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ABSTRACT: Quantum higher-spin theory applied to Compton amplitudes has proven to be
surprisingly useful for elucidating Kerr black hole dynamics. Here we apply the framework
to compute scattering amplitudes and observables for a binary system of two rotating
black holes, at second post-Minkowskian order, and to all orders in the spin-multipole
expansion for certain quantities. Starting from the established three-point and conjectured
Compton quantum amplitudes, the infinite-spin limit gives classical amplitudes that serves
as building block that we feed into the unitarity method to construct the 2-to-2 one-loop
amplitude. We give scalar box, vector box, and scalar triangle coefficients to all orders in
spin, where the latter are expressed in terms of Bessel-like functions. Using the Kosower-
Maybee-O’Connell formalism, the classical 2PM impulse is computed, and in parallel we
work out the scattering angle and eikonal phase. We give novel all-orders-in-spin formulae
for certain contributions, and the remaining ones are given up to O(S'1). Since Kerr 2PM
dynamics beyond O(S2?) is as of yet not completely settled, this work serves as a useful
reference for future studies.
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1 Introduction

The detection of gravitational waves from binary mergers of compact objects [1, 2], and
the promises of upcoming experiments [3-5], guide computational efforts towards increased
analytic precision for two-body dynamics [6-8]. Recently, focus on post-Minkowskian (PM)
perturbation theory and hyperbolic trajectories [9], has led to new tools that import lessons
from scattering amplitudes in quantum field theory (QFT) [10-12]. There are now results
for 2-to-2 scattering at orders 3PM [12-20], 4PM [21-29] and beyond [30]. Techniques such
as analytic continuation of hyperbolic results are used to learn about bound systems [31-
35], for which high-order post-Newtonian (PN) results are also available [36-51].

An abundance of techniques has emerged for computing classical observables, which
include traditional worldline EFTs [52-58] with spin effects [59-79], the Kosower-Maybee-
O’Connell (KMOC) formalism [80-84], eikonal-based approaches [85-96], wordline quan-
tum field theory [97-103], heavy-particle effective theory [104, 105], approaches using the
double copy [106-128], soft graviton theorems [129-137], direct classical limits of QF T am-
plitudes [138, 139], and twistor descriptions [140-142]. For recent reviews on gravitational
waves, effective field theory (EFT) and scattering amplitude methods, see refs. [143-150].



Classical observables extracted from 2-to-2 scattering amplitudes, in the PM expan-
sion, includes the scattering angle, impulse, and spin-kick [20, 151-168]. Furthermore, the
PM expansion has allowed the computation and understanding of radiation-reaction ef-
fects [132, 160, 169-173], higher-order waveforms [174-184], beyond GR effects [185-199],
tidal effects [200-208], non-trivial backgrounds and/or self-dual BHs [209-222], natural
extensions such as quantum effects, high-energy limits, supersymmetric and string models,
and Kerr-Newman black holes, mergers and other toy models [223-242]. Comparison to
scattering computations in numerical relativity has also been done, which highlight need
for resummation [243, 244].

Including spin effects is vital for astrophysical black holes, and it has also proven to
be interesting from a purely formal perspective. Using scattering amplitudes for massive
spinning particles one can extract the spin multipoles [245] in terms of the spin vector
St = ma* of a Kerr black hole. In ref. [246] the three-point amplitude was given on
exponential form to all orders in the ring radius vector a*, and in ref. [247] a family of
generic spin-s quantum amplitudes were given, which were later shown [151, 248] to also
describe the Kerr three-point amplitude. Using unitarity and on-shell methods the higher-
spin amplitudes gave a new avenue to compute to 2-to-2 scattering at 1PM [139, 153, 249]
and conceptually treat Kerr black holes as elementary particles [250-252].

Compton four-point amplitudes, corresponding to a Kerr black hole interacting with
two gravitons, have been presented for the opposite-helcity [247] and same-helicity [253]
graviton states. The opposite-helicity Arkani-Hamed-Huang-Huang (AHH) amplitudes
exhibited spurious poles for higher-spin s > 2 states, which signals the need to resolve
contact-term ambiguities. Several proposals has been put forward attempting to single out
the appropriate Compton contact terms, using properties such as the high-energy limit or
additional conjectured symmetries and structures [254-267]. The spinning Compton am-
plitudes for s < 2 are also known to be given by the double copy [106, 107, 268] in terms
of gauge-theory s < 1 amplitudes [253, 269-272] that are often refereed to as root-Kerr
theory [250].

The elementary-particle Lagrangians that underlie the well-behaved AHH amplitudes
were analyzed in detail in [271], and using tree-level unitarity constraints from higher-spin
theory the Compton family was extended up to s = 5/2. By using the full machinery
of higher-spin theory [273], the AHH three-point amplitudes could also be derived from
gauge-symmetry principles [274]. Combining higher-spin gauge symmetry, a chiral-field
approach [275], and the appearance of symmetric homogeneous polynomials in Kerr and
root-Kerr amplitudes [276], lead to a proposal for the closed-form spin-s family of Kerr
Compton amplitudes [277].

Taking the classical limit of the quantum Compton amplitude, using infinite-spin
limit [236] or coherent-spin states [278], gave a proposal for the all-orders-in-spin tree-
level Compton amplitude describing Kerr dynamics [277]. This was tested against explicit
general-relativity calculations [260, 262], using black-hole perturbation theory or Teukolsky
equation. Full agreement was found for the special choice @ = 0, where « is a bookeping
parameter introduced in ref. [260], that tags terms related to polygamma functions that
start appearing at O(S%). Also dissipative terms start appearing at this order, tagged by 7,



and they could be straightforwardly accounted for in the higher-spin Compton amplitude,
again for & = 0. These non-analytic contributions, and their relation to near-zone/far-zone
splitting of the solution to the Teukolsky equation, and related ambiguities, are discussed
in refs. [197, 262].

Related work on classical Compton amplitudes can also be found in [261, 263], which
gives closed-form expressions that have the same classical factorization poles as the pro-
posal [277], while the contact terms are similar but different. Proposals for closely-related
Compton processes in Kerr background has also been put forward [279].

In general, there have been many competing new scattering amplitude methods em-
ployed for computing state-of-the-art observables for binary systems of spinning black holes.
In particular, the 2-to-2 amplitude is known in a wide range of cases: at 1PM with arbitrary
spin, at 2PM up to spin O(S%) [151, 158] and O(S%) [168], with proposed O(S¥) exten-
sion [280], at 3PM up to O(S?) [20, 162] and up to 4PM for O(S1) [281]; see also [153, 161—
167, 249, 282-287]. See also recent work on spin-magnitude change [288-290] dissipation
and absorption with spin [291, 292]. More importantly, the radiation emitted by the bi-
nary, obtained from a five-point amplitude with an emitted graviton, was computed up to
O(G?) to a fixed spin order [99, 132, 293-299).

In this paper, we explore 2-to-2 scattering of spinning black holes and corresponding
2PM observables using the all-orders-in-spin Compton amplitude proposed in ref. [277].
We develop efficient integration techniques for extracting the relevant contributions to the
classical one-loop amplitude: scalar triangles, scalar and vector boxes. This requires some
delicacy since the one-loop integrand is composed of several non-trivial entire functions of
three independent spin-dependent variables. While the box coefficents have closed forms
in terms of exponential functions, we find after some work, that the triangle integral coef-
ficients can be expressed as integrals and derivatives of the Bessel function Jy of the first
kind. Our results can be contrasted to the recent 2PM work [300], that also addressed
the need for integration methods for spin-resummed entire function that appear in Kerr
scattering amplitudes. See also related results [280] that extracts 2PM amplitudes and
eikonal phase to relatively high spin-multipole order.

Using the one-loop amplitude reduced to master integrals, we then explore observables
at 2PM. We compute the classical impulse, scattering angle and eikonal phase up to O(S'1).
We also give various closed-form expressions to all orders in spin, both for contributions
coming from boxes, such as the parallel impulse and impulse perpendicular to scattering
plan, and for the eikonal-phase contributions corresponding to triangle coefficients that
originate from the pole terms of the quantum Compton amplitude. We leave the eikonal
evaluation of the third triangle coefficient, corresponding to genuine contact terms, to
future work.

This paper is structured as follows. In section 2 we review the higher-spin Compton
amplitude which describes gravitational perturbations of a Kerr black hole, presented by
some of the authors in ref. [277]. In section 3, we study the one-loop 2-to-2 amplitude
required to extract 2PM binary observables, presenting the required building blocks, the
classical limit technology and the techniques to compute loop integrals. In section 4 we
review the KMOC formalism [80, 301] and use it to compute classical observables from the



one-loop amplitude. In particular, we compute the eikonal, the scattering angle and the
impulse and display some explicit results. We also compare our results to similar works in
the literature. Lastly we conclude in section 5.

2 Review of tree-level Kerr Compton amplitudes

In this section we review the details of the higher-spin three-point and Compton amplitudes
discussed in ref. [277], and the classical black-hole amplitudes that arise in the infinite-spin
limit.

To set up our notation, let us consider the amplitude M(1%,2% 3,...,n) between two
massive higher-spin particles and (n—2) gravitons. We start by pulling out the gravitational

coupling and phases,’

K\ n—2

M(15,25,3,...,n) = 1(5) TM@E,20,. ), (2.1)

and the momenta satisfy p? = p2 = m?, p?>2 =0and >, p! =0 (all incoming momenta).
Then recall that the three-point higher-spin AHH amplitudes takes the form

<21>23 B B [21]25
M(18325a3+) :2(E§r 'p1)2 m2s M(15a25’3 ) :2(53 'p1)2Wa (22)
where the massive spinors include a SU(2) wavefunction |1) = [1%)z,, |1] = |1%]z,, |2) =
12%)Z4, |2] = |2%]Z,, which automaticaly symmetrizes over the little group indices.

Under the classical limit & — 0, s — oo, the (21)?% and [21]? factors are mapped to
exponentials, giving the classical Kerr amplitudes

M(1,2,3%) = 2(e5 - py) 2™ (2.3)
where the ring-radius vector is related to the SU(2) wavefunction as

|a o 5
at = — m’<1b|0“|1 | Z(v2c) » (2.4)

and we normalized as z°z, = 1, giving that a®> = —|a|?. The ring radius has units of length,
it is transverse p; - a = 0, and related to the dimensionless spin vector as S* = ma*.

