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Abstract: We derive analytic all-order-in-spin expressions for the leading-order
time-domain waveforms generated in the scattering of two Kerr black holes with ar-
bitrary masses and spin vectors in the presence of all independent cubic deformations
of Einstein-Hilbert gravity. These are the two parity-even interactions I1 and G3,
and the parity-odd ones Ĩ1 and G̃3. Our results are obtained using three independent
methods: a particularly efficient direct integration and tensor reduction approach;
integration by parts combined with the method of differential equations; and finally
a residue computation. For the case of the G3 and G̃3 deformations we can express
the spinning waveform in terms of the scalar waveform with appropriately shifted
impact parameters, which are reminiscent of Newman-Janis shifts. For I1 and Ĩ1
similar shifts occur, but are accompanied by additional contributions that cannot
be captured by simply shifting the scalar I1 and Ĩ1 waveforms. We also show the
absence of leading-order corrections to gravitational memory. Our analytic results
are notably compact, and we compare the effectiveness of the three methods used
to obtain them. We also briefly comment on the magnitude of the corrections to
observables due to cubic deformations.
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1 Introduction

The high accuracy achieved in current observations of gravitational waves by the
LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA collaboration, along with the potential of further improve-
ments in upcoming experiments such as LISA, strongly motivates the pursuit of
increasing precision in theoretical calculations. One is then faced with the need to
perform higher-loop calculations in Newton’s constant G, incorporating spin effects,
and also considering potential modifications to the Einstein-Hilbert theory arising
from as yet undiscovered higher-dimensional interactions.

Quadratic corrections in the curvatures are known to leave scattering amplitudes
invariant [1–4], hence the first deformations to be studied appear at dimension six,
that is they are cubic in the curvatures (see [5] for work on dimension-eight operators).
Specifically, we consider the deformations

I1 := Rαβ
µνR

µν
ρσR

ρσ
αβ , I2 := Rµνα

βR
βγ

νσR
σ
µγα . (1.1)

However, instead of I2, we prefer working with the combination

G3 := I1 − 2I2 , (1.2)

which is a topological term in six dimensions and has vanishing four-dimensional
graviton amplitudes. We will also study the effect of the parity-odd couplings Ĩ1 and
G̃3, which are obtained from the parity-even ones by replacing one of the Riemann
curvatures Rµναβ by the dual R̃µναβ=(1/2) ϵµνρσRρσ

αβ. Summarising, the effective
action we will work with is

S =

ˆ
d4x

√
−g

(
− 2

κ2
R + β1I1 + β2G3 + β̃1Ĩ1 + β̃2G̃3

)
. (1.3)

Particular choices of the coefficients β1, β2, β̃1, β̃2 correspond to specific theories1, but
we will be agnostic and treat each deformation independently.

Cubic deformations have been studied both using general relativity approaches
[6–8], as well as amplitude methods applied to the case of spinless binaries [9–12],
or systems where only one black hole is spinning and has a much larger mass than
the other black hole [13]. Related work on other modified theories of gravity include
[14–21]. We also note that in [8] a bound of ℓEFT ≤ 38.2 km was determined for
the fundamental length scale of cubic theories, specifically for the case where β1=β̃1,
β2=β̃2=0. Furthermore, [22] investigated the potential detectability of cubic defor-
mations of gravity in a gravitational-wave event from the merger of two stellar-mass
black holes.

1For instance β1=− 2
κ2

α′ 2

48 , β2=− 2
κ2

α′ 2

24 , β̃1=β̃2=0 reproduces the low-energy effective action
of bosonic string theory.
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In a typical encounter, we expect both celestial bodies to have non-zero spin
vectors, along with arbitrary masses, and this is the scenario we considered in [23].
In that paper we focused on elastic processes, related to the two-to-two scattering
amplitude of Kerr black holes, and using the KMOC formalism [24] we computed
the leading-order impulse (or momentum kick) and spin kick in a generic hyperbolic
encounter. These observables vanish at tree level, and hence a one-loop calculation
was required. For the sake of gravitational-wave observations, the most relevant
quantity to compute is the waveform, and this is what we focus on in this paper.

Waveforms for hyperbolic spinning encounters in general relativity were derived
to leading order using a worldline quantum field theory approach in [25] for the
spinless case, reproducing the classic results of Kovacs and Thorne [26]. This was
later extended to include spinning bodies in [27], with results valid up to quadratic
order in the spin. Results for the scattering waveform of spinless bodies at next-
to-leading order were later derived using amplitude approaches in [28–31], while
for spinning objects, leading-order expressions valid to high order in the spins were
obtained in [32–34], also using amplitude methods, which could readily be extended
to any spin order once the relevant Compton amplitudes are available.

In order to derive the waveforms we will follow the adaptation of the KMOC
approach presented in [35]. In that paper it was shown that, to leading order in
the coupling, gravitational waveforms can be expressed as a Fourier transform to
impact parameter space of the five-point amplitude describing the scattering of two
spinning celestial objects with the emission of a graviton. In fact, only the physical
singularities of this amplitude contribute to the waveform; as we approach the poles,
the five-point amplitude factorises onto a four-point Compton amplitude and a three-
point amplitude of two spinning objects with one graviton. Compact expressions
for the Compton amplitude in the presence of cubic deformations were derived in
[23], and we will use them to derive all-order in spin expressions for the tree-level
waveforms of two Kerr black holes in a cubic background.

After constructing the integrand from factorisation, we are left with the task
of taking its Fourier transform. We will do this using three different approaches,
which will give us the possibility of comparing their own merits. The first approach
is that of direct integration, building on the seminal work of [27]. In this method, it
is possible to write down ansätze for certain tensor (i.e. not necessarily scalar) inte-
grals which are invariant under rescaling of the integration variable. Such integrals
often contain poles on the integration contour and, for the rescaling argument to be
valid, they must be regularised with a principal value prescription. This is possible
since additional contributions arising from the iε prescriptions are free of physical
poles and hence cancel, as we have checked explicitly. Higher-rank tensor integrals
can then be produced efficiently with a generating function technique which is ap-
plicable thanks to the presence of a Fourier transform to impact parameter space.
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Effectively, integrals with (loop-momentum dependent) numerators can be obtained
by differentiating a master integral with a shifted impact parameter with respect to
certain scalar auxiliary variables. This approach avoids differentiation with respect
to four-momenta as well as lengthy Lorentz contractions, thereby leading to very
compact results.

A second independent approach is based on integration by parts (IBP) reductions
and the method of differential equations [36–38]. The waveforms corresponding to
I1 and its parity-odd version Ĩ1 contain spurious poles of the form (sinhx)/x, which
we avoid by rewriting this function in an integral representation that is well suited
for IBP reductions. As a consequence, the Fourier transforms in the I1 or Ĩ1 cases
are reduced to a single simple master integral. We also note that this approach is
systematic and can be extended to one-loop waveforms with or without spin. Finally,
a third approach we pursued employs Cauchy’s residue theorem. This is straightfor-
ward to implement and highly efficient, though it generally produces less compact
analytic results compared to the other two methods, with direct integration yielding
the most compact results. The three approaches give results in perfect agreement.

Remarkably, we are able to write the spinning waveforms in terms of Fourier
transforms to impact parameter space where most (and, for the G3 and G̃3 cases, all)
of the spin dependence is encoded in spin-dependent shifts of the impact parameter.
These shifts are reminiscent of the Newman-Janis shift, which made an appearance
in amplitude contexts in [39, 40], and more recently in the computation of spinning
waveforms in [33, 34]. For the G3 and G̃3 waveforms, we are able to write the spinning
waveforms entirely in terms of non-spinning ones (with shifted impact parameter).

The case of waveforms in the presence of parity-odd deformations is very easy
to discuss and in fact does not require new calculations: parity-odd waveforms can
be obtained from parity-even ones by simply swapping the “plus” and “cross” polari-
sations. Investigating parity-odd deformations of gravity is not merely an academic
exercise, given the early indications of parity violation in the Cosmic Microwave
Background and the large-scale structure of galaxies [41–48].

A feature of all the leading waveforms in the presence of cubic deformations is
that they do not modify the gravitational memory, which is easily proven using the
connnection between the memory and soft theorems [49].

