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Gravitational wave memory is said to arise when a gravitational wave burst produces changes in a
physical system that persist even after that wave has passed. This paper analyzes gravitational wave
bursts in plane wave spacetimes, deriving memory effects on timelike and null geodesics, massless
scalar fields, and massless spinning particles whose motion is described by the spin Hall equations.
All associated memory effects are found to be characterized by four “memory tensors,” three of
which are independent. These tensors form a scattering matrix for the transverse components of
geodesics. However, unlike for the “classical” memory effect involving initially comoving pairs of
timelike geodesics, one of our results is that memory effects for null geodesics can have strong
longitudinal components. When considering massless particles with spin, we solve the spin Hall
equations analytically by showing that there exists a conservation law associated with each conformal
Killing vector field. These solutions depend only on the same four memory tensors that control
geodesic scattering. For massless scalar fields, we show that given any solution in flat spacetime,
a weak-field solution in a plane wave spacetime can be generated just by differentiation. Precisely
which derivatives are involved depend on the same four memory tensors. These effects are illustrated
for scalar plane waves and higher-order Gaussian beams. Furthermore, we also present a numerical
comparison between the dynamics of localized wave packets carrying angular momentum and the

spin Hall equations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational waves provide a novel probe of astrophys-
ical phenomena. By encoding information about their
sources, they provide access to highly dynamical systems
with strong gravitational fields. However, gravitational
waves can also being lensed or otherwise affected by the
spacetime through which they propagate, providing infor-
mation also about mass distributions between a source
and its observer. Regardless, gravitational waves are
measured by observing their interactions with different
physical systems. As gravity affects almost every con-
ceivable observation, a wide variety of physical systems
can, in principle, be used as gravitational wave detectors.
While the state of a detector typically varies throughout
its interaction with any passing gravitational wave, there
are cases in which a detector’s state before a wave ar-
rives differs from its state after that wave has left. Such
differences are referred to as gravitational wave memory.

The first prediction of a gravitational memory effect is
typically attributed to Zel’dovich and Polnarev in 1974 [1]
(although see also Ref. [2]), who examined gravitational-
wave bursts generated by the flyby of two massive objects
in linearized general relativity. They found that the initial
and the final separations of pairs of freely falling test par-
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ticles can differ due to the resulting gravitational waves.
Going beyond the weak-field approximation, a nonlinear
memory effect was later obtained by Christodoulou [3]
based on mathematical methods used in the proof of the
stability of Minkowski spacetime [4, 5]. This has as its
physical origin the flux of effective stress-energy which
is associated with the gravitational waves emitted by a
compact system [6, 7]. Motivated in part by observational
prospects [8-10], gravitational wave memory has since
been studied in a wide variety of contexts, primarily using
linearized gravity [11-13], the post-Newtonian approxi-
mation [14-17], or as a device to better understand the
structure of null infinity [13, 18-23]. Memory effects have
also been discussed on black hole horizons [24, 25].
Much of this work has focused on studying aspects
of the spacetime geometry that may be interpreted as
producing permanent changes in the separations of freely
falling test particles. However, gravitational waves can
produce a variety of other persistent changes in the phys-
ical systems through which they pass [26-31]. It is these
changes that we investigate here. Since we are interested
in how gravitational waves affect spatially compact physi-
cal systems—and not on, e.g., the large-scale structure of
those waves or on their sources—we focus on the effects
of gravitational plane waves. More precisely, we work
with plane wave spacetimes, which are exact solutions to
the Einstein field equations. These are a subclass of the
more general family of pp-wave spacetimes, and pp-waves
are, in turn, a subclass of the Kundt family of spacetimes
[32-35]. Regardless, plane wave spacetimes represent a
gravitational-wave analog of the scalar or electromagnetic
plane waves which are well-known in flat spacetime.
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From a global perspective, plane wave spacetimes do
not provide a physically reasonable model of gravitational
radiation: They are not asymptotically flat, or even glob-
ally hyperbolic [36], they carry an infinite amount of
energy, and they do not have sources. Nevertheless, it is
still reasonable to consider these spacetimes as models
of gravitational radiation when considering their effects
on systems with small spatial extent. At large enough
distances, the gravitational waves emitted by compact
sources are expected to be well approximated by the plane
wave geometry. Separately, plane wave spacetimes also
arise as Penrose limits [37-39], and might therefore be
viewed as describing the ultra-relativistic geometries near
arbitrary null geodesics in arbitrary background space-
times. Regardless, plane waves provide particularly clean
models for the effects of gravitational radiation, as it is
possible to consider waves whose curvature is nonzero only
for a finite time. Any system which is affected by such a
wave therefore evolves from one locally flat spacetime to
another, allowing its initial and final states to be easily
compared.

This paper studies gravitational memory effects on
test particles and test fields in plane wave spacetimes.
Unlike in much of the previous work on memory in
plane wave spacetimes [40-50], we allow for gravitational
wave bursts with arbitrary waveforms (see, however, Refs.
[26, 27, 29, 51]). One of our main results is that a large
class of physical observables can be completely expressed
in terms of the so-called Jacobi propagators. These prop-
agators are typically introduced to characterize solutions
to the geodesic deviation equation. However, we show
that they also characterize the behavior of all geodesics,
of massless test particles with longitudinal angular mo-
mentum, and of massless scalar fields. For sandwich wave
spacetimes where the curvature is nonzero only for a finite
time, the Jacobi propagators can be expressed in terms
of four “memory tensors,” three of which are independent.
These tensors are constant, and they fully determine all
scattering processes and observables we consider.

The first memory effects we discuss are those associ-
ated with timelike and null geodesics, which are found to
depend on all four of the aforementioned memory tensors.
The physical character of these effects can, in general,
be considerably more complicated than for the classical
memory effect associated with initially comoving pairs of
timelike geodesics. Null geodesics, for example, exhibit
memory effects that are not only transverse, but also
longitudinal.

Moving beyond the geodesic approximation, we also
consider the scattering of massless particles with longi-
tudinal angular momentum. Such particles move along
non-geodesic null trajectories determined by the gravita-
tional spin Hall equations [52, 53]. These equations are a
special case of the Mathisson-Papapetrou equations [54].
Physically, they describe the trajectories of high-frequency
localized (electromagnetic [53, 55-59], linearized gravita-
tional [60-64], massless Dirac [65], or even some scalar)
wave packets that carry longitudinal angular momentum.

Memory effects for massive spinning particles have instead
been discussed in, e.g., Refs. [28, 29, 66, 67].

The spin Hall description of wave packets is only ap-
proximate, and is restricted to describing the bulk motion
of compact, high-frequency wave packets. However, mem-
ory effects can also be considered for fully generic test
fields', which we consider from several perspectives. We
obtain a general integral formula for the scattering of
scalar test fields, and also derive a result which allows
fields in flat spacetimes to be easily mapped into solutions
in weakly curved sandwich wave spacetimes. Examples
are considered as well, including the exact scattering of
ingoing plane waves, and of scalar fields constructed from
counter-propagating Hermite—Gauss and Laguerre—Gauss
beams. Lastly, we use a numerical implementation of
the Kirchhoff integral to compare exact solutions of the
wave equation with predictions provided by the spin Hall
equations.

This paper is structured as follows. We start in Sec-
tion IT with a presentation of the theoretical tools used for
our study of memory effects. We review the main proper-
ties of plane wave spacetimes and introduce the Jacobi
propagators that solve the geodesic deviation equation.
For sandwich wave spacetimes, we show that the Jacobi
propagators can be entirely expressed in terms of four
memory tensors that completely characterize all scatter-
ing processes discussed in this paper. Section I1I discusses
geodesic motion. Solutions of the geodesic equations are
written in terms of Jacobi propagators, and in the case
of sandwich wave spacetimes, the transverse scattering of
geodesics is expressed very simply in terms of the mem-
ory tensors. We also discuss longitudinal memory effects,
focusing mainly on null geodesics. Section IV examines
the non-geodesic motion of massless spinning particles,
solving the spin Hall equations in terms of the Jacobi
propagators. Memory effects for massless spinning parti-
cles are then expressed using the memory tensors, similar
to the geodesic case. In Section V, we analyze the dy-
namics of massless scalar fields in plane wave spacetimes.
Finally, we present our conclusions in Section VI.

