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Abstract

We obtain the matter-graviton scattering amplitude in the gravitational theory
of quadratic curvature, which has wa term in the action. Unitarity bound is
not satisfied because of the existence of negative norm states, while an analog of
unitarity bound for S-matrix unitarity holds due to the cancelation among the
positive norm states and negative norm ones in the unitarity summation in the
optical theorem. The violation of unitarity bound is a counter example of Llewellyn
Smith’s conjecture on the relation between tree-level unitarity and renormalizability.
We have recently proposed a new conjecture that an analog of the unitarity bound
for S-matrix unitarity gives the equivalent conditions to those for renormalizability.
We show that the gravitational theory of quadratic curvature is a nontrivial example
consistent with our conjecture.
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1 Introduction

There are a few basic properties which quantum field theories (QFT) are supposed to
possess, causality, locality, analyticity, S-matrix unitarity. The last of these governs
the high-energy behavior of scattering amplitudes in renormalizable QFT. In particular,
more than half a century ago Froissart and Martin used unitarity together with dispersion
relation to derive high-energy bound on elastic two-two amplitudes [1,2]. Later the tree-
level unitarity bound on two-two amplitudes at high energy called the tree unitarity was
introduced [3-8]. Since the unitarity bound makes a relation among the quantities of
different orders in the coupling constants, the tree unitarity inductively exposes full order
properties of the perturbation with respect to the coupling constants [6], and it is expected
to be a very powerful tool in determining whether a given QFT is renormalizable or not.
The tree unitarity fails for QF'T with higher derivative kinetic terms, including Lee-Wick
type QFT [9,10] and R?, gravity [11,12], because of negative norm field (ghost). The
tree unitarity can be extended to perturbative S-matrix unitarity (SST = 1) for higher-
derivative QFT [13,14].

The important question then arises whether the same holds true for the scattering
amplitude in gravity theories. In this paper we address ourselves to this question, and to
this end we compute the matter-graviton scattering amplitudes in two gravity theories,
Einstein gravity! and wa gravity [11], or quadratic gravity. The reason why we consider
both is that the former is a non-renormalizable theory while the latter is a renormalizable
one. A part of our results has been reported briefly in [14]. In the present paper we obtain
the matter-graviton scattering amplitudes in full, and study how the perturbative S-matrix
unitarity is obeyed, even though the tree unitarity fails, in quadratic gravity. Some of the
amplitudes have been computed in earlier papers by considering leading terms in the
power of Mandelstam’s s (CMS energy squared) or for some helicity states [17,18].

It was shown that in gauge theories the unitarity bound at tree-level called the tree
unitarity implies similar conditions for renormalizability [3-6]. A similar situation should
hold for the S-matrix unitarity. This expectation has been verified at tree level in scalar
field theories with higher-order derivatives [13]. Hence we focus on the S-matrix unitarity
for matter-graviton scattering amplitudes at the tree-level (figure 3) in R, gravity.

S-matrix unitarity is a key element in many processes involving gravitons; some stud-
ies of particle radiation from black holes have been made referring to unitarity [19-21].
It was pointed out that the quadratic curvature changes the fate of black holes [22, 23]
and the spacetime causality [24-29]. Unitarity should come into play in graviton scatter-
ing at Planckian energies [17,18,30-32]. The explicit evaluation of the matter-graviton
amplitudes (of all combinations of spin/helicity states including ghost field) in quadratic
gravity should show us the basic properties of QFT at Planckian energies, which are so
far unknown to us.

One intriguing property of the quadratic gravity is that the gravity field h,, contains
massive negative norm field (ghost) in addition to the usual massless graviton field and
a scalar component. The appearance of ghost field is common to higher-derivative field

!The amplitudes in Einstein gravity have been known since long time ago [15, 16].



theories [12] and it implies negative probability. This apparent difficulty of the higher-
derivative field theory has been investigated repeatedly in relation to unitarity (see for
instance a review article [33]) since the early works of Lee and Wick [9,10]. In this paper
we are concerned with ghost fields only in connection with the question of how it comes
to rescue the perturbative S-matrix unitarity.

A recent work [34] studies how the ghost field may be treated as an unstable resonance
maintaining the unitarity. More recently there has been a new development [35-37], called
gravitational positivity bound, which aims at relating, by use of unitarity, dispersion
relation and graviton exchange, particle physics at low energies to Planckian energies. The
basic notion and tools are developed earlier in [38]. We wish to learn from our evaluation
of the scattering amplitudes in the quadratic gravity some hint on the question whether
this theory may provide the UV completion of quantum gravity.

The matter-matter scattering amplitude in wa gravity has earlier been investigated [39];
the authors of this paper have shown that the unitarity bound is satisfied. The matter
considered there have no negative norm states, and thus, the discussion of S-matrix uni-
tarity in matter-matter scattering cannot uncover the issue of negative norm fields. In
this paper, we analyse the matter-graviton scattering, which is the simplest situation that
involves the negative norm gravitons in the initial and/or final states.

We introduce a scalar field as matter. The renormalized action of RIQW gravity with a
scalar field that we consider is [40]

S =8, + S, (1.1)
1
Sy = /d4$\/—g <A + ERjL aR? + ﬁRi,,) , (1.2)

Sn= [ dsv=g (—%gﬂ”ww S - A 5¢2R) S 3)

We call S, the gravitational action and S,, the matter action. We analyse scatterings on
the Minkowski background and thus A is set to vanish. Moreover, in tree-level amplitude
of matter-graviton scattering, the quartic-order term of ¢ (i.e. A¢?) does not give any
contribution.

Our (classical) background is the vacuum in Minkowski spacetime, and graviton h,,
is defined by the deviation of the physical metric g, from Minkowski metric 7,,,,

hyw = G — M- (1.4)

We expand the action (1.1) with respect to h,, and study the quantum field theory on
the background metric 7, .

It is appropriate to see at this early stage what kinds of vertices of h,,’s and ¢’s we
need to compute the tree amplitudes of matter-graviton scattering. From all tree graphs
contributing to the scattering in figure 3, we find that we need vertices of only three kinds,
P @2, hiu, hiugbz.

The computation of the gravitation scattering is bound to be quite involved and
lengthy, particularly so for the case of quadratic gravity. To avoid reading the lengthy



calculations on the readers’ side, much of the lengthy calculations is relegated to a few
appendices, Appendices B, C, D and E. Appendix A is a minimal necessary account of
the canonical quantization of the massive gravity. In the text only the results of the
computation are reported.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, the canonical quantization is done.
We see that the asymptotic degrees of freedom of graviton are decomposed into three
parts, massless gravitons, a massive scalar graviton and massive gravitons. The first
two have positive norm, while the last is negative norm excitation, that is ghost modes.
In section 3, we show the propagators and vertex functions, which are required in the
calculation of scattering amplitude. In section 4, we give the derivation of scattering
amplitude. In section 5, we show the UV limit of scattering amplitude. We confirm that
perturbative S-matrix unitarity is satisfied in the quadratic gravity, in section 6. Section 7
is devoted to a summary and discussion. Appendix A is given for the detailed derivation of
canonical quantization of massive graviton. In Appendix B, we give a calculation technic
in gravitational perturbation. Appendices C, D and E are given to show the detailed
calculations.

We use the following notation. RZV represents R, " and tensor squared appearing
in this paper means similar. The symmetrization of indices is expressed as

Au(alaz\u|a3\)\|a4a5...an) — %ZAﬂaffla%”affs)‘a%af’s“'a"n’ (15)
where the sum is computed over all permutations ¢ = {0y, -+ ,0,} of the set {1,--- n}.

2 Canonical quantization

Two alternative ways of quantizing higher derivative gravity have been given in the past,
the path integral method [11] and the canonical quantization [41]. The latter method
seems more suitable for our purpose of computing scattering amplitudes and of dealing
with negative norm states. We recapitulate the minimal account of canonical quantization
for this purpose, particularly introducing the creation and annihilation operators.

For the scalar field, it is done by analysing the quadratic parts of the scalar field action

!

S@) —
m 2

/d4:c [—n“”@u(b&,é — m2¢2} . (2.1)

The canonical quantization is done in the usual way,
d3p —ipx T ipx 2 2
o= [ L _Laype ™ +ale™ ), (o= vVEiemd), (22
Vv (2m)2pg

where a4(p) and a;(p) are the creation and anihilation operators, respectively.



The second-order action for graviton is obtained by the expansion of the gravitational
action (1.2) with respect to hy,
1

1
S = 1 / diz l? Py £l + @ (£ Phag)” + B (L hag)*| - (23)

where £#°F is a differential operator defined as
Lot = aptlen? — gl — 9 oyt — opn? 4 9y 9 0° . (2.4)

The last two terms of Eq.(2.3) have the higher-order derivatives in time, which give
negative norm states [12]. This type of theory can be quantized directly, but it involves
many constraints, which makes the analysis complicated. An easy way of quantizing such
a theory is to transform action (2.3) into that with second-order derivatives by introducing
Lagrange multiplier A

1

1 14 v Vv,
Z/d‘*az [?hﬂ U +aU? + BU, + N (U* = L hag) | (2.5)

e
Sg2 =

where U = U*,,. The variation of this action with respect to A, gives

UM — LM hyg = 0, (2.6)

and substituting back this into action (2.5), we go back to the original action (2.3) .
Any tensor A,, can be decomposed into the trace part and traceless part by

1 -
A,uu = ZAn,uu + A;w- (27>
The traceless part le, satisfying fl,ﬂ = 0, is obtained by operating the projection tensor
_ 1
Guy,aﬁ = Nuap)y — 177#1/77&6’ (28)
that is
A,uu = Guu,aﬁAaﬁ- (29)

Then, the action (2.5) can be written as

!
Sp =1 / {wﬂy + = I U™ + Xy O

ﬁ 2 1 1 v,af3
+ (a + ) U2 4 ShU + 20U = M has | (2.10)

The constraint equations on U and U, follow from the variation of action (2.10) with
respect to U and U,,,,. Substituting back these constraint equations into action (2.10), we
have

1
592: Z/d4ll§'

1 ? 1 ?
— — A L1108 2.11
43 ( i+ A‘“’) 64a + 1683 ( " A) AL e ] (211)



The field redefinition

h',uz/ = M, + ],uz/ (212)
1 1
)\UV - —EHMV + E[MV (213)

makes the action (2.11) diagonal in H,, and I,

1

S92 = 12

1 «@
d'z [HWE‘“’WHQB - <IW£W’°¢‘1Q5 + e (1; T BP))} ,(2.14)
where [ := I*,. Since the quadratic action (2.14) is composed of diagonalized gravitons
with the second-order derivatives, we quantize these fields in the usual manner.
The form of the second-order action (2.14) for H,, is the same as that for the linearized
graviton in Einstein gravity, that is a masslass spin-2 mode, and thus the same asymptotic
states as those in Einstein gravity are obtained,

— 3 K (o) —ipx (o)t ipx (o)
HMV - ZU:/d p\/m_ {CLH (p)€ p -+ p (p)ep }e“y (p)’ (215)

where py = \/1? and the sum is computed over all elements of a basis of asymptotic
states. The same as in Einstein gravity, the number of independent components for
massless graviton H,, is two. o in Eq.(2.15) represents two helicity states.

There are a few different conventions of defining graviton polarization. Berends and
Gastmans use 0 = +2,—2 as basis elements [16]. We use those constructed from the
vector elements [14,47], given in Eqgs.(A.30) of Appendix A.

The second-order action (2.14) for I, is that for massive graviton [45] but with the
negative sign. The mass term does not have Fierz-Pauli form unless 3a+ 5 # 0. Therefore,
this massive graviton generically includes not only spin-2 but also spin-0 (scalar) degrees
of freedom. Because of the over all negative sign of the action, the massive spin-2 graviton
gives negative norm states, while the positive-norm spin-0 graviton appears. The way of
quantization is shown in Appendix A, and the result is

1, = Bp— {a(a) e 4 g1 eipx}e(")

g ;/ P Tayip LT P ey
K

7 ——

v (27)pg

{astmpe + e} 2=, (216)

where

A A Pu
0 v = N + v = .
W Um bup Pu |p2|

(2.17)

The polarization basis e,(g,) appearing in Eq. (2.15) and that in Eq. (2.16) are the same

except that the mass in the former is set to zero while that in the latter nonzero. This
observation makes our computation of a few different amplitudes substantially easier.
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The commutation relations for annihilation and creation operators are
(ao(k), al(p)] = 8°(k —p). [0} (k), i (p)] = 65:0°(k — p).
[\ (k), a7 (p)] = —0,:0° (k — p), [as(k), a(p)] = °(k — p).  (2.18)

The negative sign in the third commutation relation means that the particle states of

agfr ) (p) lead to negative norms.

3 Propagators and Vertex functions

3.1 Propagators

The propagators for the scalar field ¢ and graviton h,, are obtained from the quadratic
actions (2.1) and (2.3). For scalar field, it becomes

—1

Gy=——. 3.1
6T e (3.1)
The quadratic action for graviton (2.3) is written as
S.= [ dzh 1 ig + p0O?% ) pRaduw 4 _LD + (3a + B)O? pO B g
g2 = [ @ ERas 12 K2 “ o
(3.2)
where PO(ZQB)’W is the projection to the transverse-traceless component, and PCE%{ L tO the
transverse-trace part, defined respectively by?
@ L g0+ 00t L0050
P2 1= 5 el + 60s8) = 00t (33
o _1
Pog = gﬁaﬁew,. (3.4)

Thus, the quadratic action for graviton is decomposed into the spin-2 (transverse-traceless)
and the spin-0 (transverse-trace) parts. The degrees of freedom other than the trans-
verse ones are gauge modes. Theories with gauge degrees of freedom may be dealt with
by Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) method, where gauge and Faddeev-Popov (FP)
ghost modes should be taken into account. However, in the tree-level approximation that
we take in this paper, gauge modes do not appear even in the internal lines. Hence,
it is enough to derive the propagators and vertex functions only for transverse modes.
Therefore, we take the harmonic gauge [11]

0"l = 0. (3.5)

2To be precise, the projection tensors are defined in Fourier space.



Figure 1: Scalar (left) and graviton (right) propagators.

The graviton propagator is obtained by taking the inverse of each part in the quadratic
action for graviton (3.2),

21 @) i 0)
S — - 1C poO
Bp2 (p2 +m2) P " 2(3a+ B)p? (p? +mZ) O

Gapw = (3.6)

where m; and mg are masses of the massive spin-2 and spin-0 modes, respectively, satis-
fying®

m7 = —(Br*)7", mg = (26* (3 + 5))_1 : (3.7)

The Feynman diagrams for propagators are shown in figure 1.

3.2 Vertex functions

Vertex functions are obtained by further expanding the total action (1.1) with respect
to hy,. As we have commented, imposing the transversality condition for graviton A,
Eq.(3.5) does not affect the result in the tree-level approximation. Therefore, hereinafter
the transversality condition (3.5) is used without notice. The matter-graviton scattering is
expessed by the Feynman diagrams with two ¢- and two h,,-external lines, and then, only
linear and quadratic orders for h,, of the matter action, and cubic order of gravitational
action are required. (See the Feynman diagrams appearing later in figure 3.)
Let us further expand the matter action (1.3) in powers of h,,,

oom forflrasna

1 1
3 h [0 0,00,0 — m*$7] + 51 0,00,6 — €6°Oh

+ (11_6h2 _ %haﬁhaﬁ) (=1 0,00,6 — m*¢?] + ihh“”amaué - %hwhau 0y ¢
v (= 3hh = § Ou1) (041 + 10,00 + T

+Z (Ouhyw) (O“R*) — % (Ouhp) (8%‘”))} +O(¢*h?). (3.8)

3To avoid tachyonic instability for massive graviton I uv, we might be required to impose 8 < 0 and
3a+ 5 >0.
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Figure 2: Graviton-matter three-point (left) and the graviton-matter four-point (middle),
graviton three-point (right) vertex functions: The double wiggly lines corresponds to
graviton h,,,, while the scalar field ¢ is described by dotted lines.

