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Abstract

We explore a recently proposed effective field theory describing electromagnetically or
gravitationally interacting massive particles in an expansion about their mass ratio,
also known as the self-force (SF) expansion. By integrating out the deviation of the
heavy particle about its inertial trajectory, we obtain an effective action whose only
degrees of freedom are the lighter particle together with the photon or graviton, all
propagating in a Coulomb or Schwarzschild background. The 0SF dynamics are de-
scribed by the usual background field method, which at 1SF is supplemented by a
“recoil operator” that encodes the wobble of the heavy particle, and similarly com-
putable corrections appearing at 2SF and higher. Our formalism exploits the fact that
the analytic expressions for classical backgrounds and particle trajectories encode dy-
namical information to all orders in the couplings, and from them we extract multiloop
integrands for perturbative scattering. As a check, we study the two-loop classical
scattering of scalar particles in electromagnetism and gravity, verifying known results.
We then present new calculations for the two-loop classical scattering of dyons, and of
particles interacting with an additional scalar or vector field coupling directly to the
lighter particle but only gravitationally to the heavier particle.
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1 Introduction

The natural domain of perturbative quantum field theory is a dilute ensemble of particles
evolving atop a quiescent vacuum state. However, as those degrees of freedom pile up, this
naive picture breaks down. Their collective behavior is instead more aptly described by an
ambient coherent background, for instance, as characterized by the Coulomb potential or
the Schwarzschild metric. In this condensed regime, one usually adopts a background field
method in which each degree of freedom is decomposed into a fixed background and the
perturbation about it. However, it is obvious that this description will also fail as soon as
the perturbation carries charge or energy-momentum of order of the background field itself.

At what point does quantum field theory on the vacuum “end” and quantum field theory
on a background “begin”? Here, an important clue can be gleaned from the seminal work
of [1] which, following [2], showed how the Schwarzschild metric is constructed order by
order in the gravitational constant, G, by iteratively solving the equation of motions in a
flat space background. Specifically, the metric is computed from the one-point function of
the graviton sourced by a massive scalar point particle. The relevant Feynman diagrams for
this calculation are shown in Fig. 1, and were recently resummed to all orders in [3,4]. Note
that this procedure is only possible because the Schwarzschild metric has a regular series
expansion in G.

The broader takeaway of [1] is that certain classical solutions can be computed from
perturbation theory in flat space. Conversely, it is natural to ask whether the reverse
procedure—extracting perturbative data from classical solutions—can be used to reorganize
or simplify perturbative calculations in a trivial background. After all, the Schwarzschild
metric is known in closed form and compactly encodes perturbative information at all orders
in G. The same is true of the geodesic trajectories of particles in a nontrivial background,
which in some cases are known at finite coupling G.

We thus arrive upon our earlier question, here framed more sharply: which flat space
Feynman diagrams are accounted for by a given classical background and its geodesics? Con-
versely, which contributions are not encoded by these elements, and can they be computed
systematically?

In this paper, we explore an effective field theory, first described in [5], that rigorously
delineates between these contributions while exploiting classical backgrounds and trajectories
to extract all-orders perturbative data. Our system of interest is composed of a light and
heavy point particle of mass mL and mH , respectively, interacting via a long-range force
carrier. We construct an effective field theory that can be applied to electromagnetism
(EM), general relativity (GR), and beyond. However, for clarity, we describe our results
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ḡµν = ηµν + + + + + · · ·

Figure 1: The expansion of the Schwarzschild metric, ḡµν , in powers of the gravitational
constant, G, corresponds to a perturbative computation, in flat space, of the graviton one-
point function in the presence of a massive scalar point particle source [1].

here in terms of GR. A treatment similar in spirit to ours, though distinct in methodology,
was also proposed in [6].

The expansion parameter of our effective field theory is the ratio of masses of two inter-
acting bodies,

λ = mL

mH

. (1)

In the parlance of existing approaches to the black hole binary inspiral problem for extreme
mass ratios, we refer to the expansion in λ as the self-force (SF) expansion. While the SF
expansion is reminiscent of heavy quark mass expansion [7–10], our setup differs in its stated
aim of extracting certain contributions to all orders in the coupling. Naively, such a feat
might seem impossible but, as we have just described, classical GR does precisely this.

Let us briefly describe the structure of our effective field theory for extreme mass ratios.
At 0SF order, we use the well-known result that the full gravitational dynamics of the heavy
and light particle are described by a probe evolving in a Schwarzschild background. Taking
our cues from [1], we interpret the Schwarzschild background as the 0SF graviton one-point
function sourced perturbatively by a heavy particle traversing an inertial 0SF trajectory.
Meanwhile, the 0SF trajectory of the light particle is dictated by the geodesic equation.

At 1SF order, the deviation of the heavy particle from its 0SF trajectory becomes im-
portant. However, this perturbation enters quadratically into the action so we can integrate
it out exactly. The resulting effective action is the action for a probe particle interacting
with graviton perturbations in a Schwarzschild background—plus an additional operator de-
scribing the recoil of the heavy particle. At a technical level, the recoil operator is simply a
correction to the two-point function of the graviton. It is nonlocal in time, precisely because
the heavy particle is a propagating degree of freedom. Physically, the recoil operator de-
scribes how graviton propagation is modified by wobbles of the heavy particle sourcing the
Schwarzschild background. Any background field calculation must be supplemented with
the recoil operator in order to correctly reproduce the results of perturbation theory in a flat
background. By expanding the action order by order in λ, one can systematically derive the
effective action to 2SF order and higher.

As a demonstration of the power of our formalism we present several old and new cal-
culations describing the elastic scattering of massive particles in EM and GR. In particular,

5



we show how the conservative dynamics—as encoded by the on-shell radial action—can
be computed with relative ease in explicit examples at 0SF, 1SF, and 2SF. The radial ac-
tion [11] encodes the same dynamical information as more familiar on-shell scattering ampli-
tudes [12–15]. For EM and GR, we work in the post-Lorentzian (PL) and post-Minkowskian
(PM) expansions, which correspond to perturbation theory in the fine structure constant, α,
and the gravitational constant, G, respectively. In the language of quantum field theory, all
of our calculations include contributions up to and including two-loop order, i.e., to 3PL and
3PM order in EM and GR respectively. Our checks match known results [16–21]. Here, we
emphasize that this agreement relies critically on the inclusion of the recoil operator—the
background field method alone does not yield correct expressions. Afterwards, we present
new calculations of the radial action for dyonic scattering at 3PL, and for massive particle
scattering in GR where the light particle couples to a massless scalar or vector field that
itself interacts gravitationally. The latter theories are of particular relevance to previous SF
studies [22–24].

Of course, there is a long history of studying perturbative classical gravitational dynam-
ics in the relativistic weak-field regime, also known as the PM expansion [25–31]. In recent
years, the PM program has received an infusion of new ideas from the scattering ampli-
tudes program and effective field theory, retooled to explore the binary inspiral problem and
push the state of the art in PM calculations [12, 14, 15, 19–21, 32–75]. The effective field
theory described here is essentially a reorganization of this perturbative PM approach into
the language of classical solutions. As we will see, this change of perspective offers some
advantages for practical calculations. Firstly, it accommodates a procedure for extracting
multiloop integrands directly from the time-domain geodesic trajectories of probe particles
and the Schwarzschild solution. Second, it allows for the trivial elimination of well-known
self-energy divergences that appear in classical EM and GR. As we will show explicitly,
since all classical dynamics are secretly resummations of perturbative diagrams in a trivial
background, we can regulate these divergences using standard dimensional regularization.
While this is standard in treatments of point particle effective theory [76–85], our framework
allows us to apply these ideas to dynamics in a nontrivial background. Note that a central
theme of this work—that there is an important distinction between Schwarzschild as a vac-
uum solution of nonperturbative GR as opposed to the field generated by point particle in
perturbation theory—was studied closely previous work [86,87].

Finally, we note that while the present work focuses solely on classical dynamics, this is
not required for the validity of our effective field theory. In particular, our general approach
can also be applied to quantum or thermal corrections that arise from loops of the photon,
graviton or other light particles.
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The remainder of this paper will be structured as follows. We begin with an extensive
derivation of our effective field theory in the context of EM in Sec. 2. This discussion includes
the derivation of the effective action at 0SF, 1SF, and 2SF orders, followed by a presenta-
tion of the perturbative Feynman rules. We describe the physics of classical resummation,
whereby known expressions for EM trajectories can be used to extract perturbative multi-
loop integrands. We then present a calculation of the radial action for scattering charged
particles and dyons. Afterwards, in Sec. 3 we generalize all of these results to the case of GR
and the perturbative multi-loop integrands are extracted from the Schwarzschild metric and
its geodesic trajectories. Furthermore, we present explicit calculations of the radial action
for massive particles scattering in GR, with and without additional scalar and vector fields.

Notation and Conventions: We work in mostly minus metric signature and natural
units where c = ℏ = 1. We also make use of the notation δ̂(x) = 2πδ(x). Where we
are not explicitly working in D dimensions, divergent integrals are defined via dimensional
regularization. We use the integral notation

´
ℓ1,...,ℓn

=
´

dDℓ1
(2π)D · · ·

´
dDℓn

(2π)D , and will often take
the D = 4 limit implicitly after integration when the context is unambiguous.

2 Electromagnetism

In this section, we construct an effective field theory for electromagnetically interacting
particles in which the expansion parameter is the ratio of their masses. Let us briefly outline
our plan of attack. Our starting point is the worldline action for a pair of charged particles
interacting via the photon. The 0SF dynamics, corresponding to the limit in which the mass
of the lighter particle is negligible compared to that of the heavier one, are exactly solvable.
In this case, the latter moves in a straight line trajectory, forming a background Coulomb
field that governs the probe motion of the former.

At 1SF, the deviation of the heavy particle away from its inertial motion must be taken
into account. However, as we will see, the deviation of the light particle from its probe
motion can be ignored. By integrating out the perturbations of the heavy particle about
its inertial 0SF trajectory, we derive a 1SF recoil operator encoding the back-reaction of the
heavy particle. This recoil operator is a nonlocal-in-time correction to the propagation of
the photon. It encodes the leading correction to Rutherford scattering that scales as the
ratio between the masses of the light and heavy particles.

This approach generalizes systematically to higher orders. Power counting in the mass
ratio, we integrate out perturbations in the heavy trajectory at higher orders, and explicitly
derive the 2SF recoil operator.
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As a check of our formalism, we compute the radial action for scattering at 0SF, 1SF,
and 2SF—up to 3PL order. The 0SF radial action is a known quantity [17] to all PL orders,
which we present in generality in App. B. Meanwhile, we compute the 1SF radial action
at 2PL and 3PL order and find perfect agreement with known results [16, 17]. The first
appearance of 2SF contributions are at 3PL order and they match, as expected, the 0SF-
3PL terms upon exchanging the light and heavy particles. Finally, we present new results
for the 1SF radial action for the scattering of dyonically charged particles at 2PL and 3PL.

2.1 Effective Theory

To begin, consider the action describing a pair of massive charged particles interacting via
an EM field. As described in App. A, we can gauge fix the worldline einbein so that the
action takes the simple form,

S = −
∑

i=H,L

mi

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋ2
i + ziẋ

µ
i Aµ(xi)

]
−
ˆ

d4x
[

1
4Fµν(x)F µν(x)

]
, (2)

where xµ
i (τ) are worldline trajectories and Aµ(x) is the photon field. Our worldline gauge

fixing enforces the on-shell condition, ẋ2
i (τ) = 1, for physical solutions. Here, Eq. (2) is

written in terms of the charge-to-mass ratios, zi = qi/mi, which we assume throughout to
be of similar size. This is, of course, not generically true. For example, the charge-to-mass
ratios of the electron and proton are very different in magnitude. However, for our purposes,
we assume zi of the same magnitude so that the electric forces scale proportionally to mass
and the dynamics more closely parallels that of gravity.

The equations of motion for the particles and fields derived from Eq. (2) are

ẍµ
i − ziF

µν(xi)ẋiν = 0 and ∂µF µν = Jν , (3)

where the electromagnetic current is

Jµ(x) =
∑

i=H,L

Jµ
i (x) =

∑
i=H,L

zimi

ˆ
dτ δ4(x− xi)ẋµ

i . (4)

There are two basic approaches to solving this equation of motion, which we now discuss.
As we will see, these different methods yield distinct intermediate expressions on the way to
computing physical observables.

8



2.1.1 Post-Lorentzian Expansion on Trivial Background

The standard method for solving the equations of motion is to expand perturbatively in the
couplings, which for EM are the charges, qi. Doing so yields

xµ
H = uµ

Hτ + bµ
H + δxµ

H ,

xµ
L = uµ

Lτ + bµ
L + δxµ

L ,

Aµ = 0 + δAµ .

(5)

Here, δxH , δxL, δAµ encode deviations away from the inertial trajectories of neutral particles
together with the photon. These perturbations are all implicitly suppressed by powers of
the coupling constants, qi, and are computed by iteratively solving the equations of motion.
For example, at leading order one has

δxµ
i = ziuiν

1
∂2

τ

F µν(bi + uiτ) and ∂µδF µν =
∑

i=H,L

zimiu
ν
i

ˆ
dτ δ4(x− bi − uiτ) ,

(6)
and higher orders are obtained by expanding the equations of motion yet further about these
deviated solutions.

Of course, there is nothing intrinsically flawed in this standard approach. However, it does
not make use of known results describing the motion of a probe charge in a fixed Coulomb
field, which secretly encodes physics to all orders in the PL expansion. Furthermore, the
integrability of the dynamics in this limit is not at all obvious from the perturbative expansion
described above, let alone leveraged to simplify computations.

In what follows, we instead build an effective field theory that encodes the solutions to
these equations of motion organized in powers of the mass ratio, λ. A crucial ingredient is
that many of our manipulations will be all orders in the PL expansion. As we will show,
this approach does indeed utilize the exactly known test-particle dynamics.

2.1.2 Self-Force Expansion on Coulomb Background

The key observation is that we can solve the equations of motion which describe 0SF dy-
namics exactly. In this limit, the heavy particle moves in an inertial, straight line trajectory,

x̄µ
H(τ) = uµ

Hτ , (7)

where uH is the heavy particle velocity, and sources an ambient boosted Coulomb field as
per the equation of motion,

∂µF̄ µν = □Āν = J̄ν
H = zHmH

ˆ
dτuν

Hδ4(xµ − uµ
Hτ) , (8)

9



written here in Lorenz gauge, ∂µĀµ(x) = 0. This has a well-known solution,

Āµ(x) = zHmHuHµ

4πr
, (9)

where r =
√

(uHx)2 − x2 is the boosted radius. Meanwhile, the light particle equation of
motion at 0SF is

¨̄xµ
L − zLF̄ µν(x̄L) ˙̄xLν = 0 , (10)

which is the usual Lorentz force law in a Coulomb field.
At this point, we perform an expansion about the 0SF dynamics. The corrections include

deviations away from the 0SF solutions,

xµ
i = x̄µ

i + δxµ
i and Aµ = Āµ + δAµ , (11)

where, hereafter in this paper, all perturbations will refer to the expansion in mass ratio, λ,
rather than the coupling constant. Since x̄µ

i and Āµ are exact 0SF solutions, we know that
the deviation degrees of freedom are effectively 1SF objects and scale as

δxµ
i ∼ δAµ ∼ O(λ1) , (12)

when they are set to their on-shell configurations. As we will see, the 0SF trajectory for the
light particle is critical for computing the 1SF action.

2.1.3 Regularizing Self-Force Divergences

At this point, we encounter the subtlety of self-energy contributions to the heavy particle.
Consider the heavy particle action at 0SF,

S̄H = −mH

ˆ
dτ

[
1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

H + zH
˙̄xµ

HĀµ(x̄H)
]

, (13)

with the corresponding equation of motion,

¨̄xµ
H − zHF̄ µν(x̄H) ˙̄xHν = 0 . (14)

Evaluating the heavy effective action on the solution of the 0SF equations of motion yields
singular terms. These involve F̄ µν(x̄H) evaluated at r = 0, corresponding to the EM force
acting on the heavy particle coming from its own Coulomb field.

In the usual approach to classical dynamics, one must devise a regularization scheme
to subtract this self-energy or self-force contribution. As we have emphasized, our setup
repackages probe trajectories and background field configurations as resummations of flat
space perturbative dynamics. In this picture, F̄ µν(x̄H) corresponds to a potential photon
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mode that is emitted and then reabsorbed by the heavy worldline. As usual, in point-particle
effective field theory, such terms yield self-energy contributions which are absorbed through
the mass counterterm. Effectively, we can then discard F̄ µν(x̄H) wherever it appears. More
generally, we are permitted to drop any contributions which arise in the flat space theory
from potential photons emitted and reabsorbed by the heavy particle. The upshot is that
the heavy particle equation of motion is effectively ¨̄xµ

H = 0, whose solution is Eq. (7).
To explain our choice of regularization scheme it is instructive to pedantically recall how

the solution in Eq. (9) arises using the language of Feynman diagrams. In Lorenz gauge, the
solution to the equation of motion, Eq. (8), is given by the single Feynman diagram which
equals the propagator integrated against the source,

Āν(x) =
ˆ

d4y Gνµ(x− y)J̄µ
H(y) . (15)

As is customary, we can evaluate this in momentum space, where the heavy source is simply

J̄µ
H(q) = zHmHuµ

H δ̂(uHq) , (16)

and the Lorenz gauge propagator is1

Gµν(q) = −ηµν

q2 . (17)

The solution to the equations of motion is then simply

Āν(q) = −zHmHuH ν
δ̂(uHq)

q2 , (18)

whose Fourier transform yields Eq. (9). In the language of Feynman diagrams, the singular
term in Eq. (13) is a contribution to the classical self-energy,

= iS̄H = −i

2

ˆ
d4xd4y J̄µ

H(x)Gµν(x− y)J̄ν
H(y) = −iT

z2
Hm2

H

2

ˆ
d4q

(2π)4
δ̂(uHq)
−q2 ,

(19)
where T = 2πδ(0) is the total time integral. The coefficient of −iT , i.e., the energy, is
ultraviolet divergent due to the integration over large values of q. For instance, a cutoff
regularization gives ˆ

|q|<Λ

d4q

(2π)4
δ̂(uHq)

q2 ∼ Λ . (20)

This linear divergence corresponds to the r = 0 singularity in Eq. (13). This can be explicitly
reabsorbed by a mass counterterm. However, since this divergence is power law, it is most
1The choice of iϵ-prescription is immaterial for this computation.
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convenient to use dimensional regularization, whereby the integral is analytically continued
to general dimension D. The advantage of this choice is that, by definition, dimensional
regularization sets all power divergences to zero,

ˆ
dDq

(2π)D

δ̂(uHq)
q2 = 0 . (21)

Hence, in dimensional regularization we find that

Āν(x̄H) = 0 . (22)

This is an important simplification, which will become crucial when we study the gravita-
tional case. To reiterate, the renormalized heavy particle action at 0SF is simply that of a
free particle,

S̄H = −mH

ˆ
dτ 1

2(1 + ˙̄x2
H) , (23)

and we will drop this contribution, since it contains no dynamical information.

