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ABSTRACT: We describe an efficient method for extracting the parts of D-dimensional
loop integrals that are needed to derive observables in classical general relativity from
scattering amplitudes. Our approach simplifies the soft-region method of integration
by judiciously combining terms before the final integrations. We demonstrate the
method by computing the required integrals for black-hole scattering to the second
Post-Minkowskian order in Einstein gravity coupled to scalars. We also confirm
recent results at the third Post-Minkowskian order regarding universality and high-
energy behavior of gravitational interactions in maximal supergravity.
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1 Introduction
The detection of gravitational waves from binary mergers |1, 2| has opened a new

and exciting avenue for testing Einstein’s theory of gravity at extreme energies and
at relativistic velocities. Although detailed comparisons of gravitational wave signals
eventually require numerical general relativity, there is an urgent need for highly pre-
cise analytical computations as well since these are what’s fed into accurate catalogs
of gravitational wave templates. A particularly promising new approach for such an-
alytical calculations is based on the so-called Post-Minkowskian expansion in general



relativity [3—6]. This is the special-relativistic regime of general relativity where rel-
ative velocities of two gravitationally interacting bodies are not assumed to be much
smaller than the speed of light. As such, this situation is ideally suited for the rel-
ativistic quantum field theory description of gravity when truncated to the classical
sector. The S-matrix describing the gravitational scattering of two massive objects
from Minkowskian infinity to Minkowskian infinity will indeed automatically include
all orders in velocity to any given order in Newton’s constant G. When restricted
to the classical part of scattering this should coincide with the Post-Minkowskian
expansion of Einstein gravity.

There are numerous subtleties associated with this new and promising approach that
need to be understood. A folk-theorem of relativistic quantum field theory states
that the only basic observables are S-matrix elements and this seems a perfect start-
ing point for a scattering calculation for the classical limit. In practice, the S-matrix
needs to be defined carefully in the presence of massless fields and one could worry
that such quantum field theoretic subtleties could translate into effects that survive
when taking the classical limit. Another concern could be the application the field-
theoretic method to gravity because of its coupling to the energy-momentum tensor.
Is the high-energy limit of gravitational scattering where Mandelstam variable s is
much bigger than the sum of the two masses squared (m; + ms)? then equal to
massless scattering? At one-loop order, this is the case [5]. At two-loop order, the
calculations of [7-10] does not lead to that conclusion, and indeed the scattering
angle from that two-loop order computation, when extrapolated to very high ener-
gies, diverges. Recently, it has been shown [11] that this disconcerting conclusion
is resolved when the classical parts of the scattering amplitude are extracted from
the so-called soft region of the loop integrals, rather than from what is known as the
potential region, which is the natural starting point of a low-energy computation.

This situation has called for a renewed focus on obtaining a more systematic frame-
work in which to compute those parts of gravitational loop diagrams that will con-
tribute to classical scattering in general relativity. In this paper, we will introduce
a formalism that we will argue simplifies computations based on the soft-regions
method [11-13]. While the purpose of the method is to identify those terms that
contribute to classical scattering |5, 14|, the formalism is also immediately applicable
to both the pieces in the amplitude that are more singular than the classical one in
the h — 0 limit and to those that correspond to quantum mechanical corrections,
which are subleading in the A — 0 limit. A main advantage of our method is that it
significantly reduces the number of master integrals that need to be computed. This
is already an important simplification at two-loop order and it will be of even more
value at higher-loop order. Our independent calculation at two-loop order for N' = 8
supergravity confirms the recent results of [11, 13, 15, 16].

Before going into the technical details of our calculation, we find it useful to highlight



the origin of the additional classical terms of the soft region as compared to those of
the potential region. Intuitively, the Post-Minkowskian expansion can appear as a
natural resummation of terms of the Post-Newtonian expansion. In the free-particle
massive propagator, very schematically, and ignoring the split into energy and three-

1 1 m? m? 2
m”ﬁ(”ﬁ*(?) *) (1.1)

and the potential-region integration indeed re-sums such contributions correctly at

momentum,

one-loop order. However, this one-loop result is already quite non-trivial and it does
not seem to carry over to higher orders. The reason is that inside the loop integrals,
what plays the role of mass m will be combinations of momenta. At specific regions of
the integrations what effectively acts as a mass term in the propagator can therefore
vanish. At these points, dimensional regularization, if used in conjunction with the
above expansion, will naively put these terms to zero for the same reason that the
massive tadpole

/ (dka; 1 PP G 11) 12)
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will be set, incorrectly, to zero in dimensional regularization if one integrates order
by order in the small-mass expansion of eq. (1.1). For m? ~ ¢ — 1 such a tadpole
integral has a 1/(0? — 1)¢ dependence which is the origin of the radiation-reaction
contributions. A particular consequence of the non-commutativity between the in-
tegration and the small velocity expansion results in the vanishing of the master
integrals evaluated in section 5.5.3 if one integrates the term-by-term expansion.
Consequently, all the radiation-reaction contributions to the two-loop classical con-
tribution vanish.

Concretely, the classical part of the two-loop amplitude gets a contribution from
the master integral Zg(o) which evaluates to

dme VE)2%E3 -1 -1 ‘ -1
Zs(o) = % arcsinh < UT> <7T + 24 <m) arcsinh ( 7 5 ))

+O(eY),
(1.3)

where 0 = p; - po/(mims) with p; the momenta of the incoming massive scalars
of mass m;, and € = (4 — D)/2 is the dimensional regularization parameter. This
integral, like all the master two-loop integrals, has a regular static limit ¢ — 1 only
for e negative as required for the infrared behavior (see for instance [17]).



Performing the series expansion in € near 0 (and negative) with o greater than
1 fixed gives

Awe VE 2¢ .3 -1 -1
series Z(0) = (e ") e arcsinh < UT> <7r + 2i arcsinh ( UT>>+O(€4),

e—0— &3
(1.4)

which matches the result in eq. (D.3) of [8]. Whereas the series expansion first in o
near 1 (and greater than 1) with e small and negative fixed, gives

Ame VE 2e¢ .3 -1
series Zg(0) = e ) arcsinh ( U—) + O(eh), (1.5)

o—1+ 82 2

which is the result in eq. (4.111) of [12]. At this order in e one notices that the
result in (1.5) does not have the imaginary part present in (1.4). This shows the

€

importance of keeping the contribution (—1/(4(c? — 1)))¢ in order to obtain the
radiation-reaction contributions to the classical part of the amplitude. And because
(—1)¢ = 1 + ime + O(€?) this factor contributes to both the real and imaginary part
of the classical terms of the amplitude. As we will show in section 3.2.3 this factor
will be instrumental in showing the relation between the real part and the infrared
divergence of the imaginary part of the radiation-reaction contribution at two-loop

order [15].

Of course, eventually, the result must be unambiguous, but the latter order of limits
seems to require a different approach to determine correctly the integration constants
of the set of differential equations. We will employ the former order of limit here,
and use it to clarify very precisely the difference between the recent results of two
different computations in [11, 12]. The computation of [12] provides all the terms
relevant for the amplitude in the potential region. We should stress that our purpose
here is to focus only on how to extract all classical terms of scattering amplitudes at
loop orders.

At two-loop order the calculation very neatly separates so that the final answer for
the amplitude is decomposed into all the terms from the potential region plus new
contributions that arise from the above mechanism. Some of these new terms at
two-loop order are real and some are both imaginary and divergent. These new
terms were first identified in refs. [11], and we confirm those results in all details. A
surprising feature is that the new terms which are real, being of half-integer order
when expanded at low energy, find no place within the conventional Post-Newtonian
expansion [18, 19] of the conservative part of the interaction Hamiltonian. These
additional terms have been identified as radiation-reaction pieces [11, 15] that nor-
mally would have to be treated separately in the Post-Newtonian expansion. A
recent calculation of Damour [20] confirms this picture, also suggesting a short-cut
towards identifying the terms that must be added to the potential-region calculation



in Einstein gravity, and which will render the high-energy scattering angle finite at
this order. It is interesting to speculate how the appearance of these new pieces
may have repercussions at the conventional level of the Post-Minkowskian expansion
from three loops and higher!. A first calculation of the fourth Post-Minkowskian
result for the conservative part of the interactions of scalar black holes has already
appeared [21].

We outline the paper as follows. In section 2 we review how to determine classical
general relativity from scattering amplitudes. We will discuss how it is possible to
expand the scattering amplitudes at second (in section 3.1) and third (in section 3)
Post-Minkowskian order in terms of a set of classical basis integrals multiplied with
coefficients determined from unitarity. In section 3 we give the results of the evalua-
tion of the third Post-Minkowskian contribution in maximal supergravity. We show
that the classical contribution to the amplitude is independent of the helicity con-
figuration. We then compare the results with the ones from the potential and soft
integration region. In section 4 we evaluate the double-box integral contributions to
the maximal supergravity amplitude. In section 5 we determine the basis of master
integrals used in the evaluation of the two-loop double-box integrals. In appendix A
we explain how to reduce the generic two-loop double-box integrals to the two-loop
master integral with a generalized propagator that we use in this computation. Fi-
nally, we will conclude and look ahead.

2 General relativity from quantum field theory

The Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian minimally coupled to two massive scalar fields
reads,

R 1
TonCn 59" (0,010,01 + 0u20,2) — mi¢t —mads |, (2.1)

EEH:/d4l'\/—g

in this equation Gy denotes the Newton constant, R defines the Ricci scalar and ¢
is the determinant of the metric: g,,(z) = 7, + V327G nh,, (x) expanded around a
Minkowski background, diagn,, = (1,—1,—1,—1).

