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Abstract

If a set of charged objects collide in space and the fragments disperse, then this process

will emit electromagnetic waves. Classical soft photon theorem determines the constant term

and the leading power law fall-off of the wave-form at late and early times in terms of only the

momenta and charges of the incoming and outgoing objects. In this paper we determine an

infinite set of subleading terms in the late and early time expansion of the wave-form, which

also depend only on the momenta and charges of the incoming and outgoing particles. For

two-particle scattering, we derive a resummed low-frequency electromagnetic wave-form, as

well as the resummed wave-form at early and late times. In this analysis we ignore the effect

of long range gravitational interaction, but our result is unaffected by any other short range

interactions among the objects.
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1 Introduction and summary

Consider a scattering event where a set of charged particles come together, interact via elec-

tromagnetic and other short range forces and disperse, possibly exchanging mass, charge and

other quantum numbers, fusing or splitting into fragments. During this process there will be

emission of classical electromagnetic waves. The wave-form depends on the detailed accelera-

tion of the particles during the scattering and hence on the various long and short range forces

that operated during this period. However at late and early times, when the particles are al-

most free, the situation simplifies since the only forces that act on the particles are long range

electromagnetic and gravitational forces. If we ignore the effect of gravitational forces, the

acceleration of the particles and the associated electromagnetic radiation will depend on the

various electromagnetic properties of the particles e.g. charges and various multipole moments,

as well as the parameters that characterize the asymptotic trajectories, e.g. the momenta and

relative positions of the trajectories.

In [1] and [2] (see also [3–6]) it was shown that if u is the retarded time measured by a

detector placed at I+, with u = 0 representing the time when the peak of the signal reaches

the detector, then the coefficients of the constant, 1/u and u−2 ln |u| terms in the wave-form

for large positive u and large negative u are determined solely in terms of the momenta and

charges of the incoming and the outgoing particles. In this paper we show that the same is true

for the coefficients of the u−n−1(ln |u|)n terms for all n ≥ 0 and derive the explicit expressions

for the coefficients of these terms. In this analysis we ignore the presence of the long range

gravitational interaction between the particles, but our results are insensitive to any other

short range forces that act between the particles during scattering, including possible fusion

and splitting of the particles. It is expected that the inclusion of gravitational interaction
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will not spoil the universality of these coefficients but will change their actual expression (see

e.g. [1]).

There are several motivations behind this analysis. First of all, similar universal results

exist for the coefficients of the constant, u−1 and u−2 ln |u| terms in the gravitational wave-

form produced by the scattering of particles. This has been verified by explicit computation

in many examples [7–18]. In a recent paper [17] by Alessio, Di Vecchia and Heissenberg, a

generalization of these formulae for the u−n−1(ln |u|)n terms for all n was conjectured and

a proof of this conjecture has been provided in [18] under the probe approximation.1 It is

in principle possible to directly test this conjecture by generalizing the analysis described in

this paper to the gravitational wave-form, but the analysis of the electromagnetic wave-form

offers a simpler setting. Our result shows that for scattering that involves at most two initial

particles and at most two final particles, the result for the electromagnetic wave-form follows a

pattern analogous to the one conjectured in [17] for the gravitational wave-form, but for three

or more initial and / or final particles the result takes a much more complicated form. This

suggests that even for the gravitational wave-form the conjecture of [17] is likely to be true for

the scatterings involving two or less particles in the initial and final states, but is likely to be

modified for scattering involving three or more initial and / or final particles.

A second motivation comes from the interrelation between the quantum version of soft

theorems relating S-matrices, and the classical version discussed here. For example, the late-

time electromagnetic wave-form at orders u−1 and u−2 ln |u| is related to the quantum soft

photon theorem at orders lnω and ω(lnω)2 respectively for soft photon energy ω, as derived

in [2, 5, 21] by analyzing one- and two-loop QED S-matrices. Hence, it is anticipated that an

analogous study of (n + 1)-loop QED S-matrices should enable one to derive the soft photon

theorem at order ωn(lnω)n+1 which, in the proper classical limit, should be related to the

electromagnetic wave-form at order u−n−1(lnu)n derived in this paper.

A third motivation comes from the relation between the classical electromagnetic wave-

form and asymptotic symmetries. In particular it was shown recently [22, 23] (see [24–29]

for earlier work on this subject) that the coefficient of the 1/u term in the electromagnetic

and gravitational wave-forms at late and early times can be explained in terms of asymptotic

symmetries and their associated conserved charges. This naturally leads to the question as to

whether the coefficients of the u−n−1(lnu)n terms can also be explained using some asymptotic

1Earlier in [2], motivated by the infinite order tree-level soft theorems [19, 20], a similar conjecture for the
electromagnetic and gravitational wave-forms at order u−n−1(ln |u|)n was proposed up to an undetermined
gauge-invariant contribution.
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symmetries and the associated conserved charges.