For the tree-level Compton amplitude, there also exists candidate higher-spin ampli-
tudes. The same-helicity Compton amplitude for spin-s quantum states is [253]

[34]%(21)*

M(1%,25 3% 4T) = ——2 "L
( ) s12t13t14m2s™4

(2.5)
where s;; = (p; + pj)g, tij = 2p; - pj. The corresponding classical amplitude also takes the
form of an exponential

[34)*

M(1,2,3t41) = -2
( ) a?(p1-q1)?

e? (2.6)

"We have suppressed a spin-dependent phase ~ (—1)® which is unphysical, and due to quirks of the
mostly-minus signature.



where the graviton momenta are encoded as ¢ = py + p3 and q; = ps — p3. Note that the
: _ pq
frequency/energy of the two graviton planewaves is w = 5.
The opposite-helicity Compton amplitude for spin-s quantum states is expected to

take the form [247, 277],

((13)[42] + (23)[41])*

M (15253747 =
( ) s12t13t14(3|1]4]25—4

+ (contact-term completion)

31412 P2 (13)[42](3(114]3 (0. (13)(32)[14][42 .
- L e
<13><32>[14H42] (2e=2) (25-2) , (3lpl4] L(2s-1)
e, Bl (-2l p )
y {87 <ziz4£ 4] 428 19) g (L) P (=) PR 4l

(2.7)

where the first-line expression is the AHH Compton amplitude [247], which is known to
need a completion of contact terms to cancel out the spurious pole coming from the (3|14]
denominator. The last equality gives the Compton amplitude found in ref. [277], which
gives the completion, up to free contact terms controlled by the parameter «, and 7 controlls
dissipative terms. The a and 1 were introduced as bookkeeping parameters in ref. [260].2

In eq. (2.7), the ng) are complete homogeneous symmetric polynomials, which can be

k) _ZH

with globally assigned spin-dependent variables

written as

Yoot (2.8)

(S 7) S li=k—n+1

¢1 = (14|2] + m[21], g3 :=m(21),

(2.9)
G = —(2|4]|1] + m[21], G = m[21].

Polynomials with more than four variables are subject to the limit Péﬁ)
Finally, the pt-vector in eq. (2.7) is defined as p* := 3((2|0*|1] + (1]|0*|2]).
After taking the classical limit, the opposite-helicity Compton amplitude can be ex-

(k).

= limg, ¢, Pn

pressed in terms of four classical spin-dependent variables, abbreviated as

Ti=a-qu, y:==a-q,
alv-q . Blal4] . (2.10)
= 4L, = 4L,
(3[vl4]

where the four-velocity of the black hole is identified with the first particle, p}’ = mo*,

with v2 = 1. In these variables, the classical opposite-helicity Compton amplitude is
(3[1[4]*

¢*(p1-q1)?

M(1,2,37,4%) = — (eiE cosh z — we®sinhc z + ¥ Z W2 B4 (w? - 22 (z —w)E

2We work under the assumption a = 0,17 = =+1, although it is currently unclear which contact-term
choice best describes the tree-level Compton amplitude beyond fourth order in spin [260, 262, 277].



—W(S+né)> +aC™), (2.11)

where ¢ = (v - q1)?/q* is the optical parameter, sinhc z := z~!sinh z is an even function,
and we make use of four entire functions

eV — e® cosh z 4+ (z — y)e® sinhc z

E = oy
(2,9, 2) g 22 + (y—-v),

~ 1 e¥ —e®coshz + (z — y)e” sinhc z

E = — — 2.12
(2,9, 2) 5 =) 22 + (y = —v), (212)

OF < OF
g(.’L‘,y,Z)—%, S(x7y7z)*5'
Note that if we had instead defined the velocity in terms of the second particle, ph = —muvH,

the above classical formulae would be unchanged, since the minor difference in definition is
automatically projected out in the variable definitions. The classical Compton amplitude
matches the black-hole perturbation results of refs. [260, 302] for the choice a = 0, and is
compatible with ref. [262].
It is useful to consider the Compton amplitude on its massive pole, corresponding to
t14 = (p1 + p4)? — m2 — 0. In this limit it factorises into two three-point amplitudes
Myy,=0(1%2%3,4) = t1aM(1%,2%3,4)|, = Z M (1%, p% 4) M (—p® 25 3)

t14
states

((13)[42] + (23)[41])*
812t13<3|1|4]2574

(3[1]4] e

mAss1aty3
t14—0

My, —0(152537,47) =

(2.13)

t14=0

The contact terms do not contribute and all information is captured by the AHH amplitude,
given on the first line of eq. (2.7). In the classical limit the factorised amplitudes My,,—o
have the following compact forms,

m*[34]*
q

B,

Mt14=0(132a3+a 4+) = - q4

6y 5 Mt14=0(17273_7 4+) - - (214)

The amplitudes above are only valid for ¢4 = 0 which changes the classical scaling of the
spin-dependent variables in eq. (2.10). The details are discussed in Appendix C of ref. [277]
for the Compton amplitudes in the analogous v Kerr gauge theory.

3 Classical 2-to-2 scattering for Kerr binary

We are interested in 2-to-2 scattering of two spinning black holes, which at L loop orders
takes the general form

. HQ L+1 dDLg
MIP) (191272 — 3924%1) = (—Z)L(Z> /W)DLISISQ(pth,q,&% (3.1)

where Z denotes the integrand, which depends on L independent loop momenta ¢; and the
transfer momenta ¢*; the measure is dP¢ = HiL:I dPl;. The external momenta satisfy

¢ =ps—ps=pi—pi, pPi=pi=mi, p3=p3=m3, (p1+p)’=s=E>. (3.2



For classical scattering we will assume that the loop and exchange momenta exhibit soft
scaling £# ~ g" ~ h, and that the quantum spins s; and s, are approaching infinity, so that
classical ring-radius vectors af = S{'/m; and al, = S§/ms are the appropriate variables,

h—0
I (p1, p2, 4, i) — L(p1,p2.q: i a1, a2), (3.3)
The formulae that relate quantum and classical spin are analogous to eq. (2.4), and we will
not need the details. We take the ring-radius vectors to satisfy

1
a; -p;i =0, a“wﬁ, (i=1,2) (3.4)

)

which implies that each spin multipole needs to be accompanied with corresponding loop
or transfer momenta such that the products, a*q” ~ a*£” ~ 1, are invariant under scaling.

Let us illustrate the above considerations with the warm-up case of tree-level 2-to-2
scattering. For L = 0 there is no integration, and the relevant contribution to the amplitude
is obtained by sewing together two three-point amplitudes using a BCFW-shifted graviton

momentum:
6'Ll“l/papll/ploqg

mymavVo? —1°

The factorization pole contribution is then given by the sum over graviton helicites

g — ¢ =" e el = (3.5)

+ T 2-2s;  2-2
ZM(151481qnull)]\f(_qnu11252382) _m 8172”2 > <[41]251<32>282€2<+<41>251[32]2826_2<)7
q q
T

(3.6)
where ( is the relative rapidity® of the black holes, related to the kinematics through

o= P2 = cosh (, Vo2 —1=sinh(, (3.7)

mims

and o is the relative Lorentz factor.

However, the factorization has two independent kinematic branches qffuu =gt + ie‘i,
and the above formula eq. (3.6) only holds on the positive branch. The negative branch
is given by a similar formula except that square and angle brackets are interchanged. To
smoothly connect the two branches, we instead use the following quantum higher-spin
amplitude

2—4s1 _2—4s9

1 2s 1 2s
MO (151952 5 3s2451) :% Z <p1'/?1 + iiﬁrfﬁ) 1(1?2’02 + iiﬁQ‘Q) %
1

+0(¢%), (3.8)

where the sum is again over the graviton helicities, but the chiralites of the spinors are now
uncommitted, due to the use of the spin-dependent vectors

1

1 _
o= (4o 1] + (1o"|4)), 7=

((4]o"[1] = (1]o*]4]),

3For simplicity, we assume that the rapidity is positive, i.e. ¢ = |¢2 — (1| in terms of the individual
black-hole rapidities.



1 _ 1
Py = 5((Blo"[2] + (210"13]), iy = S ((3l0"[2] = (2[0"(3]) (3.9)
introduced in ref. [276]. The amplitude (3.8) has the same massless pole as eq. (3.6) on
the positive branch, and it also has the correct negative branch.

The classical limit converts the spinor powers into exponentials of the ring-radius

vectors. Specifically for the above spin vectors, we have the following classical map [276],

1_ _

ot — pl, ipf — —at'm?, (3.10)
where a; are the the ring-radius vectors in the spin-1/2 representation. After converting
to spin-s; representations, and taking the s; — oo limit, the powers become exponentials

and the classical 2-to-2 tree-level result is [151, 249, 250]

2.9 . 9m2m2
M©(12 — 34) = mymy <€za-ej_€72< T e*za-eLeZC) — w cosh(2¢ —ia-ey), (3.11)
q q

where the ring-radus vectors nicely combine in a* = af + a}. This result could of course
have been obtained directly from sewing the classical three-point amplitude (2.3), and
hence the quantum expression eq. (3.8) was not needed. We expect this to be valid more
generally: the classical Compton amplitude should be sufficient input for the classical one-
loop 2-to-2 process, and related observables. Nevertheless, it can be useful to revert back
to the quantum expressions when there are doubts about the classical framework.

3.1 One-loop integrals for 2-to-2 scattering

In general, we are interested in the full classical information that is contained in the loop
integrand, but we are free to ignore terms that can only contribute as quantum corrections.
This means that we write the one-loop integrand as a sum over two scalar boxes, two scalar
triangles, and a linear-in-¢ vector box,

7= (CDID +exTx + caln + cvzv) Y enTnll-el] + O(h). (3.12)

The other master integrals that we ignore (such as bubbles or tadpoles) either encode
quantum contributions, or vanish after integration. We keep the vector box, as it can
potentially generate classical contributions, once we perform certain operations on the
integrand, needed for computing classical expectation values such as the impulse.

It is well established that there is a convenient re-parametrization of the external
and internal momenta so to expose more symmetry, namely the one-loop process can be
parametrized as shown in fig. 1.

The external momenta has been shifted p; — p; = ¢/2, and the new p; are sometimes
known in the literature as averaged or bared momenta. In the classical limit the shift is
insignificant, and it should not matter. Indeed, if we consistently work with well-behaved
quantities to leading order in the h expansion, then the distinction between external and
averaged momenta can be suppressed. Nevertheless, since the master-integral decomposi-
ton (3.12) uses quantum integrals as intermediate steps, we will in the current section be
careful with the definitions.
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Figure 1. A convenient parametrization of the one-loop amplitude is obtained by shifting the
external momenta by £¢/2, and using a loop momenta that is the average of the two internal lines.
The external shift will not matter in the classical limit.

The averaged momenta pi, ps satisfy the on-shell conditions

2
Pl =mi — T =mi+ O, (3.13)

and the last equality serves as a reminder that in the remaining part of this paper we are
fully justified to ignore the correction term. The external on-shell conditions furthermore
imposes two transversality conditions

pi-q=0. (3.14)

For later convenience, we introduce the velocities v}’, v}, a vector ¢/ transverse to the

scattering plane, the impact parameter b* and angular momentum L* = %ﬁ“,

H pvpo
w._ by w € V1vV2p40 w
Vb= = e = ——— = (xq)",
Tomy] + ooy
“ b+ - MYPT 1 9D -
b“ = m, L'u = % = (*b)u7 (315)

0123 — 1 and we

where e#"P? is the anti-symmetric Levi-Civita tensor with convention e
have introduced a convenient Hodge-star notation for the dualization of vectors in the
transverse two-dimensional space
ppo
€ 1,0
(%)H, = & vilpt2o (3.16)
o2 —1

To be clear, some normalization properties of these vectors are

U'2:17 ei:q2:_‘Q|27 62:z2:_17 b"UZ':O, (317)

(2

and recall that square-root factor is related to the rapidity v/o2 — 1 = sinh ¢, which we will
often use whenever it is convenient. As is well known, in the classical scattering problem
g* is not an observable momenta, instead it has to be traded via a Fourier transform for
the impact parameter b*, which measures the separation between the trajectories.



