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Abstract

We use the feature that the gravitational Compton scattering amplitude factorizes in
terms of Abelian QED amplitudes to evaluate various gravitational Compton processes.
We examine both the QED and gravitational Compton scattering from a massive spin-1
system by the use of helicity amplitude methods. In the case of gravitational Compton
scattering we show how the massless limit can be used to evaluate the cross section for
graviton-photon scattering and discuss the difference between photon interactions and the
zero mass spin-1 limit. We show that the forward scattering cross section for graviton
photoproduction has a very peculiar behavior, differing from the standard Thomson and
Rutherford cross sections for a Coulomb-like potential.
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1 Introduction

The treatment of electromagnetic interactions in quantum mechanics is well known and the
discussion of electromagnetic effects via photon exchange is a staple of the graduate curricu-
lum. In particular photon exchange between charged particles can be shown to give rise to the
Coulomb potential as well as to various higher order effects such as the spin-orbit and Darwin
interactions [1]. The fact that the photon carries spin-1 means that the electromagnetic cur-
rent is a four-vector and manipulations involving such vector quantities are familiar to most
physicists. In a similar fashion, graviton exchange between a pair of masses can be shown to
generate the gravitational potential as well as various higher order effects, but in this case the
fact that the graviton is a spin-2 particle means that gravitational “currents” are second rank
tensors and the graviton propagator is a tensor of rank four. The resultant proliferation of
indices is one reason why this quantum mechanical discussion of graviton exchange effects is
not generally treated in introductory texts [2].

Recently, by the use of string-inspired methods, it has been demonstrated that the gravi-
tational interaction factorizes in such a way that a gravitational amplitude can be written as
the product of two more familiar vector amplitudes [3H7]. This factorization property, totally
obscure at the level of the action, is a fundamental properties of gravity and has deep conse-
quences at the loop amplitude level, since many gravitational amplitudes can be constructed by
an appropriate product of gauge theory integrand numerators [8]. This feature has triggered a
good deal of new results in extended supergravity [9-20], but quite remarkably these techniques
can be applied as well to pure gravity [7,21].

One remarkable property of amplitudes with emission of one or two gravitons is their fac-
torization in terms of Abelian QED amplitudes [7,22]. This factorization property has the
important consequence that the low-energy limit of the gravitational Compton amplitude for
graviton photoproduction is directly connected to the low-energy theorem for QED Compton
amplitudes [7].

In a previous paper [22] this property was used to evaluate processes such as graviton photo-
production and gravitational Compton scattering for both spin-0 and spin—% systems by simply
evaluating the corresponding electromagnetic amplitude for Compton scattering. This sim-
plification permits the treatment of gravitational effects without long tedious computations,
since they are now no more difficult than corresponding electromagnetic calculations. The
simplicity offered through factorization has important consequences for the computations of
long-range corrections to interaction potentials containing loops of intermediate photons- or
gravitons [23H26]. In this paper we extend such considerations to electromagnetic and gravita-
tional interactions of spin-1 systems. These calculations are useful not only as a generalization
of our previous results but also, since the photon carries spin one, such methods can be used to
consider the case of photon-graviton scattering, although there are subtleties in this case due
to gauge invariance.

In all the cases under study, we show that the low-energy limit of the differential cross
section has a universal behavior independent of the spin of the matter field on which photon or
graviton is scattered. We demonstrate that this is a consequence of the well-known universal
low-energy behavior in quantum electrodynamics (QED) and the squaring relations between



gravitational and electromagnetic processes.
The forward differential cross section for the Compton scattering of photons on a massive
target has the well-known constant behavior of the Thomson cross-section
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while the small-angle limit of gravitational Compton scattering of gravitons on a massive target
has the expected behavior due to a 1/r long-range potential of a Rutherford-like cross section
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We explain in section [6l why this formula reproduces the small-angle limit of the classical cross
section for light bending in a Schwarzschild background.

The forward limit of the graviton photoproduction cross section has the rather unique
behavior

(1.2)
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This limit is independent not only of the spin S but as well of the mass m of the target. The
small-angle dependence is typical of an effective 1/r? potential. We provide an explanation for
this in section

It may be very difficult to detect a single graviton [27] but photons are easily detected so
it is would be interesting to be able to use the graviton photoproduction process to provide
an indirect detection of a graviton. The cross section in Eq. (L3) is suppressed by a power of
Newton’s constant G but, being independent of the mass m of the target, one can discriminate
this effect from that of Compton scattering.

In the next section then we quickly review the electromagnetic interaction and derive the
spin-1 couplings. In section Bl we analyze the Compton scattering of a spin-1 particle. The
corresponding gravitational couplings are derived in section d and the graviton photoproduction
and gravitational Compton scattering reactions are calculated via both direct and factorization
methods. In section [ we discuss photon-graviton scattering and the subtleties associated
with gauge invariance. In section [0 we consider the forward small-angle limit of the various
scattering cross sections derived in the previous section. We show that Compton, graviton
photoproduction and the gravitational Compton scattering have very different behavior. We
summarize our findings in a brief concluding section.

2 Brief Review of Electromagnetism

In this section we present a quick review of the electromagnetic and gravitational interactions
and the results given in our previous work. The electromagnetic interaction of a system may be
found by using the minimal substitution 0, — D, = 10, —eA,, in the free particle Lagrangian,
where A, is the photon field. In this way the Klein-Gordon Lagrangian

L5 =0,0" 0" —m?¢To, (2.1)
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which describes a free charged spinless field, becomes
£970 = (9, — ieA,) 61(" + icA") 6+ m? 619, (22)
after this substitution. The corresponding interaction Lagrangian can then be identified as

L5790 = jeA, " Vg + 248 A6, (2.3)

int

where

oV D.=CVD - (VD). (2.4)

Similarly, for spin—%, the free Dirac Lagrangian

S=1 .
Ly 2=y ¥ —m), (2.5)
becomes L
L2 =g (i W —ef—m)y, (2.6)
and the interaction Lagrangian is found to be
g=1 _
Li® =—c Ay (2.7)
The resulting single-photon vertices are then
(pr [V pis=o = —ie (ps +pi)" (28)
for spin-0 and
(py \Ve%)“\pﬁszé = —ieu(ps)y u(p:), (2.9)

for spin—%, and in the case of spin 0 there exists also a two-photon (”seagull”) vertex

(o7 [V | i) g = 20 0™ (2.10)

The photon propagator in Feynman gauge is

- af
DY (q) = ——. 2.11
o) = o7 (211)
The consequences of these Lagrangians were explored in ref. [22] and in the present paper
we extend our considerations to the case of spin-1, for which the free Lagrangian has the Proca
form

_ 1 ,
J -3 B, B" +m* Bl B*, (2.12)

where B, is a spin one field subject to the constraint 0" B, = 0 and B, is the antisymmetric
tensor

B"™ = 9"B” — 0" B" . (2.13)



The minimal substitution then leads to the interaction Lagrangian
L= =ie AR (mavu — nauvy) B* — 2 A" AY B B (0,0 — Npatlus) » (2.14)

and the one, two photon vertices

<pf7 €B }Ve%)“\ Di, €A>S:1 = —icepg ((Pf +pz’)“7laﬁ —nple — Ua“pw) €Aa s
<pf7 €B “/e(r?v,)wj ‘ Di; €A> -1 = ie? €Bs (QTIQBTIW — ™™ — anﬁu) €Aa - (2.15)
S

