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Abstract

We employ the “KMOC” formalism of [1] to compute classical momentum deflections of spinning
bodies with arbitrary spin orientations up to next-to-leading order (one loop). We do this in elec-
trodynamics and gravity. The final result, valid for generic masses, is true for all spins at tree level
and up to second (fourth) spin order for the electromagnetic (gravity) case at one loop. Furthermore,
emphasis is given to the probe limit scenario where our results extend to all spin orders in the heavy
source, even at next-to-leading order. We carry out our computations both using a unitarity based
framework and Feynman diagrammatic approach which relies on scattering amplitudes computed on
fixed backgrounds.

1 Introduction

Revolutionary observations by the LIGO/VIRGO collaboration [2—6] are paving the way towards a new
era of ground breaking astrophysical discoveries. Furthermore, these were instrumental in triggering the
ongoing surge of research activities dedicated to modern techniques for treating the two-body problem
in gravity. The idea is that such techniques would complement several methods presented in the litera-
ture [7—13]. Here we intend to explore the application of the modern amplitudes program to fulfill this
current trend. Amplitudes and QFT methods were applied successfully to understand in an alternative
perspective the general relativistic two-body problem [12, 14-59]. On the other hand, the relevance of a
loop amplitude to the classical potential was already perceived in the context of the quantum effective
field theory of gravity [60-65] and later emphasized in Ref. [66].

Gravitational amplitudes are intimately connected to the amplitudes of Yang-Mills theory due to the
so-called double copy, which says that gravitational amplitudes can be obtained as a product of two
Yang-Mills amplitudes. The original incarnation by Kawai, Lewellen and Tye states that a tree-level
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gravitational amplitude is given by a sum over the products of two tree-level color-ordered Yang-Mills
amplitudes (weighted by Mandelstam invariants) [67]. In a celebrated result, Bern, Carrasco and Jo-
hansson demonstrated that gravitational numerators are, in a given sense, the square of the kinematic
numerators in Yang-Mills theory [68-70]. One may expect these insights to be of utmost importance to the
physics of gravitational waves. The double-copy approach also connects classical solutions of Yang-Mills
theory and gravity, where point charges in Yang-Mills theory map to point sources in gravity [71-74].
Furthermore, there are also indications that the double copy can be useful in the study of bound states
and spinning particles [75—80]. These results suggest that one can greatly benefit from the knowledge of
scattering-amplitudes methods in the investigation of classical gravitational physics.

In this paper we will study scattering of spinning particles in electrodynamics and black holes in Einstein
general relativity. The no-hair theorem asserts that they are characterized by only three observable
classical parameters: mass, electric charge and angular momentum. This suggests that a black hole can
be viewed pretty much like a point particle. Indeed, recently it has been shown that black holes can be
envisaged as particularly rigid compact objects — this point of view has been pivotal in the derivation of
the spin-independent part of the two-body classical potential for inspiralling bodies, from the scattering
amplitudes of gravitationally coupled scalars [81-85]. In turn, from the perspective of on-shell scattering
amplitudes, the first step is the determination of the 3-particle amplitudes. For the Kerr case, this three-
particle amplitude is given by the notion of a minimal coupling, as expected from the no-hair theorem.
This makes the massive particle look as elementary as possible to the graviton probe. Moreover, it was
shown recently that the potential for Kerr black holes can be indeed recovered to all orders from minimal
coupling [86,87].

Furthermore, Newman and Janis (NJ) found that one can obtain the Kerr metric by suitably complexify-
ing the Schwarzschild solution in null polar coordinates and performing a shift [38]. Modern methods of
amplitudes also allow us to comprehend the origin of the complex shift. The shift is simply a consequence
of the spin effects generated when one goes from a minimally coupled scalar to a spinning particle — in
the classical limit, the minimal coupling exponentiates [36]. When applied to the computation of classical
observables, this exponentiation precisely induces the relevant shift at tree level [89]. This refines the
origin of the equivalence between black holes and particles.

Here we report on some progress concerning the scattering of two Kerr black holes in a similar spirit as in
Ref. [39]. Namely, we wish to study the impulse up to next-to-leading order communicated to a spinning
black hole in the collision to another spinning black hole in accordance with the on-shell perspective, in
which minimally coupled higher-spin particles at large spin correspond to Kerr black holes. We mainly
follow the method designed in Ref. [1], where a direct mapping between amplitudes and observables was
disclosed. We will see that the Newman-Janis shift is implemented in a rather non-trivial way. As a
warm-up exercise, we consider an Abelian gauge theory and construct the relevant scattering amplitudes
for the classical impulse associated with the collision of two massive spinning particles due to photon
exchange. This will offer a simple illustration of the calculation that one should implement in the gravity
case, for which we will rely on the existence of the double-copy procedure.

An important part of our paper will also be dedicated to the probe limit which is obtained by sending
M;/Ms — 0 and possibly by setting the light particle’s spin to zero: a; — 0. This limit turns out
to simplify the calculation of observables quite a bit, and allows us to write down new results such as
the non-aligned classical momentum deflection to all spin orders in the heavy source for both EM and
gravity. We will also investigate this limit with, perhaps, a more traditional approach in section (5) by
dealing with Feynman rules of sQED/Gravity in presence of a fixed classical source. This framework,
although maybe computationally less powerful than the unitarity method, allows us to establish another
connection between amplitudes and the classical formulation of the double copy of [71]. The importance
of the probe limit scenario has also been recently underlined in works such as [90-92].



The plan of the paper is the following: in Sec. 2 we recap the basic formulae needed for the computation
of classical deflections. We then proceed first by computing the EM results in Sec. 3 and the gravity
ones in Sec. 4 using unitarity-based techniques and finally we re-examine the probe limit with source
amplitudes in Sec. 5. Conclusions and further directions are outlined in Sec. 6.

2 Linear impulse

In this section we will review the relevant formulae to calculate specific classical observables from scatter-
ing amplitudes. We are particularly interested in calculating the leading-order and next-to-leading order
impulse in the scattering of spinning particles.

Following Ref. [1], we can study classically measurable quantities directly from on-shell quantum scat-
tering amplitudes. In particular, we will calculate the momentum transfer up to next-to-leading order in
the scattering of two massive spinning particle, thereby extending the results of Ref. [89]. The collision of
such spinning particles to be discussed can thus be envisaged as the collision of two Kerr black holes, as
explained in the previous section. In other words, minimally coupled higher-spin particles at large spin
correspond to Kerr black holes.

The classical impulse on the scalar particle during the scattering event reads (up to next-to-leading
order) [1]

Aplf = Apﬁo,lJrApﬁLO,l (1)
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Apfos = igz<<h2/d4q<§(q - p1)0(q - p2)e” 9" A (py, py — p1 + ha, pa — hi?)>> (2)

and

* 7 N o -
ApﬁLO,l = Z'gz<</d4(i5(q'171)5(q.p2>6zb-un(l)>>

7Y = hg" AN (p1,p2 — p1 + ki, p2 — i)

, d*w ., o\ fre o
- 153/(2ﬂ)45(2w-p1+hw2)5(2w-p2—hw2)w”

> AO(p1,ps = p1 + b, py — hd) A * (p1 + b, pa — hq — p1 + hb, py — hb)  (3)

states

X

here b is the impact parameter, we have removed overall factors of powers of the coupling constant g and
accompanying hs from the vertices in the amplitudes and
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¢i(p;) is a suitable relativistic wave function that obeys certain classical constraints [1]. In the non-

relativistic limit one obtains minimum-uncertainty wave functions in momentum space. Moreover, within



the large angle brackets we have approximated ¢(p + hg) ~ ¢(p) and when evaluating the integrals we
should set p; ~ M;u;, u; being the classical four-velocity normalized to uf = 1. We finally note that the
definition of this double angle brackets has to be able to deal with amplitudes with spin, which is the
subject of the present study. Associated discussions will be presented in due course.

Observe the presence of tree-level A and one-loop AM) scattering amplitudes in the above expressions.
Below we shall evaluate such amplitudes and extract the contribution to the classical processes. In
addition, notice that the term quadratic in the tree amplitude appearing in Z*(!) can be envisaged as the
two-particle cut of a one-loop box, weighted by the loop momentum w*; that explains the sum over all
possible on-shell states that can cross the cut that appears in such an expression.

We again remark that the amplitudes appearing in the above expressions have factors of g/ v/l removed for
every interaction. Here g = e for the electromagnetic case and g = kK = v/327G in the gravitational case.
In addition, observe that, as in Ref. [1], we are employing relativistically natural units, with ¢ = 1.

3 Electromagnetic linear impulse from quantum scattering am-
plitudes

Let us begin our study by working in the context of electrodynamics. Here we consider two spin-Sj, fields
P, k = 1,2, with masses My, interacting only through the minimal coupling with an electromagnetic
field. A possible Lagrangian density describing the system is given by

1
L= LFu P 4 L[] + L[, A, ®)

where L[®] describes the free massive fields and Ly is the interaction Lagrangian. We will not display
any particular contribution in the Lagrangian coming from the spinning particles, we will only assume
that it has the expected symmetries. We exclude local interactions between matter fields because they
violate the classical assumption that the inter-particle separation must be larger than their de Broglie
wavelength. On the other hand, even if we do not have access to a explicit Lagrangian, we can still
investigate the relativistic scattering of the associated spinning particles by considering modern on-shell
amplitudes. As discussed above, these can serve as an efficient tool to calculate classical observables, such
as the classical linear impulse imparted on a particle during a scattering event. Classical physics tells us
this is simply the total change in the momentum of one of the particles during the collision.

So now let us discuss with some detail the amplitudes involved in this calculation. We will be mainly

interested in the pieces required for the extraction of the classical limit of the amplitude.

3.1 Calculation of the classical contribution from scattering amplitudes

3-particle tree-level amplitudes involving a photon and two massive spin-S states with the same mass M
and minimal coupling are given by [93,94]
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2
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where

¢ M3 (M)

¢ is a gauge choice and even though the x factor has an explicit { dependence, the amplitudes are in fact
gauge invariant.
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Figure 1: Tree-level scattering amplitude A(®) between the spin-S, labeled by 2, and the scalar particle,
labeled by 1. The wiggly line is either a photon or a graviton.

The four-point amplitude corresponding to the scattering of a scalar particle with mass m with the min-
imally coupled spin-S particle with exchange of photons can be calculated as follows. The residue associ-
ated with this amplitude can be calculated by gluing appropriate 3-particle amplitudes. One finds

Res[A®)] = 2¢2 M, M, < (8)
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Despite the presence of the x factors, the above expression can be brought to a local form [93]. In fact,
we can also use a different representation for the z-ratios, which are little-group invariant. Using that

Uy - Uy = 7y, We can write
L1y

= uy - up +sinh ¢ = e? 9)
€22/

where in the last step we used the standard definition of the rapidity, cosh¢ = ~'. The tree-level
amplitude is then given by (see Fig. 1)
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Note we are using the incoming momenta convention here. From the expression of the classical impulse,
we know that pj = p1 + hg and py = ps — hq. For the calculation of classical observables, we know that
hg should be a small quantity. This implies that the spinor |2") is only a small boost of the spinor |2).
We may therefore write [89]

2) = [2) + g l(o"a” — 0"5")2) )

Tt may be also useful to recall that cosh2¢ = 242 — 1, sinh2¢p = 2y/72 — 1, sinh¢ = /72 — 1.




where the boost parameters w,,,, are small and given by

1
Wpy = 7@(1’2#‘11/ - p2vq,u) (12)

and we have also taken into account the on-shell relation 2ps - ¢ = ¢? ~ 0. Hence

2) = 12+ 5] (13)

where we used that p|p) = Mz|p] and the on-shell relation just mentioned above. Likewise, with p|p] =

Ms|p), one finds that

2] = I2] - 5y -al2) (149)

The sign difference is due to the fact that |2) (|2]) transforms in the (1/2,0) ((0,1/2)) representation
of the Lorentz group and these are complex-conjugate representations. Hence when taking the limits?
S — oo and h — 0, AS fixed, we find that
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where at = s# /My, and s* is the Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector associated with a spin S particle:

hS
i n
st = A (2|0 |2} (16)

Now we are ready to display the classical limit for the above tree-level amplitude:

2e% .
AD(1,2 5 12") = MMz (776 + e77%?). (17)
classical q
Defining
2
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we finally arrive at
A1 2 51,2 = MiMy—— (7% % +e7T%?). (19)
classical h q

It is easy to generalize the above result to the case of two particles with spin. The four-point tree-level
amplitude corresponding to the scattering of a spin-S; particle with mass M; with a spin-Ss particle with
mass M- with exchange of photons is given by

- - . - 4
[eq'al eTa2e=¢ 4 gm0 e*q'aze‘ﬂ = My Ms—— cosh[g - (a1 + a2) — @]

Atee(1,2 5 17,2") = My My e

2
h? q2

2
= h2g2

(s — M} — M2)cosh[g - (a1 + az)] — \/(s — M2 — M2)2 — 4AM?M?2sinh[q - (a1 + a2)]

where s = (p1 + p2)2. We can express this amplitude in a more convenient way exploring the fact that,

20ne of the first instances where the S — oo limit of a massive particle was related to black hole spin multipoles is [97].



on the support of the delta functions, the Gram determinant constraint reads
(eo‘ﬁpaumu25ap(jg)2 = —sinh? ¢(a - )2

where a = a1, a2. Hence we can write that
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where (a * q)¥, = €,,,a’¢° and we have used the support of the delta functions. Hence we obtain
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As will be clear in what follows, this form of the tree-level amplitude will be more convenient to our
purposes.