The decomposition in (3.12) requires us to compute box, crossed box and triangle
integrals. The full quantum integrals with possible numerators N (¢) are defined as

qu [ a1 N(¢)
B = eyt e g D2 (5(E — @)~ prl +10)
qu [ a1 N(¢)
RO = [ Goao P P ) o
" [ dPe N(f)
BN = [ 52007 (5 g (@) et 7O~ e 0
dPr N(¢)

N0 = [ = P =P Tt T O =P T AT

For the amplitude, we can reduce all integrals to scalar masters, with numerators N (¢) = 1.
Keeping only the leading h order and using dimensional regularisation with D = 4 — 2e,
the classical integrals evaluate to [158, 160]

7 )
IN]l=—m———, I l]=———
i(—C+im) 1 9
In[l] = {7—10 - }
ol 16m2¢2mimavo? — 1 Le 8(=7)
iC 1 ,
Ix[1] = {f—lo - } 3.19
X[ } 167T2q2m1m2m € g( q ) ( )

where the rapidity appears as ¢ = log(o + Vo2 — 1) = —log(c — v/o2? — 1). Note that we
will sometimes omit the unit numerator insertion I[1] when convenient, hence the absence
of a numerator implies a scalar integral.

The box with numerator insertion N(¢) = £-e, and N({) = (¢-e)? re-appears when
computing expectation values for observables, such as impulse. We have thus included such
terms in the decomposition (3.12). Let us give the relevant classical integral identities

Inft-e; ] =0,
In[(f-e1)?) = —q¢'In. (3.20)

where the latter one follows from an algebraic identity valid on the quadruple cut.

Let us also consider the tensor triangle integrals, which can all be reduced to scalar
ones. Any numerator involving powers of (¢-e ) either vanish upon integration (odd power)
or is algebraically reducible (even power) on the triple cut. The remaining tensors have
the following classical integral identities:

IR (2”;1)” <%q2(02 1) Ia0. (3.21)
and
gt = B DR (L 1) ro ), (3.22)

~10 -



and for odd powers of £-v; the triangles vanish. The above formulae automatically vanish
for negative n, as they should.

Finally, we need the box integral with a cut in the s-channel. We may evaluate using
the relation between cuts and imaginary part giving

. 1 1 1
Cutlip] = 2Mm{(=)1o] = E8wm1m2\/<72j (—g*)t+e +0
1 1
=— — —log(—=¢*)| + O(e), 3.23
o — ] og(—q") (e) (3.23)

where the expression on the first line, which keeps the full e-dependence of ¢?, is useful

when performing the Fourier transform needed for observables in impact parameter space.

3.2 The classical one-loop triple cut

Having identified the master integrals that contribute to the classical physics, we now
compute the relevant classical coefficients {cg, cx, ca, ¢y, éo}. All coefficients can be
extracted from the triple-cut of the one-loop amplitude, displayed in fig. 2.

. () _ pitg

EQ/\ ,\51

2

N

p1 —

Figure 2. The triple-cut of the one-loop amplitude is constructed by sewing two Compton ampli-
tudes and imposing the following triple-cut conditions ¢-q = 0, 2¢-py = —q? = ¢2. The external and
internal momenta are parameterised according to the prescription given in Figure 1. In particular,
the cut internal lines are parameterized as ¢; = —1 (¢ — q) and ly = (€ + q).

From now on we will work in the strict classical limit where we assume a scaling g ~ h,
¢ ~ h and a; ~ 1/h, such that the combined on-shell and cut-constraints are

pi-q=20, pgzm?¢ (22172)
prl=L-q=0, [P=—¢. (3.24)

Since the constraints have uniform scaling, they can be imposed on the classical Compton
amplitudes discussed in section 2, without ambiguities or undoing of the the classical limit.
To make things simple, we have also aligned the tree-level notation and the one-loop cut
notation, such that identifications are straightforward: for black hole 1 we have ¢ — gq,
q1. — ¥, and for black hole 2 we have ¢ — —¢q, ¢, — /.

Given that black hole 1 attaches to the Compton tree amplitude, we can conve-
niently recycle the notation from the the all-orders-in-spin classical Compton amplitudes
in egs. (2.11) and (2.6). Thus we make use of the following shorthand notation for common
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variables depending on a;:
x="Lla, y=gqa, z=|allv. (3.25)

It is convenient to decompose the entire functions in eq. (2.12) into five parts f; = fi(x,y, 2)
that multiply the allowed five powers of the w variable,

1 ~ 5 q2

— T hz — = 2E_ 2E_ 4 _ N
fo =€e"coshz 5% xz 24 (€ 775)2(6‘1)1)2,
f1 = 2°E — ¢ sinhc 2,
fo= LB+ Ba+ 22(6 - né) ¢

= - z+2°(€E —

2 92 n (('U1)2’
f3:_E7

~ q2

fo=—(E—nE) 57— (3.26)

2(6"01)2

where the x and z now contain loop momentum.

Since the black hole 2 attaches to cubic vertices with intermediate on-shell massive
state, we can make use the compact expression given in eq. (2.14), now with as inserted
into the exponentials. This makes sure that the triple-cut integrand can be constructed
without sewing the states of the massive lines, since that would be ambiguous for classical
states.

After sewing only massless graviton states, the triple-cut integrand thus has the fol-
lowing four helicity contributions from (¢, 63 ),

CTH() = €p1 FINP an Cp1)™(b[p1 €] (01| a1 [ €] (Lol pala]*
= m1m46“224:f (v )”( 20 +il-e; o2 — 1)4771( 2a1-vg +ie(l, ay, v ))n
= 6(4-01)2 o n 1) {4q 1 q a1-vz » A1, 02,4 )
CT= () =C 1 (-0, (3.27)
2,4 2
++ _ Mamsq” q-(ai+az)
C (ﬁ) (6"01)2 )
CT (O =CTT(0) ;
a——q

and the total cut integrand is
C)y=Ct +C—+Ct+C T, (3.28)

which is an even function of /.
Using the fact that we have a basis of four vectors {v1,v2,q, e}, we can rewrite the
Lorentz invariants involving the loop momenta and spin as

ar-e el a1-vg £-v1
2 o3 g
q o —1

£~a1 =
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as-€| el-é ag-v1 g"l)l

las =
a2 q2 0_2 1 )
(oo AR €J_'e +ar-el €-v1
6(67 (11,’02,(]) = 3 1 ) (329)
O’ [R—

where now the only independent invariants are £-e; and f-v.
The four contributions to the triple-cut integrand C** are thus functions of two
Lorentz invariants depending on the loop momentum

CHE = CFE (l-ey, lv7). (3.30)

However, we can use the Levi-Civita identity for the even powers of the perpendicular

2 2
2 _ 4, 9 (5'01)
(E-ej_) =—q + 702 1

and the odd powers of ¢-e; will integrate to zero by Lorentz invariance. That said, it is

vector

(3.31)

important to keep the odd powers in the box integral, since they will contribute classically
if the integrand is multiplied by some parity-odd function. We now consider the box
coeflicients.

3.3 Extracting all-orders box integral coefficients

As is clear from eq. (3.27), the triple-cut integrand has both a double and simple pole at
the location ¢-v; = 0. One can show that the double-pole residue corresponds to the scalar
box integral, and the simple pole contributes to the vector box integral. Thus we obtain
the box coefficients as the residues

. lvy)?
1) = z.ylrgom%( qz) CHH(tey, tvn)
, lor 1
EE[le)] = 4'1}11120 mliz [Cii<€'ej_,€"l)1) — C*FE(ley, —é-vl)} - (1+2). (3.32)

On the first line, the multiplication of m?/¢* gives the standard normalization for the
scalar box, and on the second line the prefactor likewise gives the standard normalization
for the vector box, as set by egs. (3.18) and (3.20). Whilst the triple-cut integrand is
not symmetric under swapping particle numbers 1 < 2, the residue of the double-pole
automatically respects the symmetry, and the vector box coefficient needs to be anti-
symmetrized by hand, since £ - e is odd. Furthermore, the difference of the two terms in
the bracket is introduced to explicitly project out the double pole.

Let us now work out the box coefficients from the different helicity contributions of
the triple cut integrand. As can be seen, the equal-helicity contributions give only boxes,

Y (J1)) T 4 ,q-(az+a1)
g 1] = mlTC = mimge , (3.33)

and the opposite-helicity scalar box coefficient is also easy to extract, giving

/. 2 4,,4 a-l 4
= mEW | T (2 e, /o7 1)
Lv1—0 q

£-v1—0
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. 4 .
= mijms e iveL (U + Vo2 — 1) = mimg e taeLTIC (3.34)

where a = a1 + a2, and we made use of the identities a-£ = a-e; e; -£/q* and e] -£ = —iq?,
valid on the quadruple cut £-v; = 0. When summing over the two opposite-helicity boxes,
we simply sum over the sign of the square root, giving

gt 4+ = 2milm%{(1 — 80% 4 80%) cos(a - el ) — 4ioc\/ o2 — 1(20% — 1) sin(a - €J_)}
= 2mimj cosh(4¢ —ia-e). (3.35)

To sum the same-helicity boxes, we sum over ¢ — —q, giving
it +cq” = 2mimjcoshg - a. (3.36)

This expression matches the lower order results in ref. [158]. It is often implied that the
same-helicity box coefficient are irrelevant for classical physics, however, as we demonstrate
in later sections they give tangible contributions to the parallel classical impulse.

Next we focus on the reduction of the odd terms in f-e |, which gives the vector box
coefficients. Whereas cii" [(-e;] = ¢5 7 [¢-ey] = 0 follow trivially from the cut, the opposite-
helicity case requires some work. Using the residue formula (3.32), with the intermediate
steps suppressed, we similarly obtain a closed expression to all orders in spin,

(5t + )l ed] :zm%mg{ ((402 —1)ay - va + 40(1 — 20%)as - ’Ul) cos(a-e)

0?2 —1

+ = ! T (0(3 —40%)ay - vy + (1 — 802 + 8ot)ay - U1) sin(a - eJ_)}
o

- (1+2). (3.37)

Note that we explicitly impose the anti-symmetrization over legs 1 and 2 by hand otherwise
contributions are missed, since they belong to the horizontally flipped triple-cut of fig. 2.
The anti-symmetrisation corresponds to flipping {m; <> ma, a; - v2 <> as - v1} in the above
equation. Note that, in our conventions, ¢, is even under the flip and the oddness of /- e
originates from ¢. Finally, as noted above for the scalar box, re-writing eq. (3.37) using
rapidity generates a much more compact formula

3,3

(gt +ci)-el] = zmlgz ((m2a2 v1 —myay - v2) sinh(4¢ —ia - ey )
sin

—(mgay - va — myag - v1)sinh(3¢ — ia - €J_)) . (3.38)

As we will see below, this formula also gives rise to a very simple all-orders-in-spin result
for the classical parallel impulse.
3.4 Extracting all-orders scalar triangle coefficients

We now apply the tensor reduction to the positive powers of the loop momentum of the
triple-cut integrand. This is considerably more complicated than extracting box coeffi-
cients, so we need to introduce some mathematical tools before getting to the results.
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We first note that we can use some more convenient variables. Rather than tensor
numerators built using powers of £-v; and e - £, we will use the following two algebraically
independent factors

0. ey -
S ﬂw?:%, (3.39)

~ Jqfsimh¢

which are both dimensionless. The triple-cut integrand is now a function
Cl-ey , lvy) = C(r,V/1+12). (3.40)

It can be expanded as a double series

_ k
C(r, 1—1—7’2 Z Zanr 1—1—7"2 , (3.41)

n=—2 k=0

which can be tensor-reduced to a scalar triangle coefficient using eq. (3.21). We note that
all odd powers in n and k integrate to zero, and the even powers satisfy the reduction
formula

e B e V1| N (L B Y

which is remarkably symmetric in n and k. For k = 0 we recover eq. (3.21), and the k # 0
cases are simple to derive from eq. (3.21). We will not need k& < 0, but for completeness,
the reduction of such negative powers are set to zero by hand.

