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1 Introduction

The successful detection of gravitational waves [1–5] has inspired an explosion of de-

velopments in the studies of black hole mergers. Besides numerical relativity [6–8]

and the formal approaches focusing on the post-Newtonian expansion [9–28], various

amplitude-based approaches [29–37] have proven highly effective in computing higher-

order corrections in the Post-Minkowskian (PM) expansion and revealing the underlying

structures of gravitational interactions.

These amplitude-based approaches view the dynamics of heavy bodies interact-

ing via weak gravity as that of scattering processes in the classical regime where the

gravitons are soft. A multitude of methods [38–55] have been devised to single out

the classical order from the full (quantum) amplitudes. Techniques for computing loop

amplitudes efficiently facilitate computations at high PM orders. At the point of writ-

ing, black hole scattering observables have been computed up to 4PM [36, 56–61] for

both non-spinning and spinning binaries and partial results are obtained at 5PM in the

non-spinning case [62].
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Incorporating spin degrees of freedom is non-trivial, both conceptually and compu-

tationally. Challenges appear even at tree level. Although the three-point amplitudes of

two massive particles and one graviton are classified in [63], complications enter at four

points, namely the gravitational Compton scattering. On the one hand, fundamental

questions in quantum field theories with higher-spin particles need to be addressed [64–

69], towards a full understanding of these amplitudes. On the other hand, the concept of

double copy [70–72] and general considerations on symmetry and locality requirements

allow us to bootstrap the Compton amplitudes of arbitrary spins [73, 74], despite in-

complete knowledge of the underlying theory. These results can then be tested against

approaches developed from other perspectives such as the Teukolsky equation [75–83].

Based on somewhat different assumptions, the Compton amplitude for a Kerr black

hole has been computed both as an expansion in powers of spin [84–97] and as a

resummed function [73, 74, 98, 99]. They all agree up to the quartic order in the spin

expansion, where the spin-shift symmetry is expected to hold. Going to higher orders

in spin, they deviate from one another, as the nuances in their respective formalism

and assumptions become important. These results provide a pool of data for future

investigations to analyze and clarify, which in turn will help to reveal the structures

of the underlying theory. The Compton amplitude for a Kerr black hole is also an

important ingredient in the calculation of loop amplitudes, which describe the dynamics

of Kerr binaries at higher PM orders [86, 87, 100–110].

A complementary line of research [111–118] based on the worldline quantum field

theory (WQFT) formalism [42] provides a fast-track to high PM calculations for physi-

cal observables and generating functions, up to quadratic orders in spin. Recent devel-

opment in the worldline formalism focuses on the radial action, which produces scatter-

ing observables at 6PM beyond the quadratic order in certain kinematic regions [119].

The gravitational waveform in the spinning case is discussed in [96, 107, 120] up to the

quartic order in spin. Besides Einstein gravity, related works on the spinning binary

systems in gauge [121] and other gravitational backgrounds [122, 123] have been carried

out. Beyond conservative dynamics, tidal and radiation effects have been explored from

both amplitude approaches and worldline-based formalisms [124–129]. Recent devel-

opments on the self-force expansion [130–134] may also shed light on the dynamics in

curved backgrounds.

In this paper, we consider one particular proposal for the Compton amplitude [73,

74], which is obtained using the double-copy and bootstrap. In section 2, we review

its structures and make comparisons with other proposals at the level of their spin

expansions. In section 3, we compute the one-loop amplitude using this Compton

amplitude from the leading singularity and the resulting 2PM eikonal phase.
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2 Classical Compton amplitudes

We begin this section with a review of the classical three-point [35, 73, 135, 136] and

four-point Compton amplitudes [73, 74] of two massive particles with spins minimally

coupled to gravity at tree level. The Compton amplitude follows from the double-copy

and factorization requirements and includes contact terms. The contact terms match

with physical data at low orders in spin and display certain empirical properties, which

allows for an extrapolation. This Compton amplitude is conjectured to hold at all

orders in spin. In the second part of this section, we discuss the comparison with the

Compton amplitudes computed from other approaches [83, 99]. The differences in the

contact terms can be interpreted as being related to the internal structures of the Kerr

black hole. Moreover, we demonstrate a simple procedure to obtain expressions in

covariant variables for these extra contact terms.

2.1 Covariant Compton amplitude to arbitrary spin order

Here we review the structures of the classical amplitudes of a heavy particle emitting

gravitons. Throughout this paper, we restrict our discussions to the kinematics in

the heavy-mass limit [41]. The incoming and outgoing massive momenta typically are

parameterised as p̄ = mv and p̄′ = (mv− q) where qµ denotes the total momenta of the

emitted graviton(s). The on-shell conditions p̄2 = p̄′2 = (mv − q)2 = m2 yield v2 = 1

and v·q = 0.

The three-point amplitude of two massive particles of arbitrary masses and spins

and a graviton is first given in [135] by considering general symmetry constraints.

Restricting to the minimal coupling and taking the heavy-mass limit, the amplitude

corresponds to the Kerr black hole of an arbitrary classical spin. A compact, covariant

form of this three-point amplitude is found in [35, 73, 136]

p p′

ε1, p1

M3(1, p
′, p) = −iκ(p̄·ε1)(w·ε1) , (2.1)

where w
µ := cosh(x1)p̄

µ − iG1(x1)(p1·S)µ, with G1(x1) = sinh(x1)
x1

, x1 = a·p1 and

(p1·S)µ = p1νS
νµ. Here Sµν denotes the spin tensor which describes the classical spin of

the black hole and we have introduced the spin-length vector aµ, with Sµν = −ǫµνρσ p̄ρaσ.

As G1(x1) is an entire function, (2.1) is local in the sense that it is free of unphysical

poles involving x1 in the denominator once expanded in powers of the spin vector.
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At four points, we have the classical gravitational Compton scattering of two gravi-

tons and the Kerr black hole, depicted below.

p S p′

ε1, p1 ε2, p2

. (2.2)

A covariant form of the Compton amplitude for a Kerr black hole is obtained in [73, 74].

Schematically, this amplitude receives three types of contributions as follows,

M4(1, 2, p
′, p) = −Na(1, 2, p

′, p)N0(1, 2, p, p
′)

2(p1·p2)
+

Nr(1, 2, p
′, p)

4(p·p1)(p·p2)
+Nc(1, 2, p

′, p). (2.3)

Here the first term, as its form suggests, is assembled from the double-copy procedure.

The second term is designated to take care of the spin-flip effects. The last denotes the

contact contributions which can not be determined from factorizations.

