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ABSTRACT: Using the Schwinger-Keldysh “in-in” effective field theory (EFT) framework, we
complete the knowledge of nonlinear gravitational radiation-reaction effects in the (relative)
dynamics of binary systems at fifth Post-Newtonian (5PN) order. Diffeomorphism invari-
ance plays a key role guaranteeing that the Ward identities are obeyed (in background-field
gauge). Nonlocal-in-time (memory) effects appear in the soft-frequency limit as boundary
terms in the effective action, consistently with the loss of (canonical) angular momentum.
We identify a conservative sector through Feynman’s i0™-prescription. Notably, terms at sec-
ond order in the (linear) radiation-reaction force also produce conservative-like effects (as we
likewise demonstrate in electromagnetism). For the sake of comparison, we derive the O(G*)
contribution to the total (even-in-velocity) 5PN relative scattering angle. We find perfect
agreement in the overlap with the state of the art in the Post-Minkowskian expansion, both
in the conservative and dissipative sectors, resolving the (apparent) discrepancy with previous
EFT results. We will return to the full conservative part of the 5PN dynamics elsewhere.
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1 Introduction

Einstein’s theory of gravity is rooted on the nonlinearities of its field equations, famously pro-
ducing black hole (Schwarzschild and Kerr) solutions in vacuum. Yet, in many situations of
interest, such as the dynamics of a pair of black holes emitting the gravitational waves (GWs)
observed by the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA collaboration [1], finding even an approximate solution
within a perturbative scheme—such as the weak-field /slow-velocity Post-Newtonian (PN),
weak-field Post-Minkowskian (PM), or small-mass-ratio expansions—is a daunting task. For-
tunately, this is no longer an academic endeavour, since GW astronomy with third-generation
detectors such as LISA [2], the Einstein Telescope [3] and the Cosmic Explorer [4] relies upon
our ability to produce high-precision theoretical models for compact binaries [5-8|. Its in-
tricacy, however, requires an orchestrated effort joining various ‘traditional’ [9-11], effective
field theory (EFT) [12-33], and amplitudes-based [34-40] analytic methodologies, combined
with numerical simulations [41, 42], to tackle the two-body problem in general relativity.

Among the key contributions to the gravitational dynamics are the so-called hereditary
terms, e.g. [43, 44], which are due to the interaction of the outgoing radiation with the binary’s
(Kerr) background geometry, a.k.a. “tail” and “failed-tail” effects, as well as the waves emitted
at an earlier time, a.k.a. “memory” effects. These nonlinear gravitational corrections, which
are not present in electromagnetism, not only modify the GW radiated power [14, 45|, they
also contribute, starting at 4PN order [46-48], to the conservative radiation-reaction forces
acting upon the constituents of the binary system. Moreover, adding even more contrast
to the electromagnetic case, the difficulty of dealing with these hereditary terms is further
exacerbated by the (in)famous time nonlocality from tail effects, which introduces ultraviolet
(UV) and infrared (IR) divergences in intermediate computations [46-51]. The divergences
are directly linked to the split into “near” and “far” zones, which are bread and butter of
various perturbative expansions [52]. The presence of IR poles, in particular, led to various
discrepancies and ambiguity parameters in the original derivations of the 4PN conservative
dynamics, e.g. [53]. These were ultimately resolved via a careful separation between “poten-
tial” and “radiation” regions within dimensional regularization (dim. reg.) [52], amusingly
similar to the Lamb shift [54], yielding ambiguity-free results—without departing from the
confines of the PN scheme—both in the traditional and EFT approaches [47, 49-51].

The hereditary story at the subsequent 5PN order had not concluded, until now, in a
similar fashion. On the one hand, several contributions are well understood. Higher PN-order
terms due to the leading (mass-type) tail [47], as well as from higher order multipoles (e.g.
the octopole [55], etc.) are straightforward. Moreover, after a careful study of the multipole-
moment decomposition in d dimensions [56, 57], current-type tail terms were also derive to
5PN order [58, 59], and agree in the overlap with the value inferred from the so-called Tutti-
Frutti (TF) approach [60], and also with the recent 5PM (conservative) results at first order in
the self-force expansion [61]. On the other hand, the values previously found in the literature
[59, 62-64] for the failed tail (involving the total angular momentum of the binary) as well as



the memory contribution (involving the product of three quadrupole moments), both entering
at second-order in the self-force expansion, were in conflict with the total result at 4PM order
obtained in [24, 28] using the PM EFT formalism [20, 27]. One of the main purposes of this
paper is therefore to restore the harmony between the PN and PM derivations of hereditary
effects within the unifying EFT framework.

A key element of our derivation is the role of diffeomorphism invariance. This demands
that the multipole moments of the effective theory, which are defined in a locally-flat frame, are
themselves also subject to gravitational effects due to GW emission. Furthermore, although
it turns out to be relevant only at higher PN orders, the requirement of gauge invariance of
the long-distance theory forces upon us the use of the background-field gauge [12, 14]. These
two conditions combined guarantee that the Ward identities are automatically obeyed once
the field equations for the complete two-body dynamics are enforced, and vice versa. Another
important aspect of our computation is the extension of the EFT approach to the Schwinger-
Keldysh “in-in” formalism [65, 66], which has already been proven to be very successful to
incorporate dissipative effects both in the PN and PM regimes, e.g. [15, 16, 27, 28, 47, 67-75].
This requires a doubling of degrees of freedom, schematically (z — x4, h — hy), for all of the
worldline and bulk variables. Crucially, this is mandatory even for “conserved” quantities,
such as the mass/energy, M, as well as the angular momentum, L. As we shall see, in order
to obtain consistent results, both must be included and varied through the Euler-Lagrange
procedure.

As we mentioned earlier, a well-known property of nonlinear gravitational interactions is
the appearance of nonlocal-in-time effects. Hereditary interactions yield nonlocal contribu-
tions to GW fluxes, for instance, the well-known memory correction to the radiated angular
momentum [76]. As expected, this feature must then find its counterpart in the near-zone
effective theory. In addition to the well-understood case of tail terms, e.g. [46, 47], we demon-
strate that nonlocal-in-time effects appear in the (in-in) effective action, due to memory ef-
fects. The latter are captured by boundary contributions associated with soft-frequency limits
of the relevant integrals. After incorporating all of the aforementioned subtleties, overlooked
in the previous literature [55, 59, 63, 64], we complete the knowledge of hereditary effects in
the two-body dynamics at 5PN order.

As it was argued in [20], a conservative-like contribution can be identified through the
“in-out” effective action, using Feynman’s i0T-prescription (while retaining the real part of
the answer). For the case of tails and failed tails, the derivation of the conservative part is
relatively straightforward, provided all the relevant contributions are included, and we agree
with the results given in [64, 77]. On the other hand, due to various subtleties—from Ward
identities and 0™ -prescription—our result disagrees with the conservative memory terms ob-
tained in [55, 59, 64], already at 4PM order. Furthermore, at 5PM and beyond, Feynman’s
prescription may introduce additional nonlocal-in-time effects, which had not been taken into
account so far. The existence of conservative-like hereditary corrections in gravity, however,
is not the end of the story. There are other types of nonlinear contributions that enter in



the dynamics, namely those at second-order in the leading radiation-reaction force.! Further-
more, their existence is implicit also for electromagnetic interactions, for which second-order
effects in the Abraham-(Dirac)-Lorentz force are responsible for conservative contributions
in (relativistic) scattering computations [78]. We reproduce—from the point of view of the
EFT in the PN scheme [14, 67]—the leading order conservative-like radiation-reaction-square
result reported in [78], and apply the same procedure to the gravitational “Burke-Thorne”
force [15, 47, 79].

After adding up all the terms to the (in-in) effective action at 5PN order, including
the known potential-only and tail-type corrections [58, 62], we derive the contribution to
the total (even-in-velocity) relative scattering angle at O(G*). Perfect agreement is found
in the overlap with the complete 4PM results in [28], as well as with the conservative part
in [24]. The results reported here thus resolve the (apparent) discrepancy between previous
EFT derivations in both approximation schemes. We will return to the extraction of the full
conservative part of the (relative) 5PN dynamics in more detail elsewhere. The rest of this
paper is organized as follows:

In §2, we briefly review the EFT approach and the in-in formalism. We emphasize the
invariance under diffeomorphisms, and the need of a background-field gauge. In §3 we derive
the contribution to the stress-energy tensor due to hereditary effects. We demonstrate the
validity of the Ward identities for sources satisfying the expected GW fluxes at leading order.
We then derive the energy and angular-momentum GW flux due to nonlinear gravitational
effects. In §4 we derive the hereditary contributions to the (in-in) effective theory from failed-
tail and memory effects. We demonstrate the existence of nonlocal-in-time corrections arising
as boundary terms in the soft-frequency limit. We also provide expressions for the nonlinear
radiation-reaction forces, and explicitly show the equivalence between near and far-zone dis-
sipative effects, including the known nonlocal-in-time contribution to the flux of (canonical)
angular momentum. In §5 we introduce the conservative (in-out) effective action. We demon-
strate the existence, starting at 5PM order, of nonlocal-in-time effects from a ‘Principal Value’
(Z) integral due to Feynman’s prescription, and identify the (local-in-time) contribution at
O(G*). In §6 we derive the impulse from all of the hereditary radiation-reaction forces, as
well as all second order effects in the Burke-Thorne force, and their associated contribution
to the total (relative) scattering angle at O(G*). We find perfect consistency with the re-
sults first reported in [28] at 4PM order. We also discuss the conservative part, including
failed-tail, memory, as well as radiation-reaction-square terms, finding as well agreement in
the overlap with the value in [24]. We conclude in §7 with a discussion on various subtleties
in our derivations. Other relevant aspects of our computations, including conservative-like
radiation-reaction-square effects in electromagnetism and the role of the background-gauge
fixing, are relegated to appendices.

! Although the relevance of such terms was also pointed out in [60], they had not been included till now in
the derivation of conservative effects.



List

of conventions

We use the mostly minus signature 1, = diag(+, —, —, —) for the Minkowski metric.
h=c=1, k=v321G = m;ll.
d™(z) = (2m)"0"(x).

We use Einstein’s conventions for summations over repeated indices. To avoid confusion
with the choice of metric signature, we use the Euclidian 3-metric whenever results are
written with space-like indices irrespectively of their (up or down) position.

We use (square) round brackets to identify a group of totally (anti-)simmetrized indices,
e.g.

1 1
AwCoBl) = 5 (AuCpBy + ALCpBy) . Ay CpByy = §(AMCPBV ~ A,CpBy) .

We work with dim. reg. in d = 3 — 2¢ dimensions, and use the following shortcuts for
the d + 1 and d dimensional integrals,

derlk dd+1 d%% ddq
/kq / (2m)d+1 /k,q,,.. - / (2m)d (27)d

We use the convention

. dn (¢
1) = dtfl() (1.1)

for the time derivatives of the quadrupole moment(s).

- /kf(k;)e“f'z, (1.2)

We use the convention

for the Fourier transform.



2 The (in-in) EFT approach

We briefly review the construction of the EFT approach and its extension to the Schwinger-
Keldysh “in-in” formalism below, see [17, 30] for further details.