There are five appendices. Appendix A summarizes
our notation. Appendix B describes example plane waves
and their memory tensors. Appendix C reviews Ward’s
[72] progressing-wave solutions for test scalar fields on
plane wave backgrounds, and shows that our Kirchhoff-like
formula Eq. (5.7) is a special case. Appendix D describes
memory effects for charged particles in electromagnetic
plane waves in flat spacetime, which contrasts with the
gravitational memory effects considered elsewhere in this
paper. Finally, Appendix E collects certain technical
results on Hermite-Gauss and Laguerre-Gauss beams.

1 Although we focus here on scalar fields, spin-raising procedures
can be used to map scalar fields into, e.g., electromagnetic vector
potentials or metric perturbations [68-71].



II. PLANE WAVE SPACETIMES AND MEMORY
TENSORS

This section reviews basic properties of plane wave
spacetimes and then introduces a set of four memory
tensors which can be used to describe all observables dis-
cussed in this paper. Section IT A begins by reviewing
the basic physical and geometric properties of plane wave
spacetimes. Section II B then reviews the Jacobi propaga-
tors and their properties in a plane wave context. Next,
Section II C specializes to sandwich wave spacetimes and
introduces the memory tensors. Lastly, Section IT D shows
that for weak gravitational waves, all four memory tensors
are determined by the zeroth, the first, and the second
moments of the gravitational waveform.

A. Review of plane wave spacetimes

Exact plane wave spacetimes are commonly specified
in one of two classes of coordinate systems: Brinkmann
or Rosen. Each of these coordinate systems has its ad-
vantages and disadvantages. For example, the Einstein
field equations are trivial in Brinkmann coordinates, but
not in Rosen. In contrast, many geodesics look trivial in
Rosen coordinates but not in Brinkmann. Rosen coordi-
nates are also directly related to the transverse-traceless
gauge which is commonly used in first-order perturbation
theory, so the waveforms that are natural in that context
are somewhat more familiar than the waveforms which ap-
pear in Brinkmann coordinates. A detailed discussion of
these and other differences can be found in Refs. [27, 39].
Further properties of plane wave spacetimes are reviewed
in, e.g., Refs. [26, 32, 34, 35, 73, 74].

Except in Section V C and Appendix C below, we focus
mainly on using Brinkmann coordinates (u,v,z,y) to
describe gravitational plane waves. The line element is
then given by

ds? = —2dudv + dz? + dy? + Hy;(u)z’2?du?,  (2.1)

where the indices i,7j,... are associated with the two
“transverse” and spacelike coordinates z = z! and y = z2.
The “phase” coordinate u is null, and constant-u hypersur-
faces may be viewed as the wavefronts of the gravitational
wave. The waveform here is described by H;; = H;;)(u),
and the exact Einstein field equations require only that
this be trace-free in vacuum. Therefore, any 2 X 2 sym-
metric, trace-free, matrix function of one variable may be
used to describe the waveform of a vacuum gravitational
wave. The two free scalar functions that make up that
matrix may be viewed as waveforms associated with the
two polarization states of the gravitational wave. Unlike
gravitational waveforms which might be familiar from
flat-spacetime perturbation theory in transverse-traceless
gauge, H;; has units of curvature. In fact, all nontrivial
Riemann components follow from

Rivju = —H;j. (2.2)

If H;; vanishes on a particular v = constant wavefront,
the spacetime there is at least locally flat. If H;; is nonzero
in a region but can be diagonalized using a constant (i.e.,
u-independent) rotation, the wave is said to be linearly
polarized in that region.

Geometrically, Brinkmann coordinates are a type of
Fermi normal coordinate system whose origin is the null
geodesic v = 2 = 0. As is typical in Fermi coordinates,
the presence of curvature results in the metric components
growing quadratically as one moves away from the origin.
In plane wave spacetimes, this quadratic growth rate is,
in fact, exact; it is given by the Hijxixj du? term in the
Brinkmann line element. In a generic spacetime, quadratic
growth in the metric components would instead appear
only as a leading-order approximation near the origin.

This suggests that plane wave metrics can describe
the leading-order terms in an expansion of the metric
around generic null geodesics in generic spacetimes. In-
deed, it was shown in Ref. [38] that if Fermi coordinates
are applied to an arbitrary null geodesic in an arbitrary
spacetime, there is a sense in which the leading-order met-
ric near that geodesic is always a gravitational plane wave
in Brinkmann coordinates. The particular plane wave
that results from this process is called the Penrose limit
[37, 39] of the reference null geodesic, and the relevant
H;; is determined by certain components of the Riemann
tensor along the reference geodesic. The Penrose limit
thus provides a sense in which plane wave geometries
generically encode local aspects of arbitrary spacetimes
as seen by ultra-relativistic observers. Of course, plane
waves also model local aspects of the far-field gravitational
radiation emitted by compact sources, even for observers
which are not in any sense relativistic.

Given a particular plane wave spacetime, the
Brinkmann coordinates are not unique. Different frame
vectors can be used to construct the relevant Fermi co-
ordinates, and the origins of those coordinates can also
be translated. The net effect of these choices is that any
Brinkmann coordinate system (u, v, z,y) can be related
to any other Brinkmann coordinate system (4, 9, &, §) via
the transformations [32]

U=

(u — up), it = r'j[xj - :c%(u)], (2.3a)

2

b= y{v + 0i[3af(v) — 2] (u) — vol, (2.3b)
where v > 0, ug, and vy are arbitrary constants, rij is
a constant orthogonal matrix, and z,(u) is any 2-vector
which satisfies the differential equation

i = H'x). (2.4)
Here and below, dots denote derivatives with respect to
the phase coordinate u. The matrix r*; can be used to
effect rotations or reflections in the transverse coordi-
nates, while v is a Lorentz factor associated with lon-
gitudinal boosts. Varying uy and vy instead allows one
to rigidly translate the coordinates u and v. As elabo-
rated in Section ITT A below, the 2-vector z}(u) can be



used to recenter the origin around any desired geodesic.
Regardless, a comparison with Eq. (2.1) shows that the
coordinate transformation (2.3) preserves the Brinkmann
line element while transforming the waveform into
Hij(@) = 7*r*or' s Hy (v + ). (2.5)
Any given Brinkmann waveform is, therefore, unique up
to a small number of simple transformations.
All vacuum plane waves are Petrov type N spacetimes
wherever they are not flat, and the associated principal
null direction is tangent to

% = —g°PV zu. (2.6)

This can be interpreted as describing the direction in
which the gravitational wave propagates. A calculation
shows that

Vo lP =0, (2.7)

so ¢“ is also a Killing vector field which generates null
translations within each wavefront. In fact, plane wave
spacetimes admit at least four Killing vector fields in
addition to ¢, which may be viewed as generators for
the transformations which are associated with the xf(u)
in Eq. (2.3). These Killing fields may be shown to have
the form

(255 (1)]Dy + 2 (u)0; (2.8)

where the 2-vector Z¢(u) is any solution to the differential
equation

E'=H";5. (2.9)
It has been shown in Ref. [75] that the symmetry structure
of plane wave spacetimes is related to the Carroll group
that arises as the ¢ — 0 contraction of the Poincaré group
[76].