However, Eq. ([2.I3]) is not the correct result for a fundamental spin-1 particle such as the
charged W-boson. Because the W arises in a gauge theory, there exists an additional W-
photon interaction, leading to an “extra” contribution to the single photon vertex

(pr.en |V | pisea)s—1 = ieehg (1™ (pi — p)® — 07" (pi — p)*)) €a - (2.16)

The meaning of this term can be seen by using the mass-shell Proca constraints p;-e4 = py-ep =
0 to write the total on-shell single photon vertex as

(pr e |(Vem + Vo) | pisea) o, = —ieens ((0F + pi)as — 20" (pi — ps)°

+ 207 (p; — Ps)%) €aas (2.17)

wherein we observe that the coefficient of the term —n(p; — p)? + n°*(p; — ps)* has been
modified from unity to two. Since the rest frame spin operator can be identified via]

BIB; — BIB; = —ie;(f |Sk] i), (2.19)
the corresponding piece of the nonrelativistic interaction Lagrangian becomes
e SN =
Emt:—g%<f‘5}z>~v><z4, (2.20)

where ¢ is the gyromagnetic ratio and we have included a factor 2m which accounts for the
normalization condition of the spin one field. Thus the “extra” interaction required by a gauge
theory changes the g-factor from its Belinfante value of unity [28§] to its universal value of two, as
originally proposed by Weinberg and more recently buttressed by a number of arguments [29/30].
Use of g = 2 is required (as shown in [31]) in order to assure the validity of the factorization
result of gravitational amplitudes in terms of QED amplitudes, as used below.

IEquivalently, one can use the relativistic identity

1

* *
pud €A~ €CAud B = T
2
m

i B yqs_ L .
(Eeuwpi q'S _%(Pf +pi)u€B'q6A'Q> (2.18)

where §° = ﬁe‘s‘”%*}ggem (pf + pi)¢ is the spin four-vector.



3 Compton Scattering

The vertices given in the previous section can now be used to evaluate the Compton scattering
amplitude for a spin-1 system having charge e and mass m by summing the contributions of
the three diagrams shown in Figure [I] yielding

om * €2p16}pf Elpfe}pl *
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with the momentum conservation condition p; + k; = py + k; and where we have defined
S-[Q,R]-T:=5-QT-R—S-RT-Q.

We can verify the gauge invariance of the above form by noting that this amplitude can be
written in the equivalent form

62
Ampst? = ——— |26 - ea(pi - - Fy - s
S=1 pzkzpzkf B ( f )
+ gll€g - Fr-ea)(pi- Fi-py) + (e - Fi - €a)(pi - Fy - py)]
2
g * *
- g[Pi'kf(EB'Ff'Fi'EA)_pi'ki(EB'Fi'Ff'EA)]
T T omz [(EB' f'pf)(pi' i'€A)_(€B' i'pi)(pi' f'€A)] )

(3.2)

where F{" = €/'k} — e/'kj' and F}"" = "k — €}k Since Fj ; are obviously invariant under the
substitutions €; f — € r + Ak; ¢, ¢ = 1,2, it is clear that Eq. (8.I)) satisfies the gauge invariance
strictures

e}” kY Ampisgil = k}‘e;’Ampisgil =0. (3.3)

Henceforth in this manuscript we shall assume the g-factor of the spin-1 system to have its

“natural” value g = 2, since it is in this case that the high-energy properties of the scattering
are well controlled and the factorization methods of gravity amplitudes are valid [29,30].
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Figure 1: Diagrams relevant to Compton scattering.

In order to make the transition to gravity in the next section, it is useful to utilize the helicity
formalism [32], whereby we evaluate the matrix elements of the Compton amplitude between
initial and final spin-1 and photon states having definite helicity, where helicity is defined as
the projection of the particle spin along the momentum direction. We shall work initially in the
center of mass frame. For a photon incident with four-momentum k;, = pewm(1, 2) we choose
the polarization vectors,

e = —%(i + X)), No==+, (3.4)

while for an outgoing photon with ks, = pcm(1, cos ez + sin Ocyd) we use polarizations

A

E;f = —7%<COS GCMS?I + ’L)\f@ — sin GCMé)a )\f ==, (35)
We can define corresponding helicity states for the spin-1 system. In this case the initial and
final four-momenta are p; = (Ecm, —pemz) and pr = (Eom, —pem(cos Oom 2 + sinfeoy)) and
there are transverse polarization four-vectors

—T iy
eju - (O’:FT)’

+ — COS HCMS?I + z?j + sin HCMé
& = (07 ) , 3.6
B ( - (3.6)
while the longitudinal mode has polarization four-vectors
0 1 5
Can = (pent, —Ecu?)
1 L A
E%u = (pCM, —FEcn(cos Oy z + sin QCMx)) , (3.7)

In terms of the usual invariant kinematic variables

s=(pi+k), t=(ki—k)’ u=(p—k),



we identify

2

_ s—m
bcm = 72\/5 )
s +m?
E —
CM 25
1 1
(s —m?)?2+st)?  (m"—su)?
cos —Ocn = = )
2 s — m? 5 — m?
1
1 (— st)5
in -6 = -— 3.8
sin 5 o - (3.8)

The invariant cross section for unpolarized Compton scattering is then given by

do,Comp
- B (ab; cd) ‘ . .
dt 167r(s — m?)? Z Z ‘ (abse (39)
=—,0,+ cd——
where
B'(ab; cd) = {py,b; ky, d |Ampg™®| pi, a; ki ¢ ) (3.10)

is the Compton amplitude for scattering of a photon with four-momentum k;, helicity a from a
spin-1 target having four-momentum p;, helicity ¢ to a photon with four-momentum &, helicity
d and target with four-momentum py, helicity b. The helicity amplitudes can be calculated
straightforwardly. There exist 3% x 22 = 36 such amplitudes but, since helicity reverses under
spatial inversion, parity invariance of the electromagnetic interaction requires tha

| B (ab; cd)| = |B'(—a — b; —c — d)|.

Also, since helicity is unchanged under time reversal, but initial and final states are inter-
changed, time reversal invariance of the electromagnetic interaction requires that

| B (ab; cd)| = |B" (ba; dc)| .