'We thank Enrico Herrmann, Julio Parra-Martinez, Michael Ruf, and Mao Zeng for clarifying
comments on this.



We consider scattering events organised in a perturbative expansion,

M(p1>p27p/17p/2) = = ZML(plap%p/ppé)a ML ~ O(G%"_l)a
n=0
h P2

(2.2)
where p; and py are incoming momenta and p| and p) outgoing momenta with
p? = p°> = m? and p} = p,> = m3. We employ standard Mandelstam conventions
throughout this presentation:

P1 D2

s = (p1+p2)’ = (P +ph)° =mi + m3 +2mimeo, o = ; (2.3)
mqmme
t=m —p)*=h—m)P?=¢"=—-7°, (2.4)
and
u=(p1—py)’ = (0 — p2)?, (2.5)

where s defines the center of mass energy, E%,,, and ¢ is the transfer momentum.
One sees from the definitions that

2 2 2 2

q ¢ ¢ q
=% pyq=—a P g=— plg= . 2.6
PLog= 5 P2 5o Pia 5o Prd =g (2.6)

2.1 Second Post-Minkowskian order in Einstein gravity

In this section we recompute the classical contributions to the one-loop amplitude
in Einstein gravity. This has already been done in many previous works but the
method used here will be a good propaedeutic for the two-loop analysis that will be
done in later in the paper.

We can expand the one-loop amplitude in Einstein gravity in terms of basis integrals
MR () oy pl b)) = 16412 G3 (coTn + Coaloa + T + caTa+ .. ), (2.7)

spanned by the scalar box I, the scalar cross-box I, and scalar triangles I, integral
functions. The remainder in the amplitude are bubble integral and rational functions
which do not contribute to the classical limit and give quantum mechanical contribu-
tions that we neglect. At leading order in the momentum transfer ¢ the coefficients
in D dimensions are given by [22]| (after reducing the quadratic triangle on scalar



triangles)

1— (D —2)0?)?
CD:cN:16m‘11m§( ( )U)

D2
4mim3 (D — 7+ (D(AD — 17) + 19)0?)
= (D —2)? ’
~4mim3 (D — 7+ (D(4D —17) + 19)0?)
Cq = D —2) : (2.8)

We consider the classical limit of the box and triangle integrals.

2.1.1 Scalar triangle integrals
We consider the classical limit of the scalar triangle integral

() - [ : T i (2.9)

21h)P (0 + q)2 + ie) (02 +ie) (£ + p1)% — m?2 +ig)’

we symmetrise this expression over p; and pj

L) = L /de 1 ( 1
T opp-1 | @mD (C+ )2 +ie) (2 +ie) \((+p1)? — m? +ic

1
(ﬁ—p’l)2—m?+i€)'

(2.10)
_l’_

Using that p? = p)* = m? and the notation ¢ = |¢] u, so that u2 = —1, and rescaling
the loop momentum ¢ = |g]l, and ¢ = hg, we have at leading order in q>

L) = Ig\D‘5/ dPl 1 11
)= o 2m)P (I +ug)? +ie)(2+ie) \2l-py+ie  2l-py—ic)

(2.11)
In this expression we have approximated the propagator
1 B 1 B 1 1
(C4+p)2—mi4ic  2+20-p +ic R21%|q|? + 2h|q|l - pr + i 2h|q|l - p1 + i€’
(2.12)

since the classical contribution will come from the leading order in A of this expres-
sion.

Using the definition of the delta-function as a distribution?

lim ( L ) ~ lim —2 _ 9im(a). (2.13)

es0+t \x —ie  x +ie e0+ 2 + g2

2Qur prescription for the propagators is m = PP (m) —imd(p? —m?) with € > 0 and
the mostly minus signature (+ —- - - —). This, together with the appropriate contour of integrations
(cf. page 31 of [23]), is the way to regulate the pole in the Green function.



We then have in the limit € — 0 that

|q|P—? / dP1 2im(21 - py)

L) = -5 272 (L + ug)? + ie) (12 + i)

+0O(e). (2.14)

The integral reduces to the scalar bubble integral in D — 1 dimensions

S B e 1
R /(27r)D1 P i+ +io TOE (2.15)

which can be easily computed to give

_lg” T(PR)r(zh)

T.(¢*) = 2 -~ 2 2.16
-(7) dmih (47) 55 (D — 3) (2.16)
In D =4 — 2¢ we get
1
I (A = ——— ) 2.1

2.1.2 Box integral

The scalar box integral is defined as

Py ht
T =
H / (2mh)P (€ + p1)? — m3 + i) (0 — po)? — m3 + i€)(0? +ie)((L + q)% + ie) ’
(2.18)
and the scalar cross-box is

dP/r h
T = )
” / (2mh)P ((£+p1)? —mi +ie)((€ + py)? — m3 +ie) (2 + i) (L + )* + i)
(2.19)
After symmetrization on the external legs the sum of the box and the cross-box
contributions Zg = Zn + Z. reads

. _/ dPr K ( 1 N 1 )
) RrR)P (2 +ie) (U4 q)? i) \((+p )2 —m2 +ie (0 —p))2—m?+ic

1 1
. (2.2
o] (s e e (e e LD

As before we change variables ¢ — |¢]l with ¢ = hq to get

I |gD—6/ dPl 1
TR (2m)D (12 +ie) (1 + ug)? + ic)

1 1
X — + :
(2l-p1+hl2|g_1 + i€ —2l-p1+h|g](l+uq)2+zs>

1 1
x _ 4 ), (221
<—2l~p2—|—h12@ + ig 2l'p2+h@(l—|—uq)2+zs) (221)



where we used that pj = p; — ¢ and p), = ps + g. As the box contribution is of order
1/h? one needs to do the small ¢ = hq expansion of the integral of the second order

a1”°
T = = (T8 + hldIZh + (hI2)*Z3 + O((hg)®) ). (2.22)
For doing this expansion we change variables to p; = p; + %g and py = py — @

The leading contribution is given by

0 _ _l dPl §5(2p1 - D)6(2ps - 1)
Ia=—5 / CrP2 (P +ie)(( +ug)? +i) | O(e), (2.23)

where we made use of the result in eq. (2.13). The delta-function constraints imply

to divide by the determinant of the two vectors (e, 00" P5°)* = (b1 - P2)? — PiP3 =
1 28 .
mim3 (02 —1- %), to give
1°7%2
1 dP—2] 1
Ty=— / . 1 0(e), (2.24)
) 8m1m2\/02 —1— % (2m)P=2 (12 4 ie) ([ + uq)? + ic)
177%2

using the result given in Appendix A of [24]

@ _ TR (2.25)
/ 2(14+u,)? I'(D — 4) ’ ‘
we have for the leading order
D—2
S (=42 (8=l
0= ! T 15722) ) (2.26)
4mims;

The next-to-leading contribution in the expansion, is obtained after applying
eq. (2.13), and reads

o 1/ dPl 1
2 ) 2m)P- (12 +de) (14 uy)? + ie)
_ ug.l ug.l
X (5(2]?2 ) ((2]?1 = ie) + 11+ 25)2)

+6(2p1 - 1) ((2p2 ?lq'iz.g)Q + o ?Zq‘il_w) )+0@), (@227)

neglecting the tadpole contribution which do not contribute to the classical limit we
get

7 3‘/ dPl 1 <( 5(2ps - 1) N 5(2;51-{) )+O(a).

2) (2m)PT (2 + i) (I + ug)2 +ic) \(2p1 - L —ic)2 | (2 -1+ ie)?
(2.28)

12



In the first integral we choose a vector v, with v> = —1, orthogonal to p, in the
plane generated by p; and p,. Then we have p; = 222 _ m,+/02? — 1 v, such that

m2

Pl = %’;”l —my1vo? — 1o - 1. Therefore in the first integral we have
(2p1-1—1ie)?  (=2miVo? —1v -1 —ig)?
Similarly, in the second integral we choose a vector v, with v?> = —1, orthogonal to

p1 in the plane generated by p; and ps. Then we have py = mfn—"lﬁl —msevo? — 1v and
ﬁg-l:@—mgvﬂ—lv'lsothat

0@2pr-1) 6(2p1 - 1)
(202 -1 +ig)?  (=2moVo? — v -1 4ig)?

