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We compute the conservative two-body Hamiltonian of a compact binary system with a spinning
black hole through O(G3) to all orders in velocity, including linear and quadratic spin terms. To
obtain our results we calculate the classical limit of the two-loop amplitude for the scattering of
a massive scalar particle with a massive spin-1 particle minimally coupled to gravity. We employ
modern scattering amplitude and loop integration techniques, in particular numerical unitarity,
integration-by-parts identities, and the method of regions. The conservative potential in terms of
rest-frame spin vectors is extracted by matching to a non-relativistic effective field theory. We also
apply the Kosower-Maybee-O’Connell (KMOC) formalism to calculate the impulse in the covariant
spin formalism directly from the amplitude. We work systematically in conventional dimensional
regularization and explicitly evaluate all divergent integrals that appear in full- and effective-theory
amplitudes, as well as in the phase-space integrals that arise in the KMOC formalism.

INTRODUCTION

After the momentous observation of gravitational
waves produced by the merging of a black hole pair [1],
the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA collaboration continues to ex-
plore gravitational waves generated by compact binary
systems. The systems so far detected [2] are mainly
formed by a pair of black holes with masses in the range of
5 to 100 solar masses, although a handful of events have
been associated to systems involving one or two neutron
stars. Extracting such details about the binary systems
that produced the detected gravitational waves hinges
on our ability to precisely predict the structure of such
signals based on the parameters of the systems, like for
example the masses of the coalescent compact objects, es-
pecially in the light of the next-generation gravitational
wave detectors [3, 4]. A critical theoretical input to pro-
duce these predictions is the conservative Hamiltonian of
the two-body system.

Great efforts have been devoted to improve the predic-
tions of binary dynamics through perturbative means.
We work in the post-Minkowskian (PM) framework [5–
14] which expands in Newton’s constant while keeping
the full dependence on velocity. Long considered difficult,
high-order PM corrections to the conservative dynamics
of spinless binary system enjoyed recent progress using
scattering amplitudes and their classical limits [15–17],
in combination with effective field theory and advanced
integration techniques. The computation of the conser-
vative two-body dynamics at O(G3) [18–23] and O(G4)

[24, 25] for spinless binary systems has been completed.1

Including spin effects is expected to be of high rele-
vance in order to describe some of the detected binary
systems (see e.g. Ref. [2]). This is particularly the case
due to known degeneracies between the mass-ratio of the
binary system and their spin, which leads to strongly
biased parameter inference [40–43]. Therefore obtain-
ing predictions for spin-dependent terms in the conser-
vative potential is a necessity. Related results for up to
fifth post-Newtonian (PN) order have appeared employ-
ing classical [44–63] and effective field theory methods
[64–94]. In the PM approach, progress has been made
at the first two PM orders [95–108]. At O(G2), the scat-
tering amplitudes approach have produced results up to
quadratic-in-spin terms [109, 110], up to quartic-in-spin
terms [111], fifth-power in spin [112], and even includ-
ing all-orders-in-spin contributions [113, 114]. Further-
more, recently a study based on the worldline quantum
field theory (QFT) formalism [115–118] has been pre-
sented on the impulse and spin kick in the scattering
of two spinning compact objects including quadratic-in-
spin contributions and up to order O(G3) [119]. Propos-
als to express observables for spinning binaries through a
generating function known as the eikonal exponent have
appeared in Refs. [109, 121].
There is not a single definition of conservative dynam-

ics in the literature, and here we adopt the definition
used by Damour et. al. [14, 122] as well as Ref. [25],

1 The O(G3) and O(G4) results have also been obtained [26–28]
in the worldline approach. See also progress in post-Newtonian
corrections in the last few years in Refs. [29–39].
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based on a time-symmetric prescription for the gravi-
ton propagators, thereby excluding contributions from
radiation-reaction and in particular contributions from
zero-frequency graviton exchanges. These effects con-
serve the total energy of the system but in general not
the orbital angular momentum. To determine the lat-
ter contributions it is efficient to employ complementary
approaches based on linear response relations or soft the-
orems (see e.g. Refs.[119] and [120] for recent applica-
tions involving spin; and the latter reference for hidden
relations with the spinless case).

In this letter we compute for the first time the conser-
vative binary Hamiltonian with a spinning black hole up
to O(G3) including terms linear and quadratic in spin.

SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

We make use of the fact that 2 → 2 scattering ampli-
tudes for processes involving spin-s massive particles can
be used to fully characterize the conservative spinning
dynamics through 2s powers of spin [123]. Therefore,
we consider a theory of a massive scalar ϕ and a mas-
sive spin-1 (vector) field Aµ minimally coupled to gravity,
which is described by the following Lagrangian

L =
√
−g

[
−2R

κ2
+

1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

2
m2

ϕϕ
2

−1

4
gµαgνβFαβFµν +

1

2
m2

Ag
µνAµAν

]
, (1)

where κ =
√
32πG, gµν is the metric tensor, g =

det(gµν), R is the Ricci scalar associated to gµν , and
Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. Furthermore we work in the weak
field approximation, i.e. gµν = ηµν + κhµν , where hµν

is the graviton field. We consider the elastic scatter-
ing process A(p1, ϵ1) + ϕ(p2) → ϕ(p3) + A(p4, ϵ4), where
p21 = p24 = m2

A, p22 = p23 = m2
ϕ, and ϵ1,4 are the po-

larization vectors of the incoming and outgoing vector
particles. We work in the center-of-mass (COM) frame
in which the momentum transfer takes the form qµ =
pµ2 − pµ3 = (0, q). Momenta are decomposed [136, 137] as
p1 = p̄1−q/2, p2 = p̄2+q/2, p3 = p̄2−q/2, p4 = p̄1+q/2,
with p̄i · q = 0. In the COM frame the spatial momenta

read p1 = −p2 = p̄− q/2 ≡ p and EA,ϕ =
√
m2

A,ϕ + p2.

