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We obtain the total impulse in the scattering of non-spinning binaries in general relativity at fourth
Post-Minkowskian order, i.e. O(G4), including linear, nonlinear, and hereditary radiation-reaction
effects. We derive the total radiated spacetime momentum as well as the associated energy flux.
The latter can be used to compute gravitational-wave observables for generic (un)bound orbits.
We employ the (‘in-in’) Schwinger-Keldysh worldline effective field theory framework in combination
with modern ‘multi-loop’ integration techniques from collider physics. The complete results are in
agreement with various partial calculations in the Post-Newtonian/Minkowskian expansion.

Introduction. Waveform models are an essential in-
gredient in data analysis and characterization of grav-
itational wave (GW) signals from compact binaries [1].
The level of accuracy plays a critical role, in particular for
future detectors such as LISA [2] and ET [3]. In order
to benefit the most from the anticipated observational
reach [2–9], the modelling of GW sources must therefore
continue to develop—both through analytic methodolo-
gies [10–18] and numerical simulations [19–21]—in par-
allel with the expected increase in sensitivity with next-
generation GW interferometers.

Motivated by the Effective-One-Body (EOB) for-
malism [22–27], the Boundary-to-Bound (B2B) dictio-
nary between unbound and bound observables [28–30],
and benefiting from powerful ‘multi-loop’ integrations
tools [31–61], significant progress has been achieved in
recent years in our analytic understanding of (classical)
gravitational scattering in the Post-Minkowskian (PM)
expansion in powers of G (Newton’s constant); both
via effective field theory (EFT) [62–78] and amplitude-
based [79–98] methodologies. The PM regime incorpo-
rates an infinite tower of Post-Newtonian (PN) correc-
tions at a given order in G that may increase the accuracy
of phenomenological waveform models [99, 100].

However, despite some notable exceptions [26, 73–
77, 79, 84, 97, 98, 101], the majority of the PM computa-
tions have so far impacted our knowledge of the conser-
vative sector, with potential interactions [66, 92] as well
as ‘tail effects’ [67, 93] known to 4PM order. Yet, until
now, complete results had not been obtained at the same
level of accuracy. The purpose of this letter is there-
fore to report the total change of (mechanical) momen-
tum, a.k.a. the impulse, for the gravitational scattering of
non-spinning bodies—including all the hitherto unknown
linear, nonlinear and hereditary radiation-reaction dissi-
pative effects—at O(G4), from which we derive the total
radiated spacetime momentum and GW energy flux.

Building on pioneering developments in the PN regime
[102–109], the derivation proceeds via the EFT approach

in a PM scheme [62], extended in [76] to simultaneously
incorporate conservative and dissipative effects via the
‘in-in’ Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [110–114]. As dis-
cussed in [76], the in-in impulse resembles the ‘in-out’
counterpart used in the conservative sector [66, 67], ex-
cept for its causal structure which entails the use of re-
tarded Green’s functions [76]. After adapting integration
tools to our problem, the calculation of the impulse is
mapped to a series of ‘three-loop’ mass-independent in-
tegrals. As in previous derivations [62, 63, 66, 67], the
latter are solved via the methodology of differential equa-
tions [32–38]. The relativistic two-body problem is then
reduced to obtaining the necessary boundary conditions
in the near-static limit. The boundary integrals are com-
puted using the method of regions [45], involving poten-
tial (off-shell) and radiation (on-shell) modes [102]. The
full solution is thus bootstrapped to all orders in the ve-
locities from the same type of calculations needed in the
EFT approach with PN sources [102, 109, 115–118]. As a
nontrivial check, by rewriting retarded Green’s functions
as Feynman propagators plus a reactive term [76], we
recover the value in [66, 67] for the Feynman-only (con-
servative) part. Agreement is also found in the overlap
with various PN derivations [26, 27, 119–124] and partial
PM results [98] obtained using the relations in [22].

The B2B dictionary [28–30] allows us to connect scat-
tering data to observables for bound states via analytic
continuation. However, similarly to the lack of perias-
tron advance at 3PM [28, 29, 63], the symmetries of the
problem yield a vanishing coefficient for the radiated en-
ergy integrated over a period of elliptic-like motion at
4PM, trivially recovered by the B2B map. Neverthe-
less, since nonlinear radiation-reaction effects do not con-
tribute to the integrated radiated energy at O(G4), we
can then derive the GW flux in an adiabatic approxi-
mation [30]. This allows for the computation of radiative
observables for generic (un)bound orbits through balance
equations, as in the EOB approach [22], thus including
an infinite series of velocity corrections.
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Figure 1. In-in Feynman topologies to 4PM order. The arrows
indicate the flow of (retarded) time. The crosses represent the
location of the derivative in the impulse in (3). The last two
diagrams are the only ‘self-energies’ needed at 4PM [76].

The EFT in-integrand. Following the Schwinger-
Keldysh formalism [110–114] adapted to the EFT ap-
proach in [76, 104], the effective action is obtained via
a closed-time-path integral involving a doubling of the
metric perturbation (h±µν) as well as the worldline (xαa,±)
degrees of freedom, schematically,

eiSeff [xa,±] =

∫
Dh+Dh− ei{SEH[h±]+Spp[h±,xa,±]} , (1)

with SEH and Spp the closed-path version of the Einstein-
Hilbert and point-particle worldline actions, respectively.
We ignore here spin degrees of freedom and finite-size ef-
fects (see [62, 65]). We also restrict ourselves to the clas-
sical regime and therefore the path integral in (1) is com-
puted in the saddle-point approximation—keeping only
connected ‘tree-level’ Feynman diagrams of the gravita-
tional field(s)—with the compact objects treated as ex-
ternal nonpropagating sources.

In this scenario, the matrix of (causal) propagators is
given by the Keldysh representation:

KAB(x− y) = i

(
0 −∆adv(x− y)

−∆ret(x− y) 0

)
, (2)

with A,B ∈ {+,−} and ∆ret/adv the standard re-
tarded/advanced Green’s functions. The impulse, e.g.
for particle 1, then follows from [76]

∆pµ1 =−ηµν
∫ ∞
−∞

dτ1
δSeff[xa,±]

δxν1,−(τ1)

∣∣∣∣∣
PL

=
∑
n

Gn∆(n)pµ1 , (3)

to all PM orders, where the subscript ‘PL’ stands for the
Physical Limit: {xa,− → 0, xa,+ → xa} [103]. As for
the conservative sector [66, 67], we must also include it-
erations from lower order solutions to the equations of
motion. The latter are obtained from the effective ac-
tion in the same physical limit. The diagrams needed to
O(G4) are depicted in Fig. 1. Mirror images (not shown)
must also be computed. See [76] for details.

