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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 [; and Gj,
and the parity-odd ones I; and G3. 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 Gy and G5 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 I; and I,
similar shifts occur, but are accompanied by additional contributions that cannot
be captured by simply shifting the scalar I; and I, 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 GG, 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

I = R R" o R o5, Iy = RM™4RY , R s . (1.1)
However, instead of I, we prefer working with the combination
G3 = ]1 — 2]2 s (12)

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 I; and
G5, which are obtained from the parity-even ones by replacing one of the Riemann
curvatures R**% by the dual R**#=(1/2)e** R,,*’. Summarising, the effective

action we will work with is
) .. - .
S:/d4x\/—g <_?R + ﬂ1]1+52G3+ﬂ1]1+52G3) . (13)

Particular choices of the coefficients 31, 82, 51, B2 correspond to specific theories!, 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 fgpr < 38.2 km was determined for
the fundamental length scale of cubic theories, specifically for the case where Bi=P,
B=P>=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.

. 72 712 ~ ~ . .
'For instance 1= — %9, fo=— 5%, f1=P2=0 reproduces the low-energy effective action

of bosonic string theory.



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 ansétze 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 ic 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.



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
I, and its parity-odd version I; contain spurious poles of the form (sinhz)/z, 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 I; or I; 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 G5 and G 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 G5 and G5 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


https://github.com/QMULAmplitudes/Cubic-Corrections-to-Spinning-Observables-from-Amplitudes
https://github.com/QMULAmplitudes/Cubic-Corrections-to-Spinning-Observables-from-Amplitudes

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 I; 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 I,
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 k; and e,
t = 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 ky-ep, = ko-gp, = 0 are found to be? [23]

My, (p, ki, ko) = i (g)4 24 (k1-k2)2(en, -%>{ cosh(a-q) {Q(pfkl)(p-&?;@) —m2(en,En,)

B Z,Sinh(a-q)

a-q [(p'5k1)6(€k2paq) + (p-ekQ)e(eklpaq)] } ;

(2.1)

2From now on, we will omit the coefficients of the cubic interactions 81, B2, 51, 32, which can
be reintroduced at the end of the calculations. Furthermore, we note that in our normalisations
Newton’s constant is defined as G = k?/(32m).



and

Mo,k k) =i (5) 6 <k1-k2><ek1-sk2>2{ cosh(a-q) | (p-(k1 = k2)° 4+ m®(ky-k2)

_sinh(a-
— 24 %p-(k’l — ko) e(k’lkzgpa)] } ,
(2.2)
while
Mll(p7 k%iuk2$$) = MIQ(p7 klii7k2$¥> =0 ) (23)

where g = k1 + ko.

The amplitudes (2.1) and (2.2) can also be rewritten in spinor-helicity variables:*

M) = (5) 2 - dcostan) o) (o

1 2 7sinh(a~q) 24)
+ 3o = k)2 (pi2izda) - Rl ll2) |
and
My k) = 5 () %{ cosh(ag) [ (p (b — B2))” + m2(ka )]
L (2.5)
3 = k) D ([p2f2ial1) ~ RADI1Il2) |

In the following we will focus on the GG3 deformations instead of I5. The corresponding
classical Compton amplitude in spinor-helicity variables is

4
Me, (p ki k™) = —3im? (g) cosh(a-q)[12]*. (2.6)

Note that this amplitude has no term proportional to (sinha-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.

30ur spinor conventions are the same as in [52].



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:=|Z| and time ¢ with fixed retarded time u:=t—r. The quantity of interest is then

R ou v 1 00 +7 00
(hy *ihy) = <hw/t>€/(lii) = m(m +ih3), (3.1)
for which one finds that*
o) -7 00 JrOOdw —iwu + * F
hE £ihy =k . ot [9(‘*’) W (b, k )|k:w(1,>”<) + 0(=w) W (b, k ){k:—w(l,ﬁ)}’
(3.2)

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

* h . —h
W0, 6| iz = WOE) s - (3.3)
Using this result, one can easily combine the two terms in (3.2) into
00 +7 00 oo dw —iwy
hT £ih3 = “/Oo on’ W (b, ki)|k:w(1,&) : (3.4)

At leading order (tree level) this can be neatly obtained from the five-point clas-
sical bremsstrahlung amplitude Ms5(q1, g2, a1, as; h) describing the scattering of two
objects with ring radii a; and ay with the emission of a graviton with momentum
k=q, + q2 and helicity h:

W(b, k") = —i /d,u(4) ellarbitiarba) A (g1 gy, a1, a9;h), (3.5)

where

au® = L D50 k)5(2p1-q1)3(2p 3.6

and g 2=p12—p) o are the momentum transfers. The barred variables [53, 54] are
defined as