The Killing vectors of plane wave spacetimes can be
understood more intuitively by considering the globally
flat case in which H;; vanishes. In that context, all five
Killing vectors reduce to

Oy, ;, 240y + ud;. (2.10)

The first three of these vector fields clearly generate trans-
lations. The final two can be more easily interpreted if
inertial coordinates

t=—(@w+u)

L
V2 ’ 2

are introduced to supplement x and y, in which case

(2.11)

20, + ud; = 1 [(xiat +19;) — (20; — xiaz)] . (2.12)
V2

The two bracketed terms here generate a transverse boost
in the 2* direction and a rotation in the z-z* plane. Grav-
itational plane waves may thus be viewed as being pre-
served by the composition of these two operations (suit-

ably generalized), but not by either operation on its own.

Said differently, applying a transverse boost to a gravita-
tional plane wave is equivalent to rotating its propagation
direction. The vector fields in Eq. (2.12) can alternatively
be interpreted as “null rotations” whose action preserves
the null vector £¢.

One justification for describing gravitational plane wave
spacetimes as “plane waves” is that the five Killing fields
(2.10) are exactly those Killing fields that preserve elec-
tromagnetic plane waves in flat spacetime [77]. More
precisely, consider any field strength

Fop = o Apg (u) (2.13)

in flat spacetime, where A, is restricted only to be or-
thogonal to ¢*. Then L¢F,p = 0 for all £* in Eq. (2.10).
Except in Appendix D, we nevertheless focus only on
vacuum gravitational plane waves.

Plane wave spacetimes admit many types of symme-
tries in addition to the Killing fields described above
[78, 79]. An example which is useful in the following is
the homothety

X0, = 200, + '0;, (2.14)

which satisfies £3gap = 2go5. This is a special type of
conformal Killing vector field which describes a kind of
self-similarity in plane wave spacetimes. Indeed, A* gener-
ates the 1-parameter family of finite dilations (u,v,z%)
(u, e*v, e2?), which rescale the metric by ¢ while leav-
ing invariant the null geodesic v = 2* = 0. An analogous
self-similarity is also present in flat-spacetime electromag-
netic plane waves, in the sense that £ F,z = Fi,3 when
F,p is given by Eq. (2.13). In the gravitational case, A*
is useful because, just like ordinary Killing vector fields,
homotheties generate conservation laws for geodesics [80].
We find below that homotheties—and more generally, all
conformal Killing vector fields—also generate conservation
laws for the spin Hall equations.

B. Jacobi propagators

One of the main conclusions of prior work on plane wave
spacetimes is that essentially all interesting observables
can be written in terms of solutions to the geodesic devia-
tion (or Jacobi) equation [26, 27, 29, 31, 74, 81]. Moreover,
the many symmetries of these spacetimes allow us to focus
only on geodesic deviation in the two-dimensional space
which is transverse to the wave’s propagation direction.
The Jacobi equation then reduces to Eq. (2.4), or equiva-
lently to Eq. (2.9). Solutions to these equations describe
not only coordinate freedoms and the symmetries of the
spacetime, but also its complete geodesic structure, includ-
ing gravitational wave memory effects and all standard
observables in gravitational lensing. Even effects involving
low-frequency wave propagation can be extracted from so-
lutions of the geodesic deviation equation [82]. We show
below that such solutions also describe the motion of
massless spinning particles—models for localized massless
wave packets which carry angular momentum.



The Jacobi equation is linear, so all of its solutions
can be written in terms of two particular solutions to its
matrix generalization

O’E;; = Hy E";. (2.15)
It is often convenient to choose these particular solutions
to be the two two-point functions A;;(u,u’) and B;j(u,u’)
that satisfy the matrix Jacobi equation together with the
initial conditions

[Aij] = [0uBij] = 05, [0uAy] = [Biz] = 0. (2.16)
Here and below, |...] denotes the “coincidence limit” in
which v — «'. We refer to A;; and B;; as the “Jacobi
propagators” for the given plane wave spacetime. In terms
of them, any solution to the differential equation (2.9)
has the form

Zi(u) = Ay (0,02 () + By, o \E (W), (2.17)
where Z%(u’) and Z(u/) are initial data for that equation.
Under the coordinate transformations in Eq. (2.3), the
Jacobi propagators transform via

Aij = Tkirleklv Bij = 771TkirljBkl. (2.18)

In addition to their use in plane wave spacetimes
[26, 29, 74, 82], Jacobi propagators or similar structures
have also been applied in more general spacetimes. They
have, for example, been essential to understanding the
motion of extended bodies [83, 84], particularly because
they can be used to construct generalized Killing vec-
tors [85]. Closely related ideas have also been used to
understand gravitational lensing in generic spacetimes
[86-92]. Although this paper focuses only on plane wave
spacetimes, many of the properties of the Jacobi propa-
gators that we discuss remain valid also in more general
spacetimes [31, 86, 90, 92].

Given a particular waveform H;;, it is at least con-
ceptually straightforward to compute the corresponding
Jacobi propagators. Although exact analytic calculations
are rarely practical?, approximations in powers of the
curvature are easily obtained; see Section II D below and
also Ref. [27]. Numerical calculations which place no re-
strictions on H;; are straightforward as well. Regardless,
the problem of computing A;; and B;; for a particular
H;; can be considered separately from the problem of
describing observables in terms of A;; and B;;. It is only
this latter problem with which most of this paper is con-
cerned. Once the Jacobi propagators associated with a
particular plane wave are known, essentially all interesting
observables can be straightforwardly determined in terms
of them.

2 One analytic example is nevertheless discussed in Appendix B 1
below, where the Jacobi propagators are computed for a finite-
width square wave.

Before we turn to this, it is useful to first recall some
general identities that are satisfied by all Jacobi propa-
gators. Our starting point is to note that given any two
solutions E;;(u) and E;;(u) to the matrix Jacobi equation
(2.15), their Wronskian is necessarily conserved:

Eki(’ﬂuEkj - EkjauEk,» = constant. (219)
This can be used to derive a number of useful identities
[26, 29, 31, 74, 92|. First, using Eq. (2.19) with E;; = A;;
and F;; = B;; results in the constraint
A¥:0,By; — Bijou A" = 6,5, (2.20)
which implies that there is some overlap in the information
which is encoded in A4;; and in B;;.

In fact, considerably more can be said about this over-
lap. Noting that 0,/ B;; satisfies the same matrix Jacobi
equation as A;; and B;j, the coincidence limits

(0w Bij] = —0ij,

imply that

Ajj(u,u') = =0y Bij(u,u'). (2.22)
Knowledge of B;; alone is therefore sufficient to obtain
A;j. Applying a similar argument for d,v A;; instead of
Oy B;j results in
Bik(u,u’)ij(u’) = —8u/Aij(u,u’). (223)
Although this could be used to derive B;; from A;; when
H;;(u') is invertible, this is often not the case. Eq. (2.22)
is therefore more useful than Eq. (2.23); it implies that
we can write everything of interest purely in terms of B;;.
In general, neither A;; nor B;; is symmetric. However,
appropriate substitutions into Eq. (2.19) can be used to
show that the matrices
Api0u A%, Brd,B*;, By Aj* (2.24)
are necessarily symmetric [26]. Lastly, we note that if
the arguments of A;; and B;; are swapped, conserved
Wronskians can be used to show that

Bij(u,u') = —Bji(u,u),
8uAij(u,u’) = —au/Aji(u’,u).

(2.25a)
(2.25b)

The first of these identities is a version of Etherington’s
reciprocity relation [93, 94] as applied to plane wave space-
times (although more general versions of that relation can
be obtained using an essentially identical argument).