Now let us present the tree-level Compton amplitudes which will be relevant when constructing the
one-loop amplitudes. For minimally coupled general spin-S amplitude one finds (using BCFW recursion
relations) [93,94]

Ag(1,27.37.4) = —2¢? <(S iﬂ)t t 1u2)t) <3|1|2]2‘25(<43) [12] + (13) [42])25 (S<1)
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where the mandelstams are s = (p1 +p2)2, u = (p1 +p3)?, t = (p2+p3)?, and s+t +u = 2u2. For scalars
there is also an extra contribution (which is a contact term) derived from a four-point vertex. One can also
compute the associated Compton amplitudes from the helicity amplitudes just presented by using suitable
monodromy relations [15, 18] or simply by summing up the contribution calculated from the BCFW
recursion with respect to the u-channel. Finally, observe that the amplitude with opposite helicities is
not valid for all S. Indeed, such Compton amplitudes can be obtained from exponentiated soft factors [36].
A soft expansion then produces spurious poles due to the fact that one is extrapolating the universal limit
— for the electromagnetic case, the universal terms are precisely the ones associated with S < 1 in the
above Compton amplitude. For S > 1 one finds spurious poles which can be eliminated by adding contact
terms in order to take into account the non-universality feature of such contributions [96,97].

We are now in position to derive the one-loop amplitude associated with the scattering of the massive
spinning particles. In order to extract the classical contribution we will consider the formalism of the
leading singularities to obtain the classical pieces associated with triangle diagrams, as described in



Refs. [87,98-102]. The reason behind this choice of technique is convenience — in the course of the
calculation, we will see that the triangle contribution is not valid for all S [89]. This is a known and
important aspect of the Compton amplitude; as discussed above, such a representation is indeed not valid
for all S, unlike the three-point.

For simplicity we will consider only integer spin so that factors of (—1)2% can be ignored. For convenience
of the reader, we outline here the main aspects of this calculation. Details can be found in Refs. [36,100].
We will employ the parametrization

o= WO+ G
P mla] O SNl + A
_L — M 4 — L — M
M? ] M? 1
(M) =[] =M. (25)

Similar expressions hold for ps, p,. Eventually we will identify the complex null vector |)\] (\| with the
momentum mismatch ¢ when z; — 1. We obtain [100]

(a+-) _ 1 1 dy 1/ p _pt _p - + )= _of
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L) = %2 —7{—14 —2' 0,01) A, (2, — Ag, (1, —05, —t7, -1 2
S’Y 4M22 (z%fl) i Y < 52( aea[l) Sz( ) ﬂ,fg) 51( =Ly, =Ly, )> ( 7)

where a change of variables was performed. The generalized expectation value ((---)) was defined in [36]:
it amounts to a proper normalization given by tensor products of the spin-1 polarization vectors:

. ey S
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on three-point kinematics with ¢ incoming, and
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with g outgoing. This properly generalizes the double angle brackets employed in the formula of the
impulse for the case of particles with spin, as mentioned previously.

The massless momenta £;, £3 now have the following parametrization (for LSSYG)):
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Virtually the same results also hold for LSS’) except for an overall minus sign and the usual replacement
1 + 2 for external particles. The expressions for (a) ((b)) are valid for all Sy (S2). Now let us employ
the exponential form of 3-particle amplitudes as given in Ref. [30].

1 phed J, 25
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where p = (p1 — p2)/2 and J,,,, is the angular-momentum operator whose explicit expression in terms of
massive spinors can be found in Ref. [36]. This operator acts naturally on the product states |1)2% or

|2)2%. The Compton scattering amplitude for different helicities has also an exponential form [3(]

2
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where Py = (p2 — ph)/2 and p1 = (p1 — p})/2. The bar over the polarization vector for ¢; is a reminder
that its reference momentum was fixed to be £3. Now, since

X1 o M1 1
(23 —1) V=t /A—t/M?

and t = h?g?, the integrand must be independent of & in order to produce a classical contribution to

(33)

the impulse. This implies taking the limit 7 — 1 in the above integrands. After a series of algebraic



manipulations, we arrive at
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where we have defined

F(s,y) = 2y(s = M} — M3) — (1 y?)\/(s — MZ — M3)? — AMZM3 (36)

Now, using the fact that the exponential form in the 3-particle amplitudes can always be recast into a

product of spinors [36], we can obtain
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Essentially one now employs the same technique as carried out in Ref. [80], to which we refer the reader

for specific details of the calculation. These contributions to the leading singularities are finally given
by
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and
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We recall again that the expression for the a (b) topology above is valid for all a; (a2), but up to second

LS®+-)

~

xo—1

(40)

order in az (a1). For such calculations, we have used the following expression for the classical spin and
the classical rescaled spin vector

a h
SW:*”%Mf,ngﬂﬁmmW@“

Together with an evaluation of a Gram determinant for 3-particle kinematics, this gives us

+ wov— wov—

_ qMter=S qrev Jq q"e’— S
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for ¢ incoming, and
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P1 - €q P1 - €q P1 - €q

for ¢ outgoing. More details of such manipulations can be found in Ref. [36].

Now we need to discuss the contours I'y . The triangle topology is, as well known, associated with
choosing a contour around zero or infinity. To unify both descriptions, one resorts to the following
change of variables

1+ y?

2y
In this way, both contours are mapped to z = co. On the other hand, one needs to sum over inter-
nal helicities to obtain the full contribution to the triangle leading singularity. It is easy to see from
the above expressions that, in the limit z; — 1, the conjugate helicity configuration yields the same
residue. As for the equal-helicity configurations, it is also easy to see, from the 3-point and Compton
amplitudes, that they produce the same result as the spinless case multiplied by spin factors such as
(117)25: [22] 252 /(M5 M252) — so one can employ similar considerations to show that the correspond-
ing expressions has zero residue at both 0, co. Hence we can display the full triangle leading singularity
in the limit z; — 1:
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with

h(s,2) = (s — M7 — M3) — 2/ (s — M2 — M) — 4M2M3. (43)

The contour is I'ns = {|z| = R}, where R > 1/v is large but finite. The technical reason behind this
choice can be found in Ref. [36].

As well known, such expressions allow us to display explicitly the classical contribution coming from
the triangle diagram of the one-loop amplitude. In few words, the leading singularity associated with
the triangle topology is the double discontinuity across the ¢-channel, which projects away quantum
corrections and contact interactions. As described in Ref. [99], this double discontinuity allows us to
verify that the leading singularity can be taken to be self-similar, leading us to

1 1 a a
A(A,)class =7 (LS(A,)'y + LS(A,)V) (44)
4 xr1—1
One finally finds that
A(l) _ 7i 1 M1 % % (h(S,Z))Q
Aclass 4h /=@ (s = M — M3)? —AMEM3 Jr_ 2mi (22 —1)3/2
[(2M1Mae?(z — 1 ]
X exp(zq-ay1)exp ( ! h?,:,z(; ) —l—l)q-ag_ + O(a3)
My dz (h(s,2))?
+ — A2 _ Ar2\2 _ 2072 i (42 _ 1)3/2
(s = M{ — M3)? —4M{ M3 Jp_ 2mi (22 —1)
[(2M; Mae?(z — 1 ]
< e (oo enp [T 1) g o]+ o) (15)

where factors of e/v/h were extracted. Therefore, we now have the triangle contribution to the NLO im-
pulse in the vV Kerr case. Observe that universal terms in the soft theorem cannot reproduce contributions
to all orders in the spins of the particles.

Now let us turn to the box contribution. Unfortunately, the calculation of the associated coefficients is
not as straightforward as in the spinless case, since the tensor reduction of the integrals is more involved.
In any case, one can still obtain the classical contribution from the associated numerators by observing
that, from the effective field theory perspective, the box contribution is an infrared-divergent iteration of
tree-level exchange [103]. This implies that the box numerator should equal the product of two tree-level
numerators associated with the tree-level one-photon exchange calculated earlier. We find that

(1) 4/AD B (¢, p1,p2)By(=f — p1 + p1,p1,p2)
1A = e d= e

- (€ +p1)? = MP])(C + p1 — ph)?[(€ — p2)? — MJ]
”e 5D By (€, p1,p2)By (=€ — p1 + pi,p1,p2)
1A = 4¢* [ d E 46

™ / C[(l+p1)? — MP|(€+ p1 — p))?[(€ + py)? — MJ] (46)

where
(a1 +a v
B’Y(qaplap2) = 2Plf exXp [—l% * (Z] Pav- (47)

“w
We have dropped any explicit term in the numerators that will not produce a classical contribution. How-
ever, observe there are still remainder sources of & factors buried in the denominators. One obtains

iAD (1,2 5 1,2") +idAy (1,2 -1,2)

Classical

=iAd o +iAd_1+O(R°) (48)

Classical
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where

. _ 4 iDj BV(Z7p17p2)B7(7£_+(iaplaPQ)
’L.Afg = BE) d Nl =—— — = - = -
h2t2e 20— q)%2(20-p1 +ie)(—2L - pa + i)
4 /AD’ (€, p1,p2) By (=€ + @, p1,p2)
h2+2e 20— )2(20 - py +1ie) (20 - pa + i)

and
. in7 By(l,p1,p2)By (=L + 3, p1,p2) &
Ay = o [ dPl T L — 24 —2
Mo = g | PP 02— ) \Ty 4 Tz -2
L /dD By(,p1,p2) By (4 Gprpa) 0
20— q)2(0-p1+ic)(l-py —ie) —L-py +ic
1 /dD— 4 (4, p17p_2)Bv(*€ +_¢?,p1,p2) (g_* Q)° - ¢
2h1+2e 20— q)2(0-py+ie)(l-py+ic) L-py+ie

Let us turn to A_o. We find that

) i B (5 pl,pz) (—0+q,p1,p2) ¢, 7
o=—— [ dPs SAN oL -
1A h2+2€/ 20— (0 p1+ie) (¢ p2)

where we used the delta-function trick

! LI i6(x). (52)

r—1€ x+1i¢e

Now, use a trick employed in [1], we exploit the linear change of variables £ = g — £ and use the on-shell
conditions - p; = —hg?/2 and q - p2 = hg?/2. Afterwards, we Laurent expand in A, keep terms up to
O(1/h) and finally average over equivalent forms:

Ay = 17 By (601, p2) By (04 G p1up2) 5 5\ x oz
iAa =g [t 2—q) (£ p2)o(£-p1) + O(1/h). (53)

Observe that we have already taken D — 4.

Figure 2: The two-particle cut box.