2.1.4 0SF Dynamics

In this work we will focus on conservative scattering dynamics, for which the gauge invariant
quantity of interest is the scattering angle. Practically though, we will compute the on-shell
action, from which the scattering angle follows by simple differentiation.

Inserting the SF expanded trajectories and fields shown in Eq. (11) into the action in
Eq. (2), we now compute

S = S̄ +
∞∑

n=1
S(n) , (24)

where n denotes the SF order and S̄ is the 0SF on-shell action obtained by evaluating
the action in the probe limit, i.e., on the support of the solution where the heavy particle
is on an inertial path and the light particle traverses a probe trajectory in the background
sourced by the heavy particle. After using dimensional regularization to eliminate self-energy
divergences, we obtain the renormalized 0SF action,

S̄ = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

H + λ
(

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

L + zL
˙̄xµ

LĀµ(x̄L)
)]

. (25)

Here, the heavy particle contributions to the 0SF action enter at O(λ0) while those of the
light particle enter at O(λ1) on account of the factor of the light particle mass in the action.
Note that S̄ does not contain any dependence on the dynamical perturbations away from
the probe trajectories. Thus, the 1SF contribution to the action, S(1), starts at O(λ2).
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Next, let us study the 0SF dynamics, working in D = 4 dimensions for concreteness. In
the probe limit, the heavy particle simply moves in a straight line, while the light particle
dynamics are governed by the single-particle action,

S = −mL

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋ2
L + zLẋµ

LĀµ(xL)
]

, (26)

in a background Coulomb electric field, Eq. (9). The equation of motion is just the Lorentz
force equation. Using conservation of energy and angular momentum, we find that

E = mL

(
ṫ + zLA0

)
and J = mLr2ϕ̇ . (27)

The remaining radial equation of motion is also a first-order ordinary differential equation
coming simply from the on-shell condition,

ṙ2 =
(

E − qLĀ0(r)
mL

)2

− J2

r2 − 1 . (28)

In D = 4, one can write exact solutions for the orbital trajectories, r(ϕ), since this system
describes Keplerian motion [11, 88]. For general D, we outline how to solve these equations
perturbatively in App. A. In practice, depending on the physical observable in question, the
explicit solutions need not be computed.

To compute the on-shell action to higher SF orders, we will need the explicit probe
trajectory solutions. As described in App. A, the 0SF dynamics can be derived from textbook
classical mechanics by evaluating the on-shell action as a radial action integral,

S̄ = 2
ˆ ∞

rmin

dr|pr(r, E, J)| . (29)

The radial conjugate momentum is readily solved for from the on-shell condition, giving

|pr| =
[
(E − qLA0(r))2 −mL −

J2

r2m2
L

]1/2

. (30)

Converting to orbital parameters more convenient for scattering,

σ = E

mL

and b = J

mL(σ2 − 1)1/2 , (31)

we evaluate the radial action integral to 3PL order (see App. B),

S̄ =− πbmL(σ2 − 1)1/2 −
2mLrcσ log

(
µ̃be

−1
D−4

)
√

σ2 − 1
+ πmLr2

c

2b
√

σ2 − 1
+ mLr3

cσ (2σ2 − 3)
3b2 (σ2 − 1)5/2 , (32)

where µ̃ is a reference mass scale, and the infrared divergence in D = 4 is the familiar
Coulomb logarithm—it is a physical divergence in the time delay but does not affect the
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scattering angle. With a physical IR cutoff, as is the case for finite time processes, this is
no longer divergent but set by the time scale. Our interest in the radial action is that it
generates the scattering angle, for which these IR divergent terms do not contribute anyways
since they are independent of b.

The PL expansion parameter in the above expression is the dimensionless ratio rc/b,
where b is the impact parameter and we’ve defined the length scale,

rc = −zHzLmH

4π
, (33)

which is positive if the particles are oppositely charged, i.e., attracting. This is simply the
classical charge radius of a particle with charge,

√
|qHqL|, and mass, mL.

As we generalize to higher SF orders, we no longer know the exact expression for the radial
momentum. However, we will still be able to compute the on-shell action with perturbative
diagrams and the symmetries of the problem ensure that the radial action continues to serve
as a generating function for the scattering angle. Since we wish to fix the energy and angular
momentum of the solutions but do not, a priori, know the interaction potential, we must
be sure to use causal propagators so that the integrals of motion can be specified by their
values in the asymptotic past when the particles are decoupled.

2.1.5 1SF Dynamics

As noted earlier, the 0SF action contains contributions atO(λ0) andO(λ1), where the scaling
comes from the masses of the heavy and light particles respectively. Consequently, the 1SF
action starts at O(λ2) and depends on the perturbations away from the probe trajectories
and backgrounds.

First, the action for the electromagnetic field becomes

−
ˆ

d4x
[

1
4FµνF µν

]
= −
ˆ

d4x
[

1
4 F̄µνF̄ µν+1

2δFµνF̄ µν + 1
4δFµνδF µν

]
, (34)

where δFµν = ∂µδAν − ∂νδAµ and we will highlight in blue terms that will cancel with other
terms in the action because F̄µν satisfies its equation of motion.

Next, consider the contributions to the action from the worldlines,

−
ˆ

dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋ2
i + ziẋ

µ
i Aµ(xi)

]
= −
ˆ

dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

i + zi
˙̄xµ

i Āµ(x̄i)

+δẋi
˙̄xi + ziδxµ

i
˙̄xν

i F̄µν(x̄i) + zi
˙̄xµ

i δAµ(x̄i)

+1
2δẋ2

i + ziδxµ
i

˙̄xν
i δFµν(x̄i)

+1
2ziδxµ

i δẋν
i F̄µν(x̄i) + 1

2ziδxρ
i δxµ

i
˙̄xν

i ∂ρF̄µν(x̄i) + · · ·
]

,

(35)
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where the ellipses are higher than quadratic order in the perturbations. It will be useful
to separately consider the contributions from the heavy and light worldlines, which will be
treated slightly differently. In particular, for the heavy particle and light particle we have

−
ˆ

dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋ2
H + zH ẋµ

HAµ(xH)
]

= −
ˆ

dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

H+zH
˙̄xµ

HĀµ(x̄H)

+δẋH
˙̄xH+zHδxµ

H
˙̄xν

HF̄µν(x̄H)+zH
˙̄xµ

HδAµ(x̄H)

+1
2δẋ2

H + zHδxµ
H

˙̄xν
HδFµν(x̄H)

+1
2zHδxµ

Hδẋν
HF̄µν(x̄H)

+1
2zHδxρ

Hδxµ
H

˙̄xν
H∂ρF̄µν(x̄H) + · · ·

]
,

−
ˆ

dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋ2
L − zLẋµ

LAµ(xL)
]

= −
ˆ

dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

L + zL
˙̄xµ

LĀµ(x̄L)

+δẋL
˙̄xL + zLδxµ

L
˙̄xν

LF̄µν(x̄L) + zL
˙̄xµ

LδAµ(x̄L)

+1
2δẋ2

L + zLδxµ
L

˙̄xν
LδFµν(x̄L)

+1
2zLδxµ

Lδẋν
LF̄µν(x̄L)

+1
2zLδxρ

Lδxµ
L

˙̄xν
L∂ρF̄µν(x̄L) + · · ·

]
.

(36)

All of the colored terms will either be dropped or cancel amongst each other. The terms in
red arise when a background Coulomb field is emitted and then reabsorbed by the heavy
line. Since these are self-energy diagrams, we drop them. The blue, green, and purple
terms vanish since the background EM field, heavy particle, and light particle satisfy their
respective equations of motion.

Last but not least, we can also drop the terms in brown which encode the dynamical
propagation of the light particle. Crucially, since the light particle action is suppressed by
an overall factor of mL, which is manifestly O(λ1), these terms that are quadratic in the light
particle perturbations scale as O(λ3) in the action, and are thus subleading to 1SF. Thus,
we enjoy an enormous simplification, which is that the deviation of the light particle from
its 0SF trajectory can actually be ignored for any computation of the leading 1SF effects.

Putting together the terms in Eq. (34) and Eq. (36) that are relevant to the leading 1SF
dynamics, the action for the perturbations is

S(1) = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H + zHδxµ
H

˙̄xν
HδFµν(x̄H) + λzL

˙̄xµ
LδAµ(x̄L)

]
−
ˆ

d4x
[

1
4δFµνδF µν

]
.

(37)
We note again that the coupling of the light particle to the EM field has an explicit factor of
λ, so we only needed to expand that term to linear order in perturbations. Typically, when
expanding an action about a background solution, the terms which are linear in perturbations
vanish, simply because we are expanding about a solution. In our situation however we must
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recall that Āµ is a solution in the λ → 0 limit, so it does not account for the light particle
source. This is why S(1) still has a term linear in δAµ.

The action S(1) describes how the EM field deviates from the boosted Coulomb solution
due to the dynamics of the heavy and light sources. With this in mind, let us write the
action for the perturbations as

S(1) = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H + zHδxµ
H

˙̄xν
HδFµν(x̄H)

]
−
ˆ

d4x
[

1
4δFµνδF µν + δAµJ̄µ

L

]
, (38)

where the light particle 0SF current is

J̄µ
L(x) = λzLmH

ˆ
dτ δ4(x− x̄L) ˙̄xµ

L . (39)

We emphasize again here that for the 1SF dynamics we can completely ignore the light
particle deviations away from geodesic motion.

It would be perfectly fine to simply compute observables using S(1). However, if we are
not interested in observables that depend directly on the state of the heavy body, we can
do better. Such observables include the light body deflection, conservative scattering angle,
and the radiated waveforms or fluxes. In these cases it is more convenient to derive an even
simpler effective theory by integrating out the deviations of the heavy particle away from
inertial motion. At 0SF, the action describes a charged probe evolving in the field of an
infinitely heavy source. However, with our 1SF corrections, there is an additional effect—
encoded in a term we dub the recoil operator—which accounts for the underlying dynamical
propagation of the heavy particle.

Conveniently, at 1SF order S(1) is quadratic in δxµ
H , so we can integrate out this mode

exactly. Performing the path integral over δxµ
H we obtain, up to constant normalization,

ˆ
[dδxH ] exp

(
−imH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H + zHδxµ
H

˙̄xν
HδFµν(x̄H)

])
= exp

(
iS

(1)
recoil

)
, (40)

where S
(1)
recoil is the electromagnetic recoil operator, with the superscript denoting the SF

order. To compute this operator, we use the fact that for a Gaussian integral, we can simply
set the perturbation to its solution under the equations of motion. Variation of Eq. (38)
with respect to the heavy particle perturbation gives the equation of motion,

δẍµ
H − zHδF µν(x̄H) ˙̄xHν = 0 , (41)

which, as expected, is simply the equation for the heavy worldline expanded to 1SF. Plugging
this back into Eq. (38), we obtain the recoil operator,

S
(1)
recoil = −1

2z2
HmH

ˆ
dτ ˙̄xα

HδFαµ(x̄H) 1
∂2

τ

˙̄xβ
HδF µ

β (x̄H) . (42)
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This gauge invariant operator encodes the dynamical propagation of the heavy particle as
a nonlocal-in-time correction to photon propagation localized exactly at the position of the
heavy particle. Note that, since S

(1)
recoil ∼

´
dτ δEµ(x̄H)∂−2

τ δEµ(x̄H), we can view the recoil
operator as a polarizability operator on the heavy worldline that is nonlocal in time. The
nonlocality makes this operator sufficiently different from true polarizability operators that
we will not push on this analogy further. However, we note that while a photon does not
scatter off of a fixed 1/r Coulomb potential, it does scatter off the recoil operator.

The utility of the recoil operator is that we no longer need to track the heavy degree of
freedom. The only explicit source of photons is the light particle 0SF current and the recoil
of the heavy body appears only in a modification to the photon’s propagator. This allows us
to essentially use the background field method, supplemented by this modified propagator.
The advantage of this will be more apparent in gravity, where the gravitational perturbations
couple to the background.

Note that, in Eq. (42), we have not been explicit about the boundary conditions for
the Greens function ∂−2

τ . For the case of conservative dynamics, time reversal symmetry
implies that quantities like the scattering angle or radial action can be computed using
either retarded or advanced boundary conditions. For these computations it will then not
matter if we use a retarded or advanced iϵ-prescription for the propagator. However, more
generally one must properly specify the boundary prescription for ∂−2

τ appropriate to the
calculation at hand.

In this work we focus exclusively on conservative dynamics. However, our basic approach—
setting up an effective action to be accurate order by order in a mass ratio expansion—along
with the technical simplifications coming from extracting all-orders 0SF information, can be
readily applied within an in-in formalism such as [70,89,90] to compute dissipative effects.
In such a framework, provided that one is not computing heavy-particle observables, one
can again integrate out δxH to obtain a recoil operator whose nonlocality describes a causal
propagator. If one is actually interested in computing a heavy-particle observable, one would
no longer integrate out δxH but would rather include it as either an external line or a cut
line in perturbative diagrams.

In conclusion, we have obtained the effective action encoding all 1SF dynamics,

S
(1)
eff = S

(1)
recoil −

ˆ
d4x

(
1
4δFµνδF µν + δAµJ̄µ

L

)
. (43)

This describes photon perturbations about the background Coulomb field, which are sourced
by the probe motion of the light particle and augmented by the recoil of the heavy particle
via S

(1)
recoil. For example, for the case of Rutherford scattering, this would account for the

wobble of the nucleus upon scattering.
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2.1.6 2SF Dynamics

Our formalism can be generalized to 2SF order by expanding the action to O(λ3). This
procedure will generate terms of the schematic form, δx2

L and δxLδA, as well as (δxH)2δA.
Contributions involving the light particle were already presented earlier in Eq. (36),

S
(2)
L = −mL

ˆ
dτ

[
1
2δẋ2

L + zLδxµ
L

˙̄xν
LδFµν(x̄L) + 1

2zLδxµ
Lδẋν

LF̄µν(x̄L) + 1
2zLδxρ

Lδxµ
L

˙̄xν
L∂ρF̄µν(x̄L)

]
.

(44)
The first two terms encode the propagation and deflection of the light particle away from
its probe motion due exchange of the photon. These contributions are analogous to those
of the heavy particle at 1SF, which precisely generated the recoil operator. The last two
terms involve the value of the background field, F̄µν , at the 0SF position of the light particle.
The analogous terms for the heavy particle were singular self-energy divergences that were
discarded in dimensional regularization. Here, these light particle terms are non-singular and
describe the fact that while the light particle can be perturbed away from its 0SF trajectory
by non-Coulomb effects, it still propagates in the background, F̄µν . As a preview, we note
that in GR these kinds of light particle contributions encode the geodesic deviation caused
by the graviton perturbations.

The contributions to the heavy world-line action which are cubic in perturbations are
straightforwardly computed to be

S
(2)
H = −mHzH

ˆ
dτ

[
1
2δxµ

Hδẋν
HδFµν(x̄H) + 1

2δxρ
Hδxµ

H
˙̄xν

H∂ρFµν(x̄H)

+1
3δxρ

Hδxµ
Hδẋν

H∂ρF̄µν(x̄H) + 1
6δxσ

Hδxρ
Hδxµ

H
˙̄xν

H∂σ∂ρF̄µν(x̄H)
]

.

(45)

The terms in red are self-energy divergences and can again be dropped. The terms in black
give rise to a double-recoil operator, i.e., an effective cubic photon operator which contains
two iterated matter propagators.

To see this, we combine all terms in the effective action through 2SF order involving the
heavy particle fluctuation,

S
(1)
H + S

(2)
H = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H + zHδxµ
H

˙̄xν
HδFµν(x̄H) + 1

2zHδxµ
Hδẋν

HδFµν(x̄H)

+ 1
2zHδxρ

Hδxµ
H

˙̄xν
H∂ρδFµν(x̄H)

]
,

(46)

and integrate out the heavy particle as before. This generates the recoil operators,
ˆ

[dδxH ] exp
(
iS

(1)
H + iS

(2)
H

)
= exp

(
iS

(1)
recoil + iS

(2)
recoil

)
. (47)
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Since Eq. (46) contains terms which are cubic in perturbations, i.e., scaling as λ3, integrating
out the heavy particle perturbations will generate terms at arbitrarily high SF order. Given
that we started with a 2SF accurate action we are only, however, permitted to trust the
obtained recoil operators up to 2SF order.

At 2SF order we have the operator,

S
(2)
recoil = −z3

HmH

2

ˆ
dτ

δEα(x̄H) 1
←−
∂2

τ

δFαµ(x̄H) 1
−→
∂τ

δEµ(x̄H)

+ δEα(x̄H) 1
←−
∂2

τ

∂µδEα(x̄H) 1
−→
∂2

τ

δEµ(x̄H)
 ,

(48)

where δEµ(x̄H) = ˙̄xHνδF µν(x̄H) is the electric field in the frame of the heavy particle.
In summary, the effective action describing the dynamics through 2SF order is

S
(1)
eff + S

(2)
eff = S

(1)
recoil + S

(2)
recoil −

ˆ
d4x

(
1
4δFµνδF µν + δAµJ̄µ

L

)
−mL

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

L + zLδxµ
L

˙̄xν
LδFµν(x̄L)

+ 1
2zLδxµ

Lδẋν
LF̄µν(x̄L) + 1

2zLδxρ
Lδxµ

L
˙̄xν

L∂ρF̄µν(x̄L)
]

.