The impulse is further decomposed into scalar integrals
in the perpendicular and longitudinal directions, i.e. for

particle 1 (and likewise for particle 2)

∆(n)pµ1 = c
(n)
1b

b̂µ

bn
+

1

bn

∑
a

c
(n)
1ǔa

ǔµa , (4)

with bµ ≡ bµ1 − b
µ
2 the impact parameter, b ≡

√
−bµbµ,

and b̂µ ≡ bµ/b. We use the notation [97]

ǔµ1 ≡
γuµ2 − u

µ
1

γ2 − 1
, ǔµ2 ≡

γuµ1 − u
µ
2

γ2 − 1
, γ ≡ u1 · u2 , (5)

with ua’s the incoming velocities, b · ua = 0, u2
a = 1, and

ǔa · ub = δab. Ignoring absorption, the preservation of
the on-shell condition, p2

a = m2
a, implies 2pa · ∆pa =

−(∆pa)2, which serves as a nontrivial consistency check.

Integration. Similarly to the derivations in [66, 67],
but incorporating the key distinction between Feynman
and retarded propagators, the components of the impulse
can be reduced to different families of integrals,∫ 3∏

i=1

dd`i
πd/2

δ(`i ·uai)
(±`i ·u/ai−i0)ni

9∏
k=1

1

Dνk
k

, (6)

restricted by Dirac-δ functions. Following [66, 67], the
`i=1,2,3’s are the loop momenta, ni, νk are integers, and
ai ∈ {1, 2}, with u/1 = u2, u/2 = u1. In contrast to the
conservative part, the Dk’s are now various sets of re-
tarded/advanced propagators, e.g. {(`0 ± i0)2 − `2, . . .},
consistent with causality. The same constraints as before
apply on the external data [63], such that the relevant
integrals can only depend on γ. As in our previous cal-
culations [66, 67], we conveniently introduce the param-
eter x, defined through the relation γ ≡ (x2+1)/2x [95],
and compute these integrals by using dimensional regu-
larization (in d ≡ 4− 2ε dimensions) and the method of
differential equations [32–38].

The integration problem then resembles the steps al-
ready performed for the computation in [66, 67], except
for a few notable differences. First of all, as before we
use integration-by-parts (IBP) relations [39–44] and re-
duce (6) to a basis of master integrals. Because of the
fewer number of symmetries of the in-in integrand, the
algebraic manipulations become a bit more involved than
with Feynman-only propagators. But more importantly,
the boundary conditions in the near-static limit γ ' 1
must be computed in terms of retarded/advanced Green’s
functions. For this purpose, we resort to the method of
regions and the expansion into potential and radiation
modes. The potential-only part was obtained in [66],
and recovered here from the full solution. For radia-
tion modes, the same type of integrals appearing in PN
derivations [109], combined with leftover integrals over
potential-only modes at one and two loops, are sufficient
to bootstrap the entire answer. See [61] for more details.
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Total impulse. Inputing the values of the boundary master integrals and translating from x to γ space, we find

c
(4)tot
1b

π
= −3h1m1m2(m3

1 +m3
2)

64(γ2 − 1)5/2
+m2

1m
2
2(m1 +m2)

[ 21h2E2
(
γ−1
γ+1

)
32(γ − 1)

√
γ2 − 1

+
3h3K2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

3/2
−

3h4E
(
γ−1
γ+1

)
K
(
γ−1
γ+1

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

3/2
+

π2h5

8
√
γ2 − 1

+
h6 log

(
γ−1

2

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

3/2

+
3h7Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

)
(γ − 1)(γ + 1)2

−
3h7Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
4(γ − 1)(γ + 1)2

]
+m3

1m
2
2

[
h8

48 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

√
γ2 − 1h9

768(γ − 1)3γ9(γ + 1)4
+
h10 log

(
γ+1

2

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

2 −
h11 log

(
γ+1

2

)
32 (γ2 − 1)

5/2
+

h12 log(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

− h13 arccosh(γ)

8(γ − 1)(γ + 1)4
+
h14 arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
7/2
−

3h15 log
(
γ+1

2

)
log
(
γ−1
γ+1

)
8
√
γ2 − 1

+
3h16 arccosh(γ) log

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

2 −
3h17Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
64
√
γ2 − 1

− 3

32

√
γ2 − 1h18Li2

(
1− γ
γ + 1

)]

+m2
1m

3
2

[3h15 log
(

2
γ−1

)
log
(
γ+1

2

)
8
√
γ2 − 1

+
3h16 log

(
γ−1

2

)
arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

h19

48 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

h20

192γ7 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

+
h21 log

(
γ+1

2

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h22 log

(
γ+1

2

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

3/2
+

h23 log(γ)

2 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

− h24 arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

h25 arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
7/2
− 3h26 arccosh2(γ)

32 (γ2 − 1)
7/2

+
3h27 log2

(
γ+1

2

)
2
√
γ2 − 1

+
3h28 log

(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

h29Li2

(
1−γ
γ+1

)
4
√
γ2 − 1

+
3h30Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
8
√
γ2 − 1

]
,

c
(4)tot
1ǔ1

=
9π2h31m1m

2
2 (m1 +m2) 2

32 (γ2 − 1)
+

2h32m1m
2
2

(
m2

1 +m2
2

)
(γ2 − 1)

3 +m2
1m

3
2

[
4h33

3 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

8h34

3 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

+
8h35 arccosh(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
3 − 16h36 arccosh(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
3/2

]
,

c
(4)tot
1ǔ2

= −m4
1m2

(
9π2h31

32 (γ2 − 1)
+

2h32

(γ2 − 1)
3

)
+m3

1m
2
2

[
− 4h37

3 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

h38

705600γ8 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

+
π2h39

192 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

h40 arccosh(γ)

6720γ9 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

32h41 arccosh(γ)

3 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

− 8h42 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
2 +

32h43 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
7/2

+
h44 log(2) arccosh(γ)

8 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

3h45

(
Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
− 4Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

))
16 (γ2 − 1)

2

+
3h46

(
log
(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)− 2Li2

(√
γ2 − 1− γ

))
8 (γ2 − 1)

2 −
h47

(
Li2

(
−
(
γ −

√
γ2 − 1

)2
)
− 2 log(γ) arccosh(γ)

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

2

]
+m2

1m
3
2

[
− 2h48

45 (γ2 − 1)
3

+
h49

1440γ7 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

+
π2h50

48 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

h51 arccosh(γ)

480γ8 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

16h52 arccosh(γ)

5 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

− 16h53 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
2 − 32h54 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
7/2

− h55 log(2) arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2

+
h56

(
Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
− 4Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

))
32 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h57

(
log
(

2
γ+1

)
arccosh(γ) + 2Li2

(√
γ2 − 1− γ

))
4 (γ2 − 1)

2 +

h58

(
Li2

(
−
(
γ −

√
γ2 − 1

)2
)
− 2 log(γ) arccosh(γ)

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

2

]
.

