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Radiation-Reaction and Angular Momentum Loss at O(G*)

Carlo Heissenberg*
* Institut de Physique Théorique, CEA Saclay, CNRS,
Université Paris-Saclay, F-91191, Gif-sur-Yvette Cedex, France

We point out that the contribution to the (’)(G4) angular momentum loss for two-body scattering
involving two radiation modes, Jarad, is determined by the radiation-reaction contribution to the
one-loop waveform. The latter is proportional to the tree-level one, and this reduces the calculation
of Jaraa to cut two-loop integrals. We exploit this simplification, which follows from unitarity, to
obtain a closed-form expression for Ja;.a for generic velocities, which resums all fractional post-
Newtonian (PN) corrections to the O(G*) angular momentum loss starting at 1.5PN.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quest for a deeper understanding of the gravita-
tional two-body problem stimulated by the dawn of the
gravitational-wave era has recently led to the develop-
ment of new methods to study the dynamics of com-
pact binaries. Traditional techniques to tackle this prob-
lem are based on the expansion of the classical equa-
tions of motion in the weak-field or post-Minkowskian
(PM) regime [1-5] and for small velocities, in the post-
Newtonian (PN) regime [6]. For the scattering of two
objects with masses m, msy at an impact parameter b,
the PM regime is characterized by Gmy 2/b < 1, while
the PN regime holds for Gmq 2/b ~ v? < 1, with v the
relative velocity at infinity. In recent years, scattering
amplitudes have emerged as a powerful tool to recast the
PM expansion of gravitational observables in terms of on-
shell, gauge invariant building blocks [7-13]. Amplitudes
offer an independent way of organizing such calculations,
which can serve to more easily identify new structures,
simplify the computation of higher-order contributions
and advance the precision frontier.

An example of such a simplification was the inclusion
of radiation-reaction (RR) effects in the O(G?) deflection
[14-19]. These capture the odd-in-velocity, hence half-
odd PN, corrections to the 3PM deflection angle and can
be reduced via analyticity and unitarity to a simple one-
loop integral, while the complete O(G?) result consists
in a two-loop calculation [20-28].

Using the classical limit of scattering amplitudes and
worldline approaches that efficiently solve the classical
equations of motion [29-31], a full calculation of the
O(G*) impulses (three loops) was achieved [32-37] and
progress is underway at O(G®) (four loops) [38-40]. Such
methods also mesh well with complementary approxima-
tion principles including the self-force (SF) expansion, in
which calculations are organized in powers of the mass
ratio of the binary [41-46] (see also [47-49]).

Another interesting observable is of course the gravi-
tational waveform, which is the dynamical metric fluc-
tuation, gu, — Nuw ~ % W, measured by a detector
placed at a large distance r from the sources. The lead-
ing order contribution, O(G), to w,,,, obtained in [1-3]
and more recently streamlined in [50, 51], is given by
a tree-level five-point amplitude involving one graviton

emission [52, 53]. The next order, O(G?), can be ex-
pressed in terms of the one-loop amplitude obtained in
Refs. [54-57] (see also [58-60]). The relation between
this amplitude-based waveform and the one computed
from the Multipolar-Post-Minkowskian approach in the
PN limit was recently analyzed and clarified in [60-63],
finding full agreement between the two frameworks. At
this order, the multipolar waveform includes both integer
PN, or “instantaneous”, contributions and half-odd PN
terms due to RR and rescattering or “tail” effects.

Knowledge of the gravitational waveform also allows
one to study the energy and angular momentum lost by
the binary due to the interaction with the gravitational
field, as achieved in [64-66] at O(G?). One of the key
steps of such calculations consists in recasting the re-
sulting phase-space integration in terms of cut two-loop
integrals via reverse unitarity [67-70]. The O(G*) energy
loss can be deduced from the O(G*) impulses in [36, 37],
while the analysis of the O(G*) angular momentum loss
was initiated in [71] by obtaining a closed-form expres-
sion for the static contribution to this observable, which
is sensitive to the zero-frequency modes of the gravita-
tional field [15, 65, 71-73]. In particular, [71] showed
that, despite naive power counting, the O(G?) nonlinear
memory contribution to the waveform w*" does not con-
tribute to the O(G*) angular momentum loss, and thus
the static loss can be deduced from the result in [72]. In
[71], the radiative loss was instead analyzed in the PN
limit, thus recovering the results in [74, 75].