Our waveform results can be found in our Cubic Corrections to Spinning Ob-
servables from Amplitudes GitHub repository.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we summarise the
expressions for the classical Compton amplitudes derived in [23]. In Section 3 we
present the relevant formulae to derive the waveforms from the factorisation diagrams
of the five-point amplitudes. We also construct these factorisations using the clas-
sical Compton amplitudes and the classical three-point amplitudes of two spinning
particles and one graviton. In Section 4 we present the direct integration method of
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the waveform, inspired by the work of [27]. The method is illustrated in great detail
in the Appendices, while in this section we use the results of the integrals to derive
the final expressions for the waveforms with G3 and I1 deformations. In Section 5
we present our second alternative derivation of the waveforms using a systematic
method proposed in [50] for the tensor integral generating functions [51]. A third
derivation of the waveforms is then briefly shown in Section 6 using residues, much
in line with our previous work [33]. Section 7 illustrates the waveforms for various
values of the relative velocities of the black holes and their spins, for the G3 and I1
deformations. These waveforms clearly show the absence of a contribution to the
gravitational memory, which we demonstrate in Section 8. Finally, in Section 9 we
conclude by comparing the size of cubic corrections to that of Post-Minkowskian
(PM) corrections.

Two Appendices deal with the evaluation of the integrals needed to compute our
waveforms. Specifically, in Appendix A we evaluate the necessary master integrals
using a combination of explicit evaluations and educated guesses; and in Appendix B
we present the generating function technique described earlier, which allows to com-
pute with great economy all the necessary higher-tensor integrals.

2 Summary of classical spinning Compton ampli-
tudes with cubic deformations

In this section we briefly review the Compton amplitudes in the presence of parity-
even and parity-odd cubic deformations derived in [23]. We denote by ki and εki ,
i = 1, 2, the momenta and polarisations of the emitted gravitons, while m and a are
the mass and ring radius of the black hole, with p being the classical momentum.

2.1 Parity-even deformations

For the parity-even cubic deformations, the classical Compton amplitudes in the
gauge k1·εk2 = k2·εk1 = 0 are found to be2 [23]

MI1(p, k1, k2) = i
(κ
2

)4
24 (k1·k2)2(εk1·εk2)

{
cosh(a·q)

[
2(p·εk1)(p·εk2)−m2(εk1·εk2)

]
− i

sinh(a·q)
a·q

[
(p·εk1)ϵ(εk2paq) + (p·εk2)ϵ(εk1paq)

]}
,

(2.1)

2From now on, we will omit the coefficients of the cubic interactions β1, β2, β̃1, β̃2, which can
be reintroduced at the end of the calculations. Furthermore, we note that in our normalisations
Newton’s constant is defined as G := κ2/(32π).
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and

MI2(p, k1, k2) = i
(κ
2

)4
6 (k1·k2)(εk1·εk2)2

{
cosh(a·q)

[(
p·(k1 − k2)

)2
+m2(k1·k2)

]
− 2i

sinh(a·q)
a·q

p·(k1 − k2) ϵ(k1k2pa)
]}

,

(2.2)

while

MI1(p, k
±±
1 , k∓∓

2 ) = MI2(p, k
±±
1 , k∓∓

2 ) = 0 , (2.3)

where q = k1 + k2.
The amplitudes (2.1) and (2.2) can also be rewritten in spinor-helicity variables:3

MI1(p, k
++
1 , k++

2 ) = i
(κ
2

)4
3!
[1 2]4

q2

{
− 4 cosh(a·q) (p·k1)(p·k2)

+
1

2
p·(k1 − k2)

sinh(a·q)
a·q

(
[1|p|2⟩[2|a|1⟩ − [2|p|1⟩[1|a|2⟩

)}
,

(2.4)

and

MI2(p, k
++
1 , k++

2 ) =
i

2

(κ
2

)4
3!

[1 2]4

q2

{
cosh(a·q)

[(
p·(k1 − k2)

)2
+m2(k1·k2)

]
+

1

2
p·(k1 − k2)

sinh(a·q)
a·q

(
[1|p|2⟩[2|a|1⟩ − [2|p|1⟩[1|a|2⟩

)}
.

(2.5)

In the following we will focus on the G3 deformations instead of I2. The corresponding
classical Compton amplitude in spinor-helicity variables is

MG3(p, k
++
1 , k++

2 ) = −3 im2
(κ
2

)4
cosh(a·q)[1 2]4 . (2.6)

Note that this amplitude has no term proportional to (sinh a·q)/(a·q).

2.2 Parity-odd deformations

Finally, as discussed in [23] the amplitudes with parity-odd deformations can be
obtained easily from the parity-even ones: for the case of positive (negative) helicity,
they are equal to those for the corresponding parity-even case multiplied by a factor
of +i (−i), and we recall that the only non-vanishing amplitudes are those where the
two gravitons have the same helicity.

3Our spinor conventions are the same as in [52].
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3 Constructing the time-domain waveforms

3.1 General results

The derivation of the time-domain waveforms using the KMOC formalism was pre-
sented in [35]. We will work in the far-field limit, that is at large observer distance
r:=|x⃗| and time t with fixed retarded time u:=t−r. The quantity of interest is then

⟨h+ ± ih×⟩ := ⟨hout
µν ⟩ε

µν
(±±)

:=
1

4πr
(h∞

+ ± ih∞
× ) , (3.1)

for which one finds that4

h∞
+ ± ih∞

× = κ

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωu

[
θ(ω) W

(
b, k±)∣∣

k=ω(1,x̂)
+ θ(−ω) W ∗(b, k∓)∣∣

k=−ω(1,x̂)

]
,

(3.2)

where W=W (⃗b, k;h) is the spectral waveform for the emission of a graviton of mo-
mentum k and helicity h, which satisfies, at tree level,

W ∗(b, kh)
∣∣
k=−ω(1,x̂)

= W (b, k−h)
∣∣
k=ω(1,x̂)

. (3.3)

Using this result, one can easily combine the two terms in (3.2) into

h∞
+ ± ih∞

× = κ

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωu W (b, k±)

∣∣
k=ω(1,x̂)

. (3.4)

At leading order (tree level) this can be neatly obtained from the five-point clas-
sical bremsstrahlung amplitude M5(q1, q2, a1, a2;h) describing the scattering of two
objects with ring radii a1 and a2 with the emission of a graviton with momentum
k=q1 + q2 and helicity h:

W (b, kh) := −i

ˆ
dµ(4) ei(q1·b1+iq2·b2) M5(q1, q2, a1, a2;h) , (3.5)

where

dµ(D) :=
dDq1

(2π)D−1

dDq2
(2π)D−1

(2π)Dδ(D)(q1 + q2 − k)δ(2p̄1·q1)δ(2p̄2·q2) , (3.6)

and q1,2=p1,2−p′1,2 are the momentum transfers. The barred variables [53, 54] are
defined as

p1 = p̄1 +
q1
2
, p′1 = p̄1 −

q1
2
,

p2 = p̄2 +
q2
2
, p′2 = p̄2 −

q2
2
,

(3.7)

4See for example Section 5 of [33] for a detailed derivation.

– 7 –



and satisfy

p̄1·q1 = p̄2·q2 = 0 . (3.8)

However, at leading order we can actually drop the distinction between p̄i and pi,
hence we will henceforth drop bars. Furthermore, as in [33], in order to simplify the
notation we will work with the quantity

h∞(u) := κ

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωu W (b, k)|k=ω(1,x̂)

= −iκ

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωu

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)2

δ(2p1·q1)δ(2p2·(k − q1)) e
i(q1·b1+q2·b2) M5 ,

(3.9)

where we omitted the helicity dependence, performed the q2 integration using mo-
mentum conservation from (3.6) and defined

k := ωk̂ = ω(1, x̂) . (3.10)

This is the main formula we will use. We also note that b:=b1 − b2 is the asymptotic
impact parameter, which satisfies

b·v1 = b·v2 = 0 . (3.11)

3.2 Kinematics of the five-point scattering

The time-domain waveform (3.9) requires knowledge of the classical part of the five-
point bremsstrahlung amplitude, that is the amplitude of two spinning particles with
one emitted graviton. The kinematics of the process is shown below:

p1

p2 p′2

p′1

k = q1 + q2 (3.12)

The two Kerr black holes have masses m1 and m2 with

p21 = (p′1)
2 = m2

1 , p22 = (p′2)
2 = m2

2 . (3.13)

It is also convenient to introduce four-velocities v1 and v2 as

p1 := m1v1 , p2 := m2v2 , (3.14)
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so that v21 = v22 = 1. The two black holes have ring radii a1 and a2, where for a
single black hole we recall that the ring radius aµ is related to the spin vector as
aµ := Sµ/m [39, 55–58], where

Sµ =
1

2m
ϵµναβpνSαβ , (3.15)

with Sµν being the spin tensor. The ring radius satisfies the covariant spin supple-
mentary condition p·a(p) = 0. Finally, we also define the Lorentz factor

σ := v1·v2 ≥ 1 . (3.16)

Note that σ = 1√
1− ˙⃗x2

, with ˙⃗x being the relative velocity of one of the two black holes

in the rest frame of the other. For instance, in the rest frame of particle 1 we can
write vµ1 = (1, 0, 0, 0) and vµ2 = σ(1, ˙⃗x).