The second line in the above equation gives the 3-point vertex functions for ¢(p1)¢(p2) b (p3)-
We decompose it into é-independent and -dependent parts,

MY = MY+ MY, (3.9)
 pv 1 a v 1% v

N =5 [(praps — m®) 0" — plips — pips] (3.10)
Ny = 2p3n™. (3.11)

Similarly, the 4-point vertex functions for ¢(p1)@(p2)huw (P3)has(ps) become

Nl = Mol g exged, (3.12)
I pv,o 1 V.o« o vV vo
Nyl = 1 [(p1yp3 —m?) (0" — pron® — pone)]
1 % 14 (07 (0] (0% v (0% (0% 1%
+7 [— (pips + piph) n™ — (plpg +p?p2) 0" + (pi'ps + piph) n””

+ (pﬁ‘pg +piph ) 0" + (pips + pips) '’ + (pipg + p’fpé) n“a} (3.13)
N2 = (3 + pi + ps - pa) 00" — (205 + 2p3 + 3ps - pa) 0"
"py 4 epdph. (3.14)

—2ppin®™? — 2pS P + 0" ply
The corresponding Feynman diagrams are shown in figure 2.
Let us move to the graviton three-point vertex function corresponding to the rightmost
graph in figure 2. It is obtained from the gravitational action (1.2) but it involves a lengthy
calculation. The derivation is given in Appendix B and we show here only the result?,

1[1 1 3 1
= [ d*a{—= | =h?0h — =hh*®0h,s — —h*®h,s0h + —~h*’hg70h,
S / x{ K2 {16 8 T

1 1 1 1
—Zhh‘lﬁﬁoﬁgh + Zhaﬁhavaﬁayh —§ha'vhﬁ%9aaﬁfLVA + Ziﬂﬁwé’aaﬁhVA

+a ih%j?h - Zh“ﬁhwm?h - %h‘“ﬁmhaﬁmh — 2hh*P 0,05 0h + h**h,,” 0,05 0h

4The result here is simplified by partial integration.



1 3 3 1
——hOhDh + —Rh20%h — —hsh*’0%h + —hOh,z0OR?
AT MED 1607 +gltthas

1 1 1
—h* OhasOh — 11 hy Ohe, — Shh™0,0,0h

1 1
+§hDh°‘58a85h + Zh“o‘huﬁaa&ﬁDh + h**0OhP0,05h,,,

1 1 1
+§ha“hﬁ"aaaﬁmhw — §haﬁh“”aaagmhw — Zh“”Dh‘lﬁaa@ghW} } . (3.15)

This gives the 3-point vertex function for h,, (p1)has(p2)hyr(ps), but, since the expression
is lengthy, we show it in Appendix C. Here we show the 3-point vertices for modes with
basis elements e,(f,r,) and/or 6,,,/v/3 (see Egs.(2.15) and (2.16) for the decomposition of hy,
in this basis). In the derivation, we use the relations among p;’, €7 ,, and 6; ,, shown in
Appendix C, which is obtained by direct calculations.

Z

pr,aByA
)\3 €1 €203E3v )

1 /8 v (3
~ o 02+ s+ 5 - 5 (44 )| s,

1 2 2 2 nw v oa B wov o f w v o f
+ ) + (pl +p3+ Pg) <P1u‘32u‘31a‘335p1 + P2u€1,€24,633P2 + p3ue21/63aelﬁp3)

1 p
i {@ - e “’g)} (1 e5” PIDtesn + erwelplpiessn

By X\ MYy A By, oA e BNPN
tTC1wey PaP2C3yx T €3 €y PaPoCiyx + €l €3 P3P3E2yA + €365 p3p361w\) ,(3.16)

v, 1
Ag 7 ﬁ7ﬁ/>\61uue2aﬁ (%934/)\)
1 s 1y 2 1(292 pg)2 Ly 15, 2
=V3 | mqa g Witm) + g |+ Gak B —gps— grs (0 +13)

p3

2 2
B (_5 (! + ) + (p? p2 p1 +p3) )

nv
61w/62

2 4
+v/3 [— -+ 3 (3o + B) % 1p2 ] Paueh,ehapy, (3.17)
3

Vo 1 1
e, (s ) (50 )

belwpy « _
= LD (1 (ol + 3208 + ) + 208 + 5)) — 120800)

+(3a+ B) (12p1(p3 + p3) + 4(p5 + p5) — 36(p3p3 + Pps3))
+6 (97 + 3p1(p5 +13)) } (3.18)
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- 1 1 1
e (o) (G (5%)
V3 1
- 144pipsp; | K2

—14(p1p; + pips + Paps) — 28pip3p; (1 + p3 + p3))
+2(3a+ B) (—(p1” + p3° + pi°) + 11(pip5 + pips + pip3 + pips + P3ps + P5p3)
—10(p1pS + pip§ + pSps + pips + paps + Pops)

(= (P} + 5 + p3) + 8(pips + pivs + pips + pip; + P3p§ + P5p3)

—34pip3ps(p1 + s + p3) — 42p1p3p5 (pips + pips + pap3)) |, (3.19)

where we omit the suffix (o) denoting the helicites in eff,r,), and pl"’s are the momenta of

modes associated with basis e; ,, or 6; ,,/ V3.

4 Amplitudes for matter-graviton scattering

The simplest scattering involving gravitons with positive norm and/or negative norm is a
matter-graviton two-body scattering, which is the concern of this paper. The graviton field

. is decomposed into the massless part H,, and the massive part 1, (see Eq.(2.12)).
H,, has two massless transverse-traceless (T'T) degrees of freedom eff,r,) (see Eq.(2.15)) with
positive norm, while I, is composed of five negative-norm massive transverse-traceless
degrees of freedom e,(f,r,) and one positive-norm massive TT degree of freedom 6, (see
Eq.(2.16)). We expand H,, and I, as

2
Hy =Y / FpH (p)el?) (p), (4.1)
o=1

Tw =2 [ e wew + I (p) =00 (P) (4.2)

H©)(p), I1©°)(p) are the operators for TT components, and I**)(p) is that for the trace
component. The two eff{,) appearing in Eqgs. (4.1) and (4.2) are the same except that the
mass is set to zero in the former. The operators H?)(p), 1) (p) are written with the

annihilation and the creation operators (see Eqs.(2.15) and (2.16)) as

HOp) = e {al? D)e 7 + o (p)ee} (4.3)
19(p) =~ {all D + a7 )™ (4.4)
19p) = e {astpe ™ + al(p)e™} (45)

11
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Figure 3: Contact, s-, u- and t-channel exchange diagrams (from left to right): The double
wiggly lines correspond to graviton h,,, while the scalar field ¢ is described by dotted
lines. The initial (final) state is composed of a graviton h,, (hag) with momentum &, (k3)
and a scalar field ¢ with momentum ks (ky).

y
k ki —ks Nk
1 1 3 ‘\2

We introduce h\?)(p) denoting either of TT modes H'?)(p) or 1\?)(p), since the scattering
amplitudes become the same except for the value of mass.

We are now ready to discuss our main issue, the h,,-¢ scattering amplitudes. We fix
the kinematics of h,,-¢ scattering by

hwj(kl, €1,y O ‘91,#,/) + ¢(k2) — hag(kig, €3,a8 OT ‘93’0{5) + ¢(k4), (46)

as shown in figure 3. In our calculation at the tree level, there are four types of graphs,
contact term due to M’ the s- and u-channel exchanges of ¢ propagator and the ¢-
channel exchange of h,, propagator, denoted by A., As, A,, and A;, respectively. Figure
3 shows the corresponding Feynman diagrams of them.

Three cases of h,,-¢ scattering are considered separately:

A ¢ — hlog,
B : h9¢ = 10¢, I6)¢ — hlg, (two are related) (4.7)
C : I¥¢p - IGg.

Since the expression of the amplitudes turns out to be the same regardless of the positivity
or negativity of the graviton norm, we do not need to distinguish them here.

The field operators H@) (p), I19)(p) and I*)(p) of Eqs.(4.3)-(4.5) are not canonically
normalized. Taking the normalization into account, we should add a factor x per an
external graviton. Since we now have two external gravitons, we should multiply the
usual calculation from the Feynmann diagram by 2. We will show each contribution
and then give the scattering amplitude by summing it up. Since the calculations of the
t-channel exchange and summation are complicated, we show the detailed derivation in

Appendix D.
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4.1 h9¢ — nl9g

Contributions from the contact interaction A., the s-channel exchange A, and the u-
channel exchange 4, are obtained as follows,

1
AC:I{z 5(k‘g'k‘4—|—m2)T1"[61'63]—(k‘g'61'63'[(544‘](52'63'61']&’4)

—&r? [(2kF 4 2k5 — 3k - k) Tr[er - e3] + 2k - €1 - e3 - ka] (4.8)
2]{32'61'/{52 k’4'63'/€4

As: 9
(/{?1 + ]{52)2 + m2

(4.9)

and A, is obtained from A, by crossing relation ks <> —ky4, as seen from figure 3. The
calculation of the t-channel exchange A; is more involved because of the three point vertex
of gravitons, and is given in Appendix D,

1 B(k? + k3)
Ay =k ( + L
' (k1 — k3)2  Bk1 — k) — 5=2(k1 — k3)?
[—(kl'k2+k1'kﬁ4)(k?2'61'63']{34—]{34'61'63']{32)“—(]{32'61'/{52)(/{54'63']{34)

1
+ (k’4 €1 k‘4) (k‘g - €3 - k’g) -2 (k‘g €1 k’4) (k‘g €3 k‘4) + Z(kl : k’g + k‘l . k‘4)2T1"[61 : 63]]

2

3 k2 + k2
201.21.2 o 2 4 gm2
Ok U = B )+ A ey
8 (B(k1 — k3)* — k=2(k1 — k3)?)
+Ek7 [(2K3 + 2K3 — By -+ ks) Tr[er - es] + 2ks - €1 - e5 - ] (4.10)

The t-channel exchange contribution A; by itself satisfies the crossing relation. The sum
of four terms is (calculation is shown in Appendix D)

A=A, + A+ A, + A,

/€2

(k= k)2 [Bky — k) — 57 [WU{I +ka) = 280k -hs) = 577)

1
X (—Z(k% — 2]{31 . ]{Z4>(l{?% + 2]{31 . ]{ZQ)TI'[el . 63] + (l{?% — 2]{31 . ]{34)]{52 €1 €3¢ ]{?4
+(l{?% + 2]{71 . ]{52)]{74 €1 €3¢ ]{32 — 2(]{72 AR ]{74)(]{72 c €3 ]{54)

k2 — 2k, - ky

—m(k‘z ce1 k‘z)(k4 s €3 k4)

K 2k - ks
k2= 2ky - ky

+BkikS (%

(kg - e~ ky)(ky-es- k2)>
(k%+k§+4m2)Tl"[61 '63] —k‘g'61 '63'1{?4—]{34'61 '63']{32

13



2
K2+ 2k - ke

2
—l—m(h -ey - ky)(ko ez l{:g))] . (4.11)

+ (k’g €1 k‘g)(k‘4 €3 k‘4)

where dot means contraction by spacetime index f, for instance, ks - e1 - ky = kbeq kY,
and Tre; - eg] is ey, €5”. Curiously, the amplitude (4.11) is independent of « and §. The
physical meaning of this is yet unclear to us.

Taking the Einstein limit (o, 8, — 0), and setting the basis e, to be the helicity-
2 shown in Eq.(5.9) and Eq.(5.15), we can reproduce the result of Ref. [16] from the
amplitude (4.11).5

4.2 K9y — [6)g

The scattering amplitude is calculated in the similar manner to h(?¢ — h(@¢. The
contributions from A., A,, A, and A;, and their sum are obtained as follows.

B V/3K?
6m?,
&R (ks -er - ky)

NG m2 (2K +4m — k1 - ks) (4.13)

A= [(kl'k4+k3'k4)]€2'61']€2—(7€1']f2+k2'k3)k4'€1'k4—]€% k2'€1'k4}

As=— \/3%2]{;2 o1k (BT%]{B K +22m277;% _ 2(k3 ) k4)2) _ 2\/§§/€2m§ ko - 612' ko -
6mg [(k1 + k2)? + m?] (k1 + k2)? +m?]
(4.14)

The u-channel exchange contribution A, is related to A, by crossing relation ky <> —ky.

V/3K?

At ((1{51 + ]{?2)2 — (]{71 — ]{74>2) (]{72 e ]{32 — ]{?4 e ]{34)

~ 24m2
V/3k?2 V/3K?
~— ((ky — kg)? + K2 2 (ky-e1-ko+ky-er-ky) — —k?ko-er-k
+24m% (( 1 3)° + 1+5m5)(2 er1-ky+ky-eq-ky) ] 1 R2-€1° Ry

>The amplitudes in Ref. [16] are calculated in a different basis, labeled by 2 and —2. Their amplitudes
of 2 — 2 and —2 — —2 become the same, i.e. A(2 = 2) = A(—2 — —2) =: Agy. (In their notation, the
amplitude A(2 — 2) is denoted as —i¢o.2, and the signature of spacetime metric is flipped.) In addition,
A2 = —2) = A(—2 — 2) =: Ayt holds. Hence, the scattering amplitude is expressed as a matrix

_ Adi!] -Aoff) 4.12
A= <A0ff Adig ) (4.12)

Our basis elements (2, 0) and (2, e), defined in Eq.(5.8), are different from those in Ref. [16], and give the
diagonal matrix of the scattering amplitude (4.12). Since the difference between the matrix of Ref. [16]
and ours is caused by the different choices of basis, their eigenvalues should coincide with each other.
We confirm the coincidence and see that A in Eq.(4.11) satisfies A(2,0 — 2,0)|3=0 = Aaig — Aoss and
A(2,e — 2, e)|,3:0 = Agig + Aorys.
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V3K m? 2(3a + 3) % PR
6 (2(k1 — k)2 + 20Ba + 8) (k1 — ks)? 1 1-2) (k1 — ks)? ((ky — ks)® — 2 ))
ks - e - ks

&
V3m3

12(3a+ B)ms
(Ba+ B) (k1 — k3)? + k2

{(k’lak‘?) — 2]{5% — 4m2s + 9 }k’g - €1 k‘g, (415)

A = A+ A+ A+ A

\/§/€2 2 2 k‘g'61 'k‘g k’4'61 'k‘4
e — 2
6 (ms+ m)((k:1+k:2)2+m2+(k‘1—k‘4)2—|—m2)

B V/3K2 m2 23+ ) m% R 5 )
6 <2(k1 T BBt 5) U = k)T D) (o = g? (1 Rs)” = 2m)
Xk’g seq - k‘g
2 9 2(3a+ B8) (k3 - eq - ks) Ky -eqr - ko ky-eqr-ky
_2\/§£H > (2(30& + B)(kl - k3)2 + K2 i [(1{31 + ]{72)2 + m2] + [(]{71 — ]{74)2 -+ mz])

(4.16)

We note that o and § appear only in combination (3ac+ ). The dependence of the total
amplitude on momentum is 4-th order lower than that of each contribution: A, A,, A;
and A.. Hence, cancelation occurs in the UV limit.

