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We present the contribution from potential interactions to the dynamics of non-spinning binaries
to fourth Post-Minkowskian (4PM) order. This is achieved by computing the scattering angle to
O(G4 ) using the effective field theory approach and deriving the bound radial action through analytic
continuation. We reconstruct the Hamiltonian and center-of-mass momentum in an isotropic gauge.
The (three-loop) integrals involved in our calculation are computed via differential equations, including a sector yielding elliptic integrals. As a prelude of radiation-reaction effects, using the universal
link between potential and tail terms, we also report: i) The instantaneous energy flux at O(G3 );
ii) The contribution to the 4PM unbound/bound radial action(s) depending on logarithms of the
binding energy; iii) The (scheme-independent) logarithmic contribution to the 4PM non-local tail
Hamiltonian for circular orbits. Our results in the potential region are in agreement with the recent derivation from scattering amplitudes. We also find perfect agreement in the overlap with the
state-of-the-art in Post-Newtonian theory.

Introduction. Motivated by the success of current gravitational wave (GW) detectors and the planned empirical reach [1, 2] and scientific output [3–7] of future GW
observatories, there has been a significant amount of
progress in applying ideas from particle physics — such
as the worldline effective field theory (EFT) approach in
the Post-Newtonian (PN) [8–45] and Post-Minkowskian
(PM) regimes [46–52], as well as other tools from quantum field theory and scattering amplitudes, e.g. [53–
76] — to the study of the inspiral problem with compact objects in general relativity. Most of these developments have impacted our knowledge of the conservative dynamics of the two-body problem in gravity,
reaching the next-to-next-to-next-to-next-to leading order (N4 LO) [22–26] for spin-independent contributions
in the PN regime, complementing traditional methodologies [77–82]. The hunt for higher accuracy continues,
with the state-of-the-art in PN theory approaching the
N5 LO at 5PN [28–31], with partial results also at 6PN
[33, 34], in addition to the well-established breakthrough
at N2 LO (3PM) [47, 63, 64] in the PM counter-part.
In this letter, we present the contribution from potential modes to the dynamics of non-spinning binary systems at O(G4 ) using the EFT formalism [46, 47], in conjunction with the Boundary-to-Bound (B2B) dictionary
[65, 66, 83]. Our derivation proceeds through the scattering angle, which we compute via Feynman diagrams.
Using several powerful multi-loop integration tools from
particle physics [84–100], the calculation is reduced to a
series of ‘three-loop’ (massless) integrals. The latter are
obtained to all orders in velocities through differential
equations, yielding multiple polylogarithms (MPLs) [101–
105], as well as elliptic integrals. The resulting deflection
angle agrees with the one reported recently in [73], confirming its validity with an independent calculation entirely within the classical domain.

Armed with the solution of the scattering problem,
observables for bound orbits follow from the B2B correspondence, after analytic continuation in the binding energy and angular momentum [65, 66]. We also
reconstruct the Hamiltonian and center-of-mass momentum in an isotropic gauge. However, because of
the separation into regions, we encounter spurious infrared(IR)/ultraviolet(UV) divergences [22, 23], similar
to what occurs in the Lamb shift [24]. As expected, these
IR/UV poles ultimately cancel out in observables [26].
Yet, it makes the result from potential modes dependent
on the regularization scheme, featuring for instance logarithms of the renormalization scale in dimensional regularization, as well as spurious finite pieces [23, 26].
Nonetheless, the split into regions turns out to be useful for several reasons. First of all, after removing some
spurious contributions, it serves as proxy to the full answer. In addition, due to the universal link between
potential and tail terms [27, 83], together with the nature of the integrals involving (on-shell) radiation modes,
e.g. [76], it allows us to immediately read off several new
results involving radiative effects. In particular, we report the leading logarithms (depending on the binding
energy) in the unbound/bound radial action(s), to all orders in velocities. Moreover, we also present the instantaneous flux at O(G3 ). The latter will allow us, in combination with the conservative part, to derive the GW phase
entirely within a PM scheme for the first time. From
the flux we can also derive the logarithmic contribution
to the (non-local) tail Hamiltonian, which we compute
for the case of circular orbits. We have checked that the
results presented here involving PM radiation-reaction
effects are consistent with the known state-of-the-art in
PN theory [106]. The remaining (local) corrections from
tail terms will be discussed elsewhere.