3.3 Waveform integrands

An important simplification in the calculation of the waveforms consists in the fact
that only the residues on the physical factorisation channels are needed in order to
obtain the waveform. These can be computed from the two factorisation diagrams

1

2 H 2′

1′
k

q1

1

2 2′

H 1′

kq2 (3.17)

which correspond to the two possible factorisations as q21→0 or q22→0, with q1+q2=k.
In each diagram, the key ingredients are the Compton amplitudes for two spinning
objects, which were computed for the parity-even and parity-odd cubic deformations
in [23] and are quoted in Section 2. Using these, we now construct the integrands
for the parity-even and parity-odd cubic deformations of gravity.

For simplicity, from now on we focus on the case of an emitted graviton with
positive helicity. The two factorisation diagrams are then given by

MI,q21
=

i

q21
M3(−p1, q

−−
1 )MI(−p2,−q++

1 , k++) , (3.18)

MI,q22
=

i

q22
M3(−p2, q

−−
2 )MI(−p1,−q++

2 , k++) , (3.19)

with

M5,I = MI,q21
+MI,q21

+ contact terms . (3.20)

Here MI denotes the Compton amplitude in the presence of a deformation I, with
I∈(I1, G3, Ĩ1, G̃3), as given in Section 2. M3 is a classical three-point amplitude with
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one graviton of momentum q and two massive spinning particles with momenta p and
−(p + q) and ring radius a. For the two possible helicities of the emitted gravitons
one has [39]

M3(p, q
++) = −i

(κ
2

)
ea·q
(
⟨ξ|p|q]
⟨ξq⟩

)2

, M3(p, q
−−) = −i

(κ
2

)
e−a·q

(
⟨q|p|ξ]
[qξ]

)2

,

(3.21)

where ξ and ξ̃ are reference spinors. Finally, we observe that the second factorisation
diagram in (3.17) can be obtained from the first as

MI,q22
= MI,q21

∣∣∣
1↔2

, (3.22)

where 1 ↔ 2 means swapping the masses, spin vectors and momenta, in addition to
also exchanging q1 and q2.

With these ingredients it is very easy to construct the integrand of the waveforms.
For the case of the G3 deformation, and choosing as reference spinor of the three-point
amplitude the spinor of the external graviton, we get

MG3,q21
= −i

(κ
2

)5 3m2
1m

2
2

q21
[k|v1q1|k]2 e−a1·q1 cosh

(
a2·(q1 − k)

)
. (3.23)

For I1, the result is

MI1,q21
= −i

(κ
2

)5 3m2
1m

2
2

q21

[k|v1q1|k]2

q1·k
e−a1·q1×[

− 4 cosh[a2·(k − q1)](−v2·q1)(v2·k)− 2iv2·(k + q1)
sinh a2·(k − q1)

a2·(k − q1)
ϵ(kv2q1a2)

]
.

(3.24)

Note that because of the first δ-function in (3.9) we can simplify the above expression
using v1·q1=0 into

MI1,q21
= −i

(κ
2

)5 12m2
1m

2
2

q21 (q1·k)
[k|v1q1|k]2(v2·k) e−a1·q1×[

cosh[a2·(k − q1)](v2·k)− i
sinh a2·(k − q1)

a2·(k − q1)
ϵ(kv2q1a2)

]
.

(3.25)

4 Time-domain waveforms from direct integration

There are several approaches to explicitly perform the integrations in (3.9). In this
section we follow the direct integration approach of [25, 27], while in Section 6 we
present an alternative derivation based on Cauchy’s residue theorem.

– 10 –



The first step in the direct integration method consists in performing the ω

integration in (3.9) using the delta function δ(2p2·(k−q1)). This localises the graviton
energy ω to the value ω∗ given by

ω∗ =
q1·v2
k̂·v2

, (4.1)

where we recall from (3.10) that k := ωk̂. One then quickly arrives at [27]

h∞(u) = − iκ

2m1m2(k̂·v2)

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)eiq1·b̃ M5|k=ω∗k̂ , (4.2)

with the following definitions:

b̃ := b̃1 − b̃2 ,

b̃i := bi + uivi , ui :=
u− k̂·bi
k̂·vi

, i = 1, 2.
(4.3)

We note that the modified (shifted) impact parameter b̃ has the useful property that

k̂·b̃ = 0 , (4.4)

since k̂·b̃i=u. We are then left to perform integrations of the form (4.2). For clarity
we have derived and collected all required master integrals in Appendix A and B,
where a detailed description of the direct integration method is included.

4.1 The G3 waveform

We now discuss the G3 waveform. The relevant integral is (4.2), where we can replace
the five-point amplitude with the contributions of the two poles, MG3,q21

, MG3,q22
and

discarding contact terms (see (3.20)). To proceed, we first rewrite

|k] :=
√
ω|k̂] , (4.5)

and recall that ω is localised at the q1-dependent value ω∗ given in (4.1), and where
|k̂] is ω-independent. We also rewrite the cosh term in MG3(−p2,−q++

1 , k++) in
terms of exponentials, with the net effect of shifting the impact parameters. Doing
so, we obtain for the contribution to the time-domain waveform arising from the first
diagram in (3.17),

h
∞,(1)
G3

(u) = − iκ

2m1m2(k̂·v2)

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)eiq1·b̃ MG3,q21

∣∣∣
k=ω∗k̂

= −3

2

(κ
2

)6 m1m2

(k̂·v2)3

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)
(q1·X)2(q1·v2)2

q21

[
eiq1·[b̃+i(ã1−ã2)] + eiq1·[b̃+i(ã1+ã2)]

]
= −3

2

(κ
2

)6 m1m2

(k̂·v2)3
XµXνv2αv2β

[
Iµναβ

∣∣
b̃→b̃+i(ã1−ã2)

+ Iµναβ
∣∣
b̃→b̃+i(ã1+ã2)

]
= −3

2

(κ
2

)6 m1m2

(k̂·v2)3
[
C(1)
∣∣
b̃→b̃+i(ã1−ã2)

+ C(1)
∣∣
b̃→b̃+i(ã1+ã2)

]
,

(4.6)
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where we used the expression for MG3,q21
derived earlier in (3.23). We also defined

Xµ = [k̂|v1σµ|k̂] , (4.7)

and

ãi := ai − vi
ai·k̂
vi·k̂

, (4.8)

which allows us, using (4.1), to rewrite5

a2·(k − q1) = −ã2·q1 . (4.9)

The definitions of the tensor integrals Iµ1...µn can be found in (A.5).
The integrals in the second line of (4.6) can be computed elegantly using the

method of generating functions introduced in Appendix B. In particular (B.4) and
(B.5) are relevant for this case, with the result

C(1) =

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)
(q1·X)2(q1·v2)2

q21
eiq1·b̃

= − 1

8π

(
∂4

∂2t1∂2t2

1

|b̃(1) + t1v2(1) + t2X(1)|

)
t1=t2=0

.

(4.10)

Here the subscript (1) indicates the projection imposed by the delta function and
implemented by the projector

P µν
1 = ηµν − vµ1 v

ν
1 , (4.11)

which allows us to define

V µ
(1) = P µν

1 Vν , (4.12)

and

|V(1)| =
√

−V(1)·V(1) =
√

−V ·P1·V . (4.13)

We also note that Xµ
(1) = Xµ.

With these definitions and performing the derivatives in (4.10) we find

C(1) = − 3

8π|b̃(1)|5

[
2(X·v2(1))2

+
5

|b̃(1)|2

(
v22(1)(X·b̃(1))2 + 4(X·v2(1))(X·b̃(1))(b̃(1)·v2(1)) + 7

(b̃(1)·v2)2

|b̃(1)|2
(X·b̃(1))2

)]
,

(4.14)

5In writing (4.6) we have also used that q1·v1=0 and replaced a1·q1 with ã1·q1. This is useful
in order to maintain the symmetry between the two factorisation diagrams in (3.17) so that the
second can easily be obtained from the first upon performing suitable replacements, see (4.22).
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which can be simplified further into6

C(1) = − 3

8π

[
2(X·v2)2

|b̃(1)|5
+

5(X·b̃)
|b̃(1)|7

(
v22(1)(X·b̃) + 4(b̃(1)·v2)(X·v2) + 7

(b̃(1)·v2)2

|b̃(1)|2
(X·b̃)

)]
.