(7)

See Table I for the list of hi(γ) polynomials.

The impulse for the second particle follows by exchanging
1 ↔ 2 in the masses, incoming velocities, and impact
parameter. As expected from the calculations in [66, 67],
the complete results feature dilogarithms (Li2(z)), and
complete elliptic integrals of the first (K(z)) and second
(E(z)) kind.

Conservative. As shown explicitly in [76], a (time-
symmetric) conservative contribution can be identified
by rewriting retarded Green’s functions in terms of Feyn-
man propagators plus a reactive term, and keeping the
real part of the Feynman-only piece, i.e. ∆pµcons ≡ R∆pµF,
with imaginary terms canceling out against counter-parts
from the reactive terms. Performing these steps in the
full in-in integrand, and associated boundary conditions
entering in the total impulse, we readily recover the
conservative results in [66, 67] including potential and
radiation-reaction tail effects.

Dissipative. As discussed in [76], the terms stemming
off of the mismatch between Feynman and retarded prop-
agators incorporate dissipative effects. Needless to say,
these terms can also be read off directly from the total
result by subtracting the conservative part. Following

the analysis in [66, 67], we disentangle the various pieces

according to factors of v−2ε
∞ , with v∞ ≡

√
γ2 − 1, which

signal the presence of an on-shell mode.

Starting with a single radiation mode we encounter
instantaneous dissipative effects at linear order in the
radiation-reaction. The latter are odd under time re-
versal and contribute to the b̂ and ǔa directions. We find
agreement in the overlap with known partial results in
linear-response theory in the PN literature [26, 27, 119–

123], as well as with the (odd) contribution to the c
(4)
1b

coefficient recently derived in [98]. All of the remaining
radiative terms involve two radiation modes. After re-
moving the Feynman-only (radiative) conservative pieces
[66, 67], the leftovers contain hereditary as well as non-
linear radiation-reaction dissipative effects. The former
enters both in the longitudinal and perpendicular direc-
tions, whereas the latter contributes only to the total ra-
diated perpendicular momentum at this order.1 We also
find perfect consistency with known nonlinear and hered-
itary results in the PN expansion [120–124].

See the supplemental material and ancillary file for ex-
plicit expressions.

1 At this point, however, we cannot distinguish whether nonlinear
radiation-reaction terms are due to either effects at second order
in the linear radiation-reaction force or truly nonlinear gravita-
tional corrections.
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h1 = 515γ6 − 1017γ4 + 377γ2 − 3