4.3 I8¢ — I6)¢

The scatteing amplitude in this case is also obtained in the similar manner,

K,z K,zkl'k’gk‘l'k‘4 Iﬁlzk?g'kigkfg'k4
e=—— ko k 2 P e S B - s
A 12[2 1+ o] 6 m% 6 m¥
ky -k
2t (e by o Pk by = 2Ky - by b Ky — 2k b Ky - )
S
L& (kl'k3)3—8(kl'k3)2—(k - k3) + 2m (4.17)
3 m% m% Lo 51 '

.A _ /€2 (37’17%/{51 : k’g -+ 2m2m§ — 2(]{31 : k2)2) (3m§k‘3 . k‘4 + 2m2m§ — 2(]{33 : k’4)2)
: 12m% (k1 + ka)? + m?)

2me + 4m>m? 1262Kk2m e
o 2 2 ]{7 . ]{7 —9 2 S S S )
¢k < ( 1 2) my [2(k:1-k:2)—m§] +(k‘1—|—k‘2)2—|—m2

(4.18)

The u-channel exchange contribution A, is obtained from A, by crossing relation ky <>
—ky.

2

K

A= T (ky + ko)?(ky — ka)? (k1 — k3)? — 6mE (k1 + kao)?(ky — ka)?® + (4m3 — m®)(ky — k3)*
S
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+(11me — 4m*m — m*)(ky — k3)? — 10m% — 12m*m§ + 6m4m§]

2 (1{31 — ]{73)4 — 6(1{31 + ]{32)2(1{71 — ]{74)2 + 4(m?9 + m2)(l{71 — ]{33)2 + 6(m§ + m2)2 — 8m2m%

K

12 (Iizﬁ(kl - ]{53)2 - 1) (]{71 - ]{73)2
k2 3m(ky — k3)? + 4mim? (k) — k3)* — 2mEm?

6 (k1 = k3)? (k1 — k3)? +m3)

€2 | (ky-ks)®  _(ky-ks)? ) 12m
|- 8 7 (k1 - ks) + 10
3 mé + m?q + 7 (ki - k3) + ms+((/§1—k3)2+m§)

_l_

Y

A=A, + A, + A + A,
_ K (m2 +m?) + K? 3mig(k1 — k3)? + dmgm? (ks — k3)® — 2mgm”®
6 VS 6 (k1 — k3)? (k1 — k3)? +m2)
o (k1 — k3)* — 6(ky + ko)? (k1 — ka)? + 4(m% + m?) (k1 — k3)? + 6(m% + m?)? —

(4.19)

8mim?

—K

12 (H2ﬁ<k1 - ]{73)2 - 1) (]{71 - ]{73)2
,mE + 4m?m?% + 4m* 1 1
+K +
12 (1{31 + ]{32)2 + m2 (]{71 — ]{34)2 + m2

2m m$ + 2m2*m?, m$ + 2m2m?, )

+2¢k% | 4mZ + + +
gﬂ ( ms ((k’l — k3)2 -+ m%) (k’l + k2)2 + m2 (/{?1 — k’4)2 -+ m2

Here, we use ki = k3 = —mg> = —2k%(3a + 3). Thus, the amplitude (4.20) depends
on (3a + B) through m%, but does not depend on « and 3 separately, the same as for
Wy — 1.

5 Scattering amplitude in the UV limit

We are interested in the high energy behavior of the scattering amplitude to investigate
the relation between renormalizability and UV unitarity. Two kinds of high energy limits
are often investigated, namely, the Regge limit and the hard scattering limit. Whether
these two different ways of analyzing the high-energy 2-2 amplitudes are related and how
if so has not been studied. As discussed in Ref. [4-6,8], we take the hard scattering limit
here due to the following reason. The basis of two-particle states can be independently
labeled in the total energy F, the total momentum P and the scattering angle . The hard
scattering limit, that is, £ — oo with P = 0 and @ fixed, does not change the measure
for P and @ in the inner product. Since the optical theorem, providing the tree unitarity,
involves the inner product, the analysis in the hard scattering limit straightforwardly gives
results.%

6The Regge limit would provide a different condition for the tree unitarity. It is known that the Regge
limit gives constraints on the amplitude of the forward scattering [1,2].
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Although the scattering amplitudes have been derived in the previous section, their
dependences on the total energy are hard to be seen. One of the reasons is that each
element of the basis has a nontrivial energy dependence. The situation is similar to that
in gauge theories [46]. Another reason is that nontrivial cancelation occurs. In section
5.1, the exact forms of the basis elements will be shown. We will see there that they
have the total energy dependence. With the exact forms of the elements, all amplitudes
of matter-graviton scattering will be derived in section 5.2. There exist thirteen non-zero
amplitudes in all.

5.1 Mode Decomposition

Without loss of generality, we always take the center of mass (CoM) frame due to Lorentz
symmetry. In CoM frame, for massive particle, their component can be expressed as

Fi = («/l{:? +m§,k:,o,o) (5.1)
Koy = (y/k? +m2, —k,0,0) (5.2)
ks, = (\/q2 +m2, q cos 9,qsin9,0) (5.3)
ky, = <\/q2 +m2, —qcosf, —qsin b, 0) , (5.4)

where k and ¢ are the amplitude of 3-momenta of initial and final particles. Moreover,
mso and my are equal to the mass of the scalar field m. The energy conservation law gives,

E = \/E2+m}+ VE2+m? = \/¢>+ m3 + \/¢* + m?. (5.5)

In the UV limit, ¢ is described by k& and masses,

m2 — m2 m2 —m2) (m2 — m2
q:k(l—l— nE s (mi i’é](&l )+(’)(k‘6)). (5.6)

We define basis elements for vector to construct bases for gravitons. Transverse elements
are denoted as t, and w,, while [, is the element for longitudinal. Their components is
explicitly written in

:

tlﬂ = (0707 170>7 llp = (k, k2 "‘m%,0,0) /ml,

t3, = (0, —sinf, cos6,0), I3, = <q, @?+m3cosb,\/q* +misinb, O) /m3(5.7)
Uy, (: Uy = USM) = (07 0,0, 1) :
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The basis elements for graviton is constructed from the vector elements [14,47],

o _ 2 1 1 (Le)

Ciny = —=lipliv — —=tiptiv — —=uutty, €, = —= (Lipti + tiuliv)
o \/6 H \/6 H \/6 M " \/5( H H )
1,0 1 2.e 1
e = 7 (it + wli) , ey = 7 (Lintiv — upty) (5.8)
(20) _ 1 () _ 1 1
i = == (tiguy, Fuuti), e, = —= (Ll + tipto, +uuuy) = —=0,,,.
M \/§( i utiv) " \/§( n i uly) /3
Here, ewy, {ewy , ZW } { € Eil,o } and ewy are helicity-0 mode, helicity-1 modes,

helicity-2 modes and scalar mode, respectively. For massless graviton, the basis elements
of helicity-2 modes, which are only onshell states, can be obtained by taking massless limit
m; — 0. Although in the massless limit the helicity-0 and -1 elements are ill-defined, it
does not matter because the massless graviton does not have hellclty—O and -1 modes

We can categorize the basis elements into two groups: {ewy, w,f , EW , uw} and
{eW : 1(,2“/0 }. The former and the latter are named even and odd modes, respectively,

which stem from the number of w,. Since the inner product with w, and the others (¢, [,,
k,) gives zero, any scalar quantity, including scattering amplitude, with the odd number
of u, vanishs. This leads to the fact that the scattering amplitudes involving both even
and odd modes, all Trle; - e3], (k-e1-e3-k) and (k-ey-k)(k-e3-k) become zero for any k.
Therefore only the scattering amplitudes with two odd gravitons or two even gravitons
give non-zero values. Let us see each case.

5.2 Scattering amplitudes in UV limit

The UV behaviors of scattering amplitudes are shown in this subsection. Since the cal-
culations are lengthy, we give the derivations in Appendix E. Although the scattering
amplitudes are shown in the previous section, they depend on the basis elements e, .
Since the different basis elements e, have the different momentum dependence, the in-
dividual analysis for each is required. As in Weinberg-Salam theory [46], the nontrivial
cancelation occurs, and thus the naive estimation by separately checking the total-energy
dependence of each term gives the false result. The careful calculations are required.

5.2.1 hZ9¢ — h0¢

(2,0)

The basis elements e, and egi’,f) become

1pv
2,0 1 2,0 1
6§;w) = E (tluuu + Uutlu) ) ei(i,uu) = E (t3uuu + uut&/) . (59)

Substituting the aboves into Eq.(4.11) we have

1+ cos@
1 —cos@

As+ A+ Ay + Ay = =62k + 0 (k) (5.10)
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The UV behavior of scattering amplitude has k% dependence. This dominant contribution
does not depend on the initial nor final graviton mass, which means that the UV behavior
of scattering amplitude is independent of whether the initial and final graviton is massless
or negative-norm massive state.

5.2.2 hZ9¢ — [0

The basis elements for them are described as

o 1 o 1
6%’3 ~ /3 (t1puw + uptsy) 6&;,,) =7 (lgpuy + upulsy) (5.11)
The scattering amplitude becomes
o mrksinf _1
s u =rk"——+—+ 0 (k 5.12
A+ A+ Au + Ay o —cost) (1) (5.12)

Note that all terms in k® order are canceled. The dominant contribution does not de-
pend on the initial graviton (helicity-2 graviton) mass but depends on the final graviton
(helicity-1 graviton) mass.

5.2.3 [19¢ — [00)g

The basis elements for them become

(Lo) _

1 oo
Clw = /2 (e + uply) ei(itu) = 2 (Iapuw + uplsy) - (5.13)

The scattering amplitude behaves

k*m2 2% + (1 4 cos0)* + (1 — cos 6)?

Ast At Ayt Ay = —— [ —cos0)

+0(k7%), (5.14)
where the cancelation occurs in k* and k2 orders.

5.2.4 h29¢ — h29¢

The basis elements for them are given as

2e 1 2.e 1
g;u/) = ﬁ (tl,utlu - u“u,,) ) ei(’,;w) = ﬁ (t3,ut3u - u,uuu) . (515>

Substituting the above into Eq.(4.11), we have

1+ cos@

Ay + A+ A, + Ay = 2R
1 —cos@

+0 (k). (5.16)

As is the case of 5.2.1 the dominant k?-order contribution, does not depends on the initial
and final graviton masses.
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5.2.5 hZ9¢ — 1L

The basis elements are written as

2.e 1 1,e 1
el = 7 (tptry —w),  efyr) = 75 sty + taulsy) (5.17)

They give

, mrksinf

A5+At+Au+Ad:—l{ m

+0O (k). (5.18)

The cancelation occurs in k* order and the dominant contribution does not depend on
the initial graviton mass as is the case of 5.2.2.

5.2.6 [09¢ — [1e)g
Substituting the basis elements for them

Jre 1
1lpv \/5

into Eq.(4.11), we have

. 1
(et +tdn) . eye) = =5 (st + Laylsy) (5.19)

k*m? 22 4+ (1 4 cos0)? + (1 — cos 0)?

Ast At Ayt Ay = —— 0030

+ O (k7?),(5.20)

where the cancelation occurs as is the case of 5.2.3.

5.2.7 h®9¢ — 10

In this case, we have

1
2.e
eguu) = ﬁ (tlutlu - uuuu) 5

0 2 1
eéu)u = %13;1[31/ - % (t3“t3,/ -+ uuu,,)

2 1
= ———ka, ks, + — (21, — 3ts3,ts, — 3u,u,) . 5.21
N ﬁ(m aul3 ) (5.21)

The cancelation occurs in k* and k? orders in the scattering amplitude and finally it
becomes

As + A+ A, + Ay = O(K°). (5.22)
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5.2.8 [09¢ — [0g

Substituting

o 1
6%;,/) = = (llutlu + tlullu) s

\/’

 _
C3u = sz —=s hauka +

into Eq.(4.11), we have

— 3t3ut3,, — 3UMUV) s

1 (2
V6

A+ A+ Ay + Ag = Ok,

where the cancelation occurs in k°, k* and k' orders.

52.9 [0¢ = 10

The basis elements are written in

1

0

6&;21/ = \/_k‘2 kluklu \/6 (Qnuu - 3t1ut1u - 3uuuu) )
O 2 ikt (2 — Btautss — 3

e3/u/ - \/_/{52 3u 3v + \/6 ( Nuy — Ol3ulsy — uuuu) .

The scattering amplitude becomes
K2 mi(l +cos) K
2 (1—cosh)? 8

where the cancelation occurs in k®, k* and k2 orders.

A+ A+ A+ Ac = —

5.2.10 h9¢ — [G)¢

Substituting the basis element for the initial graviton

2.e 1
g/w) = ﬁ (tl,utll/ - u“u,,) ’

into Eq.(4.16), we have
As + A+ A, + A, = O(K°).

5.2.11 [19¢ — [6)g

The basis element for the initial graviton is expressed as

e 1
6%11/) =~ (llutlu + tlullu) 5

V2

and the amplitude behaves as

As+ A+ A, + A = O(k™).

(m3 +2m?) + O(k~

%),

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)

(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)

(5.30)

Note that the cancelation occurs in k order, in addition to that in the derivation of

Eq.(4.16).
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5.2.12 10¢ — &g
The basis element for the initial graviton is

o 2 1
elpu - _\/—Tk%kluklu + % (27];1,1/ - 3t1pt1u - Buuuy) . (531)

Then, the amplitude behaves as
As+ A+ A, + A, = O(K°). (5.32)

The cancelation occurs in k2 order.

5.2.13 [®¢ — ¥

The amplitude is given in Eq.(4.20), which indicates the scattering amplitude behaves as

2
1
As+ A+ Ay + A = _% (m% +m?) — w5t 8¢kPm% + O (K72) . (5.33)
Each contribution, A, A;, A, and A, indeed has k% terms, and hence the cancelation
occurs in the summation.

6 S-matrix unitarity

The S-matrix unitarity
SS9t =1 (6.1)

should be satisfied in any healthy theories, where [ is the identity matrix. In theories
without negative norm states, to see the perturbative unitarity of a theory in the UV
limit, we usually check the unitarity bound for amplitude of two-body elastic scattering
A(2 — 2) at tree level. The unitarity bound is written in

A <E,  a<0 (E— ) (6.2)

where FE is the total energy in the center-of-mass frame. Since in our 2-2 scattering
problem the total energy E is given by E ~ 2k at high energy (see Eq.(5.5)), the UV
limit means the limit £ — oo or k — oo. In theories without ghost fields, the bound
(6.2) is a necessary consequence from (6.1). Since R?, gravity has negative norm states,
however the unitarity bound is not necessarily satisfied. Instead of the unitarity bound,
we will check its analog for the S-matirix unitarity which is valid in the theories with
negative norm states. To construct the analog, we begin with the optical theorem, which
is the starting point of the derivation of the unitarity bound (6.2).
The matrix element of T is obtained from the scattering amplitude A as

(OT¥) = 6" (py — po) A (¥ — D). (6.3)
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The optical theorem can be written by the scattering amplitude A as

2Am A (T = U) = > eg6 (p—pa) |[A(T = @) °, (6.4)

where the summation is over all possible intermediate on-shell states, and €g is 1 or —1,
if the state ® is normalized, depending on the norm of ® being positive or negative. We
consider the following inequality,

AT = )| > Im AT — ) =Y epd” (p = ps) |[A(T — @) %, (6.5)

where we ignore the unimportant numerical factors. If theory does not have negative
norm states, all € are positive, and thus we have”

AW — 0)| > Im AT — T) =Y 6" (p— ps) [A(T = @) > |A(T = D) >, (6.6)

This inequality is simplified into
1> AV —T)|, (6.7)

which results in the unitarity bound (6.2). However, if theory has negative norm states,
the right hand side of the optical theorem (6.4) (or Eq.(6.5)) is not bounded as the last
inequality in Eq.(6.6). Therefore, we should directly analyse the inequality (6.5). Hence,
the inequality (6.5) is the analog of the unitarity bound for S-matrix unitarity.