The double-copy term, constructed in [73], is given by Na denoting the kinematic

numerator of the Yang-Mills Compton amplitude in the heavy-mass limit and its spin-

less counterpart N0. The numerator Na takes the following form,

Na(1, 2, 3, 4) = −w1·F1·F2·w2

(p1·p̄)
+

p1·p̄− p2·p̄
2(p1·p̄)

× (2.4)

(
iG2 (x1, x2) (a·F1·F2·S·p2) + iG2(x1, x2)(a·F2·F1·S·p1) + iG1 (x12) tr (F1·S·F2)

+G1(x1)G1(x2)
(
(a·F1·p̄)(a·F2·p1)−(a·F1·p2)(a·F2·p̄)−

p2·p̄−p1·p̄
2

(a·F1·F2·a)
))

,

where x12 = x1 + x2 and

G2(x1, x2) ≡
1

x2

(sinh(x12)

x12
− cosh(x2)

sinh(x1)

x1

)
. (2.5)

G2(x1, x2) is also an entire function and hence renders Na free of unphysical poles in x1,

x2 or x12. The scalar numerator N0 follows from the kinematic Hopf algebra [137–142]

N0(1, 2, p, p
′) = −

(p̄′·F1·F2·p̄′
p1·p̄′

)
. (2.6)

We have N0 = Na|a→0. These numerators manifestly satisfy the crossing symmetries

described by group algebra in actions [143, 144] as demanded by the color-kinematic

duality. The double-copy term is consistent with all possible massless factorizations.

The second term in eq. (2.3) complements the double-copy contribution to produce

the correct spin-flip effects, starting from the cubic order in spin. It is determined by
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the factorization requirement on the physical massive poles. The numerator Nr reads

Nr(1, 2, p
′, p) =

(
(∂x1−∂x2)G1(x1)G1(x2)

)

4(p̄·p1)(p̄·p2)
(
p̄·p2(p̄2(a·F1·F2·a)(a·F2·F1·p̄)

+ a2(p̄·F1·F2·p̄)(a·F1·F2·p̄))−(1 ↔ 2)
)

+
(i(∂x1−∂x2)G2(x1, x2)

4(p̄·p1)(p̄·p2)
)(

(p̄·p2)(a·F2·F1·p̄)((a·F2·p̄)(a·F̃1·p̄)

− (a·F1·p̄)(a·F̃2·p̄)) + (1 ↔ 2)
)
. (2.7)

The consistency conditions resulted from all the physical factorizations [87] are satisfied.

It is noted in [73, 74] that the three-point amplitude, the double-copy and the spin-

flip contributions to the Compton amplitude share the property that their degrees are

zero. Here the degree is defined as the maximal power of 1/χ, when χ parameterizes

the scaling of the spin variable, namely aµ → χaµ and χ → i∞.

The contact contribution is not accessible via factorizations and instead is obtained

by matching with physical data [81, 145] at O(a4) and O(a5). Such expressions also

exhibit the characteristic above that their degrees are zero at low orders in spin. Im-

posing this as a general constraint, the following contact contribution is extrapolated

to all orders in spin,

Nc(1, 2, p
′, p) =

((∂x1−∂x2)
2

2!
G1(x1)G1(x2)

)(
(a·F1·p̄)(a·F2·p̄)(a·F1·F2·a)

−a2

2
((a·F1·F2·p)(a·F2·F1·p̄) + (a·F1·F2·a)(p̄·F1·F2·p̄))

)
(2.8)

+
(i(∂x1 − ∂x2)

2

2!
G2(x1, x2)

)(
− 1

2

(
(a·F1·F2·a)(a·F2·p̄)(a·F̃1·p̄)−(1 ↔ 2)

))
.

Putting together all three types of contributions, the covariant expression for the

Compton amplitude (2.3) is manifestly gauge invariant and free of unphysical poles.

2.2 Spin expansion and analysis of contact contributions

Here we consider the expansion of the Compton amplitude reviewed above in powers

of the spin vector and discuss the comparison between this Compton amplitude and

known results in the literature computed from two different approaches, in particular,

the higher-spin theory [99] and the Teukolsky equation [83]. To avoid confusion, in the

remaining part of this section, we refer to eq. (2.3) as MSP, where the subcript SP

indicates that this expression is obtained from bootstrapping with only two parameters
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x1 and x2 and is speculated to describe the single-particle contributions only in [74].

Likewise, we denote the Compton amplitude computed from the higher-spin theory

in [99] as MHS and the one extracted from the solution to the Teukolsky equation

in [83] as MTS−FZ, where the “FZ” in the subscript indicates that we only consider the

contributions obtained from imposing the so-called far-zone asymptotic behaviours.1

The Compton amplitude derived from the higher-spin theory MHS contains two en-

tire functions which depend on three parameters [99], among which is the spheroidicity

parameter defined as z = 2
√−a·a(p·p1)/m [146] .2 The z-dependence in MHS follows

from the higher-spin framework and shows up as contact terms only in the classical

limit. Such terms are speculated to be related to the internal structures of the Kerr

black hole [147] or the near-zone physics, which is beyond the scope of MSP given in

eq. (2.3). On top of the discussions on the comparison at the level of the entire functions

in [74], we have found further agreement with MHS when taking z → 0, namely

MSP(1
±, 2∓, p′, p) = MHS(1

±, 2∓, p′, p)|z→0. (2.9)

This relation is checked order by order up to O(a20).

As for the comparison with [83], it is observed in [74] that the extra contact terms

needed for matching with the far-zone data at O(a5) can be rewritten as a polynomial in

z, although the z-dependence is traded for other parameters in the original expression of

MTS−FZ. These extra contact terms vanish as z → 0. Here we see that this observation

holds up to O(a8). In other words, at a given order in spin, we can separate MTS−FZ

into two parts, the z-independent part which agrees with MSP in 4 dimensions and the

z-dependent part which vanishes as z → 0,

MSP(1
±, 2∓, p′, p) = MTS−FZ(1

±, 2∓, p′, p)−M(c)
TS−FZ(z), with M(c)

TS−FZ(0) = 0.

(2.10)

MTS−FZ is expressed in terms of the spinor-helicity variables. MSP can be readily

rewritten and it is straightforward to find M(c)
TS−FZ in these variables. But to see that

M(c)
TS−FZ indeed vanishes at a given order in spin as z → 0, it is more convenient to

use an alternative expression in terms of covariant variables. To this end, we adopt a

simple procedure as follows.