C. Sandwich waves and memory tensors

A particularly clean model for a gravitational wave
burst—or perhaps the Penrose limit of a null geodesic



FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of a sandwich wave. The geometry
is curved only when the phase coordinate u lies in the region
Zc. The locally flat regions to the future or to the past of the
gravitational wave are characterized by u coordinates in Z4 or
in Z_, respectively. A memory effect is also illustrated using
the worldlines of two freely falling objects: Interaction with
the gravitational wave is seen to change their relative velocity.

which has been scattered by a compact system—is pro-
vided by a plane wave in which H;;(u) vanishes for all
u outside some finite interval Zo C R. All points whose
u coordinates lie outside that interval are locally flat, so
observers will experience a curved gravitational wave re-
gion “sandwiched” between two flat regions, as illustrated
in Fig. 1. We refer to the u coordinates associated with
the flat region to the future of the gravitational wave
by Z, C R and the flat region to its past by Z_ C R.
Almost all further discussion in this paper is confined to
“sandwich waves” such as these (or occasionally to waves
whose curvature decays very rapidly outside some finite
u interval). Since both the initial and the final geome-
tries are flat in a sandwich wave, it is straightforward to
understand different types of scattering processes.

As remarked above, many observables in plane wave
spacetimes can be written in terms of the Jacobi prop-
agators A;; and B;;. Since it follows from Eq. (2.22)
that A;; can be easily computed from B;;, our first step
is to determine the properties of B;; in sandwich wave
spacetimes. To do so, first note that in any region where
H,; vanishes, it follows from Eq. (2.15) that

Bij(u,u') = Cyj(w') + uDy;(u'), (2.26)
for some Cj;(u’) and some D;;(u'). If the waveform van-
ishes throughout the region between the wavefronts pa-
rameterized by u and by «/, the initial data in Eq. (2.16)
implies that Cj;(u') = —u/d;; and D;;(u') = d;5, so

Aij(u, ') =055, Byj(u,u') = (u—u)dy;. (2.27)
This is globally valid in Minkowski spacetime. In nontriv-
ial sandwich wave spacetimes, it is valid whenever u and
u' are either both in Z, or both in Z_.

The Jacobi propagators are more interesting when, for
example, u' lies in Z_ while u lies in Z,. In that case,

B;j(u,u’) is given by Eq. (2.26) and

Byj(u',u) = Cij(u) +u'Dyj(u) (2.28)
for some Cy;(u) and some D;;(u). Using Eq. (2.25a) to
relate both of these expressions shows that

Cij (Ul) + ’U,Dij (u') = —C'ji(u) - u’Dji(u), (229)

which can be true only when Cj;(v'), C;;(u), D;;(u'),
and D;;(u) are all affine functions of their arguments. It

follows that there must exist four “memory tensors” Mi(ji")
such that

Bij(u, ') = (u—u')d;; + M7+ ubl}™

17 rd>d 13 rd>v
—u' M7 — wu' M. (2.30)
These tensors are all constant. Applying Eq. (2.22), it
also follows that

Aij (u, u’) = 6ij + Midjﬁd + uMldjﬁv, (231)
which does not depend on u’. If the roles of u and v’ are
reversed, so u' lies in Z, while u lies in Z_, Egs. (2.22)
and (2.25a) can be used to show that Eq. (2.30) is replaced
by

Bij(u,u') = (u—u')d;; — M}’fd + qufd

— W/ MY + i MY, (2.32)
while Eq. (2.31) is replaced by
Aij(u,u) =05 + M7V — MY, (2.33)

Regardless, although there is an infinite-dimensional space
of possible waveforms, it follows from these results that
the effects of those waveforms on the Jacobi propagators
are encoded in the finite-dimensional space of possible
memory tensors—at least outside Zo. Comparison with
Eq. (2.27) shows that all memory tensors vanish when the
spacetime is globally flat. More generally, the memory
tensors can be computed by integrating the matrix Jacobi
equation (2.15) through the curved region Zo. Even
when exact analytic solutions are not available, numerical
computations are straightforward. Some examples are
discussed in Appendix B.

While results equivalent to Egs. (2.30) and (2.31) have
been derived before [26], describing the various terms in
the Jacobi propagators as “memory tensors” is new. We
shall see in Section III B below—in particular in Eqgs. (3.9)
and (3.10)—that the superscripts on the memory tensors
roughly explain how they affect pairs of geodesics: The
“displacement-displacement memory” M} determines
how initial relative displacements affect final relative dis-
placements, the “velocity-displacement memory” Mi"fd
determines how initial relative velocities affect final rela-
tive displacements, the “displacement-velocity memory”
M2V determines how initial relative displacements affect
final relative velocities, and the “velocity-velocity memory”



M3 determines how initial relative velocities affect final
relative velocities. Midj*" has dimension (length) !, Midj”1
and MY are dimensionless, and MZ-V]ﬁd has dimension
(length)!.

Our displacement-velocity memory MZ*V is closely re-
lated to what has been referred to elsewhere as the “veloc-
ity memory” [27, 28, 31, 40, 41, 95|. However, the final rel-
ative velocities of two geodesics depend not only on their
initial displacements, but also on their initial velocities.
This motivates us to adopt a more precise terminology
that distinguishes between contributions associated with
initial displacements and contributions associated with
initial velocities. What we call velocity-velocity mem-
ory M;’f" is closely related to what has been referred to
before as the “kick memory” [31, 96]. Our displacement-
displacement memory is instead related to what has previ-
ously been referred to as “the” memory tensor [12, 25, 97],
or sometimes (at least part of) the “displacement memory”
[28]. Lastly, our Mi"j*d is related to what has previously
been referred to as the “subleading displacement memory”
[28] or the “drift memory” [31], which is in turn connected
to the “spin” [18] and the “center-of-mass” [21] memories.

Regardless of terminology, the goal in much of this
paper is to determine how various observables depend
on the four memory tensors. From this perspective, it is
important to know which memory tensors are “possible”
(for some waveform) and which are not: The space of
possible memory tensors is not equivalent to the space of
four 2 x 2 matrices. Instead, the memory tensors are, for
example, constrained by the conserved Wronskian (2.20).
In combination with Egs. (2.30) and (2.31), this implies
that

VoV d->d _ d>v g sv-d d->d g svov
MY — MY = M7 v M — MY Mz (2.34b)

Additional constraints would result from instead com-
bining the conserved Wronskian with the time-reversed
Jacobi propagators given by Egs. (2.32) and (2.33). Addi-
tional constraints can also be generated by antisymmetriz-
ing the symmetric tensors in Eq. (2.24). For example,
Eq. (2.30) and the symmetry of B;“@uBkj implies that
M4 — M7 = M7 MY — MMy, (2.35)
Regardless, Eq. (2.34a) allows the velocity-velocity mem-
ory M;7”" to be computed from the other three memory
tensors. In a weak-field limit where terms quadratic in
the curvature are ignored, it implies that
MY = =M+ O(H?). (2.36)
Equations (2.34b) and (2.35) instead constrain the anti-
symmetric components of ij*v and Mivj”d, implying that
those components vanish in a weak-field limit. In fact,

we shall see in Section IID below that all four memory
tensors are symmetric (and also trace-free) in such a limit.
It may be noted that our definition for the memory
tensors in terms of B;; effectively singles out the u = 0 hy-
perplane as a “reference” hypersurface. However, there is
nothing intrinsically special about this choice, and others
can be used instead. Referencing a different u = constant
hypersurface is very similar to performing a constant
translation of the u coordinate, which transforms one
Brinkmann coordinate system into another. It is there-
fore interesting to understand how the memory tensors are
related to each other in different Brinkmann coordinate
systems. Using the general Brinkmann-to-Brinkmann co-
ordinate transformation (2.3), comparison of Egs. (2.18)
and (2.30) shows that the memory tensors transform via

MY = ekt My, (2.37a)
MY =k j (MY = wo M), (2.37b)
M = ok (M7 4 uo M), (2.37¢)
Mivj»d _ ’Yilrki'f'lj [M]\Czl»d o unggfv

+ug(MyY — Mir )], (2.37d)

Varying the origin of the u coordinate by varying ug
thus mixes the various memory tensors. In some cases,
this freedom can be used to eliminate certain memory
tensors. However, varying uy can never affect Midj*" or

Midfd + MY, both of which are invariant up to overall
scalings and orthogonal transformations. As noted above,
ijﬁd + M;;”" always vanishes at least through first order
in the curvature. We shall see in Section IID below that
in many (though not all) cases, MidfV also vanishes at
first order.