The tree-level approximation of the unitarity bound (6.2) represents unitarity of the-
ories well, such as gauge theories and Einstein gravity. As is the case in the unitarity
bound, the tree-level approximation of the analog is expected to give the information of
S-matrix unitarity, which has already been discussed in scalar field theory [13]. Therefore,
we study the analog of the unitarity bound for S-matrix unitarity, that is the inequality
(6.5), at tree level.

Let us move to the analysis of the inequality (6.5). We have to rewrite the inequality
of Eq.(6.5) in the terms of momentum basis, which gives some contributions to order of
total energy from summation and delta functions for energy-momentum. However, in
four dimension, such contributions are accidentally canceled.® Suppose that scattering
amplitudes for (b ¢ — h@)¢), (D¢ — I ¢) and (I ¢ — 19 ) behave in UV limit
(E — o0) as

A ¢ = W) p) = By B (6.8)
AP ¢ — 19¢) — B, B, (6.9)

"In the four dimensional spacetime, the dependence of Yoo €0* (py — pa) on total energy in the UV
region is estimated as E°. It leads to the inequality (6.2). In other dimension, the bound for a in (6.2)
is different.

81t is really accidental. In other dimension, such contribution is important and a factor depending on
E in Eq.(6.11) appears. The detail is discussed in [7,8]
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R ¢ — h29 g o=

R ¢ — h1e)g a =

hZ&¢ — hO)¢ a =

(2.€) (s) —
R0 = hE9g e fél )qzﬁ—>l1 ) a=0

helg — e g o=

h2o) g —s B0l a=1 : ;

ho)g —s h0)g —0 ¢ — h0¢ a< -1
a B0y — [ a<—1
h(0)¢ N ](0)¢ a=0
Table 1: hO¢ — 1) a<0

I®¢ — 1) a =

Table 2:
A(I®P¢ = 19¢) — B B (6.10)

Then, the inequality of Eq.(6.5) for ® = h(?)¢ is written as
Boo B2 = |AL ) — b7 g)]
}2

> Y e [ARS - ®)
P

E (Y

o—l

> ot |Boor|P EX e = " | By|? B2
0./

s

12

AW — h<“’>¢)‘2 N JARD G = 196)|

12

: (6.11)

where, in the last (approximated) equality, we ignore the states consisting of more than
two particles in the summation which is higher order in the perturbative expansion. The
right hand side of Eq.(6.11) has |fy,|° E2**° in the summation, while the total energy
dependence of the left hand side is £*>2. Thus, in the naive estimation, if a,, > 0 (for
helicity-two mode it is true since oy, is two), the right hand side might be larger than
the left hand side in the UV limit £ — oo, which means the violation of the inequality.
However, since the right hand side of Eq.(6.11) has not only positive contribution but
also negative ones due to the negative norm states, there is a possibility that cancelation
occurs and then the inequality is satisfied. We will see that it is the case in the gravity
theory with quadratic curvatures.

The high energy behavior of scattering amplitude derived in the previous subsection
is summarized in Table 1 and 2. We find that some of scattering amplitudes violate the
unitarity bound. For instance, the scattering amplitude for A2 ¢ — h(%9)¢ diverges as
o k2, which does not satisfy the unitarity bound (6.2). However, as we explained, it does
not mean the violation of the S-matrix unitarity due to the negative norm states. In
order to explore the S-matrix unitarity, we should see the inequality (6.11). Let us see
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the case for the forward scattering of the scalar field ¢ and the massless positive norm
graviton H®°),

JAH®) — HEI9)| > 3 |AHE) — HOg)|”

~STAHEEIG = TO0)| + [AEHEDG — 196)| (6.12)

The left hand side behaves as oc k%, while one of the terms in the right hand side
|A(H®9¢ — H*9¢)| behaves as o k*. Therefore, in the naive estimate, in the high en-
ergy limit k? terms in the right hand side becomes larger than the left hand side, and the
inequality of Eq.(6.12) seems to be violated. However, since a cancelation occurs, the naive
estimate does not give the correct result. In the right hand side, |[A(H®9¢ — [29)g)]
appears with the negative sign. As we see in section 5, the leading-order behaviors of
|A(H®9¢ — HZ9¢)| and |A(H*)¢ — I*9¢)| are the same, because the dominant
contribution of the amplitude does not depend on the graviton mass. Therefore, their
k* terms are canceled and the sub-leading parts behave as oc k*. Other terms in the in-
equality of Eq.(6.12), such as |A(H*9¢ — H19¢)|, behave as o< k* or the lower power.
Thus, the right hand side behaves as oc k2. Then, the leading-order terms in the left and
right hand sides have the same power. The right hand side is supressed by the coupling
constant (which should be small in the perturbative analysis), the inequality of Eq.(6.12)
is satisfied.

In conclusion, for all the other cases, we can see that the similar inequality obtained
from the optical theorem is satisfied. It means that S-matrix unitarity is satisfied.

7 Summary

In this paper, we have given the matter-graviton scattering amplitude in the quadratic
gravity. We have seen that the perturbative S-matriz unitarity (SST = 1) is satisfied,
although the tree unitarity fails. The tree unitarity was introduced to investigate the
UV consistency in full order perturbation [3-8]. However, it was pointed out that the
derivation of the tree unitarity is valid only if the theory has no negative norm states [13].
The perturbative S-matriz unitarity is a generalization of the tree unitarity and it is ap-
plicable to the theories with negative norm states as wll. Therefore, the analysis of the
perturbative S-matriz unitarity is expected to give a new sight on understanding the UV
consistency, as the tree unitarity contributed to the progress in the particle physics [46].
Our result that the quadratic gravity satisfies the perturbative S-matriz unitarity shows
that the quadratic gravity behaves better in the UV than the Einstein gravity which vio-
lates the tree unitarity [16], and it should be related to the renormalizability as discussed
for the tree unitarity [3-8].

One concern about the quadratic gravity is the existence of negative norm excitations.
Negative norm states violate the interpretation of probability in quantum system. How-
ever, all the negative norm states in the quadratic gravity are massive such that all of
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them decay into light particles, and thus they do not appear as asymptotic states [9, 10].
Therefore, the Hilbert space in this theory, which should be defined in the asymptotic
region as usual, has no negative norm states. This idea has been recently applied to the
quadratic gravity [17]. The disappearance of negative norm asymptotic states may mean
a possibility that there exists a sector without negative norm states in psuedo-Hilbert
space of the quadratic gravity, although it would not be written in local operators, similar
to dressed states. This may imply that, for the description of quantum gravity with local
operators, an infinite number of operators are required.

The information paradox problem of black holes can be said to be the problem of
unitarity. This problem appears to stem from the fact that Einstein gravity is not unitary.
The problem roughly states that the correspondence between initial and final states is
not a one-to-one relation. The S-matriz unitarity, that is shown to be satisfied for the
quadratic gravity in this paper, quarantees the one-to-one correspondence between initial
and final states, even if negative norm states appear. Naively it seems to us that the
solution to the information paradox problem can be seen in the quadratic gravity. This
is an interesting future direction.

The exact form of scattering amplitudes, that we have derived, helps us with reveal-
ing the other properties of the quadratic gravity. For instance, the quadratic curvature
correction of gravity enables us to predict the stability of the Higgs potential with quan-
tum gravitational corrections near Planck scale [48-52]. Our results of the amplitude of
matter-graviton scattering would provide other insight into the effect of UV physics from
the viewpoint of particle phenomenology. Furthermore, the gravitational positivity bound
is recently discussed in Einstein gravity [35-37], aiming at deriving constraints in the in-
flation cosmology. It is interesting to investigate whether different constraints may arise
in the quadratic gravity. The difficult problem of the negative-norm graviton is recently
discussed in Ref. [34]. Together with these, namely, the gravitational positivity bound,
treatment with the negative-norm graviton and our results of the scattering amplitude,
the quadratic gravity appears as a UV complete quantum gravity theory. These topics
are left for the future works.
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A Quantization of massive graviton /,,
In this appendix, we give the canonical quantization for massive graviton /,,,. The canon-

ical quantization for graviton is given in [42,43] for the massless graviton, in [44] for the
massive graviton, in [41] for the quadratic gravity and in [53] for the conformal gravity.
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Some of them involve the Faddeev-Popov ghosts in addition to the gauge fixing terms.
Since they do not contribute to the tree amplitudes that we focus on, in this appendix we
give the minimal requirement for our purpose.

The quadratic action for I, is given in (2.14),

1 1 o
=—— [ d*% |I,L.MP], — (7 - ?) . Al
S =gz [ 0 |ttt o (12 0] (A1)
We take the Cartesian coordinate
ds® = —dt* + dx?, (A.2)

which gives the (1 + 3)-decomposition of spacetime based on constant t surface. The
action in this decomposition becomes

1
S[2 = —ﬁ d4.§L’ 2[00 (A(Sw — 81@) ]ij — 2IOZ (Aém — 81@) [Oj
+215; (20403 — 085k — 0;63) To + 15;G5™ Ty + T L5 Iy
1 2 2 2 o 2
+W (IOO — 215 + 15 — o T ﬁ(—loo + 1) ) (A.3)
where dot means time derivative and
M = 63605 — 0150m, (A.4)

cgﬂ K= A§HEGDT — gigt el — ikt — AU SR 55K + 51U R . (A.5)

Here, Latin letters {1, j, ...} are the indices for the 3-dimensional space.
~ The canonical variables are obtained by the variation of action (A.3) with respect to
[,uw

™ =0, 7 =0, (A.6)

- 1 ikl

T = 2/'{2 [(28;4% 8,5]k — 8]6,k) Tor + ggj’kllm} . (A?)
The first two are interpreted as the constraints, while the last equation can be solved for
Iij as

Lij = =G5 iim (26770 + (201011 — Okim — i0km) Tom) (A.8)
where G i,k 1s the inverse of g“ okl
1
Gy gt = 0501y — §5ij5kl> (A.9)
satisfying
J klgg Elymn +— 5z(m5n)] (A10>
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The Hamiltonian density H is expressed in terms of the canonical momenta as

H:=n], — L+ >\H7T
1 - - -
= 4—,%2 [—4/{4#]951%“%“ + 8%2102'8]'77'” + 2[00 (A(SZ] — &8]) Iij + Iijﬁgj’kllkl

«

4o+ B

1
5 <[020 =205+ I — (—Ioo + IZ-Z-)Q) A% (A1)

where ), is a multiplier. The time evolutions of the primary constraints (A.6) should be
set to zero. This requirement reads as follows. Define

1 oH
%C@ = 7T [H 7T00] 5[00
1 o
=52 (Adij — 0;0;) Lij + W (]00 T Ior 5([00 + I,,)) ; (A.12)
. oH 1

200 _
262 = = [H, 7T02‘] == 5],02 28 7T ﬁ/{410i' (Al?))

The secondary constraints amount to setting
C, =0. (A.14)

The time evolution of the secondary constraints (A.14) are required to be zero, that is,
Cu = 0. This is achieved by adjustment of the Lagrange multipliers )\, in Eq. (A.11), and
generates no more constraints.

According to Dirac’s method of quantization, we put together all constraints in an
8-component vector C4 := (7% C,), and calculate a matrix Map := [C4,Cp|. Here, A,
B run from 0 to 7; 0 to 3 corresponding to 0 to 3 of 7% ’s y and 4 to 7 to 0 to 3 of
C.’s 1, respectively. We note that detM # 0 is satisfied, and hence all Cy = 0 are the
second class constraints. The Dirac bracket should be applied for the quantization of the
I;; and 7¥. The 4 x 4 submatrix appearing the upper left in M5 is zero, and thus, in the
inverse submatrix, the lower right 4 x 4 submatrix is zero. The components with spacelike
indices, [;; and 7, are commutative (in Poisson bracket) with the first four components
of the constraints, i.e. 7. Therefore, for I;; and 7, Dirac bracket becomes the same as
Poisson bracket,

i), ™ (y)lp = (@), ™ (y)]p = i0i00;0° (% — y). (A.15)
(), 1" (y)]p = [Li(=), I (y)]p = 0, (A.16)
(i (@), 7 (y)]p = [m(2), 7 (y)]p = 0, (A.17)

where [-,-]p and [, -|p are Dirac and Poisson brackets, respectively.
The variation of the action (A.1) with respect to [, gives the equation of motion
(EoM) for 1,,:

2
2L P g + —— (1 Y=

P In,w) =0, (A.18)
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where we omit the overall constant factor. Operating 9, to (A.18) and noting 9, £/ 1,5 =
0, we have

9,1 = 4;_1 0T (A.19)

Then, the trace of (A.18) can be expressed as

0=2(9,051*" — OI) + L1

12
1
=—-2(3a+ 4)01 + ?l' (A.20)
This equation shows that the trace part of I, behaves as a scalar field with mass
mi = ; (A.21)
2(3a + B)k?

The general solution is given as

I= /d?’p {As(p)e ™" + A*S(p)eipx} (Where po=1\/P*+ m%) : (A.22)

where Ag is an integration constant depending on p.
We separate the degrees of freedom in [, into that of I and the rest by expressing
the latter by I,,,. This can be made by writing

2
T =L+ %3@1 - %JW. (A.23)
Then, I v satisfies the transverse-traceless condition
o, =0 I=0, (A.24)
where we use the EoM for trace mode I, Eq.(A.20). Equation (A.18) becomes
O, + %iw =0. (A.25)
Hence, I uv 18 a transverse-traceless mode with mass m? = —(Bk?)™!, that is, interpreted

as a massive spin-2 field. The general solution for /,,, is given as

Lo =Y [ @ {AP @)+ AP @)} ) (po = \/p2+ m%) . (A26)

where Agf ) is an integration constant depending on p and efﬁ) shows the five elements of
the transverse traceless modes. In section 5.1, five degrees of freedom of (o) are expressed
as (0), (1,0), (1,e), (2,0) and (2,e). The solution for ,, is given as

2k%6(3a + B) 3a+ B

[,,:f,,— ——1In,.
= T T3 a1 B) 3(da+p) "

00,1 + (A.27)
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Now, we quantize I and fW. It can be done by replacing {Ag, Ar} and {A%, A%}
by annihilation and creation operators, respectively. The normalization factors are fixed
such that the commutation relations (A.15)-(A.17) hold. To this end, we need the explicit

form of the basis e,(fy). In preparation, we introduce a basis of vector as

lﬂ(py> = <p7 \/ p2 + m%v 0, 0) /m7 t#(py) = (07 0,1, O) ) u#(py) = (Ov 0,0, 1) . (A28>

Here, 1, t,, and u, are normalized spacelike vectors normal to momentum p".