(49)

A quick way to determine the PL order of certain contributions to conservative scattering
is to simple count powers of zL. For example, tree-level exchange has one insertion of a photon
on the light body and is therefore 1PL. We can readily power count, in zL, the operators
appearing in Eq. (49). As we know from the 1SF section, the perturbation δFµν is sourced
by the light particle’s probe current J̄µ

L, such that δFµν ∼ zL. Additionally, the equation of
motion for δxL is of the form

δẍL ∼ zLδF + zLδxLF̄ . (50)

From this, and the scaling of δF , we immediately determine the scaling δxL ∼ z2
L. Looking

at terms in Eq. (49), it follows that the light particle perturbations do not contribute until
4PL order, while the two terms involving zLδx2

LF̄ do not contribute until 5PL. So, for the
3PL computations performed later in this work, we will only need the recoil operators S

(1)
recoil

and S
(2)
recoil.

2.2 Feynman Rules

Physical observables are computed from the 1SF effective action in Eq. (43) by performing
the path integral over the one remaining degree of freedom, which is the photon perturba-
tion. From Eq. (43), it is straightforward to derive the associated Feynman rules for this
calculation. We first describe the Feynman rules for the propagator and vertices for the
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photon, and then move on to describe its sources. For ease of use, we have presented a table
summarizing all of the 1SF Feynman rules for EM in Fig. 2.

2.2.1 Photon Propagators and Vertices

To start, we choose Feynman gauge for the photon fluctuation2, so

p

= −iηµν

p2 . (51)

Meanwhile, it is easy to derive the two-point vertex for the photon fluctuation induced by
the recoil operator in Eq. (42), which is

H

p1

p2

= iz2
HmH

δ̂(uHp1 + uHp2)
(uHp1)(uHp2)

Oαµ1(uH , p1)O µ2
α (uH , p2) , (52)

where Oαµ(u, p) = ηαµ(up)−uµpα. The denominator factor is the nonlocal-in-time worldline
propagator, ∂−2

τ , while the delta function encodes that the invariance of heavy particle
trajectory under translations in uH direction.

Note that the 1SF action in Eq. (43) does not contain any explicit dependence on the
background gauge field. This is not an accident—since electromagnetism is a linear theory,
the perturbations decouple from the background about which we expand. The same will not
be true, however, for gravity. Nevertheless, for future reference let us recall that

Āµ(q) = −zHmHuHµ
δ̂(uHq)

q2 and F̄µν(q) = −iq[µĀν](q) , (53)

which are the background electromagnetic gauge field and field strength in momentum space.

2.2.2 Photon Sources

At 1SF order, the photon can only terminate on the light particle source in Eq. (39) which,
transformed into momentum space and to all PL orders, is

J̄µ
L(p) =

ˆ
d4x eipxJ̄µ

L(x) = λzLmH

ˆ
dτ eipx̄L ˙̄xµ

L . (54)

In practice, we will be interested in a perturbative PL expansion. To compute to any given
PL order, we expand the expression for the light particle trajectory,

x̄µ
L =

∞∑
k=0

x̄µ
k , (55)

2Since we are focused on the conservative dynamics, propagators should appear with a causal iϵ prescription,
thought we will only retain the time-symmetric component of the result.
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where x̄µ
k is the k-PL order contribution. Inserting this into the light particle source, we

obtain

J̄µ
L(p) = λzLmH

ˆ
dτ eipx̄0eip(x̄1+x̄2+··· )( ˙̄xµ

0 + ˙̄xµ
1 + ˙̄xµ

2 + · · · )

= λzLmH

ˆ
dτ eipx̄0( ˙̄xµ

0 − i(p ˙̄x0δ
µ
ν − pν

˙̄xµ
0)(x̄ν

1 + x̄ν
2) + ipx̄1 ˙̄xµ

1 −
1
2(px̄1)2 ˙̄xµ

0 + · · · ) ,

(56)
where in the last line we have expanded up to 2PL order in terms of Eq. (55). Here,
we have integrated by parts to make some terms look more uniform and the ellipses denote
contributions that enter beyond 2PL order. For concreteness, let us consider the light particle
current at 1PL order, which can be written more compactly as

J̄µ
L(p) = λzLmHeipb

(
δ̂(uLp)uµ

L − iO µ
α (uL, p)x̄α

1 (uLp) + · · ·
)

, (57)

where we have defined the trajectories in frequency space, x̄µ
i (ω) =

´
dτ eiωτ x̄µ

i (τ).
At this point we can use any method we like to compute the light particle trajectory

in frequency space, x̄µ
1(ω). As described in Sec. 2.3, we can either compute these probe

trajectories perturbatively, or extract them from the known analytic solutions. Taking the
former approach, we expand Eq. (10) to leading PL order and transform to frequency space,

x̄µ
1(ω) = −zLuLν

ω2

ˆ
d4q

(2π)4 e−iqbδ̂(ω − uLq)F̄ µν(q) , (58)

where the background electromagnetic gauge field and field strength in momentum space are
defined in Eq. (53).

Lastly, the Feynman rule associated with the light particle source for the photon pertur-
bation is

L

p =
L0

p +
L1

p + · · ·

= −iλzLmHeipb
(
δ̂(uLp)uµ

L − iO µ
α (uL, p)x̄α

1 (uLp) + · · ·
)

.

(59)

Note that for x̄µ
1(ω), we can choose either the expression in Eq. (58) or any other represen-

tation of the trajectory.

2.3 Classical Resummation

A convenient byproduct of our effective field theory is that it repackages certain perturbative
contributions into the probe trajectories. Here we discuss various methods to extract this
information directly from the probe motion.
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Photon propagator
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Recoil vertex

iz2
HmH

δ̂(uHp1 + uHp2)
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α (uH , p2)

L

p

Photon source

−iλzLmHeipb
(
uµ

Lδ̂(uLp)− iO µ
α (uL, p)x̄α

1 (uLp) + · · ·
)

Figure 2: Feynman rules for computing the radial action for EM at 1SF.

2.3.1 From Second-Order Equations of Motion

The most direct path to computing the probe trajectories is to solve Eq. (10) perturbatively
in the coupling, which in the case of EM is the PL expansion. This is basically the approach
of [39], albeit here restricted to the probe limit. With this method, one plugs Eq. (55) into
the light particle equations of motion in Eq. (10) to obtain the perturbative equations of
motion at 0PL, 1PL, and 2PL order,

¨̄xµ
0 = 0 ,

¨̄xµ
1 = zLF̄ µν(x̄0) ˙̄x0ν ,

¨̄xµ
2 = zL

(
F̄ µν(x̄0) ˙̄x1ν + x̄ρ

1∂ρF̄ µν(x̄0) ˙̄x0ν

)
,

(60)

and so on and so forth. The solution to the 0PL equation is just the straight line trajectory,

x̄µ
0 = bµ + uµ

Lτ , (61)

where uµ
L is the light particle velocity and bµ is a space-like vector defining the impact

parameter. Plugging this back into the 1PL equation, we obtain

x̄µ
1 = 1

∂2
τ

zLF̄ µν(b + uLτ)uLν , (62)

expressed formally in terms of the light particle propagator, 1/∂2
τ . The appearance of this

propagator indicates the second-order differential nature of the equations of motion.
Similarly, we consider the PL expansion of photon equation of motion,

∂µF̄ µν = □Āν = J̄ν
H = zHmH

ˆ
dτuν

Hδ4(xµ − uµ
Hτ) , (63)
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which truncates at leading order because EM is a linear theory. In nonlinear field theories like
GR, the fields’ low PM order solutions are themselves sources for higher order perturbations,
and the perturbative series for the field configuration does not truncate—leading, in principle,
to more and more complicated perturbative computations.

2.3.2 From First-Order Conservation Laws

The procedure outlined above calculates the perturbative trajectories from the second-order
equations of motion. However, since this system has several underlying symmetries, like time
translation and rotational invariance, it is natural to instead study the first-order equations
dictated by the associated conserved quantities. To do so, let us consider the orbital equations
in spherical coordinates, (t, r, ϕ), in the fixed background of the heavy particle. For the
outward branch of the scattering trajectory, corresponding to ṙ ≥ 0, we then have

ṫ = σ + rc

r
,

ϕ̇ = (σ2 − 1)1/2 b

r2 ,

ṙ =
√(

σ + rc

r

)2
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 − 1 ,

(64)

so the dynamics are controlled by three first-order differential equations which are straight-
forwardly solved in perturbation theory. Here one may rightly wonder whether there is any
operational advantage over the above second-order approach of the previous section. As we
will see, the solutions extracted from Eq. (64) have a much simplified structure. This gain is
best articulated in the language of Feynman loop integrals: the trajectories extracted from
the first-order equations effectively exhibit manifest propagator pinches and a considerable
reduction of tensor structures, leading to simpler numerators. In App. A, we provide details
on this procedure in general D dimensions, which illustrate that this method effectively per-
forms integral-by-parts reduction on the Feynman integrals which comprise the trajectories.

It is convenient to combine the equations of motion for (r, ϕ) into equations of motion
for the Cartesian components (x, y),

ẋ = x

r

[(
σ + rc

r

)2
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 − 1
]1/2

− y

r2 (σ2 − 1)1/2b ,

ẏ = y

r

[(
σ + rc

r

)2
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 − 1
]1/2

+ x

r2 (σ2 − 1)1/2b ,

(65)

where the variable, r, is understood to be an implicit function of (x, y). These components
of the trajectory can be reconstituted into a Lorentz covariant form,

x̄µ(τ) = t(τ)uµ
H + x(τ)bµ

b
+ y(τ) uµ

L − σuµ
H

(σ2 − 1)1/2 . (66)
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As described in detail in App. A, it is straightforward to integrate the above first-order
equations in the PL expansion to obtain time-domain trajectories. Crucially, we can algo-
rithmically rewrite these time-domain solutions in terms of iterated time integrals of powers
of R(τ) =

√
b2 + (σ2 − 1)1/2τ 2. These solutions at 1PL order are

t1 = rc
1
∂τ

( 1
R

)
,

x1 = −rcσ
1
∂2

τ

(
b

R3

)
,

y1 = rc
σ

(σ2 − 1)1/2
1
∂τ

( 1
R

)
,

(67)

while at 2PL order they are

t2 =r2
c

σ 1
∂τ

(
1
R

)
R (σ2 − 1) ,

x2 =r2
c

−σ2 1
∂τ

( 1
∂τ

( b
R3 )

R

)
σ2 − 1 −

σ2 1
∂τ

(
b 1

∂τ
( 1

R)
R3

)
σ2 − 1 − 1

∂2
τ

(
b

R4

) ,

y2 =r2
c

− 1
∂τ

(1)σ2

2b2 (σ2 − 1)3/2 +
1

∂τ

(
1

R2

)
2
√

σ2 − 1
+

σ2 1
∂τ

(
1
R

)
R (σ2 − 1)3/2

 ,

(68)

and so on and so forth.
By construction, the above expressions for the trajectories resemble the elements of a

Feynman diagram. In particular, a Fourier transform to momentum space maps inverse
powers of R to inverse powers of the spatial momentum transfer, ℓ−2. At the same time, it
maps ∂−1

τ to the linearized matter propagators of the form, (uL · ℓ)−1. For example, consider

1
∂τ

( 1
R2

)
= 16iπ2

ˆ
ℓ1,ℓ2

e−ir(ℓ1+ℓ2)δ̂ (uHℓ1) δ̂ (uHℓ2)
ℓ2

1ℓ
2
2 (uLℓ1 + uLℓ2 + iϵ) = 16iπ2 × . (69)

The general D-dimensional Fourier transforms are given in Eqs. (177) and (178) of App. A.
Each insertion of R3−D and bR1−D corresponds to the insertion of a background photon,
with products of these building blocks such as bR4−2D and R6−2D corresponding to one-loop
insertions3, and higher products corresponding to multi-loop insertions.

We thus observe that the trajectories are simply Feynman integrals, where inverse powers
of R correspond to background photon insertions, and powers of ∂−1

τ correspond to matter
propagators. With this identification, we can ascertain which Feynman integral topologies
3The factor of 1

∂τ
(1) in Eq. (68) actually corresponds to the D = 4 limit of 1

∂τ
(R8−2D), as illustrated in

App. A. Here R8−2D comes from the product of R3−D and R5−D, with the latter coming from the insertion
of a “doubled” photon propagator, (ℓ2)−2. See App. A, and particularly Eq. (205) for details.
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are encoded in the trajectories, for example as shown in Eq. (69). The marginal advantage
of this approach in EM is relatively minor. However, we will see later in GR that there is a
upside to this approach because the resulting integral topologies will be the same as in EM.

2.4 Results and Checks

To compute the on-shell radial action, we simply perform the path integral over the fluctu-
ation degrees of freedom. In particular, the radial action, IEM, is defined up to a constant
normalization by

exp(iIEM) =
ˆ

[dδxH ][dδxL][dδA] exp(iS) . (70)

Since we are interested only in classical physics, the path integral serves only as an orga-
nizational tool for our perturbation theory. Working up to 0SF and 1SF, we can ignore
the perturbations of the light particle, δxµ

L. Meanwhile, performing the path integral over
the heavy particle perturbation, δxµ

H , simply yields the recoil operator which appears in the
effective action, S

(1)
eff , as defined in Eq. (43). Thus, we obtain

exp(iIEM) =
ˆ

[dδA] exp(iS̄ + iS
(1)
eff + · · · ) , (71)

where the ellipses denote contributions beyond 1SF. Decomposing the radial action according
to the SF expansion, we find that

IEM = I
(0)
EM + I

(1)
EM + · · · , (72)

where the superscripts denote the SF order of a given contribution and

I
(0)
EM = S̄ ,

I
(1)
EM = −i log

ˆ
[dδA] exp(iS(1)

eff ) .
(73)

The above manipulations imply, as is well-known, that the 0SF radial action, I
(0)
EM, is simply

the action evaluated on the probe solution, S̄, as given in Eq. (32). Furthermore, the 1SF
radial action, I

(1)
EM, is computed by summing all tree-level connected 1SF Feynman diagrams

that arise from integrating out the photon perturbation about the Coulomb background.
In what follows, we compute the 0SF and 1SF actions in D = 4 spacetime dimensions,

expanded in the PL expansion. Concretely, we express

I
(i)
EM =

∞∑
j=i+1

I
(i,j)
EM , (74)

where i and j denote the SF and PL orders of a given contribution. We will focus on
scattering dynamics, in which case the kinematic data is the asymptotic impact parameter,
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H
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H

L0 L0

H

L0 L1

Figure 3: Diagram contributing to the 1SF electromagnetic on-shell radial action. The left-
hand side is composed of the source probe trajectory, photon propagators, and the 1SF
electromagnetic recoil operator and the right-hand side shows diagrams contributing at 2PL
and 3PL.

b, and the relative boost factor, σ = uHuL. It follows from dimensional analysis that the
SF+PL expansion of the radial action has the form,

I
(i,j)
EM = λi mLrc

(
rc

b

)j−1
I(i,j)

EM (σ) , (75)

which is the electromagnetic analog of the good mass polynomiality in gravity [91].

2.4.1 Scattering Electric Charges

At last, we are equipped to compute the 1SF radial action for the scattering of electrically
charged particles in EM. This is computed by summing Feynman diagrams in our 1SF order
effective theory.

We are interested in only the conservative contributions to the scattering dynamics,
leaving a treatment of radiative losses for future work. Through 3PL order, these conservative
contributions to the radial action are entirely accounted for by the diagram in Fig. 3. Beyond
3PL order, but still at 1SF, one must also consider multi-insertions of the recoil operator,
however such diagrams vanish in the potential region.

The leading, 2PL, contribution evaluates to

I
(1,2)
EM = λ2

2 z2
Lz2

Hm3
H

ˆ
ℓ1,ℓ2

e−ib(ℓ1+ℓ2)bδ̂(uH(ℓ1 + ℓ2))δ̂(uLℓ1)δ̂(uLℓ2)
ℓ2

1ℓ
2
2

(
1 + σ2(ℓ1ℓ2)

(uHℓ1)(uHℓ2)

)

= λmLrc
rc

b

π

2
√

σ2 − 1
,

(76)

where the matter poles carry a principal value prescription unless otherwise specified. The
two integrations correspond to a one-loop integral over the internal photon momentum,
followed by a Fourier transform to impact parameter space. As expected, I

(1,2)
EM is the same

as the probe result, I
(0,2)
EM , upon swapping the light and heavy particles, where I

(0,2)
EM is given

by Eq. (32).
As a check, we have also performed the 2PL calculation in general spacetime dimension,

D, yielding

I
(1,2)
EM = λmLr2

c

b2D−7
Γ(D − 7/2)Γ(D/2− 3/2)2

πD−7/2Γ(D − 3)
(2D − 7)σ2 − 1

2(σ2 − 1)3/2 . (77)
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We have verified that it is consistent using known results in the probe limit. See App. B for
technical details.

Moving on to the next order, we compute the 3PL Feynman diagrams in Fig. 3 and in-
tegrate them via the methods described thoroughly in [66,92]. Here we have employed both
FIRE6 and LiteRed to reduce the loop integrals onto a small basis of master integrals via
integration-by-parts relations [93–96]. The b dependence of the integrals is fixed by dimen-
sional analysis, leaving only the nontrivial velocity dependence to be determined using the
method of differential equations [97]. The boundary conditions for the differential equations
are simply “static” integrals, which describe the particles at zero relative velocity. As we
are focused on the conservative dynamics up to 3PM order, we expand these integrals in the
potential region.

The integrand and final integrated answer is

I
(1,3)
EM = −(mHmL)2(zHzL)3

ˆ
ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3

eib(ℓ1+ℓ2+ℓ3)δ̂(uH(ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3))
δ̂(uLℓ1)δ̂(uHℓ2)δ̂(uLℓ3)
ℓ2

1ℓ
2
2ℓ

2
3(uHℓ1)2(uLℓ2)2

×
(
−(ℓ1ℓ3)(ℓ2ℓ3)σ3 − 1

2q2(uHℓ1)(uLℓ2)σ2 + (ℓ2ℓ3)(uHℓ1)2σ + (ℓ1ℓ3)(uLℓ2)2σ

+ (uLℓ2)(uHℓ1)3 + (uHℓ1)(uHℓ2)3
)

= −λmLrc

(
rc

b

)2 2 (σ4 − 3σ2 + 3)
3 (σ2 − 1)5/2 ,

(78)
which agrees exactly with the calculation from [17].