Now, to cancel the O(1/h?) terms, we need to consider the two-particle cut of the one-loop box, as
depicted in Fig. 2, to which we now turn. Here the two-particle cut of the one-loop box is just the
s-channel cut of the one-loop box weighted by the loop momentum w. Recall that in this calculation

13



we take p} and pl as outgoing; then we extract factors of e/ vl and use similar considerations as above.
There are two contributions that we should consider. The cut of the matter propagators produce the
same contributions coming from each one of them, and we find that the analytic expression associated
with Fig. 2 reads

4 By(@,p1,p2) By (—0 + @y, ).

54
ht w?(w — q)? &
We now relabel w — /¢ for ease of comparison; one has that
1 4 i NGYA B (Evp17p2) ( g_ q / p/)
T ox = i / d* 1620 - py + WP?)6(2L - py — WP+ Pl—17 PuPa) - (55)

Observe that there is still an additional factor of & to be multiplied into the final expression for the
weighted cut box. As above, expand in 7, and truncate after order 1/%, so that

Ifyt,(ClLt Box = Clo +C2y (56)
where
ct, = ' dT5(0-p1)d(l- )L B, (Y, )B.(—1 + )
o = hQ b1 p2 6_2(6_—@)2 P1, P2 P1, P2
: . H . n _
= 92 d%@@qi_q)g(s(f'm)(s(f' p2)By (0, p1,p2)By (=L + q,p1,p2) + O(1/R)  (57)
and
) =Cr 4 cOm (58)
with
W O [ e (fpl,pg)pleXp[ i(ar + az) * (hq)L o
CWr = 2 [ d5(0-p1)d(l - po)l*
iz [ A5 p)B(Ep2) T
2 [ e . _ B’y(&plvm)qpexp{*i(al+a2)*(*EJF(?)} D2s
— = [ dYS - p)d(l - po) Pt — L
i2 [ dE5(E p3(E o) T (59)
and

~ i . o 4= o
C<2>MZ_L/d4gzzf 7 i+ 3'(T-p1)8 (- pa) —
2h [2(6—(]) ( plapQ) ( 1)p2)( ( pl) ( p2)

o

(£-p1)3'(Z-p2) ). (60)

In C_, we have performed the linear change of variables / = ¢ — £, used the on-shell conditions G- p; =
—h@?/2 and G- py = hg?/2, Laurent expanded in A, keeping terms up to O(1/h), and finally averaged over
equivalent forms. It is easy to see that both singular terms ¢*A_5 and C*, cancel out in the expression
for the classical impulse, leaving only well-defined contributions.

Following Ref. [1], one must now collect all O(1/k) terms to obtain cleaner expressions for the box, crossed
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box and cut-box contributions. We find that

. . 1 ‘D ng(jglr-p — _
ZA71+[ZA72](9(1/5) opl+2e /dDg _2(6_((?)2(;(1)1 +2Z.)€)237(€ap1ap2)3'y(€+Q7p17p2)
i iy L ([(—=q)d(l-p) 7 G-
+ 251+26/d 6_2(6_*(?)2(6_ Do ZE)QB'V(KaplaPQ)B’Y( €+q7p17p2)
1 ID7 /07 = 72 BW(EaplapQ)BV(_Z—i_Ljaplap2)
2.7 — Lt
4h1+2€/d t@t-g- ) 2l —q)?
X (§T PO p2) = (- p)d (T p2)) (61)
and
F@u  on Y7 S s ; nr
CH+Chloam = —57 [ d M'(f*Q)mb(f,phpz)Bw(*ngq,plvpz)
x (8T PO p2) = (- pr)d (T p2))
i AT (0F & 72 q" 7 7. -
T df(%'Q*E)mb(fvpbpz)Bw(*Wrq,pbpz)
x (8 PO p2) = (- p1)d (E- p2)). (62)

The expression given above for the remaining contribution cW s already in good shape so it does not
require any further polishing.

There is one important point that ought to be addressed in this one-loop calculation. When calculating
scattering amplitudes, infrared-divergent integrals usually appear. In such cases one may resort to the
standard dimensional regularization, and we take space-time dimensions to be d = 4 — 2e. Now infrared
singularities are identified as poles in €, which can interfere with O(e) terms, introducing in this way
finite contributions. It is well known that in the full quantum theory such terms arise. One thus has
to confirm that O(e) terms in the integrand do not generate extra contributions in our case. Basically,
one can pinpoint two sources of contamination: Gram determinants with five independent vectors and
factors of dimension arising from the trace of the metric. The former cannot arise, as the one-loop
amplitude encloses only four independent momenta. On the other hand, the latter can occur, but only
in bubble diagrams, which do not contribute to the classical limit. In other words, what distinguishes
four-dimensional methods from cuts in arbitrary dimensions is the emergence of rational terms possessing
improper correct scaling associated with small transferred momentum which is required by the classical
limit. This subtle point is extensively discussed in Ref. [103], to which we refer the reader for more details
(even though the analysis put forward in such a reference was carried out for scalar particles, it is easy
to see that the same holds for spinning particles). See also Ref. [24].

3.2 Electromagnetic impulse and the scattering angle

We can now gather all of our terms to obtain our final result for the linear impulse, up to NLO, for a
non-aligned spin configuration. Inserting the above results in Eq. (3), we find that

FA . gt
Apro, = i€2/d4t?5(t?~ul)5(6~U2)6”b'q2—2 uf exp(—i(a1 + az) * q), u2o
2 h bH s ul/osz JUla
_ e' o | 08 ob 262 1vUlaU2g (63)
27 sinh ¢ b5
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and

v i / WM R

0l -uz) L£-(L—q) 0(l-uy) C-({—q) B[ —i(ar+az)x(G—0)] p
x |:q ( M1 (E_ Uy + ZE) + M2 (E ug — i€)2 “ [e ]B 20

ApﬁLoJ = *Z_/d q(;q Ul q u2) Zb.qq#

oy () 8/(6_ ul)g(f_ uz) S(E ul)gl(g uz) B,—i(a1+a2)*(g—E)
— W (L—q) < o, — 7 uf e 1+a2)*(q ]ﬂpU‘?P
Bi,—i(a1+a2)*(—0+3)] P7 =B[,—i(a1+a2)x(—€+q)] P
., [uile ]ﬁ ap e ]ﬁ U2p \ o - .
# - . .
+ 24/ < M2 M1 5(6 U1)5(£ UQ)

(64)

where we used the fact that the integrals over the particle wave functions effectively replace the momenta
p; by their classical values Mju;. b, is defined by b, =II[b+i(a1 + a2)], II being the projector onto the
plane orthogonal to u; and usg, given by [85, 104]

1 e*(uy, u2)epa (U, u
11, = 0t + o (4 = ) + 0, — ) = 2l ta) )
v -1 v4 -1
where we have defined, for a generic tensor T’
T(a,b,¢,d) = Tupapab’cd®, Tu(a,b,c) = Thapa’b®c?, T (a,b) = Thapa®b’. (66)

Finally, observe that the last term in ApﬁLQ1 is absent for scalar particles.

As a simple corroboration of the above results, one must check whether the final momentum of the
outgoing particle after the classical scattering process is on shell. In the present context, this means that
the expression

(Ap1)® +2p1 - Ap1 =0 (67)

must hold to all orders in perturbation theory. At order e*, one must find that

(Apro.1)? +2p1 - Apnroa = 0. (68)

It is easy to see that this is true. First, from the tree-level calculation, we find that

(Aproa)? = /d4 /d4q (g - u1)o(q - u2)d(q - u1)d(q - uz)e (@)
X §2q12 uy exp(—i(ar + az) * Q) ugy us exp(—i(a; +az) * q') ﬁuw. (69)

16



On the other hand, from the one-loop calculation, we get

o N o -0 .
2p1 - ApNLoa = 64/d4(j§((j~u1)5((j~u2)eZb'q/d‘lﬁi@(é ))K ulé/(ﬁ u1)0(£ - uz)
ut'le —z(a1+a2)*€] Ug, ulfe —i(a1+az)*(q— @)] Usgp
o R ¢
_ 4 — 4 ib
= o [ /d“q O

“le *i(al+a2)*(¢7*l7)]aﬁu2ﬁ

N /d4_// 67 - un)d(7 - u2)d(C - ur)d (L - ug)e= T+

7z(a1+a2)*€]

xule ug ufle

Ll 00020 40T Py (70)

where in the last line we set § = §—¢. Summing up both expressions, we arrive at the desired result.

Let us now examine the transverse contribution to our final deflection formula. We consider this to be
the one coming from the triangle leading singularity calculation. One can give further grounds to this
argument by thinking about the holomorphic classical limit perspective where double discontinuities in
the t-channel contain all the classical scattering information. Since box topologies do not have double
discontinuities in the ¢-channel, they do not contribute to the classical pieces. Therefore, we do not expect
box integrals nor cut-box terms to contribute to the transverse part of the impulse.

We can rewrite the triangle terms as
et dz (1-82)2 [ 4 - . 7"
14 Y el Sl e P 455(a - 7 - —i(bt+ia12(2))-q
APNLO,LA - 116M252 ﬁ:w o7i (22 — 1)3/2 /d q(s(q ul)é(q UQ)
+0(a3) + (1 < 2)
defining

"(2) = za" 76(;5(271) at
aij( ) = i+<7(1—ﬁz)+1) e (72)

Note that this can be recasted in a form which makes parity invariance more explicit (odd spin terms
always come with a Levi-Civita tensor). In fact, on-shell of the ¢ integral we have sinh ¢ G* = ie(q, u1, u2)

at the exponent [39], so that the triangle deflection can be put in the following form
et dz (1 — Bz)? PRI s ; 7 q"
Aph; = —iif 7/d4_5 G- u1)0(q - ug)e OHm2()d L
PNLO,1,A 16Mzﬂ2 T 271i ( — 1)3/2 q (q 1) (q 2) 7(?2
+0(a3) + (1 < 2) (73)

CHUEENCAS OV AC e
- 0 142
327TM2/32,/ (192 bt Tanz)P (a3) + (1 ¢ 2)

where we wrote sinh ¢ af;(2) = €”(aj;(2), u1, u2).

In particular, in the scalar probe limit, M;/M; — 0 and a; — 0, we find the triangle LS deflection to
be

R 7{ dz 1—ﬁz:)2 (0" + 114, a5 (2))
pNLOlA 327TM162 /72 — 27m —1)3/2 [b+ Mas(2)3 ’

GH(G/Q) u, UQ)

There is no branch cut singularity in the integral now, hence the contour I', is simply a contour enclosing
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the pole at infinity. Note how the NJ shift is still manifesting itself in our formulae, yet in a more
elaborated form. We have not been able to recast the leading singularity contour integral in terms of
elementary functions, but it is easy to expand this in powers of the spin and to take the residue at
infinity.

For completeness, let us now explicitly evaluate the aligned scattering angle up to NLO. It is not partic-
ularly difficult to see that box and cut-box terms will not contribute to the angle defined by

bApl

0 = .
b|p1|

(75)

Since b is such that b-wu; = b-us = 0, any term in the impulse proportional to the velocities will
not contribute to . Moreover, in the aligned-spin configuration, the rescaled spin vectors will also be
orthogonal to b [104]. We work in the rest frame of particle 2 and also orientate the spatial coordinates
so that particle 1 is moving along the z axis. This allows us to calculate the associated integrals in much
the same way as in Ref. [30]:

b-q

B / d*q0(7- u1)d(q - ug)e T ——
b —q?

1 0 dz (l—ﬂz) q . z—=p .
W%?gwfm(ﬁ—nw/zﬂ o (o spcmn o m )
1 gy{ dz (1 — Bz)? -8 |

z
2nyB Ob Jr__ 2mi (22 —1)3/2 1- ﬂzaQ

b—za; — (76)

where p is the unit vector in the direction of the relative momentum. The denominator has two roots,
zy4 such that z; — oo and z_ — 1/v in the spinless limit. Therefore the contour integral is given by the
residues at z; and oco. Since the residue at infinity vanishes, one has to calculate only the residue at z.
The final result, including also the LO term, reads:

g0 = & VM FMF 200y o fooshob by — iefb by ur,ua)
T 2wb M My(sinh¢)? b1
0
o — m\/M2 + M3 4 2M; Moy — ob {M1 (E(a1,a2,3) + O(a3)) + M2 (E(az, a1,3) + O(al))}
(77)
where
(t+K—2a1)"
Flan @) = 5o+ w7 — PP
t = pb+ai+as
k= /12 —4a16(azf +b) (7®)

and we used that the center-of-mass three-momentum is given by

2 _
MMavy” =1 a2

V/M3? + M2 + 2M; Moy

|p1| =

The second result is valid in the probe limit. In this limit, the expressions for the scattering angle up to
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NLO reduce to

20 A e 1 . coshgb-by —ie(b,by,uy,us)
T 2mwb My~232 v
49
00 ~ —— S £(ay,0,3 79
7TM12")/2 b (aQa s ) ( )

where we have taken a; = 0 and therefore now b; = II[b + ias]. Notice that in such limits we obtain
expressions which are valid to all orders in the spin of the heavy v/ Kerr source (the spurious poles
dropped), but under the aligned-spin constraint b - a = 0.