We express the scattering amplitude in terms of the vari-
ables {mA,mϕ, σ, q

2} with σ = p1·p2

mAmϕ
.

We numerically compute the tree-level, one- and two-
loop scattering amplitudes employing the multi-loop nu-
merical unitarity method [129–133], as implemented in
the Caravel framework [138], using finite field arith-
metic to allow for the reconstruction of corresponding
analytic expressions [139, 140]. This framework has al-
ready been used in the calculation of two-loop ampli-
tudes in gravity [141] and we have extended it here to
allow the handling of massive particles. We have also

included the interaction vertices needed in our calcula-
tion from the Lagrangian in Eq. (1) with the help of the
xAct [142, 143] package.
We decompose the scattering amplitudes in terms of 5

form factors M =
∑5

n=1 MnTn, Tn = ϵ1,µT
µν
n ϵ⋆4,ν , with

{Tµν
1 , . . ., Tµν

5 }={ηµν , qµqν , q2p̄µ2 p̄ν2 , p̄
[µ
2 qν], p̄

(µ
2 qν)} , (2)

where a(µbν) = aµbν + aνbµ and a[µbν] = aµbν − aνbµ.
The form factors Mn are obtained by computing 5 dif-
ferent helicity amplitudes and solving numerically for
them. Parity invariance and crossing symmetry imply
that only M1,2,3,4 are present in the amplitude, though
M5 is present in the integrand before loop integration.
To perform the loop integration we employ integration-

by-parts (IBP) identities [155], obtained with the
Fire 6 [156] program. This step is highly simplified
by employing finite field values for the kinematic invari-
ants and truncating the IBP relations by taking into ac-
count the power counting of the contributions relevant
to the classical result. After doing an univariate rational
reconstruction of the master-integral coefficients in q2,
we expand in a Laurent series all master integrals and
their coefficients for small momentum transfer q2 and
in ϵ, using the results of Ref. [137] and keeping terms
up to O

(
(q2)0

)
. The coefficients in this double expan-

sion are yet-unknown rational functions in the variables
{mA,mϕ, σ}. We then employ multiple numerical eval-
uations to perform a multivariate rational reconstruc-
tion [140]. We are able to reconstruct the analytic expres-
sions for the relevant classical terms of all required am-
plitudes by employing modest computational resources.
The resulting amplitudes are given in the supplemental
material, which includes computer-readable files [157].

EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

We employ effective field theory (EFT) techniques [16,
109, 134] to extract the two-body Hamiltonian for our
system. We construct a non-relativistic EFT with non-
local contact interactions described by the Lagrangian

LEFT =

∫
k

ϕ̂†(−k)
(
i∂t −

√
k2 +m2

ϕ

)
ϕ̂(k)

+

∫
k

Â†,i(−k)

(
i∂t −

√
k2 +m2

A

)
Âi(k) (3)

−
∫
k,k′

Ṽij(k,k
′)Â†,i(k′)Âj(k)ϕ̂†(−k′)ϕ̂(−k) ,

with
∫
k

≡
∫

d3k
(2π)3 . The fields ϕ̂ and Â are defined in

their respective rest frames. The potential Ṽij can be
decomposed into different spin operators according to

Ṽij(k,k
′) =

4∑
n=1

Ṽ (n)(k,k′)Oij
n

(
k + k′

2
,k′ − k

)
, (4)
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where the non-relativistic tensor structures Oij
n (p̄, q) are

{Oij
1 , . . . , Oij

4 } = {δij , p̄[iqj], qiqj , q2p̄ip̄j} . (5)

To connect to the classical spin we relate the non-
relativistic tensor structures to spin operators using the
representation (Si)jk = −iϵijk. We find

O1 = 1 , O2 = −i(q × p̄) · S ,

O3 =
1

2
q2S2 − (q · S)2 ,

O4 = q2

(
1

2
p̄2S2 − (p̄ · S)2

)
,

(6)

where we defined On ≡ Oij
n (p̄, q)Â†,i(p̄ − q/2)Âj(p̄ +

q/2). We ignore the Casimir operator O5 = q2S2 in the
amplitude calculation for simplicity in this initial study,
though we determine its coefficient in the potential by
requiring consistency with the results of Ref. [119] in the
aligned-spin limit2. Note that the polarization tensor
representation of Oij

n in Eq. (5) can be used within con-
ventional dimensional regularization for computing diver-
gent EFT amplitudes, while the spin operators in Eq. (6)
are intrinsically 3-dimensional and are used to represent
the finite potential obtained by EFT matching. We nor-
malize the coefficients of the operators in Eq. (4) includ-
ing dimensional regularization factors as

Ṽ (n)(k,k′) =
(4π)3/2−ϵ

q2

∞∑
L,Q=0

(
µ2

q2

)Lϵ
GL+1|q|L+Q

2(L+1)(1−2ϵ)

×
Γ
[
1− 1

2 (1− 2ϵ)L
]

Γ
[
1
2 (1− 2ϵ)(L+ 1)

] c̃(n)L+1,Q(k
2) , (7)

where q = k′−k and µ is the dimensional regularization
scale, while L denotes the loop order andQ the additional
powers of ℏ beyond the classical limit. The unknown

coefficients c̃
(n)
L,Q(k

2) are fixed by matching the EFT and
full-theory amplitudes.

p1

p2 p3

p4

Ṽ +
p1

p2 p3

p4

Ṽ Ṽ

p1 + `

p2 − `

+
p1

p2 p3

p4

Ṽ Ṽ Ṽ

p1 + `1 p1 + `2

p2 − `1 p2 − `2

FIG. 1. The EFT amplitude is given by iterated bubble dia-
grams. Blue (red) lines refer to scalar (vector) particles. Each

potential Ṽ has a perturbative expansion in terms of κ.

