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Abstract

We construct a new Yang-Mills Lagrangian based on a notion of minimal cou-
pling that incorporates classical spin effects. The construction relies on the in-
troduction of a new covariant derivative, which we name “classical spin covariant
derivative”, that is compatible with the three-point interaction of the

√
Kerr solu-

tion with the gauge field. The resulting Lagrangian, besides the correct three-point
coupling, predicts a unique choice for contact terms and therefore it can be used
to compute higher-point amplitudes such as the Compton, unaffected by spurious
poles. Using double copy techniques we use this theory to extract gravity ampli-
tudes and observables that are relevant to describe Kerr binary dynamics to all
orders in the spin. In particular, we compute the 2PM (O(G2

N )) 2 → 2 elastic
scattering amplitude between two classically spinning objects to all orders in the
spin and use it to extract the 2PM scattering angle.
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1 Introduction

The idea that black holes share certain features with elementary particles is not new and,
in fact, it has quite a long history (see e.g. [1–3]). One of the reasons that makes these
two classes of apparently unrelated objects similar is that they are both characterized
by few charges, namely the mass, the intrinsic angular momentum i.e. the spin and the
electric charge. Although being exact solutions of the full, non-linear Einstein equations,
black holes seem to be simple objects, at least if compared to other solutions such as
neutron stars.

Beside being interesting in itself, the aforementioned analogy can be concretely used
to perform analytical precision computations relevant in the context of gravitational
waves physics, that has recently dragged a lot of attention because of the many detec-
tions made by LIGO, Virgo and Kagra of waves emitted by strongly gravitating binary
systems [4–10] . During the very first phase of the coalescence of two black holes, known
as the inspiral phase, the two compact objects are widely separated and the gravitational
interaction between them is weak. In this regime one can neglect the internal structure
of the bodies, sized by the Schwarzschild radius, and successfully use perturbation the-
ory to extract the perturbative expansion in the gravitational coupling constant of the
observables one is interested in. This is called post-Minkowskian (PM) regime and it is
usually approached either by using classical general relativity (GR) methods or scatter-
ing amplitude techniques in quantum field theory (QFT) [11–59]. However, because of
on-shell techniques and many simplifications, state-of-the-art theoretical predictions are
made within the latter approach, where one treats the two gravitating bodies as elemen-
tary point-like particles, computes a scattering amplitude and then extracts its classical
limit, which roughly amounts to sending ℏ to zero, after having correctly restored it in
the theory. Eventually open orbits observables, obtained by differentiating the classical
scattering amplitude, can be mapped into bounded orbits ones [60–62] and can be com-
pared to those derived in the more familiar Post-Newtonian (PN) regime (see e.g. [63] for
a review), where, together with the weak field approximation, one also considers small
velocities.

It is not surprising that the theory used to describe the gravitational interaction
between Schwarzschild black holes, only characterized by their masses, is in the PM
regime simply that of minimally coupled massive scalars to gravity1. Computations can
be significantly simplified using double copy [64–68] and, infact, it has been shown that
scalar QCD provides the single copy theory to compute the relevant building blocks and
amplitudes for the the more complicated theory of gravity [3,15,69–74]. State-of-the-art
results for the scattering between two spinless black holes in both the conservative and
radiative sectors are up to 4PM (O(G4

N)).
However, more realistic black holes are also characterized by the spin vector Sµ

[75]. Because of this additional scale the problem is much more complicated and, on
top of each PM order, there is a spin multipole expansion in the classical spin vector

1In this framework, adding non-minimal terms to the Lagrangian means considering tidal deforma-
tions contributions.

1



that, in general, depends on the nature of the compact body one is describing [76–134].
Quantum-mechanically, the spin vector satisfies SµSµ = −ℏ2s(s+1), where s is the spin
quantum number. Hence, when trying to attack the classical scattering problem using
QFT methods, it seems natural to make use of spinning massive fields, with higher and
higher value of the spin quantum number s , in such a way to keep the value of SµSµ

finite when sending ℏ to zero. This will yield a spin multipole expansion in the form of a
polynomial truncated at order (Sµ)2s. The idea of using quantum spinning fields to mimic
Kerr black holes is corroborated by the “minimally coupled”2 three-point amplitudes
presented in [76] that, in the classical limit, match the classical computation of the
linearised stress-energy tensor of a Kerr black hole [79]. The latter resums all the classical
spin dependence of the amplitude into a simple and compact exponentiated form that can
be interpreted, on the support of the three-point kinematics, as an exponentiated version
of the subleading soft graviton theorem [82, 135]. Using this three-point amplitude, the
1PM classical amplitude for the scattering between two Kerr black holes has been easily
constructed to all order in spin [82,83,87]. However, going to 2PM requires the knowledge
of the tree-level Compton amplitude and, when one constructs such object using BCFW
recursion relations [136], the opposite-helicity sector is affected, for s > 2, i.e. for
higher spins, by the presence of unphysical spurious poles. The same problem appears
for gauge theories when s > 1, when starting from the

√
Kerr three-point amplitude.

There has been a lot of effort to understand how to remove these poles. The Lagrangian
approaches of [103,113] give healthy Compton amplitudes up to s = 5/2. Assuming that
the Compton amplitude additionally satisfies a “shift-symmetry” to all orders in spin
leads to a result unaffected by the above-mentioned spurious poles [111]. A microscopical
reason for assuming such symmetry is, however, far from being clear. All these efforts
and proposals should eventually be compared with solutions of the classical Teukolsky
equation, recently found in [126].

In this paper, we follow a different path. We try to answer the question of whether
it is possible, in principle, to construct an effective Lagrangian field theory describing
the interactions of Kerr black holes with gravity depending on the classical spin Sµ and
therefore carrying, as a built-in feature, an infinite spin multipole expansion. There are
several motivations to ask this question. The first is of purely theoretical nature. As
argued above, black holes are, from a certain perspective, simple and this simplicity, for
the Schwarzschild case, is reflected in the standard QFT notion of minimal coupling.
On the other hand, Kerr black-holes look much more sophisticated but they are actually
not, as clear in Kerr-Schild coordinates [137]. Indeed, Kerr spacetime can be entirely
reconstructed by performing a Newman-Janis transformation [138] to the radial coordi-
nate characterizing the spinless solution3. Constructing a new field theory for Kerr by
implementing this transformation directly at the level of the Lagrangian would represent
at least a good candidate to describe Kerr black holes as elementary particles. A second,
but not less important, motivation concerns the frontier of precision computations. Hav-

2Here the notion of “minimal coupling” does not have anything to do with the QFT one, which we
will exploit later on in the paper.

3A discussion on Kerr-Schild coordinates can be found in appendix A.
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ing a Lagrangian built upon the criterion of simplicity would make it possible to proceed
beyond the first PM order in the perturbative expansion of gravitational observables.
One could argue that, unless there is a classical GR computation that counterparts the
analysis of this paper, these observables could have little to do with Kerr black holes.
However, in any case, the theory we present here could always be regarded as a “mini-
mal” model on top of which one is free to add operators of higher order in the curvature,
opportunely multiplied by Wilson coefficients, in order to better and better approximate
true classically spinning solutions.

In practice we do not construct here the theory of gravity, but we limit ourselves
to build its single copy, gauge theory counterpart. Then, implementing a form of the
double copy that adapts to classically spinning theories, we obtain gravity amplitudes.

The paper is organized as follows. We start in section 2 where, after discussing the
usual notion of minimal coupling and its role in scalar QED, we construct a new theory
by introducing a covariant derivative which is compatible with the

√
Kerr three-point

amplitude and that carries information about its interaction with the gauge field. We
show explicit expressions for the Lagrangian and for the contact terms, automatically
generated by this definition of minimal coupling. The Newman-Janis shift, discussed
in some detail in appendix A, is a constitutive element of our Lagrangian. In section
3 we consider tree-level amplitudes and we show that, on-shell, spinning amplitudes
involving an arbitrary number of massless legs entirely factorize in terms of spinless ones
and that the full spin contribution can remarkably be encoded into a simple exponential
factor. Because they come from a local Lagrangian, such amplitudes will be unaffected
by unphysical poles. The difference between the opposite-helicity Compton amplitude
we find within our approach and the “minimally coupled” one is spelled out in appendix
B. Using double copy for classically spinning theories, in section 4, we obtain gravity
amplitudes relevant to describe Kerr black holes binary dynamics. Section 5 is devoted
to the computation of the 2PM amplitude, eikonal and scattering angle using on-shell
techniques. Integrals appearing in the one-loop amplitude and eikonal are computed in
appendix D and E. We conclude in 6 with a discussion. Throughout the paper we use
mostly minus signature.