h2 = 380γ2 + 169

h3 = 1200γ2 + 2095γ + 834

h4 = 1200γ3 + 2660γ2 + 2929γ + 1183

h5 = −25γ6 + 30γ4 + 60γ3 − 129γ2 + 76γ − 12

h6 = 210γ6 − 552γ5 + 339γ4 − 912γ3 + 3148γ2 − 3336γ + 1151

h7 = −γ
(
2γ2 − 3

) (
15γ2 − 15γ + 4

)
h8 = 420γ9 + 3456γ8 − 1338γ7 − 15822γ6 + 13176γ5 + 9563γ4 − 16658γ3

+ 8700γ2 − 496γ − 1049

h9 = −22680γ21 + 11340γ20 + 116100γ19 − 34080γ18 − 216185γ17 + 74431γ16

+ 232751γ15 − 304761γ14 + 333545γ13 − 32675γ12 − 500785γ11 + 535259γ10

− 181493γ9 + 3259γ8 + 9593γ7 + 9593γ6 − 3457γ5 − 3457γ4

+ 885γ3 + 885γ2 − 210γ − 210

h10 = −280γ7 + 50γ6 + 970γ5 + 27γ4 − 1432γ3 + 444γ2 + 366γ − 129

h11 = 2835γ11 − 10065γ9 − 700γ8 + 13198γ7 + 1818γ6 − 9826γ5 + 5242γ4

+ 11391γ3 + 18958γ2 + 10643γ + 2074

h12 = γ
(
945γ10 − 2955γ8 + 4874γ6 − 5014γ4 + 8077γ2 + 5369

)
h13 = γ

(
280γ7 + 580γ6 + 90γ5 − 856γ4 − 2211γ3 + 1289γ2 + 2169γ − 1965

)
h14 = γ

(
2γ2 − 3

) (
280γ7 − 890γ6 − 610γ5 + 1537γ4 + 380γ3 − 716γ2 − 82γ + 85

)
h15 = 35γ4 + 60γ3 − 150γ2 + 76γ − 5

h16 = γ
(
2γ2 − 3

) (
35γ4 − 30γ2 + 11

)
h17 = 315γ8 − 860γ6 + 690γ4 − 960γ3 + 1732γ2 − 1216γ + 299

h18 = 315γ6 − 145γ4 + 65γ2 + 21

h19 = 840γ9 + 1932γ8 + 234γ7 − 17562γ6 + 20405γ5 − 2154γ4 − 11744γ3

+ 12882γ2 − 4983γ + 102

h20 = 3600γ16 + 4320γ15 − 23840γ14 + 7824γ13 + 14128γ12 + 16138γ11 − 9872γ10

− 47540γ9 + 63848γ8 − 37478γ7 + 13349γ6 − 1471γ4 + 207γ2 − 45

h21 = −350γ7 + 1425γ5 − 400γ4 − 1480γ3 + 660γ2 + 285γ − 124

h22 = −300γ7 + 210γ6 + 1112γ5 + 2787γ4 + 2044γ3 + 3692γ2 + 6744γ + 1759

h23 = γ
(
75γ6 − 140γ4 − 283γ2 − 852

)
h24 = γ

(
2γ2 − 3

) (
210γ6 − 720γ5 + 339γ4 − 576γ3 + 3148γ2 − 3504γ + 1151

)
h25 = γ

(
2γ2 − 3

) (
350γ7 − 960γ6 − 705γ5 + 1632γ4 + 432γ3 − 768γ2 − 93γ + 96

)
h26 = γ2

(
3− 2γ2

)2 (
35γ4 − 30γ2 + 11

)
h27 = 15γ3 + 60γ2 + 19γ + 8

h28 = γ
(
70γ6 − 645γ4 + 768γ2 + 63

)
h29 = −75γ6 + 90γ4 + 333γ2 + 60

h30 = 25γ6 − 30γ4 + 60γ3 + 129γ2 + 76γ + 12

h31 =
(
1− 5γ2

)2
h32 = 80γ8 − 192γ6 + 152γ4 − 44γ2 + 3

h33 = γ
(
2γ2 − 1

) (
64γ6 − 216γ4 + 258γ2 − 109

)
h34 =

(
2γ2 − 1

)3 (
5γ2 − 8

)
h35 = γ

(
2γ2 − 3

) (
2γ2 − 1

)3
h36 = 8γ6 − 28γ4 + 6γ2 + 3

h37 = γ
(
384γ8 − 1528γ6 + 384γ4 + 2292γ2 − 1535

)
h38 = 393897472γ16 − 791542442γ14 − 3429240286γ12 + 3966858415γ10

+ 767410066γ8 − 21241500γ6 + 7188300γ4 − 1837500γ2 + 385875

h39 = 1575γ7 − 2700γ6 − 3195γ5 + 3780γ4 + 4993γ3 − 1188γ2 − 1485γ + 108

h40 = −3592192γ18 + 2662204γ16 + 46406238γ14 − 37185456γ12 − 25426269γ10

+ 222810γ8 − 246540γ6 + 79800γ4 − 19950γ2 + 3675

h41 = 44γ6 − 32γ4 − 425γ2 − 82

h42 = γ
(
16γ6 + 24γ4 − 226γ2 − 151

)
h43 = γ2

(
4γ8 − 59γ4 + 35γ2 + 60

)
h44 = −525γ7 + 1065γ5 − 3883γ3 + 1263γ

h45 = 175γ7 − 150γ6 − 355γ5 + 210γ4 + 185γ3 − 66γ2 − 37γ + 6

h46 = −175γ7 + 355γ5 − 185γ3 + 37γ

h47 = γ
(
525γ6 − 1065γ4 − 2773γ2 + 1041

)
h48 = 96γ10 − 8464γ8 + 54616γ6 − 70104γ4 + 9916γ2 + 13895

h49 = 6144γ16 − 587336γ14 + 4034092γ12 − 417302γ10 − 5560073γ8 − 142640γ6

+ 35710γ4 − 8250γ2 + 1575

h50 = −3747γ6 + 3249γ4 + 8535γ2 + 1051

h51 = 24576γ18 + 213480γ16 − 1029342γ14 − 1978290γ12 + 3752006γ10 + 816595γ8

− 55260γ6 + 13690γ4 − 3100γ2 + 525

h52 = γ
(
16γ6 + 204γ4 − 496γ2 − 869

)
h53 = γ2

(
8γ4 − 6γ2 − 9

)
h54 = γ

(
2γ2 − 3

) (
8γ6 − 6γ4 − 51γ2 − 8

)
h55 = −4321γ6 + 3387γ4 + 15261γ2 + 2057

h56 = 2100γ7 − 4996γ6 + 1755γ5 + 4332γ4 − 6422γ3 + 4212γ2 − 1209γ + 36

h57 = −1249γ6 + 1083γ4 + 1053γ2 + 9

h58 = −1823γ6 + 1221γ4 + 13155γ2 + 2039

h59 = −24γ6 + 18γ4 + 111γ2 + 16

h60 = γ
(
26γ2 − 9

)

Table I. Polynomials entering the total impulse as well as conservative/dissipative parts (see the supplemental material).

Radiated energy/momentum. From the impulse
we derive the change in the mechanical momentum of
the system (in the incoming center-of-mass), which gives

us the total radiated momentum, Pµrad = −(∆pµ1 + ∆pµ2 ).
The radiated energy for hyperbolic motion at 4PM, given
by ∆Ehyp ≡ Prad·m1u1+m2u2

MΓ with Γ ≡ E
M (M,E the total

mass and energy and ν ≡ m1m2

M2 ), then becomes:

∆E4PM
hyp = − G4M5ν2

b4Γ

{
15π2

(
γ2 − 1

) (
27
(
γ2 − 1

)
h31 + 2h50

)
+ 64 (45h32 − h48)

1440 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

h49

1440γ7 (γ2 − 1)
5/2
− arccosh2(γ)

(
16h53

(γ2 − 1)
2 +

32h54

(γ2 − 1)
7/2

)

− h55 log(2) arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

h57 log
(

2
γ+1

)
arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2 − h58 log(γ) arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2 + arccosh(γ)

(
h51

480γ8 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

16h52

5 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

)

−
h56Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h56Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
32 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h57Li2

(√
γ2 − 1− γ

)
2 (γ2 − 1)

2 +

h58Li2

(
−
(
γ −

√
γ2 − 1

)2
)

8 (γ2 − 1)
2

+ ν

[
4 (−45h32 + 30h33 − 30h37 + h48)

45 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

π2
(
54
(
γ2 − 1

)
h31 + h39 − 4h50

)
96 (γ2 − 1)

2 − arccosh2(γ)

(
16 (h42 − 2h53)

(γ2 − 1)
2 − 64(h43 + h54)

(γ2 − 1)
7/2

)

+
h38 − 490γ

(
3840γ7h34 + h49

)
352800γ8 (γ2 − 1)

5/2
+

(3h46 + 2h57) log
(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

(h44 + 2h55) log(2) arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

(h47 + 2h58) log(γ) arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2

+ arccosh(γ)

(
53760γ9h35 − 14γh51 + h40

3360γ9 (γ2 − 1)
3 − 32 (15h36 − 10h41 − 3h52)

15 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

)
+

(h56 − 6h45) Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

)
4 (γ2 − 1)

2 −
(h56 − 6h45) Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

2

−
(3h46 + 2h57) Li2

(√
γ2 − 1− γ

)
2 (γ2 − 1)

2 −
(h47 + 2h58) Li2

(
−
(
γ −

√
γ2 − 1

)2
)

8 (γ2 − 1)
2

]}
.