The EFT amplitude is given by iterated bubble dia-
grams [16], see Fig. 1. We start by decomposing the nu-
merator of each diagram in terms of the operators On by

explicitly constructing projectors. Then, we follow the
procedure outlined in Ref. [16], i.e. we integrate out en-
ergy components of the loop momenta using the residue
theorem. Then the propagators are expanded for in the
soft region ℓ ∼ |q|, yielding the amplitude in terms of
the linearized (3 − 2ϵ)-dimensional master integrals of
Ref. [137]. We then obtain the L-loop EFT amplitude as
an expansion in |q|,

M(L)
EFT =

(κ
2

)2+2L
(
µ2

q2

)Lϵ 4∑
n=1

∞∑
k=0

d
(n)
L,k

|q|2−k
On . (8)

As explained in Refs. [101, 109] to perform the matching
to the relativistic loop amplitude the relativistic tensor
structures Tn have to be converted into non-relativistic
counterparts On. The necessary relations are given in
the supplemental material [157].
Let us discuss the differences between the EFT match-

ing procedure that we have employed and the one in-
troduced in Ref. [16] and later used in Refs. [18, 19]
at the two-loop order and in Ref. [109] for the case of
spin. In these references, the integration of the rela-
tivistic amplitude is performed by an expansion and re-
summation in the velocity. In this process IR-divergent
integrals are kept unevaluated and explicitly matched
to the corresponding EFT integrals, therefore strictly
speaking no dimensional regularization is required. How-
ever, this strategy relies on subtle arguments for the can-
cellation of evanescent effects, i.e. terms subleading in
ϵ or |q| at lower loops being promoted to physically-
significant terms after multiplying divergent iteration in-
tegrals. Here we explicitly evaluate all such sublead-
ing terms in dimensional regularization in a transpar-
ent manner. This makes it natural to use dimensional
regularization in an relativistic approach to conservative
classical dynamics as introduced in Ref. [137] in conjunc-
tion with treating the EFT in dimensional regularization
as described in this letter.

CLASSICAL HAMILTONIAN

The result of the EFT calculation described before are
the matching coefficients c̃

(n)
L+1 = c̃

(n)
L+1,0. For the spin-

orbit coupling we find

c̃
(2)
L+1 = c̃

(2)
L+1,red + c̃

(2)
L+1,iter +

c̃
(1)
L+1,red

m2
A(γ1 + 1)

, (9)

with γ1 = EA/mA. The coefficients c̃
(1)
L+1,red are related

to the scalar coupling [18, 19], while the c̃
(2)
L+1,iter are given

in terms of lower-order coefficients. We find

2 Up to O(G2), this could be fixed by conjectured relations be-
tween different spin structures in Refs. [112] and [113].
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c̃
(1)
1,red(k

2) =
m2

Am
2
ϕ

E2ξ

(
1− 2σ2

)
, c̃

(1)
2,red(k

2) =
3(mϕ +mA)m

2
ϕm

2
A

4E2ξ
(1− 5σ2) , (10)

c̃
(1)
3,red(k

2) =
m2

Am
2
ϕ

E2ξ

[
−2

3
mAmϕ

(
arccosh(σ)√

σ2 − 1

(
−12σ4 + 36σ2 + 9

)
+ 22σ3 − 19σ

)
− 2(m2

ϕ +m2
A)
(
6σ2 + 1

)]
+

3Em2
Am

2
ϕ

4E2ξ
(mA +mϕ)

(1− 2σ2)(1− 5σ2)

(σ2 − 1)
−

3m4
Am

4
ϕ

E2ξk2
, (11)

c̃
(2)
1,red(k

2) = − 2σmϕ

Eξ
, c̃

(2)
2,red(k

2) =
mϕ(4mA + 3mϕ)σ(5σ

2 − 3)

4Eξ(σ2 − 1)
, (12)

c̃
(2)
3,red(k

2) =
mϕ

Eξ(σ2−1)2
[
−2m2

Aσ(3−12σ2+10σ4)−
(
83
6 +27σ2−52σ4+ 44

3 σ6
)
mAmϕ −m2

ϕσ
(
7
2−14σ2+12σ4

)
+
(4mA+3mϕ)E

4
σ(2σ2−1)(5σ2−3)+4mAmϕσ(σ

2−6)(2σ2+1)
√

σ2−1 arccosh(σ)

]
, (13)

c̃
(2)
1,iter(k

2) = 0 , c̃
(2)
2,iter(k

2) = Eξc̃
(2)
1

∂c̃
(1)
1

∂k2
+ c̃

(1)
1

Eξ
∂c̃

(2)
1

∂k2
+

c̃
(2)
1

(
2E2ξ
k2 + 1

ξ − 3
)

2E

 , (14)

c̃
(2)
3,iter(k

2) =
(
c̃
(1)
1

)
2

(
−2

3
E2ξ2

∂2c̃
(2)
1

∂(k2)2
+

(
ξ

(
3−E2ξ

k2

)
−1

)
∂c̃

(2)
1

∂k2
+c̃

(2)
1

(
1
2ξ−2

E2
+
3ξ−1

k2

))
(15)

+c̃
(1)
1

(
c̃
(2)
1

((
−3E2ξ2

k2
+6ξ−2

)
∂c̃

(1)
1

∂k2
−4

3
E2ξ2

∂2c̃
(1)
1

∂(k2)2

)