Now let us apply this new reduction formula to a toy example, we consider an expo-
nential function in the triple cut integrand

Clr, /14 12) = enmteaiViare, (3.43)

where x = (x1,22) are some dummy variables (we use notation suggestive of 2D Carte-
sian coordinates). The scalar triangle coefficient of the toy example is then a functional
transform of the exponential using the above integration rule, giving

2 & o (2n — N2k — DI 23 238
Zkg T an ann (1) it = P (D) (344)

where |x| = \/z? + 23. Namely, the transformed function is the zeroth order Bessel func-
tion of the first kind,

o0

Jo(IxI) - Z

n—i—k

(|X|) Zzn|k|n+k <x1>2n<2>2k' (3.45)

It turns out that several terms in Kerr triple-cut integrand are exponentials of the above

form, however, with rational prefactors that depend on r and v/1 + r2. These prefactors
can be considered to be operators that acts on the exponentials, hence after transforming
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the the integrand we expect the full triangle coefficient to be expressible as operators acting
on Bessel functions,

0Jo _ xi([x])

rx Jo(|x]) == o~ X
d.J J
iV 1472 x Jo(|x]) := aT;Z = —“ﬁ{(“xb, (3.46)

Thus, for the repeated derivatives, it is useful to introduce the nth order Bessel functions
of the first kind

k

T (Ix]) == Z FI(R ('X‘)%n, (3.47)
k=0

which satisfy J_,, = (—1)"J,. And for the integration operators

1
L x (1)) = /dmljo, (3.48)

we define a family of new “Bessel-like” functions of two variables

(20 — )N(@2m — DI g2 g2meh
I, l+m 2 3.49
b2 Z_Z_:lmzo (20 + 2m)!! (2z — )l @m— k)’ (349)

such that Joo(z1,22) = Jo(1x]), Jnx(21,22) = 92 9%, Jo(|x|), and indefinite integration
now corresponds to taking anti-derivatives

/dl’lj() = J_l,O ((L’l,.’L'Q),

/d$1/d$1j0 = J72’0(l’1,l‘2) . (3.50)

We will not need more than two integrations of the z; variable, since we have at most
a double pole in 7 in the triple-cut integrand. Note this definition of J_3 requires that
we are careful about the integration constants, hence we use the [ = —1 lower bound of
eq. (3.49). (All integration constants are correct if the summations are extended over all
integers, positive and negative, but in practice we only need the [ = —1 case.)

Next, we need to deal with the fact that the entire functions (2.12) that we use have
denominator factors. In particular, the first such expression is the entire function that
makes up half of E(z,y, z). Let us denote it by

eV — e® cosh z + (x — y)e® sinhc z

Q = , 3.51
(., ,2) . (351)
and then E(.%', Y, Z) - Q($7 Y, Z) +Q($7 -Y, Z), and E(xa Y, Z) - %Q(l’, Y, 2) - %Q(H), Y, Z)
We note that it has the simple series expansion
Vem(z—y—2)" = (x—y+2)"
Q =—— 3.52
) =53 L , (3:52)
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which removes the complicated denominator. The z in the denominator is harmless, as it is
again equivalent to dividing with the r variable, which can be implemented by integration.
We can further simplify the sum as

o o — S\ T—y—z _ | 1
Z (:B(TL:—UF 1;') - el' y—=z - / at et(m_y_z) ’ (353)
n=0 ’ DA 0

which exposes that it is equivalent to an unit-interval integral of an exponential function.
Next, recall that the (x + y + z) factors are linear functions the rescaled loop-momentum
variables r and V1 + r2, as

xr — —iv/1+4+7r2a; - el +roaj-vaql,
l-as — —in/1+71%a2 - e —rag-vlg|,
y—a-q,

z — |aq]|q|rsinh C,

where we also included the £ - ao factor that always appear inside an overall exponential
function in eq. (3.27).

Thus we are ready to study a toy example that captures the more intricate behavior
of the contact-terms of the triple cut. The toy integrand has the form

00 . 1

5(7‘ V14 72) = efrrtey 1472 Z (yir + yivl+ 72 +y)" — / dt Ayt (r iV 14r2) +yt
’ (n+1)! ’
n=0 0

(3.54)
where x = (21,22) and y = (y1, y2) are 2-vector dummy variables. In the last equality we

applied an integration over the unit interval to recover an exponential form.

After integrating out the loop momenta r using the tensor reduction formula (3.42),

the function is transformed to the following triangle coefficient:

1
CA—/ dtJ0(|X+yt])eyt
0
N 1 (5™ (BH” ()"
- 2 2 L (3.55)

= = K
2j+i+k+D)n+ith)! nl i 0 0(%,¥,9),

n,k,l,j=0

where we defined it to be a new function in our arsenal. The function K| satisfies the
following differential equation with a Bessel source:

(ylaam + yanz + y)KO(XaY7y) = J0(|X + Y|)ey - JO(‘XD ) (356)

where the operator prefactor cancels out the first denominator in the summand of eq. (3.55),
and it is equivalent to the denominator factor in eq. (3.53).

Furthermore, we are interested in derivatives and integrations in the two dummy vari-
ables x1,x9, since as before this will be equivalent to multiplying/dividing with r and
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V1 + 1?2 before transforming the triple-cut integrand. The derivatives can be carried out
via the chain rule, but the integrations require that we introduce a new family of functions

o0

> (—1)ymHatatit2 (24 — 1)I(2iz — DI(2i1 +1);, (242 + 1),
20F2(2m + g1 + jo + 1+ 1)(m + iy + iz + j1 + Jj2)!

Kn,k(xvy7y) =
m7i17i21j1)j27l:0

y m%il“r]’l—n $gi2+j2—k (%)Qm (%1)]1 (%Q)h yl

(201 + 71 —n)! (2ia +j2 — k)L m! 51t gl !

(3.57)

where we used the Pochhammer symbol (n); or rising factorial. The new functions sat-
isfy Koo = Ko and K, = 0, GI;QKO, where as before negative powers corresponds to
integration. Again, will need at most two integrations in the variable x;.

Similar to the Ky function, the full family obey a corresponding differential equation

with Bessel-like source,

(ylaxl + y2ax2 + y)Kn,k(Xa Y, y) = Jn,k(x + Y)ey - Jn,k(x) s (358)

or, equivalently, in terms of shifted indices

U1Kt 6%, Y, y) + 12 Kn k1%, ¥, y) + YKk (X%,y,y) = Jnkx(x+y)ed — k(%) . (3.59)

It also follows that K, j is an integral of J,, ; over the unit interval

1 1
K, k(x,y,y) = /0 dt Jy s (x + yt)evt = 0% oF, /0 dt Jo(|x + yt|)e”, (3.60)

and thus all are related to the Bessel Jy. While we have defined K, to all orders (in
spin multipoles) in eq. (3.57), in practice it is sometimes easier to use eq. (3.60) by series
expanding Jo(\x + yt|)eyt to the needed multipole order, after which the {-monomials can
be trivially integrated, fol dtt™ =1/(n+1).

All-orders triangle coefficients

We can now work out the triangle coefficients coming from the first term in the all-orders
Compton amplitude, namely the e cosh z term in eq. (2.11) (also in eq. (3.26)). This term
is of exponential form, thus we expect the Bessel-like functions J,, ; of two variables to
appear. Indeed, the all-orders triangle coefficient is

2,4 4
mimsyo

4
CAal = m (1 + Ztanhﬁag) (J—2,0(7'+, e)+J_20(7, 5)) ) (3.61)

where we used the shorthands e:=a-e| =a1-e; +as e, and also

a- (veo —vy)

snh¢ ‘al’sth) = |gl(a -1 +|a1]) sinh (, (3.62)

e 1= ol
where @f is the so-called dual velocity that has the property 1 -v; = 1 and 97 - v = 0, see
appendix A . Note that in eq. (3.61) the derivatives 9; shifts the indices (91)"(92)*J_20 =
J_o4nk. The fourth power of the operator in eq. (3.61) can be traced back to the spinor-
helcity factor (3|1|4]* of the tree-level Compton amplitude, or equivalently (¢1|p;|¢2]* of
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the one-loop integrand. Note that the two helicity configurations, C~" and C*~, con-
tribute equally. This holds for all triangle coefficients since the two helicity configurations
are related by loop momentum reversal £ — —/¢, and only even terms survive the tensor
reduction.

The second term in eq. (2.11), we®sinhc z, is also of exponential form, only with a
slightly more complicated w-prefactor, which can be implemented as an operator. Thus,
we again get the all-orders triangle coefficient in terms of the Bessel-like functions,

2,,4 3
m1m20- a/"UZ

__mymyo - arvz . 3
Chp = b2 ¢ Jai] (l—i—z tanh C(‘?g) (1+

iag aj-€e| i81

tanh ¢  a-vy m) (J_Q’O(TJ” &) = J20(m, 8))’
(3.63)

where the second parenthesis roughly corresponds to the w factor implemented as an op-
erator.

All the remaining terms of the triple cut are contact terms, which for us means the
terms captured by the entire functions F, E,E,E; thus we set o = 0. These contact terms
can be combined into a compact expression, which can be schematically written, using our
Compton variables, as

oo

—+Nﬁ ~2 22 _ 192 2 (r+y+2)"
c G 2)((w—z+y) +56%@ z)(aﬁnaz));oz(nﬂ)!

+(25) + (v = —y), (3.64)

where the hatted variables have been stripped of ¢ - v; factors. Note that because of the
symmetric appearance of the variables in the summand, we can use 0, = 9, and 0, = 0, —%
so that the derivatives do not act on the loop momentum hidden inside x and z.

We can thus write the all of the remaining triangle coefficients (for o = 0 and 7 # 0)
as

m3mie Y W? — 32
CAB =

1
inh _ _ Lop2 22 : . .
vl sihe [u(sm ¢y — Xl — (W — 3 )@}K 10(2,82: T4 £157)

+ (5T + (v > ), (3.65)
with derivative operators
iag B ai-e| @)
tanh¢  awe g/’

|gla-ve U 1
= (1 S —
tanh(al’ D= (L+m, |al]|q|sinhC81 ’

3= |aaflglt, (3.66)

20 := |q|a-vy (1 + o= coshC(l + itanhCﬁg) ,

X=—y+a-e 0+

where, as before, the derivatives 91, 92 acts on the two indices (81)”(82)]“K_1’0 =K 11nk
(or, equivalently, first two arguments), and d, acts on the fifth argument. The five argu-
ments of the K function are

— Ty = lg|ai vy
y: 14, 1+ fanh ¢

+ |ai1||g|sinh ¢ = [q[(a1-01 £ |a;]) sinh (),
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o lglazvr .
€= a;-el, Ty 1= sohc |g|lag-v; sinh (3.67)

and the previously introduced variables are related through e = 1 +¢2 and 7+ = 71+ + 7o.