(4.15)

Alternatively, we can evaluate the third line of (4.6) by twice differentiating (A.9),
which gives

Iµναβ(b̃) = − 3

8π|b̃(1)|5

[(
P µν
1 Pαβ

1 + P µα
1 P νβ

1 + P να
1 P µβ

1

)
+

5

|b̃(1)|2
(
P µν
1 b̃α(1)b̃

β
(1) + P µα

1 b̃ν(1)b̃
β
(1) + P να

1 b̃µ(1)b̃
β
(1)

+ Pαβ
1 b̃µ(1)b̃

ν
(1) + P µβ

1 b̃α(1)b̃
ν
(1) + P νβ

1 b̃α(1)b̃
µ
(1)

)
+

35

|b̃(1)|4
b̃µ(1)b̃

ν
(1)b̃

α
(1)b̃

β
(1)

]
,

(4.16)

where the projector P µν
1 is defined in (4.11), b̃µ(1) in (4.12) and |b̃(1)| in (4.13). Note

that all the terms proportional to P µν
1 in (4.16) do not contribute to the contractions

in (4.6). Pleasingly, we find complete agreement of the contractions of this tensor
integral with the result obtained from the generating function,

XµXνv2αv2β Iµναβ(b̃) = C(1) . (4.17)

We then have

h
∞,(1)
G3

(u) = −3

2

(κ
2

)6 m1m2

(k̂·v2)3
[
C(1)
∣∣
b̃→b̃+i(ã1−ã2)

+ C(1)
∣∣
b̃→b̃+i(ã1+ã2)

]
. (4.18)

We note that effectively we have rewritten the spinning waveform in terms of the
scalar waveform, but with shifted impact parameters:

h
∞,(1)
G3

(u) =
1

2

[
h
∞,(1)
G3

(u)
∣∣∣
ai=0, b̃→b̃+i(ã1+ã2)

+ h
∞,(1)
G3

(u)
∣∣∣
ai=0, b̃→b̃+i(ã1−ã2)

]
. (4.19)

We call the two contributions of these two terms as arising from two “sectors”, with
shifted impact parameter

(1) (2)

b̂ = b̃+ i(ã1 + ã2) b̂ = b̃+ i(ã1 − ã2) , (4.20)

where we recall that ãi was defined in (4.8). The result for I1 will not have such a
simple form, but it can be expressed in terms of the same two sectors.

6We have also rewritten b̃(1)·v2(1) as b̃(1)·v2, since for any two vectors mµ and nµ we have
m(1)·n(1) = m·n(1) = m(1)·n, with mµ

(1)
:= Pµν

1 mν , with the projector P1 defined in (4.11).
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Finally, the complete waveform, including contributions from both factorisation
channels, is

h∞
G3
(u) = h

∞,(1)
G3

(u) + h
∞,(2)
G3

(u) , (4.21)

where

h
∞,(2)
G3

(u) = h
∞,(1)
G3

(u)
∣∣∣
(m1,a1,v1,b1)↔(m2,a2,v2,b2)

. (4.22)

We also observe that under this exchange the variable b̃ defined in (4.3) changes sign,
b̃ ↔ −b̃.

4.2 The I1 waveform

In the presence of the I1 deformation, the time-domain waveform is

h
∞,(1)
I1

(u) = − iκ

2m1m2(k̂·v2)

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)eiq1·b̃ MI1,q21

∣∣∣
k=ω∗k̂

, (4.23)

where we have, from (3.25),

MI1,q21

∣∣∣
k=ω∗k̂

= −i
(κ
2

)5 12m2
1m

2
2 (ω

∗)3

q21 (q1·k̂)
(X·q1)2(v2·k̂) e−a1·q1×[

cosh[a2·(ω∗k̂ − q1)](v2·k̂)− i
sinh a2·(ω∗k̂ − q1)

a2·(ω∗k̂ − q1)
ϵ(k̂v2q1a2)

]
,

(4.24)

with ω∗ given in (4.1). Therefore we obtain

h
∞,(1)
I1

(u) = −
(κ
2

)6 6m1m2

(k̂·v2)3

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)
(X·q1)2(q1·v2)3

q21 (q1·k̂)
×[(

v2·k̂ + i
ϵ(k̂v2q1a2)

q1·ã2

)
eiq1·[b̃+i(ã1+ã2)] +

(
v2·k̂ − i

ϵ(k̂v2q1a2)

q1·ã2

)
eiq1·[b̃+i(ã1−ã2)]

]
,

(4.25)

where the shifted spin vectors ãi were defined in (4.8).
We now derive using the method of generating functions presented in Appendix B

the two master integrals needed to evaluate the waveform integral in (4.25), corre-
sponding to the first factorisation diagram. Before doing so, we comment that its
integrand contains the spurious pole 1/(q1·k̂), which originates from the propagator
i/(q2 + iε) = i/(−2q1·k̂ + iε) in the Compton amplitude (2.4) onto which the five-
point amplitude factorises. We have checked explicitly that this pole is cancelled by
a corresponding spurious pole in the second factorisation diagram, and have double-
checked this conclusion by a detailed comparison with the full five-point amplitude
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obtained from a diagrammatic computation. In practice it is convenient to perform
the integrations of the two factorisation diagrams separately, which requires a choice
of regularisation of the pole. The sum of the two diagrams should be independent
of the regularisation, since the pole is spurious; we have confirmed this expectation
by performing the integration with either the Feynman iε prescription or the Prin-
cipal Value (PV) prescription, finding complete agreement.7 In the following we will
choose the PV prescription, and for completeness we give in Appendix A the master
integral J µ in (A.11) with both prescriptions (while for Kµν we only present the
result in the PV prescription).

The first type of integral we need is

D(1) :=

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)
(q1·X)2(q1·v2)3

q21(q1·k̂)
eiq1·b̃ ,

=

[
∂4

∂2t1∂2t2
(J ·v2)b̃→b̃+t1v2+t2X

]
t1=t2=0

=

[
∂4

∂2t1∂2t2

(
v2·K1·k̂

8π|b̃(1)|
[
(v1·k̂)2|b̃(1)|2 − (k̂·b̃(1))2

])
b̃→b̃+t1v2+t2X

]
t1=t2=0

,

(4.26)

where we have used (A.18) and Kµν
1 = |b̃(1)|2P µν

1 + b̃µ(1)b̃
ν
(1) from (A.14).

The second type is

E (1) :=

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)
(q1·X)2(q1·v2)3ϵ(k̂v2q1a2)

q21(q1·k̂)(q1·ã2)
eiq1·b̃

= −
[

∂4

∂2t1∂2t2
(Y ·K·v2)b̃→b̃+t1v2+t2X

]
t1=t2=0

,

(4.27)

with

Y ·K·v2 = −
(
ã2·K1·k̂

)
(Y ·K1·v2)− (ã2·K1·Y )(k̂·K1·v2)− (ã2·K1·v2)(k̂·K1·Y )

8π|b̃(1)| (ã2·K1·ã2)
(
k̂·K1·k̂

) ,

(4.28)

where we have used Y µ := ϵ(k̂v2µa2), as well as (A.27) and (A.34).
Putting everything together, we find that (4.25) evaluates to

h
∞,(1)
I1

(u) = −
(κ
2

)6 6m1m2

(k̂·v2)3
×[(

(k̂·v2)D(1) + iE (1)
)
b̃→b̃+i(ã1+ã2)

+
(
(k̂·v2)D(1) − iE (1)

)
b̃→b̃+i(ã1−ã2)

]
.

(4.29)

7In fact, using the PV prescription the spurious contributions vanish separately in each diagram;
this is related to the tracelessness of the integral Kµν introduced in (A.27), see end of Appendix A
for a thorough discussion of this point.
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As for the G3 case, the complete I1 waveform is

h∞
I1
(u) = h

∞,(1)
I1

(u) + h
∞,(2)
I1

(u) , (4.30)

where

h
∞,(2)
I1

(u) = h
∞,(1)
I1

(u)
∣∣∣
(m1,a1,v1,b1)↔(m2,a2,v2,b2)

. (4.31)

Finally, we note the appearance in (4.25) of shifted impact parameters b̃+ i(ã1± ã2),
similarly to (4.6) in the G3 case. However there is an important difference with that
case: while the G3 waveform can be obtained from the scalar integrated waveform by
performing shifts in the impact parameter as dictated by the sectors, in the I1 case
these shifts occur at the level of the integrand. For the cosh part of the I1 integrand
they translate to shifts that can be performed on the integrated result; however the
part of the I1 proportional to the sinh function vanishes in the scalar case, and thus
provides a new contribution that cannot be obtained from the spinless waveform.

4.3 Waveforms for parity-odd deformations

To derive the waveforms for parity-odd deformations we only need to recall from Sec-
tion 2 that the Compton amplitudes for parity-odd deformations are obtained from
the parity-even ones by multiplying them by a factor of ±i depending on whether
the two gravitons have positive or negative helicity. The same property is inherited
by the cut five-point amplitudes which we use to construct the waveforms, that is

−iMP.O.
5 (k+) = i

(
− iMP.E.

5 (k+)
)
,

(
− iMP.O.

5 (k−)
)∗

= i
(
− iMP.E.