4 Kerr black hole impulse from quantum scattering amplitudes

In this section we repeat the same steps as in the EM chapters, but for the case of gravity. It will be
clear to the reader that the gravity side of the story will not be too dissimilar from its gauge theory
counterpart.

Gravitationally interacting spinning black holes with masses M7, Ms can be described by a system of two
spin-Sy, fields @, k = 1,2 minimally coupled to gravity:

1
167TGN

S = / d*z/=g < R+ Ling [Py, gw]) (80)
where the first term is the Einstein-Hilbert contribution. Here we consider the point-particle approxima-
tion and as in the previous case we exclude local interactions between matter fields. We are interested
in calculating the total change in the classical momentum of a Kerr black hole during the collision with
another Kerr black hole. We will follow the same recipe as above, namely, we will first calculate tree-level
and one-loop quantum scattering amplitudes, focusing on the pieces that are relevant to the computation
of our classical observable. So now let us turn to the calculation of such objects.

4.1 Calculation of the classical contribution from scattering amplitudes

The tree-level gravity amplitudes can be obtained by considering the KLT relations. One finds [

]

)

: 25 ; Hev
ey s (12)%7 5 ik 1 9128 D3l Ty 28
MS(1,2,3 ) = 3M2572$ = gm,fE [Zl exXp Zﬁ |1}
25
_ i [12]7 1 ik 1 1, g PEe’ T\ 28
Ms(1,2,3 ) = EMQS,QF = §M2572 F<2| exXp | D |1> (81)

where k2 = 327G y. The four-point amplitude corresponding to the scattering of a spin-S; particle with
mass M7 with a spin-Ss particle with mass M, with exchange of gravitons is given by (see Fig. 1)

2 28 1251 252 n2S
0 _ 222 K (227)="2 [11] —2¢ [22] (11)=> 24
M >(1,2 —1,2) = —M2M2 ( M2252 M1231 e + M2252 Mfsl e . (82)
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The classical contribution can be extracted as in the electromagnetic case:

MO@,2 512y = —M?

M2Z2—— [T T020720 4 =T =T 02,20
2 4h2g2 [ }

1 _
= foMQQW cosh[g - (a1 + az) — 2¢)

1
= TIe@ {((s — M — M3)* - 2M12M22) cosh[7 - (a1 + a2)]

(5= M2 = M) (s — MP - M3 — AMEMZ sinblq - (a1 + azﬂ s3)

As in the previous case, we can recast this amplitude in a more convenient form using the Gram deter-
minant constraint as given above and on-shell conditions; we find that

cosh[g - (a1 + a2)] cosh 2¢ — sinh[q - (a1 + a2)] sinh 2¢

1 2
= Puapufuf 2u§‘ug - ie(ipgu’g)ug‘(al +a2)’q + 20 ((j- (a1 + ag)) 2u§‘u’§ +-- ]
= Puvap ufuf exp(—i(ar + az) = @) ) u) (84)

where P,,q3 is the usual de Donder trace reverser

1
Pups = 3 (nupnua + NpoMvp — 77u1/77p0) . (85)
Therefore
1 a
MO(1,2 51,2) = —MfMQQW 2Py0p i exp(—i(ay + ag) * ) Su ud. (86)

Tree-level Compton scattering amplitudes can be easily calculated by using the double-copy approach.
The associated YM amplitudes will have a similar form as those of the photon amplitudes calculated
previously. In the YM case, the Compton amplitudes will also have a massless pole in the ¢-channel,
besides the massive pole in the u-channel. One finds [15,93, 94]:

K2 31|12 4-28 28
Ms(1,27,577,4) = iz[(lerpz)QM2]<[(|pl|£p3)2u2](p2+p3)2 (143)[12) + 1) [42))
_ (3[1)2]° 25 o (50 ) 125
= LA [ T el = 2l + o = e TP p( P ) )
Mg(1,27+ 37+ 4) _ 425K [23]4 (14)%° (87)

4 (p2 +p3)? [(p1 +p2)? — p2l(p1 + p3)? — p?]

which holds for S < 2 and p = (p1 — p4a)/2. The bar over the polarization vector for ps is a reminder that
its reference momentum was fixed to be p,. The above Compton amplitudes can also be derived from
the double-copy formula

M¥e(1g,2,3,4g) =i (g)2 Sa3(—1)LSImLS1I =18l 41 grree[1 o 9 3 4o A1 3 9 4g] S =Si + S,
(88)
as proposed in Ref. [94]. There is also an apparent double-copy tension already highlighted in Ref. [94]
regarding the first amplitude, which ceases to be local for § > 2. Again this is connected to the fact that
for S < 2 we obtain universal terms in the soft expansion and S > 2 are related to non-universal contri-
butions. For a discussion of the gravitational Compton amplitudes for arbitrary spin, see Ref. [37].
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Now let us discuss the one-loop amplitude. As in the electromagnetic case, we will resort to the calculation
of leading singularities in order to obtain the triangle contribution. We will use the same parametrization
as before. We wish to compute

_ 1 dy _ _
L(‘”):#—?{ —<M 1,8, —0F)Ms, (1, —€, —05)Ms, (2,65, ¢ 72'>
Sh 4M12(.T%—1)27Ti oy si ( &, —17)Ms, (1, £, 3) s (2, 35%1s ) (89)
and
(b+-) _ T2 1 dy< " p - + - v >
L =% ¢ (Mg, (—2',€,0f)Ms,(2,—£,05 ) Ms, (1, -5, —7,—1")).
Sh 4M22(-T%_1)27Tij£rb y S5 ( 07 )Ms, (2, €, 3) s:(1, 357 *1s ) (90)
We find that
R ! L ey
h S 20480 \/—g2 (s — M} — M3)? — AMEM3 2mi Jr y® (1 —y?)?
1 they Jiw 1 ORE Jo
% 1/ 251 ex <Z 3543 1 ) 1 251 2/ 2S5 ex <'L 1-4y H ) 2 252> 91
(s VP exp (B ) 2 22 e (122 ) s (o)
and
LS+ _ kY My 1 L?{ dy (f(s,y))*
L T 2048h \/—q2 (s — M? — M2)? — 4AMZM3Z 2mi Jp, y3 (1 — y?)?
1 g,uey JQ v 1 g#gu Jl v
x  { ——(2/|2%2 ex (¢73 b0 ) 2)252 (17?1 ex <¢71 b8 ) 1 251> 92
Y (e L e LA

note that we will be using the same definitions for f(s,y) and h(s, z) that we used in the electromagnetic
case. Note also how the same function f(s,y) appears here to the power 4 rather than 2, which is an
instance of the double copy: f(s, )", || = 1,2.

Then, proceeding analogously to the EM case we are able to verify that

Ls(aJF*) = — "i4 Ml 1
h S 20480 \/—g2 (s — M} — M3)? — AM7? M3 (93)
L Usy) Iy 2M1M2€¢(1—y)2+1 _—
omi Jo, P (=g P\ T2y )P f(s,v) e
and
4
Lstt-) _ b L
L PR 20480 \/—q2 (s — MZ — M3)? — 4MZM?2 (04

1 dy (f(s,y))* 1+y? 2M Mpe?(1 — y)? _
“omi Jr, vP (1= 12)? eXp( 2 q'”) eXpK 750) H)q'al]'

We remark that the expression for the a (b) topology above is valid for all a1 (a2), but up to fourth order
in as (a1). On the other hand, again equal-helicity configurations will produce a vanishing result — one
can use the same technique as before. Choosing the contour associated with the triangle topology and
employing the same change of variables as above, we obtain the following classical contribution coming
from the full triangle leading singularity:
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Ls( _ oM
A 2560 \/—q2 (s — M7 — M3)? — AMZM3
1 (h(s,2))* _ 2M 1 Mae?(z — 1) _
X 2_’]”\%;130 dZm exp (zq-al)exp h(s,z) + 1 q- a2 (95)
and
Ls(b) - i H4 M2 1
it 256k \/—g2 (s — M} — M3)? — AMZ M3

X

XQLM%FW dz(g;(i’if));: exp (27 - as) exp KQM”;{?:T)Z D +1) q~a1} . (96)

Such expressions allow us to display explicitly the classical contribution coming from the triangle diagram
of the one-loop amplitude. One finally finds that

1 1 M 7{ dz (h(s,z))*
"1024h /=g2 | (s — M2 — M2)? — 4MZMZ Jp._ 27i (2% — 1)3/°
_ 2M1M26¢(Z — 1)

X exp (27 - a1)exp h(s.2)

M, 7{ dz (h(s, 2)*
(s — M2 — M2)?> —4MZMZ J._ 2mi (22 — 1)3/2

_ 2M1M26¢(Z — 1)
X exp (27 - az) exp h(s.2)

1
M(A,)class =

+ 1) q- (12:| + O(a3)

+

+ 1) q- al} + O(ai’)} : (97)

Therefore, we now have the triangle contribution to the NLO impulse in the Kerr case. As in the previous
case, universal terms in the soft theorem cannot reproduce contributions to all orders in the spins of the
particles.

Now let us consider the box and crossed box contribution. Essentially the calculation follows the same
considerations as in the photon case. One finds that

) 4/ D Bn(4, p1,p2) Bn(— — p1 + pi, 1, p2)
iM = 4k d=v
H C2[(0+ p1)? — MF](0 + pr — p))?[(€ — p2)? — MJ]
) 4/ D B (€,p1,p2) Bn(—L — p1 + p1,p1,p2)
M, = 4k d-¢ 98
e P+ p1)? — MAT + 1~ 7)1 + ) — AR 48)
where
1 uo (a1 + a) @ 5
Bh(q,p1,p2) = o Duvas PLPY eXp(*zT * q) P2 P2 (99)

and again we have dropped any explicit term in the numerators that will not produce a classical contri-
bution. Now it is easy to see that, by following similar steps as those outlined above, we obtain similar
contributions at one-loop as those found in the electromagnetic case. For completeness, let us quote the
final results:

iME (1,2 5 17,2)) +imM 1,25 1,2) —iM_g+iM_y + O(R°) (100)
Classical Classical
where
1 1= Bi(. Bp(—f+q o
’L'M_Q _ d4€ h( 7p17p%) h( +q’p1’p2)5(€pg)é(fpl)—i—(’)(l/h) (101)

om? 21— q)?
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and

Jo 72
Mo, = 1 /dDE_ Bu(£,p1,p2) Bu(—L + 4, p1, p2) ¢ N2
2R1+2e 20— q)2(€ - p1 +ie)(£ - py —ie) \L-py +ie

L/dD’iB}z(gaplapg)Bh(—f tapp) P
Qhp1+2e 20— q)2(0-py +ie)(l-py —ie) —L - py +ic

oL /dD— Bi(l.p1,p2)Br(=C+ dp1,pe) (E- @)~ 7 .
2h1+2€ 62(6 )2(6 - p1 + ’LE)(K - P2 + ZE) 7. Do T e .