Consequently there exist only twelve independent helicity amplitudes. Using Eq. (8) we can
calculate the various helicity amplitudes in the center of mass frame and then write these results

ZNote that we require only that the magnitudes of the helicity amplitudes related by parity and/or time
reversal be the same. There could exist unobservable phases.



in terms of invariants using Eq. (8.8), yielding

|B'(++;++)] = [B'(————)] =2¢° (s P )
|B'(++;—=)| = |B'(——;++)| = 2¢ e _(Zz);(zu22m2> ,
y@u<+q\:yypﬁ—ﬂﬁﬂJQ_mgz_m%,
|B'(+—;—+)| = |B'(—+;+-)| =2¢ = mj;t(z )
|B' (++;4+—)| = |B'(——;—+)| = |B'(++;—+)| = |B'(——+-)|,

= X )
B (+—++)| = [BY(—+;—=)| = [B' (—+;++)| = |B' (+=——)|,
_ o2 m2t(m* — su)
= 2 =) (3.11)
and
1B (0+;++)| = |B'(0—;——)| = |B"(+0;++)| = |B'(—-0; —)] ,
_ o V2m(tm? + (s — m?)?)\/—t(m* — su)
(s —m?)3(u —m?) ’
|B'(0+;+—)| = |B'(0—;—+)| = |B"(+0; —+)| = |B'(—=0; +-)] ,
_ 92 V2msty/—t(m* — su)
(s —m?)3(u —m?) ~’
|B'(0+;—+)| = |BY(0—;+-)| =|B"(+0;+-)| = |B"(-0; —+)],
_ o, V2mB3ty/—t(m* — su)
(s —m?2)3(u—m?) ~’
|B (0+;——)| = |B"(0—;++)| =|B'(+0;——)| = |B'(-0; ++)|,
_ o Vem( —t(m* — su))?
(s —m?2)3t(u —m?2) ~’
|[B'(00;++)[ = [B'(00; ——)] = 2¢* (2m (:_(sﬂ;;@ E(Zz)_ .
|BL(00; +-)| = |B(00;—+)| = 2¢2 (m?t((s = m?)? + 2st) (3.12)

(s =m?)*(u —m?)
Substitution into Eq. ([B9) then yields the invariant cross section for unpolarized Compton
scattering from a spin-1 target

dog®® e! 1 gutt?) (3(m £2) +2(t—m?)(t—3m2)] . (3.13
dt  127(s — m?)}(u — m?2)? [(m —sutt’) (3(m'" —su) +1°) +1°(t—m) (t—3m )]’ (3.13)
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which can be compared with the corresponding results for unpolarized Compton scattering
from spin-0 and spin—% targets found in ref. [22]—

dog2y? _ e* [(m* — su)® + m*t?]
dt 4 (s — m?)H(u — m?)? ’
dagirrllp o [(m4 — su) (2(m4 — su) + t2) + m2t2(2m? — t)}
= . 14
i 877'(3 . m2)4(u _ m2)2 (3 )

Usually such results are written in the laboratory frame, wherein the target is at rest, by use of
the relations
2

s—m? = 2mw;, u—m’= —2mwy ,
4 2 2 HL 2 2 ) QL
m* —su = 4mwwycos 5 m t = —4m w;wysin 5 (3.15)
and ) )
dt d 2wz (1 — cosd w
at_ — w,w(_ cosfn) \ _“r (3.16)
dQ)  2mdcosfy 1+ “(1—cosfyp) s
Introducing the fine structure constant o = €?/4m, we find then
dal(zjigné‘ljzl 052 w;l” 4 QL .4 6)L Wi . o QL ?
dT = Ww_;l <COS ? + sin ?) (]_ +2E Sin ?)
+ 52 sin > 1+2Esm > +3m4 sin 5|
doComP 2,3 2
lab,S=21 o Wy 4 01, .4 oL, Wi . o 0 Wi .4 oL
TQ = ﬁw—f |:(COS ?‘I—Sln 7 1+2ESIH ? —|—2ESIH 7 s
daggnéio o? %2” 0L . 401
T = ﬁw—g |:COS ? 4+ sin 7:| . (317)
We observe that the nonrelativistic laboratory cross section has an identical form for any spin
NR
do gobn;p o? 0L . 401 Wi
70 =5, [(cos ?%—sm ?> (1+O(E))] , (3.18)

which follows from the universal form of the Compton amplitude for scattering from a spin-S
target in the low-energy (w < m) limit, which in turn arises from the universal form of the
Compton amplitude for scattering from a spin-S target in the low-energy limit—

<S, Mf;ef}Ampgomp}S,Mi;ei> :2626;'62'5]\/12.7]\@ +..., (3.19)

wLm

and obtains in an effective field theory approach to Compton scattering [33]E]

3 That the seagull contribution dominates the nonrelativistic cross section is clear from the feature that

26;"p€i'p w

Ampg,,, ~ 2¢ P ~ X AMpPeagun = 2626} - €. (3.20)



4 Gravitational Interactions

In the previous section we discussed the treatment the familiar electromagnetic interaction,
using Compton scattering on a spin-1 target as an example. In this section we show how the
gravitational interaction can be evaluated via methods parallel to those used in the electro-
magnetic case. An important difference is that while in the electromagnetic case we have the
simple interaction Lagrangian

,Cimg = —€Auju, (41)
where J# is the electromagnetic current matrix element, for gravity we have
K
,Cimg - —§hijWJ . (42)

Here the field tensor h,, is defined in terms of the metric via

G = N + /{h;w > (43)

where k is given in terms of Newton’s constant by x? = 327rG. The Einstein-Hilbert action is

2
SEinstein—Hilbort = /d4l’ VvV —g ? Rv (44>

where 1 1
V—g = +/—detg = exp itrlogg =1+ 577Wh;w + ..., (4.5)
is the square root of the determinant of the metric and R := R*,),¢"” is the Ricci scalar

curvature obtained by contracting the Riemann tensor R*,,, with the metric tensor. The
energy-momentum tensor is defined in terms of the matter Lagrangian via

2 0/—9gL
Ty = T et (4.6)
V=g og"

The prescription Eq. (£.6)) yields the forms

1570 = 0,0'0,0 + 0,00, — g, (020" 6 — m*¢'9) (4.7)

for a scalar field and
s=1 -1
T 2 = 1] w? + w? — G V} —m)y, (4.8)
for spln—— where we have defined

@Ez?utb = @Eivlﬂb - (ZVMZ’)@D . (4.9)
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Figure 2: (a) The one-graviton and (b) two-graviton emission vertices from either a scalar,
spinor or vector particle.
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Figure 3: The three graviton vertex

The one graviton emission vertices of figure [J(a) can now be identified as

(Ps | Voo | Pi) gy = —ig (ot + o5l — 0™ (pg - pi —m?)] (4.10)
for spin-0,
s _ 1 , 1,
(P |V | pi) gy = —i g u(py) {Zv’* (s + )"+ 37" (b +pi)u]u(p,~) , (4.11)
for spin—%, and
(proen Vo [ pirea)s_, = _ig [E*B ~ea(pip} +pivh) — e - pi (el + eip)

[T

— €4 'pf(pz'VE*Bu +P§L679V) + (pf “Pi — mz) (EAGB + eZ‘e*B“)
- " [(pi'pf_mz)E*B'EA_E*B'piEA'pf}:| ; (4.12)

for spin-1. There also exist two-graviton (seagull) vertices shown in figure [2(b), which can be
found by expanding the stress-energy tensor to second order in h,,. In the case of spin-0

- 1% 1 v « (0% v
(s [Via | pisy = % {f e T (P50 + ) — 5 (W17 P 1< i

Ne) 1 vV _ O
(l’”’ — 37" 5) (ps - pi —mz)} : (4.13)

N —
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where

o1
For spin-3

(ps |V p;) o1

while for spin-1

(D €s; kg |V | piyeaskiyg_, = —i—

(na'ynﬁé + 770567757) . (414)

N | —

Lags =

16

™ (Y (pr +pi)" + 7" (pr + pi)“)}

ir2 u(py) {i [n“” (Y*(ps + )" +7" (05 +1:)?)