Finally, the total triangle coefficient for the Kerr black hole, using the Compton am-
plitude (2.11), is given by the sum of the above three contributions,

Clgerr '=ca1teaztceas.- (3.68)

Recall that these multiply the scalar triangle integral, such that the total triangle contri-
bution to the one-loop amplitude is

RTIAL] 4 BT[], (3.69)
where Ia[l] = —i/(32m2|q|), and the upside-down triangle contribution is given by the
swap of the two black holes,

Ko (1] i= K IA ]

v (3.70)

M143M2,a14>a2,014v2,§—~—¢q,e L —e | ,(—(

This completes the computation of the classical one-loop amplitude for two Kerr black
holes to all orders in spin.

Before moving on, let us also briefly mention the aligned-spin scenario: af o< a} oc L*.
We note that some simplification occurs, since a; - v; = 0 and 7 = —7_ = |g||a1|sinh(,
giving
, 2,4 4 4

aligned 2m1m20 ( . .

c = ——=(1+itanh (D) J_9¢(|a sinh ¢, ¢),

Al SinhQC C ) (| 1||Q| C )

g _ 20400 0L () | )00 o(anflalsinhG, o), (37)

= - 7 tan 2 —1,0{|a@1{|q| S , €), .
o sinh® ¢ [a1lg]

where J_s 1 is even and J_ j, odd in the first argument. The third triangle coefficient ca 3
also has some simplification, but it is less apparent. This matches low order results known
in the literature, e.g. [158, 168, 257] and we provide expressions for a = 0 up to O(S11) in
the ancillary files.

4 Observables for 2PM Kerr

We now use some of our all-orders-in-spin one-loop coefficients to compute observables at
2PM. We focus on impulse, scattering angle and eikonal phase.

4.1 Impulse from the KMOC formalism

The Kosower-Maybee-O’Connell formalism [80, 301] conveniently evaluates classical ob-
servables from standard quantum scattering amplitudes, effectively relying on the Schwinger-
Keldysh (in-in) prescription. We start with a brief review.

The change of a classical observable O, due to a scattering event, is found by computing
the difference of the expectation values for a corresponding operator O in the asymptotic
future and asymptotic past,

AO = <¢0ut|®|wout> - <¢1n|®|¢1n> (41)
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The out-states |ous) are related to the in-states |1)i,) via the S-matrix |Yout) = S|tin)-
Explicit definitions of the external wave-function packets are found in ref. [301]. The S-
matrix itself is expanded into free propagation and the interaction piece as S = 1+ iT.

In particular, the classical impulse is given by plugging in the momentum operator of the
first body P/,

Ap = Apf = il [PF, T)in) + (n| T [PY, T)|in)- (4.2)

In the classical limit, with appropriate wave packets, the expectation values correspond to
Fourier transforms into impact-parameter space of a real and virtual kernel

Apt = i/dDu UK, + K, (4.3)

corresponding to the two terms in eq. (4.2), with respect to the transverse measure

APy = ﬂa(g )3(2ps - q) (4.4)
/1’ T (27T)D72 pl q p2 q . .
The virtual kernel K is given by the 2-to-2 amplitude multiplied by the transfer momen-
tum,
p1— 2% p1+ 2
Ky = q"(p1=4,po+|TIp1+§,p2-4) = ¢"x - (45)
p2+ 4 p2— 4

The real kernel K, is given by the product of two amplitudes with all intermediate states
and momenta summed /integrated over, with the appropriate transfer momenta of the first
amplitude inserted,

K, = j / 4(1)dD (1) (1 —p1+-9) (p1—§. ot 4T |1y, Lo, X) {11, Ly, X |Tlpr+-4, pa—2)
X

p1—% I p1+%

+ O(G?).

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

:—z’/d@(ll)d@(lz)(ll —p P x

p2+% L2 pz—%

(4.6)

Here [; and Iy denote on-shell momenta of the massive states with phase-space measure
d®(l;) = d*l; 5(12 — m?)0(19)/(27)3. The sum/integral over X implies a phase-space inte-
gration over any intermediate graviton states, assuming a purely gravitational theory and
no virtual black-hole states. The real kernel first contributes at O(G?) for no intermediate
gravitons, as these contribute from O(G?).
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Computing the nPM impulse requires constructing the (n—1)-loop amplitude in Ky,
while K, gets contributions from products of lower loop amplitudes sewn together with
possible intermediate graviton states. Since in this paper we are interested in 2PM impulse,
all of the necessary contributions can be extracted from the 2-to-2 one-loop amplitude,
which we already decomposed into convenient master integrals (3.12).

For the virtual kernel, scalar triangles and scalar boxes are needed (the vector boxes
integrate to zero). The scalar triangles only give rise to classical contributions, whereas the
boxes contain pieces that diverge in the classical limit. The box and crossed box of scalar
type start contributing at hyper-classical order O(1/h), where they satisfy ¢ = c¢x. The
next non-vanishing order for the boxes is at O(h), and hence can be ignored.

For the real kernel, the relevant information can be worked out from the s-channel
cut of the master integrals. Due to the extra insertion of loop momenta in eq. (4.6), the
reduction to scalar master integrals has to be performed again, and the otherwise vanishing
vector box In[l - e ] gets resurrected. Since the loop-momentum insertion increases the A
counting, the vector boxes now only give classical contributions.

To evaluate the real kernel (4.6), we make the identification ¢# = 2(I; — p1)* such
that the momentum insertion in front of the cut diagram becomes (¢ + ¢)*/2, matching
the parametrization in fig. 1. This relabelling of loop momenta induces overall factors of 2
that should not be forgotten in the measure of eq. (4.6); these factors are already seen in
eq. (3.18). We can then expand ¢ into a basis of four external vectors v{, vh, ¢* and e’i,

W:aﬁ-vg—ﬁ-vl p o ol-vr— L v #+€~7q .

g'ej_'u
(02-1) 1T (rony 2t

" e (4.7)

Based on that, it is convenient to split the impulse into the transverse contribution (in the
direction of ¢ or ¢/ ) and the parallel contribution (in the direction of v}’ and v%),

ApH = Apﬂ‘ + Ap'}
= Apﬁ + Aph + Apl (4.8)
As shown later in this section, each term on the last line has a natural correspondence to

the scalar box, scalar triangle, and vector box, respectively.
We can also rewrite the result using a natural orthogonal basis { P, pf,, b*, f)“}, where

mym
parallel :  PHi=ph' +ph, iy = L2 (myo + ma)ol — (mao +my)vl|
. b . .
transverse :  b* = R L* .= (xb)H, (4.9)

which is natural for the fully integrated expressions. Since b - v; = 0, the unit vectors
b* and L* are transverse to the plane spanned by vy and ve. On the other hand, p‘éM
corresponds to the spatial momentum of each body in the center-of-mass frame of the
system, it is orthogonal to the total momentum of the system P*, and its norm is |pcm| =
mimevo? — 1/E, where the total energy is E = /s = |p1 + p2|. Note that the parallel
impulse will always be proportional to p‘éM.
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Thus in the above orthogonal basis the impulse takes the form

Apﬁ = pep(cosd — 1),
Ap!! = |pcwm|sin (COSQNZA)M + sinéﬁ“) , (4.10)

where we have parametrized the components in terms of two unknowns, the aligned-spin
scattering angle 6 and a second spin-induced deflection angle 6. The parametrization makes
the on-shell conditions of the outgoing black holes manifest, namely (p; + Ap)? = m? and
(p2 — Ap)? = m3.

For later purposes, it is useful to consider how the dualized spin vector decomposes
into the two transverse components,

(xa)" =bxabl+Lxallt =—a- LV +a-bL". (4.11)

If the spin is aligned with the orbital angular momentum, a* = |a|L*, then we have a-b = 0
and a - L = —|al, so that (xa)" = |a| b*. In the case of aligned-spin kinematics, where both
spin vectors a’i2 are aligned with L*, by total-angular-momentum conservation the impulse

must be confined to the (pfy, I;“)—plane, such that the second angle will vanish, 6 = 0.

1PM impulse

Before moving onto loop level, we first compute the 1PM impulse, which only involves the
virtual kernel (4.5). Using the tree amplitude in eq. (3.11), the Fourier integrals are simple,
see appendix A, and the impulse can be compactly expressed as

W A K2 5 D ibgd" [ —ie, -at2c el -a—2C
Ap —ApL——4 mims [ d pe”l—{e +e
q

_ Gmamg [ o¢ (b + *a)! 2 (b — *a)H
o2 —1 (b + *a)? (b—%a)? |

(4.12)

This result is well known, e.g. it agrees with ref. [246]. Since the virtual kernel is propor-
tional to transverse vectors, at this order there is no parallel contribution to the impulse.

Transverse impulse at 2PM

At 2PM the full impulse has a contribution from both the virtual and real kernels. However,
since the virtual kernel is in the g-direction, only Apj receives a contribution from both
kernels.

The decomposition of the classical one-loop integrand (3.12) allows us to effectively
assume that the two exchanged gravitons are on shell. In the real kernel, the cut conditions
impose £ - g — 0 such that the loop momentum ¢* has no contribution in the ¢* direction,
as per eq. (4.7). Therefore, in computing Apf/, we can replace the prefactor of the cut
(¢ + g*)/2 — ¢*/2 and the transverse impulse in the g-direction therefore simplifies to

4 4 c
Aplt = <§> /dD,u eibagh (CD(ID +Ix) +cplp + e ly — z?DCut[ID])

- (;)4/dD” g (CD(ID + Ix —dlm[(—i)I0]) + ealn + cva> (4.13)
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K4 o
= <§> /dD,u elbragh (CAIA + cva) .

Thus all hyper-classical contributions from the scalar boxes cancel with the cut term, and
this impulse contribution is fully determined by the triangles. We defer the explicit details
of the remaining Fourier integral of the triangles to the next subsection, where we compute
the closely related eikonal phase. The Fourier integrals are simple to perform at any given
order in the spin-multipole expansion, see appendix A as well as the final result in the
ancillary file. However, computing the integral in spin-resummed form involves Fourier-
transforming the Bessel-like functions that appear in the triangle coefficients, which is
somewhat challenging.