+
4

3
Eξ

(
∂c̃

(2)
2

∂k2
−2Eξ

∂c̃
(1)
1

∂k2

∂c̃
(2)
1

∂k2

)
+
E2ξ2

(
c̃
(2)
1

)
2

2k2
+c̃

(2)
2

(
2
3ξ−2

E
+
Eξ

k2

)−1

6
E2ξ2

(
c̃
(2)
1

)
3

+c̃
(2)
1

2

3
Eξ

(
∂c̃

(1)
2

∂k2
−2Eξ

(
∂c̃

(1)
1

∂k2

)
2

)
+
c̃
(1)
2

(
3E2ξ
k2 + 1

ξ−3
)

3E

+
2

3
Eξc̃

(1)
2

∂c̃
(2)
1

∂k2
+
4

3
Eξc̃

(2)
2

∂c̃
(1)
1

∂k2
,

where E = EA + Eϕ and ξ = EAEϕ/E
2. These expres-

sions represent our results for the spin-orbit term in the
momentum-space potential in Eq. (7). The correspond-
ing results for the quadratic-in-spin terms are given in the
supplemental material [157]. Finally we convert to po-
sition space and obtain the Hamiltonian by computing
the Fourier transform of the potential in Eq. (7). The
resulting Hamiltonian reads

H =
√

p2 +m2
A +

√
p2 +m2

ϕ + V (1)(r2,p2)

+ V (2)(r2,p2)
L · S
r2

+ V (3)(r2,p2)
(r · S)2

r4

+ V (4)(r2,p2)
(p · S)2

r2
+ V (5)(r2,p2)

S2

r2
,

(16)

where each coefficient is expanded as

V (n)(r2,p2) =

3∑
L=1

(
G

r

)L

c
(n)
L (p2) +O(G4) . (17)

The scalar potential V (1)(r2,p2) coincides with the re-

sults of Ref. [18, 19]. The c
(n)
L (p2) coefficients are pro-

vided in the supplemental material [157] as linear sums

of the c̃
(n)
L,0(p

2) coefficients in Eq. (7).

Validation. We performed several checks of our com-
putational framework in dimensional regularization. We
checked that the EFT amplitudes reduce to their scalar
counterparts given in Eq. (10.6) of Ref. [19] when set-

ting c̃
(n)
L,Q = 0 for n > 1. Even more, we reproduced

the two-loop matching coefficients of Refs. [18, 19]. For
the EFT calculation including spin, we cross checked
our tree-level and one-loop matching coefficients against
Refs. [110, 158]. The scalar coefficients up to one-loop
are also in agreement with Ref. [159] to all orders in ϵ.
Beyond one-loop we checked explicitly the cancellation of
the super-classical terms, i.e. unphysical terms behaving
as powers of 1/ℏ ∼ 1/|q|, where we observe a non-trivial
interplay between the various matching coefficients. Fur-
thermore the coefficients extracted in this way are finite
in the non-relativistic limit |p| ≪ 1 (this can be seen
explicitly from the post-Newtonian expanded coefficients
provided in the supplemental material [157]).

We solved the equation of motion based on the com-



5

puted conservative potential to obtain the impulse in ei-
ther the limit of an aligned spin or the limit of a spinless
probe moving in a Kerr background. After translating
to the covariant spin formalism using the procedure of
Refs. [91, 97], the impulse agrees with the recent world-
line QFT result of Ref. [119] in either of the two above
limits, when specializing to the Kerr black hole case. The
result is also consistent with the scattering angle in the
probe limit obtained in Ref. [98]. Furthermore, the veloc-
ity expansion of our Hamiltonian is consistent with the
next-to-next-to-leading order post-Newtonian results for
spin-orbit and spin-squared coupling [79, 80] calculated
by the EFTofPNG package [160], after finding a canoni-
cal transformation.3

OBSERVABLES FROM THE KMOC FORMALISM

We employ the full-theory amplitudes we obtained
to compute classical gravitational observables using the
KMOC formalism [17]. In this formalism, a change
of classical variable O, associated with any operator
O, between in and out states is measured as ∆O =
⟨out|O |out⟩ − ⟨in|O |in⟩ . Relating in and out states by
the S-matrix allows to reformulate the problem in terms
of scattering amplitudes. In the classical limit ∆O is
given by [17]

∆O =

∫
dDq

(2π)D−2
δ (−2p1 · q) δ (2p2 · q) eib·q (IO,v + IO,r)

(18)
where IO,v is the virtual kernel obtained from virtual
amplitudes, while IO,r is the real kernel depending on
cut amplitudes with phase-space integration.

We begin with obtaining kernels Iv and Ir in order
to compute the momentum impulse ∆pi (corresponding
to the momentum operator Pi). The spinless case has
been discussed in Ref. [161] and we highlight new features
introduced by polarizations and spins here. The virtual
kernel Iµ

∆p,v is simply qµM, which can be expanded with
the tensors in Eq. (2). For the conservative dynamics we
only need to consider two-particle cuts and the real kernel
takes the form

Iµ
∆p,r =

∫
dΦ2

∑
ϵc

ℓµMLM⋆
R , (19)

where dΦ2 is the two-body phase-space measure and MR

and M⋆
L are amplitudes for the processes A(p1, ϵ1) +

ϕ(p2) → ϕ(p1 + ℓ) + A(p2 − ℓ, ϵc), and ϕ(p1 + ℓ) +
A(p2 − ℓ, ϵc)) → ϕ(p3)+A(p4, ϵ4), respectively. The sum