(8)
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Expanding in small velocities (v2
∞ = γ2−1� 1) we find,

b4∆E4PM
hyp

G4M5ν2
=

1568

45v∞
+

(
18608

525
− 1136ν

45

)
v∞ +

3136v2
∞

45

+

(
764ν2

45
− 356ν

63
+

220348

11025

)
v3
∞ +

(
1216

105
− 2272ν

45

)
v4
∞

+

(
−622ν3

45
+

3028ν2

1575
− 199538ν

33075
− 151854

13475

)
v5
∞

+

(
1528ν2

45
− 8056ν

1575
+

117248

1575

)
v6
∞ +O

(
v7
∞
)
.

(9)

A notable feature of the 4PM momentum is the emer-
gence of a total recoil along the perpendicular direction.
The full result is rather lengthy, however, performing a
velocity expansion we find (with ∆m ≡ m1−m2

M )

b4P 4PM
b,rad

π∆mG4M5ν2
=

37

30
+

1661v2
∞

560
+

1491v3
∞

400
+

23563v4
∞

10080

− 26757v5
∞

5600
+

700793v6
∞

506880
+O(v7

∞) .

(10)

Both expressions in (9) and (10) are consistent with the
state-of-the-art in the PN expansion [119–124]. On the
other hand, in the opposite limit, as γ gets large,

b4Γ∆E4PM
hyp

G4M5ν2
→ 13696

105
γ3ν log(2γ) , (11)

which signals the presence of (logarithmic) mass singu-
larities. We return to these limits in the conclusions.

GW energy flux. The B2B map allows us to con-
nect the radiated energy for the scattering process to
its counterpart over a period of an elliptic-like orbit via
∆Eell(j) = ∆Ehyp(j)−∆Ehyp(−j) [30], where j ≡ p∞b

GM2ν ,

with p∞ ≡ Mν
Γ v∞, is the (reduced) angular momentum.

However, similarly to the periastron advance at O(G3)
[28, 29], this expression vanishes at 4PM. To obtain ra-
diative observables for generic orbits we derived instead
the energy flux. Since nonlinear radiation-reaction terms
do not contribute to the energy loss at this order we can
resort to an adiabatic expansion. By writing the PM-
expanded energy flux in an isotropic gauge as [30]

dE

dt
=
M

r

∑
n

F (n)
E (γ)

(
GM

r

)(n+3)

, (12)

we find at 4PM order (see [30] for the 3PM term)

MπξF (1)
E =

3πΓ2ν

4 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

∆E
(1)
j hyp −

2ν3∆E
(0)
j hyp

(γ2 − 1)
2

Γ6ξ2

×
[
(γ − 1)3

(
10γ3 − 10γ2 − 9γ + 5

)
ν2

+ 4
(
5γ5 − 8γ4 + γ3 + 4γ2 − 3γ + 1

)
ν

+ 8γ4 − 4γ2 − 1
]
,

(13)

with ∆E(j)=
∑∞
n=0

∆E
(n)
j

jn+3 , ξ≡ E1E2

E2 , Ea≡
√
p2
∞ +m2

a.

Conclusions. We completed the knowledge of the to-
tal relativistic impulse in the scattering of non-spinning
bodies at 4PM order, including linear, nonlinear, and
hereditary radiation-reaction effects. We also derived the
total radiated spacetime momentum at O(G4), from
which we extracted the energy flux. In combination with
conservative results in [66, 67], the GW flux can be used
to compute observables for generic (un)bound orbits, in-
corporating an infinite series of velocity corrections. The
most intricate part of the calculation involves a series of
master integrals with retarded propagators, which we are
able to compute to all orders in the velocity through the
methodology of differential equations, without resorting
to PN resummations. The boundary conditions in the
near-static limit are obtained via the method of regions,
thus making direct contact with derivations in the PN
regime with potential and radiation modes. We find per-
fect agreement with various partial calculations in the
literature. Explicit values can be found in the supple-
mental material and ancillary file.

There are still some key aspects of the structure of
the impulse at 4PM order which deserve further study.
Firstly, concerning the high-energy limit, although many
nontrivial cancelations occur we find that the impulse
does not transition smoothly, but rather it diverges when
ma → 0 while γm1m2 is held fixed. Yet, we find that all
integrals of the form in (6) vanish in dimensional regular-
ization for the case of incoming velocities obeying the null
condition (u2

a = 0). This implies that the divergent terms
in the ma → 0 limit are associated with the enforcement
from the onset of timelike worldlines (u2

a = 1) in the
massive theory. Moreover, similarly to what happens at
3PM, the radiated energy diverges, this time with a fac-
tor of log(2γ) in the γ � 1 limit at 4PM order. We ex-
pect this behavior to be tamed in the nonperturbative
solution (see e.g. [125, 126] and references therein).

Secondly, there is the issue of the mass scaling of the
impulse [27], and violations thereof, e.g. [117, 118]. As we
mentioned, some of the radiative contributions affect only
the total radiated momentum in the b̂-direction, while
conserving energy. Moreover, they are even under time
reversal, see (10). To gain intuition about these terms,
from the impulse and total recoil we derived the relative
deflection angle (see supplemental material). We find
perfect consistency with the (odd-in-velocity) PN val-
ues in [27]. Yet, starting at 5PN order, we encounter
conservative-like (even-in-velocity) O(ν2) contributions
beyond the Feynman-only part.2 In principle, depend-
ing on their origin, these terms could be incorporated
into a relative Hamiltonian. We will discuss these issues
in more detail elsewhere.

2 The deflection angle is however in tension with the two distinct
values reported in [117, 118].
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In summary, in addition to the natural connections to
GW science, e.g. [99, 100], the solution of the (classical)
relativistic scattering problem at O(G4) presented here
demonstrates how the worldline EFT approach [15, 18],
combined with the methodology of differential equations
and integration by regions—already successfully imple-
mented both in the conservative [62–67] and dissipative
[72–76] sectors—are very powerful tools to tackle the en-
tire two-body dynamics in general relativity within the
PM expansion. Complete results at higher PM orders,
including spin and tidal effects, are underway.
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[30] G. Cho, G. Kälin, and R. A. Porto, From Boundary
Data to Bound States III: Radiative Effects, (2021),
arXiv:2112.03976 [hep-th].