3 v €, o €,uv
15 (Pr + P (IO L5 4 TP L)

1 (o} Za p
; Epcrn)\fy)\f)/5 ( lﬂu,ng [ ﬁ,chpfp _ ﬁ,ﬁcj,uy,ocpip):| u( 2) ,

/€2

4
+ [Pispra = Nas(0i - P — M) (Muollve + MuoTlvp — NuvMpo)
T M [ﬁaﬁ (piypfa + DioD fu) — NawPiBPfo — NpvPicPfa
—  NpoDivPfa — NaoPisPrv + (Di - Dy — M%) (NawNpo + NaoNpw)]
+ Mo [Map (PiDso + DipPtv) — NawPisPip — NouDipPsa
—  NBePivPia — NapPisDsv + (Di - DF — M%) Nty + Napllsw) |
+ Nup[Map (Pl so + PioPsu) — NapDisPso — NpuPioD o
—  NpePiuPta — NaoPigPsu + (i pp — M) (NapNse + Naclsp) ]
+ o [T (Piulso + PioDsu) = NauPisPso = NuPioP o
— spDiuse — NapPisPsu + (05 - Dy = 12) (Matlpp + Nappn) ]
— N [0 (DipPso + PioPso) = NapPisPio — NsoPioPsa
—  NpoDipPsa — NaoPisPsp + (pi - by — M%) (Napso + NppNac) ]
= Tpo [77&6 (pz'upfu + piupfu) — NapPisP v — NuPivP fo
—  MBuPiulfa — NawPiPsu + (Pi - Pf — m2) (naunﬁu + nﬁunau)}
(NapPin — NowPio) (N3P sy — NpuPso)
(naapiv - navpiff)nﬁppfu - Uﬁupfp)
(naapiu - naupicr) (nﬂppfv - nﬁvpfp)
(apbiv = NowPip) (MoPg = Naubso) } €4(ep)". (4.16)
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Finally, we require the triple graviton vertex of figure
1224 LK 1 ui.v n v w v 3 v 2
Tais (82 @) = == | (lap s = Shapths) [KK + (k= ¢)"(k — )" + ¢"¢" = 51™g

20 [P+ DI — PPagI™ s — 17 g1y

+ MW@wFWrHMF%m+%¢WwF%rHMF%@

— @ (apI"™ 5 + 161" ap) = 1" P4 (Naplrope + mafag,xa)]

+ [2q)‘(IU”’ﬁ,5[ag,)\U(k ) I Tag g (k — Q)" — 17 s Lo ank? — T s L s k)

+ q2 (Igmaﬁlfy&,oy + Iaﬁ,aylou"ycg) =+ nquAQU (Iaﬁ,)\p]pmyé + ]ﬁfé,)\p]pmaﬁ)]

1

1
+ |:(k:2 + (k - q)2) ([Jmaﬁlfyé,au + [JV’aB['y(S,JM - 577MV ([aﬁ,'yé - 5770157776) )

— (kznaﬁjw,wé + (k _9)27776]""@6)} } . (4.17)

We work in harmonic (de Donder) gauge which satisfies, in lowest order,

1

0"hy = 58,/1, (4.18)
with
h = trh,uz/ ) (419)
and in which the graviton propagator has the form
11
Dapirs(q) = m§(nawﬁa + NasNsy — NaBThs) - (4.20)

Then just as the (massless) photon is described in terms of a spin-1 polarization vector e,
which can have projection (helicity) either plus- or minus-1 along the momentum direction, the
(massless) graviton is a spin-2 particle which can have the projection (helicity) either plus- or
minus-2 along the momentum direction. Since h,, is a symmetric tensor, it can be described
in terms of a direct product of unit spin polarization vectors—
helicity = +2: h() =¢€/€f
helicity = —2: A Y = (4.21)

and just as in electromagnetism, there is a gauge condition—in this case Eq. ([@LI8)—which
must be satisfied. Note that the helicity states given in Eq. ([A2]]) are consistent with the
gauge requirement, since

neter =n"e e, =0, and ke, =0. (4.22)

With this background we can now examine reactions involving gravitons, as discussed in the
next section.
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Figure 4: Diagrams relevant to graviton photoproduction.

4.1 Graviton photoproduction

We first use the above results to discuss the problem of graviton photoproduction on a tar-
get of spin-1—y + S — g + S—for which the four diagrams we need are shown in Figure 4]
The electromagnetic and gravitational vertices needed for the Born terms and photon pole
diagrams—Figures dh, b, and [@d—have been given above. For the photon pole diagram we re-
quire the graviton-photon coupling, which is found from the electromagnetic energy-momentum
tensor [34]

1
T = —FoFo + ZguyFagFaB , (4.23)

and yields the photon-graviton vertex(]
v - K * v v * v v
<kf, €f ‘V;,(;Q{f } ki, €i> = 15 [ef . ei(/{:fkf + k; kﬁf) —€f- kl(kjfel + efl{;f)
— & kp(R/ e +E'e)) + k- k(e + el ef)
- [k‘f i€y € — € ke - kfj| } ) (4.24)
Finally, we need the seagull vertex which arises from the feature that the energy-momentum

tensor depends on p;, py and therefore yields a contact interaction when the minimal substitution
is made, yielding the spin-1 seagull amplitude shown in Figure Hk.

i * * *
(pr,epsky,epep | T piyeas ki, €i>seagu11 = gke |:€f ~(prtpi)€}-ciep-ea
€5 €i€p Df€p €A — € Pi€p €€ €A — €A EEp D€ Ep

- EA'pfe}k”'eie}'E*B_6}'€A€i'(pf+pi)€}‘€*3}- (4.25)

4Note that this form agrees with the previously derived form for the massive graviton-spin-1 energy-
momentum tensor—Eq. [@I2)—in the m — 0 limit.

14



The individual contributions from the four diagrams in Figure [l are given in Appendix A and
have a rather complex form. However, when added together we find a much simpler result—the
full graviton photoproduction amplitude is found to be proportional to the already calculated
Compton amplitude for spin-1—FEq. ([B)—times a universal factor. That is,

(ps; kf,efef‘T‘pi; ki €i) = H X (e}aeiﬁTgfmpton(S = 1)) , (4.26)

where

_ kps-Fropi k€ prkyopi— € piky - py

_26 ]{Zlkf —26 ]{le{if ’
and efanBTcompton(S ) is the Compton scattering amplitude for particles of spin-S calculated
in the previous section. The gravitational and electromagnetic gauge invariance of Eq. (4.26])
is obvious, since it follows directly from the gauge invariance already shown for the Comp-
ton amplitude together with the explicit gauge invariance of the factor H. The validity of
Eq. (£26) allows the calculation of the cross section by helicity methods since the graviton
photoproduction helicity amplitudes are given by

C*(ab; cd) = H x B*(ab; cd), (4.28)

where B'(ab; cd) are the Compton helicity amplitudes found in the previous section. We can
then evaluate the invariant photoproduction cross section using

(4.27)