3 We thank Justin Vines for carrying out the check, and thank
Jan Steinhoff for sharing a private code used for the canonical
transformation and comparison.

runs over the polarizations of the vector particles in the
cut. These one-loop integrals can be evaluated directly
through sub-loop integration, for details see Ref. [21]. To
expand the double-cut in terms of form factors, we need
the additional tensor structures

{Tµν
6 , . . . , Tµν

9 } = {p̄[µ2 nν], p̄
(µ
2 nν), q[µnν], q(µnν)} ,

(20)
where nµ = ϵµνσρqνp1,σp2,ρ. After combining Ir and Iv,
we find that all super-classical terms cancel.
The next step is to translate the polarization vectors

into spin vectors. Following Ref. [135], we first boost
the polarization vector ϵ∗4 into the frame of p1. With
the Pauli-Lubanski operator Wµ = ϵµνσρPνJρσ/2, we
define the spin vector sµ1 as the expectation value of
Wµ

1/m1. It is straightforward to convert from ϵ1 to s1
given sµ1 = iϵµνρσp1,νϵρ(p1)ϵ

∗
σ(p1)/m1. Finally, we per-

form the Fourier transform from the momentum space
to the impact parameter space as in Eq. (18). We com-
pare our momentum impulse results up to O(G3) with
Ref. [91, 119] and find agreement in the Kerr black hole
case. This serves as yet another check on the correctness
of our amplitude and confirms the practical value of the
KMOC formalism at nontrivial PM orders beyond the
spinless case [21, 161]. There is no obstruction to com-
puting other observables such as the spin kick using the
KMOC formalism, which we leave to future work.

CONCLUSIONS

In this letter we have presented the conservative two-
body Hamiltonian for a compact binary system with a
spinning black hole at O(G3) with exact velocity depen-
dence and including terms linear and quadratic in spin.
Though obtained from scattering, the Hamiltonian is di-
rectly applicable to bound orbits. This is especially valu-
able since analytic continuation for observables in these
two kinds of orbits, through the boundary-to-bound map
[162–164], has not been worked out for generic spin con-
figurations. The computation employs powerful mod-
ern scattering amplitude techniques, including numeri-
cal unitary, integration-by-parts identities, expansion-by-
regions and functional reconstruction algorithms.

We have shown that the effective field theory approach
to study the binary dynamics with spin [109, 123] can be
applied in complex high-order calculations. Furthermore,
we have performed matching calculations for the effective
field theory of Ref. [16] at the two-loop level, for both the
spinless case and spinning case, fully within dimensional
regularization for the first time. We have also demon-
strated the power of the KMOC formalism beyond the
lowest order in G for spinning binary dynamics.

There are many directions to extend the applicabil-
ity of our framework. For instance, one can study
Hamiltonian terms with higher powers in spin by con-
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sidering minimally-coupled massive higher-spin parti-
cles [102, 123, 165]. Also including finite-size [166–173]
and radiation [120, 150, 174–192] effects is an interesting
possibility of relevance for phenomenological studies in
gravitational wave detectors. Finally, our framework can
be extended beyond the third-post-Minkowskian order
following progress in the spinless case [24, 25, 27, 28].
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Supplementary Material

Full Theory Scattering Amplitudes

Here we summarize the form factor decomposition of the 2 → 2 scattering amplitudes in Eq. (2) of the main text
in conventional dimensional regularization.

Tree Level

We decompose the tree-level scattering amplitude according to

M(0) =
(κ
2

)2 1

q2

4∑
n=1

M (0)
n Tn +O(|q|0) , (21)

with

M
(0)
1 = 2m2

Am
2
ϕ

(
1

1− ϵ
− 2σ2

)
, M

(0)
2 =

2m2
ϕ

1− ϵ
, M

(0)
3 = 2 , M

(0)
4 = −4mAmϕσ . (22)

One Loop

The one-loop scattering amplitude is given in the form of

M(1) =
(κ
2

)4 1

q2

4∑
n=1

2∑
k=0

M (1,k)
n |q|k Tn +O(|q|) . (23)

The super-classical terms are given by

M
(1,0)
1 = −

2m3
Am

3
ϕ f2√

σ2 − 1

(
1

1− ϵ
− 2σ2

)2

, (24)

M
(1,0)
2 = −

mAm
3
ϕ f2

(1− 2ϵ)
√
σ2 − 1

[
2− 3ϵ

(1− ϵ)2
− 4σ2(1− ϵ)

]
, (25)

M
(1,0)
3 =

mAmϕ f2√
σ2 − 1

[
1− 2ϵ

2(σ2 − 1)(1− ϵ)2
+ 4σ2 − 2ϵ

(1− ϵ)(1− 2ϵ)

]
, (26)

M
(1,0)
4 =

4m2
Am

2
ϕσ f2√

σ2 − 1

[
1

1− ϵ
− 2σ2

]
. (27)
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The classical contributions read

M
(1,1)
1 =

m2
Am

2
ϕ(mA +mϕ) f1

4(σ2 − 1)

1− 2ϵ

(1− ϵ)2

(
− 3 + (3− 4ϵ)σ2(6− (5− 4ϵ)σ2)

)
, (28)

M
(1,1)
2 =

m2
ϕ f1

32(σ2 − 1)

[
(5− 4ϵ)(1− 12ϵ+ 4ϵ2)

(1− ϵ)2
mAσ

4 − 4(5− 2ϵ)(1− 2ϵ)

(1− ϵ)2
mϕ

+
4(1− ϵ)(5− 2ϵ)(1− 2ϵ)(3− 4ϵ)

(1− ϵ)3
mϕσ

2 − 27− ϵ(67− 4ϵ(14− 3ϵ))