2 Minimal coupling and classical spin

In this section we start by considering scalar QED, review its Feynman rules and compute
the well-known Compton amplitude. Afterwards, by analogy and requiring compatibil-
ity with the three-point coupling of the

√
Kerr solution, we build a new Lagrangian

describing classically spinning scalars coupled to the electromagnetic field.
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Scalar QED

A scalar ϕ with mass m and electric charge e minimally coupled to the electromagnetic
field is described by the scalar QED Lagrangian,

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν + (Dµϕ)
∗(Dµϕ)−m2|ϕ|2, Dµ = ∂µ + ieAµ. (2.1)

Under gauge transformations,

Aµ → Aµ −
i

e
U∂µU

∗, ϕ → Uϕ, U = eie χ ∈ U(1), (2.2)

the covariant derivative transforms as Dµϕ = UDµϕ. This is the usual QFT notion
of minimal coupling, that consists in providing interactions between matter and gauge
fields with the least number of derivatives in a gauge invariant way. Clearly other non-
minimal interaction terms, containing more derivatives, may be added to the Lagrangian,
but we will not consider them here. Beside ensuring gauge invariance, the replacement
∂µϕ → Dµϕ in the free Lagrangian automatically yields three- and four-point couplings,

L3pt = ieAµ(ϕ∂µϕ
∗ − ϕ∗∂µϕ), L4pt = e2AµAµ|ϕ|2, (2.3)

from which we easily read the Feynman rules,

= −iepµ, = 2ie2ηµν , (2.4)

where ϕ (ϕ∗) has momentum p1 (p2), p ≡ p2 − p1 and where, by total momentum
conservation for the first diagram p1+p2+q = 0 and for the second p1+q1+q2+p4 = 04.
The tree-level Compton amplitude is the sum of the three diagrams below,

iAµν
4 (pi, qi) = = + + . (2.5)

4In our convention all momenta are outgoing.
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Using the scalar propagator, we get for Aµν
4 ,

Aµν
4 (pi, qi) = −2e2

(
pµ1p

ν
1 + qµ2 p

ν
1

p1 · q2
+

pµ1p
ν
1 + pµ1q

ν
3

p1 · q3
− ηµν

)
. (2.6)

Contracting with physical polarization vectors satisfying ε2i = 0 = εi · qi and using the
on-shell conditions q2i = 0 we get,

A4(pi, qi) ≡ ε1νε2µAµν
4 (pi, qi) = − 2e2

p1 · q2p1 · q3
p1 · F2 · F3 · p1, (2.7)

where we introduced the field strength F µν
i = 2ε

[µ
i q

ν]
i
5 and used that, on-shell, p1 · (q2 +

q3) = −q2 · q3. Note that A4 is gauge invariant because it is written purely in terms
of gauge invariant field strengths. If we knew only the three-point coupling in equation
(2.3) i.e. if we summed only the first two diagrams in (2.5), we could have guessed the
four-point contact term, necessary to achieve gauge invariance, just by requiring that
δχA4 = 0. This suggests that, in a minimally coupled gauge theory, contact terms are
always generated as a consequence of the three-point coupling that, in turn, comes from
the notion of a “good” covariant derivative.

As widely discussed in the literature and in the introduction, amplitudes describing
Schwarzschild black holes come from minimally coupled scalars to gravity. Such minimal
coupling is, at the gauge theory level, encoded in the notion of covariant derivative and
indeed, the classical Compton amplitude for Schwarzschild black holes can be simply
obtained by double copying A4 in (2.7). This shows that the simplicity of black holes is
intimately connected to the notion of minimal coupling. In the following we will assume,
relying on the considerations of the previous section and in particular on the Newman-
Janis algorithm, discussed in appendix A, that Kerr black holes should also be described
by a minimally coupled, simple, theory. In other words, we will ask whether the classical
three-point amplitude for

√
Kerr, known to all orders in the spin, yields a good covariant

derivative and can therefore be used to generate contact terms in the same way they are
derived in the spinless case. The answer to this question, quite surprisingly, is yes.

√
Kerr and classically spinning gauge theory

In the worldline picture, the Coulomb field can be thought of as generated by a charged
scalar sourced by a static point particle and hence it is a solution of the Maxwell equa-
tions,

∂µF
µν(x) = Jν(x), Jµ(x) = e

∫
dτ

2π
uµδ(4)(x− uτ), (2.8)

where τ is the proper time of the point particle moving on the worldline x(τ) and
uµ(τ) = ẋ(τ) is the unit tangent vector to the curve satisfying uµu

µ = 1 (see e.g. [71]).

5Symmetrization and antisymmetrization are defined as A(µBν) = 1
2 (A

µBν + AνBµ) and A[µBν] =
1
2 (A

µBν −AνBµ).
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Taking the Fourier transform of Jµ(x) yields,

J̃µ(q) =

∫
d4x

(2π)4
eiq·xJµ(x) = euµδ(q · u). (2.9)

From a Lagrangian field theory point of view, the coupling of the charged particle to the
electromagnetic field is encoded in the term AµJ

µ and therefore the Feynman rule for
the three-point amplitude is the Fourier transform J̃ν(q) of Jν(x). Indeed, introducing
pµ = muµ the Fourier transform (2.9) is proportional to the first equation in (2.4).
The additional delta function appearing in (2.9) enforces three-point kinematics p1 · q =
p2 · q = p · q = 0.

As shown in the context of gravity in [79], the
√
Kerr solution, which is the elec-

tromagnetic field generated by a rotating disc of radius a, is sourced by the following
current,

Jµ(x) = e

∫
dτ

2π
exp{ϵµν(a, ∂)}uνδ(4)(x− uτ), ϵµν(a, ∂) ≡ ϵµνρσa

ρ∂σ, (2.10)

where the rescaled spin vector aµ is related to the classical Pauli-Lubanski spin vector
Sµ by Sµ = maµ and satisfies the Tulczjew-Dixon SSC condition a · u = 0 [139, 140].
This time, performing the Fourier transform yields [82],

J̃µ(q) =

∫
d4x

(2π)4
eiq·xJµ(x) = eexp{iϵµν(a, q)}uνδ(q · u), (2.11)

which leads to the following three-point amplitude,

= −ieexp{iϵµν(a, q)}pν ≡ −ieΛµ
ν(a, q)p

ν . (2.12)

In practice, switching from scalar QED to
√
Kerr amounts to multiplying the three-

point Feynman rule of the former by a matrix Λµ
ν(a, q), which is the exponential of the

antisymmetric tensor ωµν = −ωνµ = ϵµν(a, q). Remarkably, it was shown in [82,87] that
the amplitude (2.12) corresponds to the classical limit of “minimally coupled” three-
point amplitudes constructed in [76]. Indeed, contracting (2.12) with εµ and expanding
the exponential gives,

− ieεµ
[
ηµν + iϵµν(a, q)−

1

2!
ϵµγ(a, q)ϵ

γ
ν(a, q) + . . .

]
pν

=ieε · p
[
1 + i

ε · S · q
ε · p

+
1

2
(a · q)2 + . . .

]
= ieε · pexp

{
i

2

SµνFµν

ε · p

}
, (2.13)
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where Sµν = ϵµναβpαaβ is the spin tensor of the massive particle and where we repeatedly
used the relations,

ϵµνρσϵαβγδ = −4!δ[µα δ
ν
βδ

ρ
γδ

σ]
δ , ϵµνρλϵαβγλ = −3!δ[µα δ

ν
βδ

ρ]
γ , (2.14)

together with, crucially, the three-point kinematics p · q = 0, the on-shell conditions
ε2 = q2 = ε · q = 0 and the SSC a · p = 0 as well. It is suggestive to note [82]
that the exponential factor appearing in (2.13) is exactly an exponentiated version of
the subleading soft photon theorem [141]. The poles appearing when expanding the
exponential in (2.13) for a > 1 are cancelled due to three-point kinematics,

i

2

SµνFµν

ε · p
= i

ε · S · q
ε · p

= −a · εp · q − a · q p · ε
p · ε

= a · q, (2.15)

where we used ε · S · q =
√

(ε · S · q)2 and the Gram determinants in (2.14) with the
assumption of real polarization vector ε.

Asking that the structure appearing in (2.12) comes from a standard QFT notion
of minimal coupling, i.e. from the existence of a covariant derivative, implies that the
latter should be,

D(a)
µ = ∂µ − ieexp{ϵνµ(a, ∂)}Aν . (2.16)

Under gauge transformations as in (2.2) we have,

D(a)
µ ϕ →∂µ(Uϕ)− ieexp{ϵνµ(a, ∂)}(Aν + ∂νχ)(Uϕ) = UD(a)

µ ϕ, (2.17)

where we used that the matrix exponential acts trivially on pure gauge configurations,
exp{ϵνµ(a, ∂)}∂νχ = ∂µχ. Equation (2.17) shows that the operator D

(a)
µ is indeed a good

covariant derivative and it can be used to construct consistent interactions between
matter and gauge fields. We will denote D

(a)
µ as classical spin covariant derivative. We

are naturally led to consider the gauge invariant Lagrangian,

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν + (D(a)
µ ϕ)∗(Dµ

(a)ϕ)−m2|ϕ|2 = Lfree + L3pt + L4pt, (2.18)

where,

L3pt = ieexp{ϵµν(a, ∂)}Aµ(ϕ∂νϕ∗ − ϕ∗∂νϕ), (2.19)

L4pt = e2exp{ϵµρ(a, ∂)}Aµexp{ϵνρ(a, ∂)}Aν |ϕ|2, (2.20)

that automatically yields the three-point diagram in (2.12) and the four-point contact
term,

= 2ie2Λµ
ρ(a, q3)Λ

νρ(a, q2). (2.21)
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Before proceeding further we note here that, in general, the field strength is defined
as the commutator of covariant derivatives, Fµν = i

e
[Dµ, Dν ]. Using this definition, to-

gether with the classical spin connection in (2.16), would change the photon propagator.
However, in the theory (2.18) we are keeping the free part as it is in the standard YM

Lagrangian, without modifying the field strength as Fµν → F
(a)
µν . In other words, the

photon field gets dressed with the spin exponential matrix only when it interacts locally
with the massive, classically spinning field ϕ. Away from it photons are not affected
by the spin. This remark is not important in the abelian version of the theory we are
presenting here, because none of the diagrams appearing in the Compton (2.5) contains
a photon propagator. When extending this theory to gluons, however, beside the two
massive channels and the contact term, there is also a massless channel involving the
gluon propagator.