We begin with a general ansatz in terms of the covariant variables. That is, the

ansatz is a linear combination of monomials comprised of powers of the parameter z and

1We refer to the Teukolsky result with α → 1 as the “far-zone data” throught this manuscript, as

indicated in [83]. However, we acknowledge ambiguities in this way of separating the far-zone and

near-zone contributions.
2We use a different normalization for z from that in [99].
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factors of the forms v·v′, v·Fi·Fj ·v′ and v·Fi·F̃j·v′ where the vectors v and v
′ can be either

aµ or a momentum. The ansatz must have the correct counting in aµ and εµi and satisfy

the dimension and parity requirements. Imposing that it should agree with the spinor-

helicity expression of M(c)
TS−FZ(z) for all possible helicity configurations, when restricted

to 4 dimensions, we fix the coefficients in the ansatz. Recall that the same-helicity

gravitational Compton amplitude is known to all orders in spin, which is captured

already in MSP. Hence M(c)
TS−FZ(z) must vanish in the same-helicity configurations

and receive non-zero contributions only in the opposite-helicity ones.

We note that the monomials satisfying the power counting and parity requirements

form an over-complete basis in 4 dimensions, due to the identities involving the Levi-

Civita symbols. Such relations only hold in 4 dimensions and may contain coefficients

that are rational in inner products of momenta. Hence it is difficult to remove such

redundancies in the ansatz completely. Consequently, there is a multitude of covariant

expressions for M(c)
TS−FZ at a given order in spin. They all evaluate to the same in 4

dimensions, but may be different in general dimensions. This leads to certain subtleties

when we construct their contribution to one-loop amplitude, which will be discussed in

the next section.

We give the explicit expressions for M(c)
TS−FZ(z) at O(a5) and O(a6) and higher-

order terms are given in Appendix A. These expressions are manifestly gauge invariant

and vanishing as z → 0. We emphasize that they should be viewed as valid in 4

dimensions only, although they are expressed in terms of covariant quantities.

M(c,5)
TS−FZ(z) = 2ip1·p̄ a·a

(
a·F2·F̃1·p̄+ a·F̃1·F2·p̄

)((a·a) (p̄·F1·F2·p̄)
12m2

− 11

60
(a·F1·F2·a)

)

M(c,6)
TS−FZ(z) =

(a·a)3 (p1·p) 2 (p·F1·F2·p) 2

9m4
+

13(a·a)3p1·pp1·F2·F1·pp·F1·F2·p
90m2

− 13(a·a)3p1·pp2·F1·F2·pp·F1·F2·p
90m2

+
2(a·a)2p1·pa·p1p·F1·F2·pa·F2·F1·p

15m2

+
16(a·a)2p1·pa·p2p·F1·F2·pa·F2·F1·p

45m2
− (a·a)2 (p1·p) 2a·F1·F2·ap·F1·F2·p

m2

− 2(a·a)2p1·pa·p2p·F1·F2·pa·F1·F2·p
15m2

− 16(a·a)2p1·pa·p1p·F1·F2·pa·F1·F2·p
45m2

+
14

45
a·a (p1·p) 2 (a·F1·F2·a) 2 +

22

45
a·ap1·pa·F1·F2·aa·p1a·F1·F2·p

− 22

45
a·ap1·pa·F1·F2·aa·p2a·F2·F1·p . (2.11)

Before closing this section, we make several remarks on the various attempts at

obtaining the gravitational Compton in the literature. The Teukolsky solution yields
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the scattering phase of the graviton scattered off the Kerr black hole, by imposing the

asymptotic behaviours of the Teukolsky equations in the near-zone (near the horizon)

and the far-zone (at infinity) [81, 83, 145]. The scattering amplitude is then determined

by matching at the level of the scattering phase. In principle, not only the leading but

also higher-order contributions in the PM expansion can enter the non-perturbative

scattering phase. Hence for a meaningful comparison with the tree Compton ampli-

tudes obtained from field-theory approaches, it is crucial to isolate the leading PM

contribution in the scattering phase. For a complete comparison between these two

types of approaches, loop-level Compton amplitudes are also necessary.

On the other hand, the scattering phase obtained from the Teukolsky equation con-

tains both near-zone and far-zone contributions. The far-zone contribution is rational,

whereas the near-zone contains transcendental functions. The Compton amplitudes

computed from field-theory approaches are postulated to capture the rational part. At

the level of the scattering phase, there naturally is another type of ambiguities arising

from rewriting the transcendental functions using various identities, which changes the

rational terms. Therefore, it is also important to determine the rational terms in a way

that is physically meaningful. In this paper, we consider and match with MTS−FZ which

is extracted from the far-zone contribution only. In [99], another procedure is discussed

which leads to the matching between MHS and MTS at a different point. It would be

interesting to see if there exists a way of rewriting the transcendental functions such

that the remaining rational terms are independent of z.

3 Eikonal with spin at 2PM

In this section, we compute the eikonal phase [102] for the spinning Kerr binary at 2PM.

The classical eikonal [35] is an important generating that computes physical observables.

In the non-spinning case, several variations, such as the radial action [50–52], the HEFT

phase [41] and the WQFT eikonal [42, 45, 148], have also been investigated. At 2PM,

they are practically the equivalent, given by Fourier transforming the classical one-

loop 2 → 2 scattering amplitude to the impact parameter space. As seen in related

works [102, 149], these generating functions generally extend to the spinning case with

spin-related subtleties.

The eikonal and the resulting observables receive all types of contributions from the

Compton amplitudes, as discussed in section 2. Our main focus is the classical one-loop

amplitude is constructed from the covariant Compton amplitude, using unitarity-based

methods [41, 150, 151]. We compute the general form of the one-loop integrand and

perform the loop integration in the spin expansion explicitly up to O(a8). For the
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sake of comparing with physical data, we include the contributions from the extra z-

dependent contact terms at O(a5) and O(a6). Altogether, we find perfect agreement

with the far-zone data.

3.1 Contribution from the covariant Compton amplitude

The classical one-loop amplitude is computed from the leading singularity as depicted

below (with the mirror diagram implied), where the triple cut is given by two massless

(graviton) cuts and one massive one,

p1 S p′1

p2 p′2

ℓ1 ℓ2

M(1)
a1a2

=
1

2

∑

hi=±

(32πG)2

(4π)D/2

ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(m2 v2·ℓ1)
ℓ21ℓ

2
2

×
(
M−h1

3 (−ℓ1, v2)M−h2
3 (−ℓ2, v2)Mh1h2

4 (ℓ1, ℓ2, v1)
)
.