2
The EFT formalism. The effective action, Seff [xα
a (τa )]
(a = 1, 2), is obtained in the weak-field regime, gµν =
ηµν + hµν , by integrating out the metric perturbation in
the (classical) saddle-point approximation via Feynman
diagrams. The compact bodies are described by a worldline theory, which may be taken linear in the metric for
non-spinning structureless bodies [46]. As usual, integration in d = 4 − 2 dimensions is used to handle divergent
integrals. The equations of motion (EoM) follow by extremizing Seff [xα
a (τa )]. The scattering problem is then
tackled by solving for the total impulse, ∆pµa , and subsequently the deflection angle,
p
(1)
sin(χ/2) = −∆p2a /p∞ ,
with p∞ the incoming Center-of-Mass (CoM) momentum. Due to the presence of intermediate divergences
we will use the PM expansion, with µ̄2 ≡ 4πµ2 eγE in
dimensional regularization,

n

χ X
(n)
2 2  GM
=
4µ̄ b
χb (γ) .
(2)
2
b
n
We restrict to thepimpulse in the direction of the impact
−bµ bµ , which is sufficient to reconparameter, b =
struct the answer using momentum conservation [46].
In principle, we may tackle the entire (classical) soft
region at once, without splitting into potential and radiation modes. However, even though it introduces spurious
divergences [23], mode factorization remains a convenient
tool to compute the integrals and isolate various contributions. In fact, the cancelation of intermediate poles not
only becomes a non-trivial consistency check, it also allows us to extract various new results including radiation
modes, using the universal character of the answer [83].
We discuss the full radiation-reaction conservative sector
in a forthcoming paper.
Potential region. The Feynman topologies needed at
4PM are shown in Fig. 1. We must also include iterations of the deflected trajectories into lower order contributions to the effective action. The additional Feynman
topologies are shown in [47]. After tensor decomposition, and prior to Fourier transforming from transfermomentum, q, onto impact-parameter space [46, 47], the
impulse becomes a linear combination of scalar (threeloop) massless relativistic integrals of the type
3 Z
Y
dd `i
δ(`i ·uai )
1
Q9
νj ,
+
n
d/2
i
(±`i ·u6ai −i0 )
π
j=1 Dj
i=1

(3)

with ni , νj ∈ N, ai ∈ {1, 2} (6 1 = 2, 6 2 = 1), ua the incoming velocities, and Dj various sets of square propagators.
The external data obeys q · u1 = q · u2 = 0, u2a = 1,
such that the result depends on t = −q 2 and γ ≡ u1 · u2 .
As before [47], the t dependence follows from dimensional

Figure 1. Feynman topologies in the potential region at 4PM.

analysis. Remarkably, all our integrals can be classified
into two families of square propagators. A salient aspect
of the EFT integrals in (3) is that they are accompanied
by delta functions, δ(`i · ua ), arising after time integration over the worldline sources. This feature, which is directly connected to the mass scalings in the total impulse
[46, 47, 65], yields a natural classification into sectors.
We denote as (abc) the product δ(`1 ·ua )δ(`2 ·ub )δ(`3 ·uc ).
Integrals in sector (111) (or its (222) mirror), arising
from the first five diagrams in Fig. 1 and lower-order iterations, capture the test-particle limit. These can be
readily obtained by resolving the delta functions in the
rest-frame, leading to three-dimensional static integrals.
The static sector may be further decomposed in a basis
of seven integrals via integration by parts (IBP) identities [84, 85], using FIRE6 [98, 99] and LiteRed [89]. The
associated master integrals are computed via standard
tools, such as parametric representations and Cheng-Wu
theorem [86]. We have also checked them numerically
using pySecDec [107].
The remaining integrals involving the last seven diagrams in Fig. 1, as well as non-static iterations, can be
reduced to solving the (112) sector, for which we implemented the method of differential equations [87, 88].
Following [47, 69], we derived a system of equations
with respect to the parameter x, defined via the relation
γ ≡ (x2 +1)/2x. When possible, we solved the differential equations by means of a canonical basis [91]. We use
the algorithms described in [92, 95, 100], yielding
X