It comes as a consequence of the above considerations that the spinning Compton
amplitude Aµν

4 (a) is simply factorized in terms of the spinless one as,

Aµν
4 (a; pi, qi) = Λµ

ρ(a, q3)Λ
ν
σ(a, q2)Aρσ

4 (pi, qi). (2.22)

We need to contract with polarization vectors ε2ν and ε3µ and hence it is convenient to
define new vectors ε′µi = Λν

µ(a, qi)ε
ν
i so that,

A4(a; pi, qi) = ε2νε3µAµν
4 (a; pi, qi) = − 2e2

p1 · q2p1 · q3
p1 · F ′

2 · F ′
3 · p1, (2.23)

where F ′µν
i = 2ε

′[µ
i q

ν]
i . In general, all the spinning tree-level amplitudes Aµ2...µN−1

N (a)
involving two massive and N − 2 massless lines with momenta q2, . . . , qN−1 following
from the Lagrangian (2.18) can be written in terms of the spinless ones as,

Aµ2...µN−1

N (a; pi, qi) =
= Λµ2

ν2(a, q2) . . .Λ
µN−1

νN−1
(a, qN−1)

Aν2...νN−1

N (pi, qi).
(2.24)

3 Spin exponentiation

The Lagrangian presented in the previous section predicts tree-level spinning amplitudes
containing various factors of Λν

µ(a, qi)ε
ν
i for each external massless line. Here we would

like to analyse these factors more in detail and to extract an alternative expression that
possibly does not contain the Levi-Civita symbol. We introduce the shorthand notation
ϵµ1...µn

ν1...νnv
ν1
1 . . . vνmm ≡ ϵµ1...µn(v1, . . . , vm) for m vectors v1, . . . , vm, that generalizes the
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one used in (2.10) and we start by expanding the exponential as,

exp{iϵνµ(a, q)}εν =εµ − iϵµ(ε, a, q) +
1

2!
ϵα(ε, a, q)ϵα

µ(a, q)

+
i

3!
ϵα(ε, a, q)ϵα

β(a, q)ϵβ
µ(a, q) + . . . (3.1)

Defining the dual field strength F ∗µν
i = i

2
ϵµνρσF

ρσ = iϵµν(ε, q) 6 and using the on-shell
equality,

ϵα(ε, a, q)ϵα
β(a, q) = a · q(a · qεβ − a · εqβ) = a · qF βρaρ, (3.2)

the series in (3.1) can easily be resummed,

exp{iϵνµ(a, q)}εν =εµ + F ∗µρaρ +
1

2!
(a · qi)aρF µρ +

1

3!
(a · q)2F ∗µρaρ + . . .

=
a · ε
a · q

qµ +
F ∗µρaρ
a · q

sinh(a · q) + F µρaρ
a · q

cosh(a · q). (3.3)

So far, we have not specified the helicity of the massless state ε. A field strength admits
a decomposition into its positive and negative helicity components F µν

h with h = ± [74],

F+
µν =

1

2
(Fµν − F ∗

µν), F−
µν =

1

2
(Fµν + F ∗

µν), (3.4)

that, plugged into (3.3) yields,

exp{iϵνµ(a, q)}εν =
a · ε
a · q

qµ +
F µρ
+ aρ
a · q

e−a·q +
F µρ
− aρ
a · q

ea·q. (3.5)

Therefore for fixed helicity h we find,

exp{iϵνµ(a, q)}ενh = e−ha·qεµh −
(e−ha·q − 1)

a · q
a · εhqµ, h = ±. (3.6)

We conclude that, up to a gauge transformation, positive and negative helicity vectors
are eigenvectors of the operator exp{iϵνµ(a, q)} with eigenvalues e−ha·q. An immediate
consequence is that the spinning three-point amplitude in (2.12), on-shell (p · q = 0)
and once specified the helicity of the emitted photon, reads simply (p · εh)e−ha·q. More
in general, any tree-level gauge invariant amplitude of the form (2.24) will contain a
product of spin exponentials,

Ah2...hN−1

N (a; pi, qi) = ϵh2
µ2
Λµ2

ν2(a, q2) . . . ϵ
hN−1
µN−1

ΛµN−1
νN−1

(a, qN−1)Aν2...νN−1

N (pi, qi)

= e−
∑N−1

i=2 hia·qiAh2...hN−1

N (pi, qi). (3.7)

6Usually the dual field strength F ∗
µν is defined without the i factor.
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In particular, forN = 4, i.e. for the Compton amplitude, the equal- and opposite-helicity
sectors are,

A±±
4 (a; pi, qi) = e∓a·(q2+q3)A±±

4 (pi, qi), A±∓
4 (a; pi, qi) = e∓a·(q2−q3)A±∓

4 (pi, qi), (3.8)

respectively. Notice that the opposite-helicity Compton amplitude in (3.8) is “shift
symmetric” [111]. Indeed, if we perform δξa = ξ(q2+q3) we have δξA±∓

4 (a) = A±∓
4 using

q2i = 0.
So far, we were only concerned about gauge theories. In section 4 we will introduce a

notion of double copy for the theory just presented and we will use it to extract gravity
amplitudes that will be the main building blocks of the 2PM computation we will present
in section 5.

However, before turning to gravity, we end this section with some considerations on
the amplitudes in (3.8) and their relation with the ones present in the literature. Using
the kinematics specified in (B.1)-(B.4) we find that in the classical limit the Compton
amplitudes in (3.8) are,

A±±
4 (a; pi, qi) = 2e2 sin2(θ/2)e±G(ω,a,θ), A±∓

4 (a; pi, qi) = 2e2 cos2(θ/2)e±F(ω,a,θ), (3.9)

with,

G(ω, a, θ) = ωax sin θ − 2ωaz sin2(θ/2), (3.10)

F(ω, a, θ) = −ωax sin θ − 2ωaz cos2(θ/2). (3.11)

Remarkably, the equal-helicity sector we find within our approach coincides with the
one found in [124, 126], once we send ω → −ω. Equivalently, it is compatible with the
classical limit of the “minimally coupled” amplitudes presented in [76] in massive spinor
helicity variables, obtained using BCFW recursion relations and sewing together three-
point amplitudes in (2.12) and (2.14). However, the spin exponential structure in the
second of (3.9) differs from the one in [76, 84, 124, 126, 130], for s < 2. In particular,
our opposite-helicity Compton amplitude does not depend on the complex vector wµ

present e.g. in [93, 124]. Here we briefly analise the mismatch and we show that it is
related to the lack of factorization of our Compton amplitude on the massless channel,
which is absent in the abelian version of the theory presented here. Indeed, it easy to see
that, while the equal-helicity sector correctly factorizes as the product of a three-point
amplitude in (2.12) and a three-gluon amplitude, the opposite-helicity one does not.

At four points there are three independent momenta and therefore the complex vector
wµ can be decomposed as,

wµ = α1q
µ
2 + α2q

µ
3 + α3p

µ
1 + α4ϵ

µ(q2, q3, p1). (3.12)

Imposing w · q2 = w · q3 = wµw
µ = 0 fixes α1, α2 and α4 in terms of α3 as

α1 = −p1 · q3
q2 · q3

α3, α2 = −p1 · q2
q2 · q3

α3, α4 = ± i

q2 · q3
α3. (3.13)

10



Therefore, we define (note that a · p1 = 0 because of SSC so we do not display the term
proportional to pµ1),

wµ
+− = − α3

q1 · q2
[p1 · q2qµ1 + p1 · q1qµ2 + iϵµ(q1, q2, p1)], wµ

−+ = (wµ
+−)

∗. (3.14)

We then fix the coefficient α3 by comparison with equation (3.1) of [111] and we find,

α3 =
q1 · q2p1 · (q2 − q1)

(2p1 · q2p1 · q1 − q1 · q2m2)
. (3.15)

We can then proceed construct the amplitudes,

Ã+−
4 (a; pi, qi) = e−a·w+−A+−

4 (a; pi, qi), Ã+−
4 (a; pi, qi) = ea·w−+A−+

4 (a; pi, qi) (3.16)

The feature of these amplitudes is that now they present correct factorization properties
on the massless channel. Indeed as t = 2q1 · q2 → 0,

Ã±∓
4 (a; pi, qi)|t→0 = e−a·(q1+q2)A±∓

4 (pi, qi)|t→0. (3.17)

as they should. Using the kinematics specified in (B.1)-(B.4) we find that in the classical
limit the amplitudes in (3.16) can be written as,

Ã+−
4 (a; pi, qi) = 2e2 cos2(θ/2)eF̃+−(ω,a,θ), Ã−+

4 (a; pi, qi) = 2e2 cos2(θ/2)eF̃−+(ω,a,θ),
(3.18)

where,

F̃+−(ω, a, θ) = ω(ax + az sin θ + 2iay − ax cos θ) tan(θ/2), (3.19)

F̃−+(ω, a, θ) = −ω(ax + az sin θ − 2iay − ax cos θ) tan(θ/2) = F̃∗
+−(−ω, a, θ), (3.20)

and they match, for instance, the ones in [126].