[31] V. A. Smirnov, Analytic tools for Feynman integrals
(Springer, 2012).

[32] A. Kotikov, Differential equation method: The Calcu-
lation of N point Feynman diagrams, Phys. Lett. B
267, 123 (1991), [Erratum: Phys.Lett.B 295, 409–409
(1992)].

[33] E. Remiddi, Differential equations for Feynman graph
amplitudes, Nuovo Cim. A 110, 1435 (1997), arXiv:hep-
th/9711188.

[34] J. M. Henn, Multiloop integrals in dimensional regu-
larization made simple, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 251601
(2013), arXiv:1304.1806.

[35] M. Prausa, epsilon: A tool to find a canonical basis
of master integrals, Comput. Phys. Commun. 219, 361
(2017), arXiv:1701.00725 [hep-ph].

[36] R. N. Lee, Libra: A package for transformation of dif-
ferential systems for multiloop integrals, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 267, 108058 (2021), arXiv:2012.00279 [hep-
ph].

[37] R. N. Lee, Reducing differential equations for multiloop
master integrals, JHEP 04, 108, arXiv:1411.0911 [hep-
ph].

[38] L. Adams and S. Weinzierl, The ε-form of the differen-
tial equations for Feynman integrals in the elliptic case,
Phys. Lett. B 781, 270 (2018), arXiv:1802.05020 [hep-
ph].

[39] K. Chetyrkin and F. Tkachov, Integration by Parts: The
Algorithm to Calculate beta Functions in 4 Loops, Nucl.
Phys. B 192, 159 (1981).

[40] F. Tkachov, A Theorem on Analytical Calculability
of Four Loop Renormalization Group Functions, Phys.
Lett. B 100, 65 (1981).

[41] A. V. Smirnov and F. S. Chuharev, FIRE6: Feynman
Integral REduction with Modular Arithmetic, Comput.
Phys. Commun. 247, 106877 (2020), arXiv:1901.07808
[hep-ph].

[42] A. Smirnov and V. Smirnov, How to choose mas-
ter integrals, Nucl. Phys. B 960, 115213 (2020),
arXiv:2002.08042 [hep-ph].

[43] R. Lee, Presenting LiteRed: a tool for the Loop InTE-
grals REDuction, (2012), arXiv:1212.2685.

[44] R. N. Lee, LiteRed 1.4: a powerful tool for reduction
of multiloop integrals, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 523, 012059
(2014), arXiv:1310.1145 [hep-ph].

[45] M. Beneke and V. A. Smirnov, Asymptotic expansion
of Feynman integrals near threshold, Nucl. Phys. B522,
321 (1998), arXiv:hep-ph/9711391.

[46] B. Jantzen, A. V. Smirnov, and V. A. Smirnov, Ex-

pansion by regions: revealing potential and Glauber re-
gions automatically, Eur. Phys. J. C 72, 2139 (2012),
arXiv:1206.0546 [hep-ph].

[47] A. V. Smirnov, FIESTA4: Optimized Feynman integral
calculations with GPU support, Comput. Phys. Com-
mun. 204, 189 (2016), arXiv:1511.03614 [hep-ph].

[48] C. Meyer, Evaluating multi-loop Feynman integrals us-
ing differential equations: automatizing the transforma-
tion to a canonical basis, PoS LL2016, 028 (2016).

[49] C. Meyer, Transforming differential equations of multi-
loop Feynman integrals into canonical form, JHEP 04,
006, arXiv:1611.01087 [hep-ph].

[50] J. Broedel, C. Duhr, F. Dulat, R. Marzucca, B. Penante,
and L. Tancredi, An analytic solution for the equal-mass
banana graph, JHEP 09, 112, arXiv:1907.03787 [hep-
th].

[51] A. Primo and L. Tancredi, Maximal cuts and differential
equations for Feynman integrals. An application to the
three-loop massive banana graph, Nucl. Phys. B 921,
316 (2017), arXiv:1704.05465 [hep-ph].

[52] M. Hidding, DiffExp, a Mathematica package for com-
puting Feynman integrals in terms of one-dimensional
series expansions, Comput. Phys. Commun. 269,
108125 (2021), arXiv:2006.05510 [hep-ph].

[53] A. Goncharov, Multiple polylogarithms and mixed Tate
motives, (2001), arXiv:math/0103059.

[54] K.-T. Chen, Iterated path integrals, Bull. Am. Math.
Soc. 83, 831 (1977).

[55] C. Duhr, Mathematical aspects of scattering ampli-
tudes, (2014), arXiv:1411.7538 [hep-ph].

[56] C. Duhr and F. Dulat, PolyLogTools — polylogs for the
masses, JHEP 08, 135, arXiv:1904.07279 [hep-th].

[57] C. Dlapa, J. Henn, and K. Yan, Deriving canoni-
cal differential equations for Feynman integrals from
a single uniform weight integral, JHEP 05, 025,
arXiv:2002.02340 [hep-ph].

[58] A. V. Smirnov, N. D. Shapurov, and L. I. Vysotsky, FI-
ESTA5: numerical high-performance Feynman integral
evaluation, (2021), arXiv:2110.11660 [hep-ph].

[59] R. N. Lee, A. V. Smirnov, V. A. Smirnov, and M. Stein-
hauser, Four-loop quark form factor with quartic funda-
mental colour factor, JHEP 02, 172, arXiv:1901.02898
[hep-ph].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

We give explicit values for the conservative and dissipative contributions to the impulse as well as the (relative)
scattering angle. Ready-to-use results can also be found in the ancillary file.