The total effective action describing the two-body binary system interacting with long-
wavelength gravitational fields takes the form

S = SEH + Ssource ) (21)
where Sgy is the standard Einstein-Hilbert term,

2
Sen = —— /ddH:c\/—gR, (2.2)

and the source part given by [14, 80]

Suomee = [ A WgWWWV(A)M(A) ALV — LI } |

2 G VIV '

(2.3)

with {M(X), L9(\), I%(N),- - } € .#", the mass/energy, angular-momentum, symmetric-
trace-free (STF) quadrupole moment, etc., of the binary system. The ellipses account for
higher-order multipoles (as well as ‘finite-size’ effects) which are not relevant for our purposes
here. Greek indices, u, v, ..., represent spacetime components, while the latin ones, a,b, ...,
are local tensors projected through a tetrad field, e, with eff = V#, and obeying ¢g"” =
ehel — §abelt ey . The time variable A is any affine parameter for the dynamics of the center-of-
mass worldline describing the binary system, X#(\), with V# = dX#/dA its four-velocity. It
is convenient to choose A = X° = t, and consider only the relative part of the full dynamics,
which is captured by ignoring recoil effects, such that X*(t) = (¢,0,0,0) and V* = (1,0,0,0).
By performing a Lorentz transformation, we choose the tetrad to be nonrotating with respect
to observers at infinity. The rotation of the binary is then described by the angular-momentum
tensor, which couples to the gravitational field via the spin connection, wzb, defined as

wzb = gp”egvuez, (2.4)

with V the covariant derivative, obeying V,g,, = 0. The quadrupole moment couples to the
electric part of the Weyl tensor, C,,p.s, projected into the local frame,

Ea, = elegCrpva VIV . (2.5)

We choose the supplementary condition LV, = 0 for the rotational degrees of freedom,
which then translates into L””eg = LM = 0 in the local frame. The same condition applies
to the quadrupole moment, namely I = 0, since E,, V¥ = 0. We introduce the angular-
momentum vector, defined through L' = (1/2)e“* 7% contracted with the Euclidean (§%)
metric, and ¥ is the three-dimensional (flat) Levi-Civita symbol (with £123 = +1).



We split the metric into a background piece plus a perturbation,

G = Guv + Khyw Juv = M + ”B;ux . (2.6)

together with the tetrad,

n o _ Fpon | pon 3r alppv)
el = Nap|n —§(h + A )—i—Th h o+ 1, (2.7)
a ap K A ﬁ2 a7
€u =17 |Mop + g(h/m + o) — Zh (phya + |- (2.8)
and use the following gauge-fixing term
dt1 = g’ < = 9”7 =
SGF = /d B T/ —ggﬂy [gaﬁvahﬁl_b - 2vuhaﬁ:| [gpavph(w - vahpo—:| s (29)

which then preserve gauge invariance under transformations of the background metric [81-83].
As we shall see, the form of the last term in (2.3) plays a crucial role enforcing diffeomorphism
invariance, and ultimately the Ward identities, of the two-body system.

In order to incorporate dissipative effects, we implement the in-in formalism [65, 66].

This entails a doubling of the degrees of freedom, introducing a closed-time path action
[15, 16, 27, 28, 47, 68-72, 75],

S¢ = Sl - 52 = SEH,l + Ssource,l - SEH,Q + Ssource,Q . (210)

We will use Keldysh’s parametrization by using the + variables (for any field ®)

D+ Py

0]
+ 2 y

d_ =D — By, (2.11)

We then compute the effective action, F[ﬁi,.//liL], by performing a path integral over the
ha 0 field(s),

exp {iF[Bi,///iL]} = /@[h+, h_]exp {iSc[ﬁi, ha, ME)+ S&plha, hi]} , (2.12)
which takes the form
Dlfs, %) = Senlha] - / A (T0h o+ T D) + O (2.13)
with the stress-energy tensor given by,
Tat) = _20lThs 2] : (2.14)
K Ohg () ha—0

which is automatically conserved provided the sources satisfy the equations of motion. For
the Feynman diagrams and rules we use the following conventions

= hy, s = hy My @ =M (2.15)



with the standard retarded/advanced propagators,

K i i i
py > po __ py —> po __
(KO 4i0)% — e = (k0 —i0*)2 — k? Fwpe - (2:16)

and Puupe = Nu(plo)w — ﬁnm,npg. For our purposes, we just require the cubic-vertex inter-

action
alﬁ17+) kl
>W =ik / S (ky + ko — k)VLP10202 | g (k) (2.17)
(02 B2,+) k2

and for the sources,

k R k k
{My, Ly, I} @~ ’ {My, Ly, I} @ ’ {M_,L_,I } ® , (218)
koMY [
7 7
{My, Ly, I} d{ v {M_,L_, I} -< o (2.19)
S ~
q q

where, to the order we work in this paper, we have (in d = 3)

M:I: = Zmau
a
10 =2 (ol el ol o)
Ly = 2Zma bV (2.20)
ij 7) 2 ij
I Zma cha Ty — 5(5 Tog— " Ta+ |,
Zma< a+%+ 5“%# : maﬁr) )

for the relevant multipole moments. In what follows we concentrate on the nonlinear correc-
tions involving the angular-momentum and quadrupole couplings.

3 Stress-energy tensor

For the derivation of the stress-energy tensor we consider contributions to 7", which is the
only relevant component in the classical limit. We compute all (tree-level) connected Feynman



—> uv —> uv > uv

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1: The Feynman diagrams needed for the computation 7’ ﬁ” at leading order.

diagrams with one external f_L,,W. At leading order we simply have the diagrams in Fig. 1,
and we get in momentum space

™

1 a g 14
o) = (M) = 3T ok ) VIV

3.1
asbys(p a)b :ra)b v) i l/w2 ab ( )
A (er (w) +iL% (w)) kpV) = G0} 10 (w)
In order to avoid cluttering of notation, in what follows we will use an abuse of notation and
sometime also utilize Greek letters for the indices of the .#%’s. The reader should keep in

mind that these variables are ultimately projected onto the local frame using the Euclidean
3-metric. We will also remove the bar on T#”. From the result in (3.1), we find

0T 10)(x) = Ny (00'(w) + 314 (00,0 () = 0+ O(G?), (32)

as expected. We discuss next the correction due to hereditary effects.

3.1 Failed tail & Memories

The failed-tail contribution is given by the diagrams (a) and (b) in Fig. 2. The derivation
entails an integral of the form

8 (¢ )N (ke g, v,m)

T o (k) = K212 15 /
om0 =R L L) | TG0 Tk~ g

where we have already used that L‘j‘_ﬁ (¢°) = Liﬁ 5(¢°) + O(G?). Using tensorial reduction
and integration-by-parts (IBP) identities, we get

(3.3)

Tty (k) = K2LG T @) NP O o, mZD + N2 (o, D] (3.4)

where we introduced the following family of master integrals

(FT) _ 1
T = /q [@2]%[(w +i0T)2 — |k — q|?]b (3.5)

Next we move to the computation of the memory contribution. This is obtained by

computing the diagrams (c) and (d) of Fig. 2. Schematically, we find

T (k) = /{2/ Ny (k. 4. v.1)
) o (@@ +i07)2 — k2] [(w =g +i0) — [k —q?] *

1)1 (w = ¢°) . (3.6)



Figure 2: The Feynman diagrams needed for the NLO Tjr”' in the physical limit. Diagrams
(a) and (b) give the failed tail contribution, while (c¢) and (d) are responsible for the memory
term. (We did not include the symmetric version of diagram (b), since it vanishes.)

Through the use of IBP and tensorial reduction, this result can be simplified to

v dq o « M) uv (M2) pv M
T-/:(M)(k;) =k / o Ii (q )I+'8(W_q0) Nfiﬁplgu (k, g v 77) "‘N 5,;25“ (kaqo,v,n)fé,l)

(M3) pw M
+N ﬁ;au (k’qoavvn)zf’l)} ) (37)

where, likewise, we have introduced the following family of master integrals

(M) _/ 1
“ a [(¢° +i07)2 — [k|2]“[(w — ¢° + i0*)2 — |k — g|?]"

(3.8)

The explicit form of the stress-energy tensor, after adding up both contributions, is not
particularly illuminating. We will use it shortly to derive the far-zone metric. Nevertheless,
it is instructive to check the conservation laws, which we do next.

3.2 Ward identity

We now verify that the stress-energy tensor computed previously satisfies the Ward identities,
OHTJ’:V(JU) = 0, up to the order we are interested; or equivalently, in Fourier space,

0, T (x) = —i/kuTﬁ”(k)eik'x =0. (3.9)
k

For the failed tail in (3.4) we readily find &, T} pp (k) = 0. Notice that, while the seagull-
type (double-bubble) diagram in Fig.2(b) is not present in tail-type terms, it is crucial for
the contribution from the failed tail to guarantee the conservation law. We are then left with
the remaining combination

ky (Tfr“(’Lo)(k) Tﬁ'{M)(k)) (3.10)

which includes the contributions from (3.1) and (3.7). After contracting with k,, the result
for the memory part greatly simplifies, using

i 1
Iy = -0 +0Wd=3), Iy =——(w—q)+0(d-3), (3.11)

,10,



for the relevant integrals, we find

.G

4 dqo (6%
BT =i% [ G - a0 ) oo - a0

- [(W ~w)’ - qg’] 17%(go) ap(w — qo)kﬁ} : (3.12)

where the first line only contributes to the k:,,TjﬁO component, whereas the second goes into
the spatial part. In coordinate space, this becomes

y G Gol' (. ij
0Tl (0) = £ (1901 W3 ) @) + 2 (101D 0 - 107 010 )0 @),
(3.13)
Hence, including the leading order result in (3.2), we arrive at
. G
0.1 = (1) + S0 O 10) P e).
1 . (3.14)
9, TY () = [QL,-k(t) + 5 <I¢j(t) Ij(? (t) — Ig") () (t))] 9.6% () ,
which vanishes upon using the (near-zone) conservation laws for the sources,?
. G . 4G
M) = -7 IO @), Lij(t) = = T (OL50), (3.15)

that follow from the leading order (in-in) effective action [47]. The energy conservation agrees,
as expected, with the result in [69], while the angular-momentum part extends it to the other
components. Upon time averaging (i.e. up to Schott terms), we reproduce the known values
(see, e.g., Egs. (3.75) and (3.97) of [84])

() = S (1POOIO @), (E ) = -2 (FOGIO @) (316)
The above results are a direct consequence of invariance under diffeomorphisms. Let us point
out, however, that the additional terms from the background-gauge condition did not feature
in the Ward identity at this order. Yet, as we demonstrate in App. A, the (covariant) gauge
fixing does play an important role in order to guarantee the conservation laws at higher orders.

2In principle we can also add the coupling to the total linear momentum in the effective action, see e.g. [17],
which would enter in the 0¢ component of the Ward identity, yielding the expected flux of radiated linear
momentum proportional to the coupling between the octupole and the quadrupole moments. We can then
add the associated radiation-reaction force, closing the “self-energy” diagram, which would then account for
the recoil effects we are not including here.