P’ = (\/]72 +m?2,p,0, 0) ) (A.29)

Five elements for transverse-traceless modes are written with these vectors as [14,47]

2 1 1
6/(19/) (p ) = \/élull/ - \/ét“ty - \/éuuuy7
&) (, 1 N/ 1
e (p") = 75 Ut +1,1), e (p) = 5 (s + ), (430
&) (, 1 N 1
6512117 )(p ) - \/5 (tutV - uuuu) ) 6512117 )(p ) = % (tuuu + uutu) .

Since the commutation relations (A.15)-(A.17), it is useful to define the three dimen-
sional elements for tensors. We use the elements for three-dimensional parts of ¢, wu,
and

The (i, j)-components of ey} can be written as

(©) 2(ﬁ44)M Ly

U VB \mp )P T e
6(1.76):7p2+m%
Y \/iml

e 1 o
(2e) _ — (tlt] — Uin), 6(2-’ ) =

1
e:. = I
A A

The space components of [, can be written as

Iij = Z/dgp {Ag) (p)e™ ™" + Ag’”(?)em} el

o

(1,0) p*+m3

(it +tipy) s ey =~z (b +up;), (A32)

\/iml

[ v {ase v aimer e (1)
where

1 1
(S) . p A
ez] \/5( m%) J \/é( J u J) ( )

30



The spatial components of the canonical momentum 7%, defined in Eq.(A.7), are

expressed as
? o —ipx o wmx | =0
=92 [ E /dgp\/p2 +m? {AT( )(p)e pr— AT( )T(p)ep }egj)

2QBa+p) / \/7 - t _(8)
+m {A wr_ A ’px}ei. (A.35
V3(4a + ) b s17s\P s(P) i | )
where
2 2
o _ 2. 1 /)p (g _ M (1)
€ij = %pipj + % <2m—% — 1) (tit]’ + uiuj)> €ij = p n m2 €
_(24) _ (24) s 1.1 <p2 )
o290 =20 o _ Tpp o L (P ) (1t +uy), (A.36)
J J J \/g J \/g m% J )
and ¢ represents e or o. The basis elements é(-(-f) are the dual of the basis elements ez(-?),
e =4, (A.37)

Substituting [;; and 7 into the commutation relations (A.15)-(A.17) fixes the nor-
malization factors, and finally we have

K o —1ipx 1pT e
[ P b )
3 L —ipx T ipx L . p,upu
o as(ple "+ e} 2 (o~ 22 ) (1

o (k) a5 1(p)] = —0,,8° (k —p).  las(k),ab(p)] = 8*(k —p),  (A.39)
and other commutations are zero.
Field H,, has the gauge symmetry. In the free-theory limit, it is written as

where

H;w — H/W + a(uf,,). (A40)
Therefore, if we shift the field H,, as
H,, — H,, + p.p, P, (A.41)

where ® is an arbitrary operator, the obtained theory becomes the same. The fundamental
field appearing the theory is h,, and it is shifted in the above transformation as

hyw = Hy + 1 — Hyy + 1y + pupy@. (A.42)

This can be interpreted that the field I, can be shifted by p,p, ®. Using this gauge degree
of freedom, we can eliminate the component propotional to p,p,, and then /,, can be

K , .
I, = E /d3 — {a(o) e 4 gl e”’w} el?)
" . p (271'3)]90 T (p> T (p> o

) ) 1
ag(p)e P + ag(p)e’px} —0,. (A.43)

b o 179 7
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B Perturvative expansion by variation

One way to expand a function F'(g) of the metric g,, with respect to the perturbation

hyw = G — gfgj), (B.1)
where gff,),) is a background metric (not need to be Minkowski metric 7, ), is substituting
G = g,w + hy, into the function F'(g). The derivation has not been explicitly given
in the past literature, as far as we can find. Here we rely on another way to derive the
perturbative expansion by use of Taylor series. Taylor series of function F'(g) is obtained
(where the indices for metric g, are omitted for simplicity) as

F(g) = 6"F(¢9) + 6'F (g h) 4+ 6*F(¢O; h, h) +

1 ——
= FSRF(Q@; oo, h). (B.2)

The k-th order variation 0*F(g®;h,--- h) relates to the (k — 1)-th order variation
SF1F(g®: h,---  h) as follows. Suppose we have an operator 6 1F(g;h,---,h) on an
arbitrary background g. FED(gO:h - k) is described as 6" 'F(g;h, -+, h)|,—y0-
Then, 60*F(¢g;h,---  h) is the first-order part of the expansion of **F(g;h, -+, h)
with respect to h,,, divided by k. This relation gives 6* F(g©; h, - - - | h) successively. Tay-
lor series can give the perturbative expansion more easily than the direct substitution,
especially if we go to higher orders.

Let us calculate the expansion of gravitational action with respect to h,,, by Taylor
expansion. In this paper, the background metric is taken to be 7,,. Hence, we introduce
the symbol “~” denoting that 7, is taken as the background metric i.e.

5kF(ga h> >h) ~ 5kF(777 h, >h)> (B3)

w__»

while, in this appendix, the symbol of equality means that the background metric
is an arbitrary metric g. Be mindful that in the form of 6*F(g;h,--- , h), raising and/or
lowering indices should be done by ¢, not by ¢°) nor by 7. Moreover, in this appendix,
functions without arguments show those of an arbitrary background metric g, and h,,,
that is,

FF = 0"F(g;h,--- . h). (B.4)

B.1 Christoffel symbols

The variations of the Christoffel symbols can be calculated as

—
o
ot

~—

a 1 ow
6F5’Y = ig (VBhw»Y + V»thﬁ - vwhﬁ'y)

21« aw A

—
o8]
(@)

Nubg
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The n-th order variation is obtained by using Eq.(B.6) itereatively,
8" TG, = (—=1)F k! (K1) #0013, (B.7)
where

(hk) a}\ — gaul hmylguluz hMVquzus .. _ngfz,Ufk—l h’#kﬂuk,lgykﬂ“k huk)\a (BS)

that is, the Christoffel symbols are expanded as

I, = I, lg=go) + Z /\5F6~/|9 A (B.9)

where

B.2 Riemann curvature

The variations of the Riemann curvature can be calculated as

1
0Roup0 = 9 (V(avﬁ)hw — ViVl =V Vaha + Vi Vihag

+ R iy + Rputohy) (B.11)
52Ro¢u6u = _29)\652SEQB)\MV7 (B12)
where
525 4y 1= 6T 0T), — 6T 6T, (B.13)
The variations of §25 em’\ uw becomes
§ (0250 ) = =29 w0 S% 0n ™ s — 207 P67 S 0 - (B.14)

The higher-order variation of the Riemann curvature can be obtained by induction,
5kRoeuBV = (_1)k_1k!g)ui (hk_2)’i65256a6)\;u/7 (B15)

Therefore, we can compile the Taylor series of the Rieman curvature into the following
simple form,

Roupy = Raugy|g:g(0) + 5R(w5,,|g:g(0) + Z(—l)k_lg)\,.C (hk)ne5255a5)‘,w|g:g(o). (B.16)
k=0

With Leibniz rule, the Ricci curvature and the Ricci scalar are expressed as

0" Rop = Z o 5’f 5 R (B.17)
0" Ros = ZZ s z k)!algaﬂ 559" 6" Ry (B.18)
k=0 1=0
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B.3 Einstein-Hilbert action

Here, we show the perturbative expansion of Einstein-Hilbert action:

SEH = /\/ —ng4LL’. (Blg)
The first-order variation becomes
1
0Spy ~ — / V=g (g“ag”ﬁ — ig’“’go‘ﬁ> Roghy,da ~ 0. (B.20)

where ~ means that total derivative terms are ignored. The quadratic-order variation
can be obtained by taking another variation of the above,

1
0?Spy ~ — / Hé [\/—9 (g’“‘g”ﬁ — 59“”9“5)]}Raﬁhuu

1
V=g (9‘“9”5 - 59’“’90‘6) [0Rug] hw} d*x (B.21)

1 1
o / 2 (haﬁ N §h77a6) (050ah7 5 + 0,050 = 0,0 hag — 0aOsh) d'x

~ % / (ho‘ﬁﬁwmhag _ 2haﬁa_yaah’yﬁ + Qho‘ﬁﬁa@gh — ha,yaﬂyh) d4£lj'. (B22)

The cubic-order variation becomes
1
Spy =~ / (— {52 {x/—g (g’“‘g”ﬁ — 59‘“’9“5)] } Roghyu
205 po VB3 1 wv jof3
- V=9 99" = 59" [0 Rap] Ty
1
—/—g <guaguﬁ _ §guugaﬁ) [52Raﬁ:| h/,u/) diz
~ / 35200 4 3RO Oy + 2Ry O — SRR Oy + SHAY 0,90
8 4 8 2 2
3. .- S - D -
—Ehaﬁha’yaﬁayh + 3R hP*0,05h5 — §haﬁmkaaaghﬂ) d'z(B.23)

[43 7

where, in the last equality “~”, we omit the surface terms. Then, Sgy is expanded as

1 1
Spw = 0SEn + 5(52SEH + 6(53SEH +0 (h) (B.24)

B.4 wa term

Let us expand the quadratic curvature action
Skz, = /w/—gRWR“”d‘lx = /w/—gg“ag”ﬁR“,,Raﬁd‘lx. (B.25)
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The linear, qudratic and cubic variations can be calculated as
0SRz, = /([5 (\/—gg“o‘g”ﬁ)] R, Rap + 2\/—gg“ag”ﬁRW5Rag> d*z ~ 0, (B.26)
6*Spp, = / ( (02 (V=99""9"")] RuwRas + 4 [0 (V=99""9"")] Ry0Ras

+24/ —gg“ag”BRW(SQRaB + 2\/—gg“ag”B5RW5Ra5) d*x

~ % / (a’ya'/h"yu - a’yaﬂyhuu - auauh + 0,ﬁ”hw)

(80P — 0\ R — MR + 9" hy) dta, (B.27)
P81, = [ (18 (VZ00°5")] Ry + 07 (V=a0"0"")] By
+6 [0 (vV=99"9"")] R0’ Rap +6 [0 (vV=99""9"")] 0R,u0R s
+2v/=99"*g"" R, 6% Ros + 6\/—_gg“ag”55RW52Ra5) d*z

16
1~a5 7 7 ]‘~aﬁ~ Y27 ]‘NNQB 7 1= 7aB 7
— B 0hasOh — 3k Dha, — ShE0,050h + ShOR* 0,05

Lo oo Bag 95 35 5.5 97 1i 5 7aB
~ ——hOhO —h0°h — — O —hO (I
6/{ RORDR + 5 W20 h — T2 hagh 0% + ShOhasOh

1. - S - 1. - -
+Zh“ahu58a855h + A ORP" 0,05h,., + Qho‘“hﬁ”&l&ﬁﬂhw
1-.57 ~ 1~ - -
—iho‘ﬁh“”aa&ﬁmhw — Zh“”Dho‘BﬁaaghW d'z. (B.28)
Then, S rz, 1s expanded as

1 1
Swy, = 0Sm, + 50°Sm, + 6535R5V +0 (hY). (B.29)

B.5 R? term

We have another quadratic curvature action in four dimensional spacetime,

Spe = /\/—gR2d4x = /\/—gg“VgO‘BRMVRagdA‘:L'. (B.30)
The variations are calculated as

§Spe = / ([5 (vV=99""9"")] R Ras + Q\h—gg“”gaﬁRuyéRaﬁ) d*z ~0, (B.31)
52 Spe = / ([52 (vV=99"9"")] RuwRas +4 [0 (V=99""9"")] R0 Rap
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+v=99"'9°° R,1,6° Rag + /= gg" 9" 5RW5RQB) d*z
~ 2 / (8,0"h — 0,0,h™)? d*z, (B.32)
§3Sp = /([53 (\/—gg‘“’go‘ﬁ)] R, R.3+6 [52 (\/—gg‘“’go‘ﬁ)} R,,0R.pz
+6 [5 (\/—gg‘“’gaﬁ)} R, 0°Ras + 6 [5 (\/—gg‘“’go‘ﬁ)} R0 Rap
+2v/=99" 9" R,1,6° Rop + 6\/—gg“”ga65RW52Rag)

o)

lzg o7 3~aﬁ~ 27 1 aBm7, 7
_hf0O*h — = O°h — — O O
5 h = ShhaD%h — S BhasOh

—2hh*P0,050h + h**h,?0,050h|d*x. (B.33)

Then, Sge is expanded as

1 1
Spz = 0Sp2 + 5525}32 + 6635R2 + 0O (h4) . (B.34)

B.6 ¢’R term

The expansion of ¢>R term

Sger == / V—g¢*Rd'x (B.35)

is written as
Seer = 0Sgp+ %5S¢2R +0 (h?), (B.36)
6Spr = / ([0v=g] ¢°R + vV=g¢*SR) d*x ~ — / $*0h d*z, (B.37)

PSpn = / ([v/=g] SR + 2 [65/=] 66°R + V—g5°5R) d'z
~ [ (JLuiL ~ 1 (9h) (0#R) + 20,0, + 20,
2 (auh) () — (0 (a@a)) . (B.33)

C Supplement for the calculation of 3-point vertex
for gravitons

We have expanded the gravitational action in Appendix B. The cubic action for gravitons
are written as Eq.(3.15). After Fourier transform, 3-point vertex function for h, (p1)has(p2)hyr(p3)
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is obtained as

)\gu,aﬁ,'y)\

1 (&% 35 ﬁ v o
= |5z Wi +ps+ps) + (5 + E) (i +p2+05) = 5 (p?p§+p§p§+p§pf)} "
_l_-_i( 2+ 2)_i 2—§(4Oé—|—ﬁ) 4—1(4Oé—|—ﬁ)( 2 2_|_ 2 2)+§ 2 2

812 by T D3 8/{2291 3 Dy 3 D1P2 T P1P3 4]92]93

1
<™ (10 0 n7) 4 [(pr, ) 4 (2, @, B) 4 (p3, 7, A); (2 terms)]
[ 1 5 1 (0% v ro (o3 v
+ |5z i+ P+ 03) = 5 ( i‘+p§+p§)} < (T o g
_i_nuﬁna'yn)\,u 4 nuanﬁ)\nfyu + nuanﬁ)\nﬁm 4 nuﬁna)\nyy + nyﬁna)\nﬁ/,u)
1 15} 1 Voo
+ gz g g et B)pi] "0 pap;

+ [(plﬂu’ V) « (p2> Oé, ﬁ) A (p3777 )\)7 (5 terms)]

11 1

+|55 5 lat B)p?] i (p?p?nﬁ” + 0 pIn™ + pipin™ + pip) 77‘”)
+ [(plv/J’a V) < (p27 «, ﬁ) <~ (p3,f)/, >\)7 (2 terms)]

! 1
+ |t B P+ pi)] 1 (n’“‘n”pfp? + Sy + e i pl 4 e n’“zﬁ‘zﬁ)
+ [(pb M, V) e (p2> «, ﬁ) e (p3> Y, )‘)7 (2 terms)]

[ 1 /6 1 o, UV ra
+ @_Z( f+p§+p§)} 5( napS Py plpy
+ [(p1, i1, v) < (P2, @, B) <> (p3,7, A); (5 terms)] . (C.1)

Multiplying the corresponding basis elements e,(f,r,) and/or 6,/ V/3 by the above, we can
obtain the 3-point vertices for them. The results are shown in Eqs.(3.16)-(3.19) . In the
calculations, we use the following equalities,

