-dotted (red) curve corresponds to the unitarized
results including also an R4 contribution (see main text).

dominated by the pole sP in the complex-s plane, Eq. (17). It is worth stressing that a figure similar to Fig. 1 [40]
enabled the direct observation of the σ resonance in the two-pion event distributions in the decay D+ → π+π+π−

[42], and in other heavy-meson decays, prompting the PDG to establish the σ as the lightest resonance in QCD.

We also compare 1/|D(0)(s)|2 in the lower-energy region of Fig. 1 with its perturbative expansion (dashed line) up
to linear terms in s, which completely fails in providing the right resonant shape even for s & 0.1Λ2. As J increases,
the poles move deeper into the complex-s plane [71] with |sP |/Λ2 much larger than 1, so that we only focus on J = 0
here. The results shown at Fig. 1 and the aforementioned physical effects connected to the Omnès function already
hing towards possible phenomenological implications of the graviball. We briefly discuss some salient ones in Sec. IV,
and leave a more detailed analysis for future work.

An interesting application of the knowledge of the function D(s) is the calculation of the probability of decay of
the graviball into two gravitons as a function of time t. This can be expressed by the amplitude A(t), that gives the
probability of existence of the graviball after a time t since it was created (A(0) = 1) and is obtained by making use
of basic quantum-mechanical principles of S-matrix theory [86]:

A(t) =

∫ ∞
0

dE
B(E2)

|D(E2)|2
e−iEt , (18)

where E is the total energy in the graviball rest frame and B(s) is a source amplitude associated to the production
of the gravitons by the decaying state. The dependence of this function in energy is expected to be much weaker
than that of D(s) and it can be assumed constant and factored out from the integral.4 Comparing |A(t)|2 with an
exponential decay formula one can identify the width of the graviball as the point in which |A(t)|2 = exp(−1):

Γ ≈ 0.23 Λ . (19)

The sP in Eq. (17) is almost purely imaginary and clearly signals a situation very different to the narrow-resonance
case. We then consider the application of Eq. (18) to be much more sensible than taking the square root of sP , and
identifying its imaginary part with −Γ/2 (as if the graviball were narrow). This naive and more crude procedure
provides a width that is more than twice as big as Eq. (19).

4 Notice that the function B(s) has no two-body RHC [86, 87].
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A. The scale Λ2

In the analysis of the graviball above we have assumed that the cutoff of gravity is close to the one estimated by
unitarity considerations, ω = 1. Increasing ω from 1 displaces the pole closer to the real-s axis and the resonance
becomes lighter and narrower. For ω & 10 the real and imaginary parts of the pole are of the same order of magnitude
and its absolute value monotonically decreases with ω reaching the limit x → 0 when ω → ∞. A possible way to
accomplish ω � 1 is by considering scenarios with a large number N of light degrees of freedom [71, 84]. These
contribute with their two-particle cuts to the unitarity relation in Eq. (10) and, thus, with a factor N multiplying g(s)
in Eq. (12). Ultimately, this leads to a reduction of the unitarity cutoff Λ2

U by a factor 1/N . Note, though, that there
are arguments suggesting that the fundamental cutoff of gravity decreases by a similar factor [22, 59, 88–90], and one
recovers ω ≈ 1. In any case, the graviball becomes narrower and lighter as N increases, with potentially important
consequences for its phenomenology. If the cutoff of the theory is smaller than the unitarity one then ω < 1, the pole
moves further out in the complex-s plane and for ω . 0.2 its position is such that |sP | & G−1, where our approach
rooted in the EFT becomes clearly model dependent.

B. Estimate of log a

The unitarity cutoff, and the absolute position of the pole, eventually depend on the parameter log a. From its
definition in Eq.(8) one expects that log a ' O(1) although it is not possible to predict its value from perturbative
calculations. One also expects that the impact on the results will diminish with higher-order unitarized PWAs [4, 11].
Lacking them, in Ref. [71] we have developed a method to estimate an optimal log a by extending our analysis to d > 4
inspired by some well established methods like optimized perturbation theory [91–93] or the dimensional ε-expansion
in Statistical Mechanics [94–96]. It is also important to stress that this optimal value in principle exists, and provides a
value very close to the one computed non-perturbatively in a exactly solvable toy model discussed below and analyzed
in detail in Ref. [71].