We now summarize the main results of this paper. We take the origin of space-time to be

somewhere inside the region where the scattering takes place. This only defines the location

of the origin up to shifts of order unity, but this will be sufficient to state our result. Let x⃗ be

the spatial coordinate of the detector in this coordinate system. We define

R ≡ |x⃗|, n̂ ≡ x⃗

R
, n ≡ (1, n̂), u ≡ x0 −R . (1.1)

u is the retarded time at the detector. Then the peak of the signal reaches the detector at

u ∼ 1 and our focus will be on the order R−1 term in the electromagnetic field Aµ at the

detector at large |u|. Let us first consider the wave-form at large positive u, which is controlled

by the outgoing particle trajectories at late time. The relevant part of the trajectory of the

a-th outgoing particle can be labelled as

Xµ
a (τa) =

pµa
ma

τa+
(
C

(a)µ
1 ln τa +O(1)

)
−

∞∑
r=1

(
C

(a)µ
r+1

(ln τa)
r

τ ra
+O(τ−r

a (ln τa)
r−1)

)
+ · · · , (1.2)

where τa is the proper time of the a’th particle, pµa is its momentum, ma is its mass, qa is

its charge and C
(a)µ
r ’s are constants. Note that the terms that we ignore are not necessarily

smaller that the terms that we keep, e.g. for large τa, the τ−r+1
a (ln τa)

r−2 term that we ignore

is larger that the τ−r
a (ln τa)

r term that we keep. Nevertheless these are the terms that will be

relevant for determining the required terms in the wave-form. We find that the equations of

motion determine the coefficients C
(a)µ
r ’s to be,

C
(a)µ
1 =

∑
b ̸=a

qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

(
p2ap

µ
b − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
, (1.3)

C
(a)µ
n+1

=
mn

a

2nn(n+ 1)

∑
b ̸=a

qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

[ (
p2ap

µ
b − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
×

n∑
r=n

2 forn even

r=n+1
2 forn odd

(−1)r (2r + 1)!

r!(2r − n)!(n− r)!

1

((pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b)

r

×
(
p2b pa.C

(b)
1 + pa.pbpb.C

(a)
1

)2r−n
((

pb.C
(a)
1

)2
− p2b

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2)n−r

+ 2
(
pa.pb

(
C

(b)µ
1 − C

(a)µ
1

)
− pa. C

(b)
1 pµb

)
4



×
n−1∑

r=n
2 forn even

r=n−1
2 forn odd

(−1)r (2r + 1)!

r!(2r + 1− n)!(n− r − 1)!

× 1

((pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b)

r

(
p2b pa.C

(b)
1 + pa.pbpb.C

(a)
1

)2r+1−n

×
((

pb.C
(a)
1

)2
− p2b

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2)n−r−1 ]
, for n ≥ 1 . (1.4)

This ignores the effect of any other long range force among the particles (e.g. gravitational or

dilaton mediated forces), but any short range force that falls off faster than the inverse square

law will not affect the result.

In terms of the above trajectory coefficients, the electromagnetic field Aµ at the detector

at late retarded time u is given by

Aµ(u,Rn̂)

≃ − 1

4πR

∑
a

qap
µ
a

n.pa
+

1

4πR

∑
a

q′ap
′µ
a

n.p′a

+
1

4πR

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
(lnu)n−1

un

∑
a

qa
pa.n

[(
n.C

(a)
1

)n−1 (
n.C

(a)
1 pµa − n.paC

(a)µ
1

)
+

n−1∑
r=1

(n− 1)!

(r − 1)!(n− r − 1)!

(
n.C

(a)
r+1p

µ
a − n.paC

(a)µ
r+1

)(n.pa
ma

)r (
n.C

(a)
1

)n−r−1
]
, (1.5)

where {p′a}, {q′a} and {m′
a} denote the momenta, charges and masses of the incoming particles.

Note that the first line of the electromagnetic wave-form above is u independent and is known

as electromagnetic memory. This is expressed in an observer’s frame where the electromagnetic

wave-form vanishes at infinitely early times. In the above expression, under the ≃ sign, we have

retained the time-dependent part of the wave-form, which behaves like u−n(lnu)n−1 for n ≥ 1.

This represents the leading-log late-time contribution at order u−n in the large u expansion

and ignores the contributions at orders u−n(lnu)m for m ≤ n− 2.

The result for large negative u can be obtained from (1.5) after substituting (1.3) and (1.4)

as follows. First of all the sum over a will now denote the sum over incoming particles and

pµa , qa and ma will have to be replaced by the momentum p′µa , charge q′a and mass m′
a of the

incoming particles. Also all factors of lnu and u in (1.5) will now be replaced by ln |u| and
|u| respectively. Additionally, in our observer’s frame, we need to remove the constant term in

the first line on the right-hand side. The late and early time wave-forms following from (1.5)

at order u−1 and u−2 lnu agree with the results in [1] and [2] respectively.
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It is also instructive to present the result in terms of the Fourier transform

Ãµ(ω, x⃗) ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
du eiωuAµ(t, x⃗) . (1.6)

If we express the large |u| behaviour of Aµ as

Aµ ≃ A(0)µ −
∞∑
r=1

A(r)µ u
−r(lnu)r−1 for large u ,

≃ A′
(0)µ −

∞∑
r=1

A′
(r)µ u

−r(ln |u|)r−1 for large −u , (1.7)

then this translates to the following small ω behaviour:2

Ãµ(ω, x⃗) ≃
∞∑
r=0

(−i)r−1 1

r!

[
A(r)µ (ω + iϵ)r−1 {ln(ω + iϵ)}r − A′

(r)µ (ω − iϵ)r−1 {ln(ω − iϵ)}r
]
.

(1.8)

Note that the terms that we have kept in the expression for the wave-form are often smaller

than the terms we have not kept, e.g. in (1.8) the ωr−1(lnω)r term is small compared to

the ωr−2(lnω)r−2 term for small ω. However, as discussed in [30], by applying appropriate

differential operator on the wave-form we can ensure that the dominant contribution comes

from the term proportional to ωr−1(lnω)r in Ãµ. This terms will be referred to leading-log

contributions to Ãµ in small ω expansion, as at order ωr−1 this is the leading singular term.