1
n v pae v n v« o MBovo_ Mov
€120 V3, = €1,€9, — p_2p2u€1ue2ap17 P3a€1,,€2,P3 = P2p€1,€24P1 5 (C.2)
3

1
<plﬂeguelfaegﬁpf + pQMe/fuegaegﬁpg + p3ﬂegu gaetlxﬁp§> = _]?pgeluvpg p(llemlﬁpf’
3

(C.3)
(elweg'/p'{pi‘@gﬂ + 61/w95 Vpiypi\e%/\ + elu,,egup;pé\%%
+93/u/6§wp;{p%\el’y)\ + elul/eéwpgpg\e?y)\ + 93uuegypgp§\el’y)\)
1 1 2 v 4 v, «
= (—529?), + (p% +p§> - F (p% - pg) ) 6!{1/62# - _ngel/u/p2 b1 e2aﬁpfa (04)
P3 pP3
12 v M 14
v v v Po€1uwP v Po€1uwP
pgel;wp2 = pgel,uz/p:sv 61;“/95 - _%7 €1uu9§ - _%7 (C5)
2 3
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i +py 4D

61“’/02”)\‘93)\# = 2p2p2 (pgel,uupg) ) (C6)
23
2 2 2
) PP+ps—p y
pgelu ‘921/)\]93)\ == 2]922 . (pgel;wp2)7 (C7)
2
ra 1 vV
P02 €l Osapp; = 122 [—pi + p5 + P — 2p5p3) (Phewwph) . (C.8)
23
ra 1 vV
Pherw 05 Oz05p5 = g [p} — P4+ pis — 20%p3] (Pserwpy) (C.9)
273
ra 1 1%
DhBo 05 € 105D5 = g [p} + p3 — P — 2pip3] (Phevup?) (C.10)
273
01,05 = pre [p1 + p3 + p5 + 10pTp5 — 2pip3 — 2p3p3) | (C.11)
o1
P00y = e [— (b1 +p3 +p5) +2 (ViP5 + pivs + p3p3)] (C.12)
2
1
01" 02, 051 = St [} + 15 + 1§
17213
— (pips + Pips + Pips + Pips + pops + pap3) + 18pipaps], (C.13)
) 1
P02, 05 1y = R [P} — 3pY(p3 + p3) + 3pi(ps + p3)
17253
+2pip3ps — P (5 + pS) + pipspi(ps + p3)], (C.14)
ra 1
P09, 07 O3050) = ———5— (05 — 05 + p5) + 202(pS + p3) — 2p3(p3p3 + p2p3)
16]91]92]93

—2p0(p3 + p3) — 6paps + 4(PSp3 + pap§)] (C.15)
P02y 0 O350 + D301, 05030505 + Ph02 05010515
1
= e [— (% + p5 + 5) + 4(pSp3 + pip3 + pivS + pSp3 + pips + papl)
17243
—6(pips + pips + paps) — Apipsps(pT + p5 +p3)] . (C.16)

el/uj egup(lxe?)aﬁpf

~ 16p33m3 [—(PF + 05+ p3) + 41 + p3)p3 + 4(pi + P3)p3 — 8(PIP3 + Piph)
1723

+18p1ps — 6(p] + p3)p5 — 16pipsps + 20(pipap; + pipsps)] (C.17)

Hl,uuegup(lxeiiaﬁpf + Hl,uuegup(ll92aﬁpg + 92#1/95”])391046])5

1
= Toarr [~3(P1 + Pb + p5) + 6(pips + pips + paps) + 24pipipi (b1 + p3 + 1))
P1P2P3
(C.18)
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D Calculations of scattering amplitudes

Here we show the calculation of scattering amplitudes in details. Since the calculations of
the s-channel exchange and the contact term are not hard, we show only the result. The
derivation of the t-channel exchange is quite complicated. We give some equations which
we used in the calculation. After showing each of the contributions separately, we sum
up all. Then, we can see nontrivial cancelations among the s-, t-, u-channel exchanges
and the contact term.

Four-momenta of the ingoing graviton, ingoing scalar field, outgoing graviton and
outgoing scalar field are denoted by kY, kb k% Kk, respectively. Polarization tensors for
ingoing and outgoing gravitons are denoted as ey, €3,,, respectively.

D.1 s-channel exchange

In the s-channel exchange, only the scalar field mediates (see the second figure in figure
3) and its contribution is obtained as follows,

As (hyw (k1) 0(k2); hag(ks)p(ky))
= k2e1w Ny (p1 = ko, p2 = —k1 — ko) iG (p = k1 + ka) AP (D1 = —ka, po = ks + k) €305

/€2

Y 1
T4 [(=hukls — k3 —m?) ef, + 2k5 k5 e, + A€kTe], ] [(kl + k2)? + mQ]

X [(—k:g,ak:ff — k2 —mP) €S, + 2k egap + 45](336306}

2]{72'61'1{32]{74'63'1{34
(/{?1 + k2)2 + m2
2
V3ky - ex -y (3 - g+ 2m? 4 25k

2 3 ) 27.9 ko -eq - ko
— 24/3 k
" 6 [(k1 + ko)2 + m?] + 2367k (k1 + ka)2 + m?]

_ (for (W) — 19g)) 0.1
(k1 ey 2m? + 2 (3 -k 4 2m 4- 28)) |

12 [(]{71 -+ ]{72) -+ m2]

9k 4+ dm2k2 k282
_er2 (20 - ko) + 2K2 + )+1222
&k <(1 2) + 2ki (k1 + k)2 + m?] ¢ (k‘1+k2)2—|—m2

(for (I9p = 19g)) .

;

(for (B¢ — hl7)g))

K

\

where we use the transversality condition kq - e; = 0 = k3 - e3 and on-shell condition for
external lines k2 = k¥ = —m?. Note that the graviton propagators (3.2) and the vertex
functions (3.9), (3.12) and (3.15) are constructed with respect to h,,, not H,, nor I,,.
The factor k? appearing in (D.1) is due t the factor k used in egs. (2.15) and (2.16). The
u-channel exchange contribution can be obtained by the crossing relation ko <> —kjy.
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D.2 Contact term

Contact term is calculated as follows,

Ac (R (k1) d(k2); hap(ks)o(ks))
= HQeluyAZ”’“B (p1 = ko, p2 = —k4) €303
2
K v v
=7 [— (k2y k] +m?) (el €5, — 2e1,el )]
2
KR
+= [zkgkgel,wega + 2RE R e, — ARGk e gely — 41{31«561@“6%]

HE[ (KT + k3 — kuukt) e5nels — (207 + 2k3 — Bki,kY) erapes”

R e — M e, — 2H R ey
4 /{:2
?(kg'k’4+m2)Tr[€1'€3] — K2 (ko ey eg-ky+ky-es-er-ky)

+§/€2 [— (2]{3% + 2]{,’% - 3]{31 . k’g) Tr (61 . 63) — 2]{31 €3 €1 k‘g]
(for (R — hl7)g))
V/3K?

—[(k‘l'k‘4‘|‘k53'k’4)k2'61'kg—(kl'k2+k53'k52)k4'61'k’4—k’%k’2'61'k’4]

6k2
V3ER? [(ks-eq -k
= + ; {( : k; 5 (2K7 — 4k3 — Ky - k‘g)] (for (R ¢ — I(S)gb)) (D.2)
2 5 2
K,__ _ 9 K,_k‘l'k‘gk’l'k4 K_k’g'k’gk‘g'k‘4
12[]2€2 e &
Kk°ky - k
6k12k23 (kg kg +m?)ky - kg — 2ky - kg ks - ka — 2k - kaky - kg)
3
2 k, 'k 3 k 'k 2
+% [( 1m23) —8( 1m23) — (k1 - ks) 4+ 2m% | (for [Dp — I9)g)) .
\ S s

D.3 t{-channel exchange and total amplitude

In the t-channel exchange, the gravitational field mediates (see the last figure in figure 3).
It involve the 3-point graviton vertex and thus the calculation becomes quite messy. We
give the detail in each case: (h(D¢ — h)¢ ), (hD¢ — I®)¢ ) and (I®¢ — I)p). The
graviton propagator appearing in the ¢-channel exchange is expressed in eq.(3.6). The
projection operators (3.3) and (3.4) in the graviton propagator are written as

2 o o
P2, =Y elel (D.3)

g

0 1 1
Paﬁ,uu - (ﬁeaﬁ) (ﬁepu) (D4)
With this expression, we decompose the t-channel exchange contribution into two parts:

spin-2 propagator and spin-0 propagator parts. We also give the total amplitude, which
is the sum of all contribution A, + A, + A, + A,.
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D.3.1  (h9¢ — hl7)¢)

The contribution from the ¢-channel exchange is written as

A, (hﬁ)(klw(b); hé%)(k3)¢(k4)>

= K eruwesap s’ (1 =k, pa = —ks, ps = —k1 + ks)
XiGrsnw (0 = k1 — ks) A3 (p1 = ko, p2 = —ka)

= K2 { [2 5 (k2 + k3 + (ky — k3)2) - g (k‘i‘ + kg + (b — k3)4)} elvegﬁ

1
+ [ e —+0 k2 + k2 4 (kg — 1{53)2)] (klyeg/\ei\o‘klﬁ + k‘gye'f/\ego‘kg — kiye3” 61 k3A>

1
+ Lﬂz (K2 + k2 + (kg — k3)2)] (zemeg koKD 4 262 K]k es +265 k:gkgem)}

1 1 s o
e I e {2 (Bl + Boulo) 39a59“”} g (ha ki ko)

1 1 1(k? - k3)?
+m2{ 42<(k:1 k3>2_§(1ff+k§)+—ﬂ)

6 (k1 — k3)?

o (-l a0~ i)

B gty gty o (B2 = R (K + 13) w
+24 ( ) (lﬁ + ks) + ey — iy )2 1065
1 1 (k‘% + k‘z) 2 3 k4 + k4
o5 o A~ 9717 1 N\o o 0 |k no v ko
[3“2 6r2 (k1 — kg) (3 + ) (k1 — ks)? + 6 by — k)2 31, 5 kT
! v 2
“Sa T B — ko T A2 — R Pk 26 (e = )) (D5)

where we use 0, defined in eq. (2.17), with p = (—k; + k3). We calculate each part of
A; separately,

1 1 Lo
{5 (eaueﬁu + eaueﬁu) - geaﬁeul/} 5 [k5k4 + k2 kﬁf]
1 1 9 2
= 1 (k‘ga + k‘4a) (k‘gg + k‘45) — éeag (k‘g-yk‘4 —-m ) , (D.6)

1 1
6%6%5 {Z (k‘ga + k’4a) (k‘gg + k’4ﬁ) — éeag (k’gfyk’z - m2)}

1 m?
= (B—W) (k2'€1'63'k2+k4‘€1'63'k4)

m

1 2
+(§+m) (kfz'@l'63‘k4+k4'61'63‘k2)
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o k] — m?
_ (kayhg =m7) 46 m >T1"[61'€3], (D.7)

2

where we use the on-shell condition for matter, 1.e. k3 = k¥ = —m?,

A A A
<k17€g>\elaklﬁ + ka3 7Ry — kipelel ksA)

1 1
X {Z (]Cga + ]{Z4a) (1{225 + ]{545) — 6(9&5 (l{igﬁ{]{iz — m2)}

1
:Z(k27+k4fy)(k¥+kg)(k}2'€1'63']{74—]{74'61'63']{32)
1
+Z(k‘2'61'k’g—k’4'61'k’4)(/€2'63'k2—k’4'63'k’4)
(kwkl—mz)

6(/{?1—/{:3)2 (k2'el'k2‘|‘k‘4-61-k‘4—2]{;2.61.k4)

X(]{72'63']{?2+]{34'63']{74—2]{?2'63']{?4),([).8)
<2€1M€g/\k“f‘kf + 26?6]{3?]{3?637)\ + Qeg‘ﬁkgk:gelw\)

1 1
X {Z (k‘ga + k‘4a) (1{525 + k‘45) — geag (k‘g-yk‘z — m2)}

(ki —ks)® KRS (K — kD) 2
_ - + ko k] —m
{ < 12 6 192 (kl . ]{73)2 ( 2yMvg )

3 ka4 ) T T e

"‘(1{52'61'k2+k4'€1'1{?4>(l{32'63']€2—|—]€4'63']{54)—4]€2'61']{74 ]{32'63']{74
2 (kaoyki —m?)

(kg'el'k2+kﬁ4'61'/{54—2]{32'61'/{54)

3(ky — k3)?
X (ky - €3 ko + ka5 ka — 2ky - €5 ka) (D.9)
kel esoky = — (ko -e1-e3-kot+hka-er-e3-ky—ky-eg-es-ky—ky-er-es-ka).
(D.10)

The external momenta squared of gravitons k7 and k2 can be written by the graviton
masses squared, that is m? = 0 (for positive norm modes) and m? = —1/(8x*) (for
negative norm modes) where m, is mass of spin-2 graviton. Thus, we have four cases,

(2.8 = { (00). (0. 52). (5:29): (52 50) |- (D.11)

In all cases, equalities

SR -0 rR) =0 (-0 (H-s0Eea)) =0 (D
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hold true. Then the ¢t-channel exchange contribution A; can be simplified as follows,
At:/&( 1 Bkt + k3) )
(k1 — k3)?  Blky — k3)* — k72(ky — k3)?
x|~y ks Ry h) (s e - ey — Ky e - e k)
+(ko-e1-ko)(ky-es-ky)+ (ky-eq-ky)(ko-es- ko)
(kg er - ka) (ks - €5 - ka) + i(kl oy 4 Ky - k)2 Ti[e - eg]}

’ 3 k2 + k2
+% (k’g €1 €3 k‘4—|—k‘4'61 €3 k‘g) +I€2 {1—6(1{?1 - ]{53)2 + 7( 1;; 3):| Tr[el -63]
221,212 . 2 2
KR ﬁk1k3((1€41 ]{732 +4m )2 Tr[el ) 63]
8 (B(k1 — k3)t — k72(k1 — k3)?)
HER® [(2K7 + 2k3 — 3k1 - k) Tr[er - es] + 2k - e1 - €5 - k] (D.13)

Taking the sum A, + A; + A, + Ag, we have the total scattering amplitude shown in
eq. (4.11). There we use

1
(K3 + k3) (kf + k3 — @) = 2k7k3, (D.14)

which is satisfied in any case of Eq.(D.11). Note that the contributions from « & are
canceled.