_ q _ q
p1:p1+—1, pllzpl——l,
m=m+T,  h=p-T |
2 2 27 2 2 27

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



and satisfy
P1rqa =p2rg2 =0. (3.8)

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

+00dw —lwu
B (u) = x / SR W (Wi
_Oo+oo dw ' d4q1 ‘ (39)
= /oo %e_wu/(2#)26(2}71@1)5(2172'(1{5 — qp)) ellatrre) pf

where we omitted the helicity dependence, performed the ¢, integration using mo-

mentum conservation from (3.6) and defined
k= wk=w(l,x). (3.10)

This is the main formula we will use. We also note that b:==b; — by is the asymptotic
impact parameter, which satisfies

b'U1 = b‘UQ =0. (311)

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:

D2 Ph
N\ /!
SR S (3.12)
i
/ \"
D j

The two Kerr black holes have masses m; and ms with

/

P% = (p1)2 =m

/

1. p=(h)’=m3. (3.13)

It is also convenient to introduce four-velocities v; and vy as

p1 =My, P2 = Moz, (3.14)



so that v} = v3 = 1. The two black holes have ring radii a; and a,, where for a
single black hole we recall that the ring radius a* is related to the spin vector as
at == S"/m [39, 55-58|, where

1
S = 5", Sas (3.15)

with S#* 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

o =01y > 1. (3.16)

Note that 0 = —2 =, with being the relative velocity of one of the two black holes
1-%

in the rest frame of the other. For instance, in the rest frame of particle 1 we can
write v{' = (1,0,0,0) and vy = o(1, 7).

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

2 H 2/ 2 2/

———————— k

q2 l
B G e
which correspond to the two possible factorisations as q%—>0 or q%—)O, with ¢ +¢=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

Mg = q%Ms(—pl,ql)Mz(—pz, —q kT, (3.18)
Mg = qi'%M:g(—pQ, 0 )Mi(—pr,—gi K. (3.19)

with
M1 = Mgz + My + contact terms. (3.20)

Here M; denotes the Compton amplitude in the presence of a deformation I, with
I€(11,Gs, 11, G3), as given in Section 2. Mj is a classical three-point amplitude with



one graviton of momentum ¢ and two massive spinning particles with momenta p and
—(p + ¢) and ring radius a. For the two possible helicities of the emitted gravitons
one has [39]

Ms(p,q*™") = —i (g) e (%L—Z‘;ﬂ) o Ms(pgT) = —i <g> e (%) ’

(3.21)

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

Mng = Ml,q% 5 (322)

12

where 1 <> 2 means swapping the masses, spin vectors and momenta, in addition to
also exchanging ¢; and g¢s.

With these ingredients it is very easy to construct the integrand of the waveforms.
For the case of the GG3 deformation, and choosing as reference spinor of the three-point
amplitude the spinor of the external graviton, we get

K\® 3mim3

Mg, 2= —t (—) s [klviqa|k]* e cosh (ag-(q1 — k) - (3.23)
1 2 ql

For Iy, the result is

C(R\? Sm%m% []{3|U1q1|]€]2 —ai-q1
Mg =i (5) Q@ qk ‘ -
. sinh as-(k — ¢1)
o 4COSh[a/2'(k _ Q1)](—U2'Q1)(U2'k> — 22’1}2‘(]{7 + Q1) a (l{} q ) E(kvthCLZ)
2\ — ({1

(3.24)

Note that because of the first §-function in (3.9) we can simplify the above expression
using v;-q1=0 into

512 m2m3
Mo g = =i (5) 2 (kforgi k]2 (vs-k) e x
1,497 2 ql (qlk) (3 25)
_sinhay-(k — ¢q) '
hlas-(k — k) — k
|:COS [az-(k — q1)](va-k) — i P e(kvaqras)

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 w
integration in (3.9) using the delta function §(2ps-(k—gq1)). This localises the graviton
energy w to the value w* given by

W= W (4.1)
k‘?)g
where we recall from (3.10) that k := wk. One then quickly arrives at [27]
K d*q oz
h*°(u) = — - / 5(2q;-v1)e 1 M PP 4.2
(@) o2mymy(k-vy) J (2m)3 S sl (4.2
with the following definitions:
6 = 51 — 52 y
. — kb, 4.3
bi::bi—i—uivi, ui::uA R 221,2 ( )
k"Ui
We note that the modified (shifted) impact parameter b has the useful property that
kb=0, (4.4)

since k-b;=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 (3 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, MGS,q%, MG3,qg and
discarding contact terms (see (3.20)). To proceed, we first rewrite

k] = Vwlk], (4.5)
and recall that w is localised at the ¢;-dependent value w* given in (4.1), and where
k] is w-independent. We also rewrite the cosh term in Mg, (—ps, —¢, 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),