5 (k−)
)∗

,

(4.32)

from which it follows that

WP.O.(k+) = iWP.E.(k+) ,
(
WP.O.(k−)

)∗
= i
(
WP.E.(k−)

)∗
, (4.33)

where P.O. and P.E. stand for parity odd and even, respectively. Combining (4.33)
with (3.3) we see that(

WP.O.(k−)
)∗∣∣

k=−ω(1,x̂)
= WP.O.(k+)

∣∣
k=ω(1,x̂)

= iWP.E.(k+)
∣∣
k=ω(1,x̂)

. (4.34)

The two terms in (3.2), can then be combined as in the parity-even case, and hence
we conclude that

(h∞,P.O.
+ + i h∞,P.O.

× ) = κ

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωu WP.O.(b, k)

∣∣
k=ω(1,x̂)

= i (h∞,P.E.
+ + i h∞,P.E.

× ) .

(4.35)

This implies that

h∞,P.O.
+ = −h∞,P.E.

× , h∞,P.O.
× = h∞,P.E.

+ , (4.36)

that is, the “plus” and “cross” polarisations are then swapped in the way prescribed
by (4.36).
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5 Time-domain waveforms from tensor integral gen-
erating functions, reloaded

Alternatively, in the spirit of modern multiloop amplitude calculations, we can com-
pute the integrals by a systematic method proposed in [50]. For the tree-level wave-
form, we have two D-dimensional master integrals,

I1[y] :=

ˆ
dDq1

(2π)D−1

δ(2q1·v1)
q21

eiq1·b̂ , I2[y] :=

ˆ
dDq1

(2π)D−1

δ(2q1·v1)
q21q1·k̂

eiq1·b̂ , (5.1)

where y := (y1, y2, y3, ŷ4, ŷ5, ŷ6, ŷ7), with

y1 := σ = v1·v2, y2 := v1·k̂, y3 := v2·k̂,

ŷ4 :=
b̂·k̂√
−b̂·b̂

= 0, ŷ5 :=
b̂·v1√
−b̂·b̂

, ŷ6 :=
b̂·v2√
−b̂·b̂

, ŷ7 := b̂·b̂ . (5.2)

One can rewrite the two master integrals as

Ij[y] :=

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt eit Ĩj[y, t] :=

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt eit

ˆ
dD−4q1
(2π)3

δ(2q1·v1)
q21(q1·k)j−1

δ(q1·b̂− t) . (5.3)

The differential equation in t for Ĩj[y, t] is very simple:

∂tĨ1[y, t] =
D − 4

t
Ĩ1[y, t], ∂tĨ2[y, t] =

D − 5

t
Ĩ2[y, t] . (5.4)

It is easy to see that the t dependence is factorised from the other variables, and we
can solve for it directly as

Ĩ1[y, t] =
tD−4

D − 4
Î1[y] , Ĩ2[y, t] = tD−5Î2[y] . (5.5)

Then the two integrals in (5.1) are rewritten as

I1[y] =
(ˆ ∞

−∞
dt eit

t−4+D

D − 4

)
Î1[y] = −π Î1[y] ,

I2[y] =
(ˆ ∞

−∞
dt eit t−5+D

)
Î2[y] = iπ Î2[y] , (5.6)

where we have already used D = 4 − 2ϵ and taken the ϵ→0 limit. The differential
equations in four spacetime dimensions of the y-dependent part Î1,2[y] are

∂ŷ5 Î1[y] = − ŷ5
ŷ25 + 1

Î1[y], ∂y2 Î2[y] = − 1

y2
Î2[y]. (5.7)

The solutions are

Î1[y] =
−π

(2π)3
√
−b̂·b̂

√
ŷ25 + 1

, Î2[y] =
c2
y2

, (5.8)
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where c2 = 0 from the boundary conditions. Hence we can omit Î2[y] in the calcu-
lation and we are thus left with a single master integral.

All other integrals can be reduced to this master integral. For example, consider
the case of the integral

V̂ [y] :=
ˆ

dDq1
(2π)D−1

δ(2q1·v1)q1·v2
q21q1·k̂

eiq1·b̂ . (5.9)

We can rewrite it as

V̂ [y] =
ˆ ∞

−∞
dt eit Ṽ [y, t] =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt eit

ˆ
dDq1

(2π)D−1

δ(2q1·v1)q1·v2
q21(q1·k)

δ(q1·b̂− t) . (5.10)

By IBP reduction, the q1-integral is reduced to the single master integral Î1[y], and
finally we get

V̂ [y] = (−π)
y1 (y2 + ŷ4ŷ5)− y3 (ŷ

2
5 + 1)− ŷ4ŷ6 + y2ŷ5ŷ6

y22 + 2ŷ4ŷ5y2 − ŷ24
Î1[y] . (5.11)

We have checked that this formula is consistent with (A.18).
The integral in (4.24) contains a spurious pole in the entire function (sinhx)/x

(see [59, 60] for general discussions). However we can eliminate it by introducing the
integral representation [50]

sinhx

x
=

ˆ 1

0

dz cosh(z x) . (5.12)

Then there are four sectors in the waveform, with exponential factors eiq·b̂. The
particular form of the new variable b̂ depends on the sector as follows:8

(1) (2) (3) (4)

b̂ = b̃+ i(ã1 + ã2) b̂ = b̃+ i(ã1 − ã2) b̂ = b̃+ i(ã1 + zã2) b̂ = b̃+ i(ã1 − zã2) .

(5.13)

Then the waveform can be represented as a combination of tensor integrals:

h
∞,(1)
G3

(u) = −
(κ
2

)6 6m1m2

(k̂·v2)3
(1
4
Xµ1Xµ2vµ3

2 vµ4

2

2∑
i=1

I(i)
µ1µ2µ3µ4

(y)
)
,

h
∞,(1)
I1

(u) = −
(κ
2

)6 6m1m2

(k̂·v2)3
(
v2·k̂Xµ1Xµ2vµ3

2 vµ4

2

2∑
i=1

I ′(i)
µ1µ2µ3µ4

(y)

+Xµ1Xµ2vµ3

2 vµ4

2 Y µ5

4∑
i=3

I ′(i)
µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5

(y)
)
,

(5.14)

8We note that in the previous approach we employed to compute the I1 waveform there were
two sectors, corresponding to the cases (1) and (2) below. We now have two additional sectors
because the integral representation (5.12) introduces a dependence on the integration variable z.
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where Y µ := ϵ(k̂v2µa2), and y := (y1, y2, y3, y4, . . . , y18) denotes all the independent
scalar products among external kinematic vectors v1, v2, k̂, ã1, ã2, b̃, with y1, y2, y3
defined in (5.2) and

y4 :=
b̃·k̂√
−b̃·b̃

= 0, y5 :=
b̃·v1√
−b̃·b̃

, y6 :=
b̃·v2√
−b̃·b̃

, y7 := b̃·b̃ ,

y8 :=
ã1·k̂√
−b̃·b̃

= 0, y9 :=
ã1·v1√
−b̃·b̃

, y10 :=
ã1·v2√
−b̃·b̃

, y11 :=
ã1·ã1
−b̃·b̃

y12 :=
ã2·k̂√
−b̃·b̃

= 0, y13 :=
ã2·v1√
−b̃·b̃

, y14 :=
ã2·v2√
−b̃·b̃

, y15 :=
ã2·ã2
−b̃·b̃

y16 :=
ã1·b̃
−b̃·b̃

, y17 :=
ã2·b̃
−b̃·b̃

, y18 :=
ã1·ã2
−b̃·b̃

. (5.15)

The tensor integrals are generated as

I(i)
µ1...µr

(y) = ∂b̃µ1 · · · ∂b̃µr I(i)
1 [y] = ∂b̃µ1 · · · ∂b̃µr

ˆ 1

0

dz Î1

(i)
[y] ,

I ′(i)
µ1...µr

(y) = ∂b̃µ1 · · · ∂b̃µr V(i)[y] = ∂b̃µ1 · · · ∂b̃µr
ˆ 1

0

dz V̂(i)[y] .

(5.16)

We note that one cannot use Î2 to generate the tensor integral as its value is trivial.
Furthermore, it is not possible to set y4=0 in V̂(i) and Î(i)

1 directly, as ∂b̃µy4 is nonva-
nishing. The superscripts in V̂(i) and Î(i)

1 denote the tensor generating function with
b̂ in different sectors. Then we only need to perform the z integration for the simple
cases of Î1

(3,4)
[y] and V̂(3,4)[y]. By using IBP and partial fractioning, the z integral

can then be reduced to a basis of three integrals:ˆ 1

0

dz

Y
,

ˆ 1

0

dz

b̂·b̂Y
,

ˆ 1

0

dz z

b̂·b̂Y
, (5.17)

where Y2 := −b̂·b̂ ŷ25 − b̂·b̂, which are straightforward to evaluate directly.