— 11 —



3.3 GW fluxes

We compute now the radiated energy and angular momentum due to hereditary effects. We
start by deriving the asymptotic waveform in transverse-traceless (TT) gauge,

K dw ot
h;l;-T(xret) = S / %e tre fij(w,wn), fij(w,wn) = AjjapTap 4 (W, wn) | (3.17)

where xpet = (fret, ), evaluated on the retarded time, and we introduced the normalized
radial direction n, with n - n = 1, and A;j4; is given by
1
Aijab = Pz’apjb — §Pijpab; Pij = (52'3' — ninj N (3.18)

which serves as a projector onto the TT gauge gauge. In what follows we drop the ‘ret’
label. From the asymptotic waveform, we compute the loss of energy and angular momentum
(notice the overall minus signs)

M(t) = — lim [ d© r2hiThLT (3.19)
Lij(t) = — lim [ dr? [zhgghjﬁg — T z0; haTbT] . (3.20)

The waveform receives contributions at leading order, f(ié) (w), and from hereditary effects,

f(in{) (w), such that, for the energy flux we have

. K2 dwidwy . g
_ v —i(wiFw2)t ij ij
M(H) (t) = 327‘(2 /dQ/ (271')2 e 1 2 wWiwo [f(O)(wl)f(H) (wg)} . (3.21)
whereas for the angular-momentum flux,
;.2
Pij IR dwldWQ —i(w1+wa)t 1[i 3] Kl (i 55] ¢kl
Lan® = 512 / W e e m ) 266y (1) 3y () = £y (wr)n" ff5) )]

(3.22)

where z;0; = n[in]aéa, with 8, = 0/(0n%). Using the result given in (3.3), we then get the
following contribution to the energy loss due to the failed-tail coupling,

. 202 . dw-d . .
Ny (1) = 1" [ SR )

15 (27)2
2G? . , d
— _T5Lyk[(3)ly (IO @) =0 + a() ) (3.23)

which vanishes at this order. We omit the expression of the total derivative, which cancels
out upon time averaging. For the memory part we find (with ws = ws — qo)

ZiGZ/dwldUquo e—i(w1+w2)

2 2P 19 (w1) % (go) T* (ws)wigh (203 + 11wiqo + 1dwsqd + Tqp)

M(M) (t) =
2
_ % T () [0k () [ (1) %( ).
(3.24)

- 12 —



Following similar steps, the failed-tail contribution to the flux of angular momentum becomes

i 2G? dwrdws 4w i ; i
L(JFT)( )= 15 / @n)? e iwit 2)t<Ik (wl)Iﬂ(wg)Lkl + Ikl( )Ik[ (cul)Lﬂ )wl(wl — wo)w 3
4G’ d
TR Tl 4y LIl ) 3.25
(IR LI+ 2 () (3.25)
There is an important difference for the memory part, which contains a term of the form
. 8G2 dwldwgdwg 1 1 w3q6
LY 1) = —z(w1+w2)tlk[z I]]l Ikl . 190 9
nloc(M)( ) 35 / (271') (wl) (QO) (wd) wo + 0+ ) (3 6)

responsible for nonlocal-in-time effects in the flux. This can be seen by rewriting it as

8G? dws je2(7=1)
i (3K (1) 1(6)s]b kl Ywoe 7
Lnloc(M)(t) 35 /d I ( ) (T)I (T) o wo +20+ ; (327)
and using
[ dws eiw2(ta=t)
L T;m =9(t —t3), (3.28)
such that
i 8G? (3)kli ! (6)4] (- Tkl
Lnloc(M) (t) = ?‘[ (t) dr 1 (T)I (7—) 5 (329)

which agrees with the known nonlocal-in-time contribution (see e.g. Eq. (2.8) in [85]). Com-
bining the pieces, we find

.. 2 N y j
Lg\/[) (t) _ %I( )a[@(t)lj}b(t)l(@ab( ) 8G 1(2)0[2( )1(3)J]b(t)_[(3)ab(t)
2 t
S iy [ ar oy ), )

where the last total derivative involves only local-in-time terms which vanish at infinity.

For the sake of comparison with the literature, e.g. [76], it is instructive to compute an
averaged value by integrating over the binary’s history divided by T, the elapsed time, and
take the T'— oo limit. For the nonlocal-in-time part we find

7 . 1 7
(Loe@) = Jim - [ dtE (0

3.31)
8G? [ dwidwadgy w3q A ) (

= ) _ 9190 | alif VTP (ao) T (wo — an)
35T / (27T)3 (w1 + w2) g + 0T (w1) (q0) I (w2 — qo)
Naively, one would be tempted to solve the d(w1 + w2) and simply cancel a factor of =t

However, that would be incorrect since that ignores the wy — 0 soft-frequency limit, for which
the i0"-prescription becomes important. Using the distribution identity

1 P
oy Fi0T  wy 50 (w2), (3:32)
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then (3.31) can be split into two terms

<L;]10C(M)( ) = <L;]10¢(M)( )2 <LiﬂOC(M) ()s- (3.33)

One the one hand, using the distributional identity wZ?(1/w) = 1, the part of the principal
value renormalizes the local-in-time contribution adding up to the total value

s ij B _i 4G2 / dwldwgqu
Pioca (1) = =755 (2m)3

4G

--= <I<4>a[1( )[j]b<t)[(4)ab(t)>. (3.34)

T (w1) PP (o) T (wy — qo)w?qSd (w1 + wo)B (wo)

On the other hand, the nonlocal-in-time part involving the zero-frequency limit yields

i 4G2 duwy ali dgo b ab
(Locuny (B)s = —i 35T/8(w1)w1[ [(WI)/%M (40) 1" (—q0)q0

4;; (1®li(z)) / dr @I () (B (7) | (3.35)

This results then agrees with the value in [76], where the nonlocal-in-time term is associated
with a so-called ‘DC’ memory contribution, see e.g. the first part of Eq. (5.14) in [76], and
notice that the factor of 1/2 in (3.32) accounts for the half integration over the energy flux.

4 Radiative action

In order to obtain the form of the radiation-reaction forces upon the binary’s dynamics, we
compute the total (in-in) effective action by integrating over the hy field. We perform the
computation for the failed-tail and memory contributions in what follows.

4.1 Failed tail

The failed tail is given by the diagrams in Figs. 3(a) to 3(d). After various manipulations,
including tensorial reduction and IBP relations, we find

@& _ , Lirt [dwdgo g, li 5
Sery =t Eer e L (go) 12 (—w) [} (w — qo)w’Zipr)4 (W) , (4.1)
- 4
M@ _ 1" fdwdqo gy ok, i 5
S(FT) 15128 ) (2 )2L (qo) I (w — qo) I{ (~w)w’ Lipry— (w) (4.2)

where it is understood that, at this order, L% (go) = L%'§ (go). For this reason, the final result
is really just a function of one frequency w. The two relevant master integrals, Zpp)4 (w), are
straightforward to compute,

1 1 w?
(FT):E(W) /k: (w + Z-0+)2 _ k2 /q (U) + i0+)2 — q2 :!:167'('2 + O( 3) ( 3)
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Figure 3: Feynman diagrams contributing to the in-in effective action. Diagrams (a) to (d)
enter in the failed tail, whereas the memory is given by the sum of diagrams (e), (f) and (g).

After Fourier transforming to coordinate space, we have

G? M@ 3 G K@) 1(3)
Semy = — o dtL+I_7ij+’jl+30/dtLI+7ij+,jl. (4.4)

Notice that, unlike tail terms, e.g. [47], the failed-tail contribution is finite in d = 3.

The first term in (4.4) agrees with the result in [64]. On the other hand, the term
proportional to L” was not included. As we shall see in §4.4, this extra term is crucial to
recover the flux of angular momentum derived in (3.25).

4.2 Memories

The memory contribution is given by adding Figs. 3(e), 3(f) and 3(g). While the computation
of the last two diagrams is straightforward, the Feynman integral in 3(e) turns out to be subtle,
depending on the following family of master integrals

1
Tobe = / | | | ,
b k [(w1 +307)2 — g2]e[(wa 4 i07)2 — |k + q|2]°[(ws + i0T)2 — k?]°

)

(4.5)

such that
gl _ g [ dwrdewndes s & F () IF 7 T T T
oy =R W (w1 + wo — w3) 1Y (—w3) T (w1) T (w2) [c1Z110 + c2Tho1 + e3Zonr + caThin |
(4.6)

where the ¢;’s are functions of w; 23. While the other diagrams in Figs. 3(f) and 3(g) only
depend on the Zj19, Z101 and Zy1; masters, which are straightforward to compute, i.e.

w12
1672

wiws
1672

W3
1672

+O(d—3), 1.101 =

+O(d—3), 1.011 =

Tio = +0O(d-3), (4.7)
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the expression in (4.6) depends also on Z;;1, which a priori entails three different frequencies.
Naively, due to the overall §-function, one would be tempted to replace wy + ws — w3 = 0,
in which case Zj1; reduces through IBP relations into a combination of the ones in (4.7).
Furthermore, although divergent (ox 1/(d — 3)), the Z;11 enters through a term proportional
to (w1 + wa — w3)?, dropping out of the final (finite) answer. This was the route ultimately
taken in the derivations in [55, 59, 63]. Even though this procedure correctly recovers the
local-in-time part, it does not fully account for all the relevant terms. In particular, it fails
to reproduce the correct nonlocal-in-time flux of angular momentum. That is because the
master integral in Z;1; cannot be ignored, since it contributes in the limit in which all the
frequencies go to zero w; — 0 yielding, as we shall see, a nonlocal-in-time boundary term. We
discuss all the relevant memory corrections below.

4.2.1 Local-in-time

For the local-in-time part of the memory we follow the procedure in [59, 63] (but with the
corrected Feynman rules), and ignore the contribution from Z;;;. We find (wy = w3 — w1),

51(52(1\4) _ ?5 / dé:f)wl [U(_ 3)1] (wl)ﬂﬂ(wz) [wfw% (wl + 10w1w2 + 25w1w2 + 10w1w2 + w2)
— 2w3w (wi — 10wiw; + 25w3w? — 10wsw? + wl)} : (4.8)
S((lf/)él(g) = _C? d(cgf)m 17 (—ws) P (w1) I (wo)w? [205 — Bwiwr + 2wiw?
+ 72(2% + dwiwa + 2w2)] . (4.9)

Up to total time derivatives, these can be rewritten as

2
(e) G (4) 7(4) (4) 7(4) 2 73) 73 3) 78 7(2)
S0 =+ /dt LT = 21 Z+7I VIO I - 71 Ulﬂkfﬂm] :
(4.10)
& G? [ (@) 4 3) (3 2
S((l\/)[) (g) 5 /dt I(—7ZJI-(|-,)]]€I+ 77[7 UI-(F)]kI-(Q—)k’ziI( )l]I-(i‘zk’I-(l-aﬂjLQI i +]k’I—(i-)kz:|
(4.11)

While the result in (4.10) agrees with the previous computations in [59, 63], the result in (4.11)
fails to match the double-bubble contribution(s). Putting both terms together, we finally

arrive at
S — G2 dt 1 O (O I( ) 1@ I, I( ) 13 B3 I( ) 13 7(2)
loc(M) = "5~ —iid e — L e e 7 =i+, k kit 7 =g gk ki
(4.12)
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4.2.2 Soft-frequency limit

In order to capture the soft-frequency limit (SFL) contribution to the memory diagram in 3(e),
it is instructive to rederive the integrand in terms of the stress-energy tensor, prior to inte-
grating over the h. field(s), which can be split as (see also [64] for the case of tail terms)

dwidwad
Fig. 3(e) :/Wﬁ(wl + wo + w3)