(1− ϵ)3
mA

+
(78− 2ϵ(147− 2ϵ(113− 2ϵ(35− 6ϵ)))

(1− ϵ)3
mAσ

2

]
, (29)

M
(1,1)
3 =

f1
16(σ − 1)2

[
2− 4ϵ(3− 4ϵ)

(1− ϵ)2
mϕ − 8(1− 2ϵ)(3− 4ϵ)

1− ϵ
mϕσ

2 +
2(1− 2ϵ)(5− 4ϵ)(3− 4ϵ)

(1− ϵ)2
mϕσ

4

+
9− 10ϵ+ 8ϵ2

(1− ϵ)2
mA − 2(33− 2ϵ(45− 4ϵ(11− 4ϵ)))

(1− ϵ)2
mAσ

2 +
(5− 4ϵ)(13− 2ϵ(15− 8ϵ))

(1− ϵ)2
mAσ

4

]
, (30)

M
(1,1)
4 =

mAmϕσ f1
4(σ2 − 1)

1− 2ϵ

1− ϵ

[
mA(12− 4(5− 4ϵ)σ2) +mϕ

(
3(3− 4ϵ)

1− ϵ
− (5− 4ϵ)(3− 4ϵ)

1− ϵ
σ2

)]
. (31)

And finally, the quantum corrections correspond to

M
(1,2)
1 =

mAmϕ f2√
σ2 − 1

[
ϵ

2

(
1

1− ϵ
− 2σ2

)2
(mA +mϕσ)

2

σ2 − 1
−m2

ϕ

(
1 + 2ϵ

2(1− ϵ)(1− 2ϵ)
− 4ϵ

1− 2ϵ
σ2 + 2ϵσ4

)]
, (32)

M
(1,2)
2 =

mϕ f2
8(σ2 − 1)3/2

1

(1− 2ϵ)(1− ϵ)2

[
− 2(1− 6ϵ+ 3ϵ2)

m2
ϕ

mA
+ (8− 44ϵ+ 64ϵ2 − 40ϵ3 + 8ϵ4)

m2
ϕσ

2

mA

− 4(1− 7ϵ+ 7ϵ2)mϕσ + 16(1− ϵ)2(1− 4ϵ+ ϵ2)mϕσ
3 − (1− 4ϵ+ 6ϵ2)mA

+ 4ϵ(1 + 3ϵ− 6ϵ2 + 2ϵ3)mAσ
2 + 8(1− ϵ)2(1− 4ϵ)mAσ

4

]
, (33)

M
(1,2)
3 =

f2
mAmϕ(σ2 − 1)5/2

1

8(1− 2ϵ)

[
3

1− ϵ
m2

A − 4(6− ϵ(7− 4ϵ))m2
Aσ

2 + 8(1− ϵ)(3− 2ϵ)m2
Aσ

4

− 1 + ϵ

(1− ϵ)2
m2

ϕ − 4− 2ϵ(13− 2ϵ(10− ϵ(9− 4ϵ)))

(1− ϵ)2
m2

ϕσ
2 +

8− 16ϵ(2− (2− ϵ)ϵ)

1− ϵ
m2

ϕσ
4

−
(
16− 6

1− ϵ

)
mAmϕσ + 8(3− 4ϵ)ϵmAmϕσ

3 + 16(1− ϵ)(1− 2ϵ)mAmϕσ
5

]
, (34)

M
(1,2)
4 =

f2
(σ2 − 1)3/2

[
m2

Aσ − 2(1− ϵ)m2
Aσ

3 +
1

4(1− ϵ)2
mAmϕ − ϵ

1− ϵ
mAmϕσ

2 − (2− 4ϵ)mAmϕσ
4

+

(
1 +

1

2(1− ϵ)
+

1

2(1− ϵ)2
− 1

1− 2ϵ

)
m2

ϕσ −
(
1− 2ϵ− 1

1− 2ϵ
+

2

1− ϵ

)
m2

ϕσ
3

]
. (35)

Here, we have defined

f1 ≡ 1

4π

(
4πµ2

q2

)ϵ
Γ2( 12 − ϵ)Γ( 12 + ϵ)

2
√
πΓ(1− 2ϵ)

, f2 ≡ 1

4π

(
4πµ2

q2

)ϵ
iΓ2(−ϵ)Γ(1 + ϵ)

4Γ(−2ϵ)
. (36)

Two Loops

The two-loop scattering amplitude is given in the form of

M(2) = −
(κ
2

)6 1

q2
N

4∑
n=1

2∑
k=0

M (2,k)
n |q|k Tn +O(|q|) , (37)



8

where we keep a normalization factor of

N =

(
µ2

q2

)2ϵ

=

(
µ2

q2

)2ϵ (
eγE

4π

)−2ϵ

(38)

unexpanded. Note that, at the O(1/|q|) order all master integrals are purely imaginary and therefore do not contribute
to the classical limit. Furthermore, to extract the classical terms it is enough to know the 1/ϵ poles of the scattering
amplitudes which are equal to −1/2 times the coefficients of log(q2). With this, for the super-classical terms at
O(1/q2) we obtain

M
(2,0)
1 =

m4
Am

4
ϕ(1− 2σ2)2

(8π)2(σ2 − 1)

[
1− 2σ2

ϵ2
+

3

ϵ

]
+O(ϵ0) , (39)

M
(2,0)
2 =

m2
Am

4
ϕ(1− 2σ2)

(8π)2(σ2 − 1)

[
1− 2σ2

ϵ2
+

4− 2σ2

ϵ

]
+O(ϵ0) , (40)

M
(2,0)
3 =

m2
Am

2
ϕ

(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2

[
(2σ2 − 1)(1− 8σ2 + 8σ4)