The scattering amplitude is IR-finite for d = 5 and there should be a minimal non-integer dimension dc . 5
below which the expansion in powers of ε = d− 5 stops being reliable. Then, we introduce a condition of maximum
smoothness to determine dc which is based on requiring that the properties of the scattering amplitudes at dc and
the regularized ones at d = 4 are as close as possible to each other. We implement this by defining a measure of
the differences r = |Λ2

dc
− Λ2|/Λ2, with Λdc the cutoff at d = dc (ω = 1), and by minimizing it with respect to log a

(for more details see [71]). Interestingly, r has a minimum for log a ≈ 1, in agreement with our expectations that
log a = O(1). According to Eq. (17) this leads to a pole at d = 4 whose absolute position is

sP ' (0.22− i 0.63) G−1, (20)

providing support for the existence of a subplanckian graviball in pure gravity. In addition, for log a ' 1 the unitarity
cutoff Λ ' πG−1, and a dimensional estimate of the higher-order corrections to sP gives a typical size |x| ' 2/3π ≈ 20%
for the one-loop corrections entering in F22,22(s, t, u).

In this regard, we can be more quantitative and estimate higher-order effects by considering the contributions to
graviton-graviton scattering from the monomials involving the product of three and four Riemann tensors 5, respec-
tively. The former monomial (labeled as R3) involves six derivatives while the latter (there are three of them [82],
denoted by R4) have eight derivatives. The contribution from the R3 counterterm vanishes for the F22,22 ampli-
tude [81]. Hence, the only non-vanishing contribution to the graviball stems from the R4 terms, whose contributions
for the graviton-graviton scattering amplitudes appeared in Ref. [82], which makes use of the spinor formalism. In
terms of the Mandelstam variables the explicit expression for the contribution to F22,22(s, t, u) from this source, that
we call FR4;22,22(s, t, u), is

FR4;22,22(s, t, u) =
β̃κ2

π
s4 , (21)

following the notation of Ref. [82] for the counterterrm β̃. This amplitude only gives contribution to S-wave and its

J = 0 partial-wave projection, V
(0)
R4;22,22, is

V
(0)
R4;22,22 =

8β̃G

π2
s4 =

8β̃

π log a

s4

Λ2
, (22)

5 The monomials of two Riemann tensors do not contribute to the S-matrix of pure gravity, see e.g. [97] and refs therein.



8

where we have used ω = 1 (Λ = ΛU ). The counterterm β̃ is written in Ref. [82] as β̃ = 4(β1 + β3), with β1, β3 > 0
being the dimensionful coupling constants that directly appear in the action. We assume naive-dimensional analysis
to estimate these couplings as β1, β3 ∼ Λ−6. Then, up to O(1) factors, Eq. (23) is finally written as

V
(0)
R4;22,22 =

32

π log a

s4

Λ8
. (23)

The kernel R(0) in Eq. (13) acquires an extra term, and we explicitly have now

R
(0)
22,22(s) =

8s

Λ2
+

32s4

πΛ8
+ . . . (24)

where we have taken log a = 1, and the ellipsis indicates other higher-order terms starting from one-loop contributions.

In terms of R
(0)
22,22(s) one can calculate the resulting unitarized T

(0)
22,22(s) partial-wave amplitude by applying Eq. (11),

and the associated 1/D
(0)
22,22(s) = T

(0)
22,22(s)/R

(0)
22,22(s) function. Now, the secular equation with ω = 1 is

(x+
4x4

π
)−1 + log(−x)− i2π = 0 , (25)

which gives sP = (0.07− i 0.21) Λ2. We then see that the corrections are very small, at the level of a 3%, which agrees
with the expectation of having a correction in sP with a relative uncertainty of order |x|3 ∼ 1% given by an operator
with eight derivatives. This is of course much smaller than the leading loop corrections that are expected to come
from the one-loop calculation of graviton-graviton scattering, which relative uncertainty in sP is O(|x|), as mentioned
above. These corrections, still smaller than the leading effect, will be considered in future work, together with the
inclusion of matter effects.

Coming back to the choice of the factor log a, in Ref. [71] we have successfully checked the previous method to
estimate log a by applying it to a non-trivial quantum mechanical toy model, which is exactly solvable and shares
key features with the analyzed case of the graviball. This model, that we called the Adler-Coulomb scattering, has
a Coulomb-like Born term times E2/M2, where E is the non-relativistic kinetic energy and M is a UV mass scale.

The J = 0 PWA is the same as F
(0)
22,22(s) in Eq. (4), except for a global factor. By dealing with the IR divergences

and unitarizing the model as we did before, our method predicts that log a ≈ 1/2, which is precisely the right value
to reproduce the lightest pole positions of the exact solution. From a phenomenological point of view, in connection
with the discussion above on the scale Λ2, the actual value of log a ' O(1) is of limited importance to give sP in
absolute terms compared with the (as yet unknown) number of light fields N and how they affect Λ.