) d4Q1 .7
R () = i / 52010 M.
G3 (U) 2m1m2(/~c‘v2) (Qﬂ)z ( q1 U1)€ G3,43 PR
_ _§ (5)6 77?1m2 /d4Q1 5(ZQ1'U1) (Q1-X)2(Q1-v2)2 [eiq1~[5+i(fll—a2)] +eiq1.[g+i(@l+52)]}
2\2 (k-vg)3 (27)3 ¢
3 /R\S mimy vas vas
T2 (§> (;};.02)3X“X”02av25[zu ‘B—>l§+i(a1—az) + 1" |1§—>5+i(a1+a2)}
3 (RNS mama ) )
2 <§> (/}.02)3 [C ‘5—>5+i(d1—d2) +C ‘5—>5+i(&1+62)] ’

(4.6)

- 11 -



where we used the expression for Mg, .2 derived earlier in (3.23). We also defined

X, = [k|vio,E], (4.7)
and
C~li =a; — Uia—A y (48)
’Ui'k'

which allows us, using (4.1), to rewrite’
as-(k —q1) = —as-q . (4.9)

The definitions of the tensor integrals Z#'#» 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

d'q (@1 X)*(q1v2)* 0,5
(1) — —1 2 . 1 172 1q1-b
¢ /(QW)?’(S( o) @ ‘

R 1 (4.10)
87T 82t182t2 ‘6(1) —+ tl’l}g(l) + tQX(1)| - .

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

P =g — ol (4.11)
which allows us to define
V(*f) = P"V, , (4.12)

and

Vol =~V Vo = V-V-P-V . (4.13)
We also note that X, = X*.
With these definitions and performing the derivatives in (4.10) we find

3
C(l) = —— |:2(XU2 1 )2
87T|b(1)|5 ( )
5 ~ ~ ~ (B 1 'U2)2 ~
+ Pl (v§<1>(X b1))? + 4(X v201)) (X b)) (bay-va1y) + 7|(5:T(X b)) )|

(4.14)

5In writing (4.6) we have also used that g;-v1=0 and replaced a;-¢; with a;-g;. 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).

- 12 —



which can be simplified further into®

b3 [2Xw? | 5D () G
¢ e (#3005 + 1) ) 47 o )|

(4.15)

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

7 3 vV po o UV vo
7 () = ——2— [(P{‘ Py + PP + ProPlY)
87[b()|
5 v 18 ajv 1B vallh 1.8
+—— (Pu BB + PLOB L + BB B,
by (4.16)

+ PR B + PEOB G + Pf%gg)ég))

35 _—

+ = by b b(l)bﬂl} :
byt W

where the projector P{" is defined in (4.11), bfy, in (4.12) and [by| in (4.13). Note

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

n (4.6). Pleasingly, we find complete agreement of the contractions of this tensor

integral with the result obtained from the generating function,

X, X, 090025 TP (b) = CV) . (4.17)
We then have
0o.(1) ) — 3 (B mama [ o) &) ]
he, (u) = 5 <2> (ovy)? [C ’6—>B+i(a1—a2) +C {l;—>l~)+i(d1+d2) : (4.18)

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

o9 1 0,
B () = 1 [hG3“><u>

00,(1
5 + hGg( (u)

(4.19)

a;=0, b—b+i(ay+az) a;=0, E—>B+i(a1—ag)]

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

(1) (2)
b=0b+i(a + ) b="b+i(a —a), (4.20)

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

5We have also rewritten 5(1)-112(1) as 5@4}2, since for any two vectors m* and n* we have
MmNy = My = mey-n, with mé) = P/"”m,,, with the projector P; defined in (4.11).

— 13 —



Finally, the complete waveform, including contributions from both factorisation
channels, is

hes (u) = hey™ (u) + by P (u) | (4.21)
where

hee P (w) = hgg™ (u) . (4.22)

(m1,al,v1,b1)<—>(MQ,a2,v2,b2)
We also observe that under this exchange the variable b defined in (4.3) changes sign,
b < —b.
4.2 The I; waveform

In the presence of the I; deformation, the time-domain waveform is

' d*q g1
R W () = — " - / §(2q1-v1)e" M My, - , 4.23
n (W) omymy(k-vy) J (2m)° (2q-0) T oy (4.23)
where we have, from (3.25),
/RN 12m2m2 (w*)? S o
Mgl _ .= (5) ) 2§ ) (X-q1)*(v-k) e x
k=w*k Q1 (q1k> (4 24)
o ~ sinhag (Wk—q1) - .
coshlas-(w*k — q1)](ve-k) — i - e(kvaqras)|
as-(w*k — q1)
with w* given in (4.1). Therefore we obtain
66 d* X-0)2(q1-05)3
R W) = (5) / T (a0 q;) Qroe)”
2/ (kvy)? J (27) ai (k)
[(Uz.;; i ZM) ciar(briar+az)] | (1,2.;; _ ZM) ez’q1~[5+i(al—a2>1] ,
q1-a2 q1-az
(4.25)

where the shifted spin vectors @; 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/ (ql-l;‘), which originates from the propagator
i/(¢? +ie) = i/(—2q1-k + ie) 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 ie prescription or the Prin-
cipal Value (PV) prescription, finding complete agreement.” In the following we will
choose the PV prescription, and for completeness we give in Appendix A the master
integral J* in (A.11) with both prescriptions (while for K we only present the
result in the PV prescription).

