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1 Introduction

The Post-Minkowskian expansion of Einstein gravity is arguably one of the most
fertile areas in which to apply modern methods of amplitude calculations [1-4|. Be-
ing based solely on an expansion in Newton’s constant Gy, results are valid at all
velocities and are thus effectively re-summing an infinite number of terms of the
perhaps more familiar Post-Newtonian expansion. Progress has been very rapid and
first results for the conservative part of the interaction Hamiltonian are now known
to both third and fourth order in the Post-Minkowskian expansion [5—8|]. These com-
putations are firmly rooted in established quantum field theoretic methods, be they
phrased in terms of effective field theory matching [41] or, equivalently, in terms of
the standard definition of a two-body interaction potential from the iterated solu-
tion of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation, which quantify exactly what is commonly
known as Born subtractions [9]. The conservative part of the scattering to third
Post-Minkowskian has also been confirmed in the framework of the world-line ap-
proach [10]. A remarkable relationship between the relativistic two-body kinematics
and the iterated solution to the Lippmann-Schwinger equation leads to explicit for-
mulas for the scattering angle in terms of the coefficients of the relativistic two-body
potential [11-13], in a sense thereby solving the problem of kinematics of the rela-
tivistic two-body problem in general relativity by means of quantum field theory and
amplitude techniques.

The puzzling aspect of an ill-defined high-energy limit of the conservative part
of the two-body interaction Hamiltonian at third Post-Minkowskian order [6] has
recently led to surprising new insight into the relationship between the two-to-two
gravitational scattering amplitude and general relativity [14—17]. From the amplitude
point of view, refs. [14, 16, 17| have shown how certain classical terms of the two-loop
scattering, that are not captured by a limitation to the so-called potential region of
the loop integrals, restore a well-behaved high-energy behavior. This picture has
been understood directly from general relativity in terms of gravitational radiation
reaction [15]. Indeed, in the low-energy limit the new terms give rise to half-integer
powers in the Post-Newtonian expansion and thus belong to effects described by
radiation. By using the formalism of ref. [18] a direct computation of the radiated
momentum to that order leads to the same result for the scattering angle [19, 20]
(see also [21]).

A natural language for the calculation of the scattering angle of two black holes
in general relativity is the gravitational eikonal. It relies on the exponentiation of
appropriate terms of the S-matrix in the small-angle limit of the involved semi-
classical field theory amplitudes. Exponentiation has been proven to all orders for
Einstein gravity at both leading Post-Minkowskian counting [22] and next-to-leading
order for equal masses [23| (generalized to different masses in ref. [3]). This powerful
framework has led to the famous prediction for high-energy gravitational scattering



by Amati, Ciafaloni, and Veneziano [24] and has recently been explored and extended
in numerous directions [14, 16, 17, 25-31]. Although the eikonal formalism is used to
derive the classical scattering angle, an interesting feature is that also an in principle
infinite number of super-classical terms (corresponding to inverse powers of i) must
be computed as well in order to confirm the exponentiation of the amplitude in
impact parameter space, a phenomenon that ultimately must follow from unitarity
alone [31]. Moreover, an intricate interplay between classical and quantum pieces of
the amplitude conspire to provide the correct classical scattering angle at any given
order in the Post-Minkowskian expansion.

Crucial to the argument of refs. [14, 16, 17] is a remarkably simple relation
between the divergent part of the imaginary part of the amplitude and the finite real
part of the radiation-reaction contribution. In maximal supergravity, this relation has
recently been explicitly confirmed from the two-to-two scattering amplitude [32] as
well as from the radiated momentum calculation [20]. Extended to general relativity,
the entirely different approach of ref. [15] should leave little doubt that this relation
holds in Einstein gravity as well. Nevertheless, an explicit confirmation from a full
amplitude calculation seems needed at this stage. The purpose of the present paper
is to fill this gap and, hopefully, provide some further insight into the result. We
shall employ the method recently described in ref. [32]. The idea is to organize the
integrand of loop amplitudes in subsets that naturally, due to the ie-prescription of
the Feynman propagator, combine into delta functions over momenta in a manner
reminiscent of eikonal calculations [22| and which have earlier also been used to
simplify the evaluation of some of the involved loop integrals [6, 21|. Imposing these
delta functions lowers the dimensionality of the integrals in a covariant manner. A
second advantage of the method of ref. [32] is that it significantly reduces the number
of master integrals that need to be known. This was obvious in the case of maximal
supergravity and, as we shall demonstrate in this paper, this holds in Einstein gravity
as well. No new master integrals are needed as compared to the supergravity case [32].
In the end, we believe that we here for the first time compute all terms of the
gravitational scattering amplitude of massive objects that are needed to obtain the
classical scattering angle to third Post-Minkowskian order. Simultaneously, we hope
that this can help paving the way for more efficient evaluations at even higher orders.
We also explicitly confirm the relation between the divergent imaginary part and the
real part of the radiation-reaction piece that was put forward in refs. [14, 16, 17].



2 Einstein gravity at two-loop order

Our starting point is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian minimally coupled to two mas-
sive scalar fields:

R 1 m2 m2
+ _guy<8u¢1au¢l + au(anu(bQ) - 71(25% — 72(b§ . (21)

EEH:/‘%V "IN T6rGy 2

Here, R defines the Ricci scalar and g is the determinant of the metric: g, (z) = 1,,+
V321G N hyy (2) expanded around a Minkowski background, diagn,, = (1, -1, —1, —1).

We consider here the two-to-two amplitude with p; and p, denoting incoming
momenta and p) and p), outgoing momenta such that p? = p,* = m? and p? = p,* =
m3.

We work in the center of mass frame and our conventions for the kinematical
invariants are:

s=(pr+p)’ = @ +p5)2 =ml+mi+2mmeo, o=2L2 0 (99
mims
t=(p—p)°=Wh—p2)’=¢* =-7°, (2.3)
and
w=(p1—py)’ = (P — p2)?, (2.4)

so that, as usual, s gives the center of mass energy, E2,,, and t is the transferred
momentum. The classical limit is extracted by sending i — 0 and keeping ¢ = q/h
fixed. B

The two-loop amplitude we evaluate below is composed by a piece coming from
the three-particle cut with only gravitons propagating across the cut

|
b1 : P2
|



and another piece from the self-energy and vertex correction contributions given in
section 4

M2(0_7 q2) _ '/\/lg—cut(o_7 q2) + M;elf—energ)’(a’ q2) ) (26)

The three particle-cut is defined in D = 4 — 2¢ dimensions as

dPl,dPlydP1 i3
3—cut A 1 2 3 D (D)
MQ (O',q )—/W<2ﬂ') (5( (ll+l2+l3+q)m
1
Xo S Mol 1 ) (Mo(pa, .~ 12, 1), (27)

Perm(ly,l2,!3)
Ap==,Ag=+ 5=

which involves the five points tree-level amplitudes given in the appendix A. The
sum is over the helicity configuration \; of the gravitons across the cut. We only
keep the cut-constructible part of the two-loop amplitude.