= DI
— = }C’ (ab; cd (4.29)
dt 1671—( a=—,0 + c=—,+
yielding
d photo 62 2 m4 _
% T 96mi(s i ;2)4(;“11) m?)? [(m4 = su+ £)(3(m’ = su) +1%)
v ORE—md)(t - 3m2)] . (4.30)
Since X
Kk (m*—su\?
Hl =\~ (4.31)
the laboratory value of the factor H is
k2m?2 cos® 16,
Hipl|? = — —2=, 4.32
| Hia| 2e? sin® %HL ( )
the corresponding laboratory cross section is
i s 2
g - el g
w0 0 oL 0 A
= Gaw—j cos? ?L [(ctrﬁ% cos? > + sin? 2L) <1 + 2% sin? ?L)
16&)2- . HL . HL 32&)24 . 6 ‘9L
+ a2 S (1 —|—2— sin” ) + amd S 5 | - (4.33)
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The factor |Hyq|? can be thought of as “dressing” the photon into a graviton. We see that
just as in Compton scattering the low-energy laboratory cross section has a universal form,
which is valid for a target of arbitrary spin

do-lp:lljogo 2 0r 2‘9L 2 oL, . 9 0r Wi
o - Ga cos 5 (ctn — cos” 5 +sin 7) (1 + O(E)) . (4.34)

In this case the universality can be understood from the feature that at low energy the leading
contribution to the graviton photoproduction amplitude comes not from the seagull, as in
Compton scattering, but rather from the photon pole term,

€f € €p - k;

Amp, e o kL

X K (prs S, Myl Ju|pis S, M;) (4.35)
The leading piece of the electromagnetic current has the universal low-energy structure

(&

P — Di
<pf5 S, My ‘JM}PH S, Mz> = %(Pf ‘l'pi)u(st,Mi (1 + O(%)) , (4.36)

where we have divided by the factor 2m to account for the normalization of the target particle.
Since k; - (ps + pi) 2 2mw, we find the universal low-energy amplitude
w—

e}~ei6}~ki

NR  _
Amp«,_pole =KRew W ) (437)
whereby the resulting helicity amplitudes have the form
1. 1+cos 6 cos 2L 0
Amp.' " .= —F—= ? (4.38)
b 2\/§ 1 : 1—cos 6 COSQ*L .20
§SII19L <1—COS€§ ) = Siné S 7L +—-—=—-+
Squaring and averaging, summing over initial, final spins we find
doy, }lloofs? 0L 0L 0L 0L
— 22 Gacos’ = ctn?== cos? = 4 sin® = | . 4.39
ds2 w—0 @ ( 2 2 s 2 ( )

as found above—cf. Eq. (£.34).

The power of the factorization theorem is obvious and, as we shall see in the next section,
allows the straightforward evaluation of even more complex reactions such as gravitational
Compton scattering.
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Figure 5: Diagrams relevant for gravitational Compton scattering.

4.2 Gravitational Compton Scattering

In the previous section we observed some of the power of the factorization theorem in the
context of graviton photoproduction on a spin-1 target in that we only needed to calculate the
simpler Compton scattering process rather than to consider the full gravitational interaction. In
this section we tackle a more challenging example, that of gravitational Compton scattering—
g+S — g+ S—from a spin-1 target, for which there exist the four diagrams shown in Figure

The contributions from the four individual diagrams can now be calculated and are quoted
in Appendix A. Each of the four diagrams has a rather complex form. However, when added
together the result simplifies enormously. Defining the kinematic factor

4

/‘f_2pi'kipz"k‘f_ K (S_mz)(u_mz)

- = 4.40
8et Ky ky 16e4 t ’ ( )
the sum of the four diagrams is found to be given by
<pf7 €B; kf7 €rer ‘Ampgrav‘ Di; €45 ki, 6i€i>5:1
= YX]<pfa€B§kia€f }Ampem‘piaeA; ki>€i>S:1 X <Pf§kz',€f }Ampem‘pi;ki>€i>5’:0>
(4.41)
where
€ - Pi€f - € - Pr€;-Di
(pf; kis €| Ampey[pi; K, €3)5=0 = 2€° bicy by Gibrey P — €€l (4.42)

pi - ki pz"k‘f

is the Compton amplitude for a spinless target.

In ref. [22] the identity Eq. (4.41]) was verified for simpler cases of spin-0 and spin—%. This
relation is a consequence of the general relations between gravity and gauge theory tree-level
amplitudes derived from string theory as explained in [26]. Here we have shown its validity
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for the much more complex case of spin-1 scattering. The corresponding cross section can be
calculated by helicity methods using the identity

D'(ab;cd) =Y x B'(ab; cd) x A%(cd), (4.43)
where Bl(ab;cd) is the spin-1 Compton helicity amplitude calculated in section 2 while

(s —m?)(u—m?)’
—m?t
(s —m?)(u—m?)’

A(++) = 2¢

A(+—) = 2¢ (4.44)

are the helicity amplitudes for spin zero Compton scattering. Using Eq. (£41)) the invariant
cross section for unpolarized spin-1 gravitational Compton scattering

I e N T P
- 3 3 D*(ab; cd)|”, 4.45
dt 167 (s — m2)2 3 a:—Z,Q—i- 2 c;+ | D' (ab; cd)| (4.45)
is found to be
dag;?omp = K 4 2 4 2 4 2
dt B 7687r(s _ m2)4(u _ m2)2t2 [(m — su) (B(m —su) +t°)(m" —su+t ))
+ mt(3m® — 1) (m® —1)] . (4.46)

This form can be compared with the corresponding unpolarized gravitational Compton cross
sections found in ref. [22]

dag;céomp s ((m4 - su)?’(Q(m4 — su) + t?) + mSt* (2m? — t))
dt - 5127 ﬁ@_wyw_ﬁf ’

dgg‘:(ojomp K [ 4 4 8,4

—2= = m- —su)” +m-t } . 4.47
dS2 25672 (s — m2)4(u — m2)2t2 ( ) ( )
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The corresponding laboratory frame cross sections are

do&7 o wf 0 0 0 AN
71205—1 - G2m2w—§ <ctn4?L cos’ ?L + sin* é) (1 + 2% sin? ?L)

16 w? 0 0 i . o 0
+ ?% <cos6 ?L + sin® ?L) (1 + 2% sin? ?L)

16 w} 0 0 0
+ —w—’sinz—L<cos4—L+sin4—L>],

3 mt 2 2 2
dof P w? 0, 0 6 YO 0
71?;;_5 — G2m2w—§ {(ctrﬁ% cos? ?L + sin* ?L) + 2% <ctn2?L cos® ?L + sin® é)
w? 0L . 0L
+ 2W<COS ?+sm ?)} )
do& Gomp w? 6 0 0
712:’5—0 = G2m2w—§ [ctn‘l?L cos™ ?L + sin* ?L} . (4.48)

We observe that the low-energy laboratory cross section has the universal form for any spin

do’lgag%omp 2 9 49L 4 01, .4 0r, Wi
T—Gm [ctn — cos” 5~ +sin ?+O(E>} . (4.49)

It is interesting to note that the “dressing” factor for the leading (++) helicity Compton
amplitude—
2 4 2,2 0,
K* m* — su Kk*m? cos” %
] - o o :

=2
e*  —t 2¢*  sin®§

, (4.50)

—is simply the square of the photoproduction dressing factor H, as might intuitively be ex-
pected since now both photons must be dressed in going from the Compton to the gravitational
Compton cross sectiond In this case the universality of the nonrelativistic cross section follows
from the leading contribution arising from the graviton pole term

K

* 2 v AL
Amp, 0. = m (ef - €) (kﬁfkf + k'R B (ps; S, My }Tw}pi; S, M;) . (4.52)

Here the matrix element of the energy-momentum tensor has the universal low-energy structure

g (ps; S, My }Tuu} pi; S, M;) = ﬁ (pupiv + Probin) O 0 (1 + O<pfn_1pi)) , (4.53)

5In the case of +— helicity the “dressing” factor is
+- K2

so that the nonleading contributions will have different dressing factors.