Although our primary concern in this paper is with
gravitational waves, it can be instructive to compare with
the electromagnetic case. Appendix D considers charged-
particle scattering in an electromagnetic sandwich wave
in flat spacetime, and shows that instead of obtaining four
rank-2 memory tensors, there are two memory vectors in
that context. These are essentially the zeroth and the
first moments of the electromagnetic waveform A;. We
now show that at leading order, the gravitational memory
tensors are instead given by the zeroth, the first, and the
second moments of the gravitational waveform H;;.

D. Approximate memory tensors

If a gravitational wave is weak, which means that the
memory tensors are all “small,” they can be related to the
waveform by perturbatively solving Egs. (2.15) and (2.16).
Through second order in the curvature Hjj, a straightfor-
ward calculation shows that



u

’

Bij(u,u’) = (u—u')d;; +/

u

Applying Eq. (2.22) then results in

u

Aij (u,u’) = 5ij +/

!

Both of these expressions are valid for all u, for all u/,
and for all plane waves in which the relevant integrals
exist; they are not restricted only to sandwich waves.
One implication is that the first-order contributions to
the Jacobi propagators are always symmetric and trace-
free in vacuum. However, antisymmetric components and
nonzero traces can arise at second order [27, 29].

If we restrict ourselves to sandwich wave spacetimes,
the leading-order memory tensors can be extracted by
comparing Eq. (2.38) with Eq. (2.30). Through first order
in the curvature, this results in

MY :/ dw H;j(w) + O(H?), (2.40a)
VvV o d-d 2
Mg = —M™" + O(H")

= / dwwH;j(w) + O(H?), (2.40b)

M7 = —/ dww?H,j(w) + O(H?). (2.40c)

In vacuum, all four memory tensors are therefore sym-
metric and trace-free at leading order. They encode the
zeroth, the first, and the second moments of H;;. These
are all that are needed (at leading order) for the observ-
ables considered in this paper. However, higher moments
of the waveform can be relevant for certain other “persis-
tent observables” [28, 31].

If a plane wave spacetime is viewed as a “local” ide-
alization of the far-field geometry around a radiating
compact system in an asymptotically flat spacetime,
the quadrupole approximation [98] suggests that the
waveform—which is a curvature, not a transverse-traceless
metric perturbation—must be proportional to the fourth
derivative of the system’s quadrupole moment. If all grav-
itational waves are sourced, for example, by a violent
collision or by an explosion involving multiple masses,
then the third derivatives of the quadrupole moment
would be expected to vanish at both early and late times
[27, 46, 99]. The waveform would thus be given by

H;j(u) = 048 (u),

where $);;(u) vanishes for all u € Z,.. Substitution into
Eq. (2.40a) shows that in this case, the displacement-
velocity memory vanishes through first order in the cur-
vature. Although Einstein’s equations do not constrain

(2.41)

du (u = w) (w0~ ) g ) + [

du (=) [#w) + [0’ (0= ) ) Hig ') + OU).

w

’

dw' (w —w')(w' — u’)Hik(w)ij(w’)] + O(H?).
(2.38)

(2.39)

’

(

Midj*V purely in a plane wave context, they are likely to
do so for the plane waves which are local approximations
of astrophysically relevant gravitational waves.

Nevertheless, vanishing displacement-velocity memory
is not typically a feature of the plane waves that arise from
Penrose limits. For example, the Penrose limit of a null
geodesic with angular momentum L in a Schwarzschild
spacetime with mass M is [39]

3SML?

Hi;(u) = [r(u)]5dlag[1’ 15,
where 7(u) denotes the areal radius of the given geodesic®.
Since 3M L?/[r(u)]®> > 0, substitution into Eq. (2.40a)
shows that, except in the radial case where L = 0, the
displacement-velocity memory cannot vanish at first order
in Hlj

It may also be noted that if we again assume a waveform
given by Eq. (2.41), use of Eq. (2.39) shows that although
Midj*V vanishes at first order in the curvature, it cannot
vanish at second order:

(2.42)

1 o0
Mzdjﬁv =73 [/ duH™ (u)Hri(w) | 6;5 + O(H?). (2.43)

Initially comoving geodesics are therefore focused isotrop-
ically in the two transverse directions. That MY must
be nonzero at second order is closely related to statements
in, e.g., Refs. [40, 41] that it is impossible for the velocity
memory to vanish.

Unless otherwise noted, we place no constraints below
on the leading-order behavior of M3?Y. We also do not
assume that H;; necessarily has the form (2.41).

III. GEODESIC MOTION AND MEMORY
EFFECTS

The Jacobi propagators discussed in the previous sec-
tion govern all properties of geodesics in plane wave space-

3 This is technically not a sandwich wave. However, if the null
geodesic is only scattered—and not captured or bound—its radius
grows rapidly as u — Foco. Memory tensors then remain a useful
concept. The same could not be said for, e.g., the Penrose
limit which is associated with a circular null geodesic in which
r(u) = 3M.
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Example transverse coordinates of a geodesic in a sandwich wave spacetime. The geodesic has a vanishing initial

velocity in the y direction but not in the z direction, and there is a clear (non-diagonal) velocity-velocity memory. However,
note the different vertical scales in these plots. The gravitational wave profile used here is given by Eq. (B.10) in Appendix B,
with center point Uy = 0, frequency v = 5/U, curvature lengthscales l4 = Ix = U/+/2, and phases ¢» = 0 and ¢ = —7/2.
This wave might be interpreted as circularly polarized with a Gaussian profile. These plots also employ units in which the
characteristic burst width U is equal to unity. The shaded region roughly corresponds to the curved region Z¢; at the edge of
the shading, the exponential in the waveform is 0.002 times its maximum value.

times*. We now make this explicit by describing how

geodesics are scattered in sandwich wave spacetimes. Sec-
tion IIT A begins by reviewing known results on geodesics
in plane wave spacetimes. Those results are then spe-
cialized to sandwich waves in Section IIIB, where the
memory tensors introduced above are used to describe
the transverse properties of scattered geodesics. “Time-
reversed” memory tensors, which describe initial states in
terms of final states, are also derived there. Section IIIC
completes the treatment of geodesic motion by describing
both transverse and longitudinal memory effects. We
focus in particular on how null geodesics are affected by
gravitational wave memory, which differs considerably
from the more typical cases involving slowly moving time-
like geodesics. Lastly, Section IIID explains how memory
tensors affect Synge’s world function, which provides an
alternative way to encode the geodesics of sandwich wave
spacetimes. As an application, we describe how memory
effects deform light cones.

A. Geodesics in plane wave spacetimes

The geodesic structure of plane wave spacetimes has
been extensively described in, e.g., Refs. [39, 74]. To
briefly review the results needed here, suppose that z(7)
describes an affinely parametrized geodesic. Then, since
¢« is Killing, ¢,dz®/dT = —du/d7 must be constant. If
that constant vanishes, the geodesic lies on a u = constant
hypersurface, and is either spacelike or null. However, the
vast majority of geodesics are not of that type, and in all

4 In more general spacetimes, Jacobi propagators only encode the
behavior of nearby geodesics.

such cases, we are free to identify the affine parameter 7
with u. Doing so,

o = —1.
du

(3.1)

The two transverse coordinates of a geodesic are then
given by
z'(u) = A% (u,u )2’ (u') + B (u,u)d? (u'), (3.2)

where A;; and B;; are the Jacobi propagators introduced
in Section II B. In terms of this transverse motion, the v
coordinate of a geodesic may be shown to be

v(u) = v(u) + k(u —u')

. . 3.3
@) - W), )
where
1 dz® dz?
S (34)

is a constant. If a geodesic is timelike, x > 0; if it is
null, K = 0. Nevertheless, there exist families of timelike
geodesics in which the limits Kk — 0 and x — oo both
approach null geodesics. This is described in more detail
below Eq. (3.18).