(3.1)

Here the massive cut labelled by a solid red line gives the δ-function and we have

formally lifted the massless cuts δ(ℓ2j) → i/ℓ2j , while keeping in mind that bubble or

ultra-local terms, with zero or negative propagator powers for the massless propagators,

should vanish. The velocities of the heavy bodies are parameterized such that v21 =

v22 = 1 and v1·v2 = γ as usual. The tree-level amplitudes M3 and M4 are given

by eq. (2.1) and eq. (2.3). We use dimensional regularization in the loop integration,

namely D = 4 − 2ǫ. The summation is taken over the helicities of the gravitons and

the completeness relation reads

∑

h=±

εµkε
ν
kε

∗ρ
−kε

∗σ
−k =

1

2
(PµρPνσ + PµσPνρ)− 1

D − 2
PµνPρσ, (3.2)

where

Pµν = ηµν − kµnν + nµkν

k·n (3.3)

with the reference null vector nµ transverse to the polarization k·ε = n·ε = 0. The

covariant three- and four-point tree amplitudes are expected to hold in general dimen-

sions and in practice we can simply set Pµν = ηµν . The reference vector always drops

out.

The dependence on the graviton polarization vectors in the tree amplitudes eq. (2.1)

and eq. (2.3) always enters through the (dual) field strengths F µν
i and F̃ µν

i and is

completely manifest. Since the function G1(x) depends only on momenta and spins,
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the above gluing can be performed without expanding in powers of spin. The resulting

contribution to the one-loop integrand at all orders in spin is given in the Ancillary

Files.

The presence of eℓ1·aj factors in eq. (3.1) may seem worrisome. Before expanding

in powers of spin, potential divergences due to such factors can be easily remedies by a

shift of the spin vector aj → iãj . We illustrate with a simple example that the integral

in eq. (3.1) does not behave worse than the non-spinning case does in the ultraviolet

under this shift in Appendix B. Having evaluated the integral, we can analytically

continue back to real values of aj. As for the spin expansion of this integral, it can be

defined as the Taylor expansion of the well-defined integral at each order. Similar

integrals are studied and the resummed expressions are given in special kinematic

regions in [121]. Our preliminary analysis of simple examples in such kinematic regions

show that the naive evaluation of the spin-expanded integral agrees with the expansion

of the resummed one, order by order.

We now proceed to consider the expansion of eq. (3.1) in powers of spin. Expanding

out the spin tensor Sµν and using the identity3

ǫµ1···µnα1···αmǫµ1···µnβ1···βm
= (−1)nn!δα1···αm

β1···βm
, δα1···αm

β1···βm
= m!δ

[α1

β1
· · · δ αm]

βm
, (3.4)

we can always write the integrand in terms of scalar products and at most one factor

of ǫ(A,B,C,D) = ǫµνρσA
µBνCρDσ. In fact, we find that at even orders in spin O(a2n),

the integrand contains only scalar products and at odd orders in spin O(a2n+1), the

integrand contains one ǫ(A,B,C,D) factor. Removing the bubble/ultra-local terms,

the spin-expanded expression has two types of structures,
ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(ℓ1·v2)(ℓ1·a1)n1(ℓ1·a2)n2

ℓ21ℓ
2
2(ℓ1·v1)m

,

ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(ℓ1·v2)(ℓ1·a1)n1(ℓ1·a2)n2ℓµ1
ℓ21ℓ

2
2(ℓ1·v1)m

, (3.5)

where n, n1, n2 and m are integers. The vector ℓµ1 in the second term above typically

gets contracted with ǫ(A,B,C, ·)µ where A,B,C ∈ {q, v1, v2, a1, a2}.
Such one-loop tensor integrals can be readily decomposed into scalar integrals.

These scalar integrals are dressed by rank-n tensor structures. As shown in [44], it is

convenient to write down such tensor structures in terms of the following variables

θµ1 :=
γvµ2 − vµ1
γ2 − 1

, θµ2 :=
γvµ1 − vµ2
γ2 − 1

, Πµν := ηµν − θµ1 v
ν
1 − θµ2 v

ν
2 −

qµqν

q2
, (3.6)

where Πµν is the (D− 3)-dimensional metric. It is easy to verify that a tensor integral

of the form

I1,1,m,1[ℓ
µ1

1 · · · ℓµn

1 ] =

ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(ℓ1·v2)ℓµ1

1 · · · ℓµn

1

ℓ21ℓ
2
2(ℓ1·v1)m

(3.7)

3We use the package KiHA for manipulating the expressions [152].
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can be decomposed into scalar integrals dressed by tensor structures built from qµ, θ1
and Πµν only. Since all but at most one of these indices are to be contracted with a1 or

a2, symmetries of the two structures in eq. (3.5) lead to closed-form expressions for the

decomposition. We present the explicit decomposition of the first structure in eq. (3.5)

here and postpone the derivation to Appendix C,

I1,1,α,1[(ℓ1·a1)M(ℓ1·a2)N−M ]

=
∑

n1+n2+2n3=N,
ni>0,ni∈Z

1

Nn3

(
n3∑

k=0

(
n3

k

)
1

(γ2 − 1)k

(
q2

2

)n2+n3−k

I1,1,α−n1−2k,1[1]

)

×
(
∑

cond.

CN,M,n1,n2,m1,m2,m3 (a1·θ1)m1(a2·θ1)n1−m1(a1·q)m2(a2·q)n2−m2

(a1·Π·a1)m3(a1·Π·a2)m4(a2·Π·a2)n3−m3−m4

)
, (3.8)

where Nn3 = (D − 3)(D − 1) · · · (D − 3 + 2(n3 − 1)) for n3 > 0 and N0 = 1. The

summation in the last bracket is taken over all the solutions to the conditions below

m1 +m2 + 2m3 +m4 = M, 0 6 mi 6 ni, 0 6 m4 6 n3, mi ∈ Z. (3.9)

The coefficients read

CN,M,n1,n2,m1,m2,m3 =
M !

m1!m2!m3!m4!

(N −M)!

(n1 −m1)!(n2 −m2)!(n3 −m3)!

1

2n3−m4
. (3.10)

The second structure in eq. (3.5) admits a similar expression with one free index, which

we also give in Appendix C.

After decomposing the tensor integrals, the resulting scalar integrals are easily cast

in a basis of master integrals using the IBP relations.4 Up to O(a8), we see that only

the triangle integral below contributes in 4 dimensions,5

I1,1,0,1 =

ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(ℓ1·v2)
ℓ21ℓ

2
2

=
25−Dπ2(−q2)(D−5)/2 sec (πD/2)

Γ
(
D
2
− 1
) . (3.11)

Evaluating the integral, we arrive at the spin-expanded one-loop amplitude com-

puted from the covariant Compton amplitude in eq. (2.3). It is independent of the

z-parameter. We find perfect agreements with the literature up to O(G2a4) [145].