4 Double copy for classical spin

In this section we will use the gauge theory just discussed to get gravity amplitudes. In
order to do so, we will implement the double copy for classically spinning particles,

Kerr(a) =
√
Kerr(a)⊗

√
Kerr(0). (4.1)

The first simple example where it is possible to verify that this version of the double
copy is satisfied is at three-point. The classical gravity amplitude involving two Kerr
black holes and a graviton was found in [79] and it reads,

Mµν
3 (a; p, q) = iκp(µexp{iϵν)ρ(a, q)}pρ, κ =

√
32πGN , (4.2)

11



and it can easily be obtained using the prescription in (4.1),

Mµν
3 (a; p, q) = −iA(µ

3 (p, q)Aν)
3 (a; p, q)|e→√

κ. (4.3)

Let us now turn to the 1PM elastic scattering amplitude between two Kerr black holes
with rescaled spin vectors a1 and a2. We can consider the product,

q2A1PM(a; pi, q)A1PM(pi, q) =
(e1m1)

2(e2m2)
2σ2

4q2

[∑
±

(1± v)2e
±i

ϵ(p1,p2,q,a)
m1m2σv

+ 2(1− v2) cos

(
ϵ(p1, p2, q, a)

m1m2σv

)]
, (4.4)

where A1PM(a) is the classical 1PM amplitude for the elastic 2 → 2 scattering. It has
been calculated in appendix C and it is explicitly given in (C.8). In (4.4) a = a1 + a2,
σ = p1 · p2/m1m2 and v =

√
σ2 − 1/σ. We see that the first term in the above square

bracket will reproduce, once reinserting all numerical factors, the classical amplitude
for the one graviton exchange of two Kerr black holes shown in [87]. However there is
another term, whose origin can be traced back to the fact that when we naively double
copy gauge theory amplitudes having internal massless propagators, the result, together
with the graviton contribution, will contain also that of the dilaton and the axion 7.
Indeed, writing explicitly the product in (4.4) yields,

q2A1PM(a; pi, q)A1PM(pi, q) =
1

q2
Aµ

3(a1; p1, q)Aν
3(a2; p2,−q)Aρ

3(p1, q)Aσ
3 (p2,−q)ηµνηρσ

=
1

q2
Aµ

3(a1; p1, q)Aν
3(a2; p2,−q)Aρ

3(p1, q)Aσ
3 (p2,−q)(Π(h)

µρ;νσ +Π(b)
µρ;νσ +Π(ϕ)

µρ;νσ), (4.5)

where we defined,

Π(h)
µρ;νσ =

1

2
(ηµνηρσ + ηµσηρν − ηµρηνσ), (4.6)

Π(b)
µρ;νσ =

1

2
(ηµνηρσ − ηµσηρν), (4.7)

Π(ϕ)
µρ;νσ =

1

2
ηµρηνσ, (4.8)

the projectors onto graviton, axion and dilaton, respectively. Therefore, in order to get
the pure gravity result, we have to subtract the last two terms in (4.5) to (4.4). By direct
computation, the axion contribution is,

1

q2
Aµ

3(a1; p1, q)Aν
3(a2; p2,−q)Aρ

3(p1, q)Aσ
3 (p2,−q)Π(b)

µρ;νσ

= −(e1m1)
2(e2m2)

2

2q2
sin

(
ϵ(p1, p2, q, a1)

m1m2σv

)
sin

(
ϵ(p1, p2, q, a2)

m1m2σv

)
, (4.9)

7The axion will only appear when the matter content of the theory has non-vanishing spin.
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whereas that of the dilaton is,

1

q2
Aµ

3(a1; p1, q)Aν
3(a2; p2,−q)Aρ

3(p1, q)Aσ
3 (p2,−q)Π(ϕ)

µρ;νσ

=
(e1m1)

2(e2m2)
2

2q2
cos

(
ϵ(p1, p2, q, a1)

m1m2σv

)
cos

(
ϵ(p1, p2, q, a2)

m1m2σv

)
. (4.10)

Notice that the axion contribution vanishes as the spin goes to zero. Subtracting (4.9)
and (4.10) to (4.4) yields the full 1PM gravity amplitude,

M1PM(a; pi, q) =
κ2

4

m2
1m

2
2σ

2

q2

∑
±

(1± v)2e
±i

ϵ(p1,p2,q,a)
m1m2σv , (4.11)

where we replaced ei →
√
κ. Notice that the previous formula admits an interpretation

in terms of the Newman-Janis shift discussed in detail in appendix A. Indeed, in order
to extract observables out of M1PM(a), we need to go to impact parameter space and
compute the eikonal, given by the Fourier transform,

M̃1PM(a; pi,b) =

∫
d4−2ϵq

(2π)4−2ϵ
M1PM(a; pi, q)δ̂(2p1 · q)δ̂(2p2 · q)eiq·b,

=
1

4m1m2

√
σ2 − 1

∫
d2−2ϵq

(2π)2−2ϵ
M1PM(a; pi,q)e

−iq·b, (4.12)

where we introduced the infrared regulator ϵ = (4 −D)/2, δ̂(x) = 2πδ(x) and where q
and a are the spatial component of the transfer momentum q and of the rescaled spin
vector a. Plugging (4.11) into (4.12) gives,

M̃1PM(a; pi,b) =
κ2m1m2σ

2

64
√
σ2 − 1

Γ(−ϵ)

π1−ϵ

∑
±

(1± v)2

|b± ia|−2ϵ

=
κ2m1m2σ

2

64
√
σ2 − 1

Γ(−ϵ)

π1−ϵ

[
(1 + v)2

|b|−2ϵ +
(1− v)2

|b∗|−2ϵ

]∣∣∣∣
b→b+ia

, (4.13)

which is reminiscent of a Newman-Janis shift (see e.g. (A.7)) of the spinless result.
Therefore, the effect of the classical spin covariant derivative in (2.12) on 1PM ampli-
tudes in impact parameter space and hence on spinning observables, is equivalent to an
implementation of such shift at the level of the Lagrangian.

Similarly, we can now consider the gravity Compton amplitude. In general, there
is also a massless channel contributing to the latter and hence we should double copy
a non abelian Yang-Mills Compton instead of (3.8). However, in the classical limit,
gravitons self-interactions are subleading [73] and therefore we can simply use spinning
QED Compton amplitudes constructed previously. At four-points the double copy reads,

Mh2,h3

4 (a; pi, qi) =
κ2

e4
8p1 · q2p1 · q3

q2 · q3
Ah2,h3

4 (a; pi, qi)Ah2,h3

4 (pi, qi)

=
κ2

2

1

q2 · q3p1 · q2p1 · q3
e−a·(h2q2+h3q3)(p1 · F h2

2 · F h3
3 · p1)2. (4.14)
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Again, the equal-helicity sector is reproduced exactly to all orders in the spin, differently
from the opposite-helicity one. Using the complex vectors w±∓ in (3.14), up to a4, the
Kerr gravity Compton amplitude are given by,

M̃+−
4 (a; pi, qi) = e−a·w±M+−

4 (a; pi, qi), M̃−+
4 (a; pi, qi) = ea·w∓M−+

4 (a; pi, qi). (4.15)

From a5 on these amplitude are affected by spurious poles and therefore they are not
physical.