For the cut-box, we find that

T i o = DVa + Dy (103)
where
. N o o ) )
Dy = s [T 5 )T p2) Byl prp2) Bu(— T+ Gprp2) + O(1/h)  (104)
oh 2l—q?
and N N
D', =DWH 4 DRk (105)
with
~ 1 o - 4 py,
DMr = i d4€5(€ 1)0(2 - po) - %[Pumﬂplpl eXp( i(a1 +az) * (— E—i—q)) B)p
+ Puvap PPy exp(—iar + ag) * (— f+¢?))(§‘p§)qﬂ
1 ca s By (0, p1,p2) 7+ 7)) @B
- 4h d4£5(€ 1)0(¢ - p )WW[PWWQ 21 GXP( i(ar +ag) * (— f“‘Q)) V2 Pz
+ PuasPiq” exp(—i(al +ag) * (4 + q))(/\pg)pg} (106)
and

. ; o Yz . . . "
D(Q)“Qih/d%lmm n(0,p1,p2) Br(—L+ (?7]?17]72)(5/(6'271)5(5'?2)*5(5'171)5/(6'172)) (107)

All O(1/h) terms can be grouped in a similar fashion as in the electromagnetic case [1]:

IM_1+ [ZM ] o(/n) = 2h1i+2€ /JDE Qé_(fq;(qz(‘)‘flfQZ)E)QBh(f, S)Bh(—g‘i‘ (j,S)
i ns L (L—=q)0(-py) _
O e e e NG LA AR
1 oo Bu(l,8)Bp(— + G, )
4h1+2€/dD£(2£ %) P77
x (§p)3Tp2) = (2 p)d (T p2)) (108)
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and

BV 4 (Dsloqm = g [P0 (=0 g B ) BT+ 0.9
X (6’(6 1)l -pg) —0(C-p1)d' (£ Pz))
- ﬁ d*e (20 q—P)Q(;i )QBh(E,s)Bh(—EJrq,s)
X (F(T P13 p2) = (- p1)d (- p2)). (109)

In possession of such expressions, we can now proceed to calculate the impulse, up to NLO.

4.2 Gravity impulse

Collecting the results above, one can easily deduce the following contributions at LO and NLO to the
impulse, in the non-aligned spin configuration — we simply substitute the above results in Eq. (3). We
find that

iK? - . L
Apﬁ()’l — 71—6M1M2/d4(j5((j~u1)5((j~u2)e lbqg—Q [eq‘“ eT2e720 4 om0 ¢ q‘“eQ‘ﬂ
iK> Y A gt
_ f?MlMg/d4¢75((j-u1)5((j~uQ)e qu(é—QP[ul,ul,U~u2,ug](q)

h2¢ bl + 2icosh et
_ 72M%M2GNR6 cosh2¢ b + zco2s per(by,ur,uz) (110)
sinh ¢ b5
and
U(MIM)? [ 5y . o
Apt — R ( 142 / 4= S0 = —ib-q
PNLO,1 128 d*qo(q-u1)o(q - uz)e 78 —
2 4 ¢
gl dz (1—pz) _ e?(z—1) _ 5
. 1) a-
g {M252 ﬁw 2mi (o2~ 12 P o | STy ) 4z +Ol)
2 _ 4 Dy —
v dz (1—fz) _ e?(z —1) _ 5
el Sl e . 2\ ) g
+ M152j§ 27”_( T 1372 exp (27 - az)exp ~0 = 52) +1)q-a1| +0(ay)

(M, Ms) 5 b-q 2
n iw* (M Mp)* /d4 /d4 EQE— 5(q u1)0(q - ua)e ™ Pluy, ur, U - ug, us)(f)

i 5(€ ug) £-(0—q) 5(6 ul) l-(0—q) .
x {q( M, (Z-u1+i€)2+ My (f-w—ig)2>P[ul’ul’U'“%“?](q_&
A )<5/(e u;\)jl(f-?u)_5(€-u1])\j;(€-u2)>P[ul,ul,U.u%uQ](q_@
+ 2if“{Mi2(P[u1,u1,U~uz,q](qZ)+P[u1,u1,U~q,u2](q?))

- M%(P[ul,q, U -z, us) (G — £) + Pl ur, U - uz, uz) (G — Z))}S(Z- ur)d(l - UQ)}. (111)

Here, we have employed the pieces of notation?®

Uap(@) = [exp(=i(ar +a2) ¥ D] s Proas a?b7U 'S (@)c” d* = Pla,b,U - d,c](q) (112)

3Uap(q) is similar to what we will use later in (186).
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which help tidying up our expressions a bit.

This result is valid to all orders in the spin of the heavy Kerr source (particle 2), extending some of the
finite spin results already present in the literature [105, 106]. Likewise, it is also valid in the non-aligned
spin configuration. We have verified that the above formulae agree exactly with the results quoted in
Ref. [106] at linear order in spin.

As in electrodynamics, one important check is to verify that the final momentum is on shell. In other
words we must confirm the relation

(ApLO,l)Q + 2])1 . ApNLO,l = 0 (113)
Indeed
4M2M2 N ~ )
(APLO,I)2 = /d4 /d4ql5 q-uy) (q u2)5(fjl'u1)5@/'u2)6_1b'(q+q)
WP[“M@M’U u2, u2)(q) Plu1, u1, U - uz, u2)(q) (114)
and
KAMEMZ [ oy o s b - -
p1- ApNLo = #/dﬁl(](s(qﬂl)(g(qﬂﬁe bQ/d4g£_2(577))g U15/(£ u)o(£ - ug)

X Pul,ul,U UQ,UQ](E)P[Ul,Ul,U'Ug,’dg](q—g)

4 2 0.() =

_ M1M2 4 4“ S0 7 N7 R )]
X Pul,ul,U UQ,UQ](E)P[Ul,Ul,U'Ug,’dg](q—g)

KAMEM3 - o= - bl AT
1 : /d4 ’/d4€6 w1)0(q - u2)0(C - uy)o (2 - ug)e (T +0)

EQ /2P[u1, u1,U - usg, UQ]([)P[UJ, uy, U - usg, UQ]((j/) (115)

where in the last line we set ¢ = §—/. So we see that the final momentum is on shell as it must be.

A discussion analogous to the electromagnetic case allows us to argue that again the transverse part of
the impulse is connected with the triangle contribution. In particular, the transverse NLO impulse in the
scalar probe limit reads

Agh _ 7,14(M1M2) 7{ dz 1 — Bz)t (b + 1+ ak(2))
PNLO,1,A = 128 1677]\/[152 sinh ¢ 2mi (22 — 1)3/2 |b + Iag(2)[?

(116)

where
E'U'(G,Q, uy, u?)

W) =5 V=T (bt aa)” (117)

Again, we have not been able to recast the integral in terms of elementary functions, yet it is immediate
to expand it to the desired spin order and extract the residue at infinity.

4.3 Direct evaluation of the gravity spin-orbit term

Let us now gain some intuition on (111) by solving the one loop integrals in a specific scenario — we
work in the scalar probe limit taking a; — 0, My — co and we work up to linear order in the source
spin as. Even though our considerations here apply to the gravity case, one can easily carry out similar
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calculations for the electromagnetic case worked out previously.

We start by computing the transverse part of the momentum change. The contour integral becomes

7{ dz (1—pB2)* (b* +11*,a5(2)) %é dz (1—pBz2)* (bg +Z€“(a2,u1,uQ) 3 b“e(b,ag,ul,uQ))-

L 2mi (22— 1)3/2 [b+ Tag(2) 3 _2mi (22 —1)3/2 WBsinhe . bosinho
(118)
There are two types of residues here, namely
dz (1—pBz2)* 362 dz z(1—B2)* 2
—-— = = — — 11
7{“00 2mi (22 —1)3/2 242 (57" = 1), smh¢ 27Tz (2—1)32 43 (57" =3) (119)
giving
MiM3 (37 5v* -1 (5v% —3) [ b*e(b, ag,ur, us)
_ 2 1 2 i YO , W2, W1, W2
ApﬁLo,LA =G b3 (Z o 1b” + ﬂ(’YQ 1y < ® — e”(ag,ul,u2)> . (120)

What about the longitudinal terms? We have that

Abo) = 8m2G2M1M22/d4q /624%_2 ‘- q)25(‘?'u1)5@' uz)e™ " Pluy,ur, U - uz, u)(f)
X “(5([ Ug)w LR (E—Q)S’(Eul)g(fug) P[ul,ul,U-uQ,uQ](q—E)
(€-uy +ie)?

~ 9w (P[ul, G, U - uz, us)(q — £) + PG, ur, U - us, us) (G — e’))s(e’- u)( - w)}.
(121)

We start with the zero-order spin term. This reads, on-shell of the integrals

Apxro| ® 8m°G? M1 Mj %S(Q cun)d(q - ug)e I (€= )0 (- ur)o(L - uz)(29* — 1)
(122)
because in this limit the numerator contractions evaluate to
P[q,u1,U - ug,us) — 0, Pluy,uy, U - ug,us] — 27> — 1. (123)

Let us compute (122) in full detail, since the tricks we need will be useful for the spin-orbit computation
too. First note that the following identity holds:

d'e [z &' (7 57 = g* dA4_Z 0 (0 — @) -ug)d(l-
/me T (= )8 (- 1u)3( - uz) = i /62@@25 (7= DT -1)3(7 - us) (124)

VUQ

where u# = . This can be shown, for instance, by expanding the loop integral in a basis of vectors

and contractmg to find the coefficients. Such identity allows us to rewrite (122) in a more symmetric way

-9
02 (€-u1 +1e)?
both the O(a9) and O(a}) terms, so we do not consider it here.

d* .
4We find that the Box integral ~ /22(7 (¢ - ug) evaluates to zero in 4 spacetime dimensions, for
q—
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as

dgdt . S .
202 2092 2~ _ _ —ib-
Ap;LOH = 8m°G* M M;(2v* — 1)*a* / mé(q cu1)0(q - ug)e U (0 —q)o(L-up)o(l - uz) (125)

=8 GEM M3 (272 —1)*a" T - T

where we could recast the two integrations as the square of a vector after changing ¢ — ¢ — ¢. We can
then readily evaluate the Fourier transform

A A —ibg 0" 1 b*
" = /d4q5(q ~u1)0(q - ug)e T 2~ Zrsinho 12 (126)
using (see for instance [22])
Y . T 1 I'(D/2 — a) bt
d°g5(g- ur)d g d_ _ . 127
! / 20040 u2)e ™ oes = = G P in (D22 (o) B0 2 (127)
We finally get to
2G2 My M2 (29 — 1)?
Aplﬁmon = b2 : (12— 1)2 (uf —yuy) (128)

in agreement with the literature [22].

The spin-orbit longitudinal term in (121) requires a bit more care. This spin order is here encoded by
the linearised matrix exponential

Uas () & Nap — i€ap(az, ). (129)
Using this we find that, after some algebra

1
16472 G My M3 v(27* — 1) /d4 /d“ﬁ_i

——0(q- u1)d(q - uz)e
q)*

%

"
ApNLOH

X {E“E- (0= Q)6 (€ - u1)6(L - uz)e(q, ag, u1, us) + 20" e(as, ug, G, 0)0(C - uy )d(L - uQ)}
= 16in*G* M M3 v(2y /d4 /d4€ 2 [ (5(q u1)6(q - ug)e "4
X {Z' (£ — q)i"e(q, ag, ur, uz) +26_#6(02,%2,@7@)}5(@'Ul)g(z'U2) (130)

having used (124) again. Let us now follow the same line of thinking of the scalar term. Changing
g — ¢ —  the two integrations separate, after a short calculation we find that our expression can be
recast into

Ap‘lfILO” = 16i7m°G* M M3 v(27* — 1) (ﬁ“ea(ag, up, u2) I + 2¢eq45(ag, ug)I“o‘ﬁ)
(131)

where we’ve hidden inside the I tensors the remaining integrations, now factorized. The first one
reads

e~ ibd —ib-l

L3. (132)

e

1o = 2/&4q5(q-u1)8(q-u2> qaqﬂ/d4l7(§(€_~u1)(§(€_~u2)

We note that the two Fourier transforms can be obtained by direct differentiation of the master integral
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o—ibd

/d”*qé(@ul)é(q.m) - g g :i”af---ai"/J‘*qé(@ul)é(@ug)qu, oM =1",0¢ (133)

and hence

2 ut —yul 1 bb?
€ala2,ur,us) I = S W Ty (u1,u2,az) (Ho‘ﬁ -2 ) b

(2m)? (sinhg)t b b2 (134)
_ 24 'Uflt*')/ug €(b7u17u2;a2)
" (27)2 (sinh ¢)? bt
The remaining piece is instead
B N . e—ib:d Y N L e—ib»Z -
P = [ d*qo(q - u1)d(q - uz) o g [ d* o0 -u1)o(L - ug) 7 g,
135
i b B bHbP (135)
B (27 sinh ¢)?2 bt =2 b2
yielding
B¢, = %'Huﬂ b
Cap02,2) (27 sinh ¢)2 b* €p(b, az, uz) 36)
= v e (b, ag, uz) + LA — 7uge(ul as, b, us) | .
(27 sinh ¢)2 b4 B (sinh ¢)? e
Finally we find that
16G2MIM3S v(29* — 1) (uf —yub 1
AngOH ~ bt 2 21 ( 172 1 2 (b, u1,uz,az) + 56“({), GQ,UQ)) (137)
and putting everything together one obtains
M{M2 | 3w 572 —1 (292 — 1)?
_ 2 1My Y i
Apyro =G 3 i o 1b” + 2b7(72 —1)? (uff — yub)
V(57* =3) [ ble(b, az, ur, uz)
+ W(72 —1)3/2 B2 — e'(az,u1, u2) (138)
167(272 = 1)1 [ uff —yub 1
77(27 1 )g ( 2/2 jl 2 (b, u1, us2, as) + 56“(b,@2,u2)):| + O(a3)

in agreement with [106].