df~(x, ) = 
Mi d log αi (x) f~(x, ),
(4)
i

for the set of O(102 ) basis integrals in f~, where αi ∈
{x, 1 + x, 1 − x, 1 + x2 } and the Mi ’s are matrices with
rational numbers. The solution can then be cast in terms
of MPLs [104]. This was the case in all but a 3 × 3 diagonal block, for which it is not possible to achieve the
-factorized form through an algebraic transformation.
This turns out to be an elliptic-type sector, which we
solved as follows. Firstly, we bring the elliptic diagonal block into the form A0 0 + A1 1 , while transforming all other diagonal blocks into a canonical representation. We use an ansatz (see e.g. [93, 94]) to make all
off-diagonal blocks polynomial in , containing at most
simple poles in x, and then we integrate out the A0 component. The last step can be achieved by first deriv-
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ing the (third-order) Picard-Fuchs equation of the corresponding scalar integral [97]. The differential equations
then contain only simple poles, with the elliptic diagonal
block turned into polynomials of degree four in
{K(x2 ), K(1 − x2 ), E(x2 ), E(1 − x2 )} ,

(5)

where K, E are the complete elliptic integrals of the first
and second kind (our conventions are summarized in the
ancillary file). From here it is straightforward to iteratively solve for the master integrals, order-by-order in .
This leads to iterated integrals over polylogarithmic kernels as well as elliptic integrals, which can be ultimately
re-written in terms of logarithms, dilogarithms and products of E and K. Finally, we input the boundary (static)
values by expanding around x = 1. It turns out the same
seven master integrals used in the (111) sector are sufficient to cover the boundary conditions. Remarkably, similarly to the 3PM case [47], this means the test-particle
limit carries all the needed information for the boundary
terms in the entire potential region.
Garnering all the pieces together, using (1) and (2), we
arrive at
(4)

χb (pot) (γ)
πΓ


= χs (x) + ν


χ2 (x)
+ χp (x) ,
2

(6)

Boundary-to-Bound correspondence. The scattering
angle allows us to derive the bound radial action via the
B2B map. Unfortunately, the spurious pieces from the
potential region still pollute the answer. However, as
a proxy to the full local contribution, we may use the
(4PM)
IR-finite part of χ(pot) to build the (local) bound radial
action. Hence, following the B2B correspondence we find
for the (IR-finite) correction from potential modes [83]
2(1 − γ 2 )2
(χs + νχp )
3(Γj)3

(bound) ,

for the center-of-mass momentum, we can then relate the
(n)
fn ’s to the χb ’s [83]. In particular, at 4PM we have

2(4 − 1)3 Γ4 21 −   (1) 4
χb
(9)
f4 =
3π 2 Γ4 (1 − )

(2 − 8)2 Γ(1 − 2)Γ2 21 −   (1) 2 (2)

+
χb
χb
π 3/2 Γ 32 − 2 Γ2 (1 − )


4(4 − 1)Γ 32 − 3 Γ 21 −  (1) (3)
χb χb
+
πΓ(2 − 3)Γ(1 − )
2Γ(2 − 4) (4)
(8 − 2)Γ2 (1 − 2)  (2) 2