We also computed the 2SF radial action to 3PM order. The integrand and integral is
again quite simple,

I
(2,3)
EM =− 32π3λ2mLr3

cσ

ˆ
ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3

eib(ℓ1+ℓ2+ℓ3)δ̂(uH(ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3))
δ̂(uLℓ1)δ̂(uLℓ2)δ̂(uLℓ3)
ℓ2

1ℓ
2
2ℓ

2
3(uHℓ1)2(uHℓ2)2

×
(
(ℓ1ℓ3)(ℓ2ℓ3)σ2 − (ℓ1ℓ3)(uHℓ2)2 − (ℓ2ℓ3)(uHℓ1)2

)
=λ2mLr3

cσ (2σ2 − 3)
3b2 (σ2 − 1)5/2 .

(79)

This agrees with the 0SF result, Eq. (32), providing a crucial check on the consistency of
our effective field theory description.
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2.4.2 Scattering Dyonic Charges

It is straightforward to generalize the above results to the scattering of particles with both
electric and magnetic charges. The action for the point-particle effective theory is then

Sdyon =
∑

i=H,L

ˆ
dτ
[
−1

2miẋ
2
i − qiẋ

µ
i Aµ(xi)− giẋ

µ
i Bµ(xi)

]
+
ˆ

d4x
[
−1

4Fµν(x)F µν(x)
]

,

(80)
where qi and gi are the electric and magnetic charges, respectively. Here the fields, Aµ and
Bµ, are the photon and dual photon field [98]. Of course, these degrees of freedom are not
actually independent, since they are related to the field strength tensor by

∂[µAν] = Fµν ,

∂[µBν] = ∗Fµν .

Here ∗ denotes the Hodge star operation, so ∗2 = −1 in Lorentzian signature.
The derivation of the 1SF effective action for dyons is essentially the same as for the pure

electric case, so we will not repeat those details here. However, the upshot of this exercise is
that the 1SF dyon action can be obtained by performing a set of EM duality rotations on the
1SF action in the pure electric case. Conveniently, this procedure is relatively straightforward
because the electric framework is written in terms of the field strength, which rotates simply
under EM duality.

In particular, under EM duality the light particle equation of motion transforms to

mL
¨̄xµ

L − qL
˙̄xLνF̄ µν(xL) = 0 → mL

¨̄xµ
L − ˙̄xLν(qL + gL∗)F̄ µν(xL) = 0 , (81)

while the background field strength transforms as

F̄µν(k) = iqH
δ̂(uHk)

k2 k[µuHν] → i
δ̂(uHk)

k2 (qH − gH∗)k[µuHν] . (82)

Last but not least, in the recoil operator, we send

qHδFµν → (qH + gH∗)δFµν , (83)

which is simply an EM duality transformation of the photon perturbation.
In the previous sections, we expressed all quantities in terms of the charge to mass ratios,

zi = qi/mi. To draw a structure which is parallel to the pure electric case, here it will be
convenient to define the electric and magnetic charges in terms of angles,

qi = mizi cos θi and gi = mizi sin θi , (84)
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so that the total magnitude of the EM charge of each particle is still given by mizi. An EM
duality rotation rotates these angles simultaneously and a check on our final results is that
they depend only on the duality invariant, ∆θ = θL − θH .

The above EM duality transformations mechanically generate the 1SF dynamics for in-
teracting dyons, which we now summarize. The equation of motion for the light dyon in the
probe limit is

¨̄xµ
L − zL

˙̄xLν(cos ∆θ + sin ∆θ ∗)F̄ µν(xL) = 0 , (85)

where F̄µν is given by Eq. (53). Meanwhile, the 1SF effective action for the scattering of
dyons is given by

δSeff
dyons = Srecoil

dyons +
ˆ

d4x
(
−1

4δFµνδF µν − (cos θLδAµ + sin θLδBµ)J̄µ
L

)
, (86)

where the dyonic recoil operator is

Srecoil
dyons = −1

2z2
HmH

ˆ
dτ ˙̄xα

HδGαµ(x̄H) 1
∂2

τ

˙̄xβ
HδG µ

β (x̄H) . (87)

Here J̄µ
L is the point-particle vector current given in Eq. (39) with the particle following a

solution to Eq. (85), and δGµν = (cos θH + sin θH∗)δFµν is the appropriately EM duality
rotated field strength.

We have not yet addressed how to compute in perturbation theory in a formalism con-
taining both the photon and dual photon, δAµ and δBµ. In general, this is not trivial
because these are not independent degrees of freedom. However, our formalism evades this
complication rather nicely. In particular, we can ignore Wick contractions between δAµ and
δBµ because they correspond to quantum self-energy contributions that are dropped in the
classical limit. Instead, δAµ and δBµ only contract with δFµν in the recoil operator. These
Wick contractions can be performed using the definition in Eq. (81). Said another way, when
computing Feynman diagrams we only ever encounter contractions between gauge potentials
and field strengths and never between two gauge potentials. Consequently, the manifest
gauge invariance of the recoil operator allows us to straightforwardly compute the radial
action for the scattering of dyonic charged particles.

We find that the 1SF radial action for the scattering of a pair of dyons is

I
(1,2)
EM → I

(1,2)
EM,∆θ = λmLrc

rc

b

π (cos2 θH + sin2 θH) (cos2 θL + sin2 θL)
2
√

σ2 − 1
,

I
(1,3)
EM → I

(1,3)
EM,∆θ = −λmLrc

(
rc

b

)2 cos ∆θ (σ2 cos 2∆θ + 2σ4 − 7σ2 + 6)
3 (σ2 − 1)5/2 ,

(88)

which is a new 3PL result. The above expression is consistent with known results, where
they overlap. For example, θL and θH drop out of the 2PL radial action, so this expression
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for dyonic scattering is exactly the same as for pure electric scattering. This agrees with the
probe limits computed in [13], wherein pure electric and dyonic scattering are identical at
2PL. Furthermore, the 3PL radial action vanishes for a relative angle ∆θ = π/2, correspond-
ing to a pure electric charge scattering against a pure magnetic charge. This is consistent
with general expectations from computations of probe motion [13].

3 General Relativity

In this section we derive an effective field theory for GR in the extreme mass ratio expansion.
Our manipulations will parallel all of the steps taken in our analysis of EM. In particular,
we begin with the worldline action for a pair of massive scalar particles interacting grav-
itationally. At 0SF, one particle produces a background gravitational field described by
the Schwarzschild metric while the other particle, whose mass is comparatively negligible,
evolves as a test body moving in this background.

As before, at 1SF the heavy particle fluctuates dynamically while the light particle fluc-
tuations can be conveniently ignored. Integrating out the former, we derive the gravita-
tional recoil operator for the effective field theory. This operator encodes the recoil of the
Schwarzschild background against the orbiting mass. An important difference between GR
and EM is that gravitons are self-interacting. As we will see, these effects are encoded
entirely in the usual framework describing gravitons propagating in a Schwarzschild back-
ground. While an analytic expression for the propagator of such gravitons is not known,
we can leverage the known background metric to straightforwardly compute this in the PM
expansion.

As a crucial test of our framework, we compute the radial action for massive particle
scattering at 0SF, 1SF, and 2SF, through 3PM order in general relativity. The 0SF radial
action is already known to all PM orders, as recapitulated in App. B, and our results at 1SF
and 2SF find exact agreement with known results [18–21].

To demonstrate the versatility of our framework, we also compute the 2PM and 3PM
radial actions for gravitational theories in which the light particle sources a scalar or vector
field which itself interacts gravitationally. The former agrees with existing calculations, while
the latter is a new result.

3.1 Effective Theory

As our starting point, we consider the action for a pair of massive, gravitationally interacting
scalar particles in GR. Once again, as shown in App. A, we can fix the worldline einbein so
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that the action takes the simple form,

S = −
∑

i=H,L

mi

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋµ
i ẋν

i gµν(xi)
]
−
ˆ

d4x
√
−g

[
1

16πG
R
]

, (89)

where xµ
i (τ) are the particle trajectories and gµν(x) is the metric field. Our gauge fixing

implies the on-shell condition, x2
i (τ) = 1.

The geodesic equation and Einstein field equations are

ẍµ
i + Γµ

ρσ(xi)ẋρ
i ẋσ

i = 0 and Rµν − 1
2gµνR = 8πGTµν , (90)

where the energy-momentum tensor is

T µν(x) =
∑

i=H,L

T µν
i (x) =

∑
i=H,L

mi

ˆ
dτ

1√
−g(xi)

δ4(x− xi)ẋµ
i ẋν

i . (91)

Our effective field theory will provide an efficient way to solve these equations of motion as
an expansion in the mass ratio. As has been noted previously [99], the Schwarzschild metric
itself encodes infinite PM orders, simply by virtue of the fact that it is a formula that holds
at finite gravitational coupling. We will describe how the Schwarzschild metric, together
with the known geodesics of particles within it, can be used to incorporate all orders in PM
information into a systematic calculational framework.

3.1.1 Self-Force Expansion in Curved Space

At 0SF, the light particle propagates as a nongravitating probe. Consequently, the heavy
particle moves in a straight line,

x̄µ
H(τ) = uµ

Hτ , (92)

providing a stress-energy density,√
−g(x̄)T̄ µν

H (x) = mH

ˆ
dτδ4(x− uHτ)uµ

Huν
H , (93)

which sources the 0SF accurate geodesic equation and Einstein field equations,

¨̄xµ
L + Γ̄µ

ρσ(xL) ˙̄xρ
L

˙̄xσ
L = 0 and R̄µν − 1

2 ḡµνR̄ = 8πGT̄H µν . (94)

Technically, the heavy particle also follows a geodesic according to the equation,

¨̄xµ
H + Γ̄µ

ρσ(x̄H) ˙̄xρ
H

˙̄xσ
H = 0 . (95)

Since Γ̄µ
ρσ(x̄H) is the Christoffel symbol for the Schwarzschild metric evaluated at the point,

r = 0, it is formally divergent. However, just as in the case of EM, we interpret this as a
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potential graviton mode that has been emitted and then reabsorbed by the heavy particle.
This divergent self-energy contribution can be absorbed by a counterterm, and can effectively
be dropped. Consequently, the effective equation of motion for the heavy particle is ¨̄xµ

H = 0,
which defines a straight line trajectory.

As before, one could try to solve the equations of motion perturbatively by PM expanding
the trajectory and metric and solving the equations iteratively at each order. Alternatively,
thanks to the symmetries of the problem, we can solve these equations exactly—the gravita-
tional background is just the boosted Schwarzschild metric and x̄L is just a geodesic within
it. The solution can be written in isotropic coordinates,

ḡµν(x) =
(
1 + rS

4r

)4
ηµν +

(1− rS

4r

1 + rS

4r

)2

−
(
1 + rS

4r

)4
uHµuHν , (96)

where r =
√

(uHx)2 − x2 is the boosted radius and rS = 2GmH is the Schwarzschild radius.
Since we will recast the Schwarzschild background as a resummation of an infinite class of
flat space diagrams, it will be useful to define the deviation from flat space,

γ̄µν(x) = ḡµν(x)− ηµν = rS

r
(ηµν − 2uHµuHν) + 1

8

(
rS

r

)2
(3ηµν + uHµuHν) +O(r3

S) , (97)

allowing us to trivially read off PM data order by order. Details on the light particle geodesic
will be provided in upcoming sections, where we will again see that there is no need to
explicitly study the graviton-graviton field interactions and we can instead read off PM data
from simple position space expressions.

Beyond their dynamics at 0SF, the Schwarzschild metric and particle trajectories are
perturbed by corrections,

xµ
i = x̄µ

i + δxµ
i and gµν = ḡµν + δgµν , (98)

where δgµν is the graviton propagating on a Schwarzschild background. Since the solutions,
x̄µ

i and ḡµν , are valid at 0SF, we know that

δxµ
i ∼ δgµν ∼ O(λ1) , (99)

for on-shell configurations of the fluctuation degrees of freedom.

3.1.2 0SF Dynamics

As before, we compute the on-shell action by inserting SF expanded trajectories and fields
in Eq. (98) into the action in Eq. (89), yielding

S = S̄ +
∞∑

n=1
S(n) , (100)
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where n denotes the SF order. Here S̄ is the 0SF action evaluated on solutions in the probe
limit,

S̄ = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2ηµν
˙̄xµ

H
˙̄xν

H + λ
(

1
2 + 1

2 ḡµν(x̄L) ˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
L

)]
, (101)

after renormalizing away self-energy divergences in dimensional regularization.
Again focusing on the 0SF dynamics in D = 4, we can ignore the heavy particle while

the light particle trajectory is governed by the action,

S = −mL

ˆ
dτ
[1
2 + 1

2 ḡµν(xL)ẋµ
Lẋν

L

]
. (102)

The background metric sourced by the heavy particle is the Schwarzschild metric, expressed
here in isotropic coordinates,

ḡ00 =
(

f−(r)
f+(r)

)2

and ḡij = −δijf+(r)4 , (103)

where we have defined
f±(r) = 1± rS

4r
. (104)

Solutions to the equations of motion satisfy the curved space on-shell condition, gµν ẋµẋν = 1.
Since the metric is static and isotropic, we can restrict to motion in the equatorial plane,

subject to conserved energy and angular momentum. We will again label the trajectories
with (σ, b), in terms of which the equations of motion are

ṫ = σ
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 and ϕ̇ = b(σ2 − 1)1/2

r2 f+(r)−4 . (105)

The radial equation of motion arises from the on-shell condition,

ṙ =
[
f+(r)−4

(
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 σ2 − 1
)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 f+(r)−8
]1/2

. (106)

As discussed in App. B, the 0SF radial action is

S̄ = 2
ˆ ∞

rmin

dr |pr(r, E, J)| . (107)

Using the equations of motion and conservation laws, we obtain the probe radial momentum,

|pr| = m

[
f+(r)4

(
f 2

+(r)
f−(r)2 σ2 − 1

)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2

]1/2

. (108)

As shown in App. B, we then integrate the radial action to obtain

S̄ =− πbmL

√
σ2 − 1 + GmLmH

(
(2− 4σ2) log

(
µ̃be

−1
D−4

)
+ 1

)
√

σ2 − 1
+ G2mLm2

H

3π (5σ2 − 1)
4b
√

σ2 − 1

+ G3mLm3
H

(64σ6 − 120σ4 + 60σ2 − 5)
3b2 (σ2 − 1)5/2 ,

(109)
expanded here up to 3PM order.
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3.1.3 1SF Dynamics

Now, let us move on to the 1SF gravitational dynamics. As before, we will derive the 1SF
effective action by integrating out the deviations of the heavy particle about its probe motion.
Again, the 0SF action receives contributions at O(λ0) and O(λ1), corresponding to factors
of the heavy and light particle masses in the action. We then expand up to O(λ2) to extract
the 1SF contributions.

Expanding the Einstein-Hilbert action to 1SF order about the Schwarzschild background,
we obtain the usual action for a graviton perturbation in curved spacetime,

− 1
16πG

ˆ
d4x
√
−g

[
R− 1

2FµF µ
]

=

− 1
16πG

ˆ
d4x
√
−ḡ

[
R̄−(R̄µν − 1

2 ḡµνR̄)δgµν

− 1
4∇̄ρδgµν∇̄ρδgµν + 1

8∇̄ρδg∇̄ρδg + 1
2δgµνδgρσR̄µρνσ

+ 1
2(δgµρδg ρ

ν − δgµνδg)R̄µν − 1
4(δgµνδgµν − 1

2δg2)R̄
]

,

(110)

where δg = δgµ
µ and we have include a harmonic gauge fixing term for the graviton pertur-

bation defined by Fµ = ∇̄νδgµν − 1
2∇̄µδg. All raising, lowering, and contractions of indices

are performed with the background metric, ḡµν .
At this point let us comment on an important subtlety in the above action. Typically, on

a Schwarzschild background we can set R̄µν = R̄ = 0 because the metric satisfies the vacuum
Einstein field equations. This would naively imply that we should drop the terms in blue
and in the final line of Eq. (110). However, this is actually not correct in a point-particle
effective field theory. Specifically, our equations of motion in Eq. (90) involve worldline
sources rather than a vacuum, so in perturbation theory, R̄µν and R̄ are zero except on the
support of the heavy worldline. This crucial distinction implies that we must actually retain
all such terms for any perturbative calculation. For the same reason, the terms highlighted
in blue in Eq. (110) are not identically zero in perturbation theory, but rather cancel exactly
with other terms in the worldline action on the support of the Einstein field equations.

Next, let us consider the worldline actions,

−mi

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋµ
i ẋν

i gµν(xi)
]

= −mi

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

i − δxi
¨̄xi

−δxρ
i

˙̄xµ
i

˙̄xν
i Γ̄ρµν(x̄i) + 1

2
˙̄xµ

i
˙̄xν

i δgµν(x̄i)

+1
2

˙̄xµ
i

˙̄xν
i ∇̄µδxρ

i ∇̄νδxiρ + 1
2δxρ

i δxσ
i

˙̄xµ
i

˙̄xν
i R̄νρσµ(x̄i)

−δxiρ
˙̄xµ

i
˙̄xν

i δΓρ
µν(x̄i) + · · ·

]
,

(111)
where the ellipses denote contributions that are higher than quadratic order in the fluctua-
tions and we have defined the difference of connections, δΓρ

µν = Γρ
µν − Γ̄ρ

µν = 1
2 ḡρσ(∇̄µδgσν +
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∇̄νδgσµ − ∇̄σδgµν), which is a tensor with respect to the background metric. As before, the
worldline actions for the heavy and light particles are treated differently, so

−mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋµ
H ẋν

Hgµν(xH)
]

= −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

H−δxH
¨̄xH

−δxρ
H

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
H Γ̄ρµν(x̄H)+1

2
˙̄xµ

H
˙̄xν

Hδgµν(x̄H)

+1
2

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
H∇̄µδxρ

H∇̄νδxHρ+1
2δxρ

Hδxσ
H

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
HR̄νρσµ(x̄H)

−δxHρ
˙̄xµ

H
˙̄xν

HδΓρ
µν(x̄H) + · · ·

]
,

−mL

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2 ẋµ
Lẋν

Lgµν(xL)
]

= −mL

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2 + 1

2
˙̄x2

L−δxL
¨̄xL

−δxρ
L

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
LΓ̄ρµν(x̄L) + 1

2
˙̄xµ

L
˙̄xν

Lδgµν(x̄L)

+1
2

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
L∇̄µδxρ

L∇̄νδxLρ + 1
2δxρ

Lδxσ
L

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
LR̄νρσµ(x̄L)

−δxLρ
˙̄xµ

L
˙̄xν

HδΓρ
µν(x̄L) + · · ·

]
,

(112)
where all colored terms can be dropped. The terms in red contain the background met-
ric evaluated at the position of the heavy particle, and they include divergent self-energy
contributions from the emission and reabsorption of potential gravitons from the heavy parti-
cle. More generally, all terms involving Γ̄ρµν(x̄H) or R̄ρσµν(x̄H) are self-energy contributions.
Furthermore, whenever there is an implicit insertion of ḡµν(x̄H), the components which de-
viate from flat space again correspond to self-energy contributions. As described in detail
in Sec. 2.1.3, all of these self-energy contributions can be renormalized away, and in fact,
in dimensional regularization they are identically zero. Hence, in perturbation theory, the
metric evaluated on the heavy trajectory, ḡµν(x̄H), can be effectively set to the flat metric,
ηµν .