In this work, we clarify the connection between the
various building blocks of the one-loop waveform and
the components of the O(G*) radiated linear and angu-
lar momentum. We provide a parity argument based on
the unitarity properties of the one-loop waveform kernel
showing that all fractional PN corrections to the O(G*)
energy Fo;,q and angular momentum Jo;,q losses can be
reduced to the RR part of the one-loop waveform, which
is proportional to the tree-level one [54-57, 59]. This re-
duces a naively three-loop calculation to a two-loop one,
which we perform using the tools developed in [64, 66].
In this way, we derive simple closed-form expressions for
FEsaq and Jopaq valid for generic velocities. The former
serves as a cross-check of the results in [36, 37], while the
latter constitutes a new result that resums all half-odd
PN corrections to the O(G*) angular momentum loss.
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II. STRUCTURE OF THE GRAVITATIONAL
WAVEFORM UP TO ONE LOOP

We start by briefly reviewing the structure of the wave-
form “kernel”

wh =W+ w4 (1)

where Wy is the tree-level, O(G®/2), and W, the one-
loop, O(G®/?), contribution. This is the classical object
whose Fourier transform from transferred momenta ¢y,
g2 to impact parameter b = by — b§

W) = [ e (@)
q1,92

with (letting p1 2 denote the incoming momenta)

dD 1qu2 (D)
6(2p1-q1)0(2p2-q2)0"" (q1+q2+k) (3)
q1,92

gives the gravitational waveform

4G /Oo dw Wy (wn) 0
v Ny ~ — — ———Z e Y tc.c. 4
m M v Jo om pa ( )

at retarded time U and angles n*. See Refs. [60, 62, 63]
for further details.

The tree-level piece is simply the classical limit of the
tree-level amplitude Ag [17, 52, 53],

W = AL (5)

Upon Fourier transform, the tree-level amplitude Ay thus
provides the leading PM waveform [3, 50-52]. When ex-
panded for small velocity, Ao starts with a Newtonian
(OPN) contribution captured by the Einstein quadrupole
formula, and then only yields integer PN corrections to
each multipole.

The one-loop kernel W is obtained from the one-loop
amplitude A; [54-57], which involves a real part plus
unitarity cuts,

v v Z v v
Ay = By LA A, )

+ %(s“” + M) +
by dropping the two-massive-particle cuts s and s’ [60],
Wi = BI" + 2( + "), (7)

keeping the real part B; and the Compton cuts ¢y, co.
The simple form of the one-loop kernel (7) obtains when
the waveform is expressed in terms of the average veloc-
ities of the scattering objects, uf, ug, and of the eikonal
impact parameter b* orthogonal to them [60] (see also
[58, 61-63, 76]). These are also the standard reference
vectors employed in the PN literature (see e.g. [74]) and,
at this order, they differ from the initial ones, v{, v§,

b9, by an O(G) rotation.! We define the invariant o =
—v1 - v2, which is the relative Lorentz factor between the
two objects, and the frequencies wy = —vy-k, we = —va-k.
The center-of-mass energy E = \/m? + 2mimao + m3
and frequency w obey

Euw = miwi + mows . (8)

The real part is further composed of a RR (“Odd”)
part, which is proportional to the tree-level amplitude
times an extra factor of 7, and an instantaneous (“Even”)
part,

B = Bio + Big - 9)
We further split Bip as
Big = By + By (10)
with
(v __0(0® = 3/2) v
BIO = —m TG Ew Ag y (11&)
B — GEw AL (11b)

While Blg, 81 g only contribute integer PN corrections
to the multipolar waveform, which start at OPN and 1PN
orders, Bg}g only contributes half-odd corrections start-
ing at 1.5PN order.

The Compton cuts take into account the rescattering
of the gravitational radiation against the curvature pro-
duced by the binary system. They are infrared divergent
[77], and this divergence can be resummed into a phase
factor e~ *¢Fw/¢ with w the frequency in the center-of-
mass frame and € = (4 — D) the dimensional regulator,

WhY = e~ 8 GBw (12)
with
Wity = AL+ B £ 50 o (13)

The divergence can be reabsorbed by redefining the origin
of retarded time in (4), and the regulated Compton cuts,
%C = 2iGEw log .A‘”' + (Cres) (14)
contain the logarithm of an unspemﬁed energy scale UgR,
which amounts to performing further finite time trans-
lations by 2GFElog pir. The remainder C™® contributes
half-odd corrections to the multipolar waveform starting
at 1.5PN order. From here on, we shall drop the subscript
“reg” and always work with the regulated waveform.