19



where we have divided by the factor 2m to account for the normalization of the target particle.
We find then the universal form for the leading graviton pole amplitude

2

Ampg_pole (6} . 6,’)2 (pi : k‘f Py k‘f +p,~ . k‘ipf . k‘,) 6MfyMi . (454)

K
— -
non—rel &M ]{}f . kz

Since p - K — mw the corresponding helicity amplitudes become

wLm
(1+cos€L)2 _ 0054% e
NR 2(1—COSGL) sin? QTL ’
Ampg—pOZe =47Gm g (455>
(1—Cos€L) o Sin4GTL PR
2(1—COSGL)  sin? GTL o

Squaring and averaging, summing over initial, final spins we find

da_g—Comp 0 0 2]
712?23 — G*m? ctn4?L cos” ?L + sin* EL ) (4.56)

as found in Eq. (£.49) above.

5 Graviton-Photon Scattering

In the previous sections we have generalized the results of reference [22] to the case of a massive
spin-1 target. Here we show how these techniques can be used to calculate the cross section for
photon-graviton scattering. In the Compton scattering calculation we assumed that the spin-1
target had charge e. However, the photon couplings to the graviton are identical to those of
a graviton coupled to a charged spin-1 system in the massless limit, and one might assume
then that, since the results of the gravitational Compton scattering are independent of charge,
the graviton-photon cross section can be calculated by simply taking the m — 0 limit of the
graviton-spin-1 cross section. Of course, the laboratory cross section no longer makes sense
since the photon cannot be brought to rest, but the invariant cross section is well defined in
this limit—
dos_SomP A G? (3s%u® — 4t%su + t*)
dt 0 3s2t2 ’
and it might be naively assumed that Eq. (5.0 is the graviton-photon scattering cross section.
However, this is not the case and the resolution of this problem involves some interesting physics.
We begin by noting that in the massless limit the only nonvanishing helicity amplitudes are

(5.1)

82

DY+ 4++)m=0 = D'(=—=;=—)m=0 = 8 G —,

u2

Di==i++)m=0 = D'(++5=—)moo =87G —,

DY 00; +4+)mey = DY00; ——)peo =87G Y

; =, (5.2
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which lead to the cross section

dO’S Comp
— D!
dt 16m2 3 z%_ Z: | D (ab;ed)|
1 1 4wt sPu?

= G 2 — 4+ —
16%8232(7T)X X{t2+t2+t2}
47 s+ ut + s2u

= —G? 5.3
= a7 , (5.3)

in agreement with Eq. (B.I). However, this result demonstrates the problem. We know that
in Coulomb gauge the photon has only two transverse degrees of freedom, corresponding to
positive and negative helicity—there exists no longitudinal degree of freedom. Thus the correct
photon-graviton cross section is actually

do
i 167rs23 Z Z | D (ab; cd)|

7_ C+7
1 1 st
= 87G) X2 X | = + —| =21 G?
Torw 7.7 (B7C) X{t2+t]

st 4 ut
522 7

(5.4)

which agrees with the value calculated via conventional methods by Skobelev [35]. Alternatively,
since in the center of mass frame

dt weMm
— == 5.5
ds2 T (5:5)
we can write the center of mass graviton-photon cross section in the form
docn , o [14 COS8 o

again in agreement with the value given by Skobelev [35].
So what has gone wrong here? Ordinarily in the massless limit of a spin-1 system, the
longitudinal mode decouples because the zero helicity spin-1 polarization vector becomes

1 m? 1 m
0 - o ~ _ s
€ —>0 m(p,(p+2 —|—...>z)—mpu—|—<0,2 z>+... (5.7)

However, the term proportional to p, vanishes when contracted with a conserved current by
gauge invariance while the term in % vanishes in the massless limit. That the spin-1 Compton
scattering amplitude becomes gauge invariant for the spin-1 particles in the massless limit can
be seen from the fact that the Compton amplitude can be written as

62

AmpComp _
m=0 D - Qi Pi * 4y

_ i (Tr(E-Ff)Tr(FAFB) + T (FFa) Te(FpFg) + Te(FFp) Te(FpFy) )} :

|:TI‘(F’Z'FfFAFB) + TI'(F;'FAFfFB) + TI"(F;'FAFBFf)

(5.8)
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which can be checked by a bit of algebra. Equivalently, one can verify that the massless
spin-1 amplitude vanishes if one replaces either €4, by p;, or ep, by ps,. However, what
happens when we have two longitudinal spin-1 particles is that the product of longitudinal
polarization vectors is proportional to 1/m?, while the correction term to the four-momentum
pu is O(m?) so that the product is nonvanishing in the massless limit. That is why the multipole
D(00; ++)m=0 = D(00; ——),,—0 is nonzero. One can deal with this problem by simply omitting
the longitudinal degree of freedom explicitly, as we did above, but this seems a rather crude
way to proceed. Should not this behavior arise naturally?

The problem here is that as long as the mass of the spin-1 particle remains finite everything
is fine. However, when the spin-1 particle becomes massless the theory becomes undefined.
This can be seen from the neutral spin-1 (Proca) Lagrangian, which has the form

1 1

1 1 1
Lh= = Fu "+ §m2AHA“ = —5(8HAV8“A” — 0,A,0"A") + §m2AHA“. (5.9)

The classical equation of motion then becomes
OF, +m*A, =0. (5.10)
Taking the divergence of Eq. (5.10) we find
m?0” A, =0, (5.11)

which yields the constraint m2?9”A, = 0. Then provided that m? # 0 we have the stricture
0" A, = 0, which is the condition that changes the number of degrees of freedom from four to
three, as required for a spin-1 particle. However, in the massless limit, this is no longer the
case. Another way to see this is to integrate by parts, whereby Eq. (5.9) can be written in the
form

m=0 —

1
Ll = 5 AnO" A, with O" =0 — 0"9”. (5.12)

In particle physics the photon propagator is given by the inverse of this operator—(’);yl—which
is defined via O* O, ! = §# [1]. However, the operator O*” does not have an inverse, since it
has a zero eigenvalue, as can be seen by operating on a quantity of the form 0, A(z) where A(z)
is an arbitrary scalar function. The solution to this problem is well known. The Lagrangian
must be altered by adding a gauge fixing term
1 A 2

