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Abstract: We consider the possibility that gravity is mediated by “continuous spin”
particles, i.e. massless particles whose invariant spin scale ρg is non-zero. In this case, the
primary helicity-2 modes of gravitational radiation on a Minkowski background mix with
a tower of integer-helicity partner modes under boosts, with ρg controlling the degree of
mixing. We develop a formalism for coupling spinless matter to continuous spin gravity at
linearized level. Using this formalism, we calculate the time delay signatures induced by
gravitational waves in an idealized laser interferometer detector. The fractional deviation
from general relativity predictions is O(ρg/ω) for gravitational wave frequencies ω > ρg,
and the effects of waves with ω ≲ ρg are damped. The precision and low frequency ranges of
gravitational wave detectors suggest potential sensitivity to spin scales at or below ∼ 10−14

eV at ground-based laser interferometers and ∼ 10−24 eV at pulsar timing arrays, motivating
further analysis of observable signatures.
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1 Introduction

The deep infrared structure of the Universe appears to be governed by the exchange of
massless particles obeying an underlying Lorentz symmetry. The mathematical classifica-
tion of such particles was pioneered by Wigner in the 1930’s [1], where it was shown that
massless particles fall into one of two connected classes: those with helicity states that are
Lorentz invariant as usually assumed, or those where their helicity states mix under Lorentz
boosts – the so-called “continuous-spin particle” (CSP) case. The latter case corresponds to
a non-vanishing spin Casimir, W 2 = −ρ2, where the spin-scale ρ is a characteristic invariant
for any particle species, which carries units of momentum.
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The classic theorems of Weinberg and Witten [2–5] showed that particles that can
consistently mediate long-range interactions necessarily have helicity h ≤ 2 when ρ = 0,
but did not address the general case ρ ̸= 0. In [6–9], two of the authors generalized these
results to non-zero spin-scale, where it was shown that interacting CSP theories could
potentially exist, and in all cases only the helicity modes h ≤ 2 would remain interacting
in the ρ → 0 limit. These results suggest that the known gauge theories of the Standard
Model and General Relativity could just be approximate limits of a more complete class of
theories with small but non-zero spin scale. A concrete step towards realizing this idea was
given in [10], which used a hybrid worldline formalism to describe interactions of a matter
particle with a field of non-zero ρ, whose high-energy and ρ → 0 limits are dominated by
either scalar-like interactions of the h = 0 mode or gauge-boson-like interactions of the
h = ±1 modes. In [11] this approach was extended to path integrals and used to compute
on-shell scattering amplitudes for scalar QED where the photon has ργ ̸= 0. In this paper,
we extend the logic of [10] to describe the linearized coupling to matter of a graviton with
ρg ̸= 0, and use it to compute the response of an idealized gravitational wave detector.

Our analysis will be confined to leading order in GN , where we can ignore the effects of
self-interactions. Indeed, the lack of a complete formalism for describing self-interactions of
CSP’s has limited progress on generalizing Yang-Mills and General Relativity to their ρ ̸= 0

counterparts. But nonetheless, we can learn a great deal even at leading order. The most
developed formalism for studying interactions between on-shell CSP’s and familiar matter
is that of [10], where the CSP degrees of freedom are treated with fields and the matter
degrees of freedom are described using worldlines. We will use this formalism in what
follows, but we note with interest that recent progress formulating CSP interactions with
on-shell spinor-helicity techniques has been presented in [12] and could offer an alternative
path forward.

In section 2, we cast the standard computation of time-delay in linearized General
Relativity in the worldline formalism. In section 3, we summarize the CSP field theory
formalism needed to generalize this approach to ρg ̸= 0, and we compute the ρg−dependent
corrections to gravitational time-delay. In section 4, we outline related computations needed
to make direct contact with the study of gravitational radiation in ongoing and future ex-
periments. We note that a range of other authors has considered various aspects of CSP
physics over the last decade, including descriptions of free theories [9, 13–41], supersym-
metric generalizations [15, 42–46], CSP’s in AdS/dS spaces [47–52], field-theoretic aspects
of interactions [53–60], and thermodynamics with CSP’s [61].

2 Gravitational Waves and Worldline Formalism

Gravitational time delay is the foundation of gravitational wave detection at experiments
like LIGO [62] and a standard textbook observable (see e.g. [63]). To make contact with
the description of other interactions with ρg ̸= 0, it is useful to first recast the computation
of time delay and strain in terms of a linearized helicity-2 field with Fierz-Pauli action in
flat Minkowski space, coupled to a current sourced by the worldlines of “mirror” and “laser”
particles.
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We start by discussing linearized gravitational waves in section 2.1, to establish no-
tation. We introduce the matter worldlines and their coupling to gravitational waves in
section 2.2, and compute the strain in section 2.3.

2.1 Gravitational Waves

Working with the mostly negative metric, gµν = diag(+,−,−,−), we start with the
Einstein-Hilbert action,

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
(

1

2κ
R+ Lm

)
, (2.1)

where κ = 8πGN . Considering perturbations about the flat Minkwoski metric gµν =

gµν + hµν , and keeping terms to O(|hµν |2), we obtain the Fierz-Pauli action,

SFP =
1

2κ

∫
d4x

(
1

2
∂ρhµν∂

ρhµν − ∂ρhµν∂
νhρµ − 1

2
∂µh∂

µh+ ∂νh
µν∂µh

)
, (2.2)

where h is the trace of the metric, and indices are raised and lowered with Minkowski
metric, gµν . This action is invariant under the gauge transformation,

hµν → hµν + ∂µχν + ∂νχµ, (2.3)

which is just linearized diffeomorphism invariance inherited from the full non-linear theory.
For a more detailed review of linearized GR, the reader is referred to [63–65]. For radiation
problems, a convenient gauge choice is the de-Donder gauge,

∂µ
(
hµν −

1

2
hgµν

)
= 0, (2.4)

where the equation of motion reduces to

□

(
hµν −

1

2
hgµν

)
= 0. (2.5)

Defining the trace-reversed metric, hµν = hµν − (1/2)hgµν , the de-Donder gauge condition
and equation of motion simplify to

∂µhµν = 0 and □hµν = 0 (2.6)

respectively. This covariant gauge-fixing admits a residual freedom under (2.3) with ∂χ̇ = 0.
This residual freedom can be used to render the polarization tensors spatially transverse
(∂ihij = 0) and traceless (hii = 0). On-shell, this is the transverse-traceless (TT) gauge,
which is commonly used in the gravitational wave literature. Fixing the gravitational wave
to be propagating along the z-axis, with 4-vector kµ = (ω, 0, 0, ω), a basis of polarization
tensors is

H(+)
µν =


0 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0

 H(×)
µν =


0 0 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0

 (2.7)
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We will focus on monochromatic solutions to the wave equation (2.6) propagating along
the z axis, given in general by

hµν(z) =
∑

a=+,×
haH

(a)
µν cos

(
k · z + ϕ(a)

)
, (2.8)

from which more general solutions can be built as superpositions. We will further set the
phases ϕ(+) and ϕ(×) to zero for simplicity in the computation that follows. These solutions
have been expressed in the detector (rest) frame. Gauge transformations that preserve the
covariant deDonder gauge condition (2.6) but not the spatial transverse condition ∂ihij = 0

are equivalent to rigid Lorentz transformations of the observer’s reference frame; indepen-
dence of observables under these transformations is an important consistency check on
computations, and is discussed further in Appendix A.