Conversely we can regard this as the leading term for small ω that carries r powers of lnω.

When the number of final state particles is two, then (1.4) simplifies to:

C
(a)µ
r+1 =

mr
a

r

(
qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

)r+1

[pa.(pa + pb)]
r (p2apµb − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
, b ̸= a. (1.9)

Substituting (1.3) and (1.9) in the trajectory ansatz (1.2), we find the following resummed

trajectory

Xµ
a (τa) =

pµa
ma

τa +

(
qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

)(
p2ap

µ
b − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
× ln

(
τa −mapa.(pa + pb)

qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

ln τa +O(τ 0a )

)
+ · · · , b ̸= a. (1.10)

2The iϵ prescription is irrelevant in the (ω ± iϵ)r−1 factor except for r = 0.
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Consequently the expression for the late retarded time wave-form given in (1.5) also sim-

plifies to:

Aµ(u,Rn̂)

≃ − 1

4πR

∑
a=1,2

qap
µ
a

n.pa
+

1

4πR

∑
a=1,2

q′ap
′µ
a

n.p′a

+
1

4πR

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
(lnu)n−1

un

∑
a,b ̸=a

(
σout
ab

)n qa
pa.n

(n.pbp
µ
a − n.pap

µ
b ) ((pa + pb).n)

n−1 ,(1.11)

where

σout
ab ≡ qaqb

4π

p2ap
2
b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

, σin
ab ≡

q′aq
′
b

4π

p′2a p
′2
b

[(p′a.p
′
b)

2 − p′2a p
′2
b ]

3
2

. (1.12)

After performing the sum over n, the electromagnetic wave-form at late retarded time provided

in (1.11) becomes

Aµ(u,Rn̂) ≃ − 1

4πR

∑
a=1,2

qap
µ
a

n.pa
+

1

4πR

∑
a=1,2

q′ap
′µ
a

n.p′a

− 1

4πR
σout
12

1

u

(
1 + σout

12 (p1 + p2) · n
lnu

u

)−1

Dµ
out, (1.13)

where

Dµ
out ≡

(
q1p

µ
1

p1 · n
p2 · n+

q2p
µ
2

p2 · n
p1 · n− q1p

µ
2 − q2p

µ
1

)
. (1.14)

Similar simplification occurs for early retarded time wave-form when the number of incoming

particles is two. The resummed electromagnetic wave-form at early retarded time in the

observer’s frame reads

Aµ(u,Rn̂) ≃ 1

4πR
σin
12

1

u

(
1− σin

12 (p
′
1 + p′2) · n

ln |u|
u

)−1

Dµ
in, (1.15)

where

Dµ
in ≡

(
q′1p

′µ
1

p′1 · n
p′2 · n+

q′2p
′µ
2

p′2 · n
p′1 · n− q′1p

′µ
2 − q′2p

′µ
1

)
. (1.16)

When both, the number of incoming particles and the number of outgoing particles are

two, then in the observer’s frame the Fourier transformed wave-form given in (1.8) also takes
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a compact form:

Ãµ(ω, x⃗)

≃ − i

4πR

1

ω + iϵ

∑
a=1,2

(
qap

µ
a

pa.n
− q′ap

′µ
a

p′a.n

)

− i

4πR

∞∑
n=1

1

n!
ωn−1{ln(ω + iϵ)}n

∑
a,b
b ̸=a

(
iσout

ab

)n qa
pa.n

(n.pbp
µ
a − n.pap

µ
b ) ((pa + pb).n)

n−1

+
i

4πR

∞∑
n=1

1

n!
ωn−1{ln(ω − iϵ)}n

∑
a,b
b ̸=a

(
−iσin

ab

)n q′a
p′a.n

(
n.p′bp

′µ
a − n.p′ap

′µ
b

)
((p′a + p′b).n)

n−1
.

(1.17)

After performing the sum over n, the resummed electromagnetic wave-form for two-particle

scattering becomes

Ãµ(ω, x⃗)

≃ − i

4πR

1

ω + iϵ

[(
q1p

µ
1

p1.n
+

q2p
µ
2

p2.n
− q′1p

′µ
1

p′1.n
− q′2p

′µ
2

p′2.n

)
+
(ω + iϵ)iωσ

out
12 (p1+p2)·n − 1

(p1 + p2) · n
Dµ

out −
(ω − iϵ)−iωσin

12(p
′
1+p′2)·n − 1

(p′1 + p′2) · n
Dµ

in

]
. (1.18)

Using the charge and momentum conservation relations, the above resummed expression can

be further simplified as follows. Substituting q′2 = q1 + q2 − q′1 and p′2 = p1 + p2 − p′1, the terms

inside the parentheses on the first line of the RHS cancel out with the two terms multiplying

(−1) in the numerators of the second line of the RHS after substituting (1.14) and (1.16).