6 Time-domain waveforms from residues

A final approach, followed in [32, 33], makes use of Cauchy’s residue theorem. We
start by rewriting the original expression for the waveform in (3.9) as follows,

h∞
I (u)=− iκ

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iω(u−k̂·b̃2)

ˆ
d4q1
(2π)2

δ(2p1·q1)δ(2p2·(k − q1)) e
iq1·b̃ MI , (6.1)

where k = ωk̂. Further, we split up the waveform into contributions coming from
the two cuts (3.18), and rescale the momentum transfers as qi = ωq̂i,

h
∞,(i)
I (u)=− iκ

ˆ
d4q̂1
(2π)2

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
ω2e−iω(u−k̂·b̃2−q̂1·b̃)δ(2p1·q̂1)δ(2p2·(k̂ − q̂1))

MI,q2i
(ωk̂, ωq̂1, ωq̂2).

(6.2)
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The basic idea now is to rewrite the integral over q1 as a contour integral encircling
the physical poles. To do this, it is worth introducing a parameterisation which is
best suited to the various sectors of the problem. Explicitly, we can factor out the
exponential dependence on the spin for each cut, in a similar manner to (4.25),

MI,q21
= e−ã1·q1

∑
l=±

el ã2·q2M(l)
I,q1

, MI,q22
= e−ã2·q2

∑
l=±

el ã1·q1M(l)
I,q2

. (6.3)

Focusing on the q1 cut, this allows us to rewrite the waveform as

h
∞,(1)
I (u)=− iκ

ˆ
d4q̂1
(2π)2

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
ω2δ(2p1·q̂1)δ(2p2·(k̂ − q̂1))∑

l=±

e−iω(u−k̂·b̃2−q̂1·b̃−iã1·q̂1+ilã2·(k̂−q̂1))M(l)

I,q21
(ωk̂, ωq̂1, ωq̂2)

=− iκ

ˆ
d4q̂1
(2π)2

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
ω4δ(2p1·q̂1)δ(2p2·(k̂ − q̂1))∑

l=±

e−iω(ul−bl·q1)M(l)

I,q21
(k̂, q̂1, q̂2) ,

(6.4)

where we have extracted the ω dependence of M(l)

I,q2i
, which is simply a factor of ω2,

and we have defined

ul := u− k̂·b̃2 + i l ã2·k̂ , bµl := b̃µ + iãµ1 + i l ãµ2 . (6.5)

To evaluate (6.4), we parameterise the q1 integral in each sector using [35]

z1 := v1·q1, z2 :=v2·q1, zbl := bl·q1, zol := ol·q1 , (6.6)

with

oµl := ϵ(v1v2b̃lµ) . (6.7)

The Jacobian for this transformation is simply∣∣∣∣∂qµ1∂zj

∣∣∣∣ = 1

|ol·ol|
. (6.8)

With this, the q1 cut contribution to the waveform becomes

h
∞,(1)
I (u) = −i

κ

(4π)2m1m2

(
∂

∂u

)4∑
l=±

ˆ
d4zj
|ol·ol|

δ(z1)δ(z2 − v2·k̂)δ(zbl − ul)M(l)

I,q21

= −i
κ

(4π)2m1m2

(
∂

∂u

)4∑
l=±

ˆ ∞

−∞

dzol
|ol·ol|

M(l)

I,q21

∣∣∣
z1→0, z2→v2·k̂, zbl→ul

.

(6.9)
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The final integral in zol can be computed using Cauchy’s residue theorem. There are
(at most) three poles present in M(l)

I,q21
:

Physical Pole:
1

q21
∼ 1

(zol − A)(zol − A⋆)
,

Spurious Poles:
1

q1·k
∼ 1

(zol −B)
,

1

(k − q1)·a2
∼ 1

(zol − C)
,

(6.10)

where A,B,C are functions of the external kinematics. The residues in 1/q1·k and
1/(k − q1)·a2 must cancel upon summing over the sectors l and cuts since the poles
are spurious.9 Thus, in practice, we only need to compute the residue on the physical
pole 1/q21. This way of computing the integrals also makes it clear why terms with
only spurious poles do not contribute to the waveform: they have vanishing residues.

One may check that the integral (6.9) has no pole at infinity (after applying the
∂/∂u derivatives) and that the integrand falls off sufficiently fast at infinity to close
the contour above or below the axis. This contrasts with the case of Einstein-Hilbert
gravity [32, 33] where the pole at infinity exists and must be evaluated using a prin-
cipal value prescription. In fact, we could have predicted this from the start. In [32],
it was shown that the pole at infinity is given by the leading soft theorem of the five-
point amplitude. Our five-point amplitude is built from higher-derivative corrections
to general relativity and cannot change this universal leading soft theorem. Indeed,
we can check that our amplitude vanishes in the soft limit ω→0, which manifests in
the time-domain waveform as vanishing linear memory, as discussed in Section 8.

To compute the contribution of the q2 cut, we follow an identical procedure to
the above but using the sectors for Mq22

in (6.3). Upon summing both contributions,
we obtain the full waveform for I1 and G3:

h∞
I (u) = h

∞,(1)
I (u) + h

∞,(2)
I (u) . (6.11)

The expressions obtained using this method are lengthier than those found in Sec-
tion 4. Reassuringly, they are in complete agreement.

7 Showcase of waveforms

In this section we show several plots of the waveforms for the G3 and I1 deformations,
with and without spin. We recall that the waveforms for the parity-odd interactions
G̃3 and Ĩ1 are related to the parity-even ones by (4.36), that is a simple swap of their
real and imaginary parts; thus separate plots for the case of parity-odd deformations

9More precisely the residue in 1/(k−q1)·a2 must cancel when summing over the sectors l in each
cut. The residue in 1/q1·k will only cancel after summing both cut contributions.
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are not needed. We will parameterise our external kinematics as follows:10

vµ1 = (σ, 0, 0,
√
σ2 − 1) , vµ2 = (1, 0, 0, 0) ,

k̂µ = (1, sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) , bµ = b(0, 1, 0, 0) ,

aµ1 = a1(0, 0, 1, 0) , aµ2 = a2(0, 0, 1, 0) , (7.1)

[k|α̇ =
√
2

 sin
θ

2

− cos
θ

2
e−iϕ

 .

For the graphs below, we will choose θ=ϕ=π/3 and fix the spins to be either aligned
or anti-aligned with the orbital angular momentum. We will also set b=1 which
means in practice that the spins ai and the retarded time u are measured in units
of b. Finally we will ignore a prefactor so that the waveforms are plotted in units of
κ6m1m2βi.

7.1 Spinless case

We begin by showing the G3 and I1 waveforms for the scalar case, for various values
of σ = v1·v2.
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Figure 1: The G3 waveform (h∞
+ + ih∞

× )(u) plotted in the spinless case for various
values of σ=v1·v2. We show separately the real and imaginary part of the waveform
(the plus and cross polarisations). Note the absence of gravitational memory in both
the real and imaginary part of the waveform.

10Our waveforms are valid for arbitrary spin configurations; however in the figures shown in this
section we will focus on the case where the spins of the two bodies are aligned.
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Figure 2: The I1 waveform (h∞
+ + ih∞

× )(u) plotted in the spinless case for various
values of σ=v1·v2. Note that the amplitude for the I1 deformations is about ten
times larger than for the G3 case.

7.2 Spinning case

We now show a few G3 and I1 waveforms for spinning objects. In Figures 3 and 4 we
consider the cases where only the spin of one of the two bodies is nonvanishing, say
a1 ̸=0 and a2=0, and do so for increasing values of a1. In Figures 5 and 6 we show the
G3 and I1 waveforms when both objects are spinning, with their spins aligned, for
various choices of the ratio a2/a1. Note that the gravitational memory is absent also
in the spinning case. We also recall that in setting b=1 we are measuring the spins ai
in units of b. Thus, the values we are plotting here, e.g. ai=± 0.5, are rather large.
Finally, the waveforms also have poles at b = ±a1 ± a2,11 although these points are
not problematic since we assume |ai| ≤ Gmi < b.
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Figure 3: The G3 waveform (h∞
+ + ih∞

× )(u) plotted for a1 ̸= 0, a2 = 0.

11These poles arise from treating the spin dependence exactly and are also present in the scattering
angle [23].
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Figure 4: The I1 waveform (h∞
+ + ih∞

× )(u) plotted for a1 ̸= 0, a2 = 0.
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Figure 5: The G3 waveform (h∞
+ + ih∞

× )(u) plotted in the aligned spin case with
a1/b=0.2 and for various ratios a2/a1.
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Figure 6: The I1 waveform (h∞
+ + ih∞

× )(u) plotted in the aligned spin case with
a1/b=0.2 and for various ratios a2/a1. Note that the amplitude of the I1 deformations
is about ten times larger than for the G3 case.