Ly _o— — 1 Fw — 5((9#/1“) : (5.13)
where ) is an arbitrary constant. We now have O = np**0 — (1 — \)0"0” which does possess
an inverse—@;w1 = % (77#1/ — %%). It is this gauge fixing term, which is required in the
massless limit, and which eliminates the longitudinal degree of freedom. This degree of freedom
acts like simple scalar field (spin-0 particle) and must be subtracted from the massless limit
of the spin-1 result. Indeed, from ref. [22] we see that the massless limit of the +4 graviton

scattering from a spin-0 target becomes

DO(++) = (22 x Y = 87TG57“ , (5.14)
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while the +— helicity amplitude vanishes. This scalar amplitude is identical to the ampli-
tude D;(00; ++) and eliminates the longitudinal degree of freedom when subtracted from the
massless spin-1 limit.
An alternative way to obtain this result is to use the Stueckelberg form of the spin-1 La-
grangian, which involves coupling a new spin-0 field B [30]
1 m? 1 1 1
Ls=—7FuP" + 5 (A + —0,8) (4 + —0"B) — (9,4 + mB) (9,4" +mB) . (5.15)

As long as m # 0 the fields A, and B are coupled. However, if we take the massless limit

Eq. (515) becomes
1 1 1
P pyo H v _ I
Ls — 4FH,,F 28uA d,A” + 2@38 B, (5.16)

and represents the sum of two independent massless fields—a spin-1 component A, with the
Lagrangian (in Feynman gauge A = 1)

1 1 1
Ly = — 1 Fw " = 50, AM0,A" = —S APDA,, (5.17)
for which we do have an inverse and an independent spin-0 component having the Lagrangian
1
LY = 50uBO"B. (5.18)

It is the scattering due to the spin-1 component which is physical and leads to the graviton-
photon scattering amplitude, while the spin-0 component is unphysical and generates the lon-
gitudinal component of the massless limit of the graviton-spin-1 scattering.

As a final comment we note that the graviton-graviton scattering amplitude can be obtained
by dressing the product of two massless spin-1 Compton amplitudes [4]—

<pf, egep; ky, epey }Ampﬁw } pi€aca; ki, €i€i>m:07522
=Y x <pfa €B; kfa €f |Ampecr(r)me| Di, €A, ki€i>m:0,S=1

X(pr,ep; kp, €5 [Ampga™| pi, ea; ki€i)m—o 5=1-  (5.19)

Then for the helicity amplitudes we have
E*(++4; ++)m=o = ¥ (B (++; ++)mo) (5.20)
where E?(++;++) is the graviton-graviton ++; ++ helicity amplitude while B!(++;++) is
the corresponding spin-1 Compton helicity amplitude. Thus we find
2 3

2
K Su S S
E (445 ++H)meo = —x (222 ) =81G = 5.21
(++; ++)m=0 et 7 <eu) TG —, (5.21)

which agrees with the result calculated via conventional methods [37]. In this case there ex-
ist non zero helicity amplitudes related by crossing symmetry. However, we defer detailed
discussion of this result to a future communication.
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6 The forward cross section

The forward limit, i.e., 8, — 0, of the laboratory frame, Compton cross sections evaluated in
section [B] has a universal structure independent of the spin S of the massive target

X o
li 20— 6.1
eLH—nm dQ 2m?2’ (6.1)

reproducing the Thomson scattering cross section.

For graviton photoproduction, the small angle limit is very different, since the forward
scattering cross section is divergent—the small angle limit of the graviton photoproduction of
section [4.1]is given by

im0 dQ 62 (6.2)
and arises from the photon pole in figure [4(d). Notice that this behavior differs from the
familiar 1/6* small-angle Rutherford cross section for scattering in a Coulomb-like potential.
This divergence of the forward cross section indicates that a long range force is involved but
with an effective 1/r? potential. This effective potential arising from the y-pole in figure Fi(d),
is the Fourier transform with respect to the momentum transfer ¢ = k¢ — k; of the low-energy
limit given in Eq. (£37). Because of the linear dependence in the momenta in the numerator

one obtains B ) .
/—q B e R (6.3)
(2m)3 7] 2m2r2
and this leads to the peculiar forward scattering behavior of the cross section. Another con-
trasting feature of graviton photoproduction is the independence of the forward cross section
on the mass m of the target.

The small angle limit of the gravitational Compton cross section derived in section is
given by

) dof, ™ 16G2m?
o0 dQ 0%

The limit is, of course, independent of the spin S of the matter field. Finally, the photon-
graviton cross section derived in section [§, has the forward scattering dependence

(6.4)

i docm _ 32G2wiy
Ocv—0 dQ HéM

(6.5)

The behaviors in Eq. (6.4]) and (6.5]) are due to the graviton pole in figure [Bl(d), and are typical
of the small-angle behavior of Rutherford scattering in a Coulomb potential.

The classical bending of the geodesic for a massless particle in a Schwarzschild metric
produced by a point-like mass m is given by b = 4Gm/60 + O(1) [38], where b is the classical
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impact parameter. The associated classical cross section is

do.classical

b |db N16G2m2
dQ  sinf|do| 04

+0(07%), (6.6)

matching the expression in Eq. (6.4). The diagram in figure [l(d) describes the gravitational
interaction between a massive particle of spin-S and a graviton. In the forward scattering limit
the remaining diagrams of figure [fl have vanishing contributions. Since this limit is independent
of the spin of the particles interacting gravitationally, the expression in Eq. (64 describes the
forward gravitational scattering cross section of any massless particle on the target of mass m
and explains the match with the classical formula given above.

Eq. (65) can be interpreted in a similar way, as the bending of a geodesic in a geometry
curved by the energy density with an effective Schwarzschild radius of v2 Gweyn determined by
the center-of-mass energy [39]. However, the effect is fantastically small since the cross section
in Eq. (63) is of order ¢4,/(\? 6%y,) where (3, = LG /c® ~ 1.62107%° m is the Planck length, and
A the wavelength of the photon.

7 Conclusion

Inref. [22] it was demonstrated that the gravitational interactions of a charged spin-0 or spin—%
particle are greatly simplified by use of the recently discovered factorization theorem, which
asserts that the gravitational amplitudes must be identical to corresponding electromagnetic
amplitudes multiplied by universal kinematic factors. In the present work we demonstrated
that the same simplification applies when the target particle carries spin-1. Specifically, we
evaluated the graviton photoproduction and graviton Compton scattering amplitudes explic-
itly using direct and factorized techniques and showed that they are identical. However, the
factorization methods are enormously simpler and allow the use of familiar electromagnetic
calculational methods, eliminating the need for the use of less familiar and more cumbersome
tensor quantities. We also studied the massless limit of the spin-1 system and showed how the
use of factorization permits a relatively simple calculation of graviton-photon scattering. Fi-
nally, we discussed a subtlety in this graviton-photon calculation having to do with the feature
that the spin-1 system must change from three to two degrees of freedom when m — 0 and
studied why the zero mass limit of the spin-1 gravitational Compton scattering amplitude does
not correspond to that for photon scattering. We noted that graviton-graviton scattering is
also simply obtained by taking the product of Compton amplitudes dressed by the appropriate
kinematic factor.