Impulse. For the conservative part we find
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(
γ+1

2

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

3/2
+

h23 log(γ)

2 (γ2 − 1)
3/2
− h24 arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
3 − 3h26 arccosh2(γ)

32 (γ2 − 1)
7/2

+
3h27 log2

(
γ+1

2

)
2
√
γ2 − 1

+
3h28 log

(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

h29Li2

(
1−γ
γ+1

)
4
√
γ2 − 1

+
3
√
γ2 − 1h30Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
8(γ − 1)(γ + 1)

]
c
(4)cons
1ǔ1

=
9π2h31m1m

2
2 (m1 +m2) 2

32 (γ2 − 1)
+

2h32m1m
2
2

(
m2

1 +m2
2

)
(γ2 − 1)

3 +m2
1m

3
2

[
4h33

3 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

16h36 arccosh(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
3/2

]
c
(4)cons
1ǔ2

= −9π2h31m
2
1m2 (m1 +m2) 2

32 (γ2 − 1)
−

2h32m
2
1m2

(
m2

1 +m2
2

)
(γ2 − 1)

3 +m3
1m

2
2

[
− 4h33

3 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

16h36 arccosh(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
3/2

]

(14)

which reproduces the result in [66, 67]. For the dissipative part we split the result into two terms. For the (instanta-
neous) contribution involving a single radiation mode we have

c
(4)diss
1b,1rad

π
= m3

1m
2
2

[
h8

48 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

h10 log
(
γ+1

2

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h14 arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
7/2

]
+m2

1m
3
2

[
h19

48 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

h21 log
(
γ+1

2

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h25 arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
7/2

]
,

c
(4)diss
1ǔ1,1rad = m2

1m
3
2

[
− 8h34

3 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

+
8h35 arccosh(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
3

]
,

c
(4)diss
1ǔ2,1rad = m3

1m
2
2

[
h38

705600γ8 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

+
π2
(
108h31(γ2 − 1) + h39

)
192 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h40 arccosh(γ)

6720γ9 (γ2 − 1)
3 +

32h43 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
7/2

+
h44 log(2) arccosh(γ)

8 (γ2 − 1)
2

+
3h45

(
Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
− 4Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

))
16 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
3h46

(
log
(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)− 2Li2

(√
γ2 − 1− γ

))
8 (γ2 − 1)

2

−
h47

(
Li2

(
−
(
γ −

√
γ2 − 1

)2
)
− 2 log(γ) arccosh(γ)

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
8h60 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
2

]
+m2

1m
3
2

[
h49

1440γ7 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

+
π2
(
27h31(γ2 − 1) + 2h50

)
96 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
h51 arccosh(γ)

480γ8 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

32h54 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
7/2

− h55 log(2) arccosh(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

h56

(
Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
− 4Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

))
32 (γ2 − 1)

2

−
h57

(
log
(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)− 2Li2

(√
γ2 − 1− γ

))
4 (γ2 − 1)

2 +

h58

(
Li2

(
−
(
γ −

√
γ2 − 1

)2
)
− 2 log(γ) arccosh(γ)

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
16h59 arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
2

]

(15)

whereas the contribution involving two radiation modes going on-shell is given by

c
(4)diss
1b,2rad

π
= m3

1m
2
2

[√
γ2 − 1

(
h9 − 4γ2(γ + 1)h20

)
768(γ − 1)3γ9(γ + 1)4

+
log(γ)

(
h12 − 8

(
γ2 − 1

)
h23

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

5/2
+

arccosh(γ)
(
(γ + 1)h24 − 2(γ − 1)2h13

)
16(γ − 1)3(γ + 1)4

+
3h26 arccosh2(γ)

32 (γ2 − 1)
7/2

+
3 (h15 − 4h27) log2

(
γ+1

2

)
8
√
γ2 − 1

+ log

(
γ + 1

2

)(−2
(
γ2 − 1

)
h22 − h11

32 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

− 3 (h16 + h28) arccosh(γ)

16 (γ2 − 1)
2

)

+

(
−3
(
γ2 − 1

)
h18 − 8h29

)
Li2

(
1−γ
γ+1

)
32
√
γ2 − 1

−
3 (h17 + 8h30) Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
64
√
γ2 − 1

]
,

c
(4)diss
1ǔ1,2rad = 0 ,

c
(4)diss
1ǔ2,2rad = m3

1m
2
2

[
4 (h33 − h37)

3 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

16 (3h36 − 2h41) arccosh(γ)

3 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

− 8 (h42 + h60) arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
2

]
+m2

1m
3
2

[
2 (45h32 − h48)

45 (γ2 − 1)
3 − 16h52 arccosh(γ)

5 (γ2 − 1)
3/2

− 16 (h53 + h59) arccosh2(γ)

(γ2 − 1)
2

]

(16)

We find perfect agreement with various partial results reported in [26, 27, 119–124].
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Scattering angle. By performing a Lorentz boost using the value of the total recoil we can derive the relative
spacelike impulse, ∆p, via (see [26])

∆p = ∆p1 +
E1

E
Prad +O

(
P 2

rad

)
. (17)

From here we can obtain a relative scattering angle, given by (recall j ≡ p∞b/(GM2ν))

χrel

2
≡ 1

2
arccos

(
p+ · p−
|p−||p+|

)
=

∞∑
n=1

χ
(n)
b,rel

(
GM

b

)n
=

∞∑
n=1

χ
(n)
j,rel

jn
, (18)

with p− and p+ ≡ p− + ∆p, the relative incoming/outgoing three-momentum at infinity.

We find, in impact parameter space,

χ
(4)
b,rel(γ) = χ

(4)cons
b,rel (γ) + δχ

(4)rr
b,rel (γ) (19)

δχ
(4)rr
b,rel (γ) = χ

(4)1rad
b,rel (γ) + χ

(4)2rad
b,rel (γ) , (20)

where

χ
(4)cons
b,rel (γ)

πΓ =
3h61

128 (γ2 − 1)
3 + ν

[
−

3h3K2
(
γ−1
γ+1

)
32 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
3h4E

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
K
(
γ−1
γ+1

)
32 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
π2h5

16(1− γ2)
+

3h27 log2
(
γ+1

2

)
4(1− γ2)

−
h6 log

(
γ−1

2

)
32 (γ2 − 1)

2 +
3h15 log

(
γ−1

2

)
log
(
γ+1

2

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

−
h22 log

(
γ+1

2

)
32 (γ2 − 1)

2 −
h23 log(γ)

4 (γ2 − 1)
2 +

3h26 arccosh2(γ)

64 (γ2 − 1)
4 +

h24 arccosh(γ)

32 (γ2 − 1)
7/2
−

3h16 log
(
γ−1

2

)
arccosh(γ)

32 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

−
3h28 log

(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)

32 (γ2 − 1)
5/2

− h62

384γ7 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

21h2E2
(
γ−1
γ+1

)
64(γ − 1)2(γ + 1)