The three-particle cut gives both the conservative part of the classical potential
plus some of the radiation-reaction pieces. A few self-energy and vertex corrrection
diagrams are needed to get the full radiation-reaction term. Based on the A counting
in eq. (3.6) of [32] it is clear the one needs a least two massive propagators to get a
classical contribution to the amplitude. By inspection of the possible topology of the
Feynman graphs we conclude that the three-particle cut contribution, the self-energy
and vertex corrrection diagrams are the only one contributing to this order.

3 Contributions from the three-graviton cut

The important difference with the maximal supergravity computation in [32] is that
the two-loop amplitude involves integrals with non-trivial numerators and with more
topologies. Using a partial fraction decomposition of the tree-level amplitudes with
respects to the linear propagators p; - [; and p, - [; with ¢ = 1,2, 3, one can reorganise
the three-particle cut into five distinct topologies that will contribute to the classical
result

Mgfcut<o_’ q2) _ M5D+M§:’+M§>+M;<]+M;D+M§+MEO7 (31)



with the result

M3fcut(71)(o_ 2) = 2(4me e )2 G mim3 (33(202 —1)3
2 9 -

3elql*h (02 —1)2
imyma(20% — 1) <1 —490% +180%  60(20% — 1)(60% — 7) arccosh(a))
me(o? —1)3 5 o2 — 1

9(20%2 — 1)(1 —506%)s 3
_X 2(02)<_ 1 ) + 5(mf + m3)(—1+ 180%) — mima0o (103 + 20°)
12myms(3 + 1202 — 40*) arccosh(o)

o2 —1

- Gim;:l;f;é 1) (4(02—1_ 1)>6 % <(2a2 — 1a)2a1z:closh(0)> ) (3.2)

The expressions for the numerator factors of each of these integrals are given in
Appendix B. The double-box integrals M5 are evaluated in section 3.1, the box-
triangles M5~ and M5 are evaluated in section 3.2, the double-triangle integrals
M5 and M5 are evaluated in section 3.3, the H-diagram contributions ME are
evaluated in section 3.4, and the box-bubble contributions M5° are evaluated in
section 3.5.

3.1 Double-box contributions

yai y2) Y241 P2

Figure 1. Double-box and crossed double-box diagrams.

The double-box contributions arise from the sum of Feynman graph topologies
given in figure 1. We provide the numerator factors in Appendix B. Performing the
tensorial reductions with LiteRed [33], we find that the double-box contribution has
the expansion

MG (0, ¢*) = 409673 GmIm5 (207 — 1) <m1m2(202 —1)(Js + Ju) — 60R®|q|* ],
+ 8oh2|g|2JéVjP). (3.3)

The sum of the integrals J; + J, has been evaluated in section 4.3 of [32], and the
integral J,, in section 4.2 of [32].



Evaluation of the integral JY¥ This is a new contribution that did not appear
in the maximal supergravity computation of ref. [32|. It reads (with D = 4 — 2¢)

onp 1 /dDzldDZQ ly - Is
- 16m3 (2m)2D B313(1y + Iy + uy)?

y ( 1 B 1 )
(p1-l+ig)(pr-lo —ie)  (Pr-la+ie)(py -1y —ig)

1 1
’ ((Pz-ll —ig)(p2-lstie)  (p2-ls—ie)(p2 - +¢5)) -3

where we have scaled the loop momenta l; — hl;q as in [32], and defined p; = p; + h—;,

o .
Po = Do — Eg and ¢ = |qlug with u? = —1.
Using the definition of the delta-function as a distribution

hm< L ):lim 2 _ 9irs(x), (3.5)

es0t \z —ie  x +ie es0+ 12 + g2

the above expression can be written in terms of delta functions:

JNP _ _ |g|*P~ 1 / dPldP1, ly -3 6pr-li) (P ly)
- 1673 (21)2P=2212(1y + 1y +ug)? \pr - lo +ie Py -1y +ic

» ( 0(p2-1ls) — 6(p2-1) ) (3.6)

pg'l1+i8_pg'l3+i8

We can therefore express the sum of all the double-box terms in Einstein gravity
in terms of integrals with delta-functions exactly as in the corresponding computation
for maximal supergravity [20, 32].

Using LiteRed [33] we expand this expression on the master integrals used in [32]
(see appendix D for a summary of the results)’

|Q‘2D_10 |q‘2D—10
JNP — 1 z_ 21_ _ q Z B Z
T = Gewemingor = 1) ) T 20 g e — 1y (L) ~ Dolo)
|Q|2D_10 4(arCCOSh(U) — 2'71') Z'(47T6*’YE)26

_ . (3.7
3203 myumevo2 —1  128mymae?m3vo? — 1 (3.7)

Next, using the evaluation of the master integral Zy(c) in section 5.2 and Zy(co) in
section 5.7 of ref. [32] we have

2D—-10 — 2e . € o .
JNP _ ‘Q‘ (47T€ q/E> l __1 / L — 1 arccosh(g)
o 1024m3emimimi(o2 — 1) \ w \ 4 L (2—1)zte w

(3.8)

IThe tensorial reduction is done after having localised the integrals with the delta-function
insertions. The tensorial reduction is then performed on the D — 1 dimensional integrals.



The double-box Summing everything, the double-box contribution is given by

M0, ) = 1 (M08 + M7V 0,07) + M V(o) + O
- (3.9)
where the superscript indicates the order of A, with the leading term
Mzgj(_g) _ 128m3G3mim3(20% — 1)3T(—€)3T(1 + 2¢) (3.10)

3h3|q|?(0? — 1)(4m)?~2I'(—3e)
The first sub-leading piece is

_256mGRimim3 (my + ma)(202 — 12 T(5 — €)°T (5 + 26)T(—e)T' (5 — 2¢)

MZED(*Q) _
12|g| (0% —1)2 (47)3 72T (L — 36)T(—2¢)

I

(3.11)

and the classical term, when written at leading orders in €,” is

M = SRS Z 1 (4o ( e

hm 2emima(0? — 1)2
in((7 — 60%)0 arccosh(o) — (202 — 1)Vo2 — 1)
_'_
€2(0? — 1)2

—Wﬁ—_l (4(021_1)) e ‘1;2afjosh<“>)). (3.12)

The first and the second lines agree with first quantum correction to the one-loop
box as given in ref. [27]. These pieces are needed for the exponentiation of the
eikonal phase to two-loop order. The last line is the radiation-reaction term. We
have written it compactly in terms of a o-derivative. Notice that in Einstein gravity
this term is

d /(20% — 1) arccosh(o)
(20% — 1)2%( —— ) (3.13)
whereas it is P h(o)
o,2y2 4 (20° arccosh(o 3.14
20 (T ) (3.14)

in maximal supergravity. The difference is due to the exchange of the dilaton field
in the latter theory.