Using the polarization tensors defined in (2.7), we see that each one can be interpreted
as spacetime stretching and shrinking in orthogonal directions. Gravitational wave observa-
tories such as LIGO exploit this relative stretching and shrinking to observe a measurable
“time-delay” signature. An idealized LIGO-like detector has two arms that are oriented
90◦ apart, and the difference in proper lengths between the arms is measured with light
bouncing off mirrors at each end of the arm. The strain is defined as

g =
δL

L
, (2.9)

where δL = LGW−LM, L is the proper length between the detector arms, and the subscripts
GW and M refer to making the measurement in the presence of gravitational waves and in
flat Minkowski spacetime respectively. The strain can also be expressed as

g =
δL

L
=
δT

T
, (2.10)

where δT = TGW − TM, and T refers to the (detector frame) time elapsed for a photon
to complete one round trip between two mirrors. This is an easier observable to compute
in our idealized model. For simplicity, we focus on computing the time delay along one
arm of a detector of known length, though in realistic experiments what is observed is the
difference in time delay between two arms.

2.2 Worldline Formalism

In this calculation, we treat the photon as a massless scalar, and the mirrors as massive
scalars. The action for a relativistic free scalar particle in Minkwoski (gµν) spacetime with
some arbitrary mass m is

Sfree =
1

2

∫
dτ

[
γ̇µ(τ)γ̇ν(τ)

e(τ)
gµν + e(τ)m2

]
(2.11)

Here, γ(τ) is the worldline (geodesic) of the particle, τ parameterizes the worldline time,
γ̇ = ∂τγ, and e(τ) is the einbein. The einbein encodes invariance under re-parametrizations
of the worldline time parameter τ , and the equation of motion for the einbein provides a
constraint equation that puts the particle on the mass-shell.
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The interaction term is

Sint =

∫
d4xhµν(x)T

µν(x), Tµν(x) =
1

2

∫
dτ

γ̇µ(τ)γ̇ν(τ)

e(τ)
δ(4)(x− γ(τ)), (2.12)

where the rank-2 matter current is identified with the energy-momentum tensor (EMT).
This EMT is not conserved: ∂µT

µν ∝ γ̈ν(τ). This non-conservation is well known and
physical — only the total EMT, including the energy-momentum of all particles and/or
fields driving the acceleration of γµ, is conserved. For more details, the reader is referred
to [64, 66].

Using the plane wave solution in (2.8), and integrating out the delta function in the
interaction term (2.12), we obtain the action for γµ in a GW background at leading order
in GN ,

S =
1

2

∫
dτ

[
γ̇µγ̇ν

e

(
gµν + haH

(a)
µν cos (k · γ)

)
+ em2

]
. (2.13)

The repeated index a sums over the two polarization states + and ×, and the τ -dependence
of γ and γ̇ is suppressed. The resulting equation of motion (which we also refer to as the
geodesic equation) is

− γ̇
ργ̇σ

e
kµhaH

(a)
ρσ sin (k · γ) = 2∂τ

[
γ̇ν

e

(
gµν + haH

(a)
µν cos (k · γ)

)]
. (2.14)

Varying the action with respect to the einbein gives the constraint

γ̇µγ̇ν
(
gµν + haH

(a)
µν cos (k · γ)

)
= e2m2. (2.15)

Fixing the einbein to any non-zero constant, e = α ̸= 0, results in an α-independent
equation of motion (EOM) (2.14), while the constraint equation (2.15) scales uniformly
with α.

To solve the EOM and einbein constraint to linear order in h, it is convenient to expand
the solution in h as

γµ(τ) = γ(0)µ (τ) + haγ
(a)
µ (τ), (2.16)

and plug these into the EOM (2.14) and the einbein constraint (2.15), and expand the
resulting equations in h. The zeroth-order equations are simply the Minkowski EOM and
mass-shell constraint for γ(0). The first-order equations can be solved for γ(a) in terms of
γ(0) and the background field. Explicitly, the zeroth order and linear EOMs are

γ̈(0)µ = 0 and γ̈(a)µ = A(a)
µ sin

(
k · γ̇(0)

)
(2.17)

where we have introduced the coefficient function

A(a)
µ =

(
k · γ̇(0)

)
γ̇(0)νH(a)

µν − γ̇(0)ργ̇(0)σ

2
kµH

(a)
ρσ , (2.18)

and dropped terms proportional to γ̈(0) which vaish by the zeroth-order EOM. Note that
the coefficient function A(a) is τ -independent because it only depends on the worldline

– 5 –



through γ̇(0), which is τ -independent by the zeroth-order EOM. The general solutions to
these EOMs are

γ(0)µ (τ) = b(0)µ + c(0)µ τ, γ(a)µ (τ) = b(a)µ + c(a)µ τ +
A

(a)
µ(

k · γ̇(0)
)2 sin(k · γ(0)) , (2.19)

where b(0)µ , c(0)µ , b(a)µ , and c
(a)
µ are constants of integration that must be fixed by boundary

conditions. For each particle considered in a background with a GW polarizations, the
combination of boundary conditions and einbein constraints must fix 2(a+1) undetermined
four-vectors or 8(a+1) real numbers. Note that c(0)µ can be interpreted as the 4-momentum
in Minkowski space. For a massless particle the resulting geodesics match [67], if one uses
c
(0)
µ = Ω(1, vx, vy, vz).

Similar to the equation of motion, the einbein constraint can also be expanded order
by order: (

γ̇(0)
)2

= e2m2 (2.20)

2
(
γ̇(0) · γ̇(a)

)
+ γ̇(0)µγ̇(0)νH(a)

µν cos
(
k · γ(0)

)
= 0 (2.21)

The zeroth order term is, as noted earlier, the mass-shell condition in Minkowski space, and
the linear order term is an additional constraint when matching boundary conditions.