The first type of integral we need is

By
(2m)? qi(qr1-k)

?

84
- [8%1821&2 (‘7'”2)5—>l~)+t1v2+t2X:| R (4.26)

o [ 84 ( UQ'Kl'];’ > ]
02410%t, 87|b)| [(Ul'k)le(l)P - (k'b(l))z} b—bttiva+ta XA 4 1, —0 |

where we have used (A.18) and K1 = |b) 2P/ + 5’(‘1)~1(’1) from (A.14).
The second type is

~

&= / u 6(2q1-v1) (01 X)*(qr-vo) e (kvzq102) b

(27T)3 Q%(QIIC) (QIdQ) (4 27)
o .
= — [m (Y',C-Uz)l;—)5+t1v2+t2X:| htas )
with
v IC vy — (dgKllzi) (Y'KI'UQ) — (ELQKlY)(]%KlUQ) — (ELQKlUQ)(l%KlY)
NV — T - ~ ~ )
87T’b(1)‘ (dgKldg) (kKlk)
(4.28)
where we have used Y# := e(kuvopias), as well as (A.27) and (A.34).
Putting everything together, we find that (4.25) evaluates to
o K\ 6 6mim
) == (5)
(k-v2) (4.29)

~

kvg) DY — W)

{((]%'02)2)(1) + Zlg(l))bﬁiﬂri(dﬁrdz) * <(

>E%E+i(alag)} )

“In fact, using the PV prescription the spurious contributions vanish separately in each diagram:;
this is related to the tracelessness of the integral K introduced in (A.27), see end of Appendix A
for a thorough discussion of this point.
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As for the G5 case, the complete I; waveform is
2(u) = W () + 1@ (w), (4.30)
where

00,(2) 00,(1)

hp 7 (u) = hy ™ (u) s b1y (s taionb) (4.31)
Finally, we note the appearance in (4.25) of shifted impact parameters b+ 4(a; & as),
similarly to (4.6) in the G5 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 I case
these shifts occur at the level of the integrand. For the cosh part of the I; integrand
they translate to shifts that can be performed on the integrated result; however the
part of the I; 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 +¢ 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

—iMEO (k) =i(—iMEE(RD)) (MO () = (=M (RT)
(4.32)
from which it follows that
WP’O'(,I{Z+) — iWP'E'</{5+), (WP'O‘(/{?_))* — i(WP'E’(/{Z_))*, (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. (kf)) *

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

= WP (k1)) = W) g - (439)

=—w(1,X) =w(1,%)

we conclude that

hoo,P.O. »hoo,P.O. o +<>Odw 71wu WPO b k
( + +2hy ) =k ‘k =w(1,X)

oo 27r (4.35)
=i (WP i b,
This implies that

that is, the “plus” and “cross” polarisations are then swapped in the way prescribed

by (4.36).

— 16 —



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,

d°q 0(2qiv1) i d°q 0(2qiv1) i
ily] ::/ et Toly] ::/ —Lelnt 5.1
1 T : 0P 2 (5-)

where y = (y17y27y37 g47@57g67 g7>7 with

~

Y1 =0 = U102, Y2 = vr-k, Yz = 112']%,
Ig4 = B]%A = — 0, g5 = B—U}Aa Yo = bv% =
vV —=bb vV —=bb —bb
One can rewrite the two master integrals as

dD4 2 R
z = [ dee Gy [ aeet = Cav) soh_w. (53

5 g (quk)t

. gr=0bb. (5.2

The differential equation in ¢ for i'j ly, t] is very simple:

D4~ ~ D—5~

O]y, t] = Tily, 1], O DLoly. 1] = Ty, 1. (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

. tD_4
Ilb’vt] = D—4

Tily], Ly, t] = P Ly]. (5.5)

Then the two integrals in (5.1) are rewritten as

nly = ([ aret ) hly) = Tl

Lly] = ( / Tt et fw)z y] = ir Loyl (5.6)

—00

where we have already used D = 4 — 2¢ and taken the e—0 limit. The differential
equations in four spacetime dimensions of the y-dependent part Z; »[y]| are

b~ . 1~

Oy = — 7 0y, L = ——T 5.7
s 1 (Y] Bl 1[y], o Lo[y] " 2[y]- (5.7)
The solutions are
~ —T ~ c
Lily] = — : Lyl = —, (5.8)
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where ¢; = 0 from the boundary conditions. Hence we can omit Zo[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

Vly] = / L L
@CmP=t Gaik

(5.9)

We can rewrite it as

T dPq 8(2q1-v1)q1-v2 o
— it it o . 1
Vy] /_oo dt e V ly, t] / dte / 20T Pk aqr-b—1t). (5.10)

By IBP reduction, the ¢;-integral is reduced to the single master integral fl ly], and
finally we get

Divl — y1 (2 + 9a¥s) — ys (93 + 1) — Gafs + y2y5y61-

] = () L ).
Y3 + 20asy2 — Ui

We have checked that this formula is consistent with (A.18).