4We use the package LiteRed for the IBP reduction [153, 154].
5The box integral I1,1,1,1 appears after the IBP reduction. But its coefficient vanishes when we

restrict to 4 dimensions.
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Since the terms at low orders in spin are well established, we choose not to display

the relatively bulky expressions. Starting from O(G2a5), to match with the far-zone

data, z-dependent contact terms M(c)
TS−FZ(z) need to be included. The gluing process

involving eq. (2.11) is slightly more subtle, which we are to discuss shortly. We include

the spin-expanded one-loop amplitude from O(a5) to O(a8) in the Ancillary Files.

3.2 Contribution from extra contact terms

Here we discuss the one-loop contribution from the z-dependent contact terms M(c)
TS−FZ

at O(G2a5) and O(G2a6). It is given by the diagram depicted in eq. (3.1) with the

four-point Compton amplitude substituted by eq. (2.11). Since the covariant Compton

amplitude in eq. (2.3) suffices to match with the far-zone data up to O(a4), the O(G2a5)

z-dependence only enters through the O(G2a51a
0
2) or O(G2a01a

5
2) terms. Hence the three-

point amplitude can be taken as the non-spinning one. At O(G2a6), we need both

O(G2a51a
1
2) and O(G2a61a

0
2) (and their mirrors), which come from gluing up the two

expressions in eq. (2.11) with appropriate orders in the spin expansion of the three-

point amplitude respectively.

As demonstrated in the previous section, the z-dependent contact terms in eq. (2.11)

are constructed such that they agree with those in [83] in 4 dimensions. This allows for

ambiguities and the covariant expressions, which are equivalent in 4 dimensions may

have subtle differences, if naively extrapolated to general dimensions. Hence, their con-

tribution to the one-loop amplitude needs to be constructed strictly in 4 dimensions as

well.

In 4 dimensions, the three-point amplitude in eq. (2.1) simplifies to

M3(1
+, p̄′, p̄) = −iκe+p1·a(p̄·ε+1 )2, M3(1

−, p̄′, p̄) = −iκe−p1·a(p̄·ε−1 )2. (3.12)

Recall that the extra contact terms M(c)
TS−FZ also vanish in the same-helicity configura-

tions, namely, M(c,5)
TS−FZ(1

±, 2±, p̄′, p̄) = M(c,6)
TS−FZ(1

±, 2±, p̄′, p̄) = 0. Consequently, their

one-loop contribution is given by

p1 p′1

p2 p′2
+

−

−

+

+

p1 p′1

p2 p′2
−

+

+

−
=

1

2

(32πG)2

(4π)D/2

ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(m2 v2·ℓ1)
ℓ21ℓ

2
2(

e(ℓ1−ℓ2)·a2C+− + e−(ℓ1−ℓ2)·a2C−+

)
,

(3.13)

where

C±∓ = (p̄2·ε±1 )2(p̄2·ε∓2 )2M(c)
TS−FZ(ℓ

∓
1 , ℓ

±
2 , p̄

′
1, p̄1)

∣∣∣
completeness relation

(3.14)
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In this case, we have to use the “chiral” version of the completeness relation. Equiva-

lently, we can separate the even and odd terms in spin, as discussed in [122]. At even

orders in spin, we have

cosh (ℓ12·a2) (C+− + C−+) = cosh (ℓ12·a2) (C+− + C++ + C−− + C−+), (3.15)

where ℓ12 = ℓ1−ℓ2 and C+++C−− = 0. Here we can use the same completeness relation

in eq. (3.2), since we have

ε+µ
k ε+ν

k ε−ρ
−kε

−σ
−k + ε−µ

k ε−ν
k ε+ρ

−kε
+σ
−k (3.16)

for both gravitons. At odd powers in spin, we have instead

sinh (ℓ12·a2) (C+− − C−+) = sinh (ℓ12·a2) (C+− − C++ + C−− − C−+). (3.17)

Hence we have

ε+µ
k ε+ν

k ε−ρ
−kε

−σ
−k − ε−µ

k ε−ν
k ε+ρ

−kε
+σ
−k =

1

4

(
PµρP̃νσ + PµσP̃νρ + PνρP̃µσ + PνσP̃µρ

)
, (3.18)

for one of the two gravitons, where

P̃µν =
iǫµνρσkρnσ

k·n . (3.19)

This way we guarantee that the remnant ambiguities introduced in the process of lifting

the spinor-helicity expression for M(c)
TS−FZ to the covariant one have no impact at one

loop.

This concludes our discussion on the one-loop contribution from the extra contact

terms. Together with the contribution from the covariant Compton amplitude, we find

agreement with the far-zone data in [145] up to O(G2a6), which is the highest-order

result to our best knowledge. Comparing with the 2PM calculation from the higher-

spin amplitudes [155] may be helpful for finding an all-order-in-spin remedy for the

z-dependence.

3.3 2PM eikonal in the spin expansion

Generally speaking, the eikonal exponentiation can be identified with the classical am-

plitude Fourier transformed to the impact parameter space. The classical eikonal phase

is then extracted order by order. Recent works [102, 121] show that the classical eikonal

can be viewed as a generator for canonical transformations.6

6Another work [119] shows that the radial action can be understood in a similar fashion.
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Up to 2PM, the relation between the amplitude and the eikonal remains straight-

forward, namely

χ(nPM)
τ =

1

4m1m2

√
γ2 − 1

ˆ

dD−2q

(2π)D−2
e−ib·qM(n−1)

a1a2
U1U2, (3.20)

where b is the impact parameter and τ labels the Thomas-Wigner rotation factors [85,

86]

Ui = e
iτEi

Emi(Ei+mi) , Ei := E si·(p× q) (3.21)

with Ei denoting the energy of the two black holes and E = E1 + E2. The bold-faced

letters denote the three-vectors. The three-momenta are given in the center-of-mass

(COM) frame, namely p1 = (E1,p), p2 = (E2,−p), q = (0,q), and si is the spatial

part of sµi = mia
µ
i . Different values of τ correspond to different choices of the spin

supplementary conditions (SSC): τ = 0 corresponds to the covariant SSC p̄µS
µν = 0

whereas τ = 1 the canonical SSC. (For more details, see also [84, 145].) Dressing the

amplitude with the Thomas-Wigner rotation factors is effectively equivalent to shifting

the impact parameter b → b+
∑

i=1,2

(
−τ

Ei+mi

)
p×si. The canonical observables follow

from the the canonical SSC.