5 Classical 1-loop amplitude and 2PM observables

In order to get the classical 2PM amplitude we consider the following cut,

iM2PM(a; pi, q) = =

∫
d4l

(2π)4
M2PM(a; pi, qi),

(5.1)
where l is the loop momentum and can be chosen to be either q2 or q3. Explicitly, the
one-loop integrand is,

M2PM(a; pi, qi) =Mµ1ν1;ρ1σ1

4 (a; p1,−q − q3, q3)[P (q3)]µ1ν1;µ2ν2 [P (q3 + q)]ρ1σ1;ρ2σ2

Mµ2ν2;ρ2σ2

4 (a; p2,−q − q3,−q3), (5.2)

where q = −q2 − q3 is the transfer momentum and where [P (q)]µν;ρσ is the de Donder
propagator,

[P (q)]µν;ρσ = − i

q2
Π(h)

µν;ρσ. (5.3)

Instead of computing the product in (5.2), we find it convenient to switch to on-shell
variables here. In terms of spinor-helicity variables, the Compton amplitudes in (4.11)
are given by,

M++
4 (a; pi, qi) =

κ2

4
e−a·(q2+q3)

m4[23]4

tτ12τ13
, M−−

4 (a; pi, qi) =
κ2

4
ea·(q2+q3)

m4⟨23⟩4

tτ12τ13
, (5.4)

M+−
4 (a; pi, qi) =

κ2

4
e−a·(q2−q3)

[2|p1|3⟩4

tτ12τ13
, M−+

4 (a; pi, qi) =
κ2

4
ea·(q2−q3)

[3|p1|2⟩4

tτ12τ13
, (5.5)

14



where τij = 2pi · qj, t = s23 = 2q2 · q3 = q2. Following similar considerations e.g. as
in [20,142], the full integrand of the classical one-loop amplitude can easily be recast in
the following form,

M2PM(a; pi, qi) =
κ4

16

1

tτ12τ13τ22τ23q22q
2
3

{
2t4m4

1m
4
2 cosh(a · (q3 + q2))

+ cosh(a · (q3 − q2))[tr+(q2p2q3p1)
4 + tr−(q2p2q3p1)

4]

+ sinh(a · (q3 − q2))[tr+(q2p2q3p1)
4 − tr−(q2p2q3p1)

4]

}
, (5.6)

where the chiral traces are,

tr±(q2p2q3p1) =
1

2
τ22τ13 +

1

2
τ23τ12 −

t

2
(s−m2

1 −m2
2)± 2iϵ(q2, p2, q3, p1)

≡ E ±O, (5.7)

where s = (p1 + p2)
2 and where we introduced the notation [20],

E =
1

2
τ22τ13 +

1

2
τ23τ12 −

t

2
(s−m2

1 −m2
2), O = 2iϵ(q2, p2, q3, p1). (5.8)

Squaring O and computing the Gram determinant gives,

O2 = −4ϵ(q2, p2, q3, p1)
2 = E2 − (m2

1t− τ12τ13)(m
2
2t− τ22τ23). (5.9)

Using 2p1 · q = q2 and 2p2 · q = −q2 we get,

1

τ13
+

1

τ12
= − t

τ13τ12
,

1

τ23
+

1

τ22
=

t

τ23τ22
, (5.10)

that, inserted into (5.6) yields for M2PM(a),

M2PM(a; pi, qi) = −κ4

16

1

q22q
2
3

[
feven(τ12, τ13, τ22, τ23) cosh(a · (q3 − q2))

+ fodd(τ12, τ13, τ22, τ23) sinh(a · (q3 − q2))

](
1

τ13τ23
+

1

τ13τ22
+

1

τ12τ23

+
1

τ12τ22

)
, (5.11)

where we neglected the first term in (5.6) because it corresponds to a “box” diagram
whose classical limit, in D = 4, is compensated by the Born subtraction of the effective
theory (see e.g. [30]) and where we defined,

feven(τ12, τ13, τ22, τ23) ≡
1

t4
(2E4 + 2O4 + 12E2O2), (5.12)

fodd(τ12, τ13, τ22, τ23) ≡
1

t4
(8E3O + 8EO3), (5.13)
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to be the even and odd contributions in the spin multipole expansion, respectively. We
start by analysing the even part. We notice that the variables τij are not all independent
and infact they are related by,

τ22 = 2p2 · q2 = t− τ23, τ12 = 2p1 · q2 = −t− τ13. (5.14)

This enables us to define the functions,

(1)feven(τ13, τ23) = feven(−t− τ13, τ13, t− τ23, τ23) =
4∑

i,j=0

(1)f
ij
even(τ13)

i(τ23)
j, (5.15)

(2)feven(τ13, τ22) = feven(−t− τ13, τ13, τ22, t− τ22) =
4∑

i,j=0

(2)f
ij
even(τ13)

i(τ22)
j, (5.16)

(3)feven(τ12, τ23) = feven(τ12,−t− τ12, t− τ23, τ23) =
4∑

i,j=0

(3)f
ij
even(τ12)

i(τ23)
j, (5.17)

(4)feven(τ12, τ22) = feven(τ12,−t− τ12, τ22, t− τ22) =
4∑

i,j=0

(4)f
ij
even(τ12)

i(τ22)
j. (5.18)

Inserting the above expansions in equation (5.11) will give terms having either two
massless propagators, the so-called “bubbles”, or three propagators of which two massless
and one massive, the so called “triangles”. Only the latter contribute in the classical
limit and we now proceed to extract them. We have,

M2PM
even (a; pi, qi) =− κ4

16

1

q22q
2
3

3∑
i=0

[
(1)f

0,i+1
even (τ23)

i + (2)f
0,i+1
even (τ22)

i

τ13

+
(3)f

0,i+1
even (τ23)

i + (4)f
0,i+1
even (τ22)

i

τ12
+

(1)f
i+1,0
even (τ13)

i + (3)f
i+1,0
even (τ12)

i

τ23
+

+
(2)f

i+1,0
even (τ13)

i + (4)f
i+1,0
even (τ12)

i

τ22

]
cosh(a · (q3 − q2))

≡ ▷M
2PM
even (a; pi, qi) + ◁M

2PM
even (a; pi, qi), (5.19)

where we included in the ▷ and ◁ contributions diagrams having triangular topology with
one massive propagator with mass m1 and m2, respectively, as shown in Figure 1.
We choose as independent loop momentum l = q3 and therefore we substitute in (5.19)
q2 = −l− q and τ12 = −t− τ13 and τ22 = t− τ23. Taking the classical t → 0 limit yields,

M2PM
even (a; pi, q) = i

κ4

16

[
c▷I▷(a) + (c▷)µνIµν

▷ (a) + (▷ ↔ ◁)

]
, (5.20)
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Figure 1: The two diagrams containing classical information for the 2 → 2 elastic scat-
tering at 2PM.

where,

c▷ = 4m2
1[m

4
1 +m2

1(m
2
2 − 2s) + (m2

2 − s)2], (c▷)µν = −8m4
1p2µp2ν
t

, (5.21)

and,

Iµ1...µn
▷ (a) =

∫
d4l

(2π)4
lµ1 . . . lµn cosh(2a · l + a · q)
l2(l + q)2[(p1 + l)2 −m2

1]
, (5.22)

and where quantities with ◁ can be obtained from ▷ by sending m1 ↔ m2 and p1 ↔ p2.
Since we are ultimately interested in obtaining the scattering angle, from now on we

consider an aligned spin configuration, where the spins of the black holes are aligned to
the z axis and perpendicular to the scattering plane xy. We also choose to work in the
center of mass frame and we fix,

p1 = (−E1,−p, 0, 0), p2 = (−E2, p, 0, 0), ai = (0, 0, 0, ai). (5.23)

Using (D.10) and (D.15), we find in the classical limit,

M2PM
even (a; pi, q) =

κ4

16

1

32
√

−q2

{
4m1[m

4
1 +m2

1(m
2
2 − 2s) + (m2

2 − s)2]I0(F (a, q))

+ 2m1

[
m2

1m
2
2 −

(s−m2
1 −m2

2)
2

4

]
I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
+ (m1 ↔ m2)

}
, (5.24)

where I0(x) and I1(x) are modified Bessel functions of the first kind and their argument
is,

F (a, q) =
√
(a · q)2 − a2q2, (5.25)

which is shift symmetric. We checked that equation (5.24) reduces to the standard 2PM
result for a = 0, e.g. [30]. Let us now consider the part of the 2PM amplitude containing
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odd powers of the classical spin vector. We get,

M2PM
odd (a; pi, q) =

κ4

16

[
d▷ϵµ(q, p2, p1)J µ

▷ (a) + (d▷)νϵµ(q, p2, p1)J µν
▷ (a) + (▷ ↔ ◁)

]
, (5.26)

where,

d▷ =
8m2

1(m
2
1 +m2

2 − s)

t
, (d▷)ν = −16m2

1p2ν
t

, (5.27)

and,

J µ1...µn(a) =

∫
d4l

(2π)4
lµ1 . . . lµn sinh(2a · l + a · q)
l2(l + q)2[(l + p1)2 −m2

1]
. (5.28)

We find that in the classical limit only the vector integral contributes in (5.26) and we
have, using (D.26),

M2PM
odd (a; pi, q) =

κ4

16

[
m1(m

2
1 +m2

2 − s)

32
√

−q2
iϵ(a, q, p2, p1)

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)

+ (m1 ↔ m2)

]
. (5.29)

Computing the Gram determinant gives (see (C.5)-(C.6)),

ϵ(a, q, p2, p1) = iF (a, q)m1m2

√
σ2 − 1 +O(t2). (5.30)

Substituting into (5.29) gives the final result for the classical 2PM amplitude odd in the
spin,

M2PM
odd (a; pi, q) =− κ4

16

√
σ2 − 1

32
√

−q2

[
m1(m

2
1 +m2

2 − s)I1(F (a, q))

+ (m1 ↔ m2)