Regardless, it follows from Egs. (3.2) and (3.3) that all
interesting properties of geodesics in plane wave space-
times are determined by their two transverse coordinates
2%, which are in turn determined by the two Jacobi prop-
agators A;; and B;;. Moreover, whether a geodesic is
timelike, null, or spacelike affects only its v coordinate.
Some examples of geodesics in specific plane wave space-
times are plotted in Figs. 2 and 3. Additional examples
may be found in, e.g., Refs. [40, 41, 46, 100].



As noted above, the Brinkmann coordinates used in
this paper are essentially Fermi normal coordinates con-
structed around the null geodesic z*(u) = v(u) = 0. How-
ever, there is nothing physically distinct about this ori-
gin. If we choose any other null geodesic, appropriate
choices for x{(u) and for vy in the coordinate transfor-
mation (2.3) may be used to construct Brinkmann co-
ordinates (@, %,4%) in which that geodesic is given by
#4(@) = 9(4) = 0. Moreover, doing so does not change
the waveform. Similar recenterings may also be performed
for non-null geodesics, which can always be mapped to
#%(4) = 0 and 9(@) = kii+constant. These results provide
a sense in which the plane wave spacetimes are indeed pla-
nar; the origin is of no intrinsic geometrical significance.
The freedom to recenter is also useful below, where it
allows us, without loss of generality, to place a geodesic
observer at the origin.

One last point to note is that plane wave spacetimes
generically admit caustics, or more precisely conjugate
points. Given a pair of points in a plane wave spacetime,
there typically exists exactly one geodesic that passes
between them. However, if two points have phase coordi-
nates v and v’ in which

det B;j(u,u’) =0, (3.5)

there are either an infinite number of connecting geodesics
or there are none [74]. The pairs of hypersurfaces
u' = constant and u = constant are then referred to
as “conjugate hyperplanes.” All null geodesics emanating
from a point on the v/ = constant hypersurface are fo-
cused into either a line or (in exceptional cases) a point
on the u = constant hypersurface. Timelike geodesics
are instead focused into either two- or one-dimensional
subsets of that three-dimensional hypersurface. In the
case of a sandwich wave, fixing some v’ € Z_ results in at
most two solutions to Eq. (3.5) in which u € Z; [26]. An
example with one solution is described in Appendix B 1
below.

B. Transverse memory effects in sandwich wave
spacetimes

Before a gravitational wave arrives and after it has left,
all geodesics in a sandwich wave spacetime are straight
lines in Brinkmann coordinates. However, these lines are
not necessarily trivial continuations of one other; geodesics
are scattered by the gravitational wave in the curved
region Zc. We now show that all possible scatterings
are determined by the memory tensors introduced in
Section I1C above.

If initial data 2/* = 2%(v’) and @'* = @%(u/) for a partic-
ular geodesic is specified at the phase coordinate v’ € 7_,
and if u € T, it follows from Egs. (2.30), (2.31) and (3.2)
that the transverse displacement at late times is

zi(u) = (65 + MEP 4+ uMP V) (a7 —u'd7)

+ MY+ u(Siy + MY)]EY. (3.6)
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FIG. 3. Scattering of a bundle of initially parallel
geodesics traveling in the z-direction, illustrating a nontrivial
displacement-velocity effect. The sandwich gravitational wave
(shaded region) is seen to act as a lens for these geodesics.
The waveform and other conventions here are the same as in
Fig. 2.

Differentiation with respect to u gives the final transverse
velocity

& (u) = (0;5 + Mi"f")i’j + Mff"(x’j —d'#7).  (3.7)
These equations are exact, and can be used to predict the
results of various memory experiments that compare the
initial and the final states of freely falling objects.

One consequence is that the memory tensors can be
viewed as the components of a linear map which relates
the initial and the final transverse states of all geodesics
in a sandwich wave spacetime. In particular, the memory
tensors determine a “scattering matrix” S that relates the
initial transverse displacements and the initial transverse
velocities to the final transverse displacements and the
final transverse velocities. In order to construct this
matrix, it is first convenient to introduce the initial and
the final “projected displacements”

o = a'(u) —ui'(u), 2t =2'()—ui' W), (3.8)
which do not depend on precisely how we choose u or
u’. Physically, these are the transverse coordinates which
the initial and the final geodesics would have if they
were extrapolated onto the u = 0 hypersurface while
ignoring any intervening curvature; see Fig. 4. Regardless,
if we additionally define® i, = @'(u) and #* = i'(u),
Egs. (3.6) and (3.7) imply that

i J
x’ xl
g 1=8S1"5), 3.9
@)-sG) w
where the scattering matrix is
(G + M My
§= < Mldj»v 5”_ _|_Mivj»v (3'10)

5 Despite the notation, the :Eit are not derivatives of :Eit
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FIG. 4. The projected displacements z’y and X1. Following
Eq. (3.8), the constants z% denote the flat projections of
the two transverse coordinates of the initial and the final
geodesics onto the hypersurface u = 0. Following Eq. (3.17),
the constants X1 denote the flat projections of the three
Cartesian coordinates of the initial and the final geodesics onto
the hypersurface t = 0. Dashed lines denote extrapolations of
the worldlines which ignore the spacetime curvature.

This justifies the names for the memory tensors that
were introduced in Section IIC above: Midfd is
the displacement-displacement memory, MidfV is the
displacement-velocity memory, and so on.

The scattering matrix S determines the final state of a
system in terms of its initial state. However, the initial
state can instead be determined from the final state by
using Egs. (2.32) and (2.33) to show that

i J
T} _g-1(T+
()= (): 1
where
_ Sij + MYPY =My
§ 1= ( ig N 7 d). (3.12)
—Mjf dij + Mjf

This inverse can also be derived from Eq. (3.10)
using the memory tensor identities in Egs. (2.34)
and (2.35). Regardless, it follows that all in-
formation contained in the “future-directed” mem-
ory tensors (Mffd,M;"f",M;’j”d,Mff") can be equiv-
alently encoded in their “past-directed” counterparts
(Mffd,Mi"j”, Mi"j“d, ij“’), which are related via

ded __ VoV
Maed = 47,

dev __ v=>d
MY = —M3e,

VeV d-d
MY = + M
n{V«d

ij

d
—M5. (3.13)
The memory tensor Mldj“’, for example, describes how
final transverse velocities affect initial transverse displace-
ments.
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No matter which memory tensors are employed, the
scattering matrix S plays a similar role to the ABCD
ray transfer matrix, which is used in optics to describe
the propagation of light rays through optical elements in
the paraxial approximation [101, 102] (see also Ref. [90]
for an implementation of the ABCD ray transfer matrix
for light propagation in general relativity). Thus, the
transverse action of plane gravitational waves on test
particles can be compared to that of lenses and other
optical elements on light rays. The focusing mentioned
above in connection with conjugate hyperplanes is, e.g.,
reminiscent of the focusing of a nearby point source by
a lens. Focusing of initially parallel rays instead occurs
when det 4;;(u,v') = 0 [rather than det B;;(u,u’) = 0],
and an example of this is presented in Fig. 3. In both
cases, however, focusing by vacuum gravitational waves
is typically astigmatic.