Furthermore, the blue, green, and purple terms all vanish on the support of the equations
of motion for the background metric, heavy trajectory, and light trajectory. Finally, the
terms in brown can be dropped because the light particle action is suppressed by mL, so
these contributions enter as O(λ3) and are subleading at 1SF.

Combining the terms relevant terms from Eq. (110) and Eq. (112), we obtain the 1SF
action for fluctuations,

S(1) = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H − δxρ
H

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
HδΓρµν(x̄H) + 1

2λ ˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
Lδgµν(x̄L)

]
+
ˆ

d4x
√
−ḡ

[
1

32πG
(1

2∇̄ρδgµν∇̄ρδgµν − 1
4∇̄ρδg∇̄ρδg + · · · )

]
.

(113)

The 1SF action describes a dynamical graviton which is sourced by the light particle geodesic
motion, and whose propagator is corrected by the motion of the heavy particle. We can
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rewrite the action in the form

S(1) = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H − δxρ
H

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
HδΓρµν(x̄H)

]
+
ˆ

d4x
√
−ḡ

[
1

32πG
(1

2∇̄ρδgµν∇̄ρδgµν − 1
4∇̄ρδg∇̄ρδg + · · · )− 1

2δgµνT̄ µν
]

,

(114)

where the light particle 0SF energy-momentum tensor is

T̄ µν(x) = λmH

ˆ
dτ

δ4(x− x̄L)√
−ḡ

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
L . (115)

Eq. (114) describes a graviton propagating in a Schwarzschild background, sourced by a light
particle geodesic, together with the fluctuations of the heavy particle. Just like in the case of
electromagnetism, we see that for general relativity, we only need the geodesic for the light
particle in order to compute at 1SF order.

Next, let us integrate out the heavy particle fluctuation, δxµ
H , to obtain a 1SF effective

action that depends solely on the graviton. The path integral over δxµ
H yields

ˆ
[dδxH ] exp

(
−imH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H − δxρ
H

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
HδΓρµν(x̄H)

])
= exp

(
iS

(1)
recoil

)
, (116)

where S
(1)
recoil is the gravitational recoil operator. To do the path integral, we plug the solution

for the heavy particle back into the action. As a consistency check we see that variation of
the action with respect to δxµ

H gives

δẍµ
H + δΓµ

αβ(x̄H) ˙̄xα
H

˙̄xβ
H = 0 , (117)

which is the geodesic equation expanded to 1SF. Inserting this solution back into Eq. (114)
yields the recoil operator,

S
(1)
recoil = −1

2mH

ˆ
dτ ˙̄xα

H
˙̄xβ

HδΓµ
αβ(x̄H) 1

∂2
τ

˙̄xγ
H

˙̄xδ
HδΓµγδ(x̄H) . (118)

We emphasize again that this operator is gauge invariant because δΓρ
µν is a difference of

connections, and thus a tensor with respect to the background metric at each of the two
spacetime points where it is evaluated in Eq. (118). Furthermore, in our renormalization
scheme the background metric evaluated at the location of the heavy body is effectively
flat and the tensor indices are thus unambiguously parallel transported between the two
spacetime points without the need for a gravitational Wilson line.

Here we emphasize the subtle difference between the Schwarzschild metric as the field
generated by a massive point particle source in a perturbative description of GR, as op-
posed to a vacuum solution in full nonperturbative GR. This caveat was also emphasized by
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Pfenning and Poisson in the context of PN dynamics [86], and later by Gralla and Lobo
for 2PM scattering [87]. Those authors referred to the contribution from the stress-energy
of the heavy body at 1SF order as a “matter-mediated-force”. The present article can be
interpreted as an alternative approach to systematically deriving these effects within the
framework of effective field theory. Crucially, our work prescribes precisely which “matter”
operators must be appended to the background field action at a given SF order to allow for
consistent computations at arbitrary PM order.

To summarize, we have defined a 1SF effective action for general relativity,

S(1) = S
(1)
recoil +

ˆ
d4x
√
−ḡ

[
1

32πG
(1

2∇̄ρδgµν∇̄ρδgµν − 1
4∇̄ρδg∇̄ρδg + · · · )− 1

2δgµνT̄ µν
L

]
,

(119)
which describes a graviton in a Schwarzschild background which is sourced by a light particle
geodesic through T̄ µν

L in Eq. (115) and perturbed by the recoil operator, S
(1)
recoil, defined in

Eq. (118). This operator encodes the fluctuations of the Schwarzschild metric entering at
1SF due to the motion of the orbiting light particle.

3.1.4 2SF Dynamics

Just like in EM, the 2SF dynamics of GR are determined by expanding the action to O(λ3).
Contributions to the light particle worldline were shown in brown in Eq. (112),

S
(2)
L = −

ˆ
dτ

[
1
2

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
L∇̄µδxρ

L∇̄νδxLρ + 1
2δxρ

Lδxσ
L

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
LR̄νρσµ(x̄L)

− δxLρ
˙̄xµ

L
˙̄xν

LδΓρ
µν(x̄L)

]
.

(120)

The first two terms describe geodesic deviation of the light particle trajectory caused by
fluctuation gravitons which kick the body off its 0SF motion due to the interaction shown
in the last term. This interaction of fluctuation gravitons with the light body is analogous
to the recoil experienced by the heavy body at 1SF.

Contributions to the heavy particle worldline at 2SF consist of terms of the form, δxHδxHδg,
which are cubic in perturbations,

S
(2)
H = −

ˆ
dτ

[
1
2δgµνδẋµ

Hδẋν
H + δΓ̄µρνδxρ

Hδẋµ
H

˙̄xν
H + 1

2δR̄µρσνδxρ
Hδxσ

H
˙̄xµ

H
˙̄xν

H

]
, (121)

such that the total heavy particle effective action to 2SF order is given by

S
(1)
H + S

(2)
H = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2δẋ2

H − δxρ
H

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
HδΓρµν(x̄H) + 1

2δgµνδẋµ
Hδẋν

H + δΓ̄µρνδxρ
Hδẋµ

H
˙̄xν

H

+ 1
2δR̄µρσνδxρ

Hδxσ
H

˙̄xµ
H

˙̄xν
H

]
.

(122)
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The additional terms give rise to a new recoil operator at 2SF which is determined, as before,
by integrating the heavy particle perturbations,

ˆ
[dδxH ] exp

(
iS

(1)
H + iS

(2)
H

)
= exp

(
iS

(1)
recoil + iS

(2)
recoil + · · ·

)
, (123)

where the 2SF recoil operator is

S
(2)
recoil = −mH

ˆ
dτ
[1
2

˙̄xα
H

˙̄xβ
HδΓµ

αβ

1
←−
∂τ
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1
−→
∂τ

˙̄xγ
H

˙̄xδ
HδΓµ

γδ

+ ˙̄xα
H

˙̄xβ
HδΓµ

αβ

1
←−
∂τ

˙̄xρ
HδΓµνρ

1
−→
∂2

τ

˙̄xγ
H

˙̄xδ
HδΓµ

γδ

+ 1
2

˙̄xα
H

˙̄xβ
HδΓµ

αβ

1
←−
∂2

τ

˙̄xρ
H

˙̄xσ
HδRρµνσ

1
−→
∂2

τ

˙̄xγ
H

˙̄xδ
HδΓµ

γδ

]
.

(124)

With this new recoil operator, the full effective action at 2SF is

S(1) + S(2) =S
(1)
recoil + S

(2)
recoil +

ˆ
d4x

1
3!

δ3S

δgµνδgρσδgαβ

∣∣∣∣∣
ḡ

δgµνδgρσδgαβ

+ mL

ˆ
dτ
[

1
2

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
L∇̄µδxρ

L∇̄νδxLρ + 1
2δxρ

Lδxσ
L

˙̄xµ
L

˙̄xν
LR̄νρσµ(x̄L)

− δxLρ
˙̄xµ

L
˙̄xν

LδΓρ
µν(x̄L)

]
.

(125)

where the curved space graviton cubic self-interaction terms are calculated in a PM expansion
where necessary.

3.2 Feynman Rules

Armed with the 1SF effective action in Eq. (119), we can now calculate physical observables
by computing the path integral over the graviton perturbations about the Schwarzschild
background. Ideally, we would choose to work directly with the Schwarzschild graviton
propagator, however there is unfortunately no simple closed form expression for this quan-
tity. The absence of any notion of conserved momenta for particles also makes technical
calculations in curved spacetime quite difficult.

Instead, we opt to further decompose the dynamics in the PM expansion, which describes
perturbative corrections away from flat space. In this approach, the Schwarzschild graviton
propagator is equal to the flat space propagator corrected by terms involving interactions
with the background, as shown in Fig. 4. We also PM expand the background fields, treating
them as corrections to flat space. The advantage of extracting PM corrections from the
known Schwarzschild background will be discussed in Sec. 3.3.
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Figure 4: The curved space graviton propagator can be thought of as a sum of the flat space
propagator and corrections involving interactions with the background. These interactions,
depicted as insertions on the flat space propagator, organize into a PM expansion of the
background gravitational field.

3.2.1 Graviton Propagator and Vertices

Given our choice of harmonic gauge for the background field action for the graviton in
Eq. (110), the 0PM limit yields a flat space graviton propagator in deDonder gauge, so

p

= 32πiG

p2

(
ηµρηνσ + ηµσηνρ

2 − ηµνηρσ

2

)
. (126)

Meanwhile, it is trivial to compute the two-point vertex for the graviton from the recoil
operator S

(1)
recoil in Eq. (118), giving

H

p1

p2

= imH

2
δ̂(uHp1 + uHp2)
(uHp1)(uHp2)

Oαµ1ν1(uH , p1)O µ2ν2
α (uH , p2) , (127)

where we have defined Oαµν(u, p) = 1
2((uµηνα + uνηµα)(up)− uµuνpα). Notice the similarity

of the above equation to the corresponding Feynman vertex in EM in Eq. (118).
Since we will compute in a PM expansion about flat space, we must treat the background

metric insertions as perturbations. At leading nontrivial PM order, the background metric
and Christoffel connection are

γ̄µν(p) = −8πGmH(ηµν − 2uHµuHν)
p2 δ̂(uHp) + · · · ,

Γ̄µαβ(p) = − i

2 (pαγ̄βµ(p) + pβγ̄αµ(p)− pµγ̄αβ(p)) + · · · .

(128)

These should be inserted into flat space Feynman diagrams as sources. To obtain the corre-
sponding flat space interaction vertices, we insert Eq. (128) into the 1SF action in Eq. (119)
and then expand in PM. For example, after PM expanding, we find a three-point vertex
linking two fluctuation gravitons and one linearized insertion of the background field, and
so on and so forth.

Notably, at 3PM and lower orders, the background metric insertions beyond 1PM order
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are not needed4. However, starting at 4PM order, these contributions will become relevant.
The value added by resumming perturbative data directly from the background metric will
grow exponentially with PM order.

3.2.2 Graviton Sources

From the 1SF effective action, we see that gravitons are sourced solely by the light particle
geodesic in Eq. (115). Taking the Fourier transform of the stress-energy density, we define

T̄ µν
L (p) =

ˆ
d4x eipx

√
−ḡ(x)T̄ µν

L (x) = λmH

ˆ
dτ eipx̄L ˙̄xµ

L
˙̄xν

L

= λmH

ˆ
dτ eipx̄0 × eip(x̄1+··· )( ˙̄xµ

0 + ˙̄xµ
1 + · · · )( ˙̄xν

0 + ˙̄xν
1 + · · · )

= λmH

ˆ
dτ eipx̄0 × ( ˙̄xµ

0 ˙̄xν
0 − i(p ˙̄x0( ˙̄xµ

0δν
ρ + ˙̄xν

0δµ
ρ )− pρ

˙̄xµ
0 ˙̄xν

0)x̄ρ
1 + · · · ) ,

(129)

where we have expanded up to 1PM order via Eq. (151) and reorganized the expression using
integration by parts. In terms of the 1PM light particle trajectory, this expression is

T̄ µν
L (p) = λmHeipb

(
uµ

Luν
Lδ̂(uLp)− 2iO µν

α (uL, p)x̄α
1 (uLp) + · · ·

)
, (130)

where we have again defined the frequency domain trajectory, x̄µ
i (ω) =

´
dτ eiωτ x̄µ

i (τ). The
1PM trajectory can be obtained perturbatively from Sec. 3.3.2,

x̄µ
1(ω) = 1

ω2

ˆ
d4q

(2π)4 e−iqbΓ̄µ
αβ(q)uα

Luβ
Lδ̂(ω − uLq) , (131)

where the background metric and Christoffel symbol in momentum space are defined in
Eq. (128). Putting everything together, the Feynman vertex for the graviton source is

L

p =
L0

p +
L1

p + · · ·

= −iλmHeipb
(

1
2uµ

Luν
Lδ̂(uLp)− iOαµν(uL, p)x̄1α(uLp) + · · ·

)
.

(132)

See Fig. 5 for a convenient summary of the 1SF Feynman rules for the flat space graviton
propagator, recoil vertex, and light particle source for the graviton.

3.3 Classical Resummation

Paralleling our analysis of EM, we now explore how the classical probe dynamics of GR also
encodes perturbative data to all orders. We first discuss resummation in the context of the
Schwarzschild background metric, and then move on to the case of geodesic trajectories.
4This follows from the happy accident that the 2PM background metric, i.e. the Einstein-Infeld-Hoffman
correction to the Newtonian potential, enters at 3PM via a two-loop diagram that does not contribute
classically. In particular, it arises through diagram #8 in Fig. 14 of [33].
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Figure 5: Feynman rules for the flat space graviton propagator, recoil vertex, and graviton
vertex that enter into the radial action for GR at 1SF.

3.3.1 Background Field Vertices

Let us focus on the Feynman rules for a gravitationally coupled scalar propagating in a
nontrivial background field,

S = 1
2

ˆ
dDx
√
−ḡḡµν(x)∂µφ∂νφ . (133)

The flat space propagator receives corrections,

= + + + · · ·

and the Feynman rules are then very simple,

k
= i

k2 , (134)

k1 k2

q

= −i(
√
−ḡḡµν(q)− ηµν)k1µk2ν , (135)

with momentum conservation requiring that k1 + k2 + q = 0 on the vertex.
The background-field Feynman rule described above simply encodes the following sum

over flat-space Feynman diagrams,

= + +

+ + + + · · · ,

(136)
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which is the perturbative solution of the Einstein field equations with a point-like source,

T µν(x) = mH

ˆ
dτuµ

Huν
Hδ(D)(xµ − uµ

Hτ) , (137)

or, equivalently, in momentum space,

T µν(q) = mHuµ
Huν

H δ̂(uHq) . (138)

The crucial observation is that we do not need to compute the sum over diagrams, as we
already know that they just compute the metric. One has to choose coordinates in which to
write the background metric, but we need not restrict ourselves to traditional choices such
as harmonic gauge. Here a convenient choice of background field coordinates is isotropic
coordinates in D dimensions, where

ḡµν(x) =
(

1 + µ

4|r|D−3

)4/(D−3)

(ηµν − uHµuHν) +
1− µ

4|r|D−3

1 + µ
4|r|D−3

2

uHµuHν , (139)

where the “mass parameter” is

µ =
4πΓ(D−1

2 )
(D − 2)π(D−1)/2 × 2GmH = R̃

Γ
(

D−3
2

)
4π

D−1
2

, and |r| =
√

(uH · x)2 − x2 , (140)

with R̃ = 16πGM(D − 3)/(D − 2) defined for later convenience. Expanded perturbatively
in the PM expansion, the metric becomes

ḡµν(x) = ηµν −
D − 2
D − 3

(
uHµuHν −

1
D − 2ηµν

)
µ

|r|D−3 + · · · . (141)

More generally, the position-space background field vertex has an expansion of the form,

1 + a0
µ

|r|D−3 + a1
µ2

|r|2(D−3) + a2
µ3

|r|3(D−3) + · · · . (142)

The Fourier transform of a given power is

F L(q) =
ˆ

dD−1re−iq·r µL+1

|r|(L+1)(D−3) = R̃L+1

(q2)1− D−3
2 L

Γ
(

D−3
2

)L+1
Γ
(
1− D−3

2 L
)

(4π)D−1
2 LΓ

(
D−3

2 (L + 1)
) . (143)

Let us compare the Fourier transform of a power to the “fan” integral,

IL
fan(q) = · · · =

ˆ L∏
i

dDℓi

(2π)D

δ̂(uH · ℓ1)δ̂(uH · ℓ2) · · · δ̂(uH · ℓL)
ℓ2

1ℓ
2
2 · · · ℓ2

L(q −∑ ℓi)2 , (144)
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where uH · q = 0, such that qµ = (0, q) in the rest frame of the heavy object. The integral is
then evaluated by going to this rest frame,

IL
fan(q) = (−1)L+1

ˆ L∏
i

dD−1ℓi

(2π)D−1
1

ℓ2
1ℓ

2
2 · · · ℓ2

L(q −∑ ℓi)2 = (−1)L+1

(q2)1− D−3
2 L

Γ
(

D−3
2

)L+1
Γ
(
1− D−3

2 L
)

(4π)D−1
2 LΓ

(
D−3

2 (L + 1)
) ,

where the last equality is obtained using iteratively the identity,
ˆ

dD−1ℓ

(2π)D−1
1

ℓ2[(p− ℓ)2]a = 1
(p2)a−(D−3)/2

Γ
(

D−3
2

)
Γ
(
a− D−3

2

)
Γ
(

D−1
2 − a

)
(4π)D−1

2 Γ(a)Γ(D − 2− a)
. (145)

It is then easy to see that
F L(q) = (−R̃)L+1IL

fan(q) . (146)

This means that we can rewrite any background field insertion in terms of simple loop
integrals without bulk graviton vertices. The above procedure is, in some sense, the reverse
algorithm of the constructions of [1, 3], which calculated relatively complicated multi-loop
integrals in GR to obtain the metric. Here we instead extract simplified multi-loop integrands
from the known expression for the metric.