Finally, the simplified expression becomes:

Ãµ(ω, x⃗)

≃ − i

4πR

1

ω + iϵ

[
(ω + iϵ)iωσ

out
12 (p1+p2)·n

(p1 + p2) · n
Dµ

out −
(ω − iϵ)−iωσin

12(p
′
1+p′2)·n

(p′1 + p′2) · n
Dµ

in

]
. (1.19)

2 Particle trajectories

In this section we shall determine the outgoing particle trajectories at late time. Since the

electromagnetic field at late time is determined by the form of the outgoing particle trajectories

at late time, and the latter in turn is determined by the electromagnetic field produced by the
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other particles, we need to iteratively solve the equations of motion for the outgoing particle

trajectories and the electromagnetic field at late time. In the harmonic gauge these take the

form:3

ma
d2Xµ

a (τa)

dτ 2a
= qa

dXaν(τa)

dτa

∑
b̸=a

F µν
(b) (Xa(τa)), (2.1)

∂ρ∂ρA(b)µ(x) = −J(b)µ(x), (2.2)

where A(b)µ(x) and F µν
(b) (x) denote the electromagnetic field and field strength produced at x

by the particle b and the current density associated with particle b is given by

Jµ
(b)(x) = qb

∫ ∞

0

dτb δ
(4) (x−Xb(τb))

dXµ
b (τb)

dτb
. (2.3)

The indices a, b, c run over all the outgoing particles. The solution for A(b)µ(x) from (2.2) using

retarded propagator becomes

Aµ
(b)(x) =

qb
2π

∫ ∞

0

dτb δ+
(
− (x−Xb(τb))

2) dXµ
b (τb)

dτb
, (2.4)

where δ+ denotes the usual Dirac delta function multiplying a Heaviside theta functionH (x0 −X0
b (τb)),

such that we have to choose the zero of the argument for which x0 > X0
b (τb).

Now using (2.4), the field strength F µν
(b) produced by particle b reads

F µν
(b) (x) = ∂µAν

(b)(x)− ∂νAµ
(b)(x)

= − qb
2π

∫ ∞

0

dτb

[
∂

∂τb
δ+
(
− (x−Xb(τb))

2)]
×
(xµ −Xµ

b (τb))
dXν

b (τb)

dτb
− (xν −Xν

b (τb))
dXµ

b (τb)

dτb

(xα −Xbα(τb))
dXα

b (τb)

dτb

=
qb
2π

∫ ∞

0

dτb δ+
(
− (x−Xb(τb))

2) [(xµ −Xµ
b (τb))

d2Xν
b (τb)

dτ2b
− (xν −Xν

b (τb))
d2Xµ

b (τb)

dτ2b

(xα −Xbα(τb))
dXα

b (τb)

dτb

−
(xµ −Xµ

b (τb))
dXν

b (τb)

dτb
− (xν −Xν

b (τb))
dXµ

b (τb)

dτb(
(xα −Xbα(τb))

dXα
b (τb)

dτb

)2
×
(
(xα −Xbα(τb))

d2Xα
b (τb)

dτ 2b
− dXα

b (τb)

dτb

dXbα(τb)

dτb

)]
, (2.5)

3We shall argue below (2.14) that the self-force effects are not important to the order that we shall study
the system.
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where in the second step we have performed an integration by parts, and in the first step used

the identity

∂

∂xν
δ+
(
− (x−Xb(τb))

2) = −2 (xν −Xbν(τb)) δ
′
+

(
− (x−Xb(τb))

2)
= − (xν −Xbν(τb))

(xα −Xbα(τb))
dXα

b (τb)

dτb

× ∂

∂τb
δ+
(
− (x−Xb(τb))

2) . (2.6)

We have to use (2.5) to compute the field strength at the location of the particle a so that

we can compute the right hand side of (2.1). For this we use the ansatz (1.2) for the particle

trajectories and determine τb in terms of τa by solving the constraint (Xa(τa) − Xb(τb))
2 = 0

imposed by the delta function. At this stage, we need to decide which terms in the expression

for Xµ
b and Xµ

a we need to keep and which terms we can ignore for this analysis. Since our

goal is to keep all terms of order u−r−1(lnu)r in the wave-form, we formally introduce a large

parameter λ and pretend that u and lnu scale as λ. We shall see later that for calculating

the wave-form at the detector at retarded time u, the proper time τb and τa at which we

need the trajectories of the b-th and the a-th particle are of order u. Hence τb, τa scale as

λ and ln τb ≃ lnu, ln τa ≃ lnu also scale as λ. Looking back at (1.2) we see that the terms

proportional to τa and ln τa are of order λ while the coefficients of C
(a)µ
r for r ≥ 2 are of order

λ0. The terms ignored in (1.2) scale as λ−p for p ≥ 1. Hence while solving the equation

(Xa(τa)−Xb(τb))
2 = 0 to determine τb for a given τa, we shall keep only the first two terms in

the expression for Xb(τb) and Xa(τa):

Xµ
c (τc) =

pµc
mc

τc + C
(c)µ
1 ln τc +O(λ0), for c = a, b . (2.7)

Using this the (Xb(τb)−Xa(τa))
2 = 0 equation reduces to

τ 2a + τ 2b + 2
pa.pb
mamb

τaτb + 2
pa.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
ma

τa ln τa − 2
pb.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
mb

τb ln τa

−
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2
(ln τa)

2 +O(λ) = 0. (2.8)

Note that in the LHS of the above expression, we only kept terms from − (Xa(τa)−Xb(τb))
2

that scale like order λ2 for large value of τa. This allowed us to replace ln τb with ln τa for the

trajectory ansatz of b’th particle, since for τb ∼ τa, ln τb = ln τa +O(λ0). The solution reads

τb = τ ⋆ba +O(λ0) ,

10



τ ⋆ba ≡ − pa.pb
mamb

τa +
pb.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
mb

ln τa −

−τ 2a −
2pa.