−
3
√
γ2 − 1h7Li2

(√
γ−1
γ+1

)
2(γ − 1)2(γ + 1)3

+
h29Li2

(
1−γ
γ+1

)
8(1− γ2)

+

(
3
√
γ2 − 1h7

8(γ − 1)2(γ + 1)3
+

3h30

16− 16γ2

)
Li2

(
γ − 1

γ + 1

)]
,

(21)

which agrees with the Feynman-only part computed in [66, 67] (including potential and tail terms), and

Γχ
(4)1rad
b,rel (γ)

πν
=

h64

96 (γ2 − 1)
7/2

+
h65 log

(
γ+1

2

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

5/2
+
h63 arcsinh

(√
γ−1√

2

)
8 (γ2 − 1)

4 − h25 arccosh(γ)

32 (γ2 − 1)
4

+ ν

[
h67

96 (γ2 − 1)
7/2

+
h68 log

(
γ+1

2

)
16 (γ2 − 1)

5/2
− arccosh(γ) ((γ + 1)h14 + (γ − 3)h25)

32 (γ2 − 1)
4 +

h66 arcsinh
(√

γ−1√
2

)
8(γ − 1)2(γ + 1)4

]
,

Γχ
(4)2rad
b,rel (γ)

πν2
=

log
(
γ+1

2

) (
2
(
γ2 − 1

)
h22 + h11

)
64(γ − 1)3(γ + 1)2

−
log(γ)

(
h12 − 8

(
γ2 − 1

)
h23

)
32(γ − 1)3(γ + 1)2

+
arccosh(γ)

(
2(γ − 1)2h13 − (γ + 1)h24

)
32 (γ2 − 1)

7/2

+
3
√
γ2 − 1 (h16 + h28) log

(
γ+1

2

)
arccosh(γ)

32(γ − 1)3(γ + 1)2
− h9 − 4γ2(γ + 1)h20

1536γ9 (γ2 − 1)
3 −

3 (h15 − 4h27) log2
(
γ+1

2

)
16(γ − 1)

− 3h26 arccosh2(γ)

64(γ − 1)4(γ + 1)3
+

(
3

64
(γ + 1)h18 +

h29

8(γ − 1)

)
Li2

(
1− γ
γ + 1

)
+

3 (h17 + 8h30) Li2

(
γ−1
γ+1

)
128(γ − 1)

,

(22)

where (for the sake of notation) we have introduced a few additional polynomials:

h61 = 35(γ − 1)(γ + 1)
(
33γ4 − 18γ2 + 1

)
h62 = 3600γ16 + 4320γ15 − 35360γ14 + 33249γ13 + 27952γ12 − 25145γ11 − 15056γ10 − 32177γ9 + 64424γ8 − 38135γ7 + 13349γ6 − 1471γ4

+ 207γ2 − 45

h63 = γ2
(
2γ2 − 3

) (
2γ2 − 1

) (
35γ4 − 30γ2 + 11

)
h64 = −4140γ8 + 702γ7 + 15018γ6 − 8491γ5 − 9366γ4 + 10052γ3 − 6210γ2 + 2681γ − 102

h65 = 210γ7 − 240γ6 − 755γ5 + 216γ4 + 1200γ3 − 508γ2 − 295γ + 124

h66 = γ
(
2γ2 − 3

) (
2γ2 − 1

) (
35γ4 − 30γ2 + 11

)
h67 = −

(
(γ − 1)

(
420γ9 + 7596γ8 − 2040γ7 − 30840γ6 + 21667γ5 + 18929γ4 − 26710γ3 + 14910γ2 − 3177γ − 947

))
h68 = (γ − 1)

(
490γ7 − 290γ6 − 1725γ5 + 189γ4 + 2632γ3 − 952γ2 − 661γ + 253

)

(23)

Due to the different properties under time reversal, the distinction between the two radiation-reaction terms is
straightforward. This is also manifest after performing a PN expansion in small v2

∞ � 1. In order to compare with
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the literature it is convenient to transform to j space. We find at O(G4):

δχ
(4)rr
j,rel (γ)

π
=

121νv∞
30

+

(
23111ν

1680
− 437ν2

60

)
v3
∞ +

(
511ν3

48
− 75253ν2

3360
+

44759ν

2240

)
v5
∞ +

1491

400
ν2v6
∞

+

(
−455ν4

32
+

26367ν3

896
− 288007ν2

10080
+

1350131ν

1182720

)
v7
∞ +O

(
v8
∞
)
,

(24)

in complete agreement with the result in Table XI of [27], except for the O(ν2v6
∞) term. Likewise, we can PN expand

the full result using the same convention as in Eq. (9.2) of [27]. Keeping only even-in-velocity terms, we find

Γ3χ
(4)
j,rel(γ)− χ(4)

j,Sch(γ)

π

∣∣∣∣∣
even

= −15ν

4
+

(
123π2ν

256
− 557ν

16

)
v2
∞ +

(
33601π2ν

16384
− 6113ν

96
− 37

5
ν log (v∞/2)

)
v4
∞

+

(
1491ν2

400
+

93031π2ν

32768
− 615581ν

19200
− 1357

280
ν log (v∞/2)

)
v6
∞ +O

(
v8
∞
)
,

(25)

in agreement with Eq. (9.2) except for the same O(ν2v6
∞) contribution, which first enters at 5PN order. (The expres-

sion in (25) also disagrees with the two distinct results given in [117, 118].)

We will discuss the implications in more detail elsewhere. Let us, however, add a few remarks. First of all, although
one could in principle incorporate these extra terms into a relative Hamiltonian, it is not entirely clear from our
calculation alone which portion corresponds to nonlinear gravitational radiation-reaction forces (and/or hereditary
terms), which are evaluated on the unperturbed (conservative) solution; or instead produced by effects at second
order in the linear radiation-reaction force, and thus evaluated on the leading non-conservative trajectory. While we
could in principle include the former the latter clearly does not belong there. Secondly, these extra terms radiate
linear momentum, see (10). Therefore, they are only ‘conservative’ from the point of view of the relative motion.
Finally, following [27] we have used the relative impulse to obtain the deflection angle. Although the full analysis
in [27] is valid at linear order in the radiation-reaction force, we have only used the Lorentz boost to the outgoing
center-of-mass frame, see (17). In principle, this holds up to O(P 2

rad), namely 6PM order. However, it is still possible
that (17) may have to be modified to fully incorporate non-linear radiation-reaction effects in the relative motion.
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