χ ,
χb
+√
+
πΓ2 32 − 2
πΓ 52 − 4 b
where the lower order coefficients can be found in [46, 47].
From here it is straightforward to extract a Hamiltonian.
Once again, we write the PM expansion as (notice we use
a somewhat different convention w.r.t. [73])
 n
∞
X
n
cn (p2 ) G
4µ̄2 r2
.
H(pot) (r, p ) =
n!
r
n=0
2

where Γ ≡ E/M , with M and E the total mass and energy, and ν the symmetric mass-ratio, respectively. The
result depends on MPLs up to weight two as well as products of the set in (5). The values for the (χs , χ2 , χp )
coefficients can be found in (25) and (26) below (see
supplemental material and ancillary file). The schemedependence appears through the IR pole and renormalization scale, µ̄2 , as well as various spurious finite terms
which must cancel out altogether against similar pieces
in the tail contribution [23, 26]. Using various identities
between MPLs and iterated elliptic integrals, we find our
result in (6) is equivalent to the one obtained in [73], including also the spurious terms. We elaborate on the PM
integration and implementation of the differential equations in the EFT approach in [105].

i4PM
r(pot) =

Impetus & Hamiltonian. The presence of a divergence requires a modification of the Firsov formula discussed in [65]. Introducing the PM expansion
#
"
n

∞
X

GM
n
4µ̄2 r2
, (8)
p2 (r) = p2∞ 1 +
fn (E)
r
n=1

(7)

where j ≡ J/(GM 2 ν), with J the angular momentum.

(10)

The value of c4 (p2 ) is obtained directly from f4 (E) following the steps described in [65], which remain unaltered
at this order, and using
γ=

p
E1 E2 + p2
, Ea = m2a + p2 .
m1 m2

(11)

Complete expressions are given in the ancillary file. (See
also (28) in the supplemental material.)
Due to the presence of divergences, the 4PM coefficient
of the Hamiltonian acquires the following structure
c4 = −

32M 5 (γ 2 − 1)ν 2
(χs + νχp ) + c2
4 + ··· ,
Γ2 ξ

(12)

where ξ = E1 E2 /E 2 , the ellipses account for iterations
from lower order terms, and


10
32M 5 (γ 2 − 1)ν 3 1
+
−
4
log(2)
χ2 .
c2
≡
−
4
Γ2 ξ
2
3
(13)
The contribution due to c2
4 is spurious and, similarly
to (7), it should be removed prior to using potential
modes as a proxy of the local Hamiltonian. Unfortunately, other spurious pieces remain in the answer. Luckily, the unambiguous logarithmic part of the full Hamiltonian can be readily computed, as we discuss below.

4
A prelude for radiation modes. The inclusion of radiation modes entails adding self-energy corrections to
the list of Feynman diagrams in Fig. 1. This corresponds
to diagrams with all the sources on the same worldline.
(Notably only from tree-level and one-loop, with the others yielding scaleless integrals on unperturbed solutions.)
The main difference with respect to the potential region
is the need to compute integrals involving on-shell graviton modes. Given the nature of the boundary conditions
in the soft region, e.g. [75], and the expected cancelation of intermediate divergences, alongside the factors of
log µ̄2 b2 , we already anticipate the following structure
(4)

χb (rad) (γ)
πΓ




χ2 (x)
−4
=ν −
(1 − x)
+ χt (x) ,
2

(14)

for the radiation-reaction part of the (conservative) scattering angle.1 The final result thus takes the form
(4)

χb (tot)
πΓ



= χs (x) + ν χp (x) + χt (x) + 2χ2 log(1 − x) .

which agrees (modulo a pre-factor) with the coefficient
of the pole in the (unbound) radial action. This reproduces the result obtained in [73, 74, 76]. Similarly to the
link between angle and periastron advance, the relation
between orbital elements discovered in [65, 66], together
with the invariance of the instantaneous flux and radial
momentum under j → −j, readily implies
∆Eell (j) = ∆Ehyp (j) − ∆Ehyp (−j),