]
, (5.31)

where the Lorentz factor is related to s by σ = 1
2m1m2

(s−m2
1 −m2

2).
The 2PM eikonal phase is,

M̃2PM(a; pi,b) =
1

4m1m2

√
σ2 − 1

∫
d2q

(2π)2
M2PM(a; pi,q)e

−iq·b

= M̃2PM
even (a; pi,b) + M̃2PM

odd (a; pi,b). (5.32)

where,

M̃2PM
even (a; pi,b) =

κ4

16

1

128m1m2

√
σ2 − 1

{
4m1[m

4
1 +m2

1(m
2
2 − 2s) + (m2

2 − s)2]Ĩ0[a,b]

+ 2m1

[
m2

1m
2
2 −

(s−m2
1 −m2

2)
2

4

] ˜(
I1
F

)
[a,b] + (m1 ↔ m2)

}
, (5.33)
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and,

M̃2PM
odd (a; pi,b) =− κ4

16

1

128m1m2

[
m1(m

2
1 +m2

2 − s)Ĩ1[a,b]

+ (m1 ↔ m2)

]
, (5.34)

where the Fourier transforms of the Bessel functions are computed in appendix E in
(E.4), (E.5) and (E.6). The 2PM scattering angle is defined through the usual relation,

Θ2PM(a; p, b) = −1

p

∂

∂b
M2PM(a; p, b) = Θ2PM

even (a; p, b) + Θ2PM
odd (a; p, b), (5.35)

where,

Θ2PM
even (a; p, b) = −1

p

∂

∂b
M2PM

even (a; p, b), Θ2PM
odd (a; p, b) = −1

p

∂

∂b
M2PM

odd (a; p, b). (5.36)

6 Conclusions and outlook

We introduced a new Yang-Mills type of Lagrangian based on a notion of minimal cou-
pling that incorporates classical spin effects. In particular, we found that the three-point
amplitude of

√
Kerr can consistently be described using a “classical spin covariant deriva-

tive”, whose implementation at the level of the Lagrangian automatically yields contact
terms. We used such theory to compute the Compton amplitude to all orders in the spin,
first in gauge theory and then, using classical double copy, in gravity. Such amplitudes,
coming directly from a local Lagrangian, are not affected by spurious poles and they
reproduce the results of [76, 84, 124, 126, 130] in the equal-helicity sector whereas they
do not in the opposite-helicity one. In particular, we showed that the opposite-helicity
Compton amplitude coming from our model does not depend on the complex vector w
present e.g. in [93, 124]. Including w as shown in section 3 yields results that agree, up
to a4, with the ones presented in the above mentioned references. We concluded with a
1-loop (2PM) computation of the scattering amplitude for an elastic 2 → 2 process in
an aligned spin configuration, to all orders in the classical spin vector, from which we
extracted the 2PM eikonal and scattering angle.

As remarked above, the field theory constructed here does not capture all the features
characterizing

√
Kerr and Kerr solutions and their interactions with the gauge fields.

However, it has to be regarded as a minimal model to which one is free to add gauge
invariant terms of higher order in the curvature in order to reproduce observables relevant
for the dynamics of true Kerr binaries in the PM regime. The main advantage of this
theory relies in its intrinsic simplicity, which we believe to be a fundamental criterion for
the description of Kerr black holes as elementary particles. Indeed, the 1PM and the 2PM
elastic scattering amplitudes have a very simple mathematical structure. Concerning
future directions, it would be interesting to go further in the PM expansion and to
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explicitly compute the 3PM scattering amplitude and eikonal, both in the conservative
and radiative sectors 8 as well as to construct a worldline version of this theory.
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A Kerr-Schild coordinates and Newman-Janis shift

In this appendix we review some features of the Schwarzschild and Kerr solutions using
the Kerr-Schild ansatz [75, 137, 143], that consists in parametrizing the full spacetime
metric gµν as,

gµν = ḡµν + ϕkµkν , ḡµνk
µkν = 0 = gµνk

µkν , (A.1)

where ḡµν is a background solution satisfying R̄µν = 0. Because kµ is null, its indices
can be raised and lowered with both gµν and ḡµν . Vacuum Einstein equations Rµν = 0,
together with (A.1) imply [72],

R(1)
µν ≡ ∇̄ρ

(
∇̄(µ(ϕkν)k

ρ)− 1

2
∇̄ρ(ϕkµkν)

)
= 0. (A.2)

We are interested in describing black holes and hence, from now on we choose ϕ to
depend only on the radial coordinate r and on the coordinate z, i.e. we specialize to
axisymmetric solutions. Furthermore, we fix kµ = (1,−1, 0, 0) [88] and choose ḡµν to be
the flat Minkowski metric ηµν .

If we work in spherical coordinates (r, θ, ϕ) defined by x + iy = reiϕ sin θ and z =

r cos θ, it is immediate to prove that R
(1)
µν = 0 implies,

ϕ+ r∂rϕ = 0, ∂r∂θϕ = 0, (A.3)

whose solution is,

ϕS =
rs
r
, , (A.4)

8Note that the result contained in [114] for the radiative sector at 3PM, relying only on the three-point
amplitude as main building block, is fully consistent with the theory presented here.
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where rs = 2GNm, that is precisely the Schwarzschild black hole in Kerr-Schild coordi-
nates.

To obtain the Kerr solution, we perform a change of coordinates and parametrize
ηµν with oblate spheroidal coordinates, defined by x + iy = (r + ia)eiϕ sin θ and z =
r cos θ. Notice that so far, the parameter a is not related to the spin and it appears as
mere parameter characterizing the foliation of the spatial part of the spacetime metric.
Equation (A.2) reduces to,

r2 − a2 cos2 θ

r2 + a2 cos2 θ
ϕ+ r∂rϕ = 0, ∂r∂θϕ− ∂r

(
2a2ϕ sin θ cos θ

r2 + a2 cos2 θ

)
= 0, (A.5)

solved by,

ϕK =
rsr

r2 + a2 cos2 θ
, (A.6)

which is the Kerr-Schild form of Kerr spacetime. We note here that performing a change
of coordinates from spherical to oblate spheroidal on the Schwarzschild solution (A.4)
does not yield Kerr. Indeed, the two black holes are not diffeomorphic. Only performing
the diffeomorphism on the ansatz for the metric, before solving Einstein equations, gives
Kerr spacetime. One of the advantages of using Kerr-Schild coordinates is that they em-
phasize the similarities between Schwarzschild and Kerr and that there is a simple and
clear connection between them called Newman-Janis shift [138]. It consists in temporar-
ily complexifying the radial coordinate of the Schwarzschild solution and then perform
the complex translation r → r + ia cos θ to reconstruct Kerr spacetime as follows:

ϕK =
1

2
(ϕS + ϕ∗

S)|r→r+ia cos θ =
rs
2

(
1

r + ia cos θ
+

1

r − ia cos θ

)
. (A.7)

This equation displays that all the information about the spinning solution are actually
encoded into the spinless one. All the curvature invariants constructed with the Kerr
metric can be obtained by Newman-Janis shifting the Schwarzschild ones, e.g.

RS
µνρσR

µνρσ
S =

48G2m2

r6
, (A.8)

and,

RK
µνρσR

µνρσ
K = 24G2m22r

6 − 30a2r4 cos2 θ + 30a4r2 cos4 θ − 2a6 cos6 θ

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)6
, (A.9)

are simply related by,

RK
µνρσR

µνρσ
K =

1

2
(RS

µνρσR
µνρσ
S + (RS

µνρσR
µνρσ
S )∗)|r→r+ia cos θ. (A.10)

The construction of the field theory described in the paper is based on an implementation
of the Newman-Janis shift at the level of the Lagrangian.
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We end this section by showing the gauge theory, single copy classical solutions
corresponding to Schwarzschild and Kerr, namely Coulomb and

√
Kerr. We parametrize

the gauge field as,

Aµ = ϕkµ, ηµνk
µkν = 0. (A.11)

with kµ = (1,−1, 0, 0). In spherical and oblate spheroidal coordinates, the solutions to
equations of motion DµF

µν = 0 for ϕ turn out to be,

Aµ
S = ϕSk

µ, Aµ
K = ϕKk

µ, (A.12)

respectively, where again ϕS and ϕK are given in (A.4) and (A.6) with the replacement
rs → g. As discussed in [3, 72–74, 88], the classical double copy structure between the
gauge theory and gravity solutions is evident.