In particular, taking the PM expansion of

√
−ḡḡµν(x)− ηµν = µ|r|3−D (D − 2)uµ

Huν
H

D − 3 + µ2|r|6−2D

(
(D(4D − 17) + 19)uµ

Huν
H

8(D − 3)2 − 1
16ηµν

)

+ µ3|r|9−3D (D − 2)(D(3D − 13) + 16)uµ
Huν

H

24(D − 3)3 + · · · ,

(147)

we find that the PM expansion of the isotropic gauge background insertions on the scalar
propagator

=
1

+
2

+
3

+ · · · (148)

= iR̃
D − 2
D − 3(uHk1)(uHk2)δ̂(uHq)×

− iR̃2
(

D(4D − 17) + 19
8(D − 3)2 (uHk1)(uHk2)−

1
16(k1k2)

)
δ̂(uHq)×

(149)

+ iR̃3 (D − 2)(D(3D − 13) + 16)
24(D − 3)3 (uHk1)(uHk2)δ̂(uHq)× (150)

+ · · · .

43



As mentioned in the previous sections, we do not have an analytic expression for the prop-
agator of a field in a Schwarzschild background. Nonetheless, we have demonstrated in this
section how one can build such a propagator to a desired perturbative order rather efficiently.
Without resorting to summing complicated trees of self-interacting gravitons, we simply ex-
tract the perturbative insertions by expanding the exactly known metric. This effectively
sidesteps numerous complicated tree diagrams in favor of simple scalar fan integrals, which
are known to arbitrary loop order. The expansion of the Schwarzschild graviton propagator
using the known all order metric inherits simplifications in the same manner.

3.3.2 From Second-Order Equations of Motion

It is straightforward to compute the particle trajectories by solving the second-order equa-
tions of motion in the PM expansion [39]. To do so, one expands the worldline and back-
ground fields in a PM series,

x̄µ
L =

∞∑
k=0

x̄µ
k , (151)

Γ̄µ
αβ =

∞∑
k=1

Γ̄µ
k αβ , (152)

in which case the equations of motion become

¨̄xµ
0 = 0 ,

¨̄xµ
1 = −Γ̄µ

αβ
˙̄xα

0 ˙̄xβ
0 ,

¨̄xµ
2 = −

(
˙̄xα

0 ˙̄xβ
1 + ˙̄xα

1 ˙̄xβ
0 + ˙̄xα

0 ˙̄xβ
0 x̄ν

1∂ν

)
Γ̄µ

1 αβ(x̄0)− ˙̄xα
0 ˙̄xβ

0 Γ̄µ
2 αβ(x̄0) ,

(153)

and so on and so forth. Rather quickly, there becomes a proliferation of complexity arising
from the number of derivatives acting on background metric, the various independent index
contractions, and the powers of ∂−2

τ . When inserting these solutions into Feynman diagrams
to compute a observables such as the radial action, we are led to increasingly complicated
loop integrands.

The complete loop integrand is physically equivalent to infinitely many other integrands,
thanks to various linear relations among integrals in dimensional regularization. One could
hope to find, without solving complicated linear systems of equations, a simpler form of the
integrand via a more direct route. In the previous section, we showed precisely how this can
be done for background field insertions on the propagator of a field. In the following section
we will show how this can be done for the trajectory of the light particle. Further details
are given in App. A.
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3.3.3 From First-Order Conservation Laws

We have seen above how to derive the particle trajectories from the second-order equations
of motion. However, it will pay dividends to instead consider a first-order formulation.
Again, using conservation of energy and angular momentum, we go to (t, r, ϕ) coordinates
and obtain the equations,

ṫ =σ
f+(r)2

f−(r)2

ϕ̇ =b(σ2 − 1)1/2

r2 f+(r)−4

ṙ =
[
f+(r)−4

(
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 σ2 − 1
)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 f+(r)−8
]1/2

.

(154)

As before, we go to Cartesian coordinates to obtain

ẋ = x

r

[
f+(r)−4

(
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 σ2 − 1
)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 f+(r)−8
]1/2

− y

r2 f+(r)−4(σ2 − 1)1/2b ,

ẏ = y

r

[
f+(r)−4

(
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 σ2 − 1
)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 f+(r)−8
]1/2

+ x

r2 f+(r)−4(σ2 − 1)1/2b

(155)

which are three first-order differential equations. Again, writing the trajectory in a Lorentz
covariant form,

x̄µ(τ) = t(τ)uµ
H + x(τ)bµ

b
+ y(τ) uµ

L − σuµ
H

(σ2 − 1)1/2 , (156)

we solve for the trajectories perturbatively in the time domain. Concretely, at 1PM order
we obtain

t1 = 2(GmH)σ 1
∂τ

( 1
R

)
,

x1 = (GmH)
(
1− 2σ2

) 1
∂2

τ

(
b

R3

)
,

y1 =
(GmH) 1

∂τ

(
1
R

)
√

σ2 − 1
,

(157)

while at 2PM we have

t2 = 6(GmH)2σ
1
∂τ

( 1
R2

)
+

2(GmH)2σ 1
∂τ

(
1
R

)
R (σ2 − 1) ,

x2 =
(GmH)2 (1− 2σ2) 1

∂τ

( 1
∂τ

( b
R3 )

R

)
σ2 − 1 +

(GmH)2 (1− 2σ2) 1
∂τ

(
b

1
∂τ

( 1
R)

R3

)
σ2 − 1

+ 3
2(GmH)2

(
1− 5σ2

) 1
∂2

τ

(
b

R4

)
,

y2 = −
1

∂τ
(1)(GmH)2 (1− 2σ2)2

2b2 (σ2 − 1)3/2 +
3(GmH)2 (3σ2 + 1) 1

∂τ

(
1

R2

)
4
√

σ2 − 1
+

(GmH)2 1
∂τ

(
1
R

)
R (σ2 − 1)3/2 ,

(158)
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Figure 6: The 1SF radial action in GR is computed from the Feynman diagrams on the
left. The corresponding Feynman propagators and vertices were derived in our effective field
theory and summarized in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5. Meanwhile, by expanding these expressions to
3PM order, we obtain the flat space Feynman diagrams on the right.

and so on and so forth. Here we have defined R(τ) =
√

b2 + (σ2 − 1)1/2τ 2. The above
formulas apply to D = 4 but the analogous expressions for general D are given in App. A.
Much like in the case of EM, we have recast the PM trajectories in the form of Feynman
integrands. In particular, a Fourier transform to momentum space maps inverse powers of
R to inverse powers of the spatial momentum transform, ℓ−2, and sends ∂−1

τ to linearized
matter propagators, (uL · ℓ)−1.

Note that the Feynman integrand topologies encoded in the above trajectories for GR
are exactly the same in EM. This is a remarkable simplification, considering the fact that
the graviton has far more complicated interaction vertices than the photon.

3.4 Results and Checks

In order to calculate the radial on-shell action for GR, we compute the path integral over
graviton perturbations about the Schwarzschild background. Following our procedure in
EM, we compute

exp(iIGR) =
ˆ

[dδxH ][dδxL][dδA] exp(iSGR) =
ˆ

[dδA] exp(iS̄ + iδS
(1)
eff + · · · ) . (159)

Order by order in the SF expansion, the radial action is

IGR = I
(0)
GR + I

(1)
GR + · · · , (160)

where the leading few contributions are

I
(0)
GR = S̄ ,

I
(1)
GR = −i log

ˆ
[dδA] exp(iδS

(1)
eff ) .

(161)
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Figure 7: Flat space Feynman diagrams that contribute to the 1SF action to 3PM order.
The dotted lines depict static massive sources and the solid straight lines represent matter
propagators.

Each SF contribution to the radial action is then further expanded in PM, yielding

I
(i)
GR =

∞∑
j=i+1

I
(i,j)
GR . (162)

We will compute this SF and PM expanded radial action for an array of gravitational theories.
Note that by dimensional analysis, we find that

I
(i,j)
GR = λi mLrS

(
rS

b

)j−1
I(i,j)

GR (σ) , (163)

ensuring mass polynomiality of the expansion.

3.4.1 Scattering Masses

Let us now compute the 0SF, 1SF, and 2SF radial actions for GR up to 3PM order. Using
the methodology reviewed in App. B, we obtain the 0SF radial action for GR,

I
(0)
GR =mLrS

[ ( 1
D − 4 − log

(
bmL(σ2 − 1)1/2

)) (2σ2 − 1)√
σ2 − 1

+ rS

b

3π(5σ2 − 1)
16
√

σ2 − 1

+ r2
S

b2
64σ6 − 120σ4 + 60σ2 − 5

24(σ2 − 1) 5
2

+ · · ·
]

,

(164)

shown here to the first few orders in the PM expansion.
Moving on to 1SF order, we use the Feynman rules described in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 to

compute the radial action, I
(1)
GR from the Feynman diagrams depicted in Fig. 6. A mechanical

calculation yields the 2PM contribution,

I
(1,2)
GR = λmLrS

rS

b

3π(5σ2 − 1)
4
√

σ2 − 1
. (165)
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Figure 8: The 2SF 3PM radial action in GR is computed from these Feynman diagrams.
The first diagram involves cubic graviton vertices in a Schwarzschild background, the second
involves the 2SF recoil operator, and the third involves 1SF recoil operator in combination
with the cubic graviton vertex. Diagrams with multiple recoil operator insertions vanish in
the potential region at 3PM order. When considering the radiation region or computing at
higher PM orders, however, such diagrams can contribute and must be added to this list.

The flat space diagram topologies that need to be evaluated for 1SF 3PM computations are
shown in Fig. 7 for comparison. As an additional consistency check, we have performed the
2PM calculation in a more general gauge fixing defined by Eq. (110) but with the choice,
Fµ = ζ1∇̄νδgµν− 1

2ζ2∇̄µδg. For general ζ1 and ζ2, the flat space graviton propagator deviates
from the deDonder form in Eq. (126), an in fact has spurious 1/p4 and 1/p6 poles. Working
in this gauge, we find that the contributions from pure background field method diagrams
are not gauge invariant, nor is the contribution from the recoil operator. However, their sum
is gauge invariant, and yields the correct 2PM expression. As yet another check, we have
also done this calculation in general spacetime dimension D, yielding

I
(1,2)
GR = λmLr2

Sb7−2D
π

7
2 −D ((2D − 5)σ2 ((2D − 3)σ2 − 6) + 3) Γ

(
D − 7

2

)
Γ
(

D−1
2

)2

(D − 2)2 (σ2 − 1)3/2 Γ(D − 2)
, (166)

which agrees with known results [100].
Next, we compute the 1SF Feynman diagrams at 3PM order in Fig. 6 to obtain the 3PM

radial action,

I
(1,3)
GR = λmLrS

(
rS

b

)2
(

σ (36σ6 − 114σ4 + 132σ2 − 55)
12 (σ2 − 1)5/2 − (4σ4 − 12σ2 − 3) arccosh σ

2 (σ2 − 1)

)
,

(167)
using the integration methods described in [66,92]. The above results agree exactly with the
known 2PM and 3PM expressions [18–21].

Last but not least, as a highly nontrivial check of our 2SF formalism, we also compute the
2SF radial action expanded to 3PM order, I

(2,3)
GR . This calculation computes the Feynman

diagrams in Fig. 8 using the Feynman rules derived from the 2SF action in Sec. 3.1.4.
Importantly, I

(2,3)
GR is exactly equal to I

(0,3)
GR under the exchange of the heavy and light particle

masses—and indeed we find that our final answer precisely exhibits this feature.
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Figure 9: The 1SF radial action receives contributions from a field which couples to the
light body but not the heavy body, so there is no recoil operator insertion. The double line
denotes the propagator of this additional field, here taken to be a scalar or vector, in the
Schwarzschild background. The diagrams on the right correspond to the flat space expansion
of these contributions to 3PM order.

3.4.2 Scattering Scalar Charged Masses

It is trivial to incorporate additional fields in our framework. In particular, let us consider
an additional scalar field that couples directly to the light particle but only gravitationally
to the heavy particle. Such theories have been explored in SF studies [22,24] as a toy model
for full gravity. The action for this theory is

Sscalar =
ˆ

d4x
√
−ḡ

[
1
2∇̄µΦ∇̄µΦ + 1

2ξR̄Φ2 − ΦJ
]

, (168)

where, for maximum generality, we have included a nonminimal coupling, ξ, and the scalar
couples to the current,

J(x) = yLmL

ˆ
dτ

δ4(x− x̄L)√
−ḡ

, (169)

which only involves the light particle.
Crucially, in this theory the heavy particle does not accrue any additional interactions.

Consequently, the gravitational recoil operator in Eq. (118) is completely unchanged. Thus,
to compute the radial action we need only include the additional background field diagram
depicted in Fig. 9.

Including this Feynman diagram, we find that the 1SF radial action for the scattering of
scalar charged masses is

I
(1,2)
scalar = −λmLrS

(
rΦ

b

)(
π

8
σ2 − 1 + 4ξ√

σ2 − 1

)
,

I
(1,3)
scalar = −λmLrS

(
rSrΦ

b2

)
σ (2σ4 − σ2 − 1 + ξ (6σ2 − 3))

6 (σ2 − 1)3/2 ,

(170)

where we’ve defined the scalar charge radius,

rΦ = y2
LmH

4π
. (171)

The above expression agrees with the results of [24]. Note that the contribution from the
nonminimal coupling, ξ, constitutes a new calculation.
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An interesting check of this result can be performed by computing the probe action
in a background given by a solution to the Einstein field equations in the presence of a
gravitationally coupled massless scalar field [101]. Our expressions precisely match this
result, under the swap of the heavy and light bodies. We have also verified that for the case
of a conformally coupled scalar, ξ = 1/6, our results are in agreement with the probe action
for the conformal scalar solution in [102,103].

3.4.3 Scattering Vector Charged Masses

The procedure described above can also be applied to derive results for a theory in which
an additional vector field couples to the light particle but only gravitationally to the heavy
particle. This theory is described by the action,

Svector− =
ˆ

d4x
√
−ḡ

[
1
4FµνF µν + AµJµ

]
, (172)

where the vector current couples only to the light particle,

Jµ(x) = zLmL

ˆ
dτ

δ4(x− x̄L)√
−ḡ

˙̄xµ
L . (173)

As before, the recoil operator is unchanged, and now the only additional diagram is a back-
ground field loop of the vector field shown in Fig. 9. Computing this Feynman diagram and
integrating, we obtain the 1SF radial action for the scattering of vector charged masses,

I
(1,2)
vector = −λmLrS

(
rA

b

)(
π

8
3σ2 − 1√

σ2 − 1

)
,

I
(1,3)
vector = −λmLrS

(
rSrA

b2

)(
σ (8σ4 − 28σ2 + 23)

12 (σ2 − 1)3/2 + (2σ2 + 1) arccosh σ

(σ2 − 1)

)
,

(174)

where we have defined the vector charge radius,

rA = z2
LmH

4π
. (175)

The above expression is a new result. We find that the expression for the probe radial action
in the Reissner-Nordström metric when it is linearized in the vector charge and under the
swap of the heavy and light bodies, matches with the expression above.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we have presented a systematic effective field theory describing the dynamics of
two interacting bodies expanded in powers of their mass ratio, λ = mL/mH . To derive this
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formulation, we expanded the light and heavy particle trajectories about their geodesics in a
Schwarzschild background. By integrating out the geodesic deviation of the heavy particle,
we systematically constructed an effective field theory whose sole degrees of freedom are
the light particle and the graviton fluctuation. A key ingredient in our setup is the fact
that classical solutions—like the Schwarzschild metric together with the span of all of probe
geodesics—carry information that is effectively all orders in perturbation theory from the
point of the field theory constructed in a trivial background.

The main technical result of our paper is a precise characterization of those perturbative
contributions which are not encoded in the background fields and geodesics that constitute
the 0SF theory. In particular, these “leading corrections to the background field method”
enter at 1SF and are accounted for by a recoil operator describing the wobble of the heavy
particle sourcing the background field. The sole effect of this operator is a nonlocal-in-
time correction to the two-point function of the force carrier. Importantly, higher-order
corrections to the effective action can also be systematically derived, and we present those
contributions at 2SF.

Applying these ideas to EM and GR, we use our effective field theory framework to
compute the conservative radial action for scattering particles in various systems. Here the
time-domain probe trajectories in EM and GR can be used to derive explicit loop integrand
contributions for the corresponding scattering processes. We have verified that our frame-
work correctly reproduces the conservative dynamics in a number of familiar scenarios. We
also present a few new calculations.

The present work leaves many directions for future study. First and foremost is the
question of whether our results can be made at all useful for existing approaches to the SF
problem [104–106], which are inherently nonperturbative and often numerical. While we
have shown how the Schwarzschild metric and geodesics avail information at all orders in
the PM expansion, this data takes the form of perturbative loop integrands. In all honesty,
it will be daunting, if not outright impossible, to integrate these contributions to all loop
orders.

A related obstacle is that our construction is fundamentally built from an effective field
theory of point particles interacting through long range forces. While resumming diagrams
reproduces the classical backgrounds such as the Schwarzschild metric, we should never-
theless interpret the resulting background as a fundamentally perturbative field sourced by
sources, rather than a vacuum solution to the Einstein field equations. In the approach of
existing SF methods, however, there is no heavy point source. Hence, dimensional regu-
larization is not an option, and self-energy contributions must instead be dealt with in a
substantially different way. For this reason, it would be useful to try to port our results to
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this different approach. For example, it would worthwhile to try to adapt our recoil operator,
which is defined naturally in dimensional regularization, to other regulators.