(19)

after analytic continuation [83] (see also [106]).
Logarithmic tail terms. The universal structure in (15)
allows us to compute the logarithmic corrections to the
unbound/bound radial action(s).
Using log(1 − x) '
p
log v∞ + · · · , with v∞ ≡ γ 2 − 1, we find
E
2
∆Ehyp (j) log v∞
(unbound)
(2π)M 2 ν
(20)
ν (γ 2 − 1)2
2
χ
(γ)
log
v
+
·
·
·
,
=
2
∞
3 (Γj)3

4PM
Ir(log)
=−

(15)
The value of χt (x), which includes physical as well as spurious terms similar to those appearing in χp (x), will be
reported elsewhere. Nonetheless, we can already derive a
series of new results from the structure revealed in (15).

defined here so that χ/(2π) = −∂j Ir . We checked that
2
2n
/j 4
log v∞
this expression reproduces all the known v∞
PN contributions to the non-local part of the scattering
angle to 6PN reported in [106], providing an infinite series
of new terms.

Instantaneous flux and total radiated energy. The coefficient of the pole in the effective action due to tail terms
is related to the radiated flux [22, 27, 83]. In particular,
we have [83]

Remarkably, the same local B2B dictionary also applies
to logarithmic contributions, yielding

Z

+∞

GE
2

Z

+∞

dE
+ ··· .
dt
−∞
−∞
(16)
From the cancelation of divergences, using (13) and (11),
we can then read off the instantaneous flux in the centerof-mass frame
rad
Seff
=−

dE
dt

dt H(tail) =

(r, p2 ) = −
3PM

dt

4 G3 M 4 (γ 2 − 1)ν 3
χ2 (γ) . (17)
3 r4
Γ3 ξ

It is straightforward to obtain the total radiated energy,
∆Ehyp/ell , both in hyperbolic- and elliptic-like motion, by
a change of variables, dt = dr/ṙ, and integrating between
the end points of the motion. For instance,2
3PM
∆Ehyp
=−

1

2

2πν 2 (γ 2 − 1)2 M
χ2 (γ) + · · · ,
3
Γ4 j 3

(18)

The singular factor of (1 − x)−4 signals the existence of (two)
quadratic propagators going on-shell in the tail terms. Similarly
to χp (x), where intermediate singularities cancel out, χt (x) is
likewise devoid of logarithmic divergences in the x → 1 limit.
We can also readily compute the missing O(G4 v 0 ) contribution
2

to (17), i.e. G4 M 5 22ν
, needed to match the total radiated
15r 5
energy from the quadrupole formula. This value can also be
added to dE/dt in (23), see below.

E
∆Eell (j) log(−E) (bound)
(2π)M 2 ν
2ν (1 − γ 2 )2
=
χ2 (γ) log(−E) + · · · ,
3 (Γj)3

i4PM
r(log) = −

(21)

with E ≡ (E − M )/(M ν) < 0, the (reduced) binding
energy. The above expression can be then added to (7)
to describe bound orbits. From here we can obtain, for
instance, the periastron advance via ∆Φ/(2π) = −∂j ir .
The bound radial action can also be used to compute the
functional relationship E(Ω) for circular orbits, with Ω
the orbital frequency. We have checked that using the
condition ir = 0 together with Firsov’s formula [65] reproduces the known PN factors of log Ω, see [83].
Universal part of the non-local Hamiltonian. The logarithmic contribution from tail terms to the unbound radial action takes the following form [83]
Z

GE +∞ dω dE
4PM
2πGM Ir(nloc)
=−
log 4ω 2 r2 e2γE
M ν −∞ 2π dω
Z +∞
H(nloc)
=−
dt ,
(22)
Mν
−∞
with the factor of log 4e2γE introduced following the conventions in the PN literature, e.g. [26, 106]. From here,
using (17) and (11), we derive the logarithmic (non-local)