The integral in (4.24) contains a spurious pole in the entire function (sinhz)/x

(5.11)

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

sinh z

= /1dz cosh(z z) . (5.12)

X

Then there are four sectors in the waveform, with exponential factors et The
particular form of the new variable b depends on the sector as follows:®

(1) (2) (3) (4)
b="b+i(ay+ady) b=b+i(a —ag) b=0b+i(d + 2as) b=>b+i(a — zas).

(5.13)
Then the waveform can be represented as a combination of tensor integrals:
o1/ y Kk\6 6mims /1 s
he, ' (u) = — (§> (];)‘1)2)3 <4XH1XMQU#3 4 ZIM)MHB»M ) 5
(1 K\ 6 6mims
3 () = - (5) - (w kXM X P20l vt Z 1) e (5.14)

(kvg)3

XXy b Z u1u2u3ﬂ4“5 (y)> ;

8We note that in the previous approach we employed to compute the I; 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* = e(kvopas), and y = (y1, Y2, Y3, Ya, - - -, y1s) denotes all the independent

scalar products among external kinematic vectors vy, vq, k, a1, as, b, with yi,ys, ys3
defined in (5.2) and

E]% E'Ul . B"UQ

Ya = :07 Ys = == Yo = == Yyr = 867
4 ' 5 5 6 1 7

= :07 = —, . .~~7 = ;"'

Ys ‘ Yo i Y10 =T Yu "D

|
1)
S
|
S

IS}
—
>
S
—
-t
iy
@
—
™
N
jS )
—
IS}
—

L2
1)
S

62']% 0 ELQ"U]_ ElQ‘UQ dg'&g
Y12 = — = U, Y13 == =) Y1a = — Yi5 = —=—=
—bb \/ —bb \/ —bb —bb
ar-b g+ G-
= —, = —, =—. 0.15
Yie D Yir il Y18 i ( )
The tensor integrals are generated as

1
i i -~ (1)
IO (y) = O - Oy T y] = g -+ - By / dz T, [y],
0 (5.16)

1
I/,A(ll-)nm (y) = Oppr =+ Oy %% lyl = Oy **+ Oy /0 dz YO lyl.

We note that one cannot use Z, to generate the tensor integral as its value is trivial.
Furthermore, it is not possible to set y4=0 in V) and Il(l) directly, as Jj,.y4 is nonva-

=

nishing. The superscripts in V@ and Z(z denote the tensor generating function with

b in different sectors. Then we only need to perform the z integration for the simple
~ (3,4 ~ . . .. .

cases of Il( )[y] and VG4 [y]. By using IBP and partial fractioning, the z integral

can then be reduced to a basis of three integrals:

Yd b d d
e / o / a=c (5.17)
o V 0o bbY o bbY
where )? = —I;ngg — IA)ZA), 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,

()= —in [ by [ g0 o Wb My, (6.1
T (u)=—ir . ge W (2p1-q1)6(2p2-(k — qu)) e I ( . )

where k = wk. Further, we split up the waveform into contributions coming from
the two cuts (3.18), and rescale the momentum transfers as ¢; = wg;,

00,(i (A [TCdw oy tuie—did ) .
B0 ()= — m/(%)g/ %w% (u=kba=a19) 52,416 (2pa-(k — 1)) 62)

Ml,qf (wl%, Wi, wqs).
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The basic idea now is to rewrite the integral over ¢; 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),

M = e Z 6162'(12/\/{%2}1 , M =e @2 Z el al"”M%g : (6.3)

7q2
=+ l==%

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

o] . d4 ] +oo dw I A

(2ﬂ)2 2

Z e,iw(u—l%-f)zfﬁl'i’*ial'(jﬁril&?(iﬂiql))M‘(I Q(Ldk' W(h:qu)

=+

d*q, [T dw L "
. —*8(2p1-01)6(2p- (k — g
m/(27r)2/ o (2p1-G1)0(2p2-(k — G1))
e_iw(ul—prI)My’zﬁ (/A{, 1, G2) »
1=+

where we have extracted the w dependence of MY, which is simply a factor of w?,

and we have defined

Lg2’

wo=u—kby+ilagk, b :=0"+ial+ilal. (6.5)
To evaluate (6.4), we parameterise the ¢; integral in each sector using [35]
2 =011, 22 =Uaqu, 2o = 0iqu, 2o = 01qu (6.6)
with
of' == e(vyvabyp) . (6.7)