Finally, let us note that the existence of a scalar resonance in higher space-time dimensions [71] has also been
identified within string theory [24]. In this respect we mention that Ref. [24] estimated the Wilson coefficient α in
ten dimensions (which controls the leading UV completion of maximal supergravity), by applying S-matrix bootstrap
[98, 99]. It is found that the integral driving this calculation is largely dominated by a scalar resonance, tentatively
identified with the graviball in ten dimensions in the same reference (see also the Appendix C in the supplementary
material of Ref. [24]).6

C. Analogy with the σ

As indicated above, there are important similarities between the graviball and the σ that we explain now. The
interactions among pions, as well as those for gravitons, are constrained by derivative low-energy EFTs [10, 25–

29, 103–105]. The S-wave isoscalar ππ scattering amplitude in the chiral limit at LO is V
(0)
ππ (s) = s/f2

π , with fπ the
weak pion decay constant. This PWA is analogous to V (0)(s) in Eq. (9). Its unitarization [31, 71], by an expression
equivalent to Eq. (11), leads to an sσ that fulfills the same secular equation as Eq. (15) in terms of xσ = sσ/Λ

2
π. For

ππ scattering Λπ = 4πfπ is both the unitarity and fundamental cutoff of the pion EFT [106]. In absolute units the
pole position lies at sσ = 0.08−i 0.23 GeV2, that is located deep in the complex-s plane (but still |sσ|/(4πfπ)2 ≈ 0.17)
and has a small real part (features that persist almost untouched when taking the physical pion masses [71, 107, 108]).
This implies that its resonance effects peak for s� Λ2, as clearly observed experimentally 7.

As a consequence, the dynamics of S-wave ππ scattering are strongly influenced by this resonance even at energies
significantly lower than the cutoff of the EFT, and similar effects are expected mutatis mutandis for the graviball in
graviton-graviton scattering for ω & 1.

6 Reference [24] claims in the Appendix I of its supplementary material that they use a method similar to ours to unitarize perturbative
amplitudes. However, we notice that their Eq. (I4) lacks the logarithmic branch point at threshold (s = 0), which is kept by the function
g(s) within our formalism. This point is discussed in the literature since long time ago [100, 101]. We refer to Ref. [102] for a recent
review on the unitarization techniques in hadron physics, also offering a historical account on them.

7 See the review 69 on scalar mesons below 2 GeV in the Review of Particle Properties [34]
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IV. OUTLOOK

Our paper presents the first evidence for a resonance in the sub-Planckian scattering of pure gravitons using well-
established methods to unitarize the tree-level amplitudes. This result opens several interesting future directions worth
pursuing. Interesting future directions of investigation include unitarizing subleading graviton-graviton scattering
amplitudes. These processes at one and two-loop level are known in the literature with different matter content,
e.g. [109–112]. This direction will allow us to complement the study we initiated for R4 monomials in this paper,
study the impact of matter fields and also consider multiparticle cuts and other higher order effects in the EFT. In
particular, higher order calculations will reduce the dependence of our results on the IR regulator log a. Similarly,
string theory amplitudes may be used for this purpose, see e.g. [23, 113] or other inputs from other candidates to UV
complete theories of gravitation, e.g.[114–119]. Let us notice that our unitarization formalism could be extended to
coupled channels involving other (massive) particle species [84, 88, 120]. It is also interesting to deepen the connection
between the graviball and the bound states investigated in the scattering of gravitons [22].

Possible phenomenological signals of this scalar resonance may appear in situations with energies close to the
fundamental energy scale of the gravitational theory. We commented in the main text that the examples from the
σ hint towards processes where these signals may appear. In a minimal scenario case, one can imagine that in
the inflationary era, the graviball may affect the dynamics of the inflaton itself from gravitational rescattering, or
impact the distribution of the primordial gravitational waves generated at this time (in particular regarding the net
polarization of this background). Furthermore, as discussed above, certain fundamental theories reach gravitational
cut-offs of energies as low as TeV [61, 65]. In this case, the resonance becomes narrower and less massive than the
fundamental cut-off [71]. This will impact the phenomenology of gravitational interactions in the early universe.
Maybe more relevant is the fact that these resonances could also leave a trace on some searches in accelerators,
following in spirit the works of gravitational theories with low-energy cut-off [121, 122]. We hope to come back to
these fascinating prospects in future works.
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