5
part of the full Hamiltonian at 4PM in isotropic gauge,

1
GΓ dE
circ
(r, p2 ) =
H(nloc)
× log(Ω2 r2 ) + log(16e2γE )
Mν
ν dt

4 2
4 GM
(γ − 1)ν 2
=−
χ2 (γ)
3
r
Γ2 ξ

(23)
× log v 2 + log(16e2γE ) ,
evaluated on a circular orbit, with Ω the orbital frequency
and v = Ωr. We have added also the constant term on
the leading quadrupolar mode ω ' 2Ω.
Conclusions. Using the EFT formalism [46, 47] and
B2B correspondence [65, 66], we have computed the
contribution from potential modes to the dynamics of
non-spinning binary systems to 4PM order, both for
hyperbolic- and elliptic-like motion. Our result for the
deflection angle agrees with the recent value reported in
[73] from scattering amplitudes, thus providing an independent derivation. One of the main advantages of the
EFT framework in the PM regime is that the associated
integrand already encodes all of the relevant information
from the onset, without the need of further manipulations nor matching conditions as in the amplitude’s program [63, 64, 73]. The EFT approach is therefore naturally suited, as we demonstrated here, to fully implement
the method of differential equations [47, 69] to solve the
integration problem, giving us full control of the master
integrals to any order in , both in the potential and radiation regions, without resorting to PN resummations.
In order to complete the knowledge of the dynamics at
4PM, and remove spurious finite terms, boundary conditions from radiation modes must be added, as well as
a few self-energy diagrams. Fortunately, several contributions can be readily obtained using the universal character of the non-local tail terms [27, 83] as well as the
generic properties of the boundary conditions, e.g. [76].
In particular, we derived all of the logarithmic contributions to the full bound/unbound radial action at 4PM.
Through the connection with tail terms we have also obtained the instantaneous flux at O(G3 ). The latter al-

lowed us to derive the logarithmic contribution to the
full non-local tail Hamiltonian at 4PM. All these results
are consistent with the PN values in the literature [106],
while at the same time predict a series of corrections at
all orders in velocities. The remaining (local) part from
tail terms will be reported in forthcoming work.
In principle, the expression in (23) can be added to
the (local) Hamiltonian derived from potential modes after removing the spurious part in (13). Alternatively,
following the B2B paradigm, we have (for quasi-circular
orbits, using 1 − γ 2 ' 2|E|)



2(1 − γ 2 )2
2γE
4PM


χs + ν χp + χ2 log 32|E|e
,
i pot =
r,
3(Γj)3
nloc
(24)
which encapsulates the gauge-invariant (conservative) information for bound orbits. In combination with the instantaneous flux in (17), this provides all the ingredients
to derive the GW phase evolution entirely within a PM
scheme, thus continuing the quest towards high-precision
modeling in the era of GW astronomy.
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Supplemental Material
Except for the test-body limit,
χs (x) =

h1 (x)
128 (x2 − 1)

6

=

105 33γ 4 − 18γ 2 + 1
128 (γ 2 − 1)

2


,

(25)

which can be computed at any PM order from the deflection angle in a Schwarzschild background, e.g. [48], the
remaining terms in (6) at O(ν) can be written in terms of MPLs, G(~a; x) (up to weight two), times polynomials,
hi (x), in the variable x:
χ2 (x) = −
=−
+
χp (x) = −
+
+
+
−
+
−

h2 (x)
64x2

(x2

4

−

3h3 (x)G(0; x)
32x (x2

5

+

3h4 (x)(G(−1; x) − G(0; 2))
2

− 1)
− 1)
32x2 (x2 − 1)
210γ 6 − 552γ 5 + 339γ 4 − 912γ 3 + 3148γ 2 − 3336γ + 1151
32(γ 2 − 1)2





3 35γ 4 + 60γ 3 − 150γ 2 + 76γ − 5
3γ 2γ 2 − 3 35γ 4 − 30γ 2 + 11 arccosh(γ)
γ+1
p
log
−
2
16(γ 2 − 1)
2
32 (γ 2 − 1)
γ2 − 1