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
ma

τa ln τa

+
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2
(ln τa)

2 +

 pa.pb
mamb

τa −
pb.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
mb

ln τa

2


1
2

, (2.9)

where we have chosen the branch with lower value of τb due to the Heaviside theta function

H (X0
a(τa)−X0

b (τb)) associated with the retarded Green’s function. As an internal consistency

check on our approximation scheme, we see that as long as τa is of order λ, τb is also of order

λ, in agreement with our earlier assumption. Using (2.9) we get

δ+
(
−(Xa(τa)−Xb(τb))

2
)
=

1

2
∣∣∣ (Xa(τa)−Xb(τb)) · dXb(τb)

dτb

∣∣∣
τb=τ⋆ba

δ(τb − τ ∗ba) . (2.10)

After substituting this into (2.5), we get

F µν
(b) (Xa(τa)) =

qb
4π

1∣∣∣ (Xa(τa)−Xb(τb)) · dXb(τb)
dτb

∣∣∣
τb=τ⋆ba

×
[(Xµ

a (τa)−Xµ
b (τb))

d2Xν
b (τb)

dτ2b
− (Xν

a (τa)−Xν
b (τb))

d2Xµ
b (τb)

dτ2b

(Xa(τa)−Xb(τb)) · dXb(τb)
dτb

−
(Xµ

a (τa)−Xµ
b (τb))

dXν
b (τb)

dτb
− (Xν

a (τa)−Xν
b (τb))

dXµ
b (τb)

dτb(
(Xa(τa)−Xb(τb)) · dXb(τb)

dτb

)2
×
(
(Xa(τa)−Xb(τb)) ·

d2Xb(τb)

dτ 2b
− dXb(τb)

dτb
· dXb(τb)

dτb

)]
τb=τ⋆ba

. (2.11)

Using (2.7) this can be simplified to

F µν
(b) (Xa(τa))

= − qb
4π

1

τ 2a

m3
am

3
b

((pa.pb)2 −m2
am

2
b)

3/21 + 2ma

p2bpa.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
− pa.pbpb.

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
(pa.pb)2 − p2ap

2
b

ξa

+m2
a

(
pb.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

))2
− p2b

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2
(pa.pb)2 − p2ap

2
b

ξ2a


− 3

2
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[
pµap

ν
b − pνap

µ
b

mamb

+
(
C

(a)µ
1 − C

(b)µ
1

) pνb
mb

ξa −
(
C

(a)ν
1 − C

(b)ν
1

) pµb
mb

ξa

]
+O(λ−3) , (2.12)

where ξa is defined as ξa ≡ ln τa
τa

.

We shall now substitute this into (2.1) and compare the two sides. For this we need to

compute the first and second derivative of Xµ
a using the ansatz (1.2). We get,

dXµ
a (τa)

dτa
=

pµa
ma

+O(λ−1) , (2.13)

d2Xµ
a (τa)

dτ 2a
= −C

(a)µ
1

1

τ 2a
−

∞∑
r=1

r(r + 1) C
(a)µ
r+1

(ln τa)
r

τ r+2
a

+O(λ−3) . (2.14)

We can now provide a justification of why self-force effects are not important in (2.14). For

this note that each term on the right hand side of this equation scales as λ−2. In contrast,

the self-force gives terms proportional to the time derivative of the acceleration which scales

as λ−3 or square of the acceleration which scales as λ−4. Thus they can be ignored. A similar

justification can be provided for ignoring the effects of multipole moments of the outgoing

particles. The multipole moments have two effects on our analysis. First of all for a given

background electromagnetic field, these produce additional terms to the right hand side of

(2.14) that involve derivatives of the field strength. These are suppressed by additional powers

of λ−1. The second effect is that the presence of the multipole moments can produce additional

contribution to the expression (2.11) for the electromagnetic field that falls off faster than the

inverse square law at large distances. These are also suppressed by additional powers of λ−1.

Thus we can ignore their effects.

Substituting (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14) into (2.1), we get,(
−C

(a)µ
1 −

∞∑
r=1

r(r + 1) C
(a)µ
r+1 ξra

)

≃ −
∑
b̸=a

qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

×
[(
p2ap

µ
b − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
+mapa.pb

(
C

(b)µ
1 − C

(a)µ
1

)
ξa −ma

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
.pap

µ
b ξa

]
×

1 + 2ma

p2bpa.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
− pa.pbpb.

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
(pa.pb)2 − p2ap

2
b

ξa

+m2
a

(
pb.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

))2
− p2b

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2
(pa.pb)2 − p2ap

2
b

ξ2a


− 3

2

. (2.15)
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These equations can be solved iteratively to give:4

C
(a)µ
1 =

∑
b ̸=a

qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

(
p2ap

µ
b − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
, (2.17)

C
(a)µ
n+1

=
mn

a

2nn(n+ 1)

∑
b ̸=a

qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

[ (
p2ap

µ
b − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
×

n∑
r=n

2 forn even

r=n+1
2 forn odd

(−1)r (2r + 1)!

r!(2r − n)!(n− r)!

1

((pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b)

r

×
(
p2b pa.C

(b)
1 + pa.pbpb.C

(a)
1

)2r−n
((

pb.C
(a)
1

)2
− p2b

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2)n−r

+ 2
(
pa.pb

(
C

(b)µ
1 − C

(a)µ
1

)
− pa. C

(b)
1 pµb

)
×

n−1∑
r=n

2 forn even

r=n−1
2 forn odd

(−1)r (2r + 1)!

r!(2r + 1− n)!(n− r − 1)!