Here we showcase the explicit expression for the z-independent O(G2a7) contri-

butions to χ
(2PM)
τ=0 in the aligned-spin case, which is given by the covariant Compton

amplitude. To compare with the far-zone data, it needs to be supplemented by the con-

tributions from the z-dependent contact terms M(c,n=5,6,7)
TS−FZ , which are given in eq. (2.11)

and Appendix A. We parameterize the aliged spins as aµ2 = ξaµ1 and hence the powers

of a1 and a2 are tracked by the power of ξ.

χ
(2PM)
τ=0

∣∣∣
ξ4,z=0

= −35πG2ξ4γ (24 (9γ2 − 4)m1 + (114− 239γ2)m2)

512 (γ2 − 1)3/2 |b|8
b̂·S1·p2

(
429(b̂·a1)6 − 594a21(b̂·a1)4 + 216a41(b̂·a1)2 − 16a61

)
, (3.22)

χ
(2PM)
τ=0

∣∣∣
ξ5,z=0

= − 21πG2ξ5γ b̂·S1·p2
512 (γ2 − 1)3/2 |b|8

(
2145

((
38γ2 − 15

)
m1 + 26

(
1− 2γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)6

− 33a21
( (

3421γ2 − 1351
)
m1 + 2340

(
1− 2γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)4

+ 36a41
( (

1141γ2 − 451
)
m1 + 780

(
1− 2γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)2

− 8a61
( (

381γ2 − 151
)
m1 + 260

(
1− 2γ2

)
m2

))
, (3.23)

χ
(2PM)
τ=0

∣∣∣
ξ6,z=0

= − 7πG2ξ6γ b̂ · S1 · p2
4096 (γ2 − 1)3/2 |b|8

(
−16a61

(
16
(
81γ2 − 26

)
m1 + 15

(
77− 149γ2

)
m2

)
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− 66a21
(
16
(
721γ2 − 226

)
m1 + 135

(
77− 149γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)4

+ 72a41
(
16
(
241γ2 − 76

)
m1 + 45

(
77− 149γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)2

+ 2145
(
16
(
16γ2 − 5

)
m1 + 3

(
77− 149γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)6

)
, (3.24)

χ
(2PM)
τ=0

∣∣∣
ξ7,z=0

= − πG2ξ7γ b̂·S1·p2
1024 (γ2 − 1)3/2 |b|8

(
2145

(
6
(
8γ2 − 1

)
m1 + 7

(
9− 17γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)6

− 198a21
( (

727γ2 − 97
)
m1 + 105

(
9− 17γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)4

+ 108a41
( (

493γ2 − 73
)
m1 + 70

(
9− 17γ2

)
m2

)
(b̂·a1)2

− 8a61
( (

513γ2 − 93
)
m1 + 70

(
9− 17γ2

)
m2

))
, (3.25)

where we define b̂µ = bµ/|b|. The terms that are not listed above can be obtained by

swapping the two particles χ(2PM)|ξn =
(
χ(2PM)|ξ7−n

)
1↔2

.

Following the prescription in [102], the impulse ∆p⊥ and the spin kick ∆s1 can be

generated from the eikonal phase χτ=0 = χ
(1PM)
τ=0 + χ

(2PM)
τ=0 +O(G3) via7

∆O = −{O, χ} − 1

2
{χ, {O, χ}} − DSL (χ, {O, χ}) + 1

2
{O,DSL(χ, χ)}, (3.26)

where ∆O = {∆p⊥,∆s1} and the full impulse is given by ∆p = ∆p‖ p/|p| + ∆p⊥,

which satisfies the on-shell condition (p + ∆p)2 = p2. The Poisson bracket and the

spin derivative operators are defined as

{p⊥, f} := −∂f

∂b
, {s1, f} :=

∂f

∂s1
× si, DSL(f, g) := −s1·

(
∂f

∂s1

∂g

∂L

)
, (3.27)

with L := b× p.

4 Conclusions and outlook

We consider a particular proposal for the classical gravitational Compton amplitude,

which follows from bootstrapping techniques and is expressed in covariant variables.

This covariant expression is consistent with all possible massless and massive factor-

ization requirements at all orders in spin and contains a contact contribution that is

obtained by imposing the same empirical patterns as those observed in other contribu-

tions.

7It is noted in [121] that the operator DSL is not necessary once all the constraints are properly

imposed.
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In this paper, we further the analysis in [74] regarding the contact terms. In

particular, we verify the matching between the covariant Compton amplitude and the

one derived from the higher-spin theory [99] up to O(a20), when taking the spheroidicity

parameter z → 0. We also devise a simple procedure to find a covariant form which

accounts for the missing contact contributions compared to those extracted from the

far-zone data. We confirm that such contributions can be written as a polynomial in

z and vanish as z → 0 up to O(a8). We believe such patterns extend to higher orders

in spin. These observations corroborate somewhat the folklore that the z-dependent

contact terms are associated with the internal structures of the Kerr black hole. Further

studies on multiple fronts are needed to uncover the precise nature of such contact

contributions.

From the covariant Compton amplitude, the calculation of the classical one-loop

amplitude on the triple cut using unitarity-based methods is then streamlined. We

obtain an all-order-in-spin integrand and evaluate the integral up to O(a8) in the spin

expansion. We have also included the contributions from z-dependent contact terms,

for which the computation involves an extra subtlety. The Fourier transform of the

one-loop amplitude to the impact parameter space gives the eikonal phase. We find

perfect agreement with the 2PM far-zone data up to O(a6). It is certainly interesting

to consider the one-loop integral without expanding in spin.

Two directions are natural to look into, the binary dynamics and the waveform

at higher PM orders. The binary dynamics at O(G3) is given by the two-loop 2 → 2

amplitude and the waveform at O(G5/2) is given by the one-loop amplitude with a

graviton radiation. The five-point tree-level gravitational Compton amplitude is needed

in both cases. Computing the five-point amplitude to an arbitrary order in spin is by

itself a challenge, although it is conceivable that the bootstrapping techniques should

carry over. Even without the five-point amplitude at hand, one may consider mass

sectors, for instance the “zig-zag” diagrams at two loops in [41], which only involve

the three- and four-point amplitudes in the construction of loop amplitudes. The

behaviours of the loop amplitudes in these sectors may in turn shed new light on

additional constraints for the structures of the gravitational Compton amplitudes.
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A Extra contact terms

Here we present the explicit expressions for the extra contact terms that give the

z-dependence of the Compton amplitude extracted from the Teukolsky solution at

O(a7) and O(a8). We choose only the contribution obtained from fitting the far-zone

asymptotic.