3.2 Box-Triangle contributions

The box-triangle contributions are given by the sum of Feynman integrals topologies
given in figure 2, together with the mirrored ones with the graviton line attached
to the other scalar line. The numerator factors are again provided in Appendix B.

2For certain terms we keep € in the exponent for reasons that will become clear below.
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Figure 2. Box-triangle graphs.

Using LiteRed [33] for performing the tensorial reduction, and after evaluation of
the various integrals, this contribution expands into

M = |q|4€ (M M"Y o). (3.15)

There is no contribution of order 1/A%. The leading order in the i expansion is

62 G mim3(20% — 1)(1 — 5o?)(4meE)%

ME[>( 2) _
evo?— h2|g|

+ O(e"), (3.16)

and the classical term is

MG = (4mem )

0 128m3G3m3m3 [ 3imay (202 — 1)(220% — 1)
3h 64e2m3/ 02 — 1
9(20% = 1)(1 —50%)(my + myo)  3(20% — )my myo (55 + 202)> (317

128(0? — 1)en? 128em? 128em?
The symmetric contribution M3 is simply obtained by the exchange of m; < ma.

3.3 Double-triangle contributions

D2 P2

Figure 3. Double-triangle graphs.

The double-triangle contributions are given by the sum of Feynman integrals
topologies given in figure 3 together with the mirrored ones with the triangle attached
to the other scalar line. We give the numerator factors in Appendix B.



We again use LiteRed [33] for the tensorial reduction. Applying also the identity
in (3.5) we obtain the delta-function representation

MDD _ _128W3G§’Vm?m%(1002 — 1) / dD_llldD_1l2 5(]31 . 11)5@31 : lz)
’ hlg|* (2m)*P=2 BI5(1 + 1 + ug)*
_ 2rGEmim3(100% — 1)(4me7E)> (3.18)
B Jah | |
and the symmetric triangle
. 20GRlg mimd(100% — 1)) 510

2 - e|g|4€h

Notice that the double-triangle integrals start contributing from the classical order
in the A — 0 limit.

3.4 The H-diagram

P D2

Figure 4. The H diagram.

The H-diagram integral is the ¢-channel integral similar to the one evaluated
in section 4.1 of [32] but this time with tensorial numerator factor. Reducing the

numerator using LiteRed [33] we get the expression

MHE — ~256m°Gymim; (41 + 202)12(0) - @14(0) + MI@‘(U)
SV TP ¢t ¢ 2¢!
(3.20)

Using the evaluation of the master Zy(o) and Z,(o) in section 5.2, and Zg(o) in

section 5.6 in [32] we obtain

u 8tGEmim3(dme e )%

M = eJoT — Tjg["h ((3 + 120°% — 40™) arccosh(c) — 40V 0% — 1) + O(R°).

(3.21)
Notice that the H-diagram integral starts contributing from the classical order in
the & — 0 limit. The full H-diagram has recently been considered in ref. [34].

— 10 —

+0O(€%).
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Figure 5. The box-bubble diagram.

3.5 Box-bubble contribution

After tensorial reduction we find for the box-bubble numerator,

i2GRmim3 (202 — 1)(1 + 5220%)(4me1E)%

15e2v/0? — 1|q|*h

which also contributes from the classical order in the A — 0 limit.

M3° = +O(R), (3.22)

4 Self-energy diagrams and vertex corrections

Py j2 Py Do

Tsis = Tou" =
P1 P2 D1 D2
P Ph P Ph

s - -
b1 D2 b1 P2

Figure 6. Self-energy diagrams s-channel with the graviton line attached the one scalar

line.

So far, all parts of the amplitude have followed from the three-graviton cut alone.
This includes pieces that belong to both the conservative part and the radiation-
reaction part. To get the full set of radiation-reaction contributions, we finally have
to compute the two-loop integrals of self-energy and vertex corrections for the mas-
sive lines that have not been included in the three-graviton cut. These contributions

— 11 —



are not present in the maximal supergravity amplitude because they are subleading
in hg. In that case, the radiation-reaction contribution is solely given by the con-
tribution in (3.14). They each have seven massive propagators (diagrams with fever
propagators do not contribute to the radiation-reaction, as they are subleading in
€). There are four independent seven-propagator diagrams listed in figure 6 in the
s-channel with a graviton line attached to the scalar line with mass m;. There are
four equivalent diagrams with the graviton propagator attached to the other scalar
line with mass msy. There are as well eight corresponding diagrams in what we can
call the u-channel (corresponding to the crossed box).
The four associated integrals are

dPlidPl,  mim3(20% — 1)? + 2mfm3(20° — 1)%|hg|*

(27T)2D ((pl — ll — lz)Q — m% + Z€)<<p1 — 12)2 — m% + ZE)
1
X 2 2 . 9 2 . 2 2 27 (41)
((pl — ll — l2 — Q) —m] + ZE)((pQ — ll) — my + ZE)ll(ll + Q) (ll + l2)

Jow = 4096m°G3 A /

D D 8, .4 2 2 1 2
T = 409673G3 KT / A hd Ly SLULC )
(2m)2P ((p1 — I — 12)? — mi +ie)((p1 — l2)* — m7 + i)
1
X , (4.2
(o1 + B — il + i) ((po — )2 — i + ie)B s + 2 + 12 2
JIIIS — 409673G3 h7/ dP1,d"1, m§m§(202 — 1)2
N (2m)20 ((p1+11)2 — m3 +ie)((p1 — l2)2 — m? + ie)
1
X 4.3
((pl — ll — l2 — q>2 — m% + ZE)((pQ — l1)2 — m% + ZE)Z%(ll + q)2(11 + l2)2’ ( )
dPlydPl m§m3(20% — 1)?
vas — 4096 3G3 h7/ 1 2 17149
5 o (27)2P ((p1 + 1)* = mP +ie)*((pr — l2)? — mi + ie)
1
X , (4.4)

((p2 = 1)* = m3 +ie)[{(h + @)*(l + I2)?