A second avenue for exploration is the generalization of our results to other types of
binary systems relevant to gravitational wave astronomy. Our formalism has already been
used to compute the two-loop matching and renormalization-group running of scalar analogs
to dynamical Love numbers, which describe the response of a black hole to scalar distur-
bances [107]. It also proved to be efficient in studying the dynamics of a binary system
of charged Reissner-Nordström black holes [108], though this example is not relevant to
astrophysics. A more phenomenologically interesting target would be spinning black hole
binaries, which at 0SF are described by a spinning probe in a Kerr background. Here the
1SF sector should also be corrected by a recoil operator corresponding to the back-reaction
on the heavy spinning source.

A third promising direction relates to the application of our effective field theory to
quantum mechanical processes. While we have applied our formalism to classical GR, there
is nothing intrinsically classical about the derivation of our construction. In particular,
one can consider a heavy particle worldline that sources a Schwarzschild background and
furthermore couples quantum mechanically to fluctuating gravitons and matter fields. In
such a setup, it should be possible to repeat the seminal calculation of Hawking [109], albeit
including the effect of black hole recoil from the emitted radiation.

Last but not least, it would be interesting to apply our methodology to systems other
than EM and GR. Here a natural candidate for exploration is fluid dynamics, which exhibits
gapless “force carriers” in the form of perturbations of the fluid velocity field. The analog
of perturbation theory is the so-called Wyld formalism [110], which is equivalent to solving
the Navier-Stokes equations as a 1/ν expansion about the diffusion equation, where ν is the
viscosity. Furthermore, there exist classical vortex solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations
that are regular at small 1/ν, and can, in principle, be reconstructed in perturbation theory
in the spirit of the Duff approach for the Schwarzschild metric. As a result, it may be
possible to construct an effective field theory of light and heavy particles interacting via a
fluid medium.

A Time-Domain Trajectories

In this appendix we describe how to extract loop integrands from the time-domain solutions
of the probe particle equations of motion. We cover the cases of both electromagnetism
and gravity. The general strategy is as follows: i) use the conserved charges of the probe
system to write simple first-order ordinary differential equations for the motion, ii) integrate
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these equations perturbatively in the time domain, iii) express these time-domain solutions
in terms of the zeroth order radial trajectory,

R(τ) =
√

b2 + (σ2 − 1)τ 2 , (176)

and then iv) recast them into momentum space integrals using the identity,

R2α+1−D = (−4)απ
D−1

2 Γ(α)
Γ(D−1

2 − α)

ˆ
dDℓ

(2π)D
e−iℓ(b+uLτ) δ̂(uHℓ)

(ℓ2)α
, (177)

together with

bµR2α−1−D = i
(−4)απ

D−1
2 Γ(α)

2Γ(D−3
2 − α)

ˆ
dDℓ

(2π)D
e−iℓ(b+uLτ) δ̂(uHℓ)Πµνℓν

(ℓ2)α
, (178)

where α is a positive integer we have defined

Πµν = ηµν − (σ2 − 1)−1(σuµ
H − uµ

L)uν
L − (σ2 − 1)−1(σuµ

L − uµ
H)uν

H , (179)

which is the projector orthogonal to both four-velocities.5

A.1 Electromagnetism

To begin, we review the solution for a relativistic charged probe trajectory in a Coulomb
potential. In D = 4 dimensions this can be done exactly, as in [11, 88]. However, since our
formalism naturally uses dimensional regularization for divergences, we will want results in
general D. Unfortunately, there is no closed-form solution for D-dimensional charged probe
trajectories. However, we will see how to mechanically compute such a solution to a desired
order in the PL expansion in terms of iterated integrals involving 2F1 hypergeometric func-
tions. While the latter are naively quite cumbersome, we demonstrate how corresponding
D-dimensional loop integrands are readily extracted from the expressions. The resulting
expressions, especially in the gravitational case, are considerably more compact than expres-
sions that appear using standard Feynman diagrams. Moreover, from our final expressions
one will see that this detour through position space effectively performs integration by parts
reduction automatically.

Consider the einbein action for the charged probed particle in a Coulomb potential,

SEM = −
ˆ

dτ
[1
2e−1ẋ2 + 1

2em2 + qẋµAµ(x)
]

. (180)

To reduce notational clutter, we will drop subscripts and bars denoting this to be the light
particle evolving in a background EM field. The einbein equation of motion gives e =

√
ẋ2/m.

5Since uHℓ = 0 in the integrand, Πµν as written has redundant terms.
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Let us define the components xµ = (t, r, θ, ϕ), where θ = π/2 for scattering in the equatorial
plane. Next, we gauge fix e = 1/m, which imposes the on-shell condition,

1 = ẋ2 = ṫ2 − ṙ2 − r2ϕ̇2 , (181)

on the space of solutions. As usual, we take the background EM field Aµ to be the D-
dimensional Coulomb potential. Working in Lorenz gauge and in the rest frame of the
source, we find that the gauge potential is

q

m
A0(r) = − kD

rD−3 = − rc

rD−3

(
Γ(D−3

2 )
π

D−3
2

)
, (182)

where rc is the charge radius defined in Eq. (33) and kD notation introduced to condense
upcoming expressions. The quantity in parentheses is unity in D = 4.

Since Aµ is time-independent and spherically symmetric, we can impose conservation of
energy and angular momentum,

E = mṫ + qA0 and J = mr2ϕ̇ . (183)

More convenient variables for scattering processes are

σ = E

m
and b = J

m(σ2 − 1)1/2 , (184)

which are readily defined in a Lorentz invariant manner from the asymptotic inertial trajec-
tories of the two bodies. Eliminating ṫ and ϕ̇ via Eq. (184), the on-shell condition becomes

1 =
(

σ − q

m
A0(r)

)2
− ṙ2 − b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 . (185)

On the outward branch of the scattering trajectory, corresponding to ṙ ≥ 0, we obtain

ṫ = σ + kD

rD−3 ,

ϕ̇ = (σ2 − 1)1/2 b

r2 ,

ṙ =

√√√√(σ + kD

rD−3

)2

− b2(σ2 − 1)
r2 − 1 .

(186)

So by the integrability of the probe motion, the equations of motion have reduced to three
first-order differential equations.

As mentioned above, we do not have a closed-form D-dimensional solution to Eq. (186).
However, these equations are very simple to integrate perturbatively. To this end, it will be
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more convenient to combine the equations of motion for (r, ϕ) into equations of motion for
the Cartesian components (x, y),

ẋ = x

r

(σ + kD

rD−3

)2

− b2(σ2 − 1)
r2 − 1

1/2

− y

r2 (σ2 − 1)1/2b ,

ẏ = y

r

(σ + kD

rD−3

)2

− b2(σ2 − 1)
r2 − 1

1/2

+ x

r2 (σ2 − 1)1/2b ,

(187)

where hereafter we take r to be an implicit function of (x, y). Next, we perform a PL
expansion of the trajectory,

(t(τ), x(τ), y(τ)) =
∞∑

n=0
(tn(τ), xn(τ), yn(τ)), (188)

where the n labels terms that are O(kn
D). We then solve Eq. (187) order by order in kD.

This yields the general solution, which expressed in Lorentz covariant form is

x̄µ(τ) = t(τ)uµ
H + x(τ)bµ

b
+ y(τ) uµ

L − σuµ
H

(σ2 − 1)1/2 . (189)

The leading order solution at n = 0 is the straight line trajectory,

t0 = στ , x0 = b , y0 = (σ2 − 1)1/2τ . (190)

Meanwhile, for n ≥ 1 the resulting equations of motion take the form

d

dτ
tn(τ) = Tn(τ) ,

d

dτ

(
xn(τ)

τ

)
= Xn(τ)

τ
,

d

dτ
yn(τ) = Yn(τ) ,

(191)

where (Tn, Xn, Yn) depend on τ only through the lower order solutions (tm, xm, ym) for m < n.
As written these equations are now exact differentials, so their solutions are given by integrals
of the right-hand side. The functions (Tn, Xn, Yn) are computed by expanding Eq. (187) to
the desired order, and the solutions (tm, xm, ym) for m < n on which they depend are written
as integrals of the lower order (Tm, Xm, Ym). One then starts from the inertial trajectory,
and iteratively solves these equations of motion order-by-order. The trajectory solutions at
a given order then take the form of iterated integrals of various functions of proper time.

Since our goal is to extract loop integrands from these trajectories we do not want explicit
τ dependence in the solutions. To match the structure of Feynman loop integrals, all τ
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dependence should come entirely from the lowest order solution x̄µ
0(τ). Indeed, as we will

outline momentarily, the equations of motion can be manipulated in such a way that all
τ dependence is implicit, through powers of R and ∂τ R. As a result the structure of the
solutions will be iterated integrals of powers of R, which can be readily mapped to Feynman
integrals using Eqs. (177) and (178).

As previously mentioned, the functions (Tn, Xn, Yn) already depend on τ only through
the lower order trajectories, so the (tn, yn) solutions follow immediately,

tn(τ) = 1
∂τ

(
Tn(τ)

)
,

yn(τ) = 1
∂τ

(
Yn(τ)

)
.

(192)

Here inverse powers of ∂τ are shorthand for dτ integrals. As we will see later on, these
are precisely matter propagators, so the solutions (tn, yn) automatically take the form of
Feynman loop integrals.

Unfortunately, a bit more work is needed in order to massage the xn solution into loop
integral form. Here it will be useful to differentiate the xn equation in Eq. (191) once more
and then use Eq. (191) to eliminate ẋn. The resulting expression is a second order ordinary
differential equation with no factors of τ remaining on the left-hand side,

d2

dτ 2 xn(τ) = 1
τ

d

dτ

(
τXn(τ)

)
. (193)

The above expression will be useful because it will turn out that the combination of factors
τXn is more readily expressed in terms of R than other choices like Xn or τ−1Xn.

The solution to Eq. (193) can be expressed in two convenient forms. The first is

xn(τ) = 1
∂2

τ

[
1
τ

d

dτ

(
τXn(τ)

)]
, (194)

which is related by integration by parts to the second,

xn(τ) = −τXn(τ) + τ
1
∂τ

[
1
τ

d

dτ

(
τXn(τ)

)]
. (195)

Just as the right-hand side of Eq. (192) is a function of τ only through its dependence on
R, so too is the right-hand side of Eq. (194), in spite of appearances. While Eq. (194) and
Eq. (195) are mathematically equal, it will be advantageous to use one or the other at various
steps in the calculation.

To construct a solution xn which takes the form of a loop integrand, one should start with
Eq. (194). We will refer to this as the “outer layer” form of the solution, since it should be
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used in the very first step taken to construct the solution for xn. Next, we need to evaluate
the contribution from Xn entering in Eq. (194). Here Xn depends on the lower-order solutions
xm for m < n. To evaluate these lower-order expressions, it turns out that we should plug
in Eq. (195), which we hence dub the “inner layer” form of the solution. This choice has
two advantages: it simplifies the resulting expressions without needing integration by parts
identities, and it exhibits fewer proper time integrals, leading to fewer matter propagators
in the final result.

To be concrete, let us compute the explicit trajectories to a few nontrivial orders. Starting
at n = 1, the right-hand sides of Eq. (191) are

T1 = kDR3−D ,

X1 = kD
bσ

σ2 − 1
R3−D

τ
,

Y1 = kD
σ

(σ2 − 1)1/2 R3−D ,

(196)

which are integrated using Eqs. (192) and (194) to give the expressions,

t1 = kD
1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
,

x1 = −kDb(D − 3)σ 1
∂2

τ

(
R1−D

)
,

y1 = kD
σ

(σ2 − 1)1/2
1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
.

(197)

The inverse powers of ∂τ are shorthand for dτ integrals whose explicit expressions are
ˆ

dτ R3−D = b3−Dτ 2F1(1
2 , D−3

2 , 3
2 ,− (σ2−1)τ2

b2 ) ,

ˆ
dτ

ˆ τ

dτ ′ R1−D = b3−D −R3−D

(3−D)(σ2 − 1) + b1−Dτ 2
2F1(1

2 , D−1
2 , 3

2 ,− (σ2−1)τ2

b2 ) .

(198)

In D = 4, these reduce to trigonometric and algebraic functions of τ , and the iterated
integrals required to build the higher order solutions are expressible in closed form. In
general D, however, one is left with iterated integrals involving hypergeometric functions.
Consequently, it is more notationally economical to leave the expressions above in terms of
formal dτ integrals of powers of R.

For n > 1 and above, one can algorithmically solve the equations of motion to directly
yield a loop integrand. The procedure for this is as follows. First, let us assume that we
already have solutions for (tm, xm, ym) for m < n in terms of integrals of powers of R and
have used these to obtain the functions (Tn, Xn, Yn) on the right-hand sides of Eq. (191)
at order n. Crucially, as we noted above, the xm solution one should be using here is best
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written in the form of the inner layer solution Eq. (195). Take these functions and use
them to write the first order equations of motion Eq. (191) for (tn, yn) and the second order
equation of motion Eq. (193) for xn. The right-hand sides of these equations are now in a
form which can be simplified mechanically to write as a loop integrand.

These expressions will have various powers of τ in both the numerator and denominator.
We want to eliminate explicit appearance of τ in favor of R and its derivatives so that we
can trivially go to momentum space. If τ appears in the combination b2 + (σ2 − 1)τ 2, then
we simply replace it with R2. If τ appears alone in the denominator, so there are terms with
a common factor τ−l for l > 0, then we take the coefficient of τ−l and express all of factors
of R within it explicitly in terms of τ and then simplify the expression. This will introduce
overall factors of τ in the numerator that will cancel the factor of τ−l, yielding only positive
powers of τ to be dealt with. For even-positive powers we write τ 2l = (σ2 − 1)−l(R2 − b2)l

while for odd-positive powers we write τ 2l+1 = (σ2− 1)−l(R2− b2)lτ . At this point, the only
explicit τ dependence will be linear, moreover, it will necessarily be in the form of a factor
τRq for some q. Here we simply rewrite such terms as

τRq = ∂τ (Rq+2)
(q + 2)(σ2 − 1) . (199)

The expression is now expressed as a string of iterated integrals and derivatives, with respect
to proper time, of various power of R. From here the solutions are readily obtained as dτ

integrals of the newly simplified equations.
While the above prescription succeeds in expressing the solutions solely in term of R(τ),

there may still be another manipulation to perform in order to extract a loop integral. For
the solution at order n in the PL expansion, neglecting the various integrals and derivatives,
the powers of R that appear in each term will be in the form,

Rc+n(1−D) , (200)

for some number c. To apply the general formulae Eqs. (177) and (178), we write this as

R2(α1+···+αn)+n(1−D) , (201)

for some choice of αj such that c = ∑n
j=1 αj. The choice is not unique, so one should aim to

chose a minimal set with all αj the smallest possible positive integers.
It may be the case, however, that some terms can only be written with some αj being

non-positive integers, precluding the use of Eq. (177), because of the singular Γ(α) factor.
There is a simple fix for all such terms, simply replace the offending factors using the formula,

Rj−D = j + 3−D

b2(j + 2−D)Rj+2−D − 1
b2v2(j + 2−D)(j + 4−D)∂2

τ Rj+4−D , (202)
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which will raise the power of the offending α until it is a positive integer. The result will be
an expression for the trajectories which is immediately expressible in terms of loop integrals.

There are further simplifications one can apply to the result to make it even more com-
pact. We utilize the following simple identities,

∂τ (Ra) ∂τ

(
Rb
)

= ab(σ2 − 1)
(
Ra+b−2 − b2Ra+b−4

)
,

∂τ (Ra) 1
∂τ

(
Rb
)

= ∂τ

(
Ra 1

∂τ

Rb
)
−Ra+b ,

1
∂τ

(Ra) 1
∂τ

(
Rb
)

= 1
∂τ

(
Ra 1

∂τ

Rb + Rb 1
∂τ

Ra
)

.

(203)

The first formula is nothing other than an explicit evaluation of the derivatives. In terms
of Feynman integrals it is rather simplifying though, because it is eliminating two powers
of momenta from the numerator. The second formula is just integration by parts. The
third equation is a way to planarize diagrams, which is also a simple integration by parts in
the time domain. In terms of momentum space propagators, it is just the partial fraction
decomposition discussed by [74].

With this strategy one can systematically compute solutions to a desired PL order. For
example, to compute the radial action to 4PL order, one needs only 0SF and 1SF contribu-
tions. To compute the 1SF contribution one needs only the 1PL and 2PL trajectories, with
the former given above and the latter given by,

t2 =k2
D

(2(D − 4)σ 1
∂τ

(
R6−2D

)
σ2 − 1 −

(D − 5)σR3−D 1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
σ2 − 1

)
,

x2 =k2
D

(
−

b(D − 3)σ2 1
∂τ

(
R3−D 1

∂τ

(
R1−D

))
σ2 − 1 +

b(D − 5)(D − 3)σ2 1
∂τ

(
R1−D 1

∂τ

(
R3−D

))
σ2 − 1

−
b(D − 3) ((2D − 7)σ2 − 1) 1

∂2
τ

(
R4−2D

)
σ2 − 1

)
,

y2 =k2
D

(
−

(D − 5)σ2R3−D 1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
(σ2 − 1)3/2 +

(13− 3D)σ2 1
∂τ

(
R8−2D

)
2b2(D − 5) (σ2 − 1)3/2 +

(D − 4)σ2R5−D 1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
b2(D − 5) (σ2 − 1)3/2

−
(D − 4)2σ2 1

∂2
τ

(
R3−D 1

∂τ

(
R3−D

))
b2
√

σ2 − 1
+

((4D − 15)σ2 − 1) 1
∂τ

(
R6−2D

)
2 (σ2 − 1)3/2

)
.