Taking into account the delta-function, we have

1 Z(ml + mg) dﬁll 1 2
0 Tmamg (o7 — 1) / e o P E R ar i T OE) @231

Using the result from Appendix A of [24]

(2.30)

D—1 o P T(R=5)2 (=D APt (R=3)2(5=D
/ Lt B N i 2\ B N G P
(p-1)22(1l + uy) I'(D-5) (D —4)
we get that
: Dol p_ _
7 i(my +ms) 412 F(%VW%) (2.33)
25 D-1 _ : :
16m3ms3 <02 —1- ii%%) (2m)P=IT(D — 4)

The next-to-next-leading contribution is of order (h|g|)?. This is obtained by
expanding the massive propagators

I3 = (2.34)

—1 {dPl [ L(uy-1)? L (ug - 1)? 1 1 1
@/<27T)D<(p1 —ig)’ - (P -l—l—z’5)3>(p2 l+ie  po- l—is) 12 (1 + u,)
—1 [ dPl 1 1 L ug - 1)? L (ug - 1)° 1
W/(%#’(pl d—ie  pp- l+z‘e)<(p2 A+ie)® (s l—i5)3> 12 (I+u,)’

—1/le< —Sug -l Tug -l >< Tug -l N Tyl > 1
812/ (2m) P\ (pr - 1—ie)*  (pr - 1+ie)*) \(pa-l+ie)*  (po-1—ie)* )12 (I4+uy)*

Using the principal part identity eq. (2.13) and LiteRed [25] for reducing the integrals

to one-loop master integrals, we obtain

72 _ (4m)¢(1 + 26)T(1 + €)T'(—¢)? ( s

= 64}7,27'('27774%771%(0'2 — 1)%1—‘(—26) 4m1m2

+i(o arccosh(o) — Vo2 — 1)) :
(2.35)

— 10 —



Summary of the one-loop computation in Einstein gravity Summing these
contributions one gets for the scalar box integral contributions in D = 4 — 2¢

1 B (4m)T(1 + )T (—e)?
Ixg = |Q|2+25 (

(Rlg))*s

- 2,2
dmims;

32h27rm1m2F(—2e)\/02 —1

i(4m) (s + @] TG = T3 + )
32hm3m3 (o2 — 1) 721(—2e)

(4m)|@1?T (1 + )T (—e¢)? (sw(l—i—?e)
64m2m2m2 (0 — 1)2(—2e)

+i(1+2¢)(o arccosh(o) —V 02—1)>—|—O(](j]3)> :

(2.36)

4m1m2

Expanding the denominator of the first term leads to®

Ix

_ U [ Um)T+er(=e)? i(4m)<(my + ma)|q T3 — )T (5 + ).
>t 32m27rmimal(—2¢)Vo2 — 1 32hmim3(o? — 1) 72T (—2€)

(47)¢|@1°T (1 + €)' (—¢)? ( €sT +i(14-26) (o arccosh(o) —v/o? — 1)>+(’)(\(ﬂ3)> :

64m2m2m2(o? — 1)3T(—2¢) \ 2mima

(2.37)
This expression matches the sum of the expressions given in eq. (B.36) and (B.40)
in [27] and eq. (4.54) and (4.59) in [12] up to a normalization constant. The result
is valid in arbitrary dimension, and it keeps covariant vectors everywhere.
2.1.3 Comparing the soft and the potential region

We can now compare the result for the box to the one derived from the potential
region and see why this is leads to a different answer. In order to do the potential
region versus the soft region analysis, we will define

Q:p1+]?2

, 2.38
7 (2.38)
which is a time-like vector orthogonal to q. We will also define the vector
~ euupaplfpgug
v, = ——1, (2.39)
mime
orthogonal to p1, pa, and ¢, and v a unit vector (v? = —1) orthogonal to €, u,, and

0. The vectors (2, u,, v, ) form a basis of the four dimensional Minkowski space, on

3This expansion is justified as long as o # 1, which is the hypothesis we will use since we are
considering the scattering angle. In the static case ¢ = 1 the amplitude reproduces the one-loop
computation of [26].

— 11 -



which one can expand p; and py as

m§+m1m20 |(ﬂ U\/m%m%(ﬂ—l)_\cﬂ?

h = \/g _Uq T, (240)
and
py = MaEmumac ) ldl v\/mfmg(az -1 _la* (2.41)
Vs 4

The potential region is defined as the integration region where the time component
of the loop momentum, w = €2 - [ is very small compared to the spatial components.
This will not have any consequences in the evaluation of the leading contribution
72 in eq. (2.26) because the delta-functions in this integral always cancel the time
component in the graviton propagators. But this will have effects on the sub-leading
contribution Zg in (2.27). In the potential region this contribution can be written at
leading order in [q| as

|| D—6 D
oy 4 / L ! (2.42)
4h 2m)P (12 —ie) (I + )2 — ie)
5<m2 +mmyo mlmg(a2 — 1)1) . l)
" Vs
(2m1 + mlmga \/m1m2 — 1 - zs)

5<m1 +mmyo N m3m3(o? — 1)1) ‘ l)

Vs

2 2,2 2_1 2
(zwwg\/%%lﬂa
S S

Integrating over the w variable gives

ilg|"~° aP-1 1
w4 / : _ . (2.43)

4n 2m)P=Y (2 — ie) (I + )2 — ie)
Vs Vs
n 2
y my + mimeo - my + Mi1meo i ’
\/smfmg(a —1) \/sm%m%(a2 - 1) _
v-l—ie 2 5 v-l+e
ms + mimeo mi + mimso
leading to

T _ ilg|P~%/s / dP-1] 1

R T C VI A2 Myt 7 e R

- 12 —



P1-DP2

Since o = we find that this integral is related to the box contribution in
Tn11My
eq. (2.33) as
v VS _p 2.45
L R (2.5)

This is exactly the difference noticed in eq. (B.57) [27] between the evaluation in the
potential region and the soft region at one-loop.

Actually the difference between the potential region Iép is and the full (soft) integral
71 is the expansion of the internal graviton propagator with respect to the w

1 glp _ L dPl 5(192 : l) 5(]71 : l)
Io-Io= 4h/ (2m)P-1 ((2p1 1 —ig)? * (2py - | + ig)?

© n 2n
w
X E E — = . (2.46)
ot o (P —ie) (1 4 ug)? — ig) D)

Although the exchange of the velocity expansion and integration does not lead to a
different result at one-loop order, this will be different at the two-loop order. This
will be apparent when comparing the potential region result with the amplitude
computation done in this work.

3 Two-body amplitudes in maximal supergravity

In this section, we summarize the evaluation of four-point maximal supergravity
amplitudes with massive external states up to third order in Newton’s constant.

The generic maximal supergravity four-point amplitude takes the form of a helicity
dependent kinematical factor R‘él@,g&@ times a sum of loop integrals that does not
depend on the helicities (; of the external states

MNZS(CM cee 7C4) = R§1,C2743,C4 X
Mo, pa) +Ma(pr, - pa)+ o AMe(pr, o, pa) FO(GF)

(3.1)
] .

Following eq. (7.4.57) of [28] we define

R§17C27C3,C4 = flA fB BCC 4DD KABCDKA/B’C/D/, (32)
where the indices A, B on the polarization tensor (# run over vector and spinor
values. The tensors K and K are expressed as traces of the fermionic zero modes
as shown in Appendix 9.A of [29]. For external graviton states the tensors K and
K are given by the expression in eq. (9.A.18) of [29] and one obtains the lineariza-
tion of the Ri-kinematic factor and RY, , o, o, = [[_, ROker-tbarvaravarg 48
where R0 = —4pypPo) is the linearized Riemann tensor. We obtain external
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massive states by considering Kaluza-Klein reduction [30]. The kinematic variable
then becomes

S=s5—mi—mj=2mimeo, T =t=01¢, U=u—mi—mj=—2mimeo — K°q*.

(3.3)
Since this construction preserves maximal supersymmetry, the helicity dependence
in eq. (3.1) is preserved. For the choice of helicity states in [11, 15] the kinematical
factor is

R¢ bipp = (54 + T+ U*) = 16mimyo* — 16mimiq*o®h* + 12mim3(¢*) >0’ h*
— dmymao(¢*)°R° + (¢*)*h°, (3.4)

whereas for the choice of helicities in [12, 30] the kinematical factor is given by
R} 00 =S' = 16mimyo”, (3.5)

where we used the kinematical relations in eq. (2.3)—(2.5) and the definition of the
momentum transfer ¢ = 1§ tailored for extracting classical physics from amplitudes.

Focussing on small momentum transfer |g| < my,my the L-order loop amplitude

takes the form .

Mo lg)) = szwexh@w (3.6)

We justify the expansion by the following counting. The leading singular term in
the classical limit A — 0 arises from the ladder and cross-ladder diagrams at L-
loop. These diagram have the maximal number of massive propagators, with 2L
massive propagators and L + 1 massless gravitons exchanges, so the loop integrals
symbolically read (see section 3.1 and 3 for details about this at one-loop and two-
loop order amplitude respectively)

h3L+1

dPy¢
( |Q| |1adder H 27TFL 2&"]?]‘)2[‘(62)1’—"17 (37)

and the classical limit is obtained for 7 — 0 keeping ¢/h = ¢ constant. Rescaling the
loop momenta by £ = hql we get

1 1 L aby
M (0, 1a]) hadder ~ / = | (3.8)

hL71’g|2Le (hg)2 <2lZ . pj>2L(li2>L+1

At L-loop order, the other diagrams have more massless propagators and less massive
propagators. Replacing a massive propagator by a massless propagator amounts to
multiplying the i count by a factor of hg giving the expansion in eq. (3.6). The
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least number of massive propagator at L-loop order is two, so with 3L — 1 massless
propagators we have the h counting

1 1
}TLL—1|Q|2LE (h|g|)3L—1 :

(3.9)

We note that such a contribution will come from the ¢-channel with an extra power
of the momentum in the numerator contributing to (k|g|)?~. This will be the case
for the J; contribution at two-loop in eq. (4.1).

3.1 The amplitudes in momentum space
We give the expression of the tree-level amplitude in 3.1.1, one-loop amplitude
in 3.1.2, and two-loop amplitude in 3.1.3.