Next, the transverse impulse also receives a contribution in the direction eﬁb_, generated
by the real kernel. This contribution only appears for spinning black holes, where spin-
induced precession forces point out of the initial plane of scattering. The coefficient of e’/
in the loop momentum decomposition (4.7) cannot be reduced by means of cut conditions
as done with the coefficient of ¢ in the computation of Apfy. Instead we have to observe
how the reduction to the basis of master integrals changes with an insertion of ¢ -e . Its
effect on the decomposition in eq. (3.12) is to map

Ioll-ei] = In[(f-e1)?] = —¢*Io. (4.14)

The corresponding transverse contribution is thus
; 4 ,

Apg, = % (g) /dD/J, e g%l enCut[Ip)] . (4.15)
The tensor box coefficient ¢ == (cg™ + ¢y )[¢ - e1] is given in eq. (3.38), and it indeed
vanishes in the spinless limit. Recall that while the loop integral Cut[/g] has an 1/e-
pole (3.23), this cancels in the above formula when the Fourier transforms is consistently
treated in dimensional regularization, for details see appendix A. The contribution to the
transverse impulse can now be computed to all spin-multipole orders, plugging in eq. (3.37)
we obtain

G2m1m2

— H 17
Apt = - o *xb — Tla) _3¢ (%b + a) }
o2 —

(“ (1= p2) [634 ((b Tt C (- %a)t
i (xb — Ia)* L uc (xb + Ia)*

+ a - (mav1 — myve) [e b+ ra) e b= »a)i D ,  (4.16)

where we used that (xb £ Ila) = x(b F xa), and the transverse projector is given by
(T, = —(2)%, = 8t — vl M, (4.17)

where M% is the inverse Gram matrix of velocities, (M ~1);; = v; - v;. It projects to the
2-dimensional subspace transverse to v; and vo, see appendix A for the explicit form of II.
As discussed in section 4.3, this new all-order result reproduces known low-order results in
the literature.
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Note that we can slightly massage eq. (4.16) to give an alternative presentation of
this impulse, which makes use of the center-of-mass momentum péM, and the rapidity
exponentials are now uniformly fourth powers. The alternative formula is

G2m1m2

g b —Ha)* - (xb+ Ha)“)
sinh® ¢

{a - (p1 — p2) (6 (b + xa)t € (b—%a)t
| _seepou (bl (b Tl
mimg sinh ¢ (b + *a)* (b — *a)*

Ap‘e‘L =

(4.18)

Finally, we note that in the aligned-spin scenario, where v;-a; = 0 for any i, j € {1, 2}, ApE|
vanishes, which is natural since the absence of spin precession gives trajectories (orbits)
that do not wobble, instead they are confined to the spatial plane orthogonal to the angular

momentum.

Parallel impulse at 2PM

For impulse directions parallel to the initial black-hole velocities vé‘ , only the real kernel,
and hence the cut of the box, contributes. Concerning the insertion of (¢ + ¢)*/2, the
second and third term in eq. (4.7) are relevant. Since the cut conditions allow us to replace
vy -0 — ¢*/(2mq) and vy - £ — —q?/(2m2) the integrand reduction is left unchanged. The

parallel impulse is thus becomes

Apl =i <H>4/dD,u et @ prareoCut[I] (4.19)
I 2 4(02 — )m2m3" M ’

where the center-of-mass momentum pf,, was introduced in eq. (4.9). Note that this
impulse is orthogonal to the total momenta (total energy) P* = (p1 + po)H, with s = P2,
that defines the rest frame of the system. Hence the parallel impulse does not cause a shift
in the energy (time) direction of the rest frame, as expected.

We can now work out the parallel impulse to all orders in spin, using egs. (3.35)
and (3.36) the result is

(4.20)

Apﬁz G?s i ( 1 1 e* e % )
2 (

(02— 1)2\(t i) | (b—ia)? | (btxa)?  (b—xa)?

Note that the first two terms come from the same-helicity Compton amplitudes, and the
two last terms from the opposite-helicity Compton amplitudes. Thus contrary to common-
place statements, the same-helicity Compton amplitudes are not automatically quantum
contributions. While this all-orders result for the parallel impulse is new, low-order pieces
of this result have been previously given in the literature, e.g. [168]. More details about
how our results compare to the literature are given in sect. 4.3.

Note that for aligned spin the parallel impulse simplifies to

A G?s ptas ( 2 N ets N e 46 )
p aligne =
I-aligned 2(02 =12 \[o> —laf> ~ (]o] +[a[)2 ~ (|b] - |a])?
(25t 2¢ —2¢ (9
_ SpCM2< € n e ) 7 (4.21)
2(c2 —1)2\[b| +|a] ~ [b] - |a]

— 95—



which is the square of the 1PM impulse for aligned spin, up to overall simple factors.
Indeed, the two impulse contributions are kinematically constrained, through eq. (4.10), to

be related as

ANl
2PM _ aligned
|Ap||,aligned| - 2’pCM| ’ (422)

were we recall [poyv| = mimeve? —1/E and E = /s.
More generally, for non-aligned spin, one can check that the following relation holds

for our results:
2pom - Apf™ = —(Ap™™M)?, (4.23)

which also follows from the kinematic constraints imposed by eq. (4.10).

Explicit low spin-multipole results for 2PM impulse

For reference, we print here some results up to O(S?) for each of the contributions,

3rG?*m3ms .

Alysr = pver 100 W (e 2),
1G? A Aon . s

Ap;Sl = WJ(E} — 502) (2(4@1 - L+ 3ay - L)bﬂ + (4@1 -b+ 3ay - b)LN)

-1+ 2),

Ang,SO :O’

De st = \b\3(a2—1)3/2 o o”)a - vy o a- vy ,
2G?s 9 9

s = Tper—p 7~ Ve

8G2s

H — 2 o
A5 = [z~ e 20" — e Lrtw (4.24)

Further explicit results for the impulse up to O(S'!) are provided in the ancillary files of
this paper.

4.2 Eikonal and scattering angle

In the case of scattering of two spinless bodies, the motion is confined to a plane. Therefore,
the scattering event is fully specified by the scattering angle 6 (see e.g. [10]). Although
the orbit is not planar for generic spinning bodies, restricting to the aligned-spin scenario

maintains planarity,

af o al oc L*, vi-aj =0, b-a;=0. (4.25)

In this case, the scattering process is fully specified by the scattering angle 8, which is given
by the transverse impulse through eq. (4.10),
Ap, - b B EAp- b

___barb 4.26
Ipcm| mimovo? —1 ( )

— 96 —



and one can use sin@ = 0 + O(6?) for all terms that are not iterations, such as the triangle
contributions.

An alternative way to compute 6 is through the eikonal approach. At 1PM and 2PM,
the eikonal phase x is given by the Fourier-transformed aligned-spin amplitudes [283], not
including iteration terms such as boxes,

X1PM = /dDM e MO (q),
X2PM = / dPp e M A+v( ), (4.27)

where the measure is given in eq. (4.4). The scattering angle can be extracted through a
derivative with respect to the impact parameter [285],

E 0
nPM = manPM .

We can work out the eikonal phase at 1PM using eq. (3.11), it takes the simple form

0 (4.28)

K2 9 D elibq ) ) ‘ ,
X1PM = 7 mlmQ/d - (e—zel.a—l- ¢ 4 giera— C)

= _\G/%[exlog]b—i—*a\+e_2clog\b—*a]+...] , (4.29)
where the ellipsis are (divergent) terms that are independent of b*, and hence irrelevant.
The 1PM impulse (4.12) then also follows via Apipy, = Ox1pm/0by, which kills the diver-
gent terms.

At 2PM, we will give the full eikonal result using spin-multiple expanded formulae.
However, it interesting to first Fourier transform two of our simpler all-orders-in-spin trian-
gle coefficients, and inspect the partial result. The first triangle coefficient (3.61) integrates
to

R\ -
X2PM,1 i= —1 (*) /dDu eTlep 1T

2
G?*rmimio? 4 72 axb (xa)?
= ——F——=—(1+dtanh _ . 4.
T SRR ;52,0(2,b|2, CERETTED, (4.30)

where 7, i, is the Fourier transform of the Bessel-like function J,, . Using x = (z1, 22, 3),
it can be written as

Tur(x) = o /dDueib'qu\—lJn,k(q|%,a*q) (4.31)
n — )12 k) — ) 2 2mek
e (2= (2m + 25 — DN(22m+j+1—-k) — n—1)I! z; 5 Xy
— oS | 3
= (204+-2m+-25)!! (I—n/2)! 2m—k)! j!
m,j=0
and we will only use n = —2 (the transformed J,, ; vanish for odd n) and k£ > 0. Similar to

Jn,k, We use operators indicate shifted indices Bé“j_g,o = J-2.; these no longer correspond
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to derivatives of the arguments. The variable 7y is defined analogously to 7+ = |¢|7+, such
that
T4 = (a- 01 £ |a1])sinh (. (4.32)

For the cn o triangle coefficient (3.63), one has to be more careful with the differential
operators that act on J), i, since one of these prefactors now contains ¢. One can in principle
introduce some new integral/differential operators, along the lines of

i@l 6 / dml
—aq-e] — — |bla;-=—0 — 0Oy ; 4.33
however, this is a bit too cumbersome. Instead we will introduce a slightly modified trans-

formed function for this contribution. Thus, the Fourier transformed triangle coefficient
ca,2 becomes

A -
X2PM,2 ‘= —1 (5) /dDu e'l bcA,QIA

2 2 3 , - ~2 2
__G'mmimjo (1+itanh§82)3[ a-ve <1+ 102 >j_2’0< T axb (xa) )

2sinh? ¢ bla1| \" " tanh( 20627 [b|2 7 2|b|2
a1 9 5z (T axb (xa)?
o] aaj—“(\b\’ P 2\b\2)
+ (Ja1] = —lasl), (4.34)

where we assume that % only acts on the second and third arguments, so 68% — 0. And
the slightly modified transformed Bessel-like function is

. ik = (2-DN(2m+ 25 — DIN22mA+H—k) — n—1)!!
Tne(X) =i lm;_l (214+-2m-+24)!!

" (2l—n — 3)!! av%liﬂ*lx%m*wrlxg
(2l-n—1)!  (2m—k+ 15!

(4.35)

where n again has to be even. We will not attempt to Fourier transform the third triangle
coefficient, cx 3, instead we will present some explicitly spin-multipole expanded results.

Scattering angle results

The eikonal for generic spin configurations is provided in the ancillary files up to O(S1).
We print here the full results for the aligned-spin scattering angle up to O(S*!). Note that
all dissipative terms, i.e. those proportional to 77, have drops out when specializing to the
case of aligned spin. The results are

3G m2ms
05; :—71[502—1} +(12),
2PM 4m’b’2 ( )
05, —”G%%m[ (50% = 3) (4]a1| + 3|a \)} + (14 2)
2PM To (g2 — 1) ppp L7 \7 ! 2 ’
3 G2 2
Osoy = — —— T2 [ (950* — 10202 + 15) |as|? + 8 (200" — 2102 + 3) |ay ||as)|
16[b[4v/02 — 1
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+4 (150" — 1502 + 2) |a2|2} +(1¢92),

ps° _ 3nGPmimao
M AP (02 - 1)

+40 (207 = 1) |ay ||as]? + 4 (502 — 2) \aﬂ Y (12),

490 = 5) o+ (0502 = 50 an Pl

5 G2 2
St = — — AT (93901 — 25002 + 35) [aa | + 24 (360" — 370% + 5) a1 s
32(b[0/0% — 1

+12 (950" — 9502 + 12) |a1[*|az|* + 32 (200" — 1902 + 2) |a1||as]|?
+ 2402 (5o? — 4) \azyﬂ + (1o 2)

0 3rG*m3mao
M 64)b]7 (02 — 1)
— 4320 (20% — 1) |a1|*|az|® — 80 (950° — 44) |a1 |*|az|* — 640 (50° — 2) |a1||as|*

{ — 80 (1302 — 7) a1 [° — 20 (23902 — 125) |a1|*|as]

+3 (70* — 17802 4 51) |a2\5] +(1e2),

7 GQ 2
St = — T2 130 (1490" — 15402 + 21) far|© + 480 (520" — 5302+ 7) a1
512|b|8vo02 — 1

+ 240 (2390 — 23902 + 30) |a1|*|az|® + 1920 (360" — 3502 + 4) |a1|*|az|®
+ 480 (950 — 8807 + 8) |a1[*|as|* — 12 (210° — 13330 + 11230° — 51) |ay |[|as|®

+ (1050 — 5740° + 29840 — 202602 — 9) |a2\6] T (1 2),

2,,2

s mG*mimyo 2 7 2 6

057\ _m[%o (1702 = 9) |ay|” + 210 (14902 — 77) ||| as|
+ 43680 (202 — 1) |a1|*|az|? + 560 (23902 — 114) |a1[*|az| + 13440 (902 — 4) |a1 |*|as|*
— 42 (150" — 155207 + 617) |a1|?|az|® + 28 (150° — T4o* + 7470? — 248) |as|az|®

+3(850° — 3530 + 11230 — 295) \aﬂ +(1e2)),

9 G2 2
Oy = — ———— A2 [224 (7190* — 73802 + 99) |ay |*
16384[b[10/02 — 1

+ 17920 (680 — 690% + 9) |a1|"|az| + 8960 (4470 — 4470% + 56) |a1|%|as|®

+ 143360 (520* — 5102 + 6) |a1|°|as|® + 35840 (2390 — 22802 + 24) |a1|*|as|*

— 448 (870° — 140370 + 128130% — 1103) |a1 |*|az|®

+ 112 (3450° — 187400 4 275440* — 2292602 + 1391) |a;|*|as®

+ 64 (7950° — 36180° + 159560" — 113580 + 465) |a1||as|”

+ (346500 + 109506 — 437980° + 1480620 — 9235502 + 1451)\@]8} + (14 2),
¢ _ 5rG*mimgo
2PM 16384)b|1 (02 — 1)

+ 5483520 (207 — 1) |a1|"|ag|* + 161280 (1490* — 72) |a1|®|as|?