2.3 Computing the Strain

The strain is computed in the following toy model where we consider a photon reflected
between two mirrors, as can be seen in figure 1. The mirrors are considered to be inertial
point masses separated along the x-axis, and the gravitational wave is propagating along
the z-axis. In this configuration, only the + polarization state contributes to the signal, so
we restrict our attention to it. In the counting above, we therefore have a = 1 and a total
of four 4-vectors (16 real constants) to fix for each body’s trajectory.

The first mirror, M1(τ1) is placed at the origin of a coordinate system, and the second
mirror, M2(τ2), is placed at (L, 0, 0). These placements specify b(0)i and their independence
of the gravitational wave background specifies b(+)

i = 0. Both mirrors are taken to be at
rest, fixing c(0)i = c

(+)
i = 0. We can fix b(0)0 = 0, and b

(+)
0 = 0 by translating the worldline

time parameter τ for each mirror. Then, for given constant einbein e (e(τ) = 1/m is
canonical for a mirror of mass m), the einbein constraints (2.20) and (2.21) fix c

(0)
0 and

c
(+)
0 , respectively. With all boundary conditions thus fixed, the mirror geodesics are

Mµ
1 (τ1) = (τ1, 0, 0, 0) Mµ

2 (τ2) = (τ2, L, 0, 0). (2.22)

This is the proper time frame for each of the mirrors, and we can compute the time elapsed
between events on a mirror by computing the difference in the time coordinate of the
mirror between the two events. We note that the setting of boundary conditions becomes
more subtle in the presence of gauge terms as considered in Appendix A, which induce
oscillatory motion of the mirrors. We can still impose boundary conditions on the mirror’s
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Figure 1. The dotted lines correspond to the mirror geodesics, and the red lines correspond to
the photon geodesics. The blobs correspond to when the photon intersects a mirror. The point
A corresponds to the emission of the photon from the first mirror, the point B corresponds to the
reflection of the photon at the second mirror, and point C corresponds to the photon hitting the
first mirror.

time-averaged position and velocity in this case. Although each geodesic acquires gauge-
dependent corrections, these cancel out of the final time delay computed below, as expected.

We turn now to the boundary conditions for the photon, which are fixed by matching
to the mirrors. The emitted photon γe(τe) leaves M1(τ1) and is reflected by M2(τ2). The
matching conditions are Mµ

1 (τ1 = 0) = γµe (τe = 0) (point A in figure 1), and Mµ
2 (τ2 =

τ2,i) = γµe (τe = τ∗) (point B in figure 1). More explicitly,

At O(h0+) At O(h1+)

At M1 γ(0)eµ (0) = (0, 0, 0, 0) γ(+)
eµ (0) = (0, 0, 0, 0) (2.23)

At M2 γ(0)eµ (τ∗) = (β(0)e , L, 0, 0) γ(+)
eµ (τ∗) = (β(+)

e , 0, 0, 0) (2.24)

Here we have expanded τ2,i = β
(0)
e + h+β

(+)
e . The conditions in (2.23) fix b

(0)
µ , and b

(+)
µ ,

and those in (2.24) fix c
(0)
µ , and c

(+)
µ . The value of β(0)e , and β

(+)
e are determined using

the einbein constraint (2.15). The zeroth order constraint, (2.20) fixes β(0)e = L/τ∗. To
determine β(+)

e , we integrate the linear order einbein constraint (2.21) over the path of the
photon from τ = 0 to τ∗,

γ̇(0)e · γ(+)
e (τ∗) = − γ̇

(0)µ
e γ̇

(0)ν
e H

(a)
µν

2
(
k · γ̇(0)e

) sin
(
k · γ(0)e (τ∗)

)
. (2.25)
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In computing the integral, we have used that γ(0)(τ) is a linear function of τ . From (2.24),
γ
(+)
e,0 (τ∗) = β

(+)
e , and we can use the integrated linear einbein constraint to extract its value

β(+)
e =

sin(Lω)

2ω
. (2.26)

Similarly, the reflected photon trajectory γr(τr) satisfies Mµ
2 (τ2 = τ2,i) = γµr (τr = 0)

(point B in figure 1), and Mµ
1 (τ1 = τ1,i) = γµr (τe = τ•) (point C in figure 1). An analogous

treatment of boundary conditions for the reflected photon determines that

τ1,i = 2L+
sin(2Lω)

2ω
. (2.27)

Considering the geodesics of M1 in (2.22), we see that τ1,i is the value of the time geodesic
when the photon hits it after being reflected – this is the total time in the detector frame
for the photon to complete one round trip in the presence of the GW background. The
time-delay or δT , is found by subtracting 2L, the time the photon would have taken to
complete the trip in the absence of the GW perturbation. The strain is found by dividing
this by the total path length.

gGW =
δTGW

T
= h+

sin(2Lω)

4Lω
. (2.28)

This closely matches the result in chapter 9 of [63]. Note that, because the mirrors were
at rest, we needed only the einbein constraint to derive the time delay — not the full
geodesic equations of motion. Nonetheless, for completeness, we list γe(τe), and γr(τr) with
all boundary conditions matched in appendix B.

3 CSP Gravitational Waves

In this section, we generalize the approach of section 2 to compute the strain for a GW-
CSP background. We start by introducing the η-space formalism of [6–11], which will allow
us to generalize the scalar matter worldline interactions with a rank-2 tensor field (as in
linearized GR) to the case of a CSP field. In section 3.1 we summarize key results from
[10] on CSP gauge theory and η-space integration that we will use directly in this work.
For context and derivations, we refer the reader to Sections II and III and Appendix A of
[10]. In section 3.2 we recast to η-space the ρg = 0 interaction term used in section 2. We
then generalize this interaction, at leading order in GN , to non-zero ρg in section 3.3, and
extend the calculation of strain from section 2 to non-zero ρg in section 3.4,

3.1 Results for Continuous Spin Gauge Theories

A gauge field theory for CSPs was developed in [9] and subsequently coupled to matter
particles in [10]. This theory is based on a (bosonic) CSP field Ψ(ηµ, xµ), where xµ is the
usual space-time coordinate and the dependence of Ψ on the new four-vector coordinate ηµ

encodes the particle’s spin (with substantial gauge redundancy). Because we are dealing
here with the response of matter particles to an on-shell CSP background, we will need only

– 8 –



four key results: the mode expansion of the CSP field, its coupling to a current, evaluation
of certain integrals over η, and the embedding of on-shell (linearized) gravitational waves
and the stress-energy tensor in the η-space action with ρ = 0. In the interest of brevity, we
state the relevant results with minimal commentary, referring the reader to specific sections
of [10] for elaboration and context.