3.1.1 Tree-level scalar amplitude

The helicity independent factor in the massless maximal supergravity four-point tree-
level amplitude is given by

87TGNh
STU

Mo(pr,-..,p1) = (3.10)

which after Kaluza-Klein reduction in eq. (3.3) gives the two-body scattering ampli-
tude

87Gy M((J_Q)(U) 0
= — = O((h 3.11
Moo 1g)) 2mymahlg|?o(h?|q|? — 2mimso) h2|q|? +O((Alg)"), (3:.11)
where oo
(-2) TGN
= 7 3.12
My (o) m3m3o? (3.12)

3.1.2 One-loop scalar amplitudes

The helicity independent part of the one-loop amplitude is the sum of the scalar box
and cross-box integrals

Ml(Pl,PZ:PllaP,z) = —1 (87TGN)2(IEI +I|>q) . (313)

(This result is dimensional reduction of the maximal supergravity massless one-loop
amplitude in [31] without the (7', U)-channel contribution which vanishes because of
choice of helicity configuration.)

The boxes have been evaluated in section 3.1 with the result in (2.37)

Ml(av |Q’) = ‘q‘gﬁ

1 (=2) (-1)
(M;ﬂq(‘g’ €) + Mlh’q(‘a, €) + M, e) + O(ﬁ@)) ., (3.14)
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with the coefficient to all orders in €

(-2) - 2miG; (47)T(—€)?D(e + 1)
Ml (0'7 6) N m1m2m F(-QE) ) (315)
_ 2V/A(m + my)G (4m)T (5~ ) T (e + 5)

m%m% ((72 _ 1) F(—26) s

(3.16)

(4m)T(—€)*T(e + 1)
['(—2¢)
y G% (2mimy(o arccosh(o) — Vo> — 1)(2¢ + 1) — imse) |

2m3ms3 (o2 — 1)%

Mo, €) = (3.17)

3.1.3 Two-loop scalar amplitudes

The helicity independent part of the two-loop amplitude four points amplitude is the
Kaluza-Klein reduction of the maximal supergravity two-loop evaluated in [32|, with
the (T, U) sector vanishing as being forbidden by the helicity configurations [12]

1 ./\/lg_2)(a €) ./\/lg_l)(a €) 0)
= ’ - O(h 3.18
Ma(old) = i (e g M @9+ OlgD), (318)
with?
3 2 1+2¢ 3
(=2) G30?  (4m)"20(—e)’T'(1 + 2¢)
= — 3.19
My 7€) = —3a T(—3¢) ’ (3.19)
./\/l(fl)(a 6 = AN/TIGY (my + mg)o? (4m)*T(5 — €)’T (2 4 26)T'(—e)T'(5 — 2¢)
? ’ mims(c? —1)2 ['(3 = 3e)I'(—2¢) ’
(3.20)
to all orders in € and
) 2G5 (4me™E)% |in(1 + 2¢)0?(0 arccosh(a) — Vo2 —1)  w2so?
MQ (07 6) =
7Tm1m2(02 — 1)2 €2 26m1m2

_7r2(g2 — 1)5 arccosh(a) _i7r (4(0——1_1>>e <(1+26>02m+0(02_2> arccosh(a)

€ €2 2

(Sl

+e((0?-1)

—0(0°—2)) arccosh?(0)—eo (0 —2) Li, (2 —20(0 4+ Vo?— 1)) )—i—(’)(l) :

(3.21)

where (—1)¢ = 1+ime+ O(e?) and O(1) is defined so that it is regular function both
at € = 0 and o0 = 1. The details of this evaluation are given in section 4.

4The expression for Mgfl)(a, €) differs by a sign with the one given in eq. (5.8) of [12]. The
present sign guaranties the exponentiation of the two-loop amplitude.
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3.2 The amplitudes in b-space
The amplitude is b-space is defined by

M=) = 5 | Gt oMY b, (32)

where 4E. ., P = 4mimsv o2 — 1.

For the choice of helicity in |12, 30| the kinematic factor is independent of the mo-
mentum transfer ¢ and therefore

3,3 54 D2z .
4m3m3o d”°q b

Jor—1 | (nypaMepnppp)et.

Using the Fourier transformation

dD—Q—* Zgg o 200—2-+2¢
/( q e I'l—a—e) (Q) ’ (3.24)

2m)P=2 g2 (4m)t=T(a) \2

M9, 6, 6,9) =

(3.23)

the expansion in eq. (3.6) reads

MY=3(6, 6, 6, ) =

1 (bQ(L“)w)e dmimio

WhL71b2 4L 0_2 —1
2\" T (5 — Le —e+1)
x 3 MU (a,€) <—) 2 . (3.25)
TZZ—Q L b F (LE — 5)

For the choice of helicity in |11, 15] with the kinematic factor in eq. (3.4) we have

dm3m3o* [ dP2q h2q? e
172 (1— = +0(hg)3)ML(pl,p2,p’1,p’2)e”b-

1Mo 0
(3.26)
We will show that the choice of helicity does not affect the classical piece of the

Vo2 —1)(2m)P

MY=3(6,6,, )=

amplitude.

3.2.1 Tree-level amplitude

Using the expansion given previously we have for the tree amplitude

— 2
MI=(0,6,0,0) = 3 2T 2N (/T (). (3.27)

We notice that this expression is actually exact because any higher order terms in
the |¢|* expansion in the tree-level amplitude has a vanishing Fourier transform.

As a consequence of the vanishing of any higher power correction in |g 2, we have for
the helicity choice in [11, 15] with the kinematic factor in eq. (3.4)

M6, 6,0, 0) = MY=(6,6,6,6). (3.28)
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3.2.2 One-loop amplitude

For the one-loop amplitude to all order in €

2
MY=(6,6,6,0) = = (MY=(6,0,6,6)) +MYF=5(6,6,,0)lo+MY=(6,6,6,d)lar.

(3.29)

i
2

Where the one-loop classical part is given by

M9, 6. 6, 9)

. ( 2 \/7;)26 mimia* 2M5 D (0,€) (5 — 2¢) (3.30)

o=\ 2 o2 —1 hb r(l+e
_AGRmymaot(my +my) (bzﬂ)%_% I (% ~ 2‘5) I (% _ 6)2
(02— 1)2h (=2 ’

and the quantum piece of the one-loop amplitude is given by

— 1 (T *am3m3ot AM (5,€) T(1 — 2¢)
MY, 0,0, 0)lan = - ( 5 ) 1 P G (3.31)
B _4iG?Vm1m204 (277:18;2 +i(2e + 1) (a arccosh(o) — Vo2 — 1)>
R (o2 = 1)°
(027)* ' D(1 — 26)T(—€)2D(e + 1)
X :
['(—2¢)(e)

For the choice of helicity in |11, 15] with the kinematic factor in eq. (3.4)

Mi(o.¢) (54_”) PA=2 339

b2m1m27ra 4 F(E)

ME=3(6, 6,0, 0) = MV=3(6, 6, 6, ) —

The effect of the helicity choice on the only amplitude only affects the quantum part
of the amplitude not the classical part so that

/\/41}:8(¢a ¢7 25 90) ’Cl. = A//l?:S(¢7 ¢a d)v ¢) ’Cl.? (333)

(=2) 4.\ € _
MY=(0,0, 0,0l = MI(6.6.0, 0 — (2 (L) 2022

b>mymomo \ 4 ['(e)

(3.34)

3.2.3 Two-loop amplitude
For the two-loop amplitude

3 e~
MY=8(p, ¢, 6, 6) = —é (M3V=8(¢>, ¢, ¢, qb)) HMF(9, 6,6, O) M9, ¢, ¢, )l

+iMF= (0, 6,6, 0) MY =50, 6, 6, d)lar. + M3 (8, 6,6, 9)lcr, (3.35)
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with the classical piece at two-loop given by

116G mimio? (mb2e Ve )3

hb2(o2 — 1)3

! ! 6 Vo2 — o(0? — 2) arccosh(o
__<ﬁ) ((1+26)0 Vo?—1+o0( 2) h(o)

Te 02 —1

Mé\f:8<¢7 ¢7 ¢, ¢) |Cl. =

[— (0 — 1)% arccosh (o)

ol

+¢((0®—1)2—0(0°—2)) arccosh?(0)—eo (0 —2) Liy (2 —20(0 4+ Vo?— 1)) >—|—O(e)

(3.36)

The contribution iMY=8(¢, @, ¢, ¢)| MY=8(d, b, b, ¢)|qu. is of 1/h order as the classi-
cal contribution. But we have separated it off from the classical contribution because
only eq. (3.36) will contribute to the classical scattering angle, as will be shown in
section 3.3.

For the choice of helicity in |11, 15] with the kinematic factor in eq. (3.4) we have

(3.37)

N=8 _ N=8 _ (" 2
MQ <¢7 ¢7 ©s (P) M2 (¢7 ¢7 ¢7 ¢> < 16 ) hb2m1m271'0' F(26) .
The extra classical piece generated by the |q | term in the kinematic factor in eq. (3.4)
goes into the modification of the quantum one-loop part as given in eq. (3.33) so that

the two-loop amplitude is decomposed as

—— - 3 i T N«
Mé\f:8<¢7 ¢7 2 4,0) = _é (MéV:S(qb, ¢7 2 90>> +ZM€)V:8(¢7 (b? ¢7 ¢)M{V:8(¢7 ¢7 2 30>|Cl.