+ 2580480 (130% — 6) |a1|’|as|* — 2016 (690" — 154340 + 6685) |a1|*|az|®

(16128 (2102 — 11) Jar[* + 4032 (71902 — 369) |a[|as|
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+ 2688 (650° — 3200* + 73570% — 2902) |a1|*|az|®

+ 288 (12150° — 48150 + 3036102 — 10521) |a1|?|as|”

+ 72 (3850° 4 19400° — 103380 + 340200% — 10327) |ay ||as|®

+ (196350° — 163000 — 984460 + 29838802 — 82317)|a2|9} + (1 2),
g0 _ 17G?*m2my

2PM 131072(b[12

+ 161280 (840 — 8502 + 11) |a1|?|az| + 80640 (7190* — 71902 + 90) |a1[¥|az|?

+ 2150400 (680" — 6702 + 8) |a1||as|® + 1612800 (1490 — 1440° + 16) |a1|®|as|*

— 8064 (1110° — 335470 + 315370> — 3141) |a1|*|az|’

+ 3360 (4150 — 22500° + 649600 — 579660 + 4921) |a;|*|as|®

+ 3840 (9850° — 43700° + 342740 — 2779402 + 1945) |a1|*|az|”

+ 180 (19250'% + 141800 — 783060° + 3168120 — 22761102 + 13320) |a1[*|as|®

+20 (25795010 — 128850® — 2001060° + 7215660 — 47672952 + 22999) |a1||as|’

+ (2702702 + 41580010 — 1149650° — 4339520° + 16057690 — 9973560

[1344 (10550 — 107802 + 143) |a |*°

n 33177)|a2|10} +(12),
g 3nGPmimao
ZPM T 39768[b|13(02 — 1)

+ 37255680 (20% — 1) |a1|”|az|* + 295680 (71952 — 350) |a[®|as]|?

+ 23654400 (1702 — 8) |a1|"|as|* — 44352 (310" — 1198002 + 5397) |a1|®|as|®

+ 29568 (850° — 4180 + 1720902 — 7300) |a1|?|az|

+ 5280 (16250° — 63330 + 688870 — 26883) |a1|*|as|”

+ 2640 (3150° + 35150° — 150270 + 7343302 — 25948) |a1|*|as®

+110 (169750® + 204200° — 1952060 + 6505320% — 210481) |a1|*|as |

+ 44 (24570 + 208180° — 194940° — 1135560 + 3556695 — 108806) |a1||az|™”

[59136 (2502 — 13) |a1|" + 14784 (105502 — 539) |a1|'%|as|

+ (82719019 — 239610° — 903865° — 5307300 4 154299502 — 448413)]a2|11}
+(142). (4.36)

4.3 Comparison to literature and canonical spin

The results presented in previous sections pass various consistency checks with the avail-
able literature. For instance, our triangle and box coefficients agree with ref. [158] up to
O(S%). Our eikonal and scattering angle, computed using the covariant spin supplemen-
tary condition (SSC), agree with that of ref. [168] up to O(S%). We also compared the
impulse, up to O(S?) in the covariant SSC, against refs. [79, 162, 166], and up to O(S®)
in the canonical SSC against ref. [168], and we find agreement in both cases. At O(S%)
we find some minor disagreement with ref. [168] for contributions corresponding to vector
boxes. Since the all-orders-in spin formula (4.16), coming from the vector box, appears to
be robust, we expect that the issue is to be found elsewhere.
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We now elaborate on the canonical SSC comparison, which requires some extra work.
We need to convert our result from covariant to canonical SSC, also known as Newton-
Wigner SSC' [303-305]. The details of the conversion are discussed in appendix B, here we
give the brief version. In order to line up notation with ref. [168], the incoming black-hole
momenta are taken to be in the center-of-mass frame p}' = —(F1,p) and ph = —(Fa, —p),
and the covariant spin vectors S!' are then

S; = <vZ - 85, 8; + - 11)2 . (4.37)

To rewrite our results in canonical SSC, we need to transform the spin vectors S!' and

the impact parameter b*. As discussed in appendix B, the canonical spin vectors in the
centre-of-mass frame are simply

St =1(0,5). (4.38)

2,can

Since S_';Vcan = §;, it is enough to use eq. (4.37) to express our results in terms of the
canonical spin three-vector. On the other hand, the required shift of the impact parameter
is given by eq. (B.18), which can be rewritten in terms of three-vectors as

p><sz

4.39
mz E +mz) ( )

Mw

=1

where we used the centre-of-mass-frame identities b* = (0,5) and bhan = (0, bean )-

Let us see how this works in a simple example. We start from the scattering angle
given in eq. (4.36), up to linear order in the spin S{'. For simplicity, we assume S5 = 0. In
the centre-of-mass frame this is equal to

37TG2m1m2(m1 +mg)(5o? — 1)
HQPM - = )
4v/o2 — 1|bJ?
7G?mao(4my + 3ma) (502 — 3|31
2(0% — 1)|b]3 '

As discussed, this is already expressed in terms of the canonical spin three-vector §;. Note

(4.40)

62PM -

that the scattering angle obeys aligned-spin kinematics, namely §; - b=5,- p = 0 and

5, = ||%I‘ E, where L = b x p. To convert to canonical impact parameter 5can we use
eq. (4.39) and get
Lo 2 o 2
\Wz(%w—wwl>=ﬁmﬁo— |mm_§>, (4.41)
mi(Ey +my) mi1(E1 4+ mi1)|bean|

where we used that 7 x & = (|51||7]/|bean|)bean for aligned-spin kinematics. Therefore,
substituting eq. (4.41) into eq. (4.40), expanding in the spin §; and isolating the lin-
ear contribution, we can derive the (&) contribution to the canonical scattering angle,
9 PM,can> 81V by

37G%*ma(my + me) (502 — 1)|51||p]  7G*ma(4my + 3ma)o (502 — 3) |51
2v/0% = 1|bean* (E1 + m1) 2 (0% — 1) |bean|? '

€2PM can —

(4.42)
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This result can be checked against the canonical impulse AngM can 8iven in ref. [168],
via the relation .

bcan : AﬁQPM,can
’Lcan‘

HZPM,Can = - s (443)

valid for aligned-spin kinematics at 2PM order. We have performed this check and find
agreement up to O(S®), and for triangle contributions up to O(S%). The full canonical
impulse up to O(S*!) can be extracted from our results by applying the same conversion
between covariant and canonical SSC demonstrated above.

5 Conclusion

Using the framework of quantum higher-spin theory, a proposal for the the Kerr Comp-
ton amplitude for any spin was given in ref. [277], which classically agrees with explicit
black-hole perturbation calculations [260, 262, 302] for certain choices of near-zone /far-zone
splittings. While there exists contact-term ambiguities due to the appearance of transcen-
dental functions starting at O(S%), which makes the notion of tree-level unclear, one may
expect that the simple all-orders result of ref. [277] captures an substantial part of the Kerr
far-zone dynamics.

The Kerr Compton amplitude can be used to extract observables for binary Kerr
black-hole scattering at second-post-Minkowskian order, which we explore in this work.
We employed on-shell unitarity methods to compute the relevant classical 2-to-2 one-loop
integrand. For simplicity, we took the classical limit (infinite-spin limit) already at tree
level, and the unitarity cuts only employed classical building blocks that are entire functions
of the spin vector. From the classical integrand, we extracted the scalar box, vector box
and scalar triangle coefficients to all orders in spin. We find simple novel formulae for these,
specifically the box coefficients are exponential functions in spin and rapidity, where the
individual helicity contributions give obvious imprints. The triangle coefficients are given
as simple derivatives/integrations applied to the Bessel function Jy of the first kind. We
define explicit Bessel-like functions to make manifest the spin-mutipole expansion to all
orders in spin. With appropriate definitions, the triangle coefficients can be split into three
contributions (originating from the pole term, subleading pole term and contact term of
the Compton amplitude) that we presented as one-line expressions.

The tensor-reduced one-loop integrand serves as input to compute classical observ-
ables such as the impulse and the closely related scattering angle and eikonal phase, all
of which we explore. For the classical impulse we use the KMOC formalism, which ex-
presses it in terms of Fourier-transformed momentum-weighted amplitudes and cuts in
impact-parameter space. The amplitude and cut contributions can be massaged such that
the cancellation of hyper-classical iteration terms vanish and the remaining finite terms
are split into three contributions based on their origin: scalar box, vector box and scalar
triangle, all of which give classical contributions.

While it is often implied that the scalar triangle captures the full 2PM results, the
scalar box and vector box gives tangible, albeit simple, contributions to the classical im-
pulse. Even the same-helicity Compton amplitudes, once fed into the cuts, give a non-zero
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contribution to the impulse. While the box contributions are kinematically constrained to
be related to the 1PM impulse, working them out in full generality at 2PM is instructive.
We give closed-form all-orders-in-spin expressions for the parallel 2PM impulse (from scalar
box) and also for the transverse spin-induced contributions coming from the vector box.
For the impulse contributions coming from the triangle integrals, we give spin-expanded
expressions up to O(S11).

For the eikonal and scattering angle, we give certain Fourier-transformed triangle in-
tegrals to all orders in spin, specifically those contributions that originate from the simple
entire functions of the Compton amplitude that are associated with the pole term and
subleading-pole term. We defer the remaining all-orders-results of the genuine contact
terms to future work. For the aligned-spin scattering angle we explicitly print out the
results up to O(S'!), and the remaining results are given in the ancillary file. Specifically,
we provide results up to O(S11) for the triangle, scalar box, and tensor box, as well as the
eikonal, scattering angle and impulse at 1PM and 2PM.