(2m)3
(w1+w2,k:)
—> ‘,\(UJg,k)
o {FN?W . Byvpo ‘”””%Hz :
Y (@1 tm+i0T)? k2| 2 + perms. ,
k Ly (@1) T+ (w2) Wi w2 I_(ws)
(4.13)

where the permutations account for the various possible cuts of the would-be Z;1; (modulo
the proper symmetry factors). Moreover, since the soft limit is dominated by three radiation
modes, we can further consider the associated cut propagators to be on-shell, which greatly
simplifies the computation. Let us start with the first term displayed in (4.13) and consider
the limit w; + wo — 0, for which we get

(w1twa,k)

—

pv 1
. _ MV
Lliﬁ!o {f? ] = o g a0 sELn (@1 @ k) (4.14)
Iy (w1) Iy (w2)
such that,
2
. K dwi dwsadws 1
Fig. 3(e :—z/3w+w+w,
g ()w1+w2_>0 4 (271_)3 ( 1 2 3)W1+WQ+ZO+
P,
x [ T w1 + wa, k el T (w3, k). 4.15
/k +SFL(M)( 1 2 )(—w3+i0+)2—k2 *7(LO)( 3, k) ( )

After tensorial reduction, and solving the integral over k, we find

2G? [ dwidwadws ;. " , wiwd
=i 1 (w1) I (wo) I (wg) ———2—
T | G ) o) P ) o

w1+wo—0

Fig. 3(e)

5(&)1 =+ w9 +w3) .
(4.16)

Hence, using the distributional identity in (3.32), and keeping only the nonlocal-in-time term,
in which all the frequencies go to zero, we arrive at

G? [ dwidwsdw i ; i
=3 Ww?wg’ﬁ(wl + wa)8 (w1 + wa 4 ws) T (wi) I (wa) TF (w3) .

w1 4wz —0,wz—0

Fig. 3(e)

(4.17)
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The contribution from the other cuts involves the coupling of T” L (LO) with T ) instead.

—SFL(M
However, since the diagram turns out to be proportional to two terms (with retarded and
advanced propagators) of opposite signs, we find that the latter vanishes in the soft-frequency

limit. Hence, we arrive at the final result
G? dw;dw i ; i
Sutoc() = ~igz { / D @) (o) () I (wn] : (4.18)

3 It is somewhat instructive to regroup some of the terms

proportional to w3§(w)I¥(w).
together, and rewrite the entire contribution from the soft-frequency limit as follows

Ssrr o — 267 /dt[ )id Bk (¢ VTR gy { )i /d7'19 I(6)Jk( ﬂf(ﬂ(ﬂlf;)

after absorbing the associated local-in-time contribution. Notice, as anticipated, the nonlocal-
in-time part becomes a total time derivative, hence a boundary term in the action.

4.3 Radiation-reaction forces

The total in-in effective action, including radiative effects, takes the general form,

Sas] = / ar(L+ Ry). (4.20)

where L is a conservative-like Lagrangian, including the kinetic and potential-only terms
computed to 5PN order in [62], as well as other conservative-like tail terms, e.g. [47, 58].
On the other hand, the R4 part accounts for various radiation-reaction effects, starting with
the leading (Burke-Thorne) radiation-reaction action [47]

SR = _g / at 19 ()17 1), (4.21)

The equation of motion are then given by [15]

4oL 9L [OR. d OR.
dt ovi O, dxl,  dtovl, _

: (4.22)
PL

where PL stands for “Physical Limit”, i.e., Tq 4+ — T4, q— — 0.

At this stage we treat the full failed-tail and memory contributions as part of the radiative
sector, and discuss their conservative-like counterparts shortly. Since the nonlocal-in-time

3At the level of the Z;1; integral, the term in (4.18) would appear, for instance, from a contribution
proportional to (schematically)

dw1,2,3 6 2 w3
/ @) wi My (w1) My (w2) M- (—w3) (w1 + w2 — w3z) d(w1 + w2 — w3) (m 4. )

i dUJ1’3 6 3
Y / W wiw30 (ws) M (w1) 4 M1 (—w1) M- (ws) + -+
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contribution in (4.19) depends on the value of I at the boundaries, it does not contribute
to the (Lagrangian) mechanics of the system (see below). Hence, using (4.22) we obtain®
G3M3 2
agr) = 74” [(361}6 —288v* (v - m)? + 1120% (v - n)? + 252(v - n)6>n
T

- <84v4(v ) — 588v%(v - m)? + 616(v - n)5)v}

AGA A2
B % [(471’4 +163v°(v - n)* — 630(v - n)4>n — <350v2('v n) — 770(v - n)3>v}
8GO M°1?
TGV [(111}2 +199(v - n)2>n —210(v - n)v] , (4.23)
2G3 M31? 6 A ) ) A .
am) = T a 2484v° — 38325v" (v - n)* 4+ 917700 (v - n)* — 56385(v - n)° |n

+ (9633v4(u -m) — 338700 (v - m)? + 24885 (v - n)5) v]

4G M2 4 9 9 4
155 [(1390% — 95892v* (v - m)? + 76680(v - n) >n
+ (32163v2(u -n) — 35955 (v - n)S)v]
16G5 M52 5 5 824G M612

mima2
MZ

v = v1 — v2. Since these will be useful later on, we also quote the Burke-Thorne radiation-

for the relative acceleration(s), @ = a1 — ag, with M = mq + mg, v = T =X — To,

reaction force, both after inputing the Newtonian acceleration,

T
at linear order,
2M2
aRp) = 805731/ [(181}2 —25(v - n)2> (v-n)n— <6v2 —15(v - n)2>v} +
r
16G3 M3y vn
4.2
+ £ [U + 3 n] , (4.26)
and at second order, after plugging it back onto itself,
16G3 M3v?
ampe) = Ty [(1681}6 — 3465(v - n)5 — 24960 (v - n)% + 578902 (v - n)4>n (4.27)

- <738v4 + 1715(v - n)* — 24490% (v - n)2> (v- n)v]

“Notice that, as expected, the O(G?) terms are (Schott-type) total time derivatives.
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QA M A2
_ 326" MW" [(38982}4 — 281310%(v - n)? + 22755(v - n)4>n

22515
+6 (19211}2 — 1830(v - n)2) (v- n)v]
64G5M5y2 ) , 1792G6M6y2
T o956 [(3111} +689(v - n) )n —234(v - n)v} + e

4.4 Near-zone dissipation

We are now in position to check that the near-zone dynamics is consistent with the radiated
energy and angular momentum computed from the metric perturbation at infinity. Because
of the subtleties with the extra boundary term in the action, we split the discussion into local-
and nonlocal-in-time terms.

4.4.1 Local-in-time

We start by constructing the energy and angular momentum of the two-body system through
the (local-in-time) conservative part of the action,

M= va-aaﬁ—ﬁ, %LUE Z wga—ﬁﬂ, (4.28)
a=1,2 Va a=12 Ova

)

such that the Euler-Lagrangian equations imply

. OR. d OR.

M = ¢ - — , 4.29
za:”“[awg at avgﬁ] oL (429)

. TOR. d OR4

i = ) _ 4 , 4.30
zﬂ:ﬁgkfﬂ [3935,— dt 8”2,_] PL ( )

where we keep the full failed-tail and memory radiation-reaction forces on the right-hand-side
of these equations.® Performing various manipulations (see App. B) we find from the fail-tail
in-in forces the (averaged) mass/energy loss

) G2 G2 /.
(M) = _15<Lklll.(,i)(t)1l(i7) (t)> + %<Lkﬂik(t)1;[) (t)> . (4.31)

Since, at this order in the perturbative expansion we have Lij = 04 O(G?), the second term
can be ignored so that

: G® /1@y @) d :
(M)@Fr) = 15 L Ly ()17 (t) ) + a(' ) ) =0+0(Ly), (4.32)
which is then consistent with (3.23). Following similar steps for the angular momentum loss,
: G’ ) M\ . G (") )
<Ln>(FT) = T <5m'ink (Lklllj + le[kl >> + 30 <€m'jLz‘k (IﬂIkl — Iklel )> ,  (4.33)

5In principle, some of these terms may belong to the conservative sector, turning into total derivatives that
can then be moved to the left-hand-side.
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and using that
1 d .
5niijZIikIl(j7) = §Em‘ijl (IikIl(j7) + Iljfg)) =0+ &( )+ O(Lij) , (4.34)

we are left with the second term, such that

: G? 2G? :
(En)ery = s enis { (= 310 T+ I D) i) = Toeniy (IP1D L) + O(Lig) - (4.35)

which is also consistent with (3.25). Let us stress, as we mentioned before, that the consistency
between results requires, crucially, the inclusion of the term proportional to L* in (4.4), and
its associated radiation-reaction force.

The computation of the radiated energy and angular momentum for the local-in-time part
of the memory follows the same steps. The derivation of the mass/energy loss is straightfor-
ward, and we find

. G? /(1) ,(4) 4 d
M)y = (1P L1 + <dt(- . )> , (4.36)
consistent with (3.24), whereas for the angular momentum loss, we arrive at
. 2G? 4 4
(Eidioewy = —p—exij (I OLu(O15)1)) | (4.37)

that is also consistent with (3.34).

4.4.2 Boundary term

The contribution from the nonlocal-in-time part is somewhat subtle. First of all, since it is a
total derivative, it does not partake in the near-zone equations of motion directly. However,
it does affect the definition of the conserved charges. Following [15, 16], we can find the
value of the linear and angular momentum, as well as the energy, by varying the (on-shell)
nonlocal-in-time effective action (after integrating by parts)

4G? , 4 T . ;
Sutoe) (T Za (1)) = === > ma [(vz,_<T>vz,+<T>)STF [ Mo war]

(4.38)
with respect to the end points at ' — +o00. Notice we have only kept the (nonvanishing)

term proportional to Iid ~ (vivj ) The nonlocal-in-time contribution to the (canonical)

STF"
angular momentum is then obtained from the variation

oS
' _ tmm m nloc(M)
LnlOC(M) (T)=¢ Z $a,+(T)W

a

(4.39)

PL

Hence, using that as T' — 400 the (local-in-time) evolution equations become (T") — v(T')T,
such that v(T') = (T /T, we find

2 . T
LﬁlOC(M)(THJroo):—ZLG lim & [I(Z)mJ(T) / I(3>"€(7)I(3>k‘(7)df} . (4.40)

35 T—o+co
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such that the total change of angular momentum will coincide with the integral over the flux
n (3.30). We can also perform similar steps for the other charges. For instance, for the
energy, we can easily show that

. aSnloc(M)
Enloc(M) (T - +OO) == TEIEOO oT =
T
_ 8T1—1>r—|r-loozma HT)al(T))gpp / 1% 18% (1) dr (4.41)

—4 lim Z ma (0L (T)0!(T)) gpp I (TIP™* (T)d7 — 0,
Similarly, the nonlocal-in-time contribution to the linear momentum vanishes at infinity.
Notably, the angular momentum involves the product |r||p| ~ T/T, which remains finite as
we take T' — 4o00. Let us emphasize that the loss of (canonical) angular momentum is directly
associated with Noether’s charge, i.e. r x p, while the particle’s angular momentum, i.e. r X v,
is not affected by the nonlocal-in-time boundary term.® We will explore the implications of
the nonlocal-in-time memory effect in more detail elsewhere.