The Jacobian for this transformation is simply

_ (6.8)

|or-01]

Oay
3zj

With this, the ¢; cut contribution to the waveform becomes
2O () = - / )82, — w) M)
) (47r)2m1m2 8u Z o oz\ — vz k)o(zn — )M g

X[
(47r)2m1m2 8u oo ol| "11 21250, zp—va-k, 2o, =1y

(6.9)
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The final integral in z,, can be computed using Cauchy’s residue theorem. There are

(at most) three poles present in M%%:

1
q% (ZOZ - A)(ZOZ - A*) ’

g . Pol 1 1 1 1
urious Poles: ~ , ~ ,
P Gk (zg—B) (k—aq)a (2 —C)

Physical Pole: 1 ~
(6.10)

where A, B, C are functions of the external kinematics. The residues in 1/¢;-k and
1/(k — ¢1)-a2 must cancel upon summing over the sectors [ and cuts since the poles
are spurious.” Thus, in practice, we only need to compute the residue on the physical
pole 1/¢?. 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
0/0u 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 w—0, which manifests in
the time-domain waveform as vanishing linear memory, as discussed in Section 8.

To compute the contribution of the ¢y cut, we follow an identical procedure to
the above but using the sectors for Mgz in (6.3). Upon summing both contributions,
we obtain the full waveform for I; and Gj:

hee(u) = bW (w) + b (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 G'3 and I; deformations,
with and without spin. We recall that the waveforms for the parity-odd interactions
G5 and I; 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 —¢1)-as must cancel when summing over the sectors [ in each
cut. The residue in 1/¢;-k will only cancel after summing both cut contributions.
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are not needed. We will parameterise our external kinematics as follows:!”

v)' = (0,0,0,Vo?—1), vl =1(1,0,0,0),

ki = (1,sin 0 cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos 0) , b* =0(0,1,0,0),
d = a,(0,0,1,0), = as(0,0,1,0),  (7.1)
.0
sin —
[kl = V2 )
—cosie_wﬁ

For the graphs below, we will choose §=¢=m/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 a; 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

/£6m1m25i.

7.1 Spinless case

We begin by showing the (G5 and I; waveforms for the scalar case, for various values
of o0 = vy-vs.

Re Im
0.2+ 0.2+
‘ / \ /— —_— ,/_ . ‘
-2 -1 1 2 -2 - | 1 2
N/ \\/
-02- 0.2
— 0=12
g=15
—04\- 0.4
g=2

Figure 1: The G3 waveform (hS° + ih3Y)(u) plotted in the spinless case for various
values of o=v;-v5. 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.

00ur 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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— 0=2 4

Figure 2: The [; waveform (h3° 4 th$)(u) plotted in the spinless case for various
values of o=v;-v5. Note that the amplitude for the I; deformations is about ten
times larger than for the G5 case.

7.2 Spinning case

We now show a few G3 and I; 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
a17#0 and a,=0, and do so for increasing values of a;. In Figures 5 and 6 we show the
G5 and I; waveforms when both objects are spinning, with their spins aligned, for
various choices of the ratio as/a;. 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 a;
in units of b. Thus, the values we are plotting here, e.g. a;,= £+ 0.5, are rather large.
Finally, the waveforms also have poles at b = £a; & as,'! although these points are
not problematic since we assume |a;| < Gm; < b.

Re Im

2F 2F

't /\ \i

— a1b=0.2
ay/b=0.4

-4r —— ay/b=05 -4r

A B /\‘ AN |
-2 - S 1 2 -2 -1 1
_1 |- _1 |-
_2 |- _2 |-
-3

Figure 3: The G3 waveform (hS° + ih)(u) plotted for a; # 0, ag = 0.

HThese poles arise from treating the spin dependence exactly and are also present in the scattering
angle [23].
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— 62/61 =-

—— aglaq = 0

— aplas =1

Figure 5: The G3 waveform (hS° 4 ihY)(u) plotted in the aligned spin case with
a1 /b=0.2 and for various ratios as/a;.