—~—— —~——

+iMG=(0, 0,0, ) MY, b, 0, 9)lar. + MET3(d, 6, 0,9) |1, (3.38)

with

MI(6, 6,0, 0|1 = MI-S(6, 6, 6, 6)cr.. (3.39)

Since the classical part of the two-loop amplitude does not depend on the helicity of
the external state we just set

M (0,b) = ME=5(6, 6,0, 9)|cn. (3.40)

The classical contribution to the two-loop amplitude is composed of a real and imag-
inary part

M (o, b) = MS" B(a,b) +iMS" Yo, b) + O(1). (3.41)

The real part of the two-loop classical amplitude is free of divergences

Mgl. R(O-y b) = Re(Mgl (CT, b)) = Mgl R(Oa b)|Cons. + '/\/12Cl R(U’ b)|Rad. ) (342)
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and composed of a conservative part

8G%mim3o* arccosh(o)

b2 o2 —1

MG R (0,b)|cons. = — +0(), (3.43)

a radiation-reaction part

2

3 2 4 2 v\ € 2 2 _
MS" (0, 1)| g, = N30 (”be ><( A it arccosh(a)>+(9(6).

b?(0? — 1)¢ 4 o> —1)% (g2 —1)2
(3.44)
The imaginary part of the scattering phase is given by
MSH (o, b) = Im(MS" (0, D)) (3.45)
_ - M5 ¥(0,0)|Raa. N 8Gmimiot (mh?erE "
€ mh? (0% — 1)¢ 4

(@2 =12 " (62— 1)

1 0% —2 9
+ (0(02 - + 0 1) ) arccosh(o)

This result establishes the relation conjectured in [15] between the radiation-reaction

2 29
X [— A (2—20(0+\/02—1)>
2

+ O(e) .

N

part of the real part and the infrared divergence of imaginary part
: ClL R o ClL 1
11_1}%/%2 (0,0)|Rad. = 11_13% enMs™ (0,b) . (3.46)

At high-energy o > 1 we have that

2 29
7 4 C ¥ Lis (2 —99(0 +Vor = 1)>
2

(@ =12 (021

+<o< S “2_2s>arccosh(o)?——m”+O(a‘2>, (3.47)

o*—1)  (¢2-1)2

and 2 log(20)
o o — 1+ log(20
h(g) = — 2529

(2172 + or 1)% arccosh(o) g

+O(c7?), (3.48)

therefore by expanding the factor of (62 —1)7¢ = 1 — elog(c® — 1) we have that the
radiation part reads for o > 1

lim MS" (0, b) ~ (1 + % (—% + log(o? — 1))) coeffo (MS" B(0,0)|rad.).  (3.49)

o>1

This shows that the log(c? — 1) of eq. (3.2) in [15] arises from the € expansion of the
(0 — 1) in eq. (3.45).
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The soft and potential region. We now consider the limits 0 — 1 and € — 0 of
the result.
e In the limit € — 0 with o fixed

8rG3mimio? o? 0% —2 1
: Cly _ NI,
lim Re(M3") = 72 <<02 — 1) + arccosh(o) <a(02 e — 1)) ,

(3.50)

o fixed

we recover the result from the soft region [16].
e Whereas in the the o — 1 limit with € < 0 fixed we have

8G{mimio® [ arccosh(o) 5
(02 —1) 3(c2—1)

lim Re(MSh) = B
e<0 fixed

+O(o — 1)0> + O(e).

(3.51)
The leading contribution when ¢ — 1 is the conservative piece computed in [12]
whereas the sub-leading piece is the radiation-reaction contribution [15, 20].

3.3 The eikonal phase
The full scattering matrix in the b-space can be expanded as [33]
LT (e M) = 100 Y MY ) = (L4 280N, A))e T

L>0
(3.52)

where MY=8(\1,...,\,) are the L-loop amplitudes, ¢ is the classical eikonal and A

a quantum correction.

In perturbative expansion we have
5:50+(51+(52+"'; A:A1+A2+"', (353)

with §, and A, are of order G\, gives to the first order studied explicitly in this
work

2, = hRe(My|c), L =0,1,2
24, = Hlth.
20y = —iMoMi|qe. + Im(Macr) - (3.54)

The exponentiation of the perturbative expansion 1+, My(c,b) is only possible
if the partial amplitudes Mg)(a, €) satisfy relations similar to the one noticed at
one-loop in eq. (3.29) and two-loop in eq. (3.35). In particular the exponentiation is
possible because the contributions more singular than the classical one in the A — 0
limit do satisfy unitarity related relations in b-space [27].

We have noticed before that the different choices of helicity made in [12] and [11, 15]
do not affect the classical part of the eikonal phase, and therefore ¢ is the same
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for all helicity choices as expected from the universality of classical gravitational
interactions. Only the quantum part A depends on the helicity choice. A similar
dependence helicity dependence of the external states on the quantum part of the
one-loop amplitude was noticed in [34].

At tree-level L = 0 and one-loop L = 1 orders the classical piece of the amplitude
is real, and the eikonal phase is equal to the classical part of the amplitude. The
classical part of the two-loop L = 2 amplitude has an imaginary part (that was dis-
cussed above). We have decided to only exponentiate the real part of the classical
two-loop amplitude since an imaginary contribution to the eikonal phase would vio-
late unitarity. But this would have to be confirmed by an higher loop computation.

Therefore, the classical scattering angle is obtained by the stationary phase from the
(real) eikonal phase

06(a,b
sin (X) = Vs (9,5) , (3.55)
2 mimovo?2—1 0b
and does not depend on the helicity choice. Universality of the high-energy limit of

gravitational scattering up to two-loop order was first demonstrated in ref. [35].

3.3.1 The first Post-Minkowskian order

Because the tree-level amplitude is independent of the helicity choice the scattering
phase is given by the 26y = h x (3.27) therefore the scattering angle at the first
Post-Minkowskian order is given by
. X) 2GN \/_0- b 2e
A (1 —
S (2 ey b(o?—1) Bz 1) VT =9
2G N\/EO'
=——+0(e). 3.56
oL+ 0l (3.56)

3.3.2 The second Post-Minkowskian order

Because the helicity choice does not affect the classical piece of the one-loop am-
plitude, the one-loop scattering phase is given by 26; = A x (3.30) leading to the
scattering angle

sin <5> ‘ _ 8GR/s0t (1 +my) (20°m)" T (3 —2¢) T (5 — o)
2/ lopm (02 — 1)2 b )
=0+ 0O(e). (3.57)

At the leading order in € the scattering angle at the second Post-Minkowskian order
vanishes. A result which has been linked in [30] to the no-triangle property of max-
imal supergravity amplitude [36].

The A; is given by the leading quantum part of the one-loop amplitude. The result
for the helicity choice in [12] and in [11, 15] differ by the shift in eq. (3.32).
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3.3.3 The third Post-Minkowskian order

The two-loop order scattering phase is given by 20, = i x Re (3.36) which does not
depend on the helicity configuration as explained before

8G3mimiot (nh?err )3

b2 (02 —1)3

d2(0,b) = Re < [ (0 — 1): arccosh(o)

_1(4(_—11))6(( +26)02V0? — 1 + o(0? — 2) arccosh(o)

s

+e((02—1)%—a(02—2)) arccosh?(o)—eo (02 —2) Liy (2 —20(0 +Vo?— 1)) )—i—(’)(e)

The scattering angle at the third Post-Minkowskian order is then given by

: X _ \/g 862<U> b)
St (2) ‘3PM N mimov o2 — 1 0b ’ (3'59)

and reads

in (x)\ _16G¥/smymao? (_ arccosh(o)
3PM

2 b3 (o2 —1) 02 — 1
1 o(0? — 2) arccosh(o) o2
+ (4(02 — 1)) ( (02 — 1) + 07— 1)3) ) + O(e), (3.60)

which presents a conservative part in the first line and a radiation-reaction part,
given in the second line.

We will see below how the e-expansion of the the soft factor (¢ — 1)~ matches with
the results of [15].

Using the angular momentum

g = e 0" - 1bcos<z> : (3.61)
NG 2
we can decompose the scattering angle at the third Post-Minkowskian order
Xapar = X5y + XSPAT + Xapar - (3.62)
into a Schwarzschild metric contribution
Schw. 3, 3,13 o’
XapM = —16m1m2GNm, (3.63)
a conservative part
SN = —32mimaat Gy arccosh(c) (3.64)

J3s
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and a radiation part

4 2 2

Rad. 4 43 O 1 o(0* — 2) arccosh(o) o
=32 G . (3.65
X3PM mymsy N 734 (4(0.2 _ 1))6 ( (02 _ 1)% + 02 1 ( )

When setting (02 —1)7¢ = 1 these results reproduce eq (4.7) of |11]. We remark that
taking the limit o — 1 with fixed J, gives x589, = 0 because € < 0.

4 The evaluation of the two-loop scalar double boxes

In this section we provide details about the evaluation of the double-box leading to
the results in section 3.1.3.

The two-loop amplitude in eq. (3.18) after the Kaluza-Klein reduction in eq. (3.3)
reads

METIP(py po, 1, phy) = (871G )? (4mfm302(JS+Ju)+2h2m1m2|Q]20Ju+h4|g|4Jt) )
(4.1)
We see that the classical contribution arises from the contribution of order 1/A from

Js + Ju, from the contribution of order 1/ K from J, and from the contribution of
order 1/h° from J;.

We first give a summary of the results for the expansion of these contributions and
discuss the comparison with the existing results in the literature. We will then gives
details on the methods used for deriving these results.