It may also be noted that the transverse scattering of a
geodesic by a gravitational plane wave may be compared
with the transverse scattering of a charged particle by an
electromagnetic plane wave. It is shown in Appendix D
that, unlike their gravitational counterparts, electromag-
netic memory effects do not depend on a particle’s initial
state; they are “inhomogeneous.”

C. Transverse and longitudinal memory effects in
three-dimensional space

The scattering matrix S provides a simple relation be-
tween the gravitational memory tensors and the two trans-
verse coordinates of a scattered geodesic. However, this
simplicity can be misleading. The longitudinal dynamics
can be considerably more complicated, particularly in the
inertial coordinates which are most natural in the flat
regions to the past and to the future of the gravitational
wave. We now provide a full three-dimensional picture of
geodesic scattering in sandwich wave spacetimes, includ-
ing both longitudinal and transverse effects. Unlike in the
purely transverse discussion above, there are significant
differences between the behaviors of slowly and rapidly
moving geodesics (including null geodesics).

Before a gravitational wave arrives, it follows from
Egs. (3.3) and (3.8) that any geodesic which is not confined
to a u = constant hypersurface may be parameterized by

v(u) =v- +u(k + %@jii_j:j_), (3.14a)

' (u) = 2* +udt, (3.14b)

where x, v_, 2, and &% are all constant. After the wave

has left,

(3.15a)
(3.15b)

v(u) = vy +ulk + %émaﬁxﬂ),
a'(u) = 2’ +ud',,

where v, :Uf,r, and xi are also constant. The final trans-
verse state (z', ) is related to the initial transverse



state (z°,4% ) via Eq. (3.9), while v, and v_ are related
via

vy =v_ + 16;(aldd — 2t dl). (3.16)
Although these expressions encode all transverse and lon-
gitudinal aspects of geodesic scattering in sandwich wave
spacetimes, the parameters used here are not particularly
intuitive. Real observers would not naturally be inclined
to project onto u = constant hypersurfaces, nor would
they be inclined to measure velocities with respect to u.

Interpretations can be simplified by adopting the iner-
tial coordinates t and z that are related to u and v through
Eq. (2.11). The timelike worldline z = y = z = 0 is then
a geodesic, even inside the gravitational wave. We take
this worldline to be the trajectory of a canonical observer,
and measure everything with respect to it. Doing so does
not entail any loss of generality, since the argument at
the end of Section IIT A implies that given any timelike
geodesic, there will exist a Brinkmann coordinate system
in which that geodesic lies at the origin. In that context,
the coordinates (t,x,y, z) form a local Lorentz frame for
the given observer. They are ordinary inertial coordinates
both before the gravitational wave arrives and after it has
left.

Employing capitalized indices I, J, ... to refer to the
three spatial coordinates (x,y, z), it is convenient to pa-
rameterize the initial and the final geodesics by

oI (t) = XL + Vi, (3.17)
where the constants V[ denote the initial and the final
3-velocities do! /dt. The constant displacements X1 rep-
resent 3-dimensional projections of the initial and final
geodesics onto the ¢t = 0 hypersurface. This contrasts
with the z%. defined above, which are i) purely transverse
and ii) projected onto the u = 0 hypersurface rather than
the ¢t = 0 one; see Fig. 4.

It is now possible to translate between the “Brinkmann
parameters” (k,vy,x’,i%) appearing in Eqgs. (3.14)
and (3.15), and the “inertial parameters” (X1, V{I) ap-
pearing in Eq. (3.17). Defining V4 € [0,1) to be the
three-dimensional Euclidean norm of Vil, and 64 as the
angle between the velocity vector and the direction of
propagation of the gravitational wave, comparing expres-
sions first shows that

1- 12

=— = 1
" (1 —Vicosfy)? (3.18)

The fact that x is not affected by the gravitational wave
constrains the relation between possible pairs (V_,0_)
and (Vi,0;). Regardless, x = 1 for an object that is at
rest with respect to the canonical observer, and also in
some cases where Vi # 0. In an ultra-relativistic limit
where V2 — 1 at fixed 6. # 0, kK — 0. However, if
0+ = 0, the limit V. — 1 instead results in kK — oco. Both
k — 0 and kK — oo are therefore ultra-relativistic limits,
although it is only the former case that is generic. The
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divergent latter case arises due to the breakdown of the
parameterization (3.1) for null geodesics that propagate
in the same direction as the gravitational wave.

For an arbitrary timelike or null geodesic, further calcu-
lations show that the remaining Brinkmann parameters
are related to the inertial parameters via

V2Zy

= = 3.19
T VicosOy’ (3.192)
o 7.V
=X -_— 3.19b
T+ i+1fVicos9i’ ( )
. 2V}
il = L (3.19¢)

1—Vycosfy’

where (X!) = (X1,X2,Z1). The nontrivial nature of
these expressions implies that the apparent simplicity of
(at least transverse) scattering in terms of the Brinkmann
parameters is lost when using inertial parameters. Never-
theless, these latter parameters remain useful due to their
familiar interpretations.

1. Low-speed memory effects

The conversions between Brinkmann and inertial pa-
rameters simplify considerably at slow speeds relative to
the canonical observer. Applying Eq. (3.19) for a timelike
geodesic in which, say, V_ =0,

(3.20)

The projected v coordinate thus serves as a proxy for the
longitudinal Cartesian coordinate z. Allowing for nonzero
speeds which are nevertheless small, Eq. (3.18) reduces to

k=14 2Vycosfs + O(VE). (3.21)
This is conserved for every scattering process, so grav-
itational waves cannot affect the longitudinal speeds
Vi cosf4 of slowly moving geodesics. Any effects on
their velocities must be transverse to the gravitational
wave.

However, it is not necessarily true that there are no
longitudinal effects at all. Again setting V_ = 0 for sim-
plicity, an expansion through first order in the curvature
Hij yields
L avxi x + O(H?)
2v2 Y T ’
where AZ = Z, — Z_. Longitudinal displacements can
therefore arise when Mff" # 0. However, this effect
is quadratic in the initial displacement, and is therefore
negligible for sufficiently nearby geodesics. The transverse
displacement

AZ = (3.22)

AX: = <Midfd - %ZM%”) X7+ O(H?), (3.23)
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FIG. 5. Contribution to the displacement vector field AX?
from Mid]-”d for initially stationary timelike geodesics, through
first order in H;;. Different points here correspond to different
points in the plane which is transverse to the gravitational
wave. The vertical and the horizontal axes here are aligned
with the eigenvectors of M.

dominates for slowly moving geodesics that are sufficiently
close to the canonical observer. It may also be shown
that when the initial velocity vanishes, the transverse
components of the final 3-velocity are

1 .

AV; = \—ﬁMidf"Xj_ +O(H?).
These expressions are mostly complicated by the
displacement-velocity memory Midj*". If that memory
vanishes through first order in the curvature, as it usually
does when a gravitational wave is generated by a compact
source, the only nontrivial effect which remains is the
standard displacement memory

(3.24)

AX; = MPIXT + O(H?). (3.25)

This is plotted in Fig. 5.