D.3.2 (h9¢ — I®)¢)

Contribution from the ¢-channel exchange is obtained as

Ay (h(a)(kl)ﬁb(b); [(S)(k3)¢(k4))

\/g vV,
= K’e1 <?93a6 NP0 () = key py = —ks, pg = —ky + ks)

XiGaspe (p = k1 — k3) 3 (p1 = ko, py = —ka)

1 1 1(k2 — (ky — k3)?)”
+ (3a+ 8) (—%kg - ékg (k2 + (ky — k3)2))
2 - 2\2 (1.2 N 2
+2% (—5 (Kt + (ky — E3)*) + (k1 — (k1 — k3) )kg(kl + (k1 — ks) )>] €108
1 k2 + (ky — k3)? 2 kY 4 (ky — kg)?
| (2 ) + S e a4 R et b
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—2
8 5(151 - k3)4 - fi_z(/fl - k3)2

1 1 1 v v
{5 (ea,u‘gﬁu + eaueﬁu) - geaﬁe;w} 5 [k5k4 + k2 kﬁf]

+\/§m2{% (=t +2 (k1 — k3)* + k3) — 12(ky — k3)?k3 + 3k7 (k1 — k3)® + k3]
+4Ba+ B) [((k1 — k3)® + kS) — 9 (k1 — ks)' k3 + (k1 — k3)3ks) + 3K7 ((kr — k3)* + k3)]

+8 [k + 3K} (k1 — k3)® + k3)] }

1 _kgeluykg 9
—koy k] — 2m° ko — k
T TR 280 T B ha)t & A2 ) e 2 6 (ke = K))
(D.15)
Now, the graviton in the final state is scalar one, mass of which is (—k3 =)m% =
1
2Bat e while the graviton mass of the initial state (—k7 =)mi = 0 or 25
The latter gives
k2 (k™2 — Bk7) = 0. (D.16)
Using these equations, we have
L (2L oy, LK — (b — hs)?)”
1 1
#at9) (~ gkt = g (4 (- 1))
k2 — (ki — k3)2)? (k2 + (ky — ks)?
—l—ﬂ —5(k%+(k1—k3)4)+(1 (ks 3))2(1 G 3)°)
24 k2
1 1Y (k1 = ky)! k2
= ﬂ (5(1/&1 - ]{53)2 — ?) ( ;{;g _ 5(k‘1 _ ]{53)2 _ k_é(kl _ k3)2 ’ (D.17)
1 (kf + (k1 — K3)*) 2 o, B+ (kb — ky)*
N ) z =
6/{2< + P2 +3(3a+ﬁ)k‘3+6 2
1 2 LY (k1 — ks)?
=% (5(1{51 — k3)” — ?) Tz (D.18)

% [—kt +2 ((k — k3)* + k3) — 12(ky — k)?k3 + 3k7 (k1 — k3)® + k3)]
+4(3a + B) [((k1 — k3)® + k3) — 9 ((k1 — k3) k3 + (k1 — ks)*k3) + 3k (k1 — ks)* + k3) ]
+8 [k + 3k (k1 — k3)® + k3) ]

= (2(30( + 5)(]{31 — k3)2 + /€_2) (2(/{51 - k3)4 + 6]{?%(/{51 — k3)2 — 18k§(/€1 — k3)2)

—48(3a + B) k3 (k1 — ks3)?, (D.19)
1 1 1
€108 {5 (Oanbsy + Oanbpy) — geaﬁeuu} 5 [kaki + kyky]

44
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:Z(k‘g'61'k2+2k‘2'61'k4+k4'61'k‘4)+m(kfg-ykfz—m2)k‘3'61'k’3
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:Z(l{ig'el'k2+2]€2'€1'1€4—|—]€4'61'1{?4)— E—Fm ]{73'61']{73, (DQO)

1 1 1
kayel,kig {5 (Oapbs + Oorbp,) — geaﬁew} 3

1
:Z(kﬁg-y+k?4»y)k?iy(k2'61'/{52—]{34'61'/{54)

[R5 kL + 5Ky

- i+le ((ky — ks)® + ki — k3) ks - e - k

[(/{51 + k2)2 — (k’l — k’4)2} (k’g €61 k‘g — k’4 €1 k‘4)

1

8
1 1 m?

’ <ﬂ * am) (= hs)® + 1 = B3) K- (b-21)

These equation simplify the form of A, and finally we have

V32
24 k2
V3K’ V32
— 24]{232’ ((k’l — k3)2 + k’% — 5]{,‘%) (k‘2 -eq - k;2 + k;4 ey - k;4) —+ 6—]{;?2’/{5%]{32 -eq - k‘4
V3K2 [ m? 2(3a + B) k2, )
- 2— — — (p* =2 ks-ey -k
6 ( P (2Ba+ B)p?+ k72) p? (" = 2m )) pren
§K’ 12(3a + B)ki
V/3k? (3a+ B)(ky — k3)2 + 2

The sum A, + A, + A; + Ay is shown in eq. (4.16).

At - ((1{51 + ]{72)2 — (1{31 — ]{34>2) (1{52 c €1 ]{32 — ]{?4 c €1 ]{74)

_l_

D.3.3 (I®¢ — I9¢)

Using the following equation

1 1
klakf 1 (koo + Kia) (Kog + kag) — 690‘6 (kgwk‘z — m2)
1 1
= 1 (b + k)" = (k= ka)?)” — 15 (Ur1 = ko) - 4m?) ((ky — ks)? — 4k7)
1
= 57 (k1 = k)t — 6(ky + ko)?(ky — ka)?
—4(k} —m?) (k1 — ks)® + 6(ki — m®)* + 8kim?) (D.23)

the t-channel exchange contribution is written as

Ay (19(k1)d(ka); 1) (k3) b (k)
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2
= 4822/’{;2 (ky 4 ko) (k1 — kg)*(ky — k3)? 4 6K% (ky + ko) (k1 — ka)? — (43 +m?) (ky — k3)*
173

+(11kT + 4kim? — m*) (ky — k3)?® + 10K — 12kim? — 6k§m4]

I{_23kfil(k1 — k3)2 — 4]{?%7’112(/{51 — k3)2 — 2]’(?%7’112
6 (kr — k3)? (k1 — ks)? — ki)
(k’l — k3)4 — 6(]{31 + k2)2(k’1 — k’4)2 — 4(]{3% — m2)(k1 - k3)2 + 6(]{3% — m2)2 + 8]{3%7’112

2
R 12 (k26(ky — k3)? — 1) (k1 — k3)?
€2 | (ky-ks)®  (ky-ks)? ) 12k
+23 = 8 R 7 (ky - ks) — 10k? + (CEnaik (D.24)

The sum A, + A, + A; + Ay is shown in eq.(4.20).
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E Derivation of the UV behavior

In the calculation, inner products of k,, {,, t, and w, appear frequently. Before going to
the calculation of each scattering amplitude, we summarise the inner products,

m?+m?  (m?— m2)2
ky -y ~ —2k% — — ot 18k2 : (E.1)
kq (m? m3 kg (m2  m2\’
kl-kgw—kq(l—cosﬁ)—?<ﬁ—l—? ‘l‘g ﬁ—? 5 (E2)
kq (m? m? kg (m2  m2\’
]{71-]{34N—]€q<1+008¢9)—7(p+? +§ F—? , (EB)
kq (m?* m3 kg (m?  m2\’
]{72-]{73&*—]{7(](14-0089)—?(?—'—? +§ ﬁ—? y (E4)
kq (m?* m? kg (m2  m2\’
k’gk4N—kq(1—C089)—?q(ﬁ+?)+§q(ﬁ—?) 5 (E5)
m2+m?  (m3— mz)2
ks ky ~ —2¢% — =2 5 38q2 : (E.6)
1 [ m?+m?  (m]+m?
Iy - ko ~ o —2k* — 5 ( 18k2 )} , (E.7)
L kg ((mi o m3\ ke (i :
ly - k3~ — | —kq(1 —cosf) — — | ——cos O + — — [ ——cosf+—
1 ks | q (1 —cosf) 2( 2 —I—q2 —I—8 14 008 +q4 ;
(E.8)
10 kq (m? 2 kq (mi m*\ ]
ll~k4~ﬁ1 _—kq(l+cos€)—?<ﬁcosﬁ+? +§ ﬁcosﬁjL? _,(E.9)
1T 2 2 4 4 1
lg - ky ~ — —kq(l—cos@)—%(%——jcos@)—l—%(ﬁi—ffcosﬁ) :
ms | q _
(E.10)
1] kq (m? m?2 kq (m* 1 1
Iy - ko ~ — | —kq(1 0) — = — + —2cosh — 5+ —2cost
sk o] q(1+cosb) 2<k2+q2cos)+8 k4+q4cos |
(E.11)
1 [ m2 +m?  (m3+m?
I3 - ky ~ o —2¢* — =2 5 ( 38q2 )] : (E.12)
t1 - k‘g =t3- k‘4 = O, (E13)
t1 - ]{?3 = qsin@, t1 - ]{74 = —q sin@, (E14)
tg - ]{31 =—k sin@, ts - ]{72 = ksinﬁ, (E15)
kg (m? m2 kg (m?  m2\’
11.13Nm1m3 [—kq(l—cosﬁ)—l—?(k—;qu—;’) cos — = k—;—q—;’ cosf| ,
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/ , Em m3\ .
ll'tgz— ]{32+m%81n9/m1~—(E—FQ—];_S—]{;)SIHQ, (El?)
. ms  mi\ .
ls -t = \/¢®>+m3sin6/mg ~ (mig + 2—; - 8—;’) sin 6, (E.18)

ts-t; = cosé, (E.19)

where “~” means that we ignore the higher order terms of k=*. For later convenience, we
show also the following relations,

k2 4 2k - ky = —4kq — m? —mi —m? + O(k™?), (E.20)
k2 — 2k - ky = 2kq(1 + cos ) + m* + O(k™2). (E.21)

We are now in a position to obtain the behaviors of the amplitudes in the UV limit, which
is the main purpose of this paper. As we commented in the last paragraph of section 5.1,
the scattering amplitudes involving both even and odd modes vanish. There are thirteen
non-zero scattering amplitudes in total. We give the analysis of each.

E.1 h29¢ — h29¢

Since these modes satisfy
k-ei-k=k-e3-k=0 for any k,
ko-e1-e3-ky=0, ky-ej-e3-ky= %(tl ky)(ts - ko), (E.22)
Trle; - e3] = (¢ - t3),

the scattering amplitude becomes simple,

2
= 81{:?- L [—2(Ky - ko + Fy - k) (t - k) (B - ko) — (ky - ko + ko - k) (81 - 23)]
Iiz I<L2
—Z(t1 k) (t3 - ko) + g(k:l < k3)(t1 - t3) + O (k)
ky -k
LG [(t1 - ka) (L3 - ko) + (K - ko) (8 - t3)] + O (k)
2k - ks
1+ cos6

E.2 h29¢ — 1094
In this case, the modes satisfiy
k-eg-k=k-e3-k=0 for any k,
Baver ey k=0, kien-es b= gl ki)l k) (E.24)
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TI"[61 : 63] = (tl : lg)

Calculation becomes uncomplicated,

A+ A+ Ay + Ag

I‘€2

— 78]{; 2 [2(1{51 . ]{72 + ]ﬁ . ]{Z4)(t1 . k4)(13 . k2) _ (kl . k2 + kl . ]{74)2 (tl . 13)]
1" h3
K2 K2 B
_Z(tl : k4)(l3 : k2) + g(k‘l . k‘g)(tl . l3) + O (k; )
2 (7 +2k1 - ky)
8ky - k3
5 mgksinf

- 2(1 — cos0)

[=2(ty - ka) (Is - ko) + (K2 — 2k - k) (1 - 1s)] + O (k71

+0O (k). (E.25)

E.3 [00¢ — 119y

In this case, e; and e3 satisfy
k-ei-k=k-e3-k=0 for any k,
ki-ei-e3-k;j= %(ll ki) (I3 - k) for any k; and k;, (E.26)
Trle; - es) = (11 - I3).

Since the initial and the final gravitons are massive gravitons, we have the following
relations

1
ll . l3 = —2]{71 : ]{73 + (1 +COS¢9),
mip

1 1 2
ooky =l k= —ky -k + = AT 0 (1Y (E.27)
mr 4 k2 0 0 3 )
1 1 — cos 1 —cosO@m; 1mrmg B
ll.k4:l3.k2:Ekl‘lﬁl_‘_TmI—Tﬁ Z k2 +O(kf 4).

Then, we have

1
—Z(k‘% — 2/{51 . k‘4)(k‘% + 2]{31 : k’g)Tl"[61 : 63] + (k’% — 2]{31 : k’4)k’2 +€1 €3 k‘4
"‘(]f% -+ 2]{31 . k2>k4 +€1 €3 ]{72 - 2(1{32 c €1 ]{34>(l{32 + €3 - ]{74)

K2 — 2k - k24 2%k - ks
_m(k2 ceq ko) (ky-es-ky) — m(kﬁ ~ey - ky)(ky - e3 - k)
5

1 m2 m
= H% (k‘l : k’4+ 71) (k’l . ]{52 - 71) (/{?1 : k‘3+m?(1 +COSQ))

1 m? m2m2\°
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H 2 2 8 k2 4 k2
1 —cosf
= ——— i + O (k).
Moreover, we have

1
g(k’%+k‘§+4m2)TT[61 '63] —k’g - €1 '63'/{54 —k‘4'61 - €3 'k‘g

2 2
+k%+2k1.k2( 21 he)(ke-es 4)+k§—2k1.k4(

1 1
= (k- ko)? — — (k- k) + O (K2
2m? 2m? ()

ky-e;- k4)(k2

k‘4
— T (2 + (1 + cos6)®) + O (K?).

From these equations, the total amplitude is estimated as

k*m2 2% + (1 4 cos0)* + (1 — cos 6)?

As+ A+ Ayt Ay = == [ —cos0)

E.4 K299 — h29¢
In this case, we have the following relations,
k’g'el'k’g:k’g'el'k4:k’2'63'/€4:k’4'63'/€4:0

1 1
k4'61'7€4:%(t1'7€4)27 7472'63']{?2:%(153'/{?2)27

1
]{72 €1 €3¢ ]{?4 = O, ]{74 €1 €3¢ ]{32 = §(t1 . k4)(t3 . kg)(tl . tg),

TI"[61 . 63] = 1 [(tl : t3)2 + 1} .

2
With these relations, the total amplitude is calculated as
As+ A+ A+ Ay
2
K
= ————|4(ky - ko + ki - ky)(t1 - kg)(ts - ko)(ty - t
16k1-k3[ (k1 ko4 Fy - Ky)(ty - ka)(ts - ko) (ty - t3)
A Rt - k) o (k- Ry <) (8- 1)% 1]
K2 K2
_Z(tl ka)(ts - ko) (ts - ts) + E(kl k) [(tl “t3)? + 1}

o (B k)2 (ts - ko)?
" (ks — ks) + m?]

K,2

- P R R k) 1)

+ 0 (k)

20

+ng@_@g(hwﬁa;@ﬁﬁ_agg@ﬁ+y@@
m

+0(k7?).