4.1 The ¢-channel contribution

The t-channel contributions are given by the so-called H diagrams integrals. Using
the ¢ = |q|uqy and ¢ = hg, by rescaling the loop integrations ¢; — l;|q| we have

I —|g|2D12/le1le2 1 B 1 I
DY % (2m)2P \2py - Iy +ie 2 -1y —ic) \2py - ls —ie  2ph -y + i

1
T+ wg)? +i2) (s + ug)? + i) (@ + i) (B + ie) (b + I + ug)? +i2) (4.2)

Because the integral is already of the order 1/A® is it enough to keep the leading
order in the |g| expansion for extracting the classical piece’
4
B |g| 4e
16mymohPety/o2 — 1
5The power of h arises because this diagram as two massive propagators and five massless

propagators giving a power of i, to be 3L +1—(2+2(3L—1)) =1—3L = —5 for L = 2. But the
total amplitude in eq. (4.1) has a power A* in the numerator.

Jy = Zs(o) + O(hlg]) (4.3)
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where Zg(o) is one of the two-loop master integrals® which is evaluated in section 5.6
the final result is

1 (4me= )% arccosh (o)
256m1m2h57r3e |g‘4+46 o2 -1

X (7r + i<4(02_—1_1)>6 arccosh (o) + O(e)> +O(hlq|). (4.4)

Jt:—

4.2 The u-channel contribution

For the u-channel contribution we have

|q?P~10 / dP1,dP1, 1
96h3 2m)P (12 4+ie)(13 +ie) (11 + lo 4 ug)? + ic)
> 1

1<i#j<3 1<k;én<3 i+ |6ﬂ L+ ie)(py
i#k,j#n

Ju =

ic)
1

b —ig)(py - Iy + |14 +ie)

(4.5)

X
(P2 - Ik, —

We introduced the momenta p; = p; — ¢/2 and ps = py + ¢/2 which are orthogonal
to ¢. And as before we rescaled the loop momenta by ¢; — [;|¢| with ¢ = u,|qg|, and

q = hg,

o ] / dPlydP1, 1
v 96R3 (2m)P (12 +ie) (13 +ie) ((Iy + Iy + ug)? + i€)
1

2. > ¢ . (46)
s 1<k¢n<3 A +ie)(pr - U — i€)(pa - U — i) (P2 - 1 + i€)

Using the principal part formula in eq. (2.13), we can rewrite this expression using
delta functions

jo_ PP / dPldPly 8(p1 - 1)(p1 - 1o)3(p2 - 11)3(p2 - )
v 192m3 ) (2m)2P—4 BRI+ Iy + u,)?
P / dP1dPly 6(py - 11)0(ps - 1) ( Lo, 1 ) < Lo )
64h3 2m)2P2 B 4+ la +uy)? \p1-lo—ic  pr-loatic) \pa-li—ic  po-ly+ic)’

(4.7)

which can be expressed using the master integral Zy(o) as

J() |g|7274e

v 16R3m2mi(o? — 1)

o (Zo(0) — boe?) . (4.8)

6In appendix A we explain how to convert the double-box integrals to the integrals with a
generalized propagator that is used in the definition of the master integrals.
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Because the integral is of order 1/h% one needs the leading order expansion of the
the integral for getting the classical contribution

7]

Ju =
16h3m2m3(c? — 1)e

+(Zo(0) — bye®) + O(hlq]) , (4.9)

where Zg(0) is one of the two-loop master integrals evaluated in section 5.7 and by
is the constant of integration determined in eq. (5.42). At the leading order in |g| in
D =4 — 2¢ we get that

I = i(4me1E)% ( -1 )6
‘O 512wk mim3|qP e (02 — 1)e2 \4(0? — 1)

X (arccosh(a) —€ <arccosh2(a) + Liy [2 —20(0 + M)D) +O(). (4.10)

4.3 The s+ u-channel contribution

The contribution of the combined s and u channel is simplified thanks to symmetriza-
tion, and reads

Jsfu = Js + Ju =

|g’2D—10/lelle2 1
9613 (2m)2P (13 +ie) (3 +ie) (L + I + uy)? + ie)
1
> > T —— T
1<i#j<3 1<k#n<3 (p1 i+ |c7|—2 + za) (p1 Ay — |cﬂ—2 — 15)
1

—ie) <p2-ln+|(ﬂun.ln+is> |

i (4.11)

2

X
(72 e — a1

We introduced the momenta p; = p; — ¢/2 and ps = py + ¢/2 which are orthogonal
to ¢. And as before we rescaled the loop momenta by ¢; — [;|¢| with ¢ = u,|qg|, and
q = hg.

In this expression we have neglected the [? terms in the denominators in the sum
for the reason that they do not contribute to the classical limit. In the A expansion
the [? contribution will cancel a massless propagator and give a reduced graph that

does not have a classical limit, in a similar way as we have seen when expanding
eq. (2.27).

Because the integral is of order 1/h* one needs to expand the denominator in the
integral to the second order in h? for getting the classical contribution

Jomu = Jo + Blal o, + B2q* T2, + O(lq1) - (4.12)
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4.3.1 Evaluation of J?

The leading order expansion in |g| of the double-box contribution J,_, is given by

B |g’2D—10 / lelle2

JO
(27T)2D

STU 96R3

1
X
Z Z (ﬁl . lz + 28)(}31 . lj — Z€)<]32 . lk — ’L&T)(ﬁz . ln + Zg)l%l%(ll -+ 12 —+ uq)2 ’

1<i#j<3 1<k#n<3

(4.13)
which can be rewritten in terms of delta-functions as
o |q[*P~1° / dPlydPly §(py - 11)0(py - 12)0(Pa - 11)0(Ds - o) (4.14)
sTu 96h3 (2m)2DP—4 B2l + 1+ Ug)? ’ '
and evaluated to
oo |g|2D710 1 / dD_zl;dD—2l‘2’ 1 (4 15)
o 96h*  (p1 - p2)* — PiD3 (2m)2P=t PR L ’ '

ll lg (ll + l2 + u},)Q

using that (py - p2)* — pips = mimz(o® — 1) — @ and the integrals in Appendix A
of [24] give that

ool L(5 —2)°I(5 - D) . (4.16)
T O mpr (R im0 ~ 1) - R)
Expanding the denominator in |g] gives a contribution to the classical order
o _ PP T(E -2)°T(G - D)
o 96h%  (4) P20 (22 ym2m3 (02 — 1)
PP @ -2 - D)

+0(|qI*P~%) . (4.17)

384h (4m)P=20 (A ymdmd (a2 — 1)2

The first term of order 1/h3 is the super-classical contribution, whereas the next term
of order 1/h is a classical contribution.

1 L(—€)3T(1 + 2¢) 4m3m3(o? — 1) + |q)%s

384q|*t2h3 (4m)?~ 2T (—3e) mimg(o? —1)2 '

J) = (4.18)

4.3.2 The evaluation of J!

The sub-leading order expansion in |g| of the double-box contribution Js_,, is given
by

hlglJL, = — g™ / dPLdPly 3i(1 — 2uy - 1)0(P1 - 1)6(P2 - 1) (P2 - o)
s =""0612" | @)D 3 2(pr o) B + s + uy)?
g / dP1idPly 3i(1 = 2ug - L))o (P - L)d(Pr - 12)d(p2 - 1) (4.19)
96i2 | @D 2(ps bPEE(h + w2
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This integral is of order |¢[*”~?/h* and imaginary. The |g|* expansion cannot lead
to a contribution to the classical part of the amplitude of order |g|2D ~8/h. So this
integral will not contribute to the classical result but to the super-classical one.

The integral J!  is

i(my er2)|Q| e (4m) 2D

hlglJow = ——,
 512R2mim Sm3(o? — 1)

Njw
|
)1
—~

and will not contribute to the classical limit.

4.3.3 The evaluation of J2

The contribution at the order O(|g|*) is decomposed into several pieces (each one
being an integral with two § functions) that we treat in order

RgPJ2, = J2 + 02+ 2+ g (4.21)

e J? is expanded on the master integrals of section 5 using LiteRed

—4e +—
2 T 4e T,

pp— fi (2 2A0)_ BHAT (9)) (g

64m1m2(02 — 1)2ﬁ =1\ 324\ /g2 — 1 3 et

using the results in section 5.5 we obtain
2 gl ~* b_4 (3440~
> 64mIm3(o2? — 1)%h 32

(4.23)

AmeE\ > 14¢
= O 0 .
( ’Q|2 ) 204872e2m3m3 (02 — 1)2h + O(€”)

e The contribution J2 is obtained by exchanging m; and msy and is given by

Ame=E\ > 1+e¢
T2 = O(e”). 4.24
) ( q]? ) 2048m2e2mimi(o? — 1)2h +O(e)) ( )

e The decomposition of Jé’L on the master integrals with LiteRed is given by

2(1+2¢)vo?—1

21 _ gl 8vo? —1
J5T = _64m‘%m%(02 _ 1)2ﬁ( - 2 Iy(o) + 3 Ts(0)
_ %L‘(U) %(ZJr (o) _|_I§H—(0))> . (4.25)

using the result from the evaluation of the master integrals in section 5 we get

—|q|74€ —(2€bs+(3+2¢)(bg ~+bg )0 1
JEE = 9o 79 2(1+2€)bs (02 —1)z¢
- 64m3ms3(o? — )277162( 3 F2142€)bs(07— 1)
T dt
—zab/ ——— )+ O( . (426
1] o) TO@. (42
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27
e For JD” we have

27“ p—
Jg' =

gl / dPldPly (1 — 2uy - 11)?0(5y - 1)0(7s - 1y)
256h (27T)2D72 l%l%([l + lg + uq)2
1 1
o) (R N ——
(1l —i€)?(P2 - L +i€)* (P12 +1i€)(P2 - g + i€)

2) . (4.27)

which evaluates to

Jé’” _ (47re—71~:>26 i(1+ 2¢)(o arccosh(o) — Vo2 — 1 — Z%) o). (4.28)

|q|? 1024e2m3mim3 (o2 — 1)2h

Summing all these contributions and using that for e < 0 and o > 17
o dt o+vo2-1 —142¢
/ — = 46/ A (4.29)
1 (t2—1)2t 1 (22 —1)%

- o) (arccosh(a) —€ < arccosh(c)?