2. Memory effects and null geodesics

Memory effects are considerably more complicated
at high speeds. There is, e.g., no longer any sense in
which longitudinal effects can be ignored. Nevertheless,
there is relatively little discussion in the literature on
gravitational-wave memory in this regime. What has
been discussed—with varying degrees of generality—is
the effect of memory on optical observables, including
frequency shifts, astrometric deflections, changes in lu-
minosity and angular-diameter distances, and multiple
imaging [26, 27, 103, 104]. These observables, of course,
involve the effects of a gravitational wave on an observer,
a source(s), and the light which passes between them.
What does not appear to be available is a direct descrip-
tion of what happens to individual null geodesics as seen
by a single canonical observer. We now provide such a
description.
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First note that if a null geodesic is initially comoving
with the gravitational wave, the wave does not affect it.
For all other null geodesics, kK =0, V4 = 1, and Eq. (3.19)
implies that

8 il = 2cot?(104). (3.26)
The magnitudes of the i therefore encode the longitu-
dinal angles 1. This is also true for the magnitudes
6;;ViV{ = sin® 04 of the transverse components of the

3-velocities V. From this perspective, it is useful to
introduce the unit 2-vectors

ni = Vi cscly, (3.27)

which describe only the transverse direction of motion.
Equations (2.40), (3.9), (3.10), (3.19) and (3.26) then
imply that through first order in the curvature, the per-
turbation to the propagation direction of a null geodesic
is described by

1
7
+ X7 tan(36_)] } sinf_ + O(H?),  (3.28)

Af = {ij*dninj Mi‘if"n’; [Z,n];

and
_ . 3 1
An' = (n*n’ — 5”){de,:dn’i - — f]jv

V2
x [Z_nF + XxF tan(;e_)]} +O(H?). (329

Note that there is no sense in which A# is generically small
compared to An’. Therefore, gravitational wave memory
affects both the longitudinal and the transverse properties
of null geodesics. It is also apparent that null geodesics
can exhibit memory effects which are independent of their
initial projected displacements XZI.

If those displacements are small, or if Midfv is negligible
at O(H), only ij*d can significantly affect the propa-
gation directions. The longitudinal deflection A is then
maximized when n® is an eigenvector of ijﬁd. In that
case, the transverse deflection An? vanishes. If n? instead
lies midway between the two eigenvectors of Ml-dfd, it is
the transverse deflection that is maximized and the longi-
tudinal deflection which vanishes. More generally, Af and
An’ can both be nonzero. The transverse velocity changes
here are illustrated in Fig. 6. A full three-dimensional
picture is provided in Fig. 7, where it is seen that an
initially planar collection of null geodesic rays does not
remain planar after it passes through a gravitational wave
(even when displacements are ignored).

Although 3-velocities of null geodesics are easier to
measure than displacements, the latter may be important
as well. Similar calculations to the ones which led to
Egs. (3.28) and (3.29) [but which also use Eq. (3.16)] can
be used to show that the projected longitudinal displace-
ments of null geodesics are given by



FIG. 6. Effect of the displacement-displacement memory on
the transverse propagation of null geodesics. Arrows represent
propagation directions in the 2-plane which appears, at fixed
t, to be orthogonal to the propagation of the gravitational
wave (according to the canonical observer). The horizontal
and the vertical axes are aligned with the eigenvectors of
Midfd. Dashed arrows denote propagation directions before
the gravitational wave arrives. Solid black arrows denote
propagation directions after the wave has left. Red arrows
denote shifts in the transverse velocities. Displacements of
the null geodesics are not shown.

B 1+ cosf_

V2

while their transverse counterparts are

AZ
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FIG. 7. Effect of the displacement-displacement memory on
the propagation of null geodesics in three dimensions. The
dashed arrows represent initial propagation directions for
the null geodesics, all of which are assumed here to lie in
the _ = /2 plane which is orthogonal to the gravitational
wave. The thick black line is formed from the tips of all
velocity vectors after the gravitational wave has passed. The
red arrows show some particular shifts in the 3-velocities of
various geodesics. Displacements are not shown. A top-down
projection of this diagram is given in Fig. 6.

1 o o
{(M;;d n ﬁZ_Mgﬁd) nind + SMPY {XZ_XJ_ tan2(10_) — Zinl_ni_} } +OH?),  (3.30)

. , 1 iy o 1
AX' = M7IXT + — cot(30-)[26" — (1 + cos6_)n’ n’ | (M;’,:d + \/iZ_M]d,:d — 2Z3M]‘i]jv) nk

V2

1 . L
— = _[27 6 +nt X7 sin0_|MPVXE + O(H?).
2\@[ } jk ( )

The first term in AX? clearly matches the displacement
memory (3.25) that is associated with slowly moving time-
like geodesics. However, there is much more in this null
setting. The displacement-displacement memory not only
maps initial transverse displacements to final transverse
displacements; it also maps initial longitudinal displace-
ments to final transverse and longitudinal displacements.
Moreover, these latter effects depend on the direction
in which the null geodesic is propagating. The effect of
Mffd on the three-dimensional displacement field of a
collection of initially comoving null geodesics is shown in
Fig. 8.

Perhaps more interestingly, our results show that
null geodesics can be used to measure the velocity-
displacement memory Mi"fd. That affects both AZ and

AX?, but not Af or An’, nor any memory effects that
are associated with slowly moving geodesics. Unlike the

(3.31)

(

effects due to Midfd or Mff", those of Mi"fd are indepen-
dent of the initial displacement. If we consider a collection
of initially parallel null geodesics, their final displacements
will be shifted by a constant that depends on Ml-"jﬁd, a

linear transformation which depends on M4, and a
quadratic displacement which depends on Ml-dj*v.

D. Memory effects and the world function

A somewhat different perspective on geodesic memory
is provided by Synge’s world function o(z,z’), which
returns one-half of the squared geodesic distance between



FIG. 8. Effect of the displacement-displacement memory on
the displacements of initially comoving null geodesics. Each
point here corresponds to a different initial projected position
XTI for a null geodesic. The vectors at each point represent
the displacements AXT = X_{_ — XTI, The bottom plane here
is Z_ = 0, where a standard quadrupolar displacement can be
observed; cf. Fig. 5. Projections of displacement vectors onto
different Z_ = constant planes result in similar quadrupolar
patterns, but with different singular points. However, dis-
placements are not purely transverse when Z_ # 0. Also
note that this figure describes only the effects of Midﬁd. The
effect of Mivfd would be to add a constant displacement at
every point, while that of Mz-df" would be more complicated.
Also note that we have chosen a particular 6_ and n’ for
all displacements here; somewhat different patterns result for
geodesics which propagate in different directions.

the spacetime points® = and 2’. From this biscalar, all
properties of (timelike, null, and spacelike) geodesics can
be extracted simply by differentiation [105]. The world
function also plays a central role in the discussion of wave
propagation in curved spacetimes [106], and we use it for
this purpose in Section V below.

In terms of the Jacobi propagators A;; and B;;, the
world function in any plane wave spacetime is known to
be given by [74, 81]

o=3u—u)[—2(v—v)+0,Bi(B)F;alal
+ (B YA a2 — 2(B71) 2" 2],
(3.32)

where (B7!);; denotes the matrix inverse of B;;. This is
exact and holds for all pairs of points that do not lie on
conjugate hyperplanes (where B;; is not invertible). If we

6 Here, we use z and &’ to denote events in spacetime rather than
individual coordinates. When doing so below, the distinction
should be clear from context.
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now assume that the gravitational wave is weakly curved,
Egs. (2.38) and (2.39) imply that

— 1 “ JApR
c=d+ 2(u—u’)/u/ dw Hj(w)[(w — ')z
+ (u—w)z"| [(w— )27 + (u— w)z”] + O(H?),
(3.33)

— 2 (2? — 2"7) (3.34)

is the world function in flat spacetime. In a weakly curved
sandwich wave where u’ lies in Z_ while w lies in Z,
Eq. (2.40) can now be used to write the perturbed world
function in terms of the memory tensors:

_
2(u —u')
dsdy, i i j j vady, i i

+ 2M7 Y (at — 2") (W' e — ua7) — M7 (2" — a")
x (2 —27)] + O(H?).
(3.35)

c=0+ [Midj*v(u'zi —ux")(u'z? — ux'?)

One application of this expression is that it can be
used to immediately see how proper times are affected
by gravitational-wave memory: If two timelike-separated
events are considered, the proper time along the geodesic
that connects them is simply /—20. In general, all mem-
ory tensors can contribute to that time.

The perturbed world function can also be used to easily
see how light-cones are deformed by gravitational wave
memory. A future-