M(c,7)
TS−FZ =

(284a·p1 + 211a·p2) (p1·p) 2p·F1·F2·pp·F1·F̃2·p(a·a)3
945m4

+
8p1·p (a·F1·p2p1·F2·p+ a·F2·p1p2·F1·p)

(
p·F1·F̃2·p− p·F2·F̃1·p

)
(a·a)3

945m2

+
(211a·p1 + 284a·p2) (p1·p) 2p·F1·F2·pp·F2·F̃1·p(a·a)3

945m4

+
p1·p (99 (a·p1) 2m2 − 101a·p1a·p2m2 − 78a·a (p1·p) 2) a·F1·F2·pp·F1·F̃2·p(a·a)2

1890m4

+
4p1·p (−33 (a·p1) 2m2 + 23a·p1a·p2m2 + 60a·a (p1·p) 2) a·F2·F1·pp·F1·F̃2·p(a·a)2

945m4

+
p1·p (−99 (a·p2) 2m2 + 101a·p1a·p2m2 + 78a·a (p1·p) 2) a·F2·F1·pp·F2·F̃1·p(a·a)2

1890m4

− 101a·p1 (p1·p) 2a·F1·F2·ap·F1·F̃2·p(a·a)2
135m2

− 101a·p2 (p1·p) 2a·F1·F2·ap·F2·F̃1·p(a·a)2
135m2

− 4p1·p (−33 (a·p2) 2m2 + 23a·p1a·p2m2 + 60a·a (p1·p) 2) a·F1·F2·pp·F2·F̃1·p(a·a)2
945m4

+
212

945
a·p1 (p1·p) 2a·F1·F2·aa·F1·F̃2·aa·a +

212

945
a·p2 (p1·p) 2a·F1·F2·aa·F2·F̃1·aa·a

+
p1·p (−121 (a·p1) 2m2 − 121 (a·p2) 2m2 + 190a·p1a·p2m2 + 372a·a (p1·p) 2)

630m2

× (a·F1·F2·aa·F̃1·F2·pa·a) (A.1)

M(c,8)
TS−FZ =

64 (p1·p) 2p1·F2·pp2·F1·pp·F1·F2·p(a·a)4
2835m4

+
32 (p1·p) 2p1·F2·F1·p2p·F1·F2·p(a·a)4

2835m2

+
(p1·p) 2 (m2 (174 (a·p1) 2 − 55a·p2a·p1 + 174 (a·p2) 2)− 278a·a (p1·p) 2) (p·F1·F2·p) 2(a·a)3

5670m6
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+
8 (a·p1 − a·p2)

945m2

(
p1·pa·F1·p2p1·F2·pp·F1·F2·p(a·a)3 + p1·pa·F2·p1p2·F1·pp·F1·F2·p(a·a)3

)

+
p1·p (m2a·p1 (936a·p1 − 883a·p2)− 483a·a (p1·p) 2) p1·F2·F1·pp·F1·F2·p(a·a)3

11340m4

+
p1·p (a·p2 (883a·p1 − 936a·p2)m2 + 483a·a (p1·p) 2) p2·F1·F2·pp·F1·F2·p(a·a)3

11340m4

+
(p1·p) 2

5670m4

(
− 13m2

(
132 (a·p1) 2 − 223a·p2a·p1 + 132 (a·p2) 2

)

+ 1987a·a (p1·p) 2
)
a·F1·F2·ap·F1·F2·p(a·a)2

+
(p1·p) 2 (2m2 (255 (a·p1) 2 − 443a·p2a·p1 + 255 (a·p2) 2)− 487a·a (p1·p) 2) (a·F1·F2·a) 2a·a

5670m2

+
a·p1p1·p (3m2a·p1 (33a·p1 − 73a·p2)− 859a·a (p1·p) 2) a·F1·F2·aa·F1·F2·pa·a

1890m2

+
a·p2p1·p (3a·p2 (73a·p1 − 33a·p2)m2 + 859a·a (p1·p) 2) a·F1·F2·aa·F2·F1·pa·a

1890m2

+
(a·a)2p1·p
5670m4

(
3
(
−72 (a·p1) 3 + 136a·p2 (a·p1) 2 + 83 (a·p2) 2a·p1 − 27 (a·p2) 3

)
m2

+ a·a (2288a·p1 + 289a·p2) (p1·p) 2
)
a·F1·F2·pp·F1·F2·p

+
(a·a)2p1·p
5670m4

(
3m2

(
27 (a·p1) 3 − 83a·p2 (a·p1) 2 − 136 (a·p2) 2a·p1 + 72 (a·p2) 3

)

− a·a (289a·p1 + 2288a·p2) (p1·p) 2
)
a·F2·F1·pp·F1·F2·p (A.2)

B UV behaviours

Here we discuss the UV behaviour of the one-loop integral (3.1). Before expanding

in spin, the potential divergences can be avoided, when we shift the spin vector to

the imaginary axis aj → iãj . We first illustrate this process with a simple example.

Consider the double-copy contribution to the Compton amplitude eq. (2.3), of which

the spin-dependence is given in eq. (2.4). Naively, the worst UV behaviour would have

come from the term with G1(x1)G2(x2), yielding the highest UV scaling at one loop as

follows,

ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(m2v2·ℓ1)
ℓ21ℓ

2
2

G1(ℓ1·a1)G1(ℓ2·a1) cosh(ℓ1·a2) cosh(ℓ2·a2)ℓµ1ℓν1, (B.1)

where we have implicitly ℓ2 = q − ℓ1 as always. Performing the shift aµj = iãµj , the

exponential of ℓ1·aj becomes finite. That is, we have the following scaling as ℓ1 → Λℓ1
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and Λ → ∞,

cosh(ℓ1·aj) ∼ O(Λ0), G1(ℓ1·aj) ∼ O(Λ−1), G2(ℓ1·aj, ℓ2·aj) ∼ O(Λ−1). (B.2)

This way, we see that the one-loop integral above is well regulated.

We note that the particular derivatives of the entire functions appearing in eq. (2.3)

are more suppressed, namely

(∂a1·ℓ1 − ∂a1·ℓ2)G2(a1·ℓ1, a1·ℓ2) ∼ O(Λ−2), (B.3)

(∂a1·ℓ1 − ∂a1·ℓ2)
(
G1(a1·ℓ1)G1(a1·ℓ2)

)
∼ O(Λ−2). (B.4)

Since all the entire functions involved in eq. (2.3) are all finite under the shift of

the spin vector, the UV scaling boils down to the remaining factors given in section 2.1,

which can be straightforwardly examined. We find that all the terms in eq. (3.1) are

indeed well-defined under the shift in a similar fashion, which allows us to evaluate it.