5 Conservative action

A conservative-like contribution (in the sense introduced in [15, 16]), can be obtained by using
the in-out boundary conditions with Feynman propagators and retaining the real part of the
answer [27]. This procedure was utilized in [24, 28, 31, 32, 39, 61] and is also consistent with
the TF approach at O(G*) [60]. Hereditary terms, however, are not the end of the road and
radiation-reaction-square effects can also introduce conservative-like corrections. This is, in
fact, also the case of electromagnetic radiation, for which we provide in App. C an explicit
derivation, in agreement in the overlap with the recent relativistic results obtained in [78].
The analogous contributions in gravity are due to nonlinear effects in the Burke-Thorne force
[15, 79], which we discuss below. In the next section we will incorporate all of the nonlinear
gravitational effects to derive of the conservative part of the scattering angle at O(G%).

5.1 Feynman’s prescription

For the derivation of the in-out effective action we must introduce Feynman’s boundary
conditions, using

e iwr ] dw ; ] P
A —wr g 2 5.1
? F(T’w / / ]{32 0 47T w|e 47‘1’28 - ( )

SThis is not at all surprising and happens also, for instance, in electromagnetism with a constant (fixed)
vector-potential, A, which induces a coupling 3 (1" A) in the worldline’s action. Although the particle’s
Lagrangian is not invariant under rotations, which implies —('r X p) = v X A # 0, the breaking is due to a
total derivative. Hence, the action is invariant and r X v is conserved instead. Let us retain the same coupling
and assign now different initial/final values to the vector-potential at infinity. Similarly to the gravitational
memory, but for the linear (canonical) momentum, we find Ap < AA. Yet, since the extra term is still a total
derivative, the particle’s momentum, mw, remains constant.
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instead of retarded propagators, where &2 stands for the Principal-Value distribution, also
known as ‘Hilbert transform,’

[ Setisigye = -2

2T T T

(5.2)

For hereditary effects, as well as at second-order in the radiation reaction force, after IBP
relations are implemented we will encounter products of (at most) two Feynman propagators.
For the case of tail and failed-tail terms, the frequency of the radiation field is not modified by
the interaction with the background geometry and we may simply replace the resulting factor
of |w|? by —(iw)?, and trade it for time derivatives. However, for memory contributions, new
subtleties arise, since we will often find products of the sort, |wi||w2|, involving two different
frequencies. For instance, even ignoring the subtle soft-frequency limits we discussed before,
the conservative effective action will then include terms of the form (schematically)

74 P
coms = / dt, / dt / Ats— Lt (01) o (t) (1) (5.3)
t — to ty — t3

where the .# » 3 depend on derivatives the quadrupole moment, producing an effective action
with a novel nonlocal-in-time dependence.

In order to deal with the above expression, we will evaluate the effective action pertur-
batively in Newton’s constant. First of all, we notice that whenever we have a contribution
from ./, ()(t1) or M) (ts), evaluated on an unperturbed solution at O(G®), the associated
Z-integral vanishes. The situation is more subtle for the .45 (t2) term, which shares the
common dto integral over the principal values. In that case, it is useful to invoke the Poincaré-
Bertrand theorem, as a distributional identity [86, 87],

/dxti/dyﬂ :/dy/dx[(t_x)g;_y) 2t - —v)|,  (54)

to exchange the order of integration, yielding

0o = [ i (0). g (004500, 5.5

after the integral over the double principal value now vanishes, reducing to a similar expression
as tail-type terms.

Following the above procedure at all orders in G, we can always separate conservative
memory effects into local- and nonlocal-in-time terms.” It is then straightforward to show
that the latter only start to contribute at 5PM order, and therefore it will not affect the
comparison with the 4PM results in [24] (see below). We will return to this issue in §7, and
in more detail elsewhere.

"Notice that, unlike the claims in [59] (where the Z-integrals are de facto ignored), the analytic properties
of the quadrupole moment in situations of interest will in general produce a nontrivial Hilbert transform.
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5.2 Failed tail & Memories

The Feynman diagrams for the in-out computation are identical to the in-in version, except
for symmetry factors and the replacement of retarded by Feynman propagators. Combining
all the pieces, we have for the failed tail,

cons 1 ik* [ dwdqo Lkl(qo)w5lik(—w)lil (w—qo)
SwET) = 7519 2 T2 % (5.6)
15128 J (27m)? Jiq [w? — k° 4+ i0F][(w — q0)2 — g2 + i07]

Notice that the static nature of the total angular momentum sets ¢y — 0, such that the
relevant Feynman integral becomes

1 w?
k,q [w? — k% +i0F][w? — g% +407] 167
with the same frequency on both propagators. Hence,
a2 A A
S =55 / dt L @ik p@3)it (5.8)

which is in agreement with the previous derivations in [64, 77].

Following similar steps, and ignoring the soft-frequency contribution, the derivation of
the in-out memory integrand is straightforward, and we arrive at

2.2
W ="5 | Gt L ot 19(wn) ¥ (w0 — o) ¥ ()
q,k

35 (2m)2 w? — k% 4 i0+][w? — g% + 0]
2 [ dwd iy . ,
=~ | Glellenl )19 ) PH e = an) 1), (5.9)
where
flw,wi) = wwy (2w — 6wwr + 15ww] — 6ww? + 2wi) . (5.10)

and featuring, as we mentioned, the product of absolute values of two independent frequencies.
At 4PM order, however, it is straightforward to show that one of the multipole moments must
always be static. We then notice that whenever we take the unperturbed solution for I (ié)(wl),
or [ éﬁoi) (w), the integral over the frequency vanishes. That is the case either due to high powers
of the frequency or an integral that is odd under parity. (Notice the latter holds only because
of the absolute value.) The surviving term is thus proportional to I g(f) (w—wi) < 6™ (w—wr),
with n = 0,1, 2, in which case the action becomes (as in (5.5)),

G? [ dwdw
GA(M) = ~=0 / (277)21 w?w? (2w — 6wPw; + 15ww?
—6ww + 2wt I, () Tig (w — wi) I (—w) (5.11)
G2

dt(; 1@)is @)k {3k _ % i [k I(4>z‘k> 7

5 -
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where 1 (Z{) o G' is evaluated on the Newtonian solution, and we have rearranged the terms
in the second line such that this is manifest. (Notice that the result in (5.11) differs from the
one obtained by ignoring the absolute values in (5.9).) At the end of the day, conservative
memory effects at O(G*) then resemble a (local-in-time) tail-type contribution with a (static)
quadrupolar interaction, which is also consistent with the type of integrals appearing in the
PM derivation [24].

5.3 Radiation-reaction square

In order to incorporate the remaining radiation-reaction-square effects, we start by inserting
the (imaginary) linear force onto itself, thus producing a conservative (real) part of the total
radiative result.® Similarly to what we find in the case of electromagnetism (see App. C), the
conservative part arises from the following (real) effective action,

Seans,) = 16 / dtldtQI”(tl)tl‘@tI((R)R)(tg) (5.12)
where
1) = 50 L) [ dteZ 1) 00) + 2 Qfea) [ a2 1))
i %Qk (1) / dt3t2%) t31§>6,1(t3)+iif62,§2(t2) / dtgtf) tgfjﬁf,i(@)
+iiﬂ@k<i(t2)/dt3t2%t31;§;(t3)7 (5.13)

[i,,7]

after replacing LY = 2>, maxgvy and we have introduced QY = 3 " ma:cz.asfl (which in-
cludes also the traces that are absent in I*/). Hence, plugging it back into (5.12) and using
the fact that Lij = 0 at this order, we find

cons 26" z 20
(RR2) = "9r 3 /dt1dt2 t2Izj(t1){Lk<i(t2)/dt3t — Lk (t3)

(1) Z (2) &z
+1Q{ta) [ atar 100 + 50 e) [ dta T
(3 &z
+2Q5(12) / b —

31‘;?,1(753) (5.14)

(5) P .®)
t3Ij>k(t3) + Qpi(t2) /dtstQ — t3[j>k(t3)} :

8Technically speaking, this is done by starting from the equations of motion with retarded Green’s functions,
and splitting the latter into Feynman plus a reactive term. The (real part of the) product of (two) Feynman
propagators yields a conservative contribution that coincides with the product of (two) time-symmetric Green’s
functions.
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In order to extract the O(G*) contribution, we rewrite the above expression in Fourier space
and notice, as before, that only the the term proportional to Qz({)) (w — wy) survives, yielding

Gl = 35 / (27r)20 (—iw") L (o) I™ (~w)IY (w ~ qo)
2G? [ dwdw ' '
+ 5 (%)21 { (20e0® — o) 1 1) Ql (- wl)pk(w)} (5.15)
2G2 () (3) 4) (2) (3 ()
=0 [t (Laa1 + QuId 1 + @RI

This action can now be used alongside the fail-tail and memory results to describe the conser-
vative dynamics at 5PN/4PM order, and in particular to derive the conservative scattering
angle as we show momentarily.

6 Scattering data at 5PN /4PM order

We are now in position to combine our results together with the other, potential-only plus tail-
type, contributions to the (in-in) effective theory and compute the total (relative) scattering
angle at 5PN order. We will focus in the overlap between the (even-in-velocity) hereditary
plus radiation-reaction-square corrections and the 4PM results in [28] and [24] for the total
and conservative part, respectively. We derive the corrections due to the failed-tail, memory,
as well as radiation-reaction-square terms, by integrating their contribution to the relative
impulse on the trajectories,

Ap = Mv / dt (a(N) (t) + ar)(t) + arre) (t) + a@Er)(t) + aqr (t)> ; (6.1)

to the desired 5PN/4PM order. We write the resulting relative angle in terms of a PM

expansion, . 1
Xrel n
Z Xb rel ( b > = Z Xg',r)el(voo) ]7 ) (62)

n

where b = |b|, with b the impact parameter, j = GLM“ the (reduced) angular momentum, and

Voo the (relative) velocity at infinity, such that Xy?el = (”12") XI() r)el, with ' = /1 + 2v(y — 1)
and v = /1 + vZ . For reasons that will become clear momentarily, we will also introduce

the variable [60]

(nu)_rn 1. (n,v?)

j,rel j,rel (63)

retaining only the O(v?) part.” To alleviate notation, we will also drop the ‘rel’ tag on the
angle from now on.

9The contributions at O(v) are already in perfect agreement between all the existent literature.
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6.1 Potential-only & Tails

The contribution from generic tail effects to the in-in effective action has been computed
within the EFT approach in [58], yielding

2G? M d i ; 1 41 2e7m
Spyr) = */ 28T (—w) IV (w )[—++ms1gn( ) — log (“’ . ﬂ :

d—3 30 T
2G2M+ dw S ik 1 82 w2eE
Srymy = 150 / 9% () 17* (w) [_d 3 +£+Z7T81gn( w) — log( — )] ,
32G2My [ dw ¢ alij alij 1 49 w?eTe
Sy = —50 / %wﬁJ_ J(—w)JJr T (w) ~7_3 + 20 + im sign(w) — log < e ,
(6.4)

for the terms that are relevant for our purposes here (see [47, 57, 58] for more details). As
it is well known, the 1/(d — 3) pole and factor of log i cancels out against the contribution
from potential modes [47, 51, 52, 62] to 5PN order, yielding finite and ambiguity-free results.