B Parametrization for the momenta

The parametrization for the momenta and the polarization vectors we use at the end of
section 3 is,

p1 = −(m, 0, 0, 0), q2 = −ℏ(ω, 0, 0, ω), (B.1)

q3 =
ℏω

1 + 2ℏω
m

sin2(θ/2)
(1, 0, sin θ, cos θ), p4 = −p1 − q2 − q3, (B.2)

ϵ+2 =
1√
2
(0, 1, i, 0), ϵ−2 = − 1√

2
(0, 1,−i, 0), (B.3)

ϵ+3 =
1√
2
(0, cos θ, i,− sin θ), ϵ−3 = − 1√

2
(0, cos θ,−i,− sin θ). (B.4)

C 1PM amplitude for
√
Kerr

The 1PM amplitude between two
√
Kerr particles having charges e1 and e2 exchang-

ing one photon with momentum q can be obtained by gluing together two three-point
amplitudes with the Feynman propagator, as shown in (C.1),

iA1PM(a; pi, q) = , (C.1)
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because in the classical limit only the t = q2 pole contributes. Before doing so, we use
three-point kinematics to rewrite Aµ

3(a, p) in a more convenient form,

Aµ
3(a; p, q) = −ieexp{iϵµρ(a, q)}pρ

= −ie

(
pµ cosh(a · q) + i

ϵµ(p, a, q)

a · q
sinh(a · q)

)
. (C.2)

Therefore, the 1PM amplitude is given by,

iA1PM(a; pi, q) =− i

q2
ηµνAµ

3(a1; p1, q)Aν
3(a2, p2,−q)

=
i

q2
e1e2

(
p1 · p2 cosh(a1 · q) cosh(a2 · q)

+ ϵµ(p1, a1, q)ϵµ(p2, a2, q)
sinh(a1 · q) sinh(a2 · q)

a1 · qa2 · q

+ iϵ(p2, p1, a1, q) cosh(a2 · q)
sinh(a1 · q)

a1 · q

− iϵ(p1, p2, a2, q) cosh(a1 · q)
sinh(a2 · q)

a2 · q

)
. (C.3)

Using q · p1 = 0 = q · p2 and p1 · a1 = 0 = p2 · a2, together with q2 = 0, we compute the
following Gram determinants [87],

ϵµ(p1, a1, q)ϵµ(p2, a2, q) = m1m2σa1 · qa2 · q, (C.4)

ϵ(p1, p2, a1, q) = im1m2(a1 · q)
√
σ2 − 1, (C.5)

ϵ(p1, p2, a2, q) = im1m2(a2 · q)
√
σ2 − 1, (C.6)

where σ = p1·p2
m1m2

is the Lorentz factor. Substituting the above relations back into (C.3)
we get,

iA1PM(a; pi, q) =
ie1e2m1m2

q2

{
σ

[
cosh (a1 · q) cosh (a2 · q) + sinh (a1 · q) sinh (a2 · q)

]
+
√
σ2 − 1

[
cosh (a2 · q) sinh (a1 · q) + cosh (a1 · q) sinh (a2 · q)

]}
=
ie1e2m1m2

q2

[
σ cosh(a · q) +

√
σ2 − 1 sinh(a · q)

]
, (C.7)

where a = a1 + a2. Introducing the relative velocity of the two bodies v =
√
σ2−1
σ

we get
for the classical 1PM amplitude,

A1PM(a; pi, q) =
e1m1e2m2

2q2
σ
∑
±

(1± v)e
±i

ϵ(p1,p2,q,a)
m1m2σv , (C.8)
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compatibly with [88], where we inverted (C.5) and (C.6) to get a · q = i ϵ(p1,p2,q,a)
m1m2σv

.
It is instructive to show how to get the 1PM amplitude also by summing over the

helicities of intermediate polarizations,

iA1PM(a; pi, qi) = − i

q2

∑
h=±

Aµ
3(a1; p1, q)ϵ

h
µ(q)ϵ

−h
ν (−q)Aν

3(a2; p2,−q). (C.9)

Using now the definition of ϵ′µ, the previous equation becomes,

iA1PM(a; pi, qi) = − i

q2

∑
h=±

Aµ
3(p1, q)ϵ

′h
µ (a1, q)ϵ

′−h
ν (a2,−q)Aν

3(p2,−q). (C.10)

We introduce projectors onto positive and negative helicity states,

Π+
µν(q) = ϵ+µ (q)ϵ

−
ν (−q) =

1

2
ηµν +

1

2

qµkν + qνkµ
q · k

+
i

2

ϵµν(q, k)

q · k
, (C.11)

Π−
µν(q) = ϵ−µ (q)ϵ

+
ν (−q) =

1

2
ηµν +

1

2

qµkν + qνkµ
q · k

− i

2

ϵµν(q, k)

q · k
, (C.12)

where k is an arbitrary reference null vector. They satisfy,

Π±
µ
ρ(q)Π±

ρ
ν(q) = Π±

µ
ν(q), Π±

µ
ρ(q)Π∓

ρ
ν(q) = 0, (C.13)

Π+
µν(q) + Π−

µν(q) = ηµν +
qµkν + qνkµ

q · k
= Πµν(q), Πµ

ρ(q)Πρ
ν(q) = Πµ

ν(q). (C.14)

Up to gauge transformations ϵ′µh = e−ha·qϵµh and hence the sum appearing in (C.10) reads,∑
h=±

e−ha1·qϵhµ(q)e
ha2·qϵhν(−q) =

(
ηµν −

qµkν + qνkµ
q · k

)
cosh(a · q)

− i
ϵµν(q, k)

q · k
sinh(a · q) ≡ Πµν(a; q), (C.15)

where a = a1 + a2. Πµν(a) is a spin-dressed projector and it satisfies,

Πµ
ρ(a; q)Πρ

ν(b; q) = Πµ
ν(a+ b; q). (C.16)

The 1PM amplitude in (C.9) can be written in terms of Πµ
ν(a; q) as,

iA1PM(a; pi, qi) = − i

q2
Aµ

3(p1, q)Πµν(a; q)Aν
3(p2,−q). (C.17)

This equation shows that the full dependence on the classical spin of the 1PM amplitude
is actually encoded into a suitable “spin dressing” of the Feynman propagator.
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Similarly, the gravity 1PM amplitude in (4.11) can be written as,

iM1PM(a; pi, qi) = − i

q2
Mµν

3 (a1; p1, q)Πµν;ρσ(q)Mρσ
3 (a2; p2,−q)

= − i

q2
Mµν

3 (p1, q)Πµν;ρσ(a; q)Mρσ
3 (p2,−q), (C.18)

where Πµν;ρσ(a; q) is a spin-dressed de Donder projector,

Πµν;ρσ(a; q) =
1

2

[
Πµρ(a; q)Πνσ(a; q) + Πµσ(a; q)Πνρ(a; q)− Πµν(a; q)Πρσ(a; q)

]
=
1

2

[
Πµρ(q)Πνσ(q) + Πµσ(q)Πνρ(q)− Πµν(q)Πρσ(q)

]
cosh(a · q) (C.19)

− i

2q · k

[
ϵνσ(q, k)Πµρ(q) + ϵµρ(q, k)Πνσ(q)

]
sinh(a · q).

satisfying,

Πµν
αβ(a; q)Παβ

ρσ(b; q) = Πµν
ρσ(a+ b; q). (C.20)

D One-loop integrals

For the 2PM amplitude we need to solve the integral Iµ1...µn
▷ (a) in (5.22) and hence we

start by considering the family of integrals,

Iµ1...µn
▷ (0) =

∫
d4l

(2π)4
lµ1 . . . lµn

l2(l + q)2[(p1 + l)2 −m2
1]
. (D.1)

We find,

I▷(0) = − i

32m1

√
−q2

+ . . . , (D.2)

and using the Passarino-Veltmano reduction [144–147],

Iµ
▷ (0) = − i

32m1

√
−q2

[
− 1

2
qµ +

1

4

q2

m2
1

pµ1 + . . .

]
, (D.3)

Iµν
▷ (0) = − i

32m1

√
−q2

[
3

8
qµqν +

1

8

q2

m2
1

pµ1p
ν
1 −

3

8

q2

m2
1

p
(µ
1 qν) − 1

8
q2ηµν + . . .

]
, (D.4)

Iµνρ
▷ (0) = − i

32m1

√
−q2

[
− 5

16
qµqνqρ +

3

16

q4

m4
1

pµ1p
ν
1p

ρ
1 −

3

16

q2

m2
1

q(µpρ1p
ν)
1

+
15

32

q2

m2
1

q(µqνp
ρ)
1 +

3

16
q2η(µνqρ) − 3

16

q2

m2
1

η(µνp
ρ)
1 + . . .

]
, (D.5)
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where . . . denote subleading terms in the classical limit. Expanding in powers of the total
spin vector aµ the integral Iµ1...µn

▷ (a), we see that we need to compute the contractions
of the above tensors with aµ1 . . . aµn . With the aligned spin and the kinematics specified
in (5.23), all the scalar products a · pi vanish. Hence, we are only interested in keeping
the terms in (D.3)-(D.5) having products of q’s and η’s. For the latter there is a general
formula [148],

Iµ1...µn(0) =− i

32m1π
3
2

√
−q2

[n2 ]∑
m=0

(−1)nΓ(1
2
−m)Γ(n−m+ 1

2
)Γ(m+ 1

2
)

Γ(n+ 1)

(
q2

2

)m

{[η]m[q]n−2m}µ1...µn , (D.6)

in the classical limit, where the symbol {[η]m[q]n−2m}µ1...µn comprises all the symmetric
structures one can construct with q and η having n covariant indices, e.g.

{[η]0[q]1}µ1 = qµ1 ,

{[η]1[q]0}µ1µ2 = ηµ1µ2 ,

{[η]1[q]1}µ1µ2µ3 = ηµ1µ2qµ3 + ηµ3µ1qµ2 + ηµ2µ3qµ1 .