In the end, we can analytically continue back to the original real values of the spin

vectors.

C Decomposition of tensor integrals

Here we derive the closed-form expression for the decompositions of the tensor inte-

grals (2.11). The variables given in eq. (3.6) satisfy the orthogonality relations below,

q·θi = θ1·θ2 = 0, vi·θj = δij , qµΠ
µν = θiµΠ

µν = viµΠ
µν = 0. (C.1)

This yields the orthogonality of the tensor basis constructed from these building blocks.

We denote the (tensor) integrals as

Iα1,α2,α3,α4 [f(ℓ1)] ≡
ˆ

dDℓ1
πD/2

δ(α4−1)(ℓ1·v2)f(ℓ1)
ℓ2α1
1 (q − ℓ1)2α2(ℓ1·v1)α3

. (C.2)

We consider the special case where we only have non-vanishing integrals with α1 =

α2 = α4 = 1, since the integrand in eq. (3.1) can not have higher propagator powers

in α1 or α2 and ultra-local terms (negative values of α1 or α2) are excluded. The

scalar integral family is simply I1,1,α3,1[1]. The two types of integrals in (3.5) are

I1,1,α3,1[(ℓ1·a1)M(ℓ1·a2)N−M ] and I1,1,α3,1[(ℓ1·a1)M(ℓ1·a2)N−Mℓµ].

We consider the tensor numerator with free indices first. The most general ansatz

for the decomposition of I1,1,α3,1[ℓ
µ1

1 · · · ℓµN

1 ] reads

I1,1,α3,1[ℓ
µ1
1 · · · ℓµN

1 ] =
∑

n1+n2+2n3=N,
ni>0,ni∈Z

Cn1n2n3 sym
[
θµ1
1 · · · θµn1

1 qµn1+1 · · · qµn1+n2

– 19 –



Πµn1+n2+1µn1+n2+2 · · ·ΠµN−1µN ] , (C.3)

where sym[· · · ] denotes the sum of distinct tensor structures obtained from index

permutations. Generally speaking, the coefficients Cn1n2n3 can be obtained by con-

tracting both sides of the ansatz with all possible rank-n tensor structures built from

{vµi , qµi ,Πµν} and solving the linear equations. Thanks to the orthogonality of the ten-

sor structures, these equations are already diagnolized and we can simply read off the

coefficients Cn1n2n3 as follows,

Cn1n2n3 =
1

Nn3

I1,1,α3,1 [(ℓ1·v1)n1(ℓ1·q)n2(ℓ1·Π·ℓ1)n3] , (C.4)

where we have Nn3 = (D − 3)(D − 1) · · · (D − 3 + 2(n3 − 1)) for n3 > 0 and N0 = 1.

The remaining integral can be rewritten in terms of scalar integrals,

I1,1,α3,1 [(ℓ1·v1)n1(ℓ1·q)n2(ℓ1·Π·ℓ1)n3 ] =

n3∑

k=0

(
n3

k

)
1

(γ2 − 1)k

(
q2

2

)n2+n3−k

I1,1,α3−n1−2k,1,

(C.5)

where we have repeatedly used ℓ1·q = 1
2
(ℓ21 + q2 − (q − ℓ1)

2) and that scaleless integrals

are vanishing.

The contraction between the symmetrized tensor structures in (C.3) and the spin

vectors can be worked out. We have

Cont(N,M, n1, n2) ≡ sym[

n1︷ ︸︸ ︷
θ1 · · · θ1

n2︷ ︸︸ ︷
q · · · q

n3︷ ︸︸ ︷
Π · · ·Π ] a1 · · · a1︸ ︷︷ ︸

M

a2 · · · a2︸ ︷︷ ︸
N−M

=
∑

cond.

CN,M,n1,n2,m1,m2,m3 (a1·θ1)m1(a2·θ1)n1−m1(a1·q)m2(a2·q)n2−m2

(a1·Π·a1)m3(a1·Π·a2)m4(a2·Π·a2)n3−m3−m4 , (C.6)

where the sums are taken over the solutions to the conditions below

m1 +m2 + 2m3 +m4 = M, 0 6 mi 6 ni, 0 6 m4 6 n3, mi ∈ Z. (C.7)

The coefficients read

CN,M,n1,n2,m1,m2,m3 =
M !

m1!m2!m3!m4!

(N −M)!

(n1 −m1)!(n2 −m2)!(n3 −m3)!

1

2n3−m4
. (C.8)

Hence we have arrived at the decomposition of I1,1,α3,1[(ℓ1·a1)M(ℓ1·a2)N−M ].
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The remaining integral I1,1,α3,1[(ℓ1·a1)M(ℓ1·a2)N−Mℓµ1 ] is nothing but the above with

one free index and can be dealt with similarly. We first rewrite the symmeterized sum

of the tensor structures as follows,

sym[

n1︷ ︸︸ ︷
θ1 · · · θ1

n2︷ ︸︸ ︷
q · · · q

n3︷ ︸︸ ︷
Π · · ·Π ] = θµN

1 sym[

n1−1︷ ︸︸ ︷
θ1 · · · θ1

n2︷ ︸︸ ︷
q · · · q

n3︷ ︸︸ ︷
Π · · ·Π ]

+ qµN sym[

n1︷ ︸︸ ︷
θ1 · · · θ1

n2−1︷ ︸︸ ︷
q · · · q

n3︷ ︸︸ ︷
Π · · ·Π ]

+

N−1∑

i=1

ΠµiµN sym[

n1︷ ︸︸ ︷
θ1 · · · θ1

n2︷ ︸︸ ︷
q · · · q

n3−1︷ ︸︸ ︷
Π · · ·Π ]. (C.9)

Contracting with aµ1

1 · · · aµM

1 a
µM+1

2 · · · aµN−M−1

2 , we have

sym[

n1︷ ︸︸ ︷
θ1 · · · θ1

n2︷ ︸︸ ︷
q · · · q

n3︷ ︸︸ ︷
Π · · ·Π ] a1 · · · a1︸ ︷︷ ︸

M

a2 · · ·a2︸ ︷︷ ︸
N−1−M

= θµN

1 Cont(N − 1,M, n1 − 1, n2) + qµNCont(N − 1,M, n1, n2 − 1) (C.10)

+M(a1·Π)µNCont(N − 2,M − 1, n1, n2) + (N − 1−M)(a2·Π)µNCont(N − 2,M, n1, n2).
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