4.4 Scattering angle for aligned spins

We can also calculate the scattering angle for aligned spins from our formulae, recovering the results
given in [36]. In such case the motion is confined on a two dimensional plane and the dynamics specified
entirely by the scattering angle. We only quote the results here, the residue evaluation is analogous
to the electromagnetic one outlined in section (3.2). The only difference is in the integrand numerator
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(1—B2)% — (1—B2)%x (1—B2)? for gravity, which again is an instance of the double copy. We have

2G N M1 Ms /M2 + M3 + 2M; M. by
o _ N VI Vi i 2 14127y 2 o a, B) YL
0 ; R Re [((27 )by, — 2iv€upapbuuf u2) bi]
0
00 = —wG\/MZ + MZ + 201 Moy = [M1(G(a1, a2, 5) + O(a3)) + M2 (G(a, a1, 5) + O(a?)) |
G(a1,az,n) _Qa% [berS(al,ag,n)] (139)

In the scalar probe limit and a; — 0, M;/Ms — 0, one finds that

QGNMlMg 1

bl/
90 Re[(22—1bu—2iembuau5)—l]
b M172,32 (7 ) ’7/1 Bty Ug bi
1 0
0V ~ —m(GyMiMy)?—5 — 0,5). 140
7T( N 1 2) M12 abg(aQ) I ) ( )
We note again that such limits yields expressions valid to all orders in the spin of the heavy Kerr source.
5
This is because the two sets of spurious Cf)mpton poles that appear in (111) drop: %’122) — 0 because of
the source heavy mass My — oo, and Oz(v(;ll) = 0 since we are taking a; = 0.

5 Some considerations on the probe limit and the Kerr-Schild
gauge

In this final sections we propose an alternative method that can be used to derive probe limit deflections.

Namely, we consider a light spin-less body scattering off a heave spinning source. To do so, we will make

use of Kerr-Schild (KS) coordinates. Even if, as it will turn out, KS expressions are computationally

difficult to deal with we believe this is interesting in itself since the KS gauge is not often employed in

QFT computations. Besides, we will be able to establish a beautiful connection with the classical Double
copy of [71], but from a momentum space point of view.

Let us start with a lightning review of Kerr-Schild coordinates, which are most often introduced in the
context of gravity. A KS spacetime metric g,, which solves the full Einstein equation can be written
as

Guv = Nuw + Okuky (141)

where ¢ and k,, are a (space-time dependent®) scalar and vector with the following properties
KPR T = 0 = K"KV gy Napk®0% k" = 0. (142)

So k,, is null and geodesic with respect to the flat space metric (which is what we will use to contract up
and down indices in what follows). These simple but powerful properties imply that, for instance

g =" = ok"E", /=g =1 (143)

hold as exact statements. One can also see that (142) have the effect of linearising Einstein’s field
equations. One striking consequence of this is that if one defines a gauge potential as

Al = G (144)

then the field equations for the metric reduce to the Maxwell equations for A#. This is the essence of

5We will actually specify to the case where both ¢ and k,, also don’t depend on time: ¢ = ¢(x), ku = kp(x).
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the classical double copy [71] between gauge theory and Einstein gravity. Note indeed that the (exact)
graviton field is explicitly symmetric and traceless. However, this is just a gist of the classical double
copy tale, for more details and recent developments see, for instance [72— —-128].

3 ) 3

5.1 Gauge theory probe limit

Inspired by the discussion above, we start by considering a Lagrangian of a charged scalar which is
minimally coupled to a KS static background. Here we will use m to indicate the mass of the probe

L= (D'®)'D,® —m?®'®, D, =0, —icA,, A,=dk,. (145)

This Lagrangian will model (when we will take the classical limit of the amplitudes it generates) the
geodesic motion® of the light scalar on the heavy background entailed by the gauge potential. We will
specify the specific expression of A4, only later when needed. For now we just observe that if 4% =
then £ = Lo+ Lint, where Lg is a free, charged Klein Gordon Lagrangian”, and the interaction is strictly
linear in A*

Lint = ieA, (70" — & 0" @T) (146)

with Feynman rule
pP+q

— =ieA(q)- (2p+q)

where flu(q) represents the Fourier transform of the gauge potential.

Before we start gathering terms we also report, for the sake of completeness, the deflection expressions
that one finds in the probe limit. These are found following the same steps first outlined in [1], the only
difference is that the incoming state is now a one particle state

in) = [) = / 4B (p)e 6(p) ) (147)

then for the probe deflection we find

artio = ([ dadp-a+ @3 e igtiduo o)) (148)
and

Apnro = <</J4q5(2p q+q*)o(V - Q)eéb.quiANLO(Q)>>
14
+ <</J4q5(2p RS LI q)e*%bﬂ/d‘%@p A+ (V - 00" ALo(q — K)ALO(£)>> "

where V* is the source particle’s 4-velocity, which in the frame of the heavy particle can be taken to
be V# = (1,0). Note the slight change of notation with respect to the previous sections where both
particle’s velocities where indicated with w'.

6We will neglect self interactions.
"Note that we omit the kinematic part of the Lagrangian since we don’t want dynamical photons/gravitons here, the
background is static.
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One difference with respect to (1) is that the source delta functions 5(V - q) are now exact, so they will
not need to be expanded in the classical limit as it is usually done for ) (2p-q+q*). These delta functions
can also be understood as appearing from computing A, (g): since A,,(z) = A,(x) the transform of A, (z)
will include a factor of & (qo0) = 5 (¢ - V), we have peeled this off the amplitudes in eq (149) but we may
equivalently think of it as part of the zzlu(q) hoping no confusion arises. We also factor out the charge of
the source, which we write as Q: A, — QA,.

Next thing we need is to figure out the A scaling of flu (¢), which is needed to take the classical limit.
This is easy once we know that A,(x) is a classical background. Stripping off the on-shell delta function
and the charge Q we are left with

A,(q) — h2A,(9). (150)

The tree-level deflection is then obtained readily from the expression of the vertex and (149). We have,
rescaling momenta and couplings as usual®

2ie@
B3

iAQ) = —5-A@) p (151)
which may look odd at first sight, since we are missing the 1/¢? pole, however we will see that this is
hiding inside A as the Fourier transform of ~ 1/r. We thus get the classical leading order deflection by
the KMOC average over wave packets, setting p* ~ mu*

Apflo = —ieQ / d*qo(u-q)o(V - g)e g  u- A(q). (152)

5.1.1 1-loop momentum deflection

Now let us turn our attention to the NLO deflection. We start by gathering all relevant diagrams first.
At this order both It* and I} terms will be important. Conveniently, in KS gauge only 1 diagram is
needed: the box diagram (the cross box one is the same as the box in the probe limit). Below we report
for clarity the box and cut-box graphs with their explicit momentum routing:

The box contribution reads

A - 2p+0A(g—0) - 2p+q+10)
2p -0+ 02+ ie

ig" A (q) = —ie*Q%q" / ds(e-v) (153)

8Note that here we use calligraphic letters in a slightly different way as in the previous sections, as we want to use “A”
just to indicate the vector potential expression.
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which, introducing wave vectors, becomes

.23 _ N 71'62@2@# N a A(Z) . (2p + hE)A((j — E) . (2p + h(q_i_g))
" qﬂAD(Q)_T/d%é(["/) p- L+ hi%)2+ie '

(154)

As expected at this order, the RHS above has a superclassical part which behaves as ~ % which will need
to cancel if we are to have a well defined physical observable. Let us write this divergence

—92ie202%g N AD) - p A(g—0) -
p-l+ie

+ O(h°)
(155)

= 2T [ vISTpAD A D) -p+ O0)

where we have averaged over equivalent expressions to use the delta-function trick (52). To show that
this singularity is harmless we will need to add it to the cut box one and show that they cancel. Thus,
let’s focus onto the cut box amplitude, this is”

Ch(q) = 2Q? / QO30 V)S(2p- L+ YA - (2p+ O)A(g— ) - (2p + g+ 0) (156)

or, written with As and wave vectors

wen(g) = S / BT5(E-V)62p - T+ P A(L) - (2p+ BDA(@G— D) - (2p + h(g + D))

h
B 262Q2
R

(157)

[ @28 vie- DA - p A0 -p+ O00)

)

but /# = '7—2” inside the superclassical loop integral, so the two singularities cancel each other as they
equal with opposite signs.

The next step is to now gather all classically relevant terms from (154) and (157). Let’s start from the
box amplitude. The classical contributions can be obtained in 3 different ways (which are the different
possibilities of picking an additional power of /i at the numerator): by taking a power of null momenta
from the numerator, by Laurent expanding the propagator and by doing the ¢ — g — £ shift to take care
of the condition p - § = —hg?/2. These terms are, respectively for (154)

P (158)
B 16222(1# /J4Z(§(£~ V) (f)(pp?(qis)j p(j? + O(h)

having defined each line as the 3 different contributions, in the last equality. On the other hand, for (157)

9Mind the slightly different use of letters, with respect to previous chapters, used to identify various superclassical/clas-
sical contributions.
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+e2Q? / BERISE- V)T p)AD) - p AG— D) - p

(159)
62Q2
2

/445(;2@: OFS(C- V) (L-p)AL) - pA(G—0) - p+ O(h)
=ClHq) +Cl'(q) + CH(q) + O(h).

The first lines of (158) and (159) look similar so let’s add them, we find that these two bits can be brought
into the following form

Al ol = 4262@2/&458(@- V)A() -pA(G—1) -1 <57: +il"5(p - Z)) : (160)
p- 1€

Let’s now move onto the remaining 4 terms. We find that C; + C¥, when added together after averaging
over equivalent forms, becomes

¢p +Ct =@ [ BEPS(E- VI pAD pAla-D)-pT- (-0

eQQQqﬂ N o " _ L (161)
- d*5(0- V)8 (- p)A(E) -p Ag 1) - pl- (- 2q).
If we define the second integral on the RHS above to be Z*, that is
QQQQQ” P N Jo— ~ _ _
Zh = — d5(0-V)'(L-p)Al) -pAlg—1€)-pl- (L —2q) (162)
a small calculation reveals that adding Z# to the remaining terms yields
ZF 4 A+ A = ieQQQ(j‘L/J‘%_S(E NnAO-rAG=Y vy G_ o (163)
(p-l+ie)?

We now have all the ingredients needed for the 1-loop deflection. Inserting (160), (161) and (163) into
(149) and taking the momenta p to be close to their classical value we finally obtain

oo Q[ AV - de=ibT [ BTSV -7
Apfro = 5 [ d'q0(u-9)d(V - q)e A5V - 7)

_ AWl) - uwA(G—0)-0  AWl)-uA(G—10) - u - _
o _9 _ = - (0 —
x[q u-l+ie (u- €+ ig)? (t=9)
— (25(u DAQD) - uA(G—10) - T+8@-u)l- (- DA®D) -uA(qg—T) u) ]
(164)
Also note that the on-shellness of the probe is respected, as
2p- Apxro =62622/654@5@-6)5(‘/-6)6_"”@/34175(‘/ OF-ud'(£-u) € (1 - q)A(6) -uA(q —0) - u (165)
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becomes, using the property of distributions 26’ (z) = —é(x)

= —Apro - Apro
(166)

where the last expression can be achieved by shifting the variable g to § = @ + /.

Before carrying out some numerical checks we move to the gravitational computation, which turns out
to be extremely similar to the electromagnetic one.