Field Mode Expansion: Up to gauge terms, a general solution to the CSP equation of
motion can be decomposed as

Ψ(η, x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
1

2|k|
∑
h

(
ah(k)ψh,ke

−ik·x + c.c.
)∣∣∣∣

k0=|k|
(3.1)

with

ψh,k = e−iρgη·q ×

{
(iη · ϵ+)h h ≥ 0

(−iη · ϵ−)−h h ≤ 0
(3.2)

(see (2.30) and (2.31) of [10]). This decomposition is given in terms of a set of null “frame”
vectors ϵ±, q for given momentum k satisfying ϵ− = ϵ+

∗, k · q = 1, and ϵ+ · ϵ− = −2 with all
other inner products vanishing. As with the choice of polarization vectors in more familiar
gauge theories, expansions using different choices of ϵ± and q are related by a gauge +
little group transformation. For a wave propagating along the z-axis, kµ = (ω, 0, 0, ω), a
convenient choice is ϵ±µ = (0, 1,±i, 0) and qµ = (1/2ω, 0, 0,−1/2ω), for which the modes ψh,k

are eigenmodes of the usual helicity operator J · k̂ with eigenvalue h. In the next subsection,
we will relate the previously considered H(+) and H(×) modes to real superpositions of the
h = ±2 modes with ρg = 0.

CSP Field Coupling to Currents: A general linear CSP coupling to an external current
can be written as

Sint =

∫
[d4η] d4x δ′(η2 + 1)J(η, x)Ψ(η, x), (3.3)

where J(η, x) must respect the continuity condition

δ(η2 + 1)(∂x · ∂η + ρg)J(η, x) = 0 (3.4)

in order to ensure gauge invariance (see (3.17) and (3.23) of [10]). In the above, [d4η] is
a regulated measure discussed briefly below and in depth in Appendix A of [10], which
satisfies the usual integration-by-parts and δ-function identities; δ′(a) = d

daδ(a); and ∂x
and ∂η denote ∂/∂x and ∂/∂η, respectively.

We also refer the reader to Section III of [10] for a pedagogical overview of currents
sourced by spinless particles that give rise to scalar- and vector-like interactions with CSP
fields (those dominated at energies ≫ ρg by the helicity 0 or ±1 modes of the CSP), which
we generalize here to the tensor-like case (dominated by helicity 2).

We also note here an important convention difference from [10] to the present work.
The analysis of [10] used canonically normalized (mass-dimension 1) fields Ψ(η, x) and
currents J(η, x) of mass-dimension 3. To mimic more closely the conventions of linearized
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GR, we will work from here forward with fields and currents that have been scaled by
√
κ

and 1/
√
κ respectively (where κ = 8πGN ), so that Ψ is dimensionless and currents have

mass-dimension 4.

Integration over η: Integrals
∫
d4ηδ′(η2+1)f(η) are naively divergent; loosely speaking,

the notation [d4η] signifies normalizing by this divergent factor — a procedure that can be
made rigorous using generating function arguments or by analytic continuation of η0, which
renders the surface of integration η2 + 1 = 0 compact. Both approaches are discussed in
Appendix B of [10]. All integrals used here are of the form∫

[d4η]δ′(η2 + 1)ηµ1 . . . ηµneiη·V (3.5)

with n = 0 or 2, or its V → 0 limit with n = 0, 2, or 4. All such integrals follow from
repeated differentiation with respect to V of (A18) from [10],∫

[d4η]δ′(η2 + 1)eiη·V = J0(
√
−V 2). (3.6)

For example,∫
[d4η]δ′(η2 + 1)ηµηνeiη·V = − ∂

∂Vµ

∂

∂Vν
J0(
√

−V 2) (3.7)

= −gµν J1(
√
−V 2)√
−V 2

+ V µV ν J2(
√
−V 2)

V 2
(3.8)

and from the V → 0 limits of (3.6) and (3.8),∫
[d4η]δ′(η2 + 1) = 1, (3.9)∫

[d4η]ηµηνδ′(η2 + 1) = −1

2
gµν . (3.10)

Taking two more derivatives and then the V → 0 limit we obtain∫
[d4η]δ′(η2 + 1)ηµηνηρησ =

1

8
(gµνgρσ + gµρgνσ + gµσgνρ) . (3.11)

Extracting the Graviton Mode at ρg = 0: When ρg = 0, the free action of [10] can
be decomposed into a sum of familiar actions for rank-h tensor fields encoding helicities ±h
(Section IIB of [10]), and the interaction (3.3) likewise decomposes into a sum of couplings
between helicity-h modes and conserved rank-h tensor currents (Eqs. (3.18)-(3.21) and
Appendix B1 of [10]). We need only two results from this general machinery: First, on-
shell h = ±2 graviton modes are embedded in Ψ as

Ψ(η, x) = 2ηµηνhµν (3.12)

(eq. (2.8) of [10] with trace terms omitted since they vanish on-shell).
Second, a current of the form

J(η, x) = (ηµην +
1

2
gµν)Tµν (3.13)

sources the graviton field exclusively — this is eq. (3.19) of [10] up to the κ-rescaling noted
above.
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3.2 Linearized GR Modes in η-space

Using the results above, we now make contact between the formulation of linearized GR
coupled to worldlines in Sec. 2 and the η-space formalism of [9, 10] with ρ = 0.
Mode Expansion for ρg = 0: In the ρg → 0 limit, the h = ±2 modes from (3.2) are
monomials quadratic in η,

ψ±2,k = (iη · ϵ±)2. (3.14)

Note that the polarization tensors defined in (2.7) can be written as

H(+)
µν =

−
(
ϵ+ν ϵ

+
ν + ϵ−µ ϵ

−
ν

)
2

, H(×)
µν =

i
(
ϵ+ν ϵ

+
ν − ϵ−µ ϵ

−
ν

)
2

,

so that

ψ+2,k + ψ−2,k = (2ηµην)H(+)
µν , −i(ψ+2,k − ψ−2,k) = (2ηµην)H(×)

µν . (3.15)

Thus, taking mode amplitudes a2(k) = a−2(k) = (2π)32|k|h+δ(3)(k−ωẑ) and similarly
for −k to obtain a real solution gives

Ψ(η, x) = (2ηµην)h+ cos(k · x)H(+)
µν . (3.16)

This is the η−space form of the field that corresponds to the GW background of section 2,
with the (2ηµην) factor as expected from (3.12).

Worldline Current at ρg = 0: Following (3.13), the gravitational current at ρg = 0 is

J(η, x) =

(
ηµην +

1

2
gµν

)
Tµν .