Figure 6: The I, waveform (h3° + ih3’)(u) plotted in the aligned spin case with
a1 /b=0.2 and for various ratios as/a;. Note that the amplitude of the I; deformations
is about ten times larger than for the G5 case.
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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

A £ih) = (hF b)), — (W EhT)| ., . (8.1)
one finds that (see e.g. [23, 29|)
A(h% £ ih%) = —i rGHEFT <k —@'%; i) p— (8.2)
where
OHEFT = /dM(D)eiq'b ( - iMEEFT)(Q) ) (8.3)

is the Fourier transform to impact parameter space of the four-point classical am-
plitude MIEFT [61-63], which now has to be evaluated in the presence of cubic
deformations; while and SEFFT is the classical (or HEFT) Weinberg soft factor [28]

1 Hn v VL ]2;
GHEFT _ _k ~e) (k) g+ ng — it % 1409 (8.4)
2w p1-k (p1-k)?

However, at leading order (tree level) in the presence of cubic deformations the

© _ 0; indeed, this quantity starts

classical four-point amplitude vanishes, M?EFT’
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) AP|.s, 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) [d*z Sx*(9%h)*. We redefine
the coupling constant in such a way that the three-point vertex scales as k, thus
introducing § = 5//12; in terms of 3 the vertex has the form x/ [d*x (0*h)?, and we
note that the dimension of 3 is (length)?, so that we will set 3 = £, 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)

3 2 (13,3 4 2
g™ 5 G°m gEFT Gm
On the other hand, to nPM order in general relativity the impulse receives corrections
of the type
G n
APl ~mx (G1) 92)
so that

4
gEFT
s ()

APy, (G_m) |
b

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, AP|zs / AP|gy  ~ 1, we arrive at
the estimate

Crpr ~ b(1/5)"T . (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.'? From (9.4),
and further choosing b ~ 100 km we arrive at the estimate {gpr ~ 30km, 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 zs in a quartic effective field theory considered earlier
in [5] were established, resulting in £+ < 150 km.

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

G n
h®|gtn ~ b X (Tm) , (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))

2 4
h| s ~ b x <G7m) (gEbFT> , (9.6)

leading to similar conclusions as above for the impulse (9.4). Furthermore, if we

assume that lgpr ~ 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 a;. In the expressions for the impulse and
waveform, they appear through the shifted impact parameters (schematically) b=
b+ a (omitting Lorentz indices and numerical factors). Recalling that for a physical
Kerr black hole a/(Gm) < 1, we can express this as

~ a Gm
b=b(1l+——]) . 9.7
( * Gm b ) (5.7)
This implies that effectively every factor of a increases the PM order by one, since
G M /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/¢? propagator, while integrals
involving the 1/¢3 propagator can be obtained by appropriate relabelling of the
results quoted below. In the following we define ¢* := ¢} and introduce the projector

P = np — ol . (A.1)
Henceforth, we denote projected four-vectors and their modulus as
Vi = A"V, (A.2)
and
Vool = v~V Viy = V=V-Pi-V. (A.3)

The first and simplest integral we encounter is

d4q eiqi)
7= 0(2q-v1)——
/(2@3 (2m) ¢

d4q e’iq~l~7(1)
:/ np’ ) A
B 1
87T|[~)(1)| ’

where in the second line we exploited the fact that due to the d-function we can
insert for free the projector P, between ¢ and b in the exponent. We actually need
tensor versions of this integral,

d4q L~ quqN? .. ql‘n
Trzbn = Tlghgh2 . ghn) = [ ——6(2¢0) €10 | A5
) = [ it - (A5
which can be simply obtained by acting n times on Z with the derivative operator

0

—i— : (A.6)
by
and using the identity [34]
obl!
W pm (A7)
6b(1)l,
Two examples are
or i Wy

TH

== = : (A.8)
by, 8T byl
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and

27 by [P P + 30 b
T 0 ] \ Wl ) (A.9)
Ob(1yudbayy 87l |°

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

d* gt
Vi ::/#(5(2(]-01)6“]%% : (A.10)
which, as already mentioned at the end of Section 4.2, requires a regulator because
of the 1/ l%-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* using both the
principal value (PV) and ie 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*, which can be expressed in terms of the scalar integral

iq-b

e
d(2q-v , A1l
(2q-v1) e k-q ( )
as
JH = —i 9J (A.12)
Ob(ayu

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

= - oJ
b(l)uj'u = —1 b(l)ﬂ~— =0 y (A].S)

by
and we further notice that v, J* = 0 since v;-¢ = 0 due to the d-function in the
integral. Hence J* must live in a two-dimensional subspace orthogonal to v} and b’(‘l).

In order to implement this, it is convenient to introduce the symmetric tensor [27]

K = by Pl + b(l) '(1) , (A.14)

obeying K{" vy, = Kf”l;(l),, = (. This allows us to write an ansatz for J* as
T* =c K"k, . (A.15)
We can now solve for ¢ by observing that

R 1 . .
Tk, =1 =———— =ck-K'k, (A.16)
87T|b(1)|
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from which it follows that
1

87T|b(1)‘kK1k

Therefore, we find that

(%)
Th = — Mk : (A.18)
87T|b(1)| [(111'/{7)2’()(1)‘2 — (/{Z‘b(l))ﬂ

and from this result we can obtain J#*#» with any number of extra ¢* insertions

by taking derivatives with respect to 5(1) u as explained above.