From the effective action we then obtain the equations and motion. For the conservative
part, one can instead simply evaluate the conservative action (which follows ignoring the
imsign(w) and dividing by a factor of two [47]) and taking a derivative with respect to the
angular momentum. This was performed in [60] using previous EFT results, obtaining

~(4,v%)cons _ —8919771/2216

Xj(p0t+T) 1400 00 * (65)

For the dissipative part, on the other hand, we must compute the impulse from the radiative
force, involving the factors of imsign(w) in (6.4). As it is well known, these term reproduce
the total radiated energy due to tail effects [47, 60]. Furthermore, their contribution(s) to the
(relative) scattering angle may be also obtained by using linear-response theory. Following
the analysis in [60], we find

=0. (6.6)

The vanishing of the dissipative part of the tail term at O(G*) turns out to have important
consequences regarding the origin of various different contributions to the near-zone dynamics.

6.2 Failed tail, Memories & RR?

We start with the fail-tail and memory contribution which follows via (6.1) evaluated on the
deflected trajectories,

’I’(t) = ’r‘o(t) + (S(FT)T(t) + (S(M)T(t) , (6.7)
where 79 = b + vot, and the perturbed trajectories, d(p)r(t) and (1), satisfy
5(X)’l‘(t) = a(x) (t) , X e {FT, M} . (68)

Since the additional nonlocal-in-time memory term does not contribute to the total impulse,
we may ignore it in what follows.
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We find, for each, two contributions to the total impulse. Firstly, we have the hereditary
radiation-reaction force evaluated up to the Newtonian deflection,

AN - M / e S T Rt 5
b v | dtager) ro(t)+5yr(t) 67 et 0(G"),
871 G4M5 3.b
AN =M /dt = L T B S+ 0(GY). 6.9
Pon = MV [RAND| o some 22407 B %G T (&%) (6.9)

The second part is obtained by including 5(X)r(t) in the Newtonian acceleration,

35 GAM®v3 20

== v3 — 4+ O(G°

70 (8)+6(n) () +8 )T (t) 16" 0 b (@),
_ 7593 G* M3 20

70 (t)+0(n) (1) +8 ) 7 (t) T 22407t "

A(FT)p(N) = MV/dt CL(N)

A(M)p(N) = MI//dt a(N)

Combing all contributions we arrive at

+O(G®).  (6.10)

23 GAM3Y3 . b

AN ppry + AFDp gy = — T 205 +0(G?), (6.11)
529 G*M®5 . b

ANpyy +AMp ) = 0T 203 +0(GY). (6.12)

For the remaining contribution at second order in the radiation-reaction force, we perform
the same steps, but in this case we must evaluate (6.1) on trajectories obeying an equation
as in (6.8) with X € {N,RR,RR?} terms given by the accelerations in (4.26) and (4.27).'°
Using the same notation as before we find the following intermediate contributions,

_ 3567 G MPV? 30

= T B3 C 06, 6.13
70 (t)+8 ()7 (t) 200" bl °°b (&) (6.13)

A(N)p(RRz) = Ml//dt a(RRz)

479 _G'MS 5 b

ARR) =M /dt = +0(G5
P(&r) v FRR) ro(t) o) (t)+o(rRr) T (¢) 25" bt > b &)
(6.14)
A(RR?) _ My/dta — _@W% 3 b + O(G5)
P = (N) ro(t)+80n () +(rRy T () +o 2y () 40 T
(6.15)
which combines into
2 211 G*M°2 ;b
AMp ey + ARRp oy + ARRIp = TRy gog +O(G?). (6.16)

10T et us remind the reader that, even though a(gr2) is a Schott-type term at O(G®), it enters in the impulse
at O(G*) through the deflected trajectory on the Newtonian force.
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6.3 Total deflection angle

Adding up the results from nonlinear radiation-reaction effects we obtain the total impulse,
from which we can derive the scattering angle, via

X = arccos <p_p+> , (6.17)
P[P ]

with the p, the incoming and outgoing relative momenta, respectively. Using the standard
convention that the deflection is positive along the —b direction (as the leading order), the
individual contributions coming from failed-tail, memory and (combined) radiation-reaction-
square effects, are given by

6
Xjm) = 1677 Voo
) 529,

j(M) = —%ﬂ'y Ugo’ (618)
"(47’/2) — E 2 6
Xj(RRZ) - 20 TV Uooa

respectively. Summing these results together with the total potential and tail terms in (6.5)
(and (6.6)), we finally arrive at

~(4,v%)tot 1491 2 6
jleven) 7 400 T Voo

(6.19)

for the even-in-velocity O(G*) coefficient of the total (relative) scattering angle, entering at
second order in the mass ratio. This result is in perfect agreement in the overlap with the
value computed in [28] at 4PM order.

6.4 Conservative part

Using the expressions in (5.8), (5.11) and (5.15) for the hereditary and radiation-reaction-
square contributions to the effective action, respectively, we can readily derive the associated
correction to the conservative deflection angle at O(G*), by evaluating the (radial) action on
the Newtonian trajectory to the given order in G, and taking a derivative with respect to the
angular momentum (see App. C). We find

~ (4,v%)cons 69 2

— 6
XjEr) = gV Voo
~(4,v%)cons __ 477 2 6
3 (M) = —%WV Vo s (620)
~(4,v%)cons __ 159 5 ¢
JRR?) T gp Y T
which, together with (6.5), yields
~(4,y2)cons . 8919 69 477 159 2.6 _
X;j(pot+T+FT+M+RR2) — < T 7200 T80 560 25 )™ Ve =0 (6.21)

in perfect agreement in the overlap with the conservative 4PM result in [24], as well as the
value inferred from the TF formalism in [60], consistently with the expected (polynomial)
mass-scaling of the scattering computation.
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7 Conclusions & Outlook

In this paper we have computed the missing hereditary effects in the near-zone two-body
(relative) dynamics, yielding the following result for the complete (in-in) effective action to
5PN order,

o G? G2
SN = S(pot) + Sty + S(1) ~ 77 / de LA T 1+ s / dt L 1,

G? 1 4 7@ 4) 74 @ ) 73) 3) 73) 72
5 dt (21—7ijj+,jkj+,kz I- ’L]I+ JkI-i-, i 717 z]IJr ]kI+ ki 717 l]IJr _]kI+ kz) (71)
2G? d 2)i 3)jk 3)ki

55 dt—dt {I( )]( )/dTﬂ(t — T)I_(i_)j (T)Ii) (T)} ,

where S(,0t) are the potential-only contributions obtained in [62], and the linear radiation-
reaction, S(gr), and tail terms, S(1y, are given in (4.21) and (6.4), respectively.

Our results differ from previous derivations in several notable ways. First of all, there
is a crucial term (depending on LZ_]) in the failed-tail contribution which was not included
before. Secondly, due to the enforcing of diffemorphism invariance in the Feynman rules, the
coefficients of the (local-in-time) memory contributions also differ with the values in [59, 63].
Finally, because of the nontrivial soft-frequency limit of the relevant Feynman integrals, we
have uncovered a novel nonlocal-in-time (boundary) term. From the expression in (7.1) we
derived the equations of motions, and demonstrated the consistency between the near- and
far-zone GW fluxes, paying particular attention to the connection between boundary terms
and the flux of (canonical) angular momentum. From the equations of motion we computed
the contribution to the total (even-in-velocity) relative scattering angle at O(G*?), including
the potential-only and (linear) radiation-reaction-square terms, finding complete agreement
in the overlap with the state of the art in the PM expansion [28].

We have also discussed the split into conservative and dissipative parts, following Feyn-
man’s prescription. We have found several subtleties due to the introduction of &-integrals.
Moreover, we demonstrated the presence of radiation-reaction-square terms in the conserva-
tive sector. After adding all the relevant pieces, the conservative dynamics at 5PN/4PM may
be obtained from the following effective action,

n ws | G i 7(3)li
SRaent = Soog + 5B+ 5 [ dt{ L Lo
%I(Q)ijl(i‘)jkl(?))ik —~ 5P’jI(4>J"“1<4>“€+ (7.2)

2 <_Lk‘i_f(4)kj[(3)ij + QP ki) f(Wig 4 @)k )ij(3)ij) }

5 )

expanded to O(G*), where S(C%r)ls are the conservative parts of the tail-type terms [47, 58], and
the above expression incorporates the remaining failed-tail, memory, and radiation-reaction-

square effects, respectively. Notice that the last line introduces terms that resemble the others,
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as well as dependence on traces that are absent from hereditary effects. From here we derived
the conservative scattering angle, finding also perfect agreement with the PN-exact O(G*)
value obtained in [24], as well as the 5PN/4PM result inferred from the TF approach [60].

As it was discussed in [32], upon subtracting nonlocal-in-time tail effects (from the log w?
in (6.4)), the resulting scattering angle may be analytically continued through the boundary-
to-bound dictionary [18, 19, 25] to compute observables for generic bound orbits, or incor-
porated into a local-in-time Hamiltonian (see also [88]). Likewise, at higher orders in G, the
expression in (7.2) will incorporate all of the “tail-like” 5PN contributions to the conservative
sector, provided the multipole moments with n < 2 derivatives are kept unperturbed (setting
the acceleration to zero). However, starting at 5PM, other conservative (Feynman) memory
effects—depending on an integral over the principal value—will introduce nonlocal-in-time
terms that are not captured by (7.2). We will return to a more in-depth discussion of the
conservative sector and the connection to scattering elsewhere.

There are various other aspects of our calculation that have uncovered somewhat unex-
pected issues that deserve further study:

o Tails vs Memories

As we discovered, the 4PM dissipative contribution, denoted as Xg?jrad in [28], is en-

tirely captured by failed-tail, memory, and radiation-reaction-square terms in the PN
EFT approach. Indeed, the overall scaling with the mass already implied that this
term had to originate from the product of three quadrupole moments (albeit one of

1" The situation gets more interesting at

them is static, as in tail-like interactions).
higher orders in G. Starting at 5PM, regions with three radiation modes will contribute
in relativistic scattering computations (such as tail-of-tail effects). Yet, after IBP re-
duction we find that (modulo soft-frequency limits) all of the leading memory effects
reduce to master integrals with two radiation modes (not necessarily with the same fre-
quency). This apparent dichotomy is remediated by noticing that the time derivatives
in hereditary terms can themselves be evaluated on the (linear) radiation-reaction force.
Moreover, the three-bubble diagram (as well as the tail of the memory) will also enter
at O(G?), evaluated on the Newtonian solution. These considerations illustrate the
intricate connections between the multipole expansion, the method of regions, and the

various contributions from nonlinear interactions in both PM and PN effective theories.

e Conservative-like RR?

Conservative effects entailed also terms at second order in the linear radiation-reaction
force. At first sight, the Burke-Thorne force is purely dissipative, which is manifest
in the fact that Feynman’s computation is purely imaginary, and so is the associated
radiation-reacted trajectory. The conservative part of the force arises after incorporating

"This is consistent with the fact that X£4r>e21rad can be obtained by combining the tail-induced radiated linear

momentum (see e.g. Eq. (H1) in [60]) together with the relations uncovered in Eqgs. (12.34-12.36) of [89].
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the radiation-reaction acceleration onto itself. As in the case of electromagnetism, this
was sufficient at O(G*). However, at higher orders, conservative-like contributions to
the impulse may arise from iterations over the radiation-reacted trajectory itself. Yet,
this cannot be inferred from the iteration over a real conservative force, which implies
that one has to be careful when splitting conservative and dissipative radiation-reaction-
square terms. In particular, to avoid double counting, not only we ought to isolate the
conservative part of aggrz), but in principle also the iterations over a(ggy.