3K 1 − x2 h6 (x)E 1 − x2
15K2 1 − x2 h7 (x)
21h5 (x)E2 1 − x2
+
−
4
4
4
8 (x2 − 1)
8 (x2 − 1)
16 (x2 − 1)
π 2 h8 (x)
h9 (x)
G(0; 2)h10 (x)
3G(0; 2)2 h11 (x)
−
+
+
5
6
7
4
2
256x2 (x2 − 1)
1536x3 (x2 − 1) (x2 + 1)
128x3 (x2 − 1)
16x2 (x2 − 1)

h13 (x)G(−1; x) h14 (x)G −1; x2
3h15 (x)G(0; 2)G(−1; x)
h12 (x)G(0; x)
−
7
4 −
4 −
2
3
2
3
2
3
2
128x (x − 1)
128x (x − 1)
64x (x − 1)
64x4 (x2 − 1)
3h16 (x)G(0; 2)G(1; x) 3h17 (x)(G(0; x)G(1; x) − G(0, 1; x))
+
2
5
64x4 (x2 − 1)
256x4 (x2 − 1)
3h18 (x)(G(−1; x)G(1; x) − G(−1, 1; x)) 3h19 (x)(G(0; 2)G(0; x) − G(0, −1; x))
+
2
5
128x4 (x2 − 1)
8 (x2 − 1)
3h20 (x)G(0, 0; x) 3h21 (x)G(−1, 0; x) 3h22 (x)G(−1, −1; x)
−
+
8
5
2
32x (x2 − 1)
256x4 (x2 − 1)
128x4 (x2 − 1)


3h23 (x) G −1; x2 G(1; x) − G(−1, −i; x) − G(−1, i; x) − G(−i, 1; x) − G(i, 1; x)
128x4 (x2 − 1)

(26)

2

with hi (x)’s collected in the ancillary file together with the complete result.
The MPLs themselves can be expressed as follows (with 0 < x ≤ 1− ):
G(0; x) = log(x) ,
G(−1; x) = log(1 + x) ,
G(1; x) = log(1 − x) ,
1
1
G(0, 0; x) = log2 (x) , G(−1, −1; x) = log2 (1 + x) , G(0, −1; x) = −Li2 (−x) ,
2
2
G(−i; x) + G(i; x) = log(1 + x2 ) ,
G(−1, 0; x) = log(x) log(1 + x) + Li2 (−x) ,


π2
log2 (x)
x−1
G(0, 1; x) = −
+ log(1 − x) log(x) −
− Li2
,
6
2
x
1
π2
+ log(4 − 4x) log(1 + x) − log2 (1 + x)
G(−1, 1; x) = −
12
2

x
−
1
− log(2) log(1 − x2 ) − Li2
,
x+1




π2
4
1 + x2
2
G(−1, −i; x) + G(−1, i; x) + G(−i, 1; x) + G(i, 1; x) = −
+ log(1 + x) log
+
log(1
−
x
)
log
8
1 + x2
2




1
(x − 1)2
x−1
+ Li2 −
− 2Li2
.
2
(1 + x)2
x+1
(27)
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The value of f4 (E) in the expansion of the center-of-mass momentum is given in (9). Following the steps described
in [65], the (much more cumbersome) 4PM coefficient of the Hamiltonian in (10) becomes
3

9 γ 2 − 1 M 7 ν 8 d2 (γ)f1 (E)2 f10 (E)2
3 γ 2 − 1 M 5 ν 8 d1 (γ)f1 (E)4
+
c4 =
16Γ27 ξ 7
2Γ17 ξ 5
2

2
9 γ 2 − 1 M 6 ν 6 d2 (γ)f1 (E)f2 (E)f10 (E) 9 γ 2 − 1 M 6 ν 6 d2 (γ)f1 (E)2 f20 (E)
−
−
Γ14 ξ 4
2Γ14 ξ 4


3
2
3 γ 2 − 1 M 7 ν 8 d2 (γ)f1 (E)3 f100 (E) 3 γ 2 − 1 M 6 ν 8 d3 (γ)f1 (E)3 f10 (E)
+
+
2Γ17 ξ 5
4Γ22 ξ 6