× 1

((pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b)

r

(
p2b pa.C

(b)
1 + pa.pbpb.C

(a)
1

)2r+1−n

×
((

pb.C
(a)
1

)2
− p2b

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2)n−r−1 ]
, for n ≥ 1 . (2.18)

In arriving at (2.18) we have used the relation pa.C
(a)
1 = 0 that follows from (2.17). These

reproduce (1.3), (1.4). The analysis of the trajectory for early time is similar. One difference

is that the factors of ln τa are replaced by ln |τa|. The other difference is that due to the

absolute value sign in the denominator of (2.11), one of the factors of τa in (2.12) is replaced

by |τa| = −τa, leading to a change in sign of the right hand sides of (2.15). This can be

removed by a redefinition C
(a)µ
r → (−1)rC

(a)µ
r and ξa → −ξa. The net effect is that in the final

expressions (2.17) and (2.18) of C
(a)µ
r we have an extra factor of (−1)r, besides replacement of

the outgoing momenta and charges by incoming momenta p′µa and charges q′a.

4In the RHS of (2.15), we used the following series expansion identity

(
1 +Aξa +Bξ2a

)− 3
2 =

∞∑
k=0

k∑
s=0

(−1)k
(2k + 1)!

22kk!s!(k − s)!
AsBk−sξ2k−s

a . (2.16)
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Trajectory for two-body scattering: When there are only two particles in the final state,

the analysis simplifies, since it follows from (2.17) that

1 + 2ma

p2bpa.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
− pa.pbpb.

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
(pa.pb)2 − p2ap

2
b

ξa

+ m2
a

(
pb.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

))2
− p2b

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)2
(pa.pb)2 − p2ap

2
b

ξ2a

=

1 +ma

p2b pa.
(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
− pa.pb pb.

(
C

(b)
1 − C

(a)
1

)
(pa.pb)2 − p2ap

2
b

ξa

2

=

(
1 +

ξa
ma

qaqb
4π

p2ap
2
bpa.(pa + pb)

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

)2

. (2.19)

This simplifies the expansion of the right hand side of (2.15) in powers of ξa and we get,

C
(a)µ
r+1 =

mr
a

r

(
qaqb
4π

p2b

[(pa.pb)2 − p2ap
2
b ]

3
2

)r+1

[pa.(pa + pb)]
r (p2apµb − pa.pbp

µ
a

)
, b ̸= a. (2.20)

This is the result quoted in (1.9) and a resummed trajectory expression follows from this is

quoted in (1.10).

Trajectory in probe approximation: Here, we analyze the spatial component of the late-

time multi-particle waveform expression (1.5) in the probe limit. We consider a scattering event

in which (N − 1) probe particles, characterized by charges {qa}, masses {ma}, and outgoing

momenta {pa} for a = 2, 3, · · · , N , scatter in the presence of a heavy scatterer with mass

M and charge Q at rest. The probe limit is defined as M ≫ ma, Q ≫ qa, and
Q
M

≪ qa
ma

for

a = 2, 3, · · · , N . The extra condition Q
M

≪ qa
ma

is needed to ensure that the heavy scatterer does

not move under the electromagnetic force exerted by light probes and that the electromagnetic

radiation from it can be ignored. The momenta of the heavy scatterer and probe objects are

parametrized as follows:

P =
(
M, 0⃗

)
, pa =

ma√
1− β⃗2

a

(
1, β⃗a

)
, ∀a = 2, 3, · · ·N. (2.21)

In this probe limit, the trajectory coefficients in (1.2) for the probe particles will receive

contributions solely from the long-range electromagnetic force exerted by the heavy scatterer.
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The leading trajectory correction C
(a)
1 given in (2.17) simplifies to

C
(a)
1 ≃ −qaQ

4π

√
1− β2

a

maβa

(
1,

β⃗a

β2
a

)
, ∀a = 2, 3, · · ·N. (2.22)

After substituting the above expression in (2.15), in the probe limit it also simplifies to(
−C

(a)
1 −

∞∑
r=1

r(r + 1) C
(a)
r+1 ξra

)

≃ qaQ

4π

√
1− β2

a

maβa

(
1,

β⃗a

β2
a

)(
1− qaQ

4π

1− β2
a

β3
a

ξa
ma

)−2

. (2.23)

Performing a series expansion in ξa and comparing the coefficient of ξra from both sides, we get

C
(a)
r+1 = −1

r

qaQ

4π

√
1− β2

a

maβa

(
qaQ

4π

1− β2
a

maβ3
a

)r

×

(
1,

β⃗a

β2
a

)
. (2.24)

The above trajectory coefficient matches (2.20) after simplifying (2.20) by considering particle-

b as the heavy scatterer. Hence, an analogous resummed trajectory can be provided in the

probe limit, as quoted in (1.10) for two-particle scattering.

3 Electromagnetic wave-form

Once the trajectories of the outgoing particles have been determined, we can use (2.4) to find

the electromagnetic field at the detector after summing over b. The analysis follows the same

procedure that led to the expression (2.12) for the field strength, except that the approximation

scheme that we shall use will have to be somewhat different. If the detector is placed at a

distance R from the region where the scattering takes place, then we first expand Aµ in powers

of 1/R and keep only terms of order 1/R, and then expand the coefficient of this term in

inverse powers of the retarded time u.