– 24 –



8 (No) gravitational memory

As it is well known, gravitational memory is related to soft limits of the five-point
amplitude [49], and a discussion of the memory in the General Relativity waveforms
to all orders in spin was presented in [33, 34]. We now wish to study if cubic
deformations alter in any way the gravitational memory. Defining the memory as

∆(h∞
+ ± ih∞

× ) := (h∞
+ ± ih∞

× )
∣∣
u→+∞ − (h∞

+ ± ih∞
× )
∣∣
u→−∞ , (8.1)

one finds that (see e.g. [23, 29])

∆(h∞
+ ± ih∞

× ) = −i κSHEFT
W

(
k̂,−i

∂

∂b
;±
)
δHEFT , (8.2)

where

δHEFT :=

ˆ
dµ(D)eiq·b

(
− iMHEFT

4

)
(q) , (8.3)

is the Fourier transform to impact parameter space of the four-point classical am-
plitude MHEFT

4 [61–63], which now has to be evaluated in the presence of cubic
deformations; while and SHEFT

W is the classical (or HEFT) Weinberg soft factor [28]

SHEFT
W = −κ

2

1

ω
ε(h)µν (k)

[
pµ1q

ν + pν1q
µ

p1·k̂
− pµ1p

ν
1

q·k̂
(p1·k̂)2

− 1 ↔ 2

]
. (8.4)

However, at leading order (tree level) in the presence of cubic deformations the
classical four-point amplitude vanishes, MHEFT,(0)

4 = 0; indeed, this quantity starts
receiving corrections at one loop, or 2PM, which were computed in [23]. We conclude
that the leading-order gravitational memory in the presence of cubic deformations
vanishes. This is also confirmed by the explicit plots shown in the figures in Section 7.

9 Discussion

In this paper we have considered parity-even and -odd cubic deformations to general
relativity, and computed analytically the corresponding corrections to the waveforms
to leading order in the deformations and in Newton’s constant. We have done so
following three independent approaches, yielding results in complete agreement. The
direct integration method provides the most compact expressions, though the IBP
reduction and residue methods are possibly more easily extendable beyond tree level.
The residue method is especially rewarding in that it easily shows the absence of
contributions from spurious poles.

To conclude, we briefly muse on the size of the corrections due to the cubic
deformations studied here and in [23]. Specifically, we focus on an observable quantity
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such as the impulse (or momentum kick) ∆P|R3 , and ask when the corrections arising
from cubic deformations become comparable to those in general relativity at a certain
PM order.

Our cubic vertices have the form (schematically)
´
d4x βκ3(∂2h)3. We redefine

the coupling constant in such a way that the three-point vertex scales as κ, thus
introducing β = β̂/κ2; in terms of β̂ the vertex has the form κβ̂

´
d4x (∂2h)3, and we

note that the dimension of β̂ is (length)4, so that we will set β̂ = ℓ4EFT. We found in
[23] that, to leading order in the deformation and in G, the corrections to the impulse
arising from cubic deformations have the form (see (6.61)–(6.64) of that paper)

∆P|R3 ∼ βκ6m
3

b6
∼ β̂

κ2

G3m3

b6
∼ m×

(
ℓEFT
b

)4(
Gm

b

)2

. (9.1)

On the other hand, to nPM order in general relativity the impulse receives corrections
of the type

∆P|EH,n ∼ m×
(
Gm

b

)n

, (9.2)

so that

∆P|R3

∆P|EH,n

∼

(
ℓEFT
b

)4

(
Gm

b

)n−2 . (9.3)

For hyperbolic encounters of interest we can choose for illustration Gm/b ∼ 1/5,
which ensures that perturbation theory is still valid while also giving rise to a sizeable
effect. By further requiring that, for observability, ∆P|R3/∆P|EH,n ∼ 1, we arrive at
the estimate

ℓEFT ∼ b (1/5)
n−2
4 . (9.4)

As an example, we can ask when the corrections from cubic deformations become
comparable to those arising at 5PM (or four loops) in general relativity.12 From (9.4),
and further choosing b ∼ 100 km we arrive at the estimate ℓEFT ∼ 30 km, which is
within the regime of validity of the effective field theory, and also happens to be in
agreement with the estimate provided in [8]. We also note that in [14], bounds on
the fundamental length scale ℓR4 in a quartic effective field theory considered earlier
in [5] were established, resulting in ℓR4 ≲ 150 km.

Similarly, we find that the waveform h∞ in general relativity at order n in the
PM expansion scales as

h∞|EH,n ∼ b×
(
Gm

b

)n

, (9.5)

12Parts of the 5PM corrections to the impulse and the scattering angle for non-spinning objects
were recently computed in [64].
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where now n=2 corresponds to tree level and n=3 to one loop. For the leading cubic
correction computed in this paper we found (see for example (4.18) and (4.15))

h∞|R3 ∼ b×
(
Gm

b

)2(
ℓEFT
b

)4

, (9.6)

leading to similar conclusions as above for the impulse (9.4). Furthermore, if we
assume that ℓEFT ∼ Gm we can say that the effects of cubic interaction are in
practice four orders higher in the PM expansion. This may be challenging given the
currently available state of the art results in the PM expansion, but results in the
PN framework might already give access to higher orders in G.

A final comment on the spin radii ai. In the expressions for the impulse and
waveform, they appear through the shifted impact parameters (schematically) b̃ =

b+ a (omitting Lorentz indices and numerical factors). Recalling that for a physical
Kerr black hole a/(Gm) ≤ 1, we can express this as

b̃ = b

(
1 +

a

Gm

Gm

b

)
. (9.7)

This implies that effectively every factor of a increases the PM order by one, since
GM/b is the effective loop counting parameter. For example, the linear in spin part of
our results should be accompanied by the one-loop correction of the scalar waveform
in the cubic theory. We hope to return to these questions in the near future.
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A All tensor integrals we need

We summarise here relevant integrals needed to compute the time-domain waveforms
in our paper. We focus here on integrals involving the 1/q21 propagator, while integrals
involving the 1/q22 propagator can be obtained by appropriate relabelling of the
results quoted below. In the following we define qµ := qµ1 and introduce the projector

P µν
1 := ηµν − vµ1 v

ν
1 . (A.1)

Henceforth, we denote projected four-vectors and their modulus as

V µ
(1)

:= P µν
1 Vν , (A.2)

and

|V(1)| :=
√

−V(1)·V(1) =
√

−V ·P1·V . (A.3)

The first and simplest integral we encounter is

I =

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

eiq·b̃

q2

=

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

eiq·b̃(1)

q2

= − 1

8π|b̃(1)|
,

(A.4)

where in the second line we exploited the fact that due to the δ-function we can
insert for free the projector P1 between q and b̃ in the exponent. We actually need
tensor versions of this integral,

Iµ1µ2...µn = I[qµ1qµ2 · · · qµn ] =

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1) eiq·b̃

qµ1qµ2 · · · qµn

q2
, (A.5)

which can be simply obtained by acting n times on I with the derivative operator

−i
∂

∂b̃(1)µi

, (A.6)

and using the identity [34]

∂b̃µ(1)

∂b̃(1)ν
= P µν

1 . (A.7)

Two examples are

Iµ = −i
∂I

∂b̃(1)µ
=

i

8π

b̃µ(1)

|b̃(1)|3
, (A.8)
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and

Iµν = − ∂2I
∂b̃(1)µ∂b̃(1)ν

=
|b̃(1)|2P µν

1 + 3b̃µ(1)b̃
ν
(1)

8π|b̃(1)|5
. (A.9)

In a similar fashion, we can obtain the other two more complicated tensor integral
families. The first one is

J µ :=

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)eiq·b̃

qµ

q2 k̂·q
, (A.10)

which, as already mentioned at the end of Section 4.2, requires a regulator because
of the 1/k̂·q pole. This is a spurious pole that cancels in the sum of the two diagrams
contributing to the waveform and, of course, the final result is independent of the
regulator. For illustration we will present here the evaluation of J µ using both the
principal value (PV) and iε prescriptions, while in the main text we only make use
the PV prescription.