5.2 The probe limit for gravity

The action of a scalar body of mass m, minimally coupled to a gravitational heavy background of mass
M is

S = %/d4z V=9 (9" (0,®)(0,®) — m*®?) (167)
again, we start by employing the KS gauge. In this case the inverse metric reads, in its exact form
g =" — kh" (168)
and given in these coordinates /—g = 1 the Lagrangian simplifies drastically to
L="Lo— ghW(aH@)(qu)) (169)

i.e. the interaction is strictly linear, with no further corrections. The corresponding vertex rule is

P+q
=ik BHV(Q) pu(p + )

Armed with this knowledge it is then possible to write, following the usual procedure, the classical leading
order deflection. This is immediately found to be

K

Apﬁo Ty

2 ~ A A . — ~
- /d4(i5(u DOV - e g hP (QJuaug (170)
where, as before, we have factored out both the source delta function and coupling h — ) (q- V)fz

5.2.1 1-loop gravitational deflection

At the next order in G we find again just one diagram to be relevant for the I} piece of (149). This is
the box diagram
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corresponding to the expression

: i) & WP (Opa(p +0)p 77 (g = O+ 0),(p + q)
- ()2 25 0 4 . o B q b p\P T 4)o 171
ig"M(q) = (ir)” K ig /d Lo(V - 0) o 01 21 ic (171)
while the cut box is found by cutting the massive propagator
D"(q) = " / A6V - 05(2p- £+ £2) L P (Opalp + €)p W77 (g = O)(p + 0P + @)o- (172)

Let us remark again the magic of the KS gauge: we are scattering two black holes at one loop and we
have to consider one Feynman diagram!

Before computing the NLO deflection let us carry out a first sanity check, which is to show how the two
contributions have a well defined classical limit. The box singularity is, introducing wave numbers and
averaging

) A _ haB(p 100 (75 _ P
i M (q) = == /d4£5(V~€)h Opaps W70 = OPoPo o 10

g p;hie S (173)
T /‘W (V- DhP (D)paps 17 (= Dpppod(p - 1) + O(R°)
while the leading h piece in the cross box reads
R3DH(q) = % / d* TSV - DR (D)paps W7 (G — Dppped(p - £) + O(R) -
= m;q;” /62425(1/.@)@@5(@)%% 797 (G = Dpppod(p - 1) + O(H)

which is minus (173) as expected.

The classical contributions from the box diagram can be obtained in 3 ways, just as before these come
from picking a power of a null momenta from the numerator, expanding the propagator and shifting to
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take care of the implicit & in 2p - § = —hg?. We have

ikt an, = hP(Dpa(p+hl)g h*7 (G — O)(p + L), (p + 1ig)
3 M (G :7’“{ _'U‘/d4£5 7 o ﬁ_ 4 P o
M) = =55 V- p-L+hi22+ic

i“4—u/614@5(‘,,@)17'71(!7)-%-71(6Z)-pﬂj-il(f_)-pp%(t?5)'((i+€)

B p-l+ic
ik [ agrns PO pp-h(g—10) p P (175)
Tt /d“(v'@ b f+ie? 2
= M3 (@) + My (@) + MZ(@) + O(h)

having defined the 3 different classical terms and the notation p; - ﬁ(l) ‘P2 = BQB (l)p?p’g . The cross box
expansion goes along in an equivalent manner, this time we find

P

D) = o | A6V -0 0hP (O)palp+ h)s b7 (@ —0)(p + h),(p + h)od(p - L+ hE*[2)

,%4 ~ — ~ ~ — —\ = -
[ E0 08 (0D T ha -0 p+ 0D pp-hla—D)- @+ D) 5p- D

+% d* 0oV -0)(G— 0¥ p-h(l) -pp-h(g—€) pd(p l7)%+0(h)

Let us now simplify these classical expressions. As in the EM case a small calculation shows that
_ N\ ikt [y - T - - S
(Ma(q) +Da(@)" = ——- [ ALV - 1) (p- h(f) - Lp-h(@—1L)-p+p-h(l) -pp-h(q@—1)- (q+€))

N T T
X(p f—i—zs—H (p- ))

= %4/44@5(1/ Dp-h(l)-pp-h(G—10)-£ (L +il"5(p - Z))

p-l+ie
(177)
as well as
@) + D) =5 [V B k@ pp a0 pFp O (D42 (T8
where we defined the vector
Z+ = —%q”/d“fg(‘/ O)p-h(l)-pp-h(g—10)-pd(p-0)I- (L - 2q). (179)
When added to My(7) + M.(g), this allows us to nicely gather together the remaining parts
@) + M@+ 2 = g [atsw O M0 v gy )

Now we can finally write down the classical momentum deflection of a scalar body travelling on a KS
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background

ik*m

AplliILO =

(181)

This also satisfies the on-shell check, as can be seen following the same steps outlined in (166). A further
confirmation on our results was obtained by working out Ap*, both at LO and NLO, by perturbatively
solving the classical equations followed by the probe. We will indeed sketch the proof of (170) and (181)
using the geodesic equation in the appendix. We stress that, at this point, fourmulae (152), (164), (170)
and (181) hold for a generic heavy source that can be put in a Kerr-Schild form.

The reader will appreciate how similar the electromagnetic and gravity expressions are, which is a con-
sequence of working with Kerr-Schild expressions for the source. From inspection of our equations, it is
clear that the gravity observables we obtained are equivalent to their gauge theory counterparts, up to a
number, by the simple replacement

A(q) & P (@)u, (182)

which is somehow very reminiscent of the classical double copy prescription. We believe this classical
correspondence deserves further scrutiny.

5.3 Further comments and checks

Kerr-Schild field expressions are not very easy to deal with in practical computations. This is because
both the momentum and position space dependence form of ¢ and k* can be tricky, especially for spinning
sources. Luckily, sometimes, we can find a way around this impasse by switching to harmonic coordi-
nates. One of the first works to adopt such a strategy was [104], where an explicit linear diffeomorphism
between the Kerr metric in KS and de Donder/harmonic/Lorenz gauge was found. One has in position

space,
DD kM o V, KS
hp,l/ (‘T) = _8—7TPHV ﬂVY(GteXp (a*a)ﬁ)pf = hp,l/ (:E) +a(,u€v) (183)

The exponential operator of (183) is defined as the power series of the 2-form
(a%0)u = €uv(a,0). (184)

The explicit form of ¢, in the expression above will not interest us so we do not report it. (183) satisfies
prveB Ovhap = 0 at the linear order in G, further corrections can in principle be obtained by solving
Einstein’s equations up to the desired order.

In the spirit of the Double copy we can define a Lorenz expression for a spinning source too

AL(z) = %exp (a+ a)lf% = AKS(2) + D) (185)

which is often called vKerr in the literature.

equations (183) and (185) are more suitable for actual computation and their Fourier transforms can be
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readily computed. Let us consider EM first, we find

flﬁ = —Qb(q- V)exp (—ia * q)up% =—Qd(q-V) .

Uu(‘l)

(186)

having hidden the exponential into the g-dependent vector U,,. But how to practically use this expression?
One option is to plug in the transformation (185) inside (152) and (164), after the dust settles one is able
to show that these become

Apfo = —ieQ/cZ“qS(u AV - qeign - ';(q). (187)
and
i€2Q? [ ~ = . o iy
Apio = 22 / d'go(u- (V- q)e=" / ﬁ&v 0
{q U(f)-uU(ci—f)-€+U( )(-ul_f(q_—f)-ug,(gq))

( —8)-2 u-l+ie
( ) wU(G—0) - T+ 8T -u)l- ([ — U ’)-uU(q—e’)-u) }
(188)

These equations, as already stressed before, are valid for generic spin orientations. While the leading
order term is essentially unchanged in its form, it is interesting to see how switching to a Loernz gauge
expression made the Feynman triangle contribution ~ g*U (£)-U(g—£) appear. Another way to prove this
is to repeat the steps of (5.2.1) but in Lorenz gauge, with an ®2A? interaction term in the Lagrangian.
It is also reassuring to see that (188) reproduces the results of [1] when the mass ratio M;/Ms there is
taken to be small and one takes the spinless limit

a—0, Uyg) = Vy, Ulg)-u—r. (189)

Let’s carry some numerical checks now. We will work in a frame where u* = ~(1,0,0,3), V# = (1,0).
It is easy to show the agreement of the leading order deflection with our unitarity-based result of (63).
To realize this we only have to bring the exponential operator into a nicer form. On the support of the
on shell measure we can write

« )V) ’7 . —
g u-U(q —q“z ﬁ u*VP = ~g* cosha - q— ig" Msmhwq
n>0 a-q (190)

=~g" cosha - q— ie"(q,u,V)sinha - q.

za*q

Observe that in the last equality above we made use of the useful property [41, 104]
qﬂe(uavaavq) =a- qe#(‘?vuav) (191)
which makes it clear that our two O(eQ) expressions equal each other.

Perhaps more interesting is to see what happens at one loop, since both the probe limit expressions (164)
and (188) look very different from (64). To this end we will check that our formulae agree at O(e2Q%a') in
the aligned spin case a-b = 0. Although going to an arbitrary high order in the spin poses no fundamental
obstruction (one would just get higher rank 1-loop integrals to be reduced), computations become quickly
messy, which is due to the presence of the exponential matrix that defines U, (¢). So let us expand in a*
equation (188). We find the only term that contributes to the scattering angle comes from the second
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term inside the parenthesis of (188). This is

u-Vie(q,a,l,V)

Aphio — +0(a).  (192)

22202 R R . d4lﬁ L
L [dae i it Viet | i)

£)2 u-f+ie
Let’s focus on the loop integral
/ a' S(_ ) (’ 0,V) (q,a,1,V) (193)
_ — a =€(q,a
62((? 6) p g q’ ™ q) ) )
with . o
I#E/f Slgf 4G )E“. (194)
2(q—02p-l+ic
In general I* can be expanded as
" = AV* + Bp* + Cq" (195)

for some A, B,C. However, when we plug this back into ¢ the terms proportional to V' and g will be
projected out, so we’re only really interested in B. Contracting we have

- 1 1
Recall we are in a frame such that V* = (1,0) and p* = mu* = m(y,0,0,v4). In the end
11 (q,a,n V)
1, 1
@) = g (197)
thus we can write (192) as
Apnio = €*Q%y / d'ge”"5(u-0)3(q- V)q"e(g,0.1,V)
e - (198)
B GPVaﬂ 1/ ay/fB —ib- N q~q
Ve[ dt k) o(g-V
S T / qe (u-q)o(q- )\/_—(72
and use [85, 106]
O . o ghgP 1 b
d2as(a-uw)o(a - —igb T4 _ TI#P —

/ qo(q-u)o(q-Ve \/*—‘?2 27 sinh ¢ b3 3 b2 (199)
where the projector is the one initially defined in (65). We thus obtain, for this piece of the deflec-
tion 22

€ T CpraB v o« B 1 bHo” 2
ApﬁLO — m 1 — 720/ u V b_3 (HHP — 3b—2 + O(a ) (200)

Let us get the scattering angle dotting with the impact parameter. We find, noting that IT#,b¥ =
bH

3

1 €2Q2

b- ApNLoO 1 e2Q%*y e(bya,u,V) 1
87 m2~3 344

0= - ——
blp| |p| 87Bymbt 1 —~2

+O0(a?) = — e(b,a,u, V) +O(a?). (201)

The well known O(e?Q?a’) term can also be obtained using standard integration techniques and reads

€2Q2

b= - 327 (mpByb)?

(202)
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so that
- 32rm23242 b2 ~32 b2

which, in the aligned case, matches the Taylor expansion of (79) up to the respective spin order and equals

g — €2Q2 1 (1 n i G(b, a,u, V)) + O(GQ) (203)

the projection on the scattering plane contribution of our non aligned spin result (76). A simple calculation
also shows that the longitudinal vector components of (188) and (64) match, as expected.

We believe it is fascinating to see at work two different frameworks (unitarity/probe limit) and how, even
if the calculations organise themselves so differently, they agree in the end. The leading singularity has
the advantage that (in the aligned case) all the gauge invariant scattering information is nicely encoded
in the unitarity triangle cut, while in (188) the bit that actually contributed to (203) came from a box
(Feynman) diagram. This is even less unclear if one had used the KS expression (164), where the source
Fourier transform has an even less trivial momentum dependence, thus isolating the unitarity triangle
terms may be even more cumbersome.