Let us parametrize the location x of the detector as xµ = (u + R,Rn̂) = (u, 0⃗) + Rn. For

large R and fixed u, the delta function constraint in (2.4) implies the following relation:

(x−Xa(τa))
2 = 0 ⇒ −2uR− 2R n.Xa(τa) +O(R0) = 0. (3.1)

Using (1.2), the leading R coefficient of the above equation gives

−u =
n.pa
ma

τa + n.C
(a)
1 ln τa −

∞∑
r=1

n.C
(a)
r+1

(
ln τa
τa

)r

+O(λ−1). (3.2)
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Note that on the right hand side the first two terms are of order λ and the other terms are of

order λ0. Hence we keep only the first two terms, and invert the equation to find the solution

τa = τ sola , τ sola ≃ −uma

n.pa

(
1 + n.C

(a)
1 w

)
, w ≡ lnu

u
,

⇒ ξa ≡
ln τ sola

τ sola

≃ −n.pa
ma

w (1 + n.C
(a)
1 w)−1 . (3.3)

Hence for large value of R and late retarded time u the relevant part of the delta function

constraint in (2.4) becomes

δ+
(
− (x−Xa(τa))

2) ≃ 1

2R

δ
(
τa − τ sola

)∣∣∣n.dXa(τa)
dτa

∣∣∣
τa=τsola

. (3.4)

We also have
dXµ

a

dτa
≃ pµa

ma

+ C
(a)µ
1

1

τa
+

∞∑
r=1

rC
(a)µ
r+1

(ln τa)
r

τ r+1
a

. (3.5)

Note that the first term on the right hand side is of order λ0 while the other terms are of

order λ−1. Thus we might be tempted to keep only the first term. However we shall be

computing terms in Aµ to first subleading order in the expansion in λ−1, and for this reason

we have to keep all the terms. Using the above results in (2.4), the late time radiative mode

of electromagnetic wave-form becomes

Aµ(u,Rn̂) ≃ − 1

4πR

∑
a

maqa
n.pa

∫ ∞

0

dτa δ
(
τa − τ sola

)
(

pµa
ma

+ C
(a)µ
1

1
τa

+
∞∑
r=1

r C
(a)µ
r+1

(ln τa)r

τr+1
a

)
1 + ma

n.pa

n.C
(a)
1

τa
+ ma

n.pa

∞∑
r=1

r n.C
(a)
r+1

(ln τa)r

τr+1
a

,

(3.6)

where we used the fact that n.pa is negative. Performing the integral over τa, and keeping

terms up to order λ−1, we get

Aµ(u,Rn̂) ≃ − 1

4πR

∑
a

qap
µ
a

n.pa

− 1

4πR

∑
a

1

τ sola

maqa
n.pa

(
C

(a)µ
1 − pµa

n.pa
n.C

(a)
1 +

∞∑
r=1

rC
(a)µ
r+1 ξ

r
a −

pµa
n.pa

∞∑
r=1

rn.C
(a)
r+1ξ

r
a

)
.

(3.7)

An expansion in w of the above expression after using (3.3) generates the u−n(lnu)n−1 coeffi-

cients to the electromagnetic wave-form:

Aµ(u,Rn̂)
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≃ − 1

4πR

∑
a

qap
µ
a

n.pa

+
1

4πR

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
(lnu)n−1

un

∑
a

qa
pa.n

[(
n.C

(a)
1

)n−1 (
n.C

(a)
1 pµa − n.paC

(a)µ
1

)
+

n−1∑
r=1

(n− 1)!

(r − 1)!(n− r − 1)!

(
n.C

(a)
r+1p

µ
a − n.paC

(a)µ
r+1

)(n.pa
ma

)r (
n.C

(a)
1

)n−r−1
]
. (3.8)

The result for large negative u is obtained from (3.8) by replacing qa, p
µ
a by the incoming charges

and momenta q′a, p
′µ
a , lnu by ln |u| and including an extra factor of (−1)r in the expression for

C
(a)µ
r due to the observations made below (2.20).

Note that the first term on the right hand side of (3.8) is of order λ0 while the rest of the

terms are of order λ−1. This explains the reason for keeping the first subleading terms in the

expression for dXµ
a /dτa in (3.5). However, we kept only the leading term in the expression for

Xµ
a in (3.2) while finding the solution for τa in (3.3). This can be justified by noting that the

leading term in the integrand of (3.6) is τa independent. Thus a subleading correction to τ sola

in (3.3) will not give any subleading correction to (3.8).

In this convention Aµ in (3.8) does not vanish as u → ±∞. It is more convenient to express

Aµ by adding a constant to it so that it vanishes as u → −∞, which we refer to observer’s

frame. In that case the same constant will be added to Aµ in the large positive u limit and

the constant term (first line of RHS) in (3.8) will be replaced by5

− 1

4πR

∑
a

qap
µ
a

n.pa
+

1

4πR

∑
a

q′ap
′µ
a

n.p′a
. (3.9)

This is known as the electromagnetic memory term. This is the procedure followed when

writing the constant term in (1.5).

Wave-form for two-body scattering: For 2 → 2 scattering, we can use (2.20), (3.8) and

(3.9) to get, for large positive u,

Aµ(u,R n̂)

≃ − 1

4πR

∑
a

qap
µ
a

n.pa
+

1

4πR

∑
a

q′ap
′µ
a

n.p′a

5Due to the dependence on R and n, the term in the first line of (3.8) depends on the spatial coordinates
and hence cannot be removed altogether by a gauge transformation. However these spatial derivatives are of
order R−2 for large R, and hence as long as we ignore terms of order R−2, we can remove these terms in the
local neighborhood of the observer by a gauge transformation.
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+
1

4πR

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
(lnu)n−1

un

∑
a,b ̸=a

(
σout
ab

)n qa
pa.n

(n.pbp
µ
a − n.pap

µ
b ) ((pa + pb).n)

n−1 ,(3.10)

where σout
ab has been defined in (1.12). This is quoted in (1.11), and after performing the sum

over n it reproduces (1.13). The results for large negative u are obtained by dropping the

constant term and replacing un by |u|n, lnu by ln |u| and the outgoing charges and momenta

by the incoming charges and momenta {q′a} and {p′a}. Following this prescription a resummed

early retarded time wave-form is presented in (1.15).