In order to obtain tensor integrals, the form above is preferred as it makes the
5(1)—dependence fully transparent. On the other hand, one can obtain a more compact
expression in terms of the shifted, unprojected impact parameter b as follows. First,
it is important to note that b-k = 0 as assumed throughout the paper. Note that
any shift of b by @; preserves this property since a;- -k = 0. Under this assumption we
can then write

R 080
b=y - P, v, (A.19)
from which it follows that
S k-bry)?
Ib|? == —b-b = [b|* — (kb)) (A.20)
(k-vy)?
We can then rewrite J# in the more compact form (if b- k= 0)
(%)
T = Kk (A.21)

8 vk b 15

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

4 " iq-l;
e / (ﬂgmq.m)q;

2m) 2 (k-q — ie) (A.22)
d4 quezq (b+7k)+7e ’
/ dT/ 0(2qv) ————
7
b‘(‘ + Tké‘)
= 87T d’T 3/2 7 <A23)

|0+ 7h)-Pre(b + 7h)

where in the second line we have used the Schwinger trick and in the last line we
have used (A.8). Performing the 7 integration gives

(1 — (A.24)
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and similarly, replacing ic — —ie we find

gr = Lol Focki (A.25)
= 8a(vk) by (b |vi -k — by-k)

It can then be checked that these integrals are related to the PV integral (A.18) as
1
JH = 3 (Jr+T%) . (A.26)

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

d4 iq-B WV d4 iq-B WV
/c“”:/—qga(zvl.q) cq"q :/ T 5(20-q)——— L (A27)
(2m) 2 kq azq (2m) ¢ k-q (—az-q)

where we have introduced the shifted spin radii

z'l% ~ 7
it =a— T apk =0, (A.28)
Ui'k?
for i = 1,2. Also note that ¢& = k* — ¢t = Wkt — g* = Zi—:gl%“ — ¢, and therefore
we can rewrite as-qa = —as-q. K* has the following important properties:
K vy, = KPb, = K™ by, = K", = 0. (A.29)

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

, d4q ezq~b
KH N = /W 5(2qU1)A—

k-q (—aa-q)
" PG i) (A.30)
— | dtydty | LI iaGrnkied .
/oo : 2/ 2(2m)

_ _5/ dtydty 6O (b + trk + tad) |

—0oQ
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 v; and b,

KM = ey KM + 2¢y(ag- K1) W (k-Ky)Y) (A.31)
where
K™ = [byy 2P + 6?1;(”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 k +» —ay and be rescaled by 1/(ajaw) if we perform the
replacement {l%, as} — {alfc, (2Gs }. Requiring also tracelessness, we instantaneously
find ¢ = —¢ (&Q-Kl-/%). On the other hand

a 1 B B ~ ~ R R N~
IC’“’k:uagV = —Z = = = C9 (CLQ'Kl'(LQ) (k’Klk?) = —Cy (ag'Kl'CLQ) (Ul'k‘)2|b|2 s
87T|b(1)|
(A.33)
and hence we find
o K1 k) K™ — 2(ag-Ky)# (kK )Y
o — _(az 1 ) 1 (Go- K1) (k-K1) ' (A.34)

87|bey| (ao-K1-ao) (kK -k)
If we further assume b-k = 0, which is true for all possible shifted versions of the
impact parameter b & ia, + ias, we find
o K1 -k) K1Y — 2(aag K ) (k- K, )Y)
8 (v1-k)2(b2|by| (a2 Ky-d2)
Finally, we comment on potential terms in the waveform integrand that do not have
physical poles 1/¢? with i = 1,2, but instead have a pole of the form 1/(w-q) (or a

o L (A.35)

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 IO 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) -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

- d4q s (Q1'Cl)m1 ... (Q1'C )mn
P (b) = /—5 2q-v;) €'7? " B.1
mlmn( ) (271')3 ( qvl)e D ) ( )

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

~ d4q 6iq~ (54—2?:1 tiCi)

TPV bty, ... t,) = /—6 2q-
( s U1, ) ) (27'(')3 ( qu) D
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as
az?:1 m;

G = (_i)ZELZl " Omity .- Omnt

MI...Mp,

TP by, ... 1) : (B.3)

ti=to=--=t,=0

For instance, for the case of the GG3 waveform we need an integral of the form

d'q g0y e (@02)* (¢ X)°
/ amy 020) o (B.4)

where X# := [k|v;0#|k]. This can be evaluated as

84 d4(] eiQ' (5+t1v2 +t2X)
2+ 92 / 3 0(2q-v1) 2
0%t10%ty ) (2m) q
t1=t2=0 (B.5)

1 o 1
8m \ 0%t10%ty ‘b(l) + t1v91) + t2X(1)’ b —ta0 ’

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