9 γ 2 − 1 M 5 ν 6 d4 (γ)f1 (E)2 f2 (E) 3 γ 2 − 1 M 5 ν 4 d2 (γ)f2 (E)2
+
+
2Γ19 ξ 5
Γ11 ξ 3


4
6 γ 2 − 1 M 5 ν 4 d2 (γ)f1 (E)f3 (E) 9 γ 2 − 1 M 8 ν 8 f1 (E)2 f10 (E)f100 (E)
+
+
Γ11 ξ 3
4Γ12 ξ 4


3
4
3 γ 2 − 1 M 7 ν 6 f2 (E)f10 (E)2
3 γ 2 − 1 M 8 ν 8 f1 (E)f10 (E)3
−
+
2Γ12 ξ 4
Γ9 ξ 3

2
3
6 γ 2 − 1 M 7 ν 6 f1 (E)f10 (E)f20 (E) 6 γ 2 − 1 M 6 ν 4 f3 (E)f10 (E)
−
+
Γ9 ξ 3
Γ6 ξ 2


2
2
6 γ 2 − 1 M 6 ν 4 f2 (E)f20 (E) 6 γ 2 − 1 M 6 ν 4 f1 (E)f30 (E)
+
+
Γ6 ξ 2
Γ6 ξ 2
3

3
3 γ 2 − 1 M 7 ν 6 f1 (E)f2 (E)f100 (E) 3 γ 2 − 1 M 7 ν 6 f1 (E)2 f200 (E)
−
−
Γ9 ξ 3
2Γ9 ξ 3

 5 2
4
2
8 8
3 000
2
γ − 1 M ν f1 (E) f1 (E) 12 γ − 1 M ν f4 (E)
+
−
,
4Γ12 ξ 4
Γ3 ξ

(28)

where primes denote derivatives w.r.t. to E, and the di ’s are polynomials in γ given by

d1 (γ) = 35γ 3 − 135γ 2 + 201γ − 141 ν 6 (γ − 1)9

+ 3 75γ 4 − 279γ 3 + 377γ 2 − 93γ + 200 ν 5 (γ − 1)7

+ 603γ 5 − 2115γ 4 + 2063γ 3 − 1491γ 2 + 474γ − 934 ν 4 (γ − 1)5

+ 855γ 6 − 2563γ 5 + 2617γ 4 − 1749γ 3 + 1076γ 2 − 668γ + 712 ν 3 (γ − 1)3

+ 641γ 6 − 1108γ 5 + 811γ 4 − 420γ 3 + 419γ 2 − 152γ + 289 ν 2 (γ − 1)2

+ 239γ 6 − 181γ 5 + 134γ 4 − 46γ 3 + 95γ 2 − 13γ + 60 ν(γ − 1)
+ 35γ 6 + 15γ 4 + 9γ 2 + 5 ,

d2 (γ) = 7γ 2 − 5γ + 4 (γ − 1)ν + 3γ 2 + (3γ − 5)(γ − 1)3 ν 2 + 1


d3 (γ) = 29γ 2 − 86γ + 77 ν 4 (γ − 1)6 + 2 65γ 3 − 162γ 2 + 81γ − 76 ν 3 (γ − 1)4

+ 211γ 4 − 382γ 3 + 305γ 2 − 136γ + 118 ν 2 (γ − 1)2

+ 2 67γ 4 − 49γ 3 + 45γ 2 − 11γ + 20 ν(γ − 1) + 29γ 4 + 14γ 2 + 5 ,


d4 (γ) = − 5γ 2 − 14γ + 13 ν 4 (γ − 1)6 − 2 11γ 3 − 28γ 2 + 11γ − 14 ν 3 (γ − 1)4

− 36γ 4 − 66γ 3 + 47γ 2 − 20γ + 23 ν 2 (γ − 1)2

− 23γ 4 − 17γ 3 + 13γ 2 − 3γ + 8 ν(γ − 1) − 5γ 4 − 2γ 2 − 1 .
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