with the numerators keeping only contributions that have weight mj3 in py because
the other contributions are leading to vanishing contributions having at least two
delta-functions on p; - [ propagators. As well, only the part of the numerator that is
independent of the loop momenta contributes to the classical piece in the e-expansion.
Summing all the contributions

Mgp = —2973G3, Z S J5) + (g <> my), (4.5)

— 12 —



the self-energy contribution is proportional the master integrals Z5(o) evaluated in

section 5 of [32] (see appendix D for a summary of the results)

140873 G3mim3 (202 — 1)?
3e3vo? — 1|q|*h

AdrGE3mim3(20% — 1)3 <—

N
32(02 — 1) 3|g|*<h T) (e =)+ O (46)

Msg = — I5(o) + O(’f—l)

5 The two-loop amplitude and the eikonal phase

Summing up the three-particle cut and the self-energy diagrams and vertex correc-
tions, we obtain for the total amplitude

1
[
with the super-classical pieces

Ma(0 1)) = == (ME (0. lal) + ME (0 lal) + M V(o lal) + O(R)) - (5.1)

8rG3mims (202 — 1)3T(—€)3T(1 + 2¢)

(=3) _
MQ (0'7 ‘QD - 377/3‘2‘2(0-2 _ 1)(471')72611(—36) ) (52)
and
- 6im2 G (my + ma)m3mi (202 — 1)(1 — 5o?)(4me 1E)%
M( 2) : _ N 1My L O,
s (0,]ql) VT —1)q) (€”)
(5.3)

together with the classical term to the order 1/¢ for the real part and 1/¢? for the
imaginary terms

_ 21 Gy (Ame™ B )2 m2m3 [ s(20% — 1)3
(=1) _ N 1M
M2 (07 |Q|) he (0_2 o 1)2
imyma(20% — 1) (1 — 4902 +180%  20(7 — 200?% + 120%) arccosh(cr))
me(o? —1)2 15 02 —1
3(20% —1)(1 — 50?)s 1 1
— 202 — 1) + 5(mf +m3)(180% — 1) — §m1m20(103 + 20?)
N 4mims(3 + 120% — 40*) arccosh(o)
o?—1

S () (-5 () o

The last line gives the radiation-reaction contributions

M (o 1dl) _ 4G} (dme 7 )* mim3 (20% — 1) -1 ‘
2 7 2V Raa, fie? 02— 1 \4(e2-1)
11 d /(20 — 1) arccosh(o)
— -4 = . (5.5
% < 3 + dO'( o2 -1 > ( )
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The —11/3 comes solely from the self-energy diagrams of section 4 and the derivative
term from the double-box diagrams of section 3.1. The real and imaginary parts of
this term clearly satisfies the relation conjectured in [16, 17]

limeRe (5.5) = — lim e27r Im (5.5). (5.6)

e—0 e—0
5.1 The amplitude in )-space and eikonal exponentiation

The amplitude is b-space is defined by

(5.7)

M. (0,b) = 1 / dP- 2(7 M ( / /)e@g
2 B 4Ec.m.P RD-2 (271') P1,P2,P1, P2

where 4E. , P = 4mimsv/o? — 1 and E. . = /5.

The two-loop amplitude in (5.1) naturally decomposes as follows after Fourier
transform to b-space

Mo(o,b) = —% (M§(0.0)) " + M5 (0.) (M (0,5) + M2 (0.0))
+ MS (0, b) + O(R0). (5.8)

We note the following identifications, observed already at the level of diagram topolo-

gies:
M 0.0) =~ (M§ Vo)
M7 (6,8) = iM§ (0, 0) M7V (0, 1),
M o,0) + M (0,0) = iMV(0,0) (MG (0,) + MV (0,0
MV (0,0) = iMG D (0,0) M (0,b) + M (o, b),
M (0,0) + M (0,0) = iMV(0,0) (MG (0,0) + MO (0,0))

+ M5 (0, b) + M D0, b),
MG (0,0) = iM§ (0, b) M (0,0) + M5° P (0,b),  (5.9)

where
Gnmima(20% — 1)T'(—e)

M b)) =
0 (O ) 0?2 —1h

(mb*), (5.10)

is the first Post-Minkowskian contribution.

The various pieces from the one-loop amplitude M are detailed in appendix C.
In the above expressions, Mllj(o)(a, b) is the Fourier transform of first quantum con-
tribution from the one-loop boxes in (C.8), ./T/l/'i(fl)(a, b) is the Fourier transform of
the classical piece from the one-loop triangle in (C.14) and M5 (5, b) is the Fourier

— 14 —



transform of the first quantum correction from the one-loop triangle in (C.15) (like-
wise for MY (0,b) and MO (0,b)), and finally MO (0,b) is the Fourier transform
of (C.19).

It is striking how the above factorizations arise within graph topologies. This
will be explained in section 5.2 below.

Collecting the classical and the leading quantum pieces of the one-loop amplitude
as in (C.20), we obtain after Fourier transform to b-space the classical piece

_ 3nGY(my 4+ my)myma(50* — 1)
4bv/o? — 1h

and the leading quantum correction

M (0, b) (7b%e7")% + O(e), (5.11)

—~ G3 (mb*e7E)?% [ ies(20% — 1)?
Qt. _GUN
M (0,0) = b2 ( (02 —1)2

m1ms (1 — 4902 +180*  20(20% — 1)(602 — 7) arccosh(a))) (5.12)

w(0? —1)2 15 N 02— 1

The first and the last term in this expression matches the one derived in [27], the
second term arises from the contributions of the triangle and bubble in the Einstein
gravity one-loop amplitude as detailed in appendix C.?

Finally, we have defined the classical third Post-Minkowskian contribution’

M (,0) = M5" % (0,6) + M5 % (0.b) + M5 ©(0,b)

+ M;q ClL M’;» ClL 4 /’\/75{ ClL Mng ClL 4 M“Qmo 01.<07 b) (5.14)
Gymama(mb?e®)? [ 3(20% — 1)(50% — 1)s = s — 2m1m20(18 .
pu— O- B
h?Vo? — 1 202 — 1) 5
1 4 3+ 1202 — 4o h
- §m1m20(103 + 20’2) + mims(3 + 120 g f’ ) arccosh(o)
O' J—

2imyma(20% — 1)? —1 ‘ 11 N d <(20'2 —1) arccosh(a))
rev/or —1 4(0* — 1) 3 do o2 —1 ’
the last line of this expression is the radiation-reaction part which matches the result
of [17].