The continuity condition (3.4) on this ansatz reduces to δ(η2 + 1)ηµ∂νTµν = 0, which is
equivalent to the usual conservation law ∂νTµν = 0. Using the definition of Tµν from (2.12),
we have

J(η, x) =

∫
dτ (2ηµην + gµν)

γ̇µ(τ)γ̇ν(τ)

4
δ(4)(xα − γα(τ)) (3.17)

Interaction Term: We can now combine (3.17) and (3.16) to derive a matter action in
the presence of a gravitational wave background. We have

Sint =
h+
2

∫
dτ [d4η]δ′(η2 + 1)

d4l

(2π)4
d4x

((
iη · ϵ+

)2
+
(
iη · ϵ−

)2)
×
(
2(η · γ̇)2 + γ̇2

)
cos(k · x)e−il(x−γ) (3.18)

Integrating over l, x, and η, using (3.10) and (3.11) for the latter, we find

Sint =
h+
2

∫
dτ

−
(
ϵ+ν ϵ

+
ν + ϵ−µ ϵ

−
ν

)
2

γ̇µγ̇ν

e
cos(k · γ) = h+

2

∫
dτ H(+)

µν

γ̇µγ̇ν

e
cos(k · γ) (3.19)

This matches (2.12), with the delta function integrated out and the + polarization of the
gravitational wave substituted into the action.
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3.3 Gravity at ρg ̸= 0 at leading order in GN

Now, we express the linearized in gravity CSP field, and the matter current with CSP
interactions in η-space. For the rest of this paper, we will drop the g subscript in ρg.

Current: The current is determined by the ρ-dependent continuity condition. It is easier
to work in momentum space,

J(η, x) =

∫
d4l

(2π)4
dτe−il·(x−γ)j(η, l, γ̇) (3.20)

where the continuity condition (3.4) becomes

eil·γδ(η2 + 1)(−il · ∂η + ρ)j(η, l, γ̇) = 0 + ∂τ (. . . ). (3.21)

Note that the continuity condition on j(η, l, γ̇) need only be satisfied up to a total τ deriva-
tive. We also impose the boundary condition that in the ρ → 0 limit, we recover (3.17),
the EMT. As discussed in [10], this is one of the three types of ρ → 0 limits that currents
can obey in general, the other two corresponding to a vector-like interactions and the other
scalar-like. A solution that matches this boundary condition and satisfies the continuity
condition (3.21) is

j(η, l, γ̇) = −
(
l · γ̇
ρ

)2(
exp

(
−iρη · γ̇

l · γ̇

)
− 1 + iρ

η · γ̇
l · γ̇

)
+
γ̇2

2
exp

(
−iρη · γ̇

l · γ̇

)
(3.22)

The exponential pieces satisfy (3.21) exactly, with no total τ -derivative correction. The
subtraction terms constant and linear in η do not, but can be expressed via integration by
parts in terms of total τ derivatives (which are allowed by the continuity condition ), and
terms that depend on γ̈. The latter are precise counterparts to the non-conserved terms in
the matter EMT in GR, and are higher order in GN . We note that other solutions to (3.21)
exist (e.g. forms with different structures in the exponential) but all solutions with the
same ρ → 0 limiting behavior will yield the same results for on-shell observables (like the
strain) as this solution. This is demonstrated in [10], and is absolutely crucial to allowing
unambiguous predictions of the ρ-dependent physics.

Tensor-Like CSP: Starting from the mode expansion in (3.1), keeping the ρ dependent
pieces, and using the amplitudes defined in (3.16) to do the integral over the Fourier modes,
we obtain,

Ψ+(η, x) = h+

((
iη · ϵ+

)2
+
(
iη · ϵ−

)2)(
e−iρη·qe−ik·x + eiρη·qeik·x

)
. (3.23)

Interaction Term: The interaction term is constructed by using the the ρ-dependent
current (3.22), and the CSP mode expansion (3.23),

Sint = h+

∫
dτ [d4η]δ′(η2 + 1)

d4l

(2π)4
d4x

(
(iη · ϵ+)2 + (iη · ϵ−)2

)( γ̇2
2

−
(
l · γ̇
ρ

)2)
×
(
e−iρη·qe−ik·x + eiρη·qeik·x

)
e
−iρ η·γ̇

l·γ̇ e−il(x−γ). (3.24)
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In this expression, we have dropped the subtraction terms in (3.23), as they do not con-
tribute to the equations of motion. Gauge terms can also be added, and like in the GR
case, they do change the equations of motion, but they do not affect the strain or other
gauge invariant observables. To simplify η-integrals, we define

V µ = ρ

(
qµ − γ̇µ

k · γ̇

)
(3.25)

Using the above definition in (3.24), and doing the integral over the Fourier modes, space-
time, and η, we obtain,

Sint = 2h+

∫
dτ

e

(
γ̇2

2
−
(
k · γ̇
ρ

)2
)
J2

(√
−V 2

)
cos(k · γ)

×

((
ϵ+ · V
|ϵ+ · V |

)2

+

(
ϵ− · V
|ϵ− · V |

)2
)

(3.26)

Using the identities from appendix C.1, and defining ζ = ϵ+ · γ̇, and ζ = ϵ− · γ̇, the above
interaction term simplifies to

Sint = 2h+

∫
dτ

e

(
γ̇2

2
−
(
k · γ̇
ρ

)2
)(

ζ2 + ζ
2

ζζ

)
J2

((
ρ

k · γ̇

)√
ζζ

)
cos(k · γ) (3.27)

Note that in the ρ→ 0 limit,

2h+

∫
dτ

e

(
γ̇2

2
−
(
k · γ̇
ρ

)2
)(

ζ2 + ζ
2

ζζ

)
1

8

((
ρ

k · γ̇

)√
ζζ

)2

cos(k · γ)

= −h+
4

∫
dτ

e

(
ζ2 + ζ

2
)
cos(k · γ)

=
h+
2

∫
dτ

γ̇µγ̇ν

e
H(+)

µν cos(k · γ), (3.28)

and we nicely recover (3.19) (and therefore, (2.12)) for the GR interaction term in a GW
background.

3.4 Matter Trajectories in a ρg ̸= 0 Gravitational Wave Background, and the
Strain

In this subsection, we compute the equation of motion with the interaction term (3.27).
We then match boundary conditions on the geodesics that satisfy the equation of motion,
to extract the strain signature.

Equation of Motion: The Lagrangian for a background CSP field interacting with mat-
ter in the worldline formalism is

L =
γ̇2

2e
+

2h+
e

(
γ̇2

2
−
(
k · γ̇
ρ

)2
)(

ζ2 + ζ
2

ζζ

)
J2

((
ρ

k · γ̇

)√
ζζ

)
cos(k · γ) + em2. (3.29)
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Once again, we expand the worldline γ in h using (2.16), to obtain zeroth and linear-order
equations of motion

γ̈(0)µ = 0 and γ̈(+)
µ = A(+)

µ sin
(
k · γ(0)

)
. (3.30)

These are identical to (2.14), except that the coefficient function A
(+)
µ , given in Appendix

C.2, is now deformed by ρ. However, as in the GW case, the coefficient function is τ -
independent.