I This distinction is completely irrelevant for the main results for
the 2rad contributions in (45), (52) below. Indeed, a rotation of
the reference vectors by %@1PM7 which has an integer PN expan-
sion, would only induce a mixing between the 1rad contributions
(34), (35) and their O(G®) counterparts (22), (29). More pre-
cisely, by (28), (33), it would induce nonzero feed-down terms
in the right-hand sides of (39). For instance, one can check, us-
ing the results in Ref. [36], that b - (PO(G3) + Piyaq) = 0, while

b.] ) (PO(G3) + Plrad) 7£ 0.



IIT. RADIATED LINEAR AND ANGULAR
MOMENTUM

The radiated energy-momentum and angular
momentum-mass dipole moment are given by the
following expressions in terms of the gravitational
waveform W obeying k“WW =0,

/Ka W, W], J= —i/oaﬁ[vi/,ﬁ/], (15)
k
where fk is a shorthand for the phase-space integral

/k _ / (;ﬁ)"; 27 0(k0)5 (k) , (16)

and the integrands K, Onp are given by [64]

K. [X,Y] = D" ko X7, Y0 (17)

with DHVPT = phPyre — nivnre /(D — 2) and [65, 72]

P
O.5X,Y]| = D””’p"X: ko‘akﬁ ng + 2X*[ Y[ﬁ (18)
<>
Here A, Bg) = AaBg—ApBy and fOg = %(f(’“)g—g@f).
Note for later convenience that

K X*Y*| = KX,Y]* =+K°[Y,X], (19a)
Oaﬁ[f(*,f/*] = Oo‘ﬁ[f(,f/]* = —00‘5[37,5(] . (19Db)

We recall that P and J? are Lorentz tensors, and
that P is translation-invariant, while J? transforms as
follows

JoB s JoP 4 glo pP] (20)

under a translation by a®.

The notation for the integrands (17), (18) is introduced
to more easily discuss the various contributions arising
when inserting the PM expanded waveform (13) into the
expressions (15), which gives

Pa = Pg(G%) + Pg(G4) + - (21&)
R I (21b)

We discuss their properties, choosing the translation
frame 0% = b*, by = 0 without loss of generality.

The leading-order contribution to the linear momen-
tum is given by

P5esy = /ng’

Let us note that

K§ = Ko, Ay (22)

(23)

which follows from (2) and from the reality of the
momentum-space tree-level amplitude Ap. On the other
hand, K§* = K¢ is real, so that

K§ = K§ (24)

‘b—>—b :

The coefficients of the form-factor decomposition,
K§ = fu, 4§ + fu, 45 + fo 0" + [ k%, (25)

with? a; - u; = —d;;, are thus (real) functions of the
invariant products with definite parity under b — —b
(since only the invariant product b-k transforms, we only
highlight this argument)

fur o (=0 k) = +fu, , (b F), (26a)
Jo(=b- k) = =fo(b- k), (26b)
Ji(=b-k) = +fr(b-k). (26¢)
Therefore, the integrand
b-Ko= fyb> + frb-k (27)

appearing in b - Pp(gs) is odd under the change of vari-
able3 bk + —b -k, and therefore we recover [64]

b- Po(gsy = 0. (28)

Conversely, the integrands for —u; 2 Po(gs) are even and
these components are indeed nontrivial [64].

Turning to the leading contribution to the radiated
angular momentum,

To () = _i/ko(?ﬂ’ 05”7 = 0°%[ 4y, A],  (29)
instead we note that OO‘[3 * = —OO"B is imaginary, so
af _ af
0," =-0 |b>—) b’ (30)
Therefore

05" = i((furus 805 + Fup W6 + frny 07 (31)
31

+ Furk WK 4 Fuon 08 4 4 f b[%m)

where the coefficients are real functions transforming as

fulw (_b ’ k) fmw (b k) (323*)
furo(=b- k) =+ fup(b- k), (32D)
Fusp(=b - k) =+ fup(b- k), (32¢)
furk(=b- k) = = fu,r(b- k), (32d)
fqu(—b . k) fqu(b . k) 5 (326)

Sor(=0- k) = +for(b- k). (32f)

2 Explicitly, 4§ = (cu§ —u$)/(c? —1), 4§ = (cu —ug)/(c? —1)
up to O(G?) corrections.

3 We note that —uy -k, —ug-k, b-k and kb with ko-u1 2 =0 = ko-b
are D independent variables for the phase-space integration over
k= —uy -kl —uo - kuk +b- kbt /b + kb,



From this, it is clear that
uj - JO(GS) s U = O, (33)

because its integrand is odd under b - k — —b- k. This
agrees with the explicit results in [65, 66].