3We note that the static limit of the second line matches the quantum correction to the one-loop
amplitude evaluated in [35, 30]

;linl 2(62 1)

1 (1 —490% +180*  20(20% —1)(602 —7) arccosh(o)) 4 (5.13)

15 - o2 — 1 T 10°

“The classical part MQDO Cl(g,b) vanishes and does contribute to this result. The amplitude
MQDO(A) (0, b) is only needed for the eikonalisation of the two-loop amplitude as shown in eq. (5.17).
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5.2 Relation to the world-line formalism: velocity cuts

As we have remarked earlier, the two-loop amplitude can be organized with integrals
involving delta functions as in our earlier case of maximal supergravity [32]. There
is a simple correspondence between the order in the A expansion and the number
of delta-function insertions. Namely, symbolically we have the following pattern of
delta-function insertions

_ 1

My~ s | 3101 )32 - 1) (2 - o) (5.15)
1

./\/lg )~ h2q (0(p1-1)0(p1 - l2)0(p2 - L) + 6(p1 - 1) (p2 - 11)d(p2 - 12))

MEY ~ %/(5(171 “11)0(p2 - 1) + 0(p1 - 11)0(p1 - [2))

1

+ 7 / (0(p1 - 1)d(p2 - I2) +(p2 - L1)d(p2 - 1)) - (5.16)

We remark that only the inverse powers of i can be localised using delta-functions.
The quantum contributions, starting from the order A°, are not reducible to D — 1
dimensional integrals.

Because the delta functions project loop momenta onto external momenta, and
hence external four-velocities, we shall call the action of such delta functions velocity
cuts. They are not true D-dimensional cuts but they share many features with
genuine cuts, especially after Fourier transformation into b-space. Indeed, these
velocity cuts do not decouple the integrals in momentum space but certain parts of
them lead to factorized forms in b-space. This amplitude factorization is important
for the exponentiation of the eikonal phase. As will be explained next, we can readily
follow the diagrammatics of this factorization in b-space by tracing out how the cuts
are distributed. We indicate a velocity cut by a red dashed bar across a massive line.

For instance, two velocity cuts (i.e., two delta-function insertions) in the follow-
ing diagram

N

will in b-space lead to the product of the tree-level amplitude and a one-loop bubble
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integral, so that the integral becomes
MG — Z( B Gnmims(20% — 1)(7Tb2)6) " <G?\,m1m2(1 + 52202)(7Tb2)26>

hvo?2 —1 157h2y/ 02 — 1
= iM{ ™ (0,0) x MO(0,),

(5.17)

since MVQDO Cl(g,b) vanishes because the two velocity-cuts are taken regarding the
same internal momenta.

Two velocity cuts of the box-triangle integral in figure 7 lead, after a Fourier
transform to b-space, to a product of the tree-level amplitude and a triangle integral
in exactly the same way,” plus an extra term contributing to the eikonal phase. As
one final example, let us consider two velocity cuts in the double-box integral in
figure 8. After a Fourier transformation to b-space, this leads to the product of a
tree-level amplitude times a one-loop box, in addition to the extra pieces shown.

This graphical interpretation of the action of the delta functions also has another
advantage that we wish to explain. In ref. [3] we showed how to relate the second
quantized field theory analysis to that of the world-line formalism. In the conservative
sector and when integrals are evaluated in the potential region only, this connection
arises from extracting the residues of the time-components of the loop momenta. The
velocity cuts that we have illustrated in this two-loop calculation can be viewed as
a covariant generalization of that reduction in dimensionality of the loop integrals.
For an n-loop amplitude the most important set of graph topologies in this respect is
that of just n massive propagators. When we apply velocity cuts on such graphs all
massive propagators will have been acted upon and what is left can be reinterpreted
as external sources after a Fourier transform. In Figure 9 we draw those two-loop
topologies which correspond to just two massive propagators. As each velocity cut
removes one loop integration and effectively reduces the matter line to two external
sources we denote them by blobs in the same figure. The remaining three-dimensional
integrals are what appear as a spatial Fourier transform in the world-line formalism.
One of these integrations can be taken to represent the parametrized world line and
the remaining two integrations are analogous to the transformation into b-space.

Recently, Kélin, Liu, and Porto [10] (see also refs. [37-39]) have shown how to
derive the conservative part of the Post-Minkowskian scattering angle to the third
Post-Minkowskian order considered here. The diagrams needed are precisely those
listed in Figure 9. There are obviously many other diagrams contributing to the
(conservative) classical part of the full amplitude but those that factorize do not con-
tribute to physical observables and are eliminated by either the Born subtractions,
or the effective field theory matching, or the eikonal exponentiation, depending on

®In particular we see the correspondence between the first line of (3.17) and the quantum cor-
rection from the one-loop triangle in (C.15).
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Figure 7. Velocity cuts of the box-triangle diagrams.

which framework one prefers. Indeed, the world-line formalism works at the level
of the effective action and hence lives already in the exponent, without any need
of subtractions. This still leaves certain terms left over after the factorization and
those diagrams (which still have un-cut massive propagators because they stem from
topologies with, for n-loop graphs, with more than n massive propagators) do not ap-
pear to have a simple diagrammatic interpretation in world-line language, although
they are of course there. Graph topologies corresponding to radiation-reaction con-
tributions also have more than n massive propagators and will therefore also not
immediately be amenable to this kind of world-line interpretation. It is interesting to
note that the recent calculation of the conservative part at fourth Post-Minkowskian
order [8] is organized along similar lines of the exponentiated action and it should
therefore match quite directly to the world-line formalism at that order.

The correspondence between our present computation and the calculation at the
same order in the world-line formalism appears to run deeper than this. Indeed,
the basis of integrals used in ref. [10] coincides with ours, through the following
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Figure 8. Velocity cuts of the double-box diagram.

translation table: The set

{]111117 ]112117 1011017 ]110117 1002117 1001127 ]00111}7

of eq. (16) in ref. [10] corresponds to

0,0,1,1,1,1,1 ~0,0,1,1,1,1,2 ~0,0,0,1,0,1,1 ~0,0,1,1,1,1,0 +0,0,0,0,1,1,2 ~0,0,0,0,1,2,1 ~0,0,0,0,1,1,1
iz A A L A A L }

in our notation of equation (5.10) in [32]. This basis of master integrals suffices
for the part of the conservative sector that is immediately translatable into those
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Figure 9. Correspondence with world-line diagrams.

velocity cut diagrams that have matches to standard world-line diagrams. We note
that Z000.L0L1 — () is set to zero in the analysis of [10, 21], and indeed it only
contributes to the radiation-reaction terms. In ref. [10] two more basis integrals were
needed. They were denoted by