(204)
This expression is readily covariantized using Eq. (189) and expressed as loop integrals using
Eq. (178). The corresponding Feynman diagram topologies can be read off the time-domain
expressions by noting that the ∂−1

τ and R have straightforward interpretations as background
field insertions and matter propagators. For example,

k2
D

1
∂τ

(
R8−2D

)
= −i32(5−D)π2r2

c

ˆ
ℓ1 ℓ2

e−ir(ℓ1+ℓ2)δ̂(uHℓ1)δ̂(uHℓ2)
ℓ2

1(ℓ2
2)2(uLℓ1 + uLℓ2)

, (205)
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Figure 10: Diagram topology corresponding to Eq. (205).

corresponds to the diagram topology shown in Fig. 10. The explicit factors of D in the
expressions Eq. (204) together with doubled propagators such as the factor of (ℓ2

2)−2 are
both structures which do not arise in a standard Feynman diagrammatic computation and
suggest that integral reduction has, at least partially, been automatically performed by
passing through the time domain.

Covariantizing these expressions, and Fourier transforming, we find for the 1PL trajectory

xµ
1 = −iπrc

(σ2 − 1)

ˆ
ℓ

e−irℓδ̂ (uHℓ) (4(uLℓ)(uµ
H − σuµ

L)− (D − 5)(D − 3)σ (σ2 − 1) Πµνℓν)
ℓ2(uLℓ)2 .

(206)
To keep the expressions concise we present only the leading in D = 4 contribution to the
2PL trajectory integrand,

xµ
2 =− i4π2r2

c

b2(σ2 − 1)2

ˆ
ℓ1,ℓ2

e−ir(ℓ1+ℓ2)δ̂(uHℓ1)δ̂(uHℓ2)
ℓ2

1(ℓ2
2)2(uLℓ2)(uLℓ1 + uLℓ2)2

(
4b2(uLℓ1 + uLℓ2)2ℓ2

2σ(uµ
H − σuµ

L)

+ (uLℓ1 + uLℓ2)
(
b2ℓ2

2

(
σ2 − 1

)
σ2Πµν(ℓ1ν + ℓ2ν) + 2(uLℓ2)

(
b2ℓ2

2

(
σ2 − 1

)
− 2σ2

)
(σuµ

H − uµ
L)
)

+ b2ℓ2
2

(
σ2 − 1

)2
(uLℓ2)Πµνℓ2ν +O(D − 4)

)
.

(207)
The procedure continues straightforwardly to higher PL orders. Note that the trajectory is
only needed up to 2PL order in order to compute scattering at 4PL order.

A.2 General Relativity

The strategy of solving probe equations of motion in order to extract loop integrands is
nearly identical between GR and EM. Indeed, this highlights an advantage of our approach,
which is that the trajectories in GR results are similar in form and complexity to the those
of EM, despite gravity being a nonlinear field theory.

We start from the worldline action for the probe,

S = −
ˆ

dτ
[1
2e−1gµν(x)ẋµẋν + 1

2em2
]

, (208)

again dropping the subscripts and bars that would indicate we are describing the light particle
in a background metric. Here the background metric sourced by a heavy particle without
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spin is just the Schwarzschild-Tangherlini solution,

g00 = f−(r)
f+(r)

2

and gij = −δijf+(r)
4

D−3 , (209)

presented here in isotropic coordinates. We have defined the function,

f±(r) = 1± µ

4rD−3 , (210)

in terms of a generalization of the mass parameter,

µ =
4πΓ(D−1

2 )
(D − 2)π(D−1)/2 × 2GmH , (211)

which is not to be confused a renormalization scheme subtraction scale. Like before, gauge
fixing the einbein to e = 1/m imposes the curved space on-shell condition, gµν ẋµẋν = 1, on
the space of solutions.

The background is time-independent and spherically symmetric, so we can restrict to mo-
tion in the equatorial plane with dynamics constraints by the conserved energy and angular
momentum. We will again prefer to label trajectories by (σ, b) using Eq. (184), in terms of
which we have equations of motion,

ṫ = σ
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 and ϕ̇ = b(σ2 − 1)1/2

r2 f+(r)− 4
D−3 , (212)

with the radial equation of motion coming from the on-shell condition,

ṙ =
[
f+(r)− 4

D−3

(
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 σ2 − 1
)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 f+(r)− 8
D−3

]1/2

. (213)

As before, we will prefer to write equation of motion for the Cartesian components,

ẋ = x

r

[
f+(r)− 4

D−3

(
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 σ2 − 1
)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 f+(r)− 8
D−3

]1/2

− y

r2 f+(r)− 4
D−3 (σ2 − 1)1/2b ,

ẏ = y

r

[
f+(r)− 4

D−3

(
f+(r)2

f−(r)2 σ2 − 1
)
− b2(σ2 − 1)

r2 f+(r)− 8
D−3

]1/2

+ x

r2 f+(r)− 4
D−3 (σ2 − 1)1/2b .

(214)
The solutions at order n in the PM expansion scale as O(µn). As before the leading order
solution is a straight line,

t0 = στ , x0 = b , y0 = (σ2 − 1)1/2τ , (215)

while the higher order equations of motion are
d

dτ
tn(τ) = Tn(τ) ,

d

dτ

(
xn(τ)

τ

)
= Xn(τ)

τ
,

d

dτ
yn(τ) = Yn(τ) .

(216)
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The exact same strategy outlined in the previous section for EM can be used in GR. For
example, the trajectory at 1PM order is

t1 =µσ
1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
,

x1 =− µ
1
2b
(
(D − 2)σ2 − 1

) 1
∂2

τ

(
R1−D

)
,

y1 =µ ((D − 4)σ2 + 1)
2(D − 3)

√
σ2 − 1

1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
,

(217)

while at 2PM we obtain

t2 = −µ2 σ ((D − 4)σ2 − 1)
2 (σ2 − 1) R3−D 1

∂τ

(
R3−D

)
+ µ2 σ ((2D − 5)σ2 − 3)

2 (σ2 − 1)
1
∂τ

(
R6−2D

)
,

x2 = −µ2 b ((D − 4)σ2 + 1) ((D − 2)σ2 − 1)
4(D − 3) (σ2 − 1)

1
∂τ

(
R3−D 1

∂τ

(
R1−D

))

+ µ2 b ((D − 4)σ2 − 1) ((D − 2)σ2 − 1)
4 (σ2 − 1)

1
∂τ

(
R1−D 1

∂τ

(
R3−D

))

− µ2 b ((2D − 5)σ2 ((2D − 3)σ2 − 6) + 3)
8 (σ2 − 1)

1
∂2

τ

(
R4−2D

)
,

y2 = −µ2 (D − 4)2 ((D − 2)σ2 − 1)2

4b2(D − 3)2
√

σ2 − 1
1
∂2

τ

(
R3−D 1

∂τ

(
R3−D

))

− µ2 (3D − 13) ((D − 2)σ2 − 1)2

8b2(D − 5)(D − 3)2 (σ2 − 1)3/2
1
∂τ

(
R8−2D

)
+ µ2 (1− (D − 4)2σ4)

4(D − 3) (σ2 − 1)3/2 R3−D 1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)

+ µ2 (D − 4) ((D − 2)σ2 − 1)2

4b2(D − 5)(D − 3)2 (σ2 − 1)3/2 R5−D 1
∂τ

(
R3−D

)
+ µ2 ((D (8D2 − 76D + 241)− 251) σ4 − 2(D(2D − 15) + 31)σ2 − 7D + 25)

16(D − 3)2 (σ2 − 1)3/2
1
∂τ

(
R6−2D

)
.

(218)
Here we emphasize that we obtain the same topologies as in EM, without additional struc-
tures describing the graviton self-interactions of GR.

The transformation to momentum space was already outlined in the previous section.
Here we present the D-dimensional trajectory at 1PM order,

xµ
1 =− 2iπGmH

(D − 2) (σ2 − 1)

ˆ
ℓ

e−irℓδ̂ (uHℓ)
ℓ2(uLℓ)2

(
(D − 5)(D − 3)

(
σ2 − 1

) (
(D − 2)σ2 − 1

)
Πµνℓν

+ 4σ(uLℓ)
(
(D − 2)σ2 − 2D + 5

)
uµ

H + 4(uLℓ)
(
(D − 4)σ2 + 1

)
uµ

L

)
.

(219)
Again, since the D-dependent coefficients in the numerator are lengthy, we will present the
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loop integrand for the 2PM trajectory in D = 4,

xµ
2 =− 2iπ2G2m2

H

b2 (σ2 − 1)2

ˆ
ℓ1,ℓ2

e−ir(ℓ1+ℓ2)δ̂ (uHℓ1) δ̂ (uHℓ2)
ℓ2

1(ℓ2
2)2(uLℓ2) (uLℓ1 + uLℓ2) 2

(
3b2ℓ2

2

(
σ2 − 1

)2 (
5σ2 − 1

)
(uLℓ2)Πµνℓ2ν

− 8b2ℓ2
2 (uLℓ1 + uLℓ2) 2

(
σ
(
2σ2 − 3

)
uµ

H + uµ
L

)
+ 2b2ℓ2

2

(
2σ4 − 3σ2 + 1

)
(uLℓ1 + uLℓ2) Πµν(ℓ1ν + ℓ2ν)

− 8
(
1− 2σ2

)2
(uLℓ2) (uLℓ1 + uLℓ2) (σuµ

H − uµ
L)

− 6b2ℓ2
2

(
σ2 − 1

)
(uLℓ2) (uLℓ1 + uLℓ2)

(
σ
((

5σ2 − 9
)

uµ
H + 3σuµ

L

)
+ uµ

L

)
+O(D − 4)

)
.

(220)
Note that in GR, the trajectories are only needed up to 2PM order in order to compute
scattering up to 4PM order.

B Probe Radial Actions

B.1 On-shell Action and Radial Action

This section will review some aspects of classical mechanics. Consider the generally covariant
action for a massive charged particle,

S = −
ˆ

dλ

[
e−1

2 ẋµẋνgµν(x) + e

2m2 + qẋµAµ(x)
]

, (221)

where we have included the worldline einbein e(τ) for manifest reparameterization invariance.
If we define the conjugate momentum,

pµ = − dL

dẋµ
, (222)

then the action can be expressed in the first-order form,

S =
ˆ

dλ [−pµẋµ
L − eH] , (223)

where the reparameterization generator for this problem is6

H = 1
2
(
m2 − (pµ − qAµ(x))(pν − qAν(x))gµν

)
. (224)

As written, the above action exhibits a sensible variational principle if prescribe Dirichlet
boundary conditions for the xµ, but not for the pµ. If we instead desire an action suitable
for Dirichlet conditions on the momenta we could simply add the boundary counter term,

S∂ =
ˆ

dλ
d

dλ
(pµxµ) . (225)

6One can also consider problems with a more general H(p, x), and what follows will continue to hold.
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This does not change the equations of motion, but it allows for a well-defined variational
principle and modifies the value of the on-shell action. Since we are interested in scattering
dynamics, we will fix the asymptotic momenta. The upshot of this choice is that the correct
action for the problem of scattering from a static isotropic source is

S =
ˆ

dλ
[
ṗrx

r
L + ṗtx

t
L + ṗϕxϕ

L − eH
]

. (226)

This expression simplifies considerably in the on-shell limit because i) energy and angular
momentum are conserved, and ii) the einbein is a Lagrange multiplier enforcing the vanishing
of the reparameterization generator on physical solutions. This leaves the radial contribution
to the on-shell 0SF action,

S̄ =
ˆ

dλṗr(r, E, J)r. (227)

Integrating by parts and using time reversal symmetry, we recast this as

S̄ = lim
rmax→∞

(
2rmaxpr(rmax)− 2

ˆ rmax

rmin

dr pr(r, E, J)
)

. (228)

where the radial momentum is

pr = e−1ẋµgrµ(x) + qAr . (229)

Thus we discover that S̄ is nothing but the radial action, suitably subtracted to be finite as
rmax → ∞. This subtraction will affect only the “free-particle” contribution to the radial
action, and leaves “scattering” contributions unaffected, so we will omit the former in our
subsequent discussion.

The total change in azimuthal angle follows straightforwardly from Hamilton’s equation.
Since J = −pϕ is a constant of motion, we have

−dS̄

dJ
=
(ˆ

dλ e
d

dpϕ

H
) ∣∣∣∣∣

on-shell
=
ˆ

dλϕ̇ = ∆ϕ , (230)

which can be used to compute the scattering angle.

B.2 General Perturbative Radial Action Integral

For a general D-dimensional theory, the on-shell radial action for a scattering solution is

S̄ = 2
ˆ ∞

rmin

dr |pr(r)| , (231)

where rmin its positive real zero of pr. In this work, we are only interested in scattering from
static spherically symmetric backgrounds. To solve for pr, we first write the momentum as

pµ = (
√

p2 + m2, p⃗ (p, r)) , (232)
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with p the asymptotic spatial momentum, and then impose the on-shell condition ẋ2 = 1.
which implies the following form for the spatial momentum,

p⃗ 2(p, r) = p2 +
∞∑

k=1

ϵkNk(p)
rk(D−3) . (233)

which applies with and without the inclusion of Aµ. Then we write

pr =
√

p⃗ 2 − p2
ϕ, (234)

To compute Eq. (231) perturbatively in ϵ requires some care. Since the radial momentum is
solved for from the quadratic equation Eq. (233), it is singular at the turning point rmin, and
a naïve expansion in ϵ yields divergent integrals. A treatment of this is given in [111, 112],
and the upshot is that one should: i) integrate to the unperturbed turning point rmin(ϵ = 0),
ii) Taylor expand pr in ϵ, and iii) impose a hard cut-off scheme rmin = b + δ, and simply
discard power-law divergences in 1/δ, retaining only the finite part of the integrals. The
fact that this simple renormalization scheme is indeed correct follows from knowledge of the
analytic structure of the exact radial action integrand.

Following this prescription yields the well defined series expansion for the radial action

S̄ =
∞∑

k=0

k∑
q=0

ϵkck,q(p)p1−2q

ˆ ∞

b+δ

dr
(r2 − b2)1/2−q

r1−2q+k(D−3) , (235)

where δ is to be taken to zero after discarding power divergent terms, b = Jp−1, J is the
conserved angular momentum, and the ck,q(σ) are simple monomials in the Nk(p). Through
O(ϵ3) the non-zero coefficients are

c0,0 = 2 c1,1 = N1 c2,2 = −1
4N2

1 c2,1 = N2

c3,3 = 1
8N3

1 c3,2 = −1
2N1N2 c3,1 = N3 .

Evaluating the integral yields the general result

S̄ = 1
2

∞∑
k=0

k∑
q=0

ϵkck,q(p)pk(D−3)−2q

Jk(D−3)−1 B(1
2k(D − 3)− 1

2 , 3
2 − q) , (236)

where B is the Euler beta function.

B.3 Electromagnetism

For electromagnetism, the on-shell condition is

(pµ − qLAµ)2 = m2
L . (237)
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The D-dimensional attractive Coulomb potential is

qL

mL

A0 = −
Γ(D−3

2 )
π

D−3
2

rc

rD−3 , (238)

where α is the fine structure constant. Inserting Eqs. (232) and (233) with p2
ϕ = J2

r2 = p2b2

r2 ,
and solving for p⃗ 2(p, r) we can extract the Ni(p). Plugging back into the general probe radial
action Eq. (236) under the identification ϵ = rc, and writing p = mL(σ2 − 1)1/2 to conform
with our notation throughout the main text, we obtain

I
(0)
EM = −πbmL

√
σ2 − 1 + mLrcb

4−D
π2− D

2 σΓ
(

D
2 − 2

)
√

σ2 − 1

+ mLr2
cb7−2D

(2π)4−D (2Dσ2 − 7σ2 − 1) Γ
(
D − 7

2

)
Γ
(

D−3
2

)2

2 (σ2 − 1)3/2 Γ (D − 3)

+ mLr3
cb10−3D

π5− 3D
2 σ ((3D − 10)σ2 − 3) Γ

(
D−3

2

)3
Γ
(

3D
2 − 5

)
3 (σ2 − 1)5/2 Γ

(
3D
2 −

11
2

) ,

expanding up to 3PL order. These expressions hold for general spacetime dimension D.

B.4 General Relativity

For gravity, the on-shell condition is

pµpνgµν = m2
L , (239)

where gµν is the background metric in isotropic coordinates. For example the D-dimensional
Schwarzschild metric in isotropic coordinates is

g00 =
(

1− µ
4rD−3

1 + µ
4rD−3

)2

and gij = −δij(1 + µ

4rD−3 )
4

D−3 , (240)

where we have defined the mass parameter,

µ =
4πΓ(D−1

2 )
(D − 2)π(D−1)/2 × 2GmH . (241)
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Solving Eq. (239), we obtain the corresponding Ni(p). Identifying ϵ = rS, we obtain the
probe radial action,

I
(0)
GR = −πbmL

√
σ2 − 1 + GmHmLb4−D

2π2− D
2 ((D − 2)σ2 − 1) Γ

(
D
2 − 2

)
(D − 2)

√
σ2 − 1

+ (GmH)2mLb7−2D
(2π)4−D ((2D − 5)σ2 ((2D − 3)σ2 − 6) + 3) Γ

(
D − 7

2

)
Γ
(

D−1
2

)
(D − 2) (σ2 − 1)3/2 Γ

(
D
2

)
+ (GmH)3mLb10−3D

(
16π5− 3D

2 ((3D − 8)σ2 ((D − 2)σ2 ((3D − 4)σ2 − 15) + 15)− 5)
(D − 2)3 (σ2 − 1)5/2 Γ

(
3D
2 −

7
2

)
× Γ

(
D − 1

2

)3
Γ
(3D

2 − 5
))

expanding up to 3PM order.
More generally, if a metric can be put in isotropic coordinates,

g00 = A(ϵ/rD−3) and gij = −δijB(ϵ/rD−3) , (242)

with A(0) = B(0) = 1, then one can express the spatial momentum in the form Eq. (233)
with the first few Ni(p) given by

N1(p) =
(
m2 + p2

)
(B′(0)− A′(0))−m2B′(0)

N2(p) = 1
2
(
m2 + p2

) (
−2A′(0)B′(0) + 2A′(0)2 − A′′(0) + B′′(0)

)
− 1

2m2B′′(0)

N3(p) = 1
6
(
m2 + p2

) (
A′(0) (6A′′(0)− 3B′′(0))− 3A′′(0)B′(0) + 6A′(0)2B′(0)− 6A′(0)3

−A(3)(0) + B(3)(0)
)
− 1

6m2B(3)(0) .
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