ϵ2
+

2(3− 8σ2)(σ2 − 1)

ϵ

]
+O(ϵ0) , (41)

M
(2,0)
4 = −

m3
Am

3
ϕσ(1− 2σ2)

(4π)2(σ2 − 1)

[
1− 2σ2

2ϵ2
+

1

ϵ

]
+O(ϵ0) . (42)

The super-classical terms at O(1/|q|) are given by

M
(2,1)
1 = −iπ

3m3
Am

3
ϕ(mA +mϕ)

(16π)2
√
σ2 − 1

{
(1− 7σ2 + 10σ4)

[
1

ϵ
− 2 log(2)

]
− 3 + 6σ2 − 65σ4 + 64σ6

3(σ2 − 1)

}
+O(ϵ) , (43)

M
(2,1)
2 =

−iπmAm
3
ϕ

2(32π)2(σ2 − 1)3/2

{
(2σ2 − 1)

(
mϕ20(1− 3σ2) +mA(27− 78σ2 − 5σ4)

) [1
ϵ
− 2 log(2)

]

+
4

3
mϕ(−13− 97σ2 + 156σ4) +mA

(−195 + 138σ2 + 45σ4 + 244σ6)

3

}
+O(ϵ) , (44)

M
(2,1)
3 =

iπmAmϕ

(32π)2(σ2 − 1)5/2

{(
mA(2σ

2 − 1)(9− 66σ2 + 65σ4)−mϕ(2− 28σ2 + 78σ4 − 60σ6)
)[1

ϵ
− 2 log(2)

]

+
2

3

(
mϕ(7− 134σ2 + 327σ4 − 192σ6) +mA(−66 + 249σ2 − 264σ4 + 89σ6)

)}
+O(ϵ) , (45)

M
(2,1)
4 =

−iπm2
Am

2
ϕσ

(16π)2(σ2 − 1)3/2

{
(4mA + 3mϕ)(3− 11σ2 + 10σ4)

[
1

ϵ
− 2 log(2)

]

+mϕ(3 + 47σ2 − 64σ4) + 4mA(3 + 6σ2 − 13σ4)

}
+O(ϵ) . (46)
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The classical terms are

M
(2,2)
1 =

1

ϵ2
m2

Am
4
ϕ(1− 2σ2)

(16π)2(σ2 − 1)
+

1

ϵ

[
m3

Am
3
ϕ(3 + 12σ2 − 4σ4)

(8π)2
√
σ2 − 1

arccosh(σ) +
m4

Am
2
ϕ(−3 + 4σ2)(1− 8σ2 + 8σ4)

(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2

+
m2

Am
4
ϕ(−9 + 48σ2 − 78σ4 + 40σ6)

(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2
+

m3
Am

3
ϕσ(−59 + 156σ2 − 162σ4 + 68σ6)

6(8π)2(σ2 − 1)2

]
+O(ϵ0) , (47)

M
(2,2)
2 =

1

ϵ2

[
m4

ϕ(1− 2σ2)(1− 4σ2)

2(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2
+

mAm
3
ϕσ(1− 2σ2)(1− 4σ2)

(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2
+

m2
Am

2
ϕ(1− 2σ2)(1− 8σ4)

(32π)2(σ2 − 1)2

]

+
1

ϵ

[
mAm

3
ϕ(3 + 24σ2 − 6σ4 + 4σ6)

2(8π)2(σ2 − 1)5/2
arccosh(σ) +

m4
ϕ(−9 + 62σ2 − 72σ4)

(32π)2(σ2 − 1)2

−
mAm

3
ϕσ(1059− 278σ2 + 1064σ4)

30(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2
−

m2
Am

2
ϕ(7− 60σ2 + 48σ4 + 32σ6)

(32π)2(σ2 − 1)2

]
+O(ϵ0) , (48)

M
(2,2)
3 =

1

ϵ2

[
mAmϕσ(1− 2σ2)(5− 8σ4)

2(16π)2(σ2 − 1)3
− 3m2

A(1− 2σ2)(1− 8σ2 + 8σ4)

(32π)2(σ2 − 1)3
+

m2
ϕ(1 + 2(σ2 − 8σ4 + 8σ6))

(32π)2(σ2 − 1)3

]

+
1

ϵ

[
mAmϕ(24 + 162σ2 + 35σ4 − 104σ6 + 8σ8)

(16π)2(σ2 − 1)7/2
arccosh(σ) +

m2
ϕ(19− 98σ2 + 200σ4 − 128σ6)

2(32π)2(σ2 − 1)3

− mAmϕσ(7943 + 6986σ2 − 8516σ4 + 1192σ6)

15(32π)2(σ2 − 1)3
+

m2
A(−21 + 2σ2(7 + 64σ2 − 64σ4))

2(32π)2(σ2 − 1)3

]
+O(ϵ0) , (49)

M
(2,2)
4 =

1

ϵ2

[
−

(m3
Amϕ +mAm

3
ϕ)σ(1− 2σ2)2

2(8π)2(σ2 − 1)2
−

m2
Am

2
ϕ(1− 2σ2)(1− 8σ4)

2(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2

]

+
1

ϵ

[
−

m2
Am

2
ϕσ(−6 + σ2)(1 + 2σ2)

2(4π)2(σ2 − 1)3/2
arccosh(σ) +

mAm
3
ϕσ(3− 16σ2 + 16σ4)

2(8π)2(σ2 − 1)2

+
m3

Amϕ(σ − 5σ3 + 5σ5)

2(4π)2(σ2 − 1)2
+

m2
Am

2
ϕ(77 + 189σ2 − 360σ4 + 136σ6)

3(16π)2(σ2 − 1)2

]
+O(ϵ0) . (50)

Polarization Tensors in Non-Relativistic EFT

In this section we give the expansion of the relativistic tensors Tn = ϵ1,µT
µν
n ϵ⋆4,ν from Eq. (2) of the main text in

terms of operators On defined by rest-frame polarization vectors (see Eq. (6) of the main text).