>2+(’)(k;0)

(E.28)

-e3 kz)

(E.29)

(E.30)

(E.31)



(- k)2 (ks - ko) 4 (By - ha)(Ry - k) [(2 - 1) + 1}]

(ty - ka)?(ts - ko)?
—K? s ke +0 (ko)

1+ cosf 0
S ) E.32
1—cos€+0(k) (E.32)

— I{2k’2

E.5 h2¢ — [0e)g
The inner products become

ky-ey-ko="Fko-ey-ky=Fky-es-ky=0, ky-e-ky= (t1 - kq)?,

4l

k’2'63'k‘2:\/ﬁ(tg'k’g)(lg'k‘g), k’2'63'k’4: (tg'k’g

~—

(l3 : k4)>

< Sl

1 1
k’4 c€1 €3+ k‘g = §(t1 . k’4)(l3 . k’g)(tl . tg) + §(t1 . k‘4 (tg . k’g)(tl . lg), (E33)

k’g c€1 €3¢ k‘4 = 0, TI"[61 . 63] = (tl . tg)(tl . lg),
and then we have the total scattering amplitude,

A+ A+ A, + Ay

I<L2

= _8k:1 s [2(/{51 ko + k- ]{:4) [(tl . k‘4)(l3 . k;2)(t1 . t3) + (tl . k4)(t3 . k‘z)(h . lg)]

Aty - k)2 (ts - o) (Is - Keo) + (R - oo + oy - Bea)? (£ - £5) (11 - 13)]

2

= [t k) - k) (1) + (1 ko) (ts - o) (b1 - 1)

+%2(k1 )t 1) (1 Iy) + 2 fgjzftzg)kf Esz' R) Lo (k™)

i, 2:;1' _’fzz(tl 13 [ty - k) (g - k) — (K2 — 2k - k) (11 - )

_,124(121.%];))((1522. kzi) (k3 + 2k - ko) (b1 - 1) (s - k) + 2(t - ) (I3 - o) (- s + ez - K]
R o

= m2m3k2(21__7(§)ss€9> sinf + O (k7). (E.34)

E.6 I[1¢¢ — 109

The calculation in this case is complicated. Let us see the detail. ey, and es,, satisfy

k‘g'61'k’2:k‘4'63'k’4:0, k‘g'61'k’4: (tl'k‘4)(l1'k’2),

1
V2

ol



k‘4 €1 k’4 = \/§(t1 : k’4)(l1 : k’4), k‘g - €3¢ k’g = \/§(t3 : k’g)(lg . k’g),

1 1
k‘g €3 k’4 = ﬁ(t?’ . k‘g)(lg . k’4), k‘g +€1 €3¢ k‘4 = 5([1 . k‘g)(lg . k’4)(t1 . tg), (E35)
]{?4 c€1 €3¢ ]{72 = % (tl . k4)(t3 . ]{32)(11 . 13) + (ll : ]{74)(13 . kg)(tl . tg)
+(t1 - ka)(ls - ko) (ly - t3) + (11 - ka)(t3 - ko)(t1 - 13) ],
Tr[el . 63] = (tl . tg)(ll : lg) + (tl . lg)(ll : tg).

Since now the masses of the initial and final are the same, the inner products of vectors
become

li-l3= iz (—=(k* +m7)(1 — cos ) +m7),
mi

k
ll'kgzlg'k4:—m—l <\/k2+m25+\/k2+m§>,

k
Zl-k4:l3-k2:—E <\/k2+m%+\/k2+m§cos«9>,

k
- 2 2 2 2 __ 2 21_
o <\/k‘ —l—mS—l-\/k‘ +m7 — /K% + mj( cosé’)),

tl'kgztg'kgz—tl'k’4:—tg'k‘l :ksin9, (E36)

1
tl'lgz—tg'llz— k2+m%sin6’,
mr

ky - ky= —\/k2+m% <\/k2+m§+\/k2+m%cosﬁ) +m3 cos 6

:—\/k2+m§ <\/k52+m§+\/k2+m§)+(k2+m%)(1—cose)+m§cos9.
Then, we have
Kt e e
(kg-el-k:4)(k2-eg-k4):—2—m%sir129< k:2—|—m§—|— k‘?—l—m%) s

24 2
(ky-e1-ky)(ko-e3-ko) = —%Sin%’(\/kz—l—m%—l—\/k‘2—|—m§cosé’) ,
T

k2 ’
]{72~61~€3']€4IW<\/l€2+m%+\/1€2+m%) cos 0, (E.37)
T

2 2
k4-61-63'k2:2—mz[(\/k2+m%+\/kz—l-m%) cos 6
i

—2\/k2—|—m§ (\/k2+m§+\/k2—l—m§) (1+ cosf — 2cos® )
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+(k* +m7)(1 — cos0)(3 + cosf — 4 cos® 0) — m7 sin® 9] :

1
Trle; - e3] = " (—(k* +m7)(1 4 cos 6 — 2 cos® 0) + m7 cosf) .
T

The inverse of (k¥ — ki - kq) is estimated as
(k3 — 2k - ky)™!

— <2\/k2+m% <\/k‘2+m§—l— \/k2+m%cose) —m%(20089+1))
-1
= (2\/k2+m§ <\/k:2+m§+ \/k2+m§cos9))

B m2(2cosf + 1)
2¢/k? +m? <\/k;2 +m% + /k? + m? cose)

= <2\/k2+m§ <\/k:2+m§+ \/k2+m§cos9))_2

X [2\/k2+m% <\/k‘2+m§+ \/k2+m%0089) +m3(2cosd + 1)

(m2(2cos b + 1))
2k2(1 4 cosf)

—1

-1

x |1

+0 (k%) (E.38)

With these equations, we can calculate the following quantity,

1
—Z(l{?% — 2]{31 . ]{54)(1{?% + 2]€1 : ]fg)TI'[el : 63] + (l{?% - 2]{71 : ]{74)]{72 €1 €3¢ ]{?4
_'_(k% + le : k2)k4 €1 €3 ]{72 - 2(1{32 €1 ]{54)(1{22 €3 ]{34)
k2 — 2%y - iy k2 4 2k - ko
k2 2k - k2(k2 cer - ko) (ky - ez ky) — m<k4 ey ka)(ka - ez ky)

3
= —1(1 — cosf)mik® + O (K°). (E.39)
where cancelation occurs in the leading and subleading order. We also have

1
é(kf—l—k‘g—l—élmz)Tr[el '63] —k’g * €1 '63'/{54 —k‘4'61 + €3 'k‘g

2 2

(1{52 c €1 kg)(]ﬁl + €3 - ]{74) + (1{54 €1 ]{34>(l{32 + €3 - ]{72)

k‘4
— o (2% + (14 cos#)® — 2(1 — cos0)*) + O (k) . (E.40)

From these equations, the total amplitude is estimated as
k*m2 2% + (1 4 cos0)* + (1 — cos 6)?

As+ At Ay Ay = —— 030y

+0(k?%). (EA41)
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E.7 h2%9¢ — [0¢

In this case, the graviton of the final state is the helicity-0 mode. Its basis is written as

eé?}u = %lgulgy — % (tsutsn + wuuy)
- f/& 2 gk + \}6 (200 — Btantay — Bup) (E42)
With this expression, we have
ky-es-ky= _\/gk;g (ko - k3)* + % (2k3 — 3(k2 - t3)%) (E.43)
ky ey i = — \/ng(k:g ) (s Ea) + %(k‘g ), (E.44)
ky-es-ky= sz( 5 ky)? + %kﬁ, (E.45)
Trle; - e3] = fk2( cep kot ky-er-ky—2ko-eq - ky)
—%(tg-el-tgjtu-el-u), (E.46)
ko -er - €5 by = —ékg(k;g i) (ks e1 -k — e ) 4 %(1{2 1 - ka)(E.AT)
k4'€1'€3'k‘2=—\/gkg(k‘z'k‘s)(krel'k4—k4'61'k‘4)
+% (2(ka- ey - ky) —3(t3-e1 - ky)(ts - ka)) . (E.48)
Substituting the above equations into the form of the total amplitude (4.11) and using
kg-k3:k1~k4—%(kf—k§), kg-k4:k1-k2+%(kf—k§), (E.49)
ko ky =k ks— % (K + k3) —m?, (E.50)

we have

A + A+ A, + Ay

Ii2

/{32
m{ (k‘g €1 - k‘4)‘|‘

k2(ky - ky)
A(ky - ko)

E2(ky - k k?
ﬁ(kﬁ ey - ky) — —1(k‘2 ey - ky)

) 2
(K1 - ko)
k) {3(751 ~ky)

(k‘z ce1 k2)

2 1

+% 2(/{:1 . (t3 ) k2)2(k4 c€1 k4) + 6(/€1 . k‘g)(tg . k‘g)(tg €1 - ]{;4)
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+3(k‘1 . k’g)(k’l . k’4)(t3 €1 tg) + 3(/{51 . k‘g)(k‘l . k:4)(u €1 U)
§k% ((kl ' ]fg) i (kl . k4)> (tg . k2)2(/€4 €1 k‘4) -+ Bk%(tg . k’g)(tg €1 k’4)

2 (kq - ky)?
3
—§k’%(k‘1 : k‘g)(tg €1 tg) — (2]{3% + ng + 4m2)(k‘2 €1 k’4)
ki-k ki -k
+2m2 "2 (kg - €1 - ko) + 2m* 2 (ky - €1 - ka) | + (lower order of k)
]{31 . ]{32 kl ' k4

o 3k ko) [(t?’ i k2)2(7€4 cer - ky) 4+ 2(ts - ko) (ts - e1 - ka)

" 2V6(ky - kg) | (k1 - ka)

+(ky - ka)(ts-eq-t3) + (k1 - ky)(u-eq - u)]

(tg . ]{72)2(1{54 €1 ]{74) + 2(t3 : k?g)(tg e ]{54)

2 3k3 ((ky - ka) + (K1 - ka))
4\/6(]{31 . ]{53) (kl ' k4>2

—(1{31 : ]fg)(tg A t3) — 2(]{72 A ]{54)

3]{,‘2 (k’l . k’4) (kl : k2)
P8 | (k- ey k) + ky-eq - ko) + ky-ey -k
K 4\/6(k1-k‘3)[ ( 2 €1 4) (]f1'7€2)( 261 2) (/f1'k4)( 4 €1 4)
2
2 m kl'k4 k’l'k’g
——— | —2(ka-eq1 - ky) + ko ey - ko) + ky-el -k
Hﬁ(kl-kg,)[ (o rerha) g g e k) o (haea )
+(lower order of k). (E.51)

Note that we do not fix the basis of the in-state graviton in the above equation. Therefore,
this equation is applicable to the cases for h(%9¢ — h(®¢ and for hO¢p — RV .
Substituting the basis of the in-state graviton

e 1
eﬁ’u) = ﬁ (t1ut, — uyuy) , (E.52)

into Eq.(E.51), we have
As+ A+ Ay + Ay
_ 2 3(ky - ko) [(t3-ko)?
AN3(ky - kz) [ (K1 - k)

(kg t1)? +2(t3 - ko) (ts - t1)(t1 - ka) + (ki - ka)(t3 - 1) — (K - k4)]

+O(K°)

3K (k1 ke) [ sin®d

Bk k) | —(1 + cosO)
+O(K°)

— O(k"). (E.53)

sin?§ + 2sin 6 cos O(—sin ) — (1 + cos #) cos® § + (1 + cos 9)}

25



E.8 099 — 10y

Substituting the basis of the in-state graviton

e 1
eﬁju) = NG (gt + tipdin) | (E.54)

into Eq.(E.51), we have

As+ A+ A, + Ay

2 3(ky - k2) (ts - ko)
4V/3(ky - k3) [2 (k1 - ka) (ka - t) (L - k) + 2(t5 - ko) (t3 - 1) (L - ka)

+2Q3-kg(@-lﬁ(h~k4)%—2@a-kg(@~tg(h-t9]

2 3k2 2((k1 ko) + (k1 - ky))
8\/_(]{51 : ]{53) (kl ’ k4)2

+mm-@x@49@rk@—z@yk9@yhxhw@-z@yhxh-mi

(ts - ko) (ks - t1)(ly - Ka) + 2(t3 - ko) (t3 - t1) (11 - Ky)

)2 3k3 (k1 - ko)
8\/_(k:1 ~ks) | —2(kz - L)t ka) + 2(k1 - ky) (ka - t1) (L - k)
. m ky - ks .
+~K m -_2(]{32 . ll)( ]f4) + le ]{j4 (]{34 tl)(ll . ]{;4) + O(k )
= 2M my sin 3k k_g sin 0
- Av/3(ky - ks) [ sin ] + 8\/_(k‘1 ks) { 4m1 9} +O(K)
= O(k) (E.55)

E9 104 — 10

In this case, we can also use Eq.(E.51). As a preparation, we show the contraction of the
basis of the in-state graviton

2 1
6%?2,, = %llullv - % (trutin + wpws)
1
= \/7]{;2 klukly \/6 (QT]MV - 3t1“t1,/ - 3uuu,,) (E56)
with vectors,
2 (]{71 /fg) 2 ., 2 (ky - ko) (ky - ka) 2
ky-eq-ky=— + —k3, ky-e1-ky=—— 4+ —ko - ky,
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2 (ky k)2 2, 3

ky-ey - ky=—— k= (kg ty)?
pa V6 Kk +\/6 \/5(4 2
2 (ky-t3)? 2 3 )
ta-e] ty = ——— — — —(t; - t E.
3-€1-13 N +\/5 \/6(1 3)°, (E.57)

SE

— (-t s - t e U= —
\/6 k% \/6( 1 3)( 4 1)7 U-€1-u
With these equations, the total amplitude is calculated as

A+ A+ A, + Ag
o (ki-ka) [(ts - ka)* 0 . . _ _ Ry
K 2]{:%(/{;1 ) k‘g) [(k‘l ) ]{,‘4) (]{71 ]{74) + 2(t3 ]{52)(1{?1 tg)(]{?l ]{74) + (]{71 ]{74)(]{71 tg)

o (k1 ko) | (ts - ko)? 2
o A(ky - ks) [(kl +ky) (=3)(ka - t1)" + 2(ts - k2)(=3)(t1 - t3) (ks - 1)

H(ky - ka) (2= 3(ty - t3)%) + (ks - k‘4)(—1)]

_4(1; - k3) [((kl | ];/2 +k:i];§ 0D 1y 20 )+ 2t )y - t) (- )

—(ky - k3)(ky - t3)% — 2(ky - ko) (Ky - k4)]

, k3 (k1 - ka) , (k- k) )
—K A(ky - ky) {—2(]{51 ko) (ky - ky) + (or o) (ky - kg)? + ) (ky - k) }
T [_Q(kl )k + k) kﬂ +O(K)

:_ﬁ%h.b)hkl

4(k1 . ]{;3) . /{74) ((t3 : k2)(/€4 : tl) + (k‘l . k4)(t1 . tg))2 _ (kl . k‘4):|
5 (ts - ko)? 0
—K 4(Fr - s [((lﬁ ko) + (kq - ]{:4)) — (k1 - kyg) — (ky - ]{;3)} + O(kY)
— O().

(E.58)
E.10 [®9¢ — )¢

Since the basis eﬁ’j) for the initial graviton does not involve [, it does not affect the order
of k. Then, we find from eq. (4.16),

A+ Ai + Ay + Ag = O(K°). (E.59)
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In this case, the basis of the initial graviton satisfies

]{72'61'1{32207 ]{74'61'1{?4:\/§(t1'1{54)(11'1{34),
k’g c €1 k‘g = —\/§(t1 . k‘4) (ll . k’g) . (E60)

Substitute these equations into eq. (4.16), we have

2 ks Lok
A+ A+ A+ Ay = Vs (m2 4 2m? +126m%) (t - ky) [ —r — 2 ) + O (k7Y)
12 ki ks ky-ks
= O(k™). (E.61)
E.12 08¢ — [G)g
V6 (ki - k)* | V6
]{72'61'1{?2:—?]{:7%4—?]{?;
V6 (ki -k)* V6, V6
k4'61'1€4:—?%4‘?%_7(7{74'%)27
6 (ki -ks)2 V6 6
ks-er - ks = —g% + gk@? - %(/@1 )2 (B.62)
1

Substitute these into eq. (4.16), the total amplitude can be estimated as

As + A+ A, + Ay

V26® 9 oy (k1 ko)®  (ky-ka)? (Ky - ks)? 0
_ Ve 9m? + 12 . _
6k2 (m& +2m” + fms)<kl_k2 Ty ks kl-k3)+0(k)

=0 (k). (E.63)

E.13 I8¢ — I6g

The UV behavior of this case can be obtained by taking the UV limit of eq. (4.20) directly,
which gives eq. (5.33).
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