Moving to the next order in G, and following the termi-
nology employed in [36], we split P(%(G‘l) =Py +Psog
and J ng 1y = = J% +J5% into two contributions involv-
ing either one (“lrad”) or two (“2rad”) radiation (on-
shell) modes. The former, which we can cast as follows
using the properties (19a), (19b),

Plag=2 /k Re K°[Ao, BY + Bigl,  (34)
and
J =2 /k Im 0**[ Ay, B\, + By, (35)
lead to integer PN corrections, while the latter,
P = /k (2Re K[, BUS) —m K40 1) (36)
and
I8 = /k (21007 Lo, B + ReO*[ 4, C] ), (37)

yield half-odd PN corrections to the energy and angular
momentum losses [60, 71].
Since the kernel ingredients, such as B;, C, are all real
in momentum space, they obey
B; =B, cr=Cl,.,_,- (38)

’b—)—b ’
Performing then the same discussion based on the parity
of the integrands under b - k — —b - k as detailed above
for the tree-level case, we find that the 1rad contributions

follow the same pattern as their O(G?3) counterparts,
b Piag =0, Ut - Jirad - u2 = 0. (39)
Instead, the “bare” factor of ¢ appearing in front of C

(which follows from unitarity) induces a different pattern

in the 2rad part, and the contributions of lg%) and C
neatly separate among the components:

U1,2 P2rad - 2“?72 /k Re Koc [onl;%)] ) (403“)
b- Pra = —b° / Im Ko [ A, €], (40D)
k

and

’UJLQ . J2rad . b = 211,?72()5 / IIn Oag [Ao, BYZ))] 5 (41&)

Uy - Jorad - Uz = uful /Re Oag[Ao, ] (41b)
This analysis highlights that the components 41,2 - Paraq
and uy 2 - Jorad - b are entirely fixed by the RR contribu-
tion to the one-loop waveform. Therefore, by Eq. (11b),
they can be obtained from the knowledge of the tree-level
amplitude only.

IV. RADIATION-REACTION AND ENERGY
LOSS

Introducing the following notation for the longitudinal
part of the 2rad energy-momentum loss,

P = (—u1 - Paraq)tuy + (—u2 - Poraa)uy , (42)
by Eq. (40a) we have

Py =2 [ Rek“[4). 5] (43)
and, thanks to Eq. (11b), this turns into

P =2nG / (miwi 4+ maw)k* A5 Ay . (44)
k

This integral can be recast as the Fourier transform of a
three-particle cut built from the product of two tree-level
amplitudes, weighted by (miw1 + maw2)k®, and can be
thus calculated with the two-loop reverse-unitarity tech-
niques developed in Ref. [64] (see also [17, 18]). The

result is
GAm2m2
Py = % [ml(é’(l)d‘f +EDa)+(102)|  (5)
with

arccosh o ) (arccosho)?

(i) _ f1 i) (i)
& = f2 (0,2_1)3/2+f3 (0.2_1)2

(46)

for 7 = 1,2 and the polynomials f1 2.3 given in Table I.
Note that owing to the obvious mass polynomiality of
the result, (45) can be more easily obtained by focusing
on the term involving either mass in (44), and then using
particle interchange symmetry to obtain the other one.

Eq. (45) is in perfect agreement with the results ob-
tained in Ref. [36] from a worldline EFT and in Ref. [37]
from an amplitude approach. Those references calculated
the complete impulses, Qf, experienced by particles 1
and 2 up to O(G*), including both 1rad and 2rad contri-
butions, from which the radiated energy-momentum can
be deduced by the balance law P* = —Qf — Qf.