1,2 1,1
{M1(1,1%1007 M1(1,1%100 5
in eq. (18) of ref. [10] and they correspond to our remaining two
(ZVLO0LLL TLL0O0LLL (5 — 1)}

from ref. [32]. This demonstrates explicitly the one-to-one match of the two bases.
It is as expected for the diagrams for the conservative sector since we have seen the
translation table between graph topologies. But as we have shown here, just the
same basis of integrals also encapsulates all radiation-reaction parts. Since the basis
of master integrals contains also the crucial terms from what is known as the soft
region of the integrals, it does suggest that radiation reaction also has a natural
interpretation in world-line language. At higher orders in the Post-Minkowskian
expansion we expect the corresponding choice of a minimal basis of master integrals
to be quite crucial in order to simplify calculations.
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5.3 The scattering angle

We can now evaluate the eikonal phase at third Post-Minkowskian order. The clas-
sical limit of the two-loop two-body scattering in 5.8 takes the form needed for the
exponentation of the classical third Post-Minkowskian eikonal in 5.14

1+ My(o,b) = (1+ 2iA(0,b)) exp <2—h’ > oo, b)) . (5.18)

L>0 L>0
Thanks to the factorized form of the two-loop classical contribution in (5.8) we have
the first Post-Minkowskian eikonal phase
h GNm1m2(202 — 1)
do(o,b) = =(5.10) = —
0(0,b) = 5(5.10) T T
the second Post-Minkowskian eikonal phase
51(0_’ b) _ E,<511> _ 37rG?V(m1 + mg)m1m2(502 — 1)
2 8bvo? —1

and the third Post-Minkowskian eikonal phase from the real part of the third Post-
Minkowskian amplitude

(mb?e?®)° + Oe), (5.19)

(mb*er®)*, (5.20)

3 2 VB 3€ 25(12 4_1 2 1
52(0,b)=gRe(5.14): Gymama(mb ™) ( s(120* = 100” 4 1)

202/ 0?2 — 1 02 —1
_ 47”1;7120(25 - 140%) + 4mima(3 + 12022— 4(174) arccosh(c)
0' J—

N 2m1m2(202 . 1)2 1 < B 11 d ((202 —1) arCCOSh(U)>)>_ (5.21)

02 —1 (4(c2 = 1))¢ 3 + do o2 —1
And the leading quantum corrections at one-loop
28, = M (0, b). (5.22)

The third Post-Minkowskian order scattering angle is then obtained as

. (X NG 065(0,b)
- _ 2
St (2) ’3PM mimevVo?2 —1 ob (5 3)

giving
, (X) ’ G3v/s [ 3(20% —1)(bo? — 1)s
sin ( = =
2/ lspm bB3(02 —1) 2(0?2 —1)
n my ;F m3 (1802 — 1) — m1m20(103 +20%) + dmima(3 + 12022— 4;74) arccosh (o)
O' J—

i et (4 (TR ) oy

(5.24)
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Using the definition of the angular momentum

Vo2 —
g = nneve 1bcos (K) , (5.25)

N 2

we obtain for the scattering angle at the first and second Post-Minkowskian order

QGNm1m2(202 — 1)

X1PM = Jm )

3rG%mimi(my + my)(50? — 1)

X2PM = YNNG , (5.26)
and at the third Post-Minkowksian order we obtain
X3Py = XsPM + X5541 (5.27)
with
N 2G3m3m3 (6406° — 1200* + 6002 — 5)
X3PM = 3

3J3 (02 —1)

8G3mimivo? — 1 3+ 120% — 40 h
N lei:z]?/a <a(—25 40 + 3(3+ 120 20 )larccos (a))7 (5.28)
$ o2 —

from the first and the second line of (5.21), matching the expressions in |2, 5, 40].
And the radiation-reaction part from the third line of (5.21)

Raa. _ AG3mim3(20% —1)? 1 11 N d ((20'2 - 1) arccosh(a))
Xspar = T3 (2 —0)\ " 3 " do o '

(5.29)
This expression matches the results of [15, 16, 20].

6 Conclusion

Using the integration method proposed in ref. [32], we have evaluated the two-to-two
massive scattering amplitude of two scalars in Einstein gravity, keeping all terms
that are needed to compute the classical scattering angle at third Post-Minkowskian
order. The expansion is ordered as a Laurent expansion in A, but can also be bro-
ken into pieces corresponding to the conservative sector and additional pieces that
have recently been identified as radiation-reaction contributions. Our results have
confirmed all aspects of the recent work in refs. [14-17].

An important simplification of our calculation stems from the fact that the same
small basis of master integrals that recently was used to solve the corresponding
problem in maximal supergravity [32] can be used in Einstein gravity as well. Sim-
ilarly, the reduction of dimensionality in the integrals due to a specific grouping of
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integrands works in Einstein gravity just as it does in maximal supergravity. This
gives us the link to the world-line formalism through what we have dubbed velocity
cuts. We anticipate that these simplifications apply to higher orders in the Post-
Minkowskian expansion as well.
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A The five-point tree amplitude and the three-graviton cut

To compute the cut integral, we need the five points amplitude where a massive scalar
emits three gravitons. The result for these contributions is obtained by computing
the tree amplitudes using Feynman diagrams, and was confirmed using the double
copy relations (see [11] for a review) from the QCD amplitude of the emission of
three gluons from a massive scalar [42|. This amplitude can be put in a simple form
using the helicity formalism (see [43] for a review), and subsequently considering the
two independent helicity configurations [14].

The singlet amplitude

'L.MO(plapllv lf—v l;—, li—’:—) ==

(837G y)2m] Z (i - L) (& - b)tre (U, p1, py, U]
<l1 l2>2 <l1 l3>2 <l2 l3>2 1<i#j#£k<3 (pl : lk)<p/1 ' ll) ’
(A.1)
with iMo(p1, P}, 11,15, 15 ) obtained by complex conjugation. The singlet amplitude
is the one given in [45]. This amplitude vanishes when m; = 0.

We have defined

try(abed) =2(a-bc-d—a-cb-d+a-db-c)=£ 2" a,b,c,d,. (A.2)
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The non-singlet amplitude

(QWGN)% AR ARGk
olpr-pi. Iy 2 2§;§3 (b l) (i) (B - 1) (- L) (py - 1) (03 - )
(Lpilla) (L |p) 1) 2 Iy 1] (L[ pa o] {la|pals] (L |pa|ph ] 1n)?

(U)LY (L)L L) (o ) (P 0s) (L) (ils) (o ls) (I 1) (L - L) (p1 - )

2 [l 13]3<l1|p1|p’1|l1>2> (o —p,), (A3)

<l2 l3> (ll . lg)(ll . lg)t

with iMo(p1, P}, 1T, 15, 15) obtained by complex conjugation. The advantage of these
expressions is that they keep track of the symmetry regarding p; and —p) exchange,
and regarding the internal momenta [y, ls and I3 satisfying [y + o + I3+ ¢ = 0.