+ Li, <2 —20(0c+Vo?— 1)) ) + O(€)>,

we have

Ame B ) 2 1

RE2E  —
g |q|? 2048€e2m3mim3 (o2 — 1)2h

mims

X (m + 2i(1 + 2¢)(o arccosh(o) — Vo2 — 1)
-1

+ 20 (m>f (a<arccosh(0) — €(‘arccosh?(0) + Lis(2 — 20 (0 4+ Vo2 — 1))))

— (1 +26)Vo? — 1))) +O(%) . (4.30)

"We recall that arccosh(c) = log(o + Vo2 — 1) for o > 1.

— 929 —



4.3.4 The final expression for J,_,

The sum of all the contributions is given by

I 1 4re=E\ 2 2
U (4m)ih |q|? 2€2h2|q|>mim3(c? — 1)

N im(1 + 2¢)(o arccosho — /o2 — 1) s

4e2m3m3(o? — 1)? 8emimy(o? — 1)2

v -1 ‘
i 4e2m3m3(o? — 1)2 <4(02 - 1))
X (a ( arccosh(o)—e( arccosh2(J)+Lig(2—20(a+m»)> —(1+2€)\/ﬁ)) ) ) +0(€),
(4.31)

we recall that the 1/h contribution is of order € and does not contribute to this order.

5 Differential equations for the master-integrals

For the computation of the two-loop integrals we need to evaluate the following nine
master integrals

Ti(o) =2 AT00LLLLO (5.1)
Ty(0) = 2e*/ o2 — 170000111 (5.2)
Ts(0) = 263/ 02 — 170000112 (5.3)
Zy(o) = 46’ (0 — )21 HOOLLS o 2(1 4 2¢) 70000112 (5.4)
2¢%(4e — 1)(2e — 1
Is( ) _ ( = )_( - )10,0,0,1,0,1,1’ (5 5)
Ts(0) = \/7110,0,1,1,1,1,17 (5.6)
I:(0) = ( 1)171,71,1,1,1,1,1 + 4¢to 70011110, (5.7)
Is(0) = —STOL00LL2 (5.8)
To(0) = 411,1,0,0,1,1,1 (5.9)

with the following definition for the master integral
_ / dDillldellQ 1
S @ (Rl (k- ) (1) (g + 12))™ (I — ug)?)"e

1
X (l%)n6((ll + 12)2 _ 2(0. - 1)k} ik - l2)n7, (510)

Inl s12,M3,M4,M5,16,N7 —

where we have defined k* = v = —1 and k- u, = 0.
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In appendix A we explain how to convert the two-loop integrals in D dimensions
with delta-function insertions in the numerator to two-loop integrals with a general-
ized propagator in D — 1 dimensions.

Using LiteRed [25] we find the following differential system of equations

Ti(0) L Ty (o)
Ty (o) e G = S 0 0 007,
Tolo 0 0 % 2 0 0 0 00|]|z(s
) 0o 2z 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 00 1)
d 24(0) o2—1 o2—1 1-4(0-)
o Zs(o) | =¢| 0 0 0 0 2o 0 00|]|Z(0)
IG(U) 0 0 o-;lil \/0271 _O-;lil _Ugil \/0371 00 IG(U)
Z: (o) —024_1 —\/0122_1 —\/02_1 0 \/Ui_l \/03 - 03‘11 00 |]|Z7(o0)
Is(0) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00]|[Zs(o)
Lo(0) 0 0 A= 0 0 0 0 00/ \L(o)
(5.11)

For the resolution of this system of differential equation one must pay attention
to the fact that the ¢ — 0 limit and ¢ — 1 limit do not commute. Solving the
differential system in an € expansion for fixed ¢ does not lead to the correct answer
at 0 = 1.° We solve the differential system using iterated integrals methods and
numerical methods and use pySecDec [38] for validating our analysis.

5.1 The master integrals Z,(0), Z5(0) and Zg(o)

The following integrals are easily integrated

T, (o) = by, (5.12)
Ts5(0) = bse(o* — 1), (5.13)
Is(o) = as, (5.14)

where by, bs and ag are constants of integrations that will be determined later.

When deriving the expression for the master integrals we will keep the factors (o2 —

1)~ explicit in order to keep a control of the limits ¢ — 0 and ¢ — 1. When solving
this system of differential equation we assume that € < 0.

5.2 The master integrals Z,(0), Z3(0) and Z4(0)

We remark that the equation for Zy(o)

dZ,(o) 6eo €
- T -
do o?—1 2(0) +

T.(o), (5.15)

8This phenomenon has already been noticed in other contexts and it has been illustrated in
section 7.3 of [37] for instance.
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leads to

7 L)
To(0) = as(c? — 1) + 2—136/ S AN — 5.16
2(0) = az(0” = 1) +€(0” — 1) L B (5.16)
Using the mean value theorem [39, § V.4| the integral can be written as
7 T L
(0? — 1) / L)y r gy D0 gy
1 (12— 1)at3e (t(c)? — 1)z +3e

where t(0) € [1, 0], and we deduce that the integral vanishes in the limit ¢ — 1. For
this one needs that Z,(o) stays finite which is confirmed by an numerical evaluation
with pySecDec.

We impose the regularity of Zy(0) at o = 1, which implies that as = 0 therefore

Iy(0) = e(o® = 1)* /10 %dt

~ (5.18)

In a similar fashion we have
T3(0) = bge(0® — 1) + 2¢(0? — 1)~ /
1

Zi(0) = ag — 12¢ /IU e ot — 2 / I3 t> =t (5.19)

This leads to the following e expansion

To(o) = <b4<02 -0 [ G

4 dt b2 dt
—21)3(02_1)36/ 2 / L) 4o, (5.20)
RN R

b36 b3 /U dtg /t2 dtl
I3(o) = — (4
() (02 —1)¢ ( (@2 =1y @—1)2</i (2—-1)2r

P T /10 T dil >e3+0(e4), (5.21)

and

Ty(o) = <b4 _ 9, /10 ﬁ) 2 4+ O, (5.22)
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5.3 The master integrals Z;(0), and Zy(0)
Then Zy is obtained by

(o) :b962+e/10 \ﬁ%dt: (bg+b3 /10 #) S+ 0. (5.23)

The integral Z; is given by

To(0) = as(0? — 1)° — 2€(0? — 1) / TL(t) +4Ts(t) + AT (0) + Tolt) )y (5 oy

1 <t2 _ 1)%—&-5

The regularity of the solution at ¢ = 1 for € < 0 imposes that a; = 0. Using the
previous results and keeping only the terms up to O(€?) gives

7 dt

T = —8€e%(bs+ b 2—16/ ———— +0O(é). 5.25
7(0-) € ( 3 5)(0- ) 1 (t2 _ 1)§+26 (6 ) ( )

5.4 The master integrals Zg(o)

For Zg we have
. b6 o 4e 7 t(Ig(t) + Ig,(t)) o 2¢ /U I4(Zf) — I7(t)

Iﬁ(g) - (0.2 _ 1)5 (0-2 _ 1)6 [ (t2 _ 1)1—6 dt (0-2 _ 1)6 1 (t2 _ 1)%76 dt
(5.26)

Up to the order O(e)* leads to

IG(O') _ b6 _46 (bg + b5> /10 tdt 2¢ /10 I4(t) — I7(t) dt+0(€)4 ‘

(02 —1) (02— 1) 2—1 (2—-1)¢ ), (-1
(5.27)
The finiteness of this expression imposes that b5 = —bs, so that
be 2by /" dt
Ts(0) = ( - :
6(0') (0.2 . 1)5 (0-2 _ 1)6 1 (t2 _ 1)575

4[)3 /U dto /tl dt, 3 4
+ : — e + O(€”). (5.28
(0> =1 )y -1+ <t§—1)2+e) (€). (5.28)

5.5 Determination of the constants of integrations

We determine the constants of integration so that we have a solution that is valid in
all regimes and allows a control of the ¢ — 0 and o — 1 limits.