1y _ 16 6
h'=4 (120

;M= ?0 (160° + 2040* — 4965° — 869)

— 14840 4 492707 + 1720)

= —32(80° — 60" — 510° — 8)
(2 _ 16
! 3

1 ==
s =640 (0 + 4) (20" — 50° — 5)

o (640" — 1300° — 411)

1—36 (640° + 200" — 86807 — 173)

TABLE I. Polynomials entering Foa;aq.-



Eq. (45) determines the full 2rad contribution to the
radiated energy in the center-of-mass frame,*

Iz I3
Boaa = =t Poraa,  t'= w (Y

The first few terms in the expansion of this result for

small po, = V02 — 1 read

GAMS , l3136 (1216 B 2272u) )

Era -
Zrad pi U Po| g5 105 45 ) Pee

117248 8056r 152802\ ]
( 575 1575 T 45 )p“+0(p°°)

(48)

with M = mq + mo and v = mymso/M?, again in agree-
ment with the PN results obtained in [74, 75]. Note that
the PN expansion of F1;,q provides the Newtonian (OPN)
contribution at O(p!) and only contributes odd powers
of poo, 1.€. integer PN corrections. On the contrary, (48)
starts at O(p2,), thus at 1.5PN relative to the Newtonian
order, and only involves even powers of p., i.e. half-odd
PN corrections. Via (47), Eq. (45) provides the all-order
resummation of such fractional PN contributions.

V. RADIATION-REACTION AND ANGULAR
MOMENTUM LOSS

Turning to the angular momentum loss, letting
T = (=b- Jopaa - 102)0 U + (=b- Togaa -i2)b"uly | (49)

by Eq. (41a) we have
JoP — 9 /k Im 0% [ Ao, B)]. (50)
By Eq. (11b), this turns into®
JP = QWG/k(mlwl + mows) O“P[ Ay, Ag].  (51)

In this way, the integrand again reduces to an object
quadratic in the tree-level waveform times an additional
weighting function. The amplitude here does not appear
multiplicatively, but techniques to reduce this type of in-
tegrals to the Fourier transform of a conventional three-
particle cut were developed in [13, 66] (see [78, 79] for re-
lated applications). Although for the intermediate steps
it is convenient to work in the translation frame b§ = 0,
by = b, we present the result in the midpoint frame

4 Note that mlu‘f + mgug = mlvf + mgvg + (’)(G2),

<>
5 The terms in which the derivatives act on w1,2 cancel due to 0.

by = —bg = b*/2, where particle-interchange symmetry
becomes manifest (note that b* <» —b* under 1 < 2),

4,22

= % [ (FOV !+ FOY )+ (162)
(52)

where

Fl) — gy) Q) arccosh o (i) (arccosh o)?

P2 g2 1z T T pr 1)

(53)
and the functions g% 5 are given in Table II. Of course,
one can freely translate the result along b* by means of
(20) thanks to the explicit expression (45) for P Like
for Pﬁ’, it is easier to first calculate one of the two terms
in (51) and then obtain the other one by 1 + 2.

As a cross check, using the probe-limit, m; — 0, wave-
form evaluated up to 10PN in the frame where ms is at
rest, b$ = 0 and u§* = (0,0, pso, 0) [80], we computed the
radiated angular momentum in this frame for small p,

(72 172

J;:;;c _ Gi'm3m3 1448ps,  1184p3, _ 13736p3,
b3 5 21 315
724868pT,  15578279p%,  20316617pLl
17325 450450 700700

3525071503pL3  1039071734251pL>

142942800 48886437600
14500043393593p7  11996977412779pL2

~ 782183001600 734294246400

21
_ 23005919863020091})00} 40 (pig)

1583138395238400
in agreement® with the prediction obtained from (52) af-
ter transforming it back to b3 = 0 by means of a trans-
lation (20) with aly o = +3 b°,

(54)

ba o o - robe
—poo=t (J2° Sl P Yy~ I (59)

g\ = % (9720° + 14560" + 101770° — 320)

gV = —ga (640° + 760" + 23360> + 259)
95" = 16 (—40° + 1000* + 390 + 2)
9 = 4%0 (5640° — 27320 + 113470 + 3061)

g = —1% (480° — 7640° + 39080" + 482957 + 169)

987 =160 (~120° + 360" + 950> + 18)

TABLE II. Polynomials entering Jarad-

6 In fact, one could also use the PN data (54) to bootstrap the full
result (52) following the strategy adopted in [65].



as mp — 0.