We begin discussing the PV prescription. We denote the PV regulated integral
by J µ, which can be expressed in terms of the scalar integral

J :=

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

eiq·b̃

q2 k̂·q
, (A.11)

as

J µ = −i
∂J
∂b̃(1)µ

. (A.12)

Following [27], we now notice that J is invariant under rescaling of b̃. Indeed a
rescaling b̃ → α b̃ can be undone by the rescaling q → q/α which leaves the integrand
unchanged. Hence, we infer that

b̃(1)µJ µ = −i b̃(1)µ
∂J
∂b̃(1)µ

= 0 , (A.13)

and we further notice that v1µJ µ = 0 since v1·q = 0 due to the δ-function in the
integral. Hence J µ must live in a two-dimensional subspace orthogonal to vµ1 and b̃µ(1).
In order to implement this, it is convenient to introduce the symmetric tensor [27]

Kµν
1 = |b̃(1)|2P µν

1 + b̃µ(1)b̃
ν
(1) , (A.14)

obeying Kµν
1 v1ν = Kµν

1 b̃(1)ν = 0. This allows us to write an ansatz for J µ as

J µ = cKµν
1 k̂ν . (A.15)

We can now solve for c by observing that

J µk̂µ = I = − 1

8π|b̃(1)|
= c k̂·K1·k̂ , (A.16)
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from which it follows that

c = − 1

8π|b̃(1)|k̂·K1·k̂
. (A.17)

Therefore, we find that

J µ =
Kµν

1 k̂ν

8π|b̃(1)|
[
(v1·k̂)2|b̃(1)|2 − (k̂·b̃(1))2

] , (A.18)

and from this result we can obtain J µµ1...µn with any number of extra qµi insertions
by taking derivatives with respect to b̃(1)µi

as explained above.
In order to obtain tensor integrals, the form above is preferred as it makes the

b̃(1)-dependence fully transparent. On the other hand, one can obtain a more compact
expression in terms of the shifted, unprojected impact parameter b̃ as follows. First,
it is important to note that b̃·k̂ = 0 as assumed throughout the paper. Note that
any shift of b̃ by ãi preserves this property since ãi·k̂ = 0. Under this assumption we
can then write

b̃µ = b̃µ(1) −
k̂·b̃(1)
k̂·v1

vµ1 , (A.19)

from which it follows that

|b̃ |2 := −b̃·b̃ = |b̃(1)|2 −
(k̂·b̃(1))2

(k̂·v1)2
. (A.20)

We can then rewrite J µ in the more compact form (if b̃·k̂ = 0)

J µ =
Kµν

1 k̂ν

8π(v1·k̂)2|b̃(1)| |b̃ |2
. (A.21)

Next, we examine the same integral, this time regulated with an iε prescription:

J µ
ε :=

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

qµeiq·b̃

q2 (k̂·q − iε)

= i

ˆ 0

−∞
dτ

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

qµeiq·(b̃+τ k̂)+τε

q2

(A.22)

= − 1

8π

ˆ 0

−∞
dτ

b̃µ(1) + τ k̂µ
(1)[

−(b̃+ τ k̂)·P1·(b̃+ τ k̂)
]3/2 , (A.23)

where in the second line we have used the Schwinger trick and in the last line we
have used (A.8). Performing the τ integration gives

J µ
ε =

|b̃(1)|k̂µ
(1) − v1·k̂ b̃µ(1)

8π(v1·k̂)|b̃(1)|(|b̃(1)|v1·k̂ + b̃(1)·k̂)
, (A.24)
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and similarly, replacing iε → −iε we find

J µ
−ε =

|b̃(1)|k̂µ
(1) + v1·k̂ b̃µ(1)

8π(v1·k̂)|b̃(1)|(|b̃(1)|v1·k̂ − b̃(1)·k̂)
. (A.25)

It can then be checked that these integrals are related to the PV integral (A.18) as

J µ =
1

2
(J µ

ε + J µ
−ε) . (A.26)

Finally, we tackle (with PV regularisation) the most complicated integral,

Kµν =

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2v1·q)

eiq·b̃qµqν

q2 k̂·q a2·q2
=

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2v1·q)

eiq·b̃qµqν

q2 k̂·q (−ã2·q)
, (A.27)

where we have introduced the shifted spin radii

ãµi = aµi −
ai·k̂
vi·k̂

vµi , ãi·k̂ = 0 , (A.28)

for i = 1, 2. Also note that qµ2 = kµ − qµ1 = ω∗k̂µ − qµ = v2·q
v2·k̂

k̂µ − qµ, and therefore
we can rewrite a2·q2 = −ã2·q. Kµν has the following important properties:

Kµνv1ν = Kµν b̃ν = Kµν b̃(1)ν = Kµνηµν = 0 . (A.29)

The first is due to the δ-function, the second and third property are consequence of
the rescaling invariance of Kµ, and the fourth property (tracelessness) can be seen
as follows: taking the trace and choosing to work in the rest frame v1 = (1, 0, 0, 0),
we find

Kµνηµν =

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

eiq·b̃

k̂·q (−ã2·q)

= −
ˆ 0

−∞
dt1dt2

ˆ
d3q⃗

2(2π)3
e−iq⃗·(⃗̃b+t1

⃗̂
k+t2⃗̃a2)

= −1

2

ˆ 0

−∞
dt1dt2 δ(3)(⃗b̃+ t1

⃗̂
k + t2⃗̃a2) ,

(A.30)

which vanishes for generic choices of the vectors.
Due to the properties mentioned above, the integral (A.27) must be a symmetric

tensor living in the two-dimensional subspace orthogonal to v1 and b̃,

Kµν = c1K
µν
1 + 2c2(ã2·K1)

(µ(k̂·K1)
ν) , (A.31)

where

Kµν
1 := |b̃(1)|2P µν

1 + b̃µ(1)b̃
ν
(1) . (A.32)
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Notice that no other structures are allowed in this ansatz, since the result must be
symmetric under swapping k̂ ↔ −ã2 and be rescaled by 1/(α1α2) if we perform the
replacement {k̂, ã2} → {α1k̂, α2ã2}. Requiring also tracelessness, we instantaneously
find c1 = −c2

(
ã2·K1·k̂

)
. On the other hand

Kµν k̂µã2ν = −I =
1

8π|b̃(1)|
= c2 (ã2·K1·ã2)

(
k̂·K1·k̂

)
= −c2 (ã2·K1·ã2) (v1·k̂)2|b̃|2 ,

(A.33)

and hence we find

Kµν = −
(
ã2·K1·k̂

)
Kµν

1 − 2(ã2·K1)
(µ(k̂·K1)

ν)

8π|b̃(1)| (ã2·K1·ã2)
(
k̂·K1·k̂

) . (A.34)

If we further assume b̃·k̂ = 0, which is true for all possible shifted versions of the
impact parameter b̃± iã1 ± iã2, we find

Kµν =

(
ã2·K1·k̂

)
Kµν

1 − 2(ã2·K1)
(µ(k̂·K1)

ν)

8π(v1·k̂)2|b̃|2|b̃(1)| (ã2·K1·ã2)
. (A.35)

Finally, we comment on potential terms in the waveform integrand that do not have
physical poles 1/q2i with i = 1, 2, but instead have a pole of the form 1/(w·q) (or a
product of such factors). In such cases the same manipulation as in (A.30) guarantees
that such terms make vanishing contributions to the waveform. In other words, the
tracelessness of integrals like Kµν in (A.27) guarantees that terms with only spurious
poles do not contribute to the waveform. This fact was also noticed in the Einstein-
Hilbert case in [34]. For this reason, it is not necessary to use the full five-point
amplitude, but the sum of the two factorisation channels (3.17) suffices. Similarly,
all polynomial terms that only give rise to (derivatives of) δ-functions can be ignored.

B Tensor integrals from generating functions

We now describe an alternative (and faster) way to compute tensor integrals. All of
the integrals we are interested in have the form

I [D]
m1...mn

(b̃) :=

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1) eiq·b̃

(q1·c1)m1 · · · (q1·cn)mn

D
, (B.1)

for some denominator D, and where ci, i = 1, . . . , n are four-vectors. These can be
obtained very easily from the integral

I [D](b̃; t1, . . . , tn) :=

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

eiq·
(
b̃+

∑n
i=1 tici

)
D

= I [D](b̃+
n∑

i=1

tici; 0, . . . , 0) ,

(B.2)
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as

I [D]
m1...mn

= (−i)
∑n

i=1 mi
∂
∑n

i=1 mi

∂m1t1 · · · ∂mntn
I [D](b̃; t1, . . . , tn)

∣∣∣∣
t1=t2=···=tn=0

. (B.3)

For instance, for the case of the G3 waveform we need an integral of the form
ˆ

d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1) eiq·b̃

(q·v2)2(q·X)2

q2
, (B.4)

where Xµ := [k̂|v1σµ|k̂]. This can be evaluated as

∂4

∂2t1∂2t2

ˆ
d4q

(2π)3
δ(2q·v1)

eiq·
(
b̃+t1v2+t2X

)
q2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
t1=t2=0

= − 1

8π

(
∂4

∂2t1∂2t2

1

|b̃(1) + t1v2(1) + t2X(1)|

)
t1=t2=0

,

(B.5)

where we used (A.4), and as usual we adopt the notation defined in (4.12) for pro-
jected vectors (but note that X(1) = X).

Summarising, in this approach we can easily relate tensor integrals to simpler
ones (not necessarily scalar integrals, as seen in the previous section), without the
need to perform Lorentz contractions and with the advantage of having to perform
differentiations with respect to scalar parameters rather than vectors.
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