Conservative (time) nonlocality

As we have shown, despite Feynman’s prescription introducing new non-analyticities in
the frequencies, the latter do not play a role in the derivation of conservative effects
at O(G*), which may be obtained directly from the effective action in (7.2), having
only the already known time nonlocality due to tail effects [47]. However, starting
at O(G®) Feynman’s prescription may incur in additional nonlocal-in-time (memory
and radiation-reaction-square) effects, proportional to a Z-integral. Yet, since the total
result derived from (7.1) is local, any extra nonlocality will cancel out against a coun-
terpart in the dissipative sector. This suggests that we can perform a splitting of the
(relative) dynamics into local-in-time conservative and dissipative terms (for instance
by constructing time-symmetric expressions in terms of retarded and advanced propa-
gators). However, we cannot assume the former will always obey the same (polynomial)
mass scaling inherited from Feynman’s computation, as in (6.21). This implies that we
may not be able to simply compare PN and PM results beyond 4PM order, and only
total values may be immune to different choices.

Soft-frequency limit

Another subtle issue is the soft-frequency limit of the Feynman integral involving the
cubic coupling. Even though it does not affect the impulse, it does contribute to the
flux of (canonical) angular momentum. This is not entirely surprising, since it is well
known that the angular-momentum flux is sensitive to the waveform in the w — 0
limit, see e.g. [90-92]. Moreover, we found that the soft-frequency contribution due to
memory effects in (3.35) starts at O(G), which is also consistent with the results in
[85, 93]. However, there are two key aspects regarding the derivation of the near-zone
action. Firstly, the need to avoid enforcing the energy/frequency conservation prior
ij-BiO
which cannot be naively simplified in the presence of a nontrivial analytic structure

to performing the IBP decomposition; and secondly, the appearance of factors of

of the multipole moments. The soft-frequency-limit contribution enters as a boundary
term, thus affecting the canonical momentum while the evolution equations for the
position and velocities remain unaltered. This also suggests that the impact of the
nonlocal-in-time angular-momentum flux on the evolution of the GW phase is more
subtle than what we would have naively expected from the far-zone computation.
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In addition to the above there are other directions worth of further exploration. As we
discussed, we have concentrated on the relative near-zone dynamics.'?> The issue with the
relative part, for instance for the impulse, is that it does not capture (directly) the total
radiated momentum [60]. The latter, however, is the only type of GW flux from failed-tail,
memory, and radiation-reaction-square effects that does not turn into a total time derivative
after writing the result in terms of positions and velocities (modulo the nonlocal-in-time flux
of canonical angular momentum). Hence, these effects are conservative from the point of view
of the relative dynamics, since they may be reabsorbed into the left-hand-side of a balance-
type equation. This implies, for instance, that the total (even-in-velocity) relative scattering
angle due to nonlinear gravitational forces at 5PN order may be described in terms of a local-
in-time Hamiltonian, albeit without the mass-polynomiality of the Feynman result, as we see
already in (6.19). We will return to this issue in more detail in forthcoming work.

Finally, there is the connection with the more traditional Multipolar-Post-Minkowskian
(MPM) formalism [9]. Although we can show that (up to total time derivatives) the memory
and failed-tail GW fluxes agree,!? as well as the explicit nonlocal-in-time contribution, the
total value for the h;ro one-point function obtained here does not (formally) agree with the
one derived from the MPM formalism [76]. Given the notorious differences between the
EFT and MPM frameworks, this is somewhat expected. For starters, the couplings in the
effective action do not include the traces of the multipole moments, while these are kept
throughout the MPM approach. Furthermore, the EF'T multipole moments are defined with
respect to a locally-flat frame and matched with the (pseudo-)stress-energy tensor; whereas
in the MPM formalism other coordinates and matching conditions are used. Yet, agreement
has been found so far in all observable quantities, notably the recent rederivation in [33] of
the total radiated power at 3PN order, first obtained in the MPM approach [9]; as well as
the rederivation in [49] of the 4PN conservative tail effects, first obtained within the EFT
approach [47]. (Moreover, in the PM regime, the results in [60, 89] are consistent with the total
values in [24, 28], and recent MPM and amplitude-based approaches have produced matching
results for the waveform in the overlapping realm of validity [94-96].) Hence, we expect that
MPM derivations of the 5PN near-zone dynamics will ultimately also agree with the results

reported here, which may help us elucidate the connection between the two formalisms.

12 As we mentioned, the center-of-mass recoil can be included through terms depending on the center-of-mass
position and velocity in the effective action, yielding a correction to the radiation-reaction force, or directly
via the flux of momentum using the Ward identity.

13Unfortunately, this is a somewhat trivial check since the failed-tailed and memory GW fluxes themselves
become total derivatives when written in terms of positions and velocities at 5PN order.

14 Another possible route is to recast the EFT derivations in a way that resembles the procedure implemented
in the MPM approach [97].
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A Background gauge & Ward identities

Throughout this paper we have emphasized the importance of the background-gauge fixing
in (2.9) for diffeomorphism invariance and the validity of the Ward identities. However, for the
computations we performed, the additional part of the Feynman rule due to the background-
field gauge did not play a role. Needless to say, this will not be true in general. We show here
an example where the background-field method is essential to guarantee that the associated
TH(x) satisfies the Ward identity.

Let us consider the diagrams in Fig. 4 responsible for the tail effects, where we included
also the contributions which are needed for a nonstatic monopole term. Hence, we have a
(Bondi) mass/energy coupling where the M (w;) is not proportional to §(w;) and include, for
instance, corrections due to GW emission. In background gauge we have the gauge-fixing
harmonic term

—af

Sar = / d*zy/=gg"” [gaﬁvahm -7

_ _ gPe _
5 O] [t

TV,,hpg , (A.1)

which, after expanding the background metric (with £ just a placeholder)
Guw = Nw + ERhyu (A.2)
implies (schematically)
Sar = / d4x{(8h)2 + K€ {h(f)h)Q + (0h)*h + (8h)(8h)h] SEEEE } : (A.3)
modifying the cubic interaction for the (“quantum”) h,, field and the background hy,. Re-

turning to the diagrams in Fig. 4, we find that Fig. 4(c) is manifestly zero, since it is always
proportional to a scaleless integral which in dim. reg. vanishes. On the other hand, both
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q q
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N O O

M (w1) I(w-wi) M (w1) I(w-wr) Ii(w1) M(w-wr)
(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: The Feynman diagrams needed for the computation of the tail contribution to
T For simplicity we denote kY = w and ¢° = w;.

Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b) contribute and, after an IBP reduction, the result can be written as

v dw o 5
T oy (B) = K2 / T;MNW)Q&(W —w1) [Nélg)” (w,w1,k,8)T10

(A.4)
+ NO(zIQB)MV(wv Wi, k> g)IO,I + No(é?[)a)w(% Wi, k, 5)-,[1,1:| 5
where we encounter the same master integrals we had before, i.e.
1
T, = / | _ | . (A.5)
a [(w1 +i07)2 — %] [(w — w1 +i07)? — (k — q)?]

Notice that all three tensorial structures N O(ég)“”(w, w1, k, &) depend on the gauge-fixing choice
in (A.1) through the £ parameter. In order to verify the Ward identity we then compute
dwl

v @ 1) uv
kyTiFigA(a)(b)(k) = 52/277M+(W)I+B(w —wl)[ku/\/’o(tg)“ (w,wi,k,&)T1p

+ ko N (w, w1, k, €)To1 + kN (w, w1, k:,{)IM}

87

dw o ~
= (1= ) [ S @I @ - o) [N (w01, B)T1g

+/{f;25)“(w,w1, kt)onl +/\~/’O(é%)“(w,w1, k)zl,l} 5 (AG)

where N élﬁ)“(w,wl, k) is the resulting tensorial structure after contracting with k¥, and we
have factored out the £ dependence already. First of all, we immediately notice that the Ward
identity is automatically obeyed when M = 0, for which wM (w) & wd(w) — 0. Secondly, for
a nonstatic mass/energy coupling, the expression in (A.6) does not vanish unless we choose
¢ = 1. Namely, the background gauge-fixing action in (A.1). Finally, let us stress that in this
scenario the diagram in Fig. 4(b) is crucial to guarantee the validity of the Ward identity.
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B Near-zone (local-in-time) GW fluxes

From the in-in computation, we will generally find the following form of the ‘dissipative’ part
of the in-in effective action,

Re=)Y .t F7l(a,), (B.1)
M

where .#" is a generic multipole, .% f(//ﬂr) is a function of the ., multipoles, both con-
tracted over L indices. From here we obtain the energy and angular momentum losses from
the near-zone dynamics (omitting the sum over particles for simplicity)

: ot d (ot _,
M= [&c_ FL(My) — dt( =gl ) ] . (B.2)
: oMt d (ot
Ly = epijz; [MJ+(///+) - dt( du FL (M) } - (B.3)
Starting with (B.2), and upon time averaging over an orbit, we have [72]
: oMt dv o.M _,
<M>—<[v- e —I—E- o ]J+(///+)> . (B.4)
In order to evaluate the time derivatives, we use that
ot oxk o oxk 0
e — %L _%L
oz’ |pL, <aazé_ oxk * ozt 8m’§>< ! 2> PL
_ <5’“z .t (=) MQL) _ ot (B.5)
\ 2 oxb 2 0xk J|p, Oz’ '

and similarly for the derivative with respect to the velocity. Hence, since the multipole
moments do not depend explicitly on time (for a binary in isolation), we have

d ot dv ot
& ) o) = v B0 A0 0T (B.6)
such that
oy = ([0 222 L 0 002 g )\ (S G g (B.7)
=\ ox dt ov o dt ’ ’

The computation of the angular-momentum flux is a bit trickier. Let us restrict the
manipulations here local-in-time effects. We use the expression in (B.3) and, upon time-
averaging, we get

oMr oM*
n —|— ’UZ' 0
ox’ v’

|7t B3)

<Lk> = 5kij< ["Bz

PL
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In what follows we particularize for our case at hand, namely .#% = {L I}, Without loss
of generality, the angular momentum and quadrupole may be decomposed as
LY =2f (m[i'vﬂ + m[i'v{]) (B.9)
19 = (f2 :B(_lwi_) + f3 sc(_lvi) + fa v(iwi) + f5 v(i'v2> — traces, (B.10)

where the f,’s, n = 1---5, are only functions of the + variables (with other contributions
annihilated by the PL). For instance, at leading order we have

. i q 2 ..
IV = Zma <2mgm2)+ — 55”:1:%, . aca7+> . (B.11)
From the general form in the above expressions we find
oL oL
xr; — ’Ui; = fl (CL'Z"Ub(Sja + :c“viéjb - (a 4 b)) = Lib(Sja - Liaéjb (B12)
oz’ v’ |pL
ore I
CCZ'; + ’Uii_A = 2331- (fg 5j(a(lib) + f3 5j(avb)) + 2’Ui (f4 (5j(a:13b) + f5 (5]‘(a’vb))
Ox?. ov’_|pr

= QIi(a(Sjb) + 0(51(“5jb)) R (B.13)

where the last term represent the traces (that ultimately cancel out once contracted with
antisymmetric terms). From here we arrive at the general structure for the flux of angular
momentum

(Ex) = 2ig (L (Fos(t) + Fio(A)) + Lia (Tl t) = Fij( ) ) (B.14)
C Abraham-Lorentz conservative effects

The conservative relativistic scattering of two (nonspinning) charges in electrodynamics due
to radiative effects was obtained in [78], at fourth order in the coupling (see ancillary file
in [78]). Since (classical) electromagnetism is inherently a linear theory, the existence of
such conservative-like terms can only be associated with contributions at second-order in the
(linear) Abraham-(Dirac)-Lorentz force. We reproduce here this effect, at leading order in
the PN expansion, from the point of view of the EFT approach [14, 67].