To move instead to the center-of-mass translation
frame, defined by Ej by + E3b§ = 0 where E;o =
—my ot - u1 2, one needs to perform a translation (20) by

2 2
agy = 25zt b, Thus, the 2rad contribution to the ra-
diated angular momentum defined in the center-of-mass

frame is

ba o « 81\ P
Jorad = ? (JJ_ﬁ + Q[CM_P“ ]) ? ’ (56)
where
mim
pe = 0 (ma(ouf — u$) — mafous ) (57)

is the spatial momentum of particle 1 in the center-of-
mass frame and p = mymavo? — 1/E is its magnitude.
In the small-velocity limit, we find

; GAMS , (448  [1184 456640 ,
rad = —53 V Poo | = a1
Zrad = TV Poo | Ty 21 315 ) P=
1064802 28720 13736\ ;
+( 63 63 315) T O
(58)

where the first line reproduces the last line in Eq. (5.17)
of [71]. (We also find agreement with the third line of
Eq. (5.31) of that Ref. by projecting on the appropriate
component.) For reference, we recall that the Newtonian
correction to the angular momentum loss at O(G*) scales
like p2, and arises from the 1rad contributions which are
responsible for all integer-PN terms.

Finally, in addition to the radiative loss, we need to
account also for the static contribution already discussed
and calculated in [71, 72]. By (5.41) of [71], this reads

G2

p
Jorad = WQ%PMI(UV (59)
with
4Gmima(0? — %)

= 60

the leading-order impulse and

202 16 2 (202 — 3) o arccosho

I(o)= - = 61
(@) o2—-1 3 (02 —1)%/? (61)

the RR function first introduced in Ref. [15]. The com-
plete expression for the total angular momentum lost by
the system that resums all half-off PN orders is thus

J2rad - J2rad + j2rad ) (62)
whose first few orders in the PN expansion read
J G*M> 9 448 1184  220256v\ ,
rad — —35 VYV Poo | —— A T o ese
rad = gV P Ty 21 1575 ) Pee
2621682  46456v 13736 4
— — O |.
( 1575 1575 315 )p"o +0(=)

(63)

The first line of (63) matches the 1.5PN and 2.5PN
corrections obtained in [74, 75] (more recently repro-

duced in [71]). We provide P, Epaq, T Toeaa and

Jorad in computer-friendly format in the ancillary file
2rad-anc.m.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we pointed out that specific components
of the O(G*) energy and angular momentum losses, the
longitudinal ones for P;;gd and transverse ones for J;id,
can be reduced to two-loop integrals, contrary to the
three-loop order that naive power counting would sug-
gest. We leveraged this simplification to calculate the
2rad contribution to the total angular momentum loss,
obtaining a new PM expression which resums all half-odd
PN contributions to this observables at O(G*).

Naturally it will be important and interesting to com-
plete the present analysis by explicitly evaluating the re-
maining terms in Egs. (34), (35), (36), (37). These in-
clude the 2rad parts involving C in (40b), (41b), which
would serve as a cross-check of the results in [36, 37] for
b Pyyaq and give new expressions for the radiated mass
dipole uy - Joraq - us. The latter quantity, however, is
sensitive to the arbitrariness under time translations in-
duced by the infrared divergences in the Compton cuts,
see [71], as well as to the supertranslation [60, 62, 63, 81].
Perhaps more interesting are the b - Jiraq - u1,2 compo-
nents, which would provide a new result for the lrad
angular momentum loss, thus resumming also the inte-
ger PN corrections. Of course, 2 fk Re K[ Ay, B1g] and

2/ 5 Im 0o [Ao, B ] represent the more challenging part
of the calculations, while, thanks to (11b),

ar A (1 0(02 — §) (]
2/ReK o, BY] = — 5 P
k o (o4
afrjo gy 99 T3 gaB
Z/kImO [»AOaglo] - (0.2 _ 1)3/2 JJ— ’

which are thus proportional to the results (45), (52)
above. Since By starts at 1PN, Eqs. (64) fix the Newto-
nian (OPN) contributions to be exactly % times the 1.5PN
ones in (48), (58) (in agreement with known data points
[71, 74, 75]).

Another interesting direction consists in calculating
the individual mechanical contributions of particles 1
and 2 to the angular momentum loss, as done in [66]
at O(G?), which would allow one to explicitly check the
total balance law, as discussed for @1, Q2 in [36, 75]. Fur-
ther natural generalizations consist in taking into account
tidal and spin effects [78, 79, 82-84], leveraging in par-
ticular the spinning waveforms obtained in [76, 82, 85—
88], or additional massless fields such as those appear-
ing in N' = 8 supergravity, which can also serve as a
simpler testing ground for more challenging calculations
[17, 18, 89, 90]. An intriguing open issue also concerns



the high-energy behavior of radiated quantities, whose
ill-behaved large-o expansion points to a breakdown of
the conventional PM approximation, thus requiring to

develop novel tools for its investigation [91-94].
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