The gravity side of the story streamlines as in the electromagnetic case at leading order. The probe limit
deflection (170) can be related to the Fourier transform of the harmonic metric by a linear diffeomorphism.
We find, on shell of the delta functions

PoBroV exp (—ia * q)a)/\V,\((j)uau[g
e

. 9 M R R . o
Apfo = “—F— / d*qb(u-q)d(V -q)e g (204)
we observe that, inside the integral, following the same steps outlined in (22) and (190)

((j“(272 —1)cosha - q— 2iye'(q,u,V)sinha - q) (205)

N =

uauﬂPo‘ﬂp“V(peXp (—ia x q)a)’\V,\ (q) =

which is enough to see that (204) agrees with (140). Unfortunately the NLO harmonic expression of
the Kerr metric is not known, or at least to our knowledge, so carrying the one loop integral becomes
more complicated since we would have to work with the momentum space expression of the metric in KS
coordinates. A preliminary check suggests that (181) yields the right answer for the case of a spinless
heavy source but a proper treatment of the spinning case is still lacking.

Another reason why momentum KS expressions are worth further investigation is related to higher loops.
For instance, it is easy to write a generic L-loop amplitude. Due to the linearity of the exact KS vertex
we only really have 1 ladder diagram at every loop order,
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/p+q
7

tp+li+ba+---+ 1

l3
l p+bi+0s
‘P+€1

giving us a box diagram which reads

L+1
iM(g) = (ir) "+t / dity - d'p g 8 (q -2 &'>
i=1

2
Vs Vs . Vi+1 (206)

X Vi 2 | 24 i 2 .
(p+0)—m2+ic(p+Ll1+¥la) —m?+ic (p+ZiL:1€i) Cm2 e

Here
~ k—1 k
Vi = (1) (p“ +) ey) (pV +y gg) (207)
=1 =1

is the k-th KS vertex. This seems to suggest that higher order observables can be computed in an
analogous way to the one presented above, since the amplitude structure extends itself in a straightforward
fashion. That is take the classical limit of (206) and subtract all cut contributions to make sure all
superclassical terms add up to zero. Therefore, we leave the study of loop integration of KS metrics in
momentum space to a future work.

6 Summary

In this paper we focused on the understanding of the classical impulse up to NLO associated with
scattering of spinning particles for electromagnetic and gravitational interactions. We have considered
both aligned and non-aligned spin configurations, thereby extending the results presented in Refs. [1,89].
Our results were achieved using two frameworks, a unitarity based one and a more traditional one
involving background amplitudes. In the case of gravity, and within the point-particle approximation,
our results describe the scattering of two Kerr black holes. However, as our equations reveal, studying
the EM case first is extremely valuable, since it leads the way to the analogous gravitational calculation
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through fascinating double copy correspondences. As our results clearly demonstrate, the Newman-Janis
complex shift b — b+ ia does not seem to be so straightforward at NLO, in comparison with the tree-
level case. To this respect we believe it would be interesting to investigate whether the recently proposed
worldsheet interpretation of the NJ shift [129] holds at NLO as well, we believe our calculations could
help to this respect.

Our work is also preparatory and we believe it can be extended in multiple directions. An outstanding
issue is to improve our comprehension on the Compton amplitude at higher spin orders, which is one
of the main limitations of the present work. In a historical perspective, perhaps one way to deepen our
understanding would be to investigate subleading soft theorems for external particles with higher spin.
This is certainly an issue that deserves further studies, and indeed different and fascinating works are

gaining grounds on this matter [53,54,96,97,130-132]. An easier task would be to build up on the results
of section 5 to incorporate higher spin orders in the light body. This can be done by studying fermion
or a general massive spin-S Lagrangian, as was already argued in [85], in the presence of classic sources.
Other direct extensions would involve applying our tools to the calculation of the classical NLO angular
impulse, following a similar recipe as given in [85,133], or to turn to the investigation of the double copy
relation between dyons and the Taub-NUT solution [41, 108, 134—136]. Finally, it would be useful to link
our results to recently rediscovered eikonal methods [22,27,29,32, 34, 40,49, 137-145] where one is able

to obtain observables by differentiation of a scalar function (or a coherent state parameter) which entails
the conservative (and radiative) dynamics.

These subjects would indeed be interesting to explore, and we hope to return to such calculations in the
future.
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Conventions
We work in a Minkowski spacetime with signature

N = diag(+1,—-1,—-1,—1) (208)
and the Riemann curvature tensor given by

R,,.=0I,, -0, +I1,I —Th.T),. (209)
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Our Fourier transforms conventions are

fa) = [ dthe e ) oo
/

where to tidy up factors of 2w we write

A d*k o
Ak = (k) = (2m)"6" (k) . 211
e SO RICORED (211)
We also define
Y = vl + oY wh, oYl = vhw” — v wh. (212)

Appendix A — Classical calculation of Ap" in the probe limit.

Here we provide a purely classical proof of (181), which is integrating up to second order in Newton’s
constant the geodesic equation of a light scalar travelling on a Kerr-Schild Background.

The geodesic equation for the probe on the Kerr background is

dp*(7) a
= —mI* o 5(x(7))u (T)uﬁ(T) (213)
where 1
g = §gﬂp (9a9ps + 989pa — Opgas) s Guv = Muv + Ky g =0/ — KA. (214)

We will define the graviton Fourier transform by
() = / d'ge™ "Ry (q) = / d'qe™ (k3@ V) Hu(@)) . (215)

The specific form of H will not really matter so we will leave it implicit for now.

At LO we evaluate the metric on a straight-line trajectory z#(7) = b* 4+ u*7T where we choose 7 to be the
curved proper time. One finds immediately

dp" 1
dL = —rkmu®u’ ((%h“g — 58“]@g>
-
» (216)
— —&2muuP / J4qe*iq'(b+“"')(§((?' V)Z ((jaH“ﬁ(q) + %Hag((?)>
which, integrating over all proper times, gives us the LO deflection
2 ~ .- A ~
Apfo = 5 / d*qe3(3 - V)3 - u)id"u"u” Has (7): (217)
From now on we will define and use the vector
EM(q) := H" (Q)uy (218)
so, for instance
N A A o
Bpfio = =" [ dae (g V)i(q - wyigEl@) (219)
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this will help us avoiding long strings of indices.

6.1 NLO

Now we compute the correction to the velocity/momentum and to the trajectory. We have

() (1) = muly\ (1) = ’ dTﬂ
P €Y T ar
57-7) » (220)
2 74 ~ —i"(b—i-u‘r)qil = (= q_ _
= d q uwE E@d) -
Hm/ qe q.uHE(qu (@) + 5 E(a) U)
where we have regulated [1406] the lower bound divergence of the integral by
/ dre vl / dr e~ iT(watie) — 7} e ir(watie) (221)
—o0 —0 U-q+1€
We can integrate again to get an expression for the trajectory
H — 1 ! d H
(M) = ARG
57 » (222)
2 74 = —iq-(b+uT) q- = (= q_ _
= d q — -uF EQq) - .
M/ qe ((j~u+is)2( q-uB"(q) + 5 E(q) U)

Now we identify all possible contributions at NLO. These are

dpl5)(7)
(2) _ «a, B Hn . «, B
gy =™ (2 Iap(b+ur)u u(l)(T) + (F(l)a,@(T) +x1)(7) 8F“aﬂ(b + ’LLT)) u®u ) (223)

where the first one corresponds to considering a product ok x in the connection and another one in the
velocity correction. The last two have two powers of k from expanding the Christoffel symbols only
instead (expanding the trajectory inside and expanding I' ~ hoh). We will also write the corresponding
deflections as Apl , 5 with Apip o = >, Apy.

The first term above yields, using (220)

o e oSG V(-
—2m1““a6(b+u7')uau€1)(7) = imf#/d46d4€e*”"(q”)e*”“'(q”) —(q7V) ( : V)
- u—+ie
_ _ ;B
(w50 + BB @)~ Bo@) (-1 u B0 + FED ).
(224)

Thus

Ap} = imk* / d4qd4ge_ib‘(q+z)g(u (q+ E))w
S U+ 1E (225)

_ B
< H @) + B @)~ Es(@) (T 0B + G B0 ).
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Similarly we find

Aph = —m/dTFéLl) B(T)uo‘uﬁ
= imm4/d4(jd4€e_1b'(q+€)6(u- (G+0)0(7-V)o(L- V) H5(q) (—E-uEB(E) + %E(ﬂ) u) .
(226)
u-q

Note already that, because on shell — vl —1, the sum of these two first deflection contributions

simplifies to

Apl + Aph = imn4/cz4(jci4l76_ib‘(‘7+z)5(u (g+ Z))—é@é V)(j_(f V)Q[BE“] (9) (f' uEg(l) + %BE() ‘ u) .
S+ e
(227)

Finally, using (222) we get to

5(g-V)8(-V)

Apf :z‘mm‘*/d“q&“?e”b'(“%(u' (a+0) (€ u+ic)?

(228)

y <Z-UE(E) g+ %E(Z) u) <q~ wEBR(q) — %E((j) u> .

In the end the complete NLO deflection looks like, simplifying a bit using the constraints imposed by the
delta functions

Apkyo = imk! / d*qd e 05w (G+0)5(G- V)6 V)

<o (p@- 50 - 329 O v 120 15

7) . . (229)
2 l-u+ie 2 - i€

(- u+ig)? '

_a-t
4

This satisfies the on-shell check —2p - Apxro = (AprLo)? after a short computation. It can be seen that
(229) is indeed (181). To begin with, we realise that the first term inside the parenthesis is zero in KS
coordinates, this is because it is a pure convolution in momentum space or product in position space, as
can be seen by changing § + ¢ — . Let’s then look at

mzl/ : . . <;E<q) TED-u 1E<£>~q-E<q->~u>

d*qdi e T OG5 - (G+0)6(g- VYO - V)"

2 - u—+ie 2 0-u+ie
(230)

we rewrite this, flipping labels ¢ > g, as

imm4/cz4(jcz4l7€_ib'(‘7+[)(§(u G+ D)8(q- VIS V)" (%E(z)gqu—ii)E u %E(?EQUE—‘E(]@)E u) (231)
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then we switch to a new ¢ variable defined by G+ ¢ — G to obtain

it [ dqeb93u- il v) [ BTV (1 B@-0tEO)-w 1EO G- OEG-0 “) |

2 —l-udic 2 —l-u+ie
(232)
Finally, we change the classical loop momentum ¢ — § — £ in the second term only, obtaining
imrk? / d*qge ™85 (u- q)d(g- V) / d2si-v)
_ - I e (233)
" ME@G@-L) - LEW)-u g'—lrE@G@—()-LE{) u
2 —0-u+ie 2 C-u+ie
which, using the delta-function trick, can be brought into the following form
i / dgei(u - 9)5(7- V) / 757 V)
. _ s (234)
N e . " E(@—10)-LE({)-u
—i—0(l-u)E(G—4¢)-LE{) u— — — .
« (oS 0Bla - - 150 - G EIS
Similar manipulations and use of the formula
. 1 1
' (z) = — 235
i0'(w) (x+1ie)?2  (—xz+ie)? (235)
reveal that
it e . . _E(3) - u E(0) -
_ tmk /d4qd4£e*1b'(‘1+e>5(u G+ 0)8(3- V)6 V)quq.g—(q_) v ( ) u
(€-u+ig)?
UL T R Yy 77 _
=3 d*qe 9w -q)o(q-V) [ d (- V)L (£ —q) (236)

_HE(Q*E)'UE(_)'Ui-‘uA/ 7. 7). /) .
X <q T utio)? W' (- u)E(g—¥) - uE(0) u>

proving the equivalence of the two derivations.

We avoid repeating the computation for a generic vKerr electromagnetic source, since this is essen-

tially the one found in [1]. We only report the final deflection which one finds integrating Maxwell’s
equations
i€*Q% [ ;o —i(q+0)-b 57 A ) (=
Apt = —= [ d*d*Ge TS0 V) ((G+ ) - u)d(g- V)
m
oo oo e e . (237)
« g _A(@) - LA(D) n A0) -qA@ v L-qA(L) - uA(Q) -u
cu+ie l-u+ie (G- u+ie)?

which can be shown, tracing the same steps above, to equal what we had found using amplitudes.
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