We have, expanding cosh(x),

I▷(a) =
∞∑
n=0

1

(2n)!

∫
d4l

2π)4
(2a · l + a · q)2n

l2(l + q)2[(p1 + l)2 −m2
1]

=
∞∑
n=0

2n∑
k=0

(a · q)k22n−k

(2n− k)!k!
aµ1 . . . aµ2n−k

∫
d4l

(2π)4
lµ1 . . . lµ2n−k

l2(l + q)2[(p1 + l)2 −m2
1]

=− i

32m1π
3
2

√
−q2

∞∑
n=0

2n∑
k=0

[n− k
2
]∑

m=0

(−1)k22n−k

(2n− k)!k!

Γ(1
2
−m)Γ(2n− k + 1

2
)Γ(m+ 1

2
)

Γ(2n− k + 1)(
q2a2

2

)m

(a · q)2n−2m (2n− k)!

m!(2n− k − 2m)!2m
, (D.7)

where we used that,

aµ1 . . . aµn{[η]m[q]n−2m}µ1...µn = a2m(a · q)n−2m n!

m!(n− 2m)!2m
. (D.8)

For n = 0, 1, 2 the sum in (D.7) gives,

− i

32m1

√
−q2

, −i[(a · q)2 − a2q2]

128m1

√
−q2

, −i[(a · q)2 − a2q2]2

2048m1

√
−q2

. (D.9)

These quantities are related to the series expansion of the modified Bessel function of
the first kind I0(

√
(a · q)2 − a2q2) and, in particular we have,

I▷(a) =

∫
d4l

(2π)4
cosh(2a · l + a · q)

l2(l + q)2[(p1 + l)2 −m2
1]

= − i

32m1

√
−q2

I0(F (a, q)), (D.10)

26



where we introduced for convenience,

F (a, q) =
√
(a · q)2 − a2q2, (D.11)

in the aligned spin case, which is shift-symmetric [111]. We could also derive,

aµIµ
▷ (a) =

i

32m1

√
−q2

(a · q)
2

I0(F (a, q)), (D.12)

aµaνIµν
▷ (a) = − i

32m1

√
−q2

1

4

{
[F 2(a, q) + (a · q)2]I0(F (a, q))

− F (a, q)I1(F (a, q))

}
. (D.13)

Using the above results, it is simple to show that the Passarino-Veltman decomposition
generalizes also to the case of integrals of the form (5.22) and, in particular, we find,

Iµ
▷ (a) = − i

32m1

√
−q2

(
− 1

2
qµ +

1

4

q2

m2
1

pµ1 −
1

8

q4

m2
1

a · q
F (a, q)2

aµ
)
I0(F (a, q)), (D.14)

Iµν
▷ (a) = Aqµqν +Bq(µp

ν)
1 + Cpµ1p

ν
1 +Dηµν + Eaµaν + Fa(µqν) +Ga(µp

ν)
1 , (D.15)

where,

A =− i

128m1

√
−q2

[
2(a · q)2 − a2q2

F 2(a, q)
I0(F (a, q))− (a · q)2 + a2q2

F (a, q)3
I1(F (a, q))

]
, (D.16)

B =
i

128m1

√
−q2

q2

m2
1

[
2(a · q)2 − a2q2

F (a, q)2
I0(F (a, q))− (a · q)2 + a2q2

F (a, q)3
I1(F (a, q)

]
, (D.17)

C =− i

128m1

√
−q2

q2

m2
1

[
q2

2m2
1

2(a · q)2 − a2q2

F (a, q)2
I0(F (a, q)) +

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)

]
, (D.18)

D =
i

128m1

√
−q2

q2
[

q2

4m2
1

2(a · q)2 − a2q2

F (a, q)2
I0(F (a, q)) +

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)

]
, (D.19)

E =− i

64m1

√
−q2

q4
[
I0(F (a, q))

2F (a, q)2
− I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)3

]
, (D.20)

F =
i

32m1

√
−q2

q2(a · q)
[
I0(F (a, q))

2F (a, q)2
− I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)3

]
, (D.21)

G =− i

64m1

√
−q2

q4(a · q)
m2

1

[
I0(F (a, q))

2F (a, q)2
− I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)3

]
. (D.22)

Using similar arguments we find,

J▷(a) =

∫
d4l

(2π)4
sinh(2a · l + a · q)

l2(l + q)2[(p1 + l)2 −m2
1]

= 0, (D.23)
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and,

aµJ µ
▷ (a) = − i

64m1

√
−q2

F (a, q)I1(F (a, q)), (D.24)

aµaνJ µ
▷ (a) =

i

64m1

√
−q2

(a · q)F (a, q)I1(F (a, q)). (D.25)

The Passarino-Veltman decomposition now is,

J µ
▷ (a) = − i

64m1

√
−q2

[
(a · q)qµ − q2(a · q)

2m2
1

pµ1 −
q2

2
aµ
]
I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
, (D.26)

J µν
▷ (a) = Aqµqν +Bq(µp

ν)
1 + Cpµ1p

ν
1 +Dηµν + Eaµaν + Fa(µqν) +Ga(µp

ν)
1 , (D.27)

with,

A =
i(a · q)

64m1

√
−q2

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
, (D.28)

B = − i(a · q)
64m1

√
−q2

q2

m2
1

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
, (D.29)

C =
i(a · q)

64m1

√
−q2

2q4

m4
1

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
, (D.30)

D = − i(a · q)
64m1

√
−q2

q4

4m2
1

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
, (D.31)

E = − i(a · q)
64m1

√
−q2

q6

2m2
1

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)3
, (D.32)

F = − i

64m1

√
−q2

q2
I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
, (D.33)

G =
i

64m1

√
−q2

q4

2m2
1

I1(F (a, q))

F (a, q)
. (D.34)

We stress again here that the results for the various integrals above are valid only if
a · p1 = 0. Furthermore, it is straightforward to prove the following relations,

∂I▷(a)

∂aµ
= 2J µ

▷ (a) + qµJ▷(a), (D.35)

∂2I▷(a)

∂aµ∂aν
= 4Iµν

▷ (a) + 2qµIν
▷ (a) + 2qνIµ

▷ (a) + qµqνI▷(a), (D.36)

∂J▷(a)

∂aµ
= 2Iµ

▷ (a) + qµI▷(a), (D.37)

∂2J▷(a)

∂aµ∂aν
= 4J µν

▷ (a) + 2qµJ ν
▷ (a) + 2qνJ µ

▷ (a) + qµqνJ▷(a), (D.38)

that are compatible with what we have found so far.
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E 2PM eikonal phase integrals

In order to compute the 2PM eikonal, we need to evaluate the integral,

In[a;α] ≡
∫

d2q

(2π)2
(a · q)n

(q2)α
e−iq·b = inai1 . . . ain

Γ(1− α)

22απΓ(α)

∂n

∂bi1 . . . ∂bin
(b2)α−1. (E.1)

Using,

∂n

∂bi1 . . . ∂bin
(b2)α−1 =

[n
2
]∑

m=0

2n−mΓ(α)

Γ(α− n+m)
(b2)α−1−n+m{[δ]m[b]n−2m}i1...in , (E.2)

and (D.8) we obtain,

In[a;α] =
1

22απ

[n
2
]∑

m=0

Γ(1− α)(2i)nn!

22mΓ(α− n+m)m!(n− 2m)!
(b2)α−1−n+m(a2)m(a · b)n−2m. (E.3)

We are interested in computing the Fourier transform of modified Bessel functions ap-
pearing in the 2PM amplitude (5.24) and (5.31). We have,

Ĩ0[a,b] =

∫
d2q

(2π)2
e−ib·q

(q2)
1
2

I0(F (a,q)) =
∞∑
n=0

1

22n(n!)2

∫
d2q

(2π)2
e−ib·q

(q2)
1
2

[(a · q)2 − a2q2]n

=
∞∑
n=0

n∑
k=0

(−1)k(a2)k

22nn!k!(n− k)!
ai1 . . . ai2n−2k

∫
d2q

(2π)2
e−ib·q

(q2)
1
2
−k

qi1 . . . qi2n−2k

=
∞∑
n=0

n∑
k=0

(−1)k(a2)k

22nn!k!(n− k)!
I2n−2k[a; 1/2− k]. (E.4)

Similarly,

˜(
I1
F

)
[a,b] =

∫
d2q

(2π)2
e−iq·b

(q2)
1
2

I1(F (a,q))

F (a,q)

=
∞∑
n=0

n∑
k=0

(−1)k(a2)k

22n+1(n+ 1)!k!(n− k)!
I2n−2k[a; 1/2− k], (E.5)

and,

Ĩ1[a,b] =

∫
d2q

(2π)2
e−ib·q

(q2)
1
2

I1(F (a,q))

=
∞∑

n,l=0

n∑
k=0

(−1)k(2l)!(a2)l+k

22n+2l+1(n+ 1)!(1− 2l)(l!)2k!(n− k)!
I2n+1−2k−2l[a; 1/2− k − l].

(E.6)
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