We now use the inverse Fourier transform of the following results derived in [2]:

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωu ωn−1

{
ln(ω + iϵ)

}n

≃

 −n! in−1 (ln |u|)n−1

un for u → +∞

0 for u → −∞
,(3.11)

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωu ωn−1

{
ln(ω − iϵ)

}n

≃


0 for u → +∞

+n! in−1 (ln |u|)n−1

un for u → −∞
,(3.12)

to write the frequency space wave-form:

Ãµ(ω, x⃗)

≃ − i

4πR

1

ω + iϵ

∑
a=1,2

(
qap

µ
a

pa.n
− q′ap

′µ
a

p′a.n

)

− i

4πR

∞∑
n=1

1

n!
ωn−1{ln(ω + iϵ)}n

∑
a,b
b ̸=a

(
iσout

ab

)n qa
pa.n

(n.pbp
µ
a − n.pap

µ
b ) ((pa + pb).n)

n−1

+
i

4πR

∞∑
n=1

1

n!
ωn−1{ln(ω − iϵ)}n

∑
a,b
b ̸=a

(
−iσin

ab

)n q′a
p′a.n

(
n.p′bp

′µ
a − n.p′ap

′µ
b

)
((p′a + p′b).n)

n−1
.

(3.13)

This is quoted in (1.17), and after performing the sum over n it reproduces (1.18).

Wave-form in probe approximation: Here, we analyze the spatial component of the

late-time multi-particle waveform expression (1.5) in the probe limit. After substituting the

trajectory coefficients (2.22) and (2.24) in (1.5), we get

Ai(u,R n̂)
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≃ 1

4πR

N∑
a=2

qa

(
βi
a

1− n̂.β⃗a

− β′i
a

1− n̂.β⃗′
a

)

− 1

4πR

∞∑
n=1

(lnu)n−1

un

N∑
a=2

(
Qqa
4π

(1− β2
a)

3
2

maβ3
a

)n

× qaβ
i
a

1− n̂.β⃗a

, (3.14)

where {β⃗′
a} denote the velocities of ingoing probe particles. A0(u,Rn̂) can be found from this

using the relation n.A(u,Rn̂) = 0. The 1/u coefficient of the above expression agrees with

the result of [3]. Here, we note that the above waveform expression is essentially the sum over

a = 2, 3, · · · , N of the late-time waveform for 2 → 2 scattering, as given in (3.10), once we

express it by treating particle a as the probe and particle b as the heavy scatterer. This feature

resembles the result for the low-frequency gravitational waveform in the probe approximation

presented in [18].

4 Discussion

Our results (3.13) and (1.19) closely resemble the conjectured result of [17] for low frequency

gravitational wave emitted during a 2 → 2 scattering process. However we have also seen

that when the number of incoming or outgoing particles exceeds two, the formula is more

complicated due to the more complicated expressions for C
(a)µ
r+1 ’s as given in (2.18). This

suggests that the conjecture of [17] is likely to be true for scatterings when neither the number

of incoming particles nor the number of outgoing particles exceeds two, but is likely to be

modified for more external particles. It will clearly be of interest to generalize the analysis of

this paper to gravitational wave emission during a scattering process, and we hope to return

to this problem in an upcoming paper [31].

The simplicity of the resummed leading-log wave-form result in (1.19) suggests that, in the

analysis of the all-loop QED S-matrix for 2 → 2 scattering, one should be able to derive an

analogous leading-log resummed soft photon theorem. Following [5, 32], we conjecture that

the quantum soft factor for a single soft photon emission, which appears as the ratio of the

QED S-matrix with one external soft photon to the S-matrix without the soft photon, can be

expressed as:

Sem = i(4πR)εµ(k)Ã
µ
Q(ω,Rn̂), k ≡ ω(1, n̂), (4.1)

where Ãµ
Q is related to the frequency-space wave-form Ãµ given in (1.8) as follows. First, since

ω represents the external photon energy, we do not use any iϵ prescription for ω and ln(ω± iϵ)
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is replaced by lnω. Also, the ‘trajectory coefficients’ C
(a)µ
r need to be evaluated using the

Feynman propagator instead of the retarded propagator used here. Due to the use of Feynman

propagator C
(a)µ
r receives contribution from both ingoing and outgoing particles. By extending

the one-loop and two-loop analysis of [2, 5, 21] to arbitrary loop orders, it should be possible

to explicitly derive the leading-log soft photon theorem and test the above proposal.

One could also explore various generalizations of the results of this paper. For example,

the order u−2 gravitational waveform in the leading post-Minkowskian expansion under purely

gravitational interaction was derived in [33], and it depends on the momenta, spins, and impact

parameters of the scattering process. This result for two particle scattering has been tested

in [11, 34]. The analog of this result for the electromagnetic scattering will be a formula for

the subleading (in λ) terms in the wave-form that depends on the impact parameters and the

multipole moments of the external particles. Recently, for two-particle scattering with impact

parameter b, an order (ωb)n ln(ωb) contribution to the gravitational waveform for arbitrary n

was derived in [35] in the limit ω → 0, b → ∞ with ωb fixed. This is a different limit, and it

may be interesting to explore the electromagnetic analog of this.
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