At leading order in the multipole expansion, and ignoring the gravitational field, the
long-distance effective action for the two-body system takes the form

Sof = _i/d‘leWFW — Viara(Qy +Q2)/th“V“+ \/47ra/dtd~E+--~ . (C1)

a=éefin,  Fu=20,4,, E=-Fy (C.2)
VE=4y,  d(t) = Quzi(t) + Qaxa(t)

in the center-of-mass frame. We have only kept the coupling to the dipole, d, which is the
relevant term at leading PN order. In what follows we denote as ¢, = Qq/mq (a = 1,2) the
charge/mass ratio.
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In-in computation

We follow the same steps as in the gravitational case, yielding

d , , 1
iS[m] = i(470) / © / [kk & () () — W (—w)dﬂr(w)] _ (C.3)
which reduces to
dw i i 2« (3)
Sles) = 5 [ Sott)d () ) = 5 [ardv-dP ). (C4)
From the in-in action we get the radiation-reaction (Abraham-Lorentz) acceleration for

each particle

2c 2
= ?Qa d®(t) = 5 la (miqi &1 +mage @) . (C.5)
PL

_ 20 9d-() 3
aa(RR) - 3my, 6$a7_(t) d+ (t)

In order to obtain the leading order contribution, we replace the acceleration on the
right-hand side of (C.5) by the Coulomb force, yielding the relative acceleration'?

2 d (r
Q(RR) = @1(RR) — Q2(RR) = gagMI/ a1q2(q1 — QQ)Qa <7“3((t>>> . (C.6a)

Since it is a total derivative, the contribution from this acceleration to the total impulse is
clearly zero, regardless of the trajectory. That means that the only correction comes from the
radiation-reaction deflected trajectory (or ‘iteration’ [20]) 7(t) = b + voot + 6FR)r(¢), which
solves the equation

d2
o 5(RR),, (t) = a(RR) (C.7)
into the Coulomb force, yielding
304 2,2 2
(RR),, _ & M* qig3 (@1 — q2)°v 9 Y
AV p, 3 302 4b W—UOO , (C.8a)
a3 MA 2
RR C,(RR,1) M Q1QQ(Q1 CI) v| b Voo

where, as in the main text, (b, vy) are the impact parameter and relative velocity at infinity,
respectively. This agrees with the nonrelativistic expansion of the result in [27].

The acceleration at second order in the radiation-reaction (RR?) can be obtained by
plugging back the radiation-reaction acceleration onto the right-hand side of the force,

4

Q4(RR2) = §a2qa(m1(ﬁ + mzqg)g miqr 1+ maqa T'2 (C.9)
4 5009 d* r(t)
=352 M?vq,(migi + mag3) qige(q1 — )@rgi(t)v

5Notice that it vanishes when q1 = qa.
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where in the last equality we inputed the Coulomb acceleration. Upon evaluating the time

derivatives, we find

4
Q4 (RR2) = *043M2an (mlfﬁ + m2Q§)Q1Q2(Q1 —q2)

9
2 (C.10)
X 152—30— r—6(r.v)v—2amq1q2£ .
" 5 5 76
such that A
a(rR2) = §043M21/(m1qf +m2g3)q1g2(q1 — q2)°
2 (C.11)

v-r v (r-v) r
X |{1b———-3—=|r—=6 v — 2am —1,
for the relative acceleration, where the a* term arises from the inclusion, once again, of

the Coulomb force. Because of the structure of the radiation-reaction-square force, it is
£16

/ dtaBRY) ~ L(lit ;((tt))] ‘OOOO =0. (C.12)

straightforward to show tha

Since this integral vanishes, the nontrivial contribution the total impulse comes from evaluat-
ing the Coulomb acceleration on the trajectory deflected by the force in (C.11) to the desired
order. We find

a4M4u2

2
A p, = —r = (g} + maa3) i a3 (a1 — o)

2 1 b

. 1
3V b (C.13)

We discover A(RRz)pl = —A(RRQ)pQ, such that the contribution to the scattering angle be-
comes (using the same convention for a positive angle along the —b direction)

tot  __ ‘A(RRQ)pl‘ N ot M3y

2 2\ 2 2 2
X(RR2) = 10 Gtz (il +mags) (e — ) (C.14)

which, amusingly, also agrees at leading PN order with the conservative result in [78]. As we
demonstrate next, this is expected due to the nature of the radiation-reaction-square force,
and will be recovered as well from the in-out (Feynman) computation, as we demonstrate
momentarily.

RR? force is conservative

Before proceeding, let us demonstrate that the radiation-reaction-square force in (C.10), to
the order we are concerned about, is conservative. We already found the conservation of
momentum. Let us look now at the loss of energy of each body, say particle 1,

Ey =myvr - ay g2y = Amiqid - IO FL Mg Ty, (C.15)

SNotice that in order to obtain this result from the expression in (C.11) we must also take into account not
only straight motion but also the leading order deflection due to the Coulomb field.
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where, in order to simplify notation, we introduced A = (4/9)a? (mlq% + mgq%). After
performing the following manipulations

.ood L. . d 1dy/.,
A ““+dt< '>—‘§a(m1+“')v (€.16)
. d. .

we find, up to total time derivatives,

Ey = —Amimaqiqa &1 - &9 + dt( ). (C.18)
and similarly,
Ey = —Amamiqiqodss - T + E(' ). (C.19)
so that
Ey + Ey = —Amagemiqy (531 S Xy + Lo - 5'31) + a(' )
d/s. . d
= —Amqum1q1&(fv1 &g + - ) = &(' ) (C.20)

becomes a total derivative, which can then be moved to the left-hand side to define a new
conserved quantity. Similar steps can be perform for the angular momentum. In that case
we have

» o d
Lzl = mle”kazjla]f(RRz) = Amlqle”kazld [mlql ']+ mage $§:| , (C.21)

and using the identities,

id oL d d
x{&xlf:—x{m’f—l—a():w{x]f—i-&() (C.22)
id oL d d
5'3]1&39]26:—5‘9]133]26"‘&(“'):w{wg‘*‘@("')y (C.23)
the only nontrivial contribution becomes
. ks d
Ll Amyqimoqoe "’ £L'2 + dt( ) (C.24)
and likewise for particle 2,
i ik s d
Ly = Amagomiqre* )ik + dt( ), (C.25)
such that, for the total loss of angular momentum we find,
Ly + Ly = Amamigagie” (9515”2 + xgwl) + &(' ) = &(' ) (C.26)

which, once again, becomes a total derivative.
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In-out computation

We show now how to derive the conservative-like contribution to the scattering angle using
the in-out approach. The effective action is obtained by integrating out the electromagnetic
field. Following similar steps as before, we find

dw 1
cons _ 4 2dz dz /
(RR T / ( ) & (UJ +ZO+)2 _ k2
_ 1 7 7 _ _-g
= 3a/ 27r( w?)Sign(w)d' (—w)d' (w) = L /dtldtgt

(C.27)

7 ) d 1),
1—t2
The overall factor of 1/2 difference with respect to the in-in result in (C.4) is due to the
symmetry of the diagram, and in the last step we used (5.1). The reader will immediately
notice that, provided the time derivatives of the dipole term are real functions of time (as
expected from Coulomb-like interactions) the real part of the above in-out effective action
vanishes, which is consistent with the fact that there is no conservative contribution at leading
order in the radiation-reaction force. (The imaginary part, on the other hand, directly leads
to the well-known dipole emission formula: P ~ d® - d®), as expected from the optical
theorem [17].) We can, nonetheless, obtain an acceleration using the generalized Euler-
Lagrangian equations [16],

oL d oL a2 oL a3 oL

B = aa®) @t 0ma(t) AP 0FL() AP OF.@)

(C.28)

and we get

xe P d3 P
cons __ _ (3) —  —
(RR)a = 37rQa/dtldtl {6(7& 751)251 — 2d (ta) — d(tl)dt3 (t1 —m

2ic K 25
i — (3) / e ——
Qa/ r_ t,d (t) 3 maQa/

S(t — m))] (C.29)

/t — (m1gr Z1(t') + mage @2(t)) .

The fact that the leading radiation-reaction force is imaginary is a consequence of the fact that
radiative effects dissipative energy at leading order, and therefore, from the decomposition of
the retarded Green’s function into a Feynman term plus a cut [27], only the latter contributes.
However, that is no longer the case at second order, as we demonstrate in what follows.

To obtain the radiation-reaction-square effects, we replace the second derivatives in (C.29)
with the very same acceleration, yielding

cons _

@RR2)a = T oo zqﬂ

d
[ ity a7 dt” <m1Q1 & (") + mago & 2(75”)>

t/ _ t//

d P
+ sz%g /dt” T <m1Q1 (") + mogo & 2(75/1))]

402 4 P
= 9MMMHWWQ/WF#/&%_WGWW@WHWWﬂgmﬁ-
(C.30)
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We invoke again the Poincaré-Bertrand theorem [86, 87] (see (5.4)) and exchange the order
of integration, yielding

cons  __ 4o 2 2 de” (4) f1 4) /1 d’ P
AfRR2)0 = ~ gz da(midi +magy) | dt (migizy” (") + magazy (")) [ dt = =)

2
0
+ TQa(mIQ% + mag3) (m1q1:1:§4) (t) + m2q2w§4) ()

40
= g ta(mgt + magd) (mana” (1) + magszs (1)) (C.31)

where in the last equality we used the fact that [86, 87]

&
dt—F~F—F—~=0. C.32

=y (32
We are thus left with the exact same acceleration in (C.9) from the in-in approach, which
implies that the contributions from the reactive terms all vanish at this order. Following the
same steps as before, we get the same value for the scattering angle, consistently with the
relativistic result in [78].

Radial action

It is instructive to derive the contribution from radiation-reaction-square effects also directly
at the level of the (radial) action. This can be done replacing the second derivative in (C.27)
with the acceleration in (C.29), together with (C.32), yielding

cons 2a2 C@ t@ 4
(o) = — 5 (g} + magd) / dtd(t) / dts / ity ———d( (t3)

9 1—t2 t2 — 13
= 2;(2(mlqg +mag3) / dtd(t) - gy, (1), (C.33)
where )
dEgR) (t) = aM?vqiga(q1 — CD)% <;((tt))> ; (C.34)
such that
(RR2) = QS;O;)MZV(WQ% +m2g3) 12(q1 — q2) /dt d(t) - ((;; (;}ft))) . (C.35)

From here we can relate the conservative action, evaluated on the (leading) Coulomb trajec-
tory, to the scattering angle via (see e.g. [60])
cons  __ _g cons (C 36)
X(RR2) = 7 57 (RR?)> :
with J = Mvusb the total angular momentum. Upon inputing the solution for the trajectory,

we arrive at
o MAy?
93 v0

cons
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from which we find

in agreement with (C.14), which implies as before that XE

cons _ My 322 g s
X{Riz) = Toprg (mid) +meg) gz (@ — a2)° (C.38)
o

‘I?{tRQ) = XE%‘EQ) at this order.
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