The solution to the zeroth and linear order equation of motion are

γ(0)µ (τ) = b(0)µ + c(0)µ τ, and γ(+)
µ (τ) = b(+)

µ + c(+)
µ τ +

A
(+)
µ

(k · γ̇(0))2
sin
(
k · γ(0)

)
. (3.31)

The constants of integration are the same as in (2.19), so the boundary condition matching
procedure is no different that what we did in section 2.3.

The einbein constraint in the presence of the background CSP field is

γ̇2

2
+ 2h+

(
γ̇2

2
−
(
k · γ̇
ρ

)2
)(

ζ2 + ζ
2

ζζ

)
J2

((
ρ

k · γ̇

)√
ζζ

)
cos(k · γ) = e2m2 (3.32)

Expanding this constraint, we get the mass-shell condition from the zeroth order constraint,
as noted in (2.20). The constraint linear in h+ is

(
γ̇(0) · γ̇(+)

)
= −2h+

(γ̇(0))2
2

−

(
k · γ̇(0)

ρ

)2
(ϵ+ · γ̇(0)

ϵ− · γ̇(0)
+
ϵ− · γ̇(0)

ϵ+ · γ̇(0)

)

× J2

((
ρ

k · γ̇(0)

)√(
ϵ+ · γ̇(0)

) (
ϵ− · γ̇(0)

))
cos
(
k · γ(0)

)
(3.33)

Strain: For the mirror geodesics, we once again pick e(τ) = 1/m. The zeroth order
geodesics are fixed using the same arguments as in section 2.3. Using these, we find that
the ρ deformed A(+)

µ is vanishing for the mirrors, since the argument of the Bessel function
is vanishing. Furthermore, the linear order geodesic constraint also reduces to γ̇(0) · γ̇(+) = 0

for the same reason. Therefore, in the presence of CSP’s, the mirror geodesics are still the
same as in (2.22).

For the emitted photon γe(τe), the boundary conditions that we match are exactly the
same as in (2.23), and (2.24). Using the zeroth order einbein constraint for the CSP case we
again get that β(0)e = L. Like we did for the GW case, β(+)

e can be extracted by integrating
the linear order einbein constraint over the path of the photon.

γ̇(0)e · γ̇(+)
e (τ∗) =

4h+
ρ2

(
k · γ̇(0)e

)
J2

( ρ
ω

)
sin
(
k · γ(0)(τ∗)

)
(3.34)

Where once again, we have utilized that γ(0)µ is a linear function of τ . Using the values of
the coefficients from (2.23), and (2.24), we have

β(+)
e = 4h+ sin(Lω)

(
ω

ρ2

)
J2

( ρ
ω

)
(3.35)
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The constants for the reflected photon γr(τr) are determined in a similar fashion. An
analogous implementation of the integrated linear order einbein constraint fixes

τ1,i = 2L+ 4h+ sin(2Lω)

(
ω

ρ2

)
J2

( ρ
ω

)
. (3.36)

Noting that τ1,i is the detector frame time taken for a photon to complete a round trip. We
can now read off the time-delay by subtracting 2L, and therefore the strain in the presence
of a background CSP field,

gCSP =
δTCSP

T
= h+

(
2ω

Lρ2

)
sin(2Lω)J2

( ρ
ω

)
. (3.37)

As a check, we consider the ρ/ω ≪ 1 limit, where the strain becomes,

δTρ≪ω

T
= h+

sin(2Lω)

4Lω

(
1− 1

12

( ρ
ω

)2)
. (3.38)

Clearly, setting ρ = 0 recovers (2.28).

Figure 2. The ratio of the gravitational strain for the CSP case (ρ ̸= 0) to the gravitational strain
in GR for as a function of ρ/ω. At ω ≫ ρ, we see that the strain approaches the usual strain in
GR. At ω ≪ ρ, the strain is suppressed and vanishes in the ω → 0 (or ρ → ∞) limit. The sign of
the strain has no physical significance (an ordinary ρ = 0 gravitational wave with a phase of π also
produces a negative strain). The intercepts with zero are more physical: they correspond to values
of ρ/ω for which the detector is completely unaffected by helicity-2 waves transverse to it. Note,
however, that these “sensitivity zeros” will occur at different values of ω for waves impinging on the
detector obliquely (in general, the argument of J2 in (3.32) depends on the angle of γ̇(0) relative to
k, and (3.34) assumes a right angle).

We can see (see figure 2) that the observed strain relative to GR is suppressed as the
graviton spin-scale is increased, and in the ρ→ ∞ limit, the signal vanishes. The qualitative
reduction in signal for nonzero ρ can be understood as follows: The normal GW time delay
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comes from an interaction term that is purely quadrupolar. The CSP GW solution (3.1) is
also spatially quadrupole about the z-axis in the lab frame — however, from the perspective
of an observer boosted in the x or y direction, the e±iρη·q factors induce mixing with both
higher and lower multipoles with a strength controlled by ρ/ω. Our idealized gravitational
wave detector with two arms at right angles, perpendicular to the wave, is not sensitive to
generic multipoles. Therefore, the mode mixing seen by boosted objects (including the null
geodesics in our toy interferometer) has the effect of suppressing a quadrupole GW signal.
Of course, analogous effects at the gravitational wave source will also generate ρ-suppressed
waves in the “partner” polarization modes with helicities h ̸= ±2. The nearest-neighbor
helicities ±1 and ±3 can also contribute to the detected signal at the same O(ρ2) level as
the depletion in (3.38). We defer consideration of this effect to future work, but note that
for (semi)non-relativistic sources such as binary systems at an early stage of inspiral, we
expect this effect to be O(ρv/ω)2, and therefore parametrically smaller than the O(ρ/ω)2

suppression in the helicity-2 signal discussed here.

4 Future Directions

In this paper, we computed the gravitational time delay for an idealized photon interferom-
eter setup for the case where the graviton is a CSP particle. We demonstrated that for the
η-space interaction currents used in our analysis, the appropriate GR results are recovered
in the ρ → 0 limit. At non-zero ρ, the time delay signature differs significantly only for
frequencies ω ≲ ρ, and in particular is suppressed relative to the predictions of GR. These
results represent the first predictions computed for gravity when the graviton spin-scale ρ
is non-zero, and we expect these results to be useful for measuring and/or constraining the
graviton spin scale ρ in ongoing and future GW experiments.