T1 = −O1 +
O2

m2
A(γ1 + 1)

(
1 +

q2

4m2
A(γ1 + 1)

)
− O3

m2
A(γ1 + 1)

(
1 +

q2

8m2
A(γ1 + 1)

)
+

O4

2m4
A(γ1 + 1)2

, (51)

T2 = − O2 q2

2m2
A(γ1 + 1)

(
1 +

q2

4m2
A(γ1 + 1)

)
+O3

(
1 +

q2

4m2
A(γ1 + 1)

)2

− O4 q2

4m4
A(γ1 + 1)2

, (52)

T3 = −O2 q2

2m2
A

(
E(E −mA)−

(2E −mA)q
2

4mA(γ1 + 1)
+

q2

16m2
A(γ1 + 1)2

)
+

O3 q2

4m2
A

(
(E −mA)−

q2

4mA(γ1 + 1)

)2

− O4

m2
A

(
E − q2

4mA(γ1 + 1)

)2

, (53)

T4 = − O2

mA

(
E +

(E −mA)q
2

2m2
A(γ1 + 1)

− q2

8m3
A(γ1 + 1)2

)
+O3

(
−1 +

E

mA
+

(E − 2mA)q
2

4m3
A(γ1 + 1)

− q2

16m4
A(γ1 + 1)2

)
− O4

m3
A(γ1 + 1)

(
E − q2

4mA(γ1 + 1)

)
, (54)

where E = EA + Eϕ, γ1 = EA/mA and, for brevity, On ≡ ϵ̂i1O
ij
n (p̄, q)ϵ̂⋆j4 (where the ϵ̂i are the 3-dimensional rest

frame polarization vectors). Note that these expressions are not truncated in |q|.
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Post-Newtonian expanded coefficients

The coefficients computed in the main text can directly be expanded in the non-relativistic limit |p| ≪ 1. Ex-
pressions including up to O(p10) are given in the ancillary files to this manuscript4, here we only list the first two
orders.

c̃
(1)
3 = −1

4
mAmϕ

(
m2

A+8mAmϕ+m2
ϕ

)
−
p2
(
517m2

Am
2
ϕ+230m3

Amϕ+25m4
A+230 mAm

3
ϕ+25m4

ϕ

)
8mAmϕ

+O(p4) , (55)

c̃
(2)
3 = −

1490m3
Am

2
ϕ+1428m2

Am
3
ϕ+636m4

Amϕ+84m5
A+570mAm

4
ϕ+75m5

ϕ

24mA(mA+mϕ)2

−
p2
(
40225m4

Am
2
ϕ+34882m3

Am
3
ϕ+12034m2

Am
4
ϕ+19940m5

Amϕ+3384m6
A+478mAm

5
ϕ−315m6

ϕ

)
96m3

Amϕ(mA+mϕ)2
+O(p4) , (56)

c̃
(3)
3 =

mϕ

(
2025m2

Am
2
ϕ+1000m3

Amϕ+132m4
A+1381mAm

3
ϕ+264m4

ϕ

)
240mA(mA+mϕ)2

(57)

+
p2
(
515832m4

Am
2
ϕ+659844m3

Am
3
ϕ+339726m2

Am
4
ϕ+158568m5

Amϕ+14448m6
A+45280mAm

5
ϕ−6027m6

ϕ

)
6720m3

Amϕ(mA+mϕ)2
+O(p4) ,

c̃
(4)
3 =

119982m4
Am

2
ϕ+111716m3

Am
3
ϕ+33749m2

Am
4
ϕ+49536m5

Amϕ+5628m6
A−4973mAm

5
ϕ−2891m6

ϕ

6720m3
Amϕ(mA+mϕ)2

+
p2
(
965286m6

Am
2
ϕ+2559750m5

Am
3
ϕ+1043018m4

Am
4
ϕ−1657386m3

Am
5
ϕ−1397739m2

Am
6
ϕ

)
80640m5

Am
3
ϕ(mA+mϕ)2

+
p2
(
−109202m7

Amϕ−45528m8
A−164033mAm

7
ϕ+59997m8

ϕ

)
80640m5

Am
3
ϕ(mA+mϕ)2

+O(p4) , (58)

c̃
(5)
3 =

mϕ

(
1765m2

Am
2
ϕ+1520m3

Amϕ+432m4
A+901mAm

3
ϕ+214m4

ϕ

)
960mA(mA+mϕ)2

(59)

+
p2
(
348602m4

Am
2
ϕ+432624m3

Am
3
ϕ+225346m2

Am
4
ϕ+106768m5

Amϕ+4648m6
A+33380mAm

5
ϕ−5537m6

ϕ

)
26880m3

Amϕ(mA+mϕ)2
+O(p4) .
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[28] Christoph Dlapa, Gregor Kälin, Zhengwen Liu, and Rafael A. Porto, “Conservative Dynamics of Binary Systems at Fourth
Post-Minkowskian Order in the Large-Eccentricity Expansion,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 161104 (2022), arXiv:2112.11296
[hep-th].

[29] Stefano Foffa, Pierpaolo Mastrolia, Riccardo Sturani, Christian Sturm, and William J. Torres Bobadilla, “Static two-body
potential at fifth post-Newtonian order,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 241605 (2019), arXiv:1902.10571 [gr-qc].
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