The three-particle cut The three-particle cut in (2.7) is obtained by summing
the singlet and the non-singlet contributions

Mg—cut(o_’ q2) _ Mg’_wt(a, qZ) + M%‘C‘N(U’ q2) , (A4)

singlet non—singlet

where

dP1,dPl i
Mo )| lt:/#5(11+l2+13+®
single

(2m)2P 121212
1 —_ - —
xo(X Mol 10 ) Mo, 15 1515
© Perm(ly,la,l3)

1
+ 5 Z MO(plaph 1> 1 ) )MO(p27p27l+7l;r7l§r))a (A5)

’ Perm(l1,l2,l3)

and the non-singlet cut

M (0, ¢?) /lelle25(z +lo+ 13+ Q)55 o
o — - - “
2 4 non—singlet (27T) ! 2 3 1 l%%l%
1 _ o
X (5 M (plvphll 7l+ l+>M0<p27p/271f7l1 7l3)
" Perm(ly,l2,13)

1
+ 5 Z MO(plaph 1> 17 )MO(p27p27l1 7l+ l+)) (A6)

’ Perm(l1,l2,l3)

B Numerator factors

In this appendix we list the numerator factors entering the expression of the three-
particle cut of section 3. With the individual integral defined by the graphs we obtain
the following numerators from the tensorial reduction of the three-particle cut:
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The double-box numerators have to be expanded up to order (ig)>.
The numerator factor for the double-box integral in the left of figure 1 in the
s-channel

NE) = 5127°G3 (mi +mj — 2(m3 + m3)s + s°)* = 223G mimS(20% — 1)%, (B.1)

the numerator factor for the crossed double-box integral in the right of figure 1 in
the s-channel

NEEosss) = B33 (96mSm(20% — 1)° + 8mim3a(20% — 1)2(hq)*(la - Is) + O((h)")) -

(B.2)
The numerator for the double-box integral in the u-channel is given by
J\/’é%) = 51273G% (m] + mj — 2(m? + md)u + u?)? (B.3)

— 223G, (96mimS(20” — 1) — 6mimo (20> — 12(hi)* + O((h)")) .
and for the cross double-box integral in the u-channel
Cross,u 3
/\/'E(D = 287G, (m(fmg(ch2 —1)° = 8mim3o(20* — 1)*(hq)* (2 - I + Z) + O((h@4))
(B.4)

The box-triangle numerators have to be expanded to the order |Ag].

The numerator factor for the non-planar box-triangle integral in the right of
figure 2 in the s-channel is NE(éVP) = NE(éVP’I) + Néévp’m with

NWPD 10247T3(;§V(m?m§(202 — D) ((p2- 11 = p2 - 12)* +4m3(1 — 40?) (1 - 1))
VPD)
I -1y

_2771?77120’(77,@(]?2 . ll — P2 12)(2m§(1 — 20’2> - (pg . ll — P2 12)2 + 8771%(30'2 — 1)([1 . lg))
ly - 1o

+0((h9?)), (B.5)

and

NP = 1024W3G§V(m?m3(202 — D((pa-h — 224 : 52)2 +4mj(1 — 40%) (1 - 1))
1702
_2m‘;’m20(h@(p2 = po 1) (2m3(1 — 20%) — (p2 - Iy — pa - 1o)* + 8m3(30% — 1) (11 - I2))
ly -1y

+ (9((7@2)). (B.6)

The numerator factor for the planar box-triangle integral in the left of figure 2 in the
s-channel is V) = NG + M with

24m9m3(20% — 1)((p2 - Iy — p2 - 13)* + 4m3(1 — 40?) (1, - 13))
Iy - 13

— 16mimo(hd)(ps -l — ps - Is)(20° — 1) + 0((7@2)), (B.7)

NG = 1024763
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and
mbm3(20% — 1)((ps - 11 — pa - I3)? + 4m3(1 — 40?) (11 - I3))
I -1
+ 16mimio(hd)(pz - I — pr - I)(20% — 1) + 0((7@2)). (B.8)

NEID - 10247T3G§’V<

The numerator factor for the planar box-triangle integral in the left of figure 2 in the
u-channel is NE(:;) = Néf;’” + /\/’ég’n) with

N = 10247T3G§V<m?m3(202 —1)((pa-1a —124 : 53)2 +4mj(1 — 40?) (11 - 1))
1°43

— 16mimio (hq)(ps - b — p - 15)(20% — 1) + 0((7@2)), (B.9)

and

NED = 1024w3g§v<m?m%<202 —D((p2- b — 2;2 : ;3)2 +4m3(1 — 40%) (1 - 13))
1°03

+16mimio (h) (pa -l — pa - 13) (20% — 1) + 0((@2)), (B.10)

with similar expression for the numerators of the amplitude M3 (o, b).

The double-triangle numerator The numerator factor for the double-triangle
diagram in figure 3 is given by

2 2

mim3(20% — 1) (ug - lo — uy - l3) +m‘fm%(Zaz — D(ug -l —uy - 1l3)

— 102473G3 (
No TN Iy - Is Iy - s

mSm2(20 _(1;1)(.12). =g 1)? O (—5 + 340?) +@((@)>, (B.11)

The H diagram numerator The numerator factor for the H diagram in figure 4

is given by

_ 187Gy

Nu 3

(= 48(~4mimd((L> + 1s)? = (b + 15)? + 40%) (- lo)?
— 8mj(py - lo)" + 16mim3o(py - I2) (P2 - )
o md (m(=1 = 200 + B)2(1+ (2 + 1)) = 20 + L) (1 + (1 + 1))
40 Ay +13)2 + (I + 1)+ (I + 1) — 200+ 15)2(L + 15)2 + (I + 13)4) o?
— 40 4 Am2((l+15)2 — ( +15)2 — 40%) (o - 11)? — 8(p2 - 1)*)) (h)* + 0((@5)).
(B.12)

The box-bubble diagram numerator The numerator factor for the box diagram
in figure 5 is given by

204873G3,mima(20? — 1)(1 + 52202
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C The one-loop two-body amplitude

The one-loop two-body scattering is done using the two-particle cuts following the
computation in [36]

! Ph
M% Cut(g q ) n . (C]')

|
P :
|

We reduce the tensorial integrals using LiteRed [33], we find that the amplitude
decomposes as