For this calculation, we used two simplifications. The first is that we treat the photon
as a scalar. While this is sufficient for our analysis here, the CSP coupling to photon (or
matter) spin degrees of freedom would be interesting to investigate. Secondly, we used a
monochromatic background wave composed only of h = ±2 modes, which ignores O(ρ)
corrections to the originating GW production mechanism. In principle, the underlying pro-
duction process could create partner h ̸= ±2 modes of the graviton at O(ρ/ω), which is also
the leading order at which the strain is affected in this calculation (see (3.38)). Computing
and understanding the production of these partner modes in astrophysical sources is both
tractable with the present formalism and would be very interesting to study. To compute
a realistic waveform in sources, including non-linear effects, a more complete theory of
interacting CSP’s is required, which is presently a pressing direction of ongoing work.

Even with the present limitations to the linear regime, it would be interesting to com-
pute waveforms for binary mergers, and use them to predict signals for LIGO [62]. Given
that the largest departures from GR occur at lower frequencies, ω < ρ, one might expect
future experiments such as LISA [68–71], the Einstein Telescope [72–74], and Cosmic Ex-
plorer [75–77], to be more sensitive to CSP gravity, as these experiments will focus on lower
frequencies than LIGO.
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One can also look for CSP signatures in the stochastic gravitational wave background,
which are measured using Pulsar Timing Array’s (PTA’s) [78, 79]. The recent data re-
leases from PTA groups around the world [80–90] demonstrate an angular correlation that
is suggestive of the Hellings-Downs predictions consistent with GR, but with significant
error bars. Computing the size of non-quadrupole signatures due to a CSP gravitational
wave background could potentially open another avenue for measures or constraining the
gravitational spin-scale ρ.
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A GW Gauge Terms

A.1 Gauge Terms in Linearized GR

The Fierz-Pauli action, (2.2), has the gauge symmetry (linearized diffeomorphism invari-
ance) as noted in (2.3). In Fourier space, the gauge symmetry implies that

ϵ′µν = ϵµν + kµχν + kνχµ (A.1)

where kµ = (ω, 0, 0, ω) is the 4-vector for a wave propagating along the z-axis (as we fixed
for our GW), and χµ is some arbitrary 4-vector. Combining the above expression with
(2.4) gives us only two possible polarization states as defined in (2.7), up to some overall
undetermined constant. For more detials on the how this is done, the reader is referred to
[91]. The gauge terms are

hgauge
µν (z) =

∑
i=1,2,3

H(i)
µνhi cos

(
k · z + ϕ(i)

)
(A.2)

Where ϕ(i), and hi are arbitrary phases and amplitudes, respectively, associated with each
gauge term. For consistency, the gauge terms are monochromatic, with amplitudes compa-
rable to h+, and h×. We also define H(i)

µν , which are "polarization" tensors for the gauge
terms.

H(1) =


1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1

 H(2) =
1

2


0 −1 0 0

−1 0 0 1

0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

 H(3) =
1

2


0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 0

−1 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

 (A.3)

A.2 Equations of Motion and Boundary Conditions with Gauge Terms

When considering the gauge terms (A.2), and (A.3) along with the usual polarization states
(2.7), the equation of motion, einbein constraint, and the geodesics have the same form as
in (2.14), (2.15) and (2.19) respectively, with the sum also including the gauge terms.
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The photon geodesic in the presence of gauge terms has a total of 2(5 + 1) = 12

undetermined 4-vector coefficients (here, following the parameter-counting below (2.19),
we have a = 5 accounting for terms linear in the 3 gauge “polarizations” as well as the 2
physical ones). These are fixed by matching with the mirrors as was done in 2.3 - term by
term for each perturbation parameter.

In section 2.3, the mirror geodesics were fixed by leveraging the fact that we were free to
choose the detector rest frame. Including the gauge terms is a departure from the detector
rest frame, as we pick up sinusoidal terms proportional to the gauge terms in the geodesics.
This motivates us to define the boundary condition as a time average.

⟨M1i⟩ = lim
τ ′→∞

1

τ ′

∫ τ ′

0
dτ1M1i(τ1) = L1i. (A.4)

Here M1i(τ1 = 0) = L1i is the initial position of the mirror before the passage of the
gravitational wave. This averaging kills the sinusoidal terms in the geodesics, but keeps the
gauge terms. This tells us that the seemingly ad-hoc choice that we made to choose the
detector rest frame is justified. The survival of the gauge terms should not be surprising –
the observed geodesics are frame dependent.

The time delay, however, is not dependent on the gauge terms. While the einbein
constraint (2.15) picks up gauge terms, when the full calculation is done, to leading order
in the perturbative expansion, the time delay is independent of the gauge terms. This serves
as a check on the calculation. This analysis can be extended to the CSP case, where the
gauge terms can be taken from equation 2.24 of [10]), and in that case too, the answer is
independent of the gauge terms.

B Photon Geodesics

B.1 GW Background

Here we list the photon geodesics for the GW case. These are the photons corresponding
to γe(τe), and γr(τr) as shown in 1, with boundary conditions, and the einbein constraint
imposed. We start with the emitted photon, with the time geodesic t(e)(τe), and the 3-vector
of spatial geodesics γ⃗(e)(τe).

t(e)(τe) = L

(
τe
τ∗

)
+ h+

ge(0, τe) + sin
(
Lω
(
τe
τ∗

))
2ω

 (B.1)

γ⃗(e)(τe) = L

(
τe
τ∗

)
(1, 0, 0) + h+ge(0, τe)

(
1, 0,

1

2

)
(B.2)

where – ge(0, τe) =

sin(Lω)
ω

(
τe
τ∗

)
−

sin
(
Lω
(
τe
τ∗

))
ω


Since ge(0, 0) = ge(0, τ∗) = 0, and γ⃗(e)(0) = (0, 0, 0), and τ = τ∗, γ⃗(e)(τ∗) = (L, 0, 0), which
matches the spatial coordinates of M1, and M2 respectively. As claimed earlier, the value
of τ∗ does not matter – it scales how the affine parameter for the photon, τe, behaves.
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Next, we consider the photons on the return trip, γ(r)(τr)

t(r)(τr) = L

(
1 +

τr
τ•

)
+ h+

gr(τr) + sin
(
Lω
(
1 + τr

τf

))
2ω

 (B.3)

γ⃗(r)(τr) = L

(
1− τr

τ•

)
(1, 0, 0) + h+gr(τr)

(
1, 0,

1

2

)
(B.4)

where – gr(0, τr) =

sin(Lω)
ω

−
(
τr
τ•

)(
sin(Lω)

ω
− sin(2Lω)

ω

)
−

sin
(
Lω
(
1 + τr

τ•

))
ω


Again, gr(0, 0) = gr(0, τ•) = 0, so the spatial geodesics match the respective mirror
geodesics. The time delay is proportional to the h+ term that survives at τr = τ•, and
this matches the value calculated using the einbein constraint in (2.28).