We have compared our computations to fixed-order-results for low-spin multipoles in
the literature and find convincing agreement. Specifically, we focused on ref. [168] which
gives the impulse up to O(S®) in canonical SSC gauge, which required non-trivial conversion
of our observables that are otherwise expressed in the covariant SSC gauge. We reproduce
the impulse up to O(S?), once taking into account the o = 0, 7 # 0 choice that we employ
for the contact terms in the Compton amplitude, and find a minor disagreement at O(S°)
for pieces coming from the vector box, which are simple iteration pieces. For reference, we
have included some practical details of the canonical SSC conversion.

There are several avenues that can be explored some further work. Firstly, we were able
to get surprisingly simple all-orders-in-spin formulae for the one-loop triangle coefficients,
and while for certain of these closed formulae we also computed the classical observables
in terms of the eikonal phase, more work is required to sufficiently simplify and present
the remaining all-orders-in-spin contributions. Secondly, our results are given for the case
a = 0, where « is a tag that was introduced in ref. [260] to mark certain conspicuous
contributions. The quantum higher-spin Compton amplitude seems to land naturally on
a = 0 [277], but it would be desirable to also obtain all-orders-in-spin results for contri-
butions that may represent o # 0. This requires more knowledge of such terms to higher
orders S8 (c.f. ref. [262]) such that suitable candidate entire functions in spin can be
studied. Lastly, there are important classical observables that we have not explored in this
work, such as the 2PM spin kick, which can be extracted from the same 1-loop amplitude
discussed in this work. The higher-spin Compton amplitude can also be used for computing
the leading-order waveform, which can be obtained from the five-point tree-level amplitude
where a graviton external state is included.
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A Fourier integrals

The types of integrals required for the Fourier transform to impact parameter space are
1. = [ ducrlop, (A1)
ze = [t g (A2)
A priori, the ¢* momenta has parallel components to the velocities,
¢ = v + 220 + ¢/ (A.3)

such that the on-shell measure decomposes into

1
dmimaovo? — 1

where dP~2q, = (27)P=2dP~2q, . Note that the parallel components of ¢* in eq. (A.2)

dP = dP2q dzidaod(z1)d(xs), (A.4)

integrate zero due to the delta functions in the measure such that

1 R .
dD—2 Lequ_-b M1 MK J_a

In the scalar case, the remaining D — 2 dimensional Fourier transform evaluates to

T — (A.5)

2—-D

ga =5 p(oHrTlH) 1\otP-2
_4m1m2v02—1 F(_Ta) (’l)’) 7

see ref. [160] for details. Note that in D = 4 the integral diverges for even o < 0 and needs

Lo

(A.6)

to be regulated. Using the regulation scheme D = 4 — 2¢, as used for the loop integrals,
the leading orders of the scalar integral are

(_1)r |b|2r—2 1
Lo=—2r = = —2log|b| — O
=2 g 9 A rmymav/o? — 1 D(r)2 \e og [b] — ¥(r) + O(e)
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where ¢(r) := I'(r)/T is the digamma function. In the special case r = 1, a single b-
derivative suffices to kill the infrared divergence

9
ab¥

1 b
za:_‘ — 2L 0. A8
2 D=4-2¢ 8mTmimaovo? — 1 ’b’ ( ) ( )

The general tensor integrals Zh'** can be generated by taking derivatives with respect

to b* of the scalar integral,

0 0
THL B — | 2 P e —— | 7, A.
“ ( ) < by, > < 8byk > ( 9)

Since the Fourier integral projects out the plane spanned by v; and v all the scalar products
after integration live in the (D — 2)-dimensional subspace transverse to v; and vy. We
enforce this by including the projector

Iz I 7 I
ovy — v ovy — v
I = ghv — ot Y — oboY | =21 o =12 A.10
g 11 2 U2 1 o2 —1 2 o2 —1 ( )
where 0" are the dual velocities, v; - 0; = d;;. Note that the impact parameter is fully

transverse and |b| = \/bi = +v/—b%. The general action of the derivatives on the scalar
integral is captured by

9 \" o\ 1 WA sk 2 1
(H 31)) (H 6b> b7 — > { B2 nl(k — 2n)! [p/F+2G—n)

n=0
>[I I o))
Feperm(ji) i=2n+1

In practice the majority of the integrals that show up in the computation of the impulse
and eikonal simplify due to the simple tensor structure of the integrands. For example the
integrals that appear in the eikonal phase are of the form Ié*a)k = (%) -+ (%@) TR
Note that since (xa), is already transverse to v, vy the action of the projector is trivial
and the combinatorics in eq. (A.11) simplify to

N 1 " B2k —n— )KL (b )2 (xa)?
<(*“)”abu) WP = 2 2n(5 )i (h —om)inl [ )

Taking 8 = a+ D — 2, and working in D = 4, we find that the integrals Ic(y*a)k vanish for
even a > 0.

For even a < 0 the integrals are in general divergent and need to be regulated. However
the case &« = —2, relevant for the 1PM eikonal and the parallel contribution to 2PM impulse
Apﬁ , is only divergent for k& = 0, such that it is finite for k > 0,

I(*a)k_ —AZ/’ (1—210g’b’ ( ))+O() for k=0, (A13)
P T (i S B R e LG for k>0,
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o 1 . . . . .
where N = PP As shown in eq. (A.8), the b-derivatives cancel the infrared
divergence in the scalar integral Z_s.

For odd a = 2r — 1,relevant for 2PM computations, it is finite in D = 4 and it can be
written on the simple form

lk/2] k—2n 2n
(xa)t . (2k 4+ 2r —2n — DN (2r — DINE! (bx a) (xa)
) z_; 27 (k — 2n)! n! || 2(k—n+r)+1 (A.14)

When computing the impulse via the KMOC framework, the relevant Fourier integrals
have a free Lorentz index and are of the form

T = (xa), . . (%) TVHH (A.15)

such that the b-derivatives simplify to

<(*a)“ 0 >k <H o )Vl v (8 + 2(k —n))! k! 1

b ob) |bf 27(3 — 2)I1 (k + 1 — 2n)! n! |p|p+2(k+1-n)

n=0

x [(k 1= 20)bY (b % @)k 2 (%a) 2"
+(2n)(*xa)” (b* a)k“*%(*a)%*z} } (A.16)

This relation is valid in generic dimension, which is necessary since the integrals for the
leading-order momentum must be regularised. For example the transverse contribution to
the 2PM impulse, Apy , requires computing the integral e t(xa)y, ... (xa) MkIZ(:*f);E, where
the dependence on the regulator € is generated by the dimensional reduction of the loop
integral, D = 4 — 2¢. We will see that the impulse is finite so long as we regularise the
Fourier integrals using the same prescription. At leading order in € — 0, the integral is

finite and can be reduced to

[(k+1)/2]

_ k=2 +1(k —p 4 1) 1
€3y - (k0) g I = N

nl(k —2n+ 1)1  |p]2(k+2-n)

n—=

[k!(k 1= 2n) (b )2 (xa) 22

+hI(2n) (b * a)k+1_2”(*a)2"_2(*a)”] } . (A7)

The all-orders expression in eq. (4.16) is generated by exponentiation of the above integral

since ¢ introduces the exponential e*4*%.

B Spin Supplementary Condition

In this section we discuss the redundancy in the definition of spin variables, and how to fix
it by means of a spin supplementary condition (SSC). We follow the approaches outlined
in refs. [162, 168].

— 36 —



Let us consider the motion of two bodies at positions b} and by moving with momenta
p1 and po. In the centre-of-mass frame, we have

p/f = _(Elam =mivy,

! (B.1)
py = —(E2, —p) = mavs.

The unit vector P* = (p1+p2)#/E, with E' = E; + Es, picks out the center-of-mass frame,
which becomes the statment P* = (—1,0).

The total angular momentum of the system is described by a tensor J#¥ and it is a
well-defined conserved quantity. Splitting this tensor into an orbital angular momentum
L* and intrinsic angular momentum of each body, S can be done as

O (B.2)
where LM is
o = 2l aplips (B.3)

However, the split potentially ambiguous. If we redefine the notion of the “center” of
each body via bt — b’ + 6bl', invariance of J*” demands that the intrinsic spin vectors

transform as

5SH = —25lp” . (B.4)

This is effectively a gauge symmetry of the system, which needs to be accounted for by a
gauge-fixing condition. Such condition is known as the SSC, and the one we use in this
work is the covariant SSC, defined by

Working in covariant SSC, it is customary to define spin vectors J#, L* and S! as

1 .

S = S T, By,
1 .

Lt = ielwpoLupPa ) (B6)
1

St = ie“ypgSinvw.

The orbital spin vector L* can be written in terms of the impact parameter b* = by — bl
through L* = —e*P7b,p1,p2e/E. The inverse relations that expresses the spin tensors in
terms of spin vectors are similar, for instance

wa = "0, Si5 . (B.7)
The spin vector S¥ thus takes the natural form in the rest frame of particle i, namely
SZH|U1‘.L:(—17(_)‘) - (07 gl) ) (BS)

where §; is the body’s spin 3-vector, and the frame exhibited is indicated by the condition
it satisfies.
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It is useful to quote the explicit form of the covariant spin vectors S!' in the center-of-
mass frame of the system, namely

Szu‘ﬁu:(_lﬁ) = (1_); - 53,8 + it 17)1') . (Bg)

where v; = P - v; = cosh (; are the Lorentz factors, and (; are the rapidities.

The choice of covariant spin vectors has a drawback: it is clear from the defini-
tions (B.6) that the intrinsic and orbital spin vectors do not sum to the total spin vector,
namely

JH# LM+ ST+ Sh . (B.10)
A related issue is that the covariant spin 3-vectors 5; do not obey canonical Poisson-
bracket relations, which creates some difficulties when working with Hamiltonians, see e.g.
ref. [306]. Resolving this leads to the gauge-fixing choice known as canonical (or Newton-
Wigner) SSC, namely

(P + i) Sl = 0. (B.11)
In this case, while the spin vectors Jfu, and LY., are defined in the same manner as in

eq. (B.6), the intrinsic spin vectors Sﬁf can are now defined as

1 N
Szl'fcan = §euypo-si,canuppa ’ (B12)
where the inverse transformation is now given by
1 .
Stean = WEW’M(P + v3) pSi cano » (B.13)
This new choice satisfies J* = L, + Sﬁ can T 55 can> a0d it can be shown that the three-

vectors S’ijcan satisfy canonical Poisson brackets (see e.g. [306]). The transition from co-
variant to canonical SSC is realised via the transformation (B.4), where

p.st
Ei+m;’
This gives rise to the following relations between quantities in covariant and canonical

SSC:

b = (B.14)

p-SY p-st

bgan = bt — )
Ey+me  Eyp+my
2 5 gl
Stean =50+ PS5 (B.15)
~ 2 [, ¥
W Tuv D . QK vV
L, =L ;%HP Sy,
or in terms of spin vectors,
st st P S
i,can i %_1_1( +v;),
9 P.g (B.16)
TICYZES S R
. 1
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where we used m;y; = F;. One can also compute the explicit form for the canonical spin

vectors S¥_ in the centre-of-mass frame, and it takes the expected form

Sgcan 5 (075;) . (B.17)

‘15“:(—1,0)

It is also useful to derive some of the inverse transformations, expressing quantities in
covariant SSC in terms of their canonical counterpart. They are

bt = pH "Sican }3-,Sﬁcan
- can"— - )
mo ma
2 ~
S =g vi- S (P ), (B.18)

i,can v + 1 i,can

(% Si,can A~
S = ey — TS
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