We discussed the main feature of the forward cross section for each process studied in
this paper. Both the Compton and the gravitational Compton scattering have the expected
behavior, while graviton photoproduction has a different shape that could in principle lead to
an interesting new experimental signature of a graviton scattering on matter. An extension of
the present discussion at loop order and implications for the photoproduction of gravitons from
stars [40,[41] will be given elsewhere.
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APPENDIX A

Here we give the detailed contributions from each of the four diagrams contributing to
graviton photoproduction and to gravitational Compton scattering. In the case of graviton
photoproduction—Figure [d—we have the four pieces

Graviton photoproduction: spin-1

Ke
pi - ki
— eA~pf6}~pfe}-6*B+pf~kf€}-eAe}-e*B]

Born —a: Amp,(S=1)=

€ Dil€p-€a€s Dr€r-pr—€p-kr€-pre-ea

_I_ €A "€ [E*B'kif}'pff}'pf_e*g'kfe;'pfe;'ki_pf'kie}'pfe}'e*B

b bk € ki)

— ea-ki [epecipre;opr—€p-kpe; pre; e —€pre;pre;ep

+ pf~kfe}~ei6}~ej§}

— €p€p€a-E e}-pfp,--k:i} ) (7.1)
Ke

Born—b: Amp,(S=1)=— {ei-pf [GA-G*BE}-pie}-p,-—e’jg-pie}-pie}-eA

pi+ ky
+ eA~k:fe}~pie}~e§—pi-kfe}~eAe}~eE}

+ €p-kilea-€i€r pi€;opi— € pi€-pi€;eaten-kper pi€s-e
— pi-kfe?eAe?ei}

+ € -€p [EA~ki6}~pie}-pi—pi-kie}-piE}-eA—i-EA~kf6}~pi6}~ki
— pi-kpes-ea€s -k

— ea-€p€ppicp-€piky |,

(7.2)
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Seagull —c: Amp.(S=1)=kre |€;-€i(€p-€ac; (pr+pi) —€a-prep € —€p-pica-€;)

€R €r€A"€i€r Pi— €A €r€p €€ Py €;-eacs -ege-(pr+pi) |, (7.3)

and finally, the photon pole contribution

v —pole —d :

X

er
A =1)=—
mpq (S ) 2k ki
679 “ €A [6} : (Pf +Pi)(kf : sz;‘v C€ — 6} ki€ - k‘f)

€ k?z(E} € ki - (pi+pyr) — € ki€ - (ps +pz‘))]
2¢; - pi [e}i-eA (kj-kics-ei—€; ki ky)

€ ki (€ eiea-ki—e ki€ €a))

2e4 - py [e} ~eglky - kici e —¢€p-kie - ky)

€ ki€ -eieg-ki—€; ke e*B)} ) (7.4)

In the case of gravitational Compton scattering—Figure B—we have the four contributions

Born — a:

Gravitational Compton Scattering: spin-1

1
2p; - k;
(€7 - pr)’ei - pilea - kiep - € +ea- € €5 - ;)

(ei-pi)Qe;i-pf (€p-€rea-prtep-kiea-e;)

€ Di€; Pr€i-Dyea-ki€p €+ € pi€p-pres-pica-€iep-ky
(6; ‘pf)QEE'Ei €A €pi- ki + (6 'pi)ZG*B‘G} 6A'E}Pf'kf
Ei'PiG}'Pf(GA'kiG*B‘kai'€}+€*B'€}€A'€ipi'pf)

€ Di€p Di€p-€p€a- €Dy ky— € -prei-prea-€iep-€ppi ki
ei-pieA-k:ie*B-e}e}-eipf-k:f—e}-pfe*B-kfeA-eiei-e;ipi-k:i

Amp, (S =1) = * (€ pi)*(€} - pr)ea - e

eA-eie*B-e}pi-kipf-kfei-e}—m%*B-6}6A~eie}-pfei~pi

(7.5)
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1 . 2 2 %
W (Ef'pi> (Ei'Pf) €A €p

+ (ei-ps) e pilea-bpeyp € —ea€hen - pi)

Born — b : Amp, (S =1) = -

* 2 * *
+ (ef-pi) ei-pf(eB-kieA~ei—eB-eieA~pf)
— € Di€i Dr€sPrea-kpep € — € pi€i-prei-pica-crep-ki
2 & * * * 2
- (Ei'Pf) 6B‘GfEA'EfPi'kf— (Gf'Pi) €p-€i€ca-€pr-k;
+ € pi€i-prlea-kyep ki€ €+ €y €iea-€;p;-py)
+ € pi€i-picp-€iea-€prkite pre; prea-epep-epi-ky
— e}-pieA-kfe*B-eiei-e}pf-ki—ei-pfe*B-kieA-e}e}-eipi-k‘f
+ eA-e}e*B~eipi~kfpf-ki6i~e}—m2e*3-eieA~e}ei~pfe}~pi
(7.6)
’%2 %) 2 2 *
Seagull — ¢ : Ampc(Szl):—z (ei-ef) (m —pi'pf)EA'EB
* * 2 * * * *
+ EA'pf€B~pi(€i-€f) —|—€i'pi€f'pf(2€i'€f€A'EB—QEA'EQEB'Q)
+ ei-pfe}~pi(26i~e}eA~e*B—2eA-eie*B-e})
+ 2¢;-pi€1-prea-€rep €+ 26 Pre€;pi€a€i€p €

_ 2€i'pi€i'€j"€A'pf€*B'6}_26}']9-}“67:.6}6‘4.EiE}.pi

— 26, Pf€i€p€A- €€ Di— 265 Di€i € ER € €A Py

— 2(m2 — D -pi)ei . e}(eA “€i€p€ptea e}e}-ei) , (7.7)
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and finally the (lengthy) graviton pole contribution is

g —pole —d:

/<L2

Ampy(S=1) = [E*B T €A [(62 : 6})2 [4]%‘ “pips - ki +4ky-piky - py

16k ky

2(pi - Kipy -y + py - ki kg) + 6pi-ppki- by | + 4] (6 kp)'€; by p
(5}'ki>2€i'pi€i'pf+€i'ka}'ki(ei'piE}'pf‘i‘Ei'pquf'pi)}
4€i'6}[€i'k‘f(E}'Pipf'kf+€}‘pfkf'l9i> +€}'l€i(€i'Pin'k‘i+€i 'pfpi'ki>]
Ak; - kye; €5 (e pi€s - pr+ € - pres-pi) —4pi‘pf€i‘€}€i'kf€;‘ki:|
(pz- “Pre€p - €A — €p ~p2-eA~pf) [10(ei~e})2ki-kf+4€i-e}ei~kfe}~ki
4(ei~e})2ki-kf —86i-e}ei~kfe}-ki} + (pi - py —m?) [(ei-e})2(4eA~kie*B-ki
4€A‘ka*B'kf—2(€A‘ki€*B'kf+€A‘kf€*B'ki) +6€*B‘€Akf7;'kf)
4[(ei-kf)2eA-e}e*B~e}+ (6"}-ki)2e,4~eie*B~€¢+ei-kf€}-kf(eA-eie*B-e}
EA'E}E*B~€Z'>] —46i~6}[6i~kf(e,4~6}6*B-kf+6*3-e}eA-kf)
e}-k,-(eA-eie*B-kmLe}‘g-eieA-k,-) —I—k:i-kf(eA-e,-e};-6’}—|—6*B-eieA-e’})
EA.EEEZ..ka;.ki” —25A~pf[(e}~€i)2[26*3~kipi-/€i+26*3-]{:fpi-kf
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(7.8)
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