B.2 CSP GW Background

Here, we list the t and x geodesics for a CSP background. For the emitted photon, we have
t(e)(τe), and x(e)(τe).

t(e)(τe) = L

(
τe
τ∗

)
+ 2h+

(
2

(
ω

ρ2

)
J2

( ρ
ω

)
sin

(
Lω

(
τe
τ∗

))
+ ge(ρ, τe)

)
(B.5)

x(e)(τe) = L

(
τe
τ∗

)
+ 2h+ge(ρ, τe) (B.6)

where – ge(ρ, τe) = ge(0, τe)

((
ω

ρ

)(
J1

( ρ
ω

)
− J3

( ρ
ω

))
+ 2J2

( ρ
ω

))

On taking the ρ→ 0 limit, these recover (B.1), and (B.2). Given that that the τe behavior
of ge(ρ, τe) is essentially ge(0, τe), the x geodesic of the photons agrees with the respective
mirror.

For the return trip, the geodesics are t(r)(τr), and x(r)(τr).

t(r)(τr) = L

(
1 +

τr
τ•

)
+ 2h+

(
2

(
ω

ρ2

)
J2

( ρ
ω

)
sin

(
Lω

(
1 +

τr
τ•

))
+ gr(ρ, τr)

)
(B.7)

x(r)(τr) = L

(
1− τr

τ•

)
+ 2h+gr(ρ, τr) (B.8)

where – gr(ρ, τr) = gr(0, τr)

((
ω

ρ

)(
J1

( ρ
ω

)
− J3

( ρ
ω

))
+ 2J2

( ρ
ω

))

Again, in the ρ → 0 limit, these recover (B.3), and (B.4). It is easy to check that this
matches the respective mirror geodesics. The time delay can be read off from the term
proportional to h+ that is non-vanishing at τr = τ•, and this agrees with (3.37).
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C CSP - Identities and EoM

C.1 4-Vector Contraction Identities

Consider the CSP interaction term,

Sint = h+

∫
dτ

e

(
γ̇2 − 2

(
k · γ̇
ρ

)2
)((

ϵ+ · V
|ϵ+ · V |

)2

+

(
ϵ− · V
|ϵ− · V |

)2
)
J2

(√
−V 2

)
cos(k · γ)

(C.1)
The contraction of V µ (defined in (3.25)) with ϵ±µ are

ϵ± · V = −ρϵ
± · γ̇
k · γ̇

, |ϵ± · V | =
(

ρ

k · γ̇

)√
(ϵ− · γ̇)(ϵ+ · γ̇) (C.2)

This simplifies the second term in (C.1).(
ϵ+ · V
|ϵ+ · V |

)2

+

(
ϵ− · V
|ϵ− · V |

)2

=
ϵ+ · γ̇
ϵ− · γ̇

+
ϵ− · γ̇
ϵ+ · γ̇

(C.3)

Lastly, recalling that the gµν = (qµkν + qνkµ) − (1/2)
(
ϵµ+ϵ

ν
− + ϵν+ϵ

µ
−
)
, allows us to express

γ̇2 = 2 (q · γ̇) (k · γ̇)−
(
ϵ(+) · γ̇

) (
ϵ(−) · γ̇

)
. The argument of the Bessel function is

√
−V 2 =

√
−
(

ρ

k · γ̇

)2(
γ̇2 − 2(q · γ̇)(k · γ̇)

)
=

(
ρ

k · γ̇

)√
(ϵ+ · γ̇)(ϵ− · γ̇) (C.4)

This simplifies the integrand of the interaction term

h+
e

(
γ̇2 − 2

(
k · γ̇
ρ

)2
)(

ϵ+ · γ̇
ϵ− · γ̇

+
ϵ− · γ̇
ϵ+ · γ̇

)
J2

((
ρ

k · γ̇

)√
(ϵ+ · γ̇)(ϵ− · γ̇)

)
cos(k · γ) (C.5)

C.2 CSP EoM

The CSP EoM can be found in (3.30). Recalling the definitions of ζ = ϵ+ · γ̇, and ζ = ϵ− · γ̇,
we further define ζ(0) = ϵ+ · γ̇(0), and ζ(0) = ϵ− · γ̇(0). Using this, we express the ρ deformed
A

(+)
µ function in (3.30).

2h+ sin
(
k · γ(0)

)[
−
(
k · γ̇(0)

){(
γ̇(0)µ −

2
(
k · γ̇(0)

)
kµ

ρ2

)(
ζ(0)

ζ
(0)

+
ζ
(0)

ζ(0)

)

+

((
γ̇(0)

)2
2

−
(
k · γ̇(0)

)2
ρ2

) ϵ+µ

ζ
(0)

−
ζ(0)ϵ−µ(
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(0)
)2 +
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ζ(0)
−
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(0)
ϵ+µ(

ζ(0)
)2


+
kµ(

k · γ̇(0)
) ((γ̇(0))2

2
−
(
k · γ̇(0)

)2
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)(
ζ(0)

ζ
(0)

+
ζ
(0)

ζ(0)

)}
J2
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ρ

k · γ̇(0)
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ζ(0)ζ

(0)
)

−1

2
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2
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k · γ̇(0)
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ρ

k · γ̇(0)
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ζ(0)ζ

(0)
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1

2
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ζ
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1

2
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ζ
(0)
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 (C.6)
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For massive particles, the argument of the Bessel functions are vanishing since ζ(0) = ζ
(0)

=

0, and this sets A(+)
µ = 0.

For photons, there are simplifications for our set up. Since the photons are constrained
to move along the x-axis, ζ(0) = ζ

(0). The orthogonality of the photon to the background

GW gives a constraint – k⃗ · ⃗̇γ = 0. From this, we get that k · γ̇(0) = ω

√
ζ(0)ζ

(0). Lastly,
photons are massless, so

(
γ̇(0)

)2
= 0. This gives us the ρ deformed A(+)

µ for photons.

2h+ sin
(
k · γ(0)

)[
−2
(
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γ̇(0)µ −

2
(
k · γ̇(0)

)
kµ
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ρ2
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k · γ̇(0)

)}
J2

( ρ
ω

)

+

(
k · γ̇(0)

ρ

)2(
− ρ

ω
kµ +

ϵ−µ
2

+
ϵ+µ
2

)(
J1

( ρ
ω

)
− J3

( ρ
ω

)) (C.7)
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