5.5.1 b; constant
Evaluating the Z; thanks to the results of the appendix A of [24] we find

(5.29)

1=

1</ dP-1T 1 >2_ T(L 4+ —e)
2\ @mP R aG,)2/  2(4m)32T(1 - 20)
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5.5.2 b, constant

For by we have in D = 4 — 2¢

b 1; IQ(O') dD_llldD_llg 1 2€F<% - 6)3F(2€)
= lim ———~— = 2¢ = — :
e Nz 2m)2P=2 BB(L+1+u)?  (4m)P-10(E - 3¢)
(5.30)
So that at leading order in e,
(4me=E)%e
- 7 , 31
b4 39,2 + O(E) (5 3 )
5.5.3 b3 and b5 constants
The constants b3 and b5 = —bs cannot be determined from the ¢ = 1 limit, but we

can do a direct computation of Z5 and check the result with numerical analysis using
pySecDec [38]. We have using the definition of Z5’

Z5(0) _Z000LOLL iy my, dPLidPly 6(pr - 1h)0(ps - 1)
2¢%(4e — 1)(2e — 1) Vi —1  VJor_—1 (2m)2P=213(ly — ug)?(ly + 12)?
(5.33)

Then we write

5(p1-l1)=%( ! ! ) (5.34)

pl'll—iE _ﬁl'l1+l‘5
using the principal part identity in (2.13) and perform the [; integration using the
results of the appendix A of [24], giving

Z5(0) _AT(1— D(—1 + 2¢) / dP=1y (2k - Iy)t2 (5.35)
2(4e — ~1) 2—¢(g2 _ 1)¢ D-1-2 > :
2¢%(4e — 1)(2e — 1) (4m)2=<(0% — 1) (2m)P-1 (Is — 1if))?
Using again the results of the appendix A of [24] gives
ie(4m)*  (=1)T(1 — 2€)*T(1 + 2¢)°T(1 — ¢)
Z:(0) = — 5.36
(0) =~ 5z — 1y T(1—40)0(1 +¢) ’ (5-36)
with (—1)¢ = €™ = 1 + ime + O(€?). So at the end we get
B B 1\€i(4me™7E)% 9
b5——b3——(—1> W—FO(E ) (537)

We have confirmed this result using numerical evaluations with pySecDec [38].

9If one expands the master integral

dD—ll dD—ll 1
70:0,0,1,0,1,1 :/ 1 2 (5.32)
(2m)20-2  (Iy + ug)22((Ilh 4+ 12)2 — 2(0 — D)k - ik - 1g)’ '

in small o — 1 series and integrates terms by terms then the result is 0 by dimension regularization
of massless tadpoles. This is where we see the difference with the potential region computation
in [12] which has Zs(c) = 0. This would set b5 = b3 = 0 in the computation and all radiation
reactions will cancel.
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5.5.4 ag constant
For the constant ag we have to take care of the ie prescription, defining

Ly [dP P !
e - | -~ (5.38)
(2m)2P=2 (k- ly £ie)lFl5(11 + lo + uy)

Using the results of the appendix A of [24] gives

L IVAET(=T (=5 = 29T + 2T(5 — (-3 — ¢)
8 (47)3-2T(=2¢)T (=1 — 3¢) '

2

(5.39)

a

So that we get in the end
+ O(eh). (5.40)

5.5.5 by constant

Similarly for by we have

dDillldDillg 1
bEt = ¢ : (5.41)
) (2m)20-2 (k-1 tie)(k -l i) 2I3(1y + Iy + u,)?

Using the results of the appendix A of [24] gives

ST T +20) _ (dmee)* 0(&), (5.42)

bi— =p-t = =
? ? 6 (4m)2=2<0'(—3¢) 3272

and
b;* =b, = —Qb;_. (5.43)

5.6 Final determination of the master integral Z4(o)

Using that the leading order expansion in € — 0 (with € < 0) and o > 1

/10 # = arccosh (o) + O(e), (5.44)

and

T dh  dty  (arccosh(o))? )
/1(t§—1>%/1 -1 2 +0(e), (5.45)

and using the values for the constant of integration by in eq. (5.30) and b3 in eq. (5.37)
and that bg = 0'°, leads to

Is(o) = ““”68%2663 arcsinh (@) <7r+2¢ (4(0_2_—1_1)) arcsinh ( z 5 1)) +O(Y).

(5.46)

10This has been confirmed by numerical evaluations using pySecDec [38]

— 35 —



5.7 Final determination of the master integral Zy(o)

The master integral Zg(o) in eq. (5.23) reads

To(0) — boe = bye? /1 ’ ; @t Lo, (5.47)

2 _ 1)%-%6

The constant of integration b3 has been determined in eq. (5.37) and bg in eq. (5.42).
Using the result in eq. (4.29) for the integral we have

Ty(0) = bye® + % (arccosh(a) — e(arccosh(a)2
(5.48)
+ Liy (2 —20(0c +Vo?— 1)) ) + O(e)) .
At high-energy o > 1 we have
Ty(0) =~ boe® + (02@%1)6 (log(20) + (¢(2) +log*(20)) €) + O(*) . (5.49)

6 Conclusion

Motivated by the current interest in extending the computation of two-body interac-
tions in general relativity to the Post-Minkowskian regime, much effort has gone into
establishing a systematic approach based on modern scattering amplitude techniques.
Critical to this program is a complete understanding of how S-matrix calculations
lead to classical scattering information.

We have here re-analyzed the evaluation of those integrals that contribute to classical
observables in gravity. We have aimed to simplify and streamline the known method
of soft region evaluation so as to make it amenable to high-order calculations. In
the process of this program, we believe we have clarified issues related to apparent
differences, both between potential-region and soft-region integrations and between
soft-region integrations that use different boundary conditions. At one-loop order,
our analysis confirms in a straightforward manner earlier results for both Einstein
gravity and N = 8 supergravity. At two-loop order, we have focused exclusively on
the simpler case of N’ = 8 supergravity. Our results here are in complete agreement
with recent results by Di Vecchia, Heissenberg, Russo, and Veneziano |11, 15, 16]. In
the process of comparison, we have made some observations that we hope will help
clarify those computations.

While our method described here is firmly anchored in the method of integration
in the soft region, it offers several advantages that will become further apparent at
higher loop order. Most importantly, by adding sets of integrands we recover com-
binations that precisely generate delta-functions, and hence effectively reduce the
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dimensionality of integrations''. Besides, the combination of diagrams before inte-
grating leads to a quite significant reduction in the number of master integrals that
need to be evaluated.

In addition to the real terms of the amplitude that will exponentiate in the eikonal
limit, we have also established in detail the relation between the real and imagi-
nary part at two-loop order discussed in [15, 16]. This seems to be a new situation
where the cancellation of infrared divergences must happen at the linear level in the
S-matrix rather than in quantum mechanical cross-sections. This issue should be
better clarified in future work.
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1 Combining terms in this manner introduces delta-functions in an optimal way. This generalizes
the well-known one-loop eikonal procedure of [10]. The same idea was also used to simplify the H
and crossed-H diagrams in [12].
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A Mapping to integrals with a generalized propagator

In this appendix we explain how one can convert the two-loop integrals with 6(p - ()
insertions (coming from the application of the principle-part prescription in (2.13))
to integrals with a generalized propagator 1/((ly + Iz +u,)* +2(1 — o)(k - 1) (k - 1))
that we use for the determination of the master integrals in section 5.

Using these manipulations we have the following correspondence between the inte-
grals. The dashed lines are massless propagators and the wavy-lines are the gener-
alized propagator.

In(o) Iy(o) Lilo)

We start with the two-loop D-dimensional integral

dPl le2 -
D [ G o 1o )
1
(P - Lo Ede)™ (g - Ly £ie)™2((ug + 11)?)"s ((ug + lo)2)a (1) (13)" (I + lp + ug) )™
(A.1)
We recall that p; -u, = p2-u, = 0. Consider the vector ky = —meopitmiP2 - The vector

mimovo2—1
k1 is in the plane generated by p; and py, and we have k¥ = —1 and p; - k; = 0. We

have also ph = ";fl"p‘f +moVo? — 1kY and py - ky = —movo? — 1.

Separating the integration variables [; into [; = l; + l;-, where l~Z is the components of
l; inside the plane defined by (pi,p2) and [; are the other components of the D — 2
space, orthogonal to (p1, p2).
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Note also that (Ti—ll,kl) forms an orthogonal basis of the two dimensional space
spanned by (p1,p2). We write [, = BrlebL (k1 - L)k = 132—11 + I3k;. Using the

mi1 mi
Lorentz transformation

D=2 -(F="" 00 e

we have Py - Iy = moLy and Py - ly = mioLS + miv/o? — 1L). Similarly, we have
]51 . ll = mll?, }32 . ll = mgol? — MoV O'2 — 1[%
We have as well that

(h+ly+uy)? = (I + Lo +uy)* + 2(1 — o) (ky - 1) (ky - Ly), (A.3)

where we have used the conditions p; - [y = ps - [ = 0 that are imposed by the
delta-functions.

The implies that the integral with the delta-functions D can be written as

D— 1 /leldDLQ 5(m1l?)5(m2Lg)
m?1+1m32+1(02 1)n1J2rn2 (27T)2D—2 (-]{Zl . l2 + iéf)nl (k’l . ll + i&?)”2((uq + ll>2)n3
1
X SYIGE > 5 . (A4)
((ug + La)?)me(17)"s (L3)"e (I + Lo + ug)? + 2(1 — o) (ky - L) (k1 - La))™
which leads to the D — 1 integrals
D= (=™ / Pt hd M, 1
mPmyet (o2 — 1) (2m)2P=2 (k- by Fie)™ (k- Iy £ig)"2((ug + 11)%)™
1
(A.5)

g + 12 By (B (b + L+ ug® +2(1— 0) (k- 1) (k- )™

which we use to build the basis of master integrals (5.10) at two-loop order.
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