Mi(0,¢%) = M7 + M7 + M7 + M. (C.2)
The box contribution is given by

M7 (0, ¢%) = 256m°mimyGy (20° — 1)° (I, + 1,) — 10247*m3m3 G (20% — 1)|Ag|* L.,
(C.3)

with the scalar one-loop box and cross-box integrals

P D2 D1 D2

This box part has the following Laurent expansion in A up to the first quantum

correction
MP(o,¢%) = T (MI 4 M7+ MPO + o)) (C.5)
with
o) __STmdmiGh (20° — 12(4m)T(1 + OT(=) o
|hg|*T'(—2€)vo? — 1 ’ .
' € r r
MTY = 872 m2miG3 (20 1)21(4@ (1) [ = 9T + 6), (C.7)

|hg| (o — 1) w2 (—2e)
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(4m)T(1 + €)'(—¢)?
(62 — 1)2T(—2e)

X <2:im2 + (1 + 2¢)(o arccosh(o) — Vo? — 1))

MYV = 4mim3 G5 (207 — 1)?

i(4m)€arccosh(o) T'(—€)?T(1 + ¢)
o2 —1 F(—QE)

At the leading order in € the first quantum correction from the box integral reads

— 32mimsGa(20% — 1) \hgl>.  (C.8)

8G?Vm%m§(202 —1)(4mwe 7E)"

elq? (o —1)2

X (M +1i((7 — 60?%) arccosh(c) — (20% — 1)Vo? — 1)) . (C.9)

2m1m2

MD(O

The triangle contribution: The right-triangle graph

Py ”
2
Mi(o,¢%) = (C.10)
P2
D1
has the following numerator factor
8(po - 11)?
N, = 647°miG% <4m§(402 —1)+ %) —256m°miG? (mq+8mao)pa-li+O(|hg|?),
- (C.11)
which after tensorial reduction leads to
d”l  o(pi-1)
T = 24in° G} 50° — 1 /
Ml(gaq ) m Nm1m2( U ) (27T)D_1 l%(ll +q)2
— 6472 Gamim3(220% — 1) / 47h L (C.12)
(2m)P 13(1y + q)?
The Laurent expansion in A up to the first quantum correction reads
Mifod’) = [ PE (M M50+ o) (C.13)
with the classical and first quantum contributions
_ 3im2GAm3m3(50% — 1)(4dme 1E )¢
i) = S Cmimoe — Yne ) (C.14)
MO — _ 4iG{mim3(220% — 1)i(4me %) | (C.15)
€

with an equivalent expression for the left-triangle graph Mj3(o, ¢*) with exchanging
my and ms.

— 28 —



The bubble contribution

Mi(o,¢%) = (C.16)
b1 y2)

has the numerator factor
N, = 647r2G?V( — 4m3m3 + 40mimso® + 24m3(py - 11)?
— 64m1m2crp1 . llpg . ll + 24m%(p2 . l1)2 + 16(]91 . l1)2(p2 . l1)2> + O(|hﬂ|), (Cl?)

which after tensorial reduction leads to

64m2G3m2m3(1 + 52202) dPl, 1
o 2 Ny
= ) C.18
Mo ) 5 | (1)
This starts contributing from the first quantum correction

o 4i(4me 7B )G mAm3(1 + 52202

15¢|q|?

The one-loop amplitude in (C.2), and reads including the first quantum cor-

rection 1

lgl*

Ml(av q2) -

(M + MY+ MO 0n). (C-20)
with
M = M7,
MED = MED MY 4 M,
MO = MY+ MO 1 MO 4 M5O, (C.21)
D DMaster integrals

In this appendix we recall the expressions for the master integrals computed in [32].
With the following definition for the master integral

1,12,13,14,15,16,17

1
) (12)ms ((Iy 4+ 12)2 — 2(c — Dk - l1k - Ip)™7’ (D.1)
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2 —

where we have defined k% = uy, = —1 and k - u; = 0, we collect the results obtained

in section 5 of [32].

L(z +eT(;—¢)"
T =9 41‘0,0,1,1,1,1,0 — 4 2 2 D2
(o) =2 © 2(4m)32T(1 — 20)2° (D-2)

and

Iy(0) = 2¢*Vo? — 170000111

(- 26F<%—€)3F(26) 2y T dt
= ( (4m)P-1T(2 — 36)( 1) /1 - 1)%+36

2 3¢ [7 dts & diy 3 4
+ 2b5(0° — 1) : - e+ 0(), (D.3)
E-0FE L

1

and

13(0) — 2632 — 170:0:0,0,1,1,2

_ —b5€ _ ( 4 b5 /U dtQ /‘t2 dtl
(0* = 1) (@2=D )y @2—1z<)i (#2—1)3t

4el(3 — €)°D(2e) 1 /" dt
(4m)PIT(2 = 3e) (02 = 1) Sy (12— 1)2

_5)63 +O(eh, (D.4)

and

| 26T(% —€)°T'(2¢) o L P y
= ( (47T)D711—‘(% . 36) + 2b5[ (t2 _ 1)%+6> + O( ), (D5)

and

To(o) = 26 (4e ;21)_(216 — 1)20’070,170’171
ie(4m)?  (=1)T(1 —2€)*T'(1 + 2¢)*T(1 — ¢)

TR 1) T(1—4e)0(1+¢) ’

(D.6)

with (—1)¢ = €™ =1 + ime + O(€?), and

Is(o) = 2¢*/ o2 — 170011111 (D.7)

_ % arcsinh <\/§> <7r+2¢ (ﬁil))emsmh Q/?)) +O(e),

1-7(0) = 864(0'2 _ 1)1-—1,—1,1,171,171 + 4640:[0’0’1’1’1’1’0,
=0+ O(e), (D.8)

and
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and
iyl (—e)I(—3 — 26)[(2 +26)[(5 — e)L(—3 —¢)
(4m)3=20(=2€)0 (=4 — 3¢) ’
(D.9)
with the + sign for the +ie prescription and — for the +ic of the linear denominator.
We refer to section 5.5.4 of [32] for details. And, finally,

Ts(o) = —STOL00L12 — 4

To(0) = ETH100LLL (D.10)

b5€2

= b9€2 -

( arccosh(o) — € ( arccosh(o)?

+ Li, (2 —20(0 + m>) ) + 0(6)) .

with
i(4m)%€ (=1)T(1 — 2€)*T(1 + 2€)°T(1 — ¢)

3272 T(1—4€)(1+e) ’
and by depends on the ie prescription of the linear denominators, with the result (we
refer to section 5.5.5 of [32] for details)

bs = (D.11)

bit =by~ = —2b¢ . (D.12)
e oy ET(=e’T(1+2)  (dmem)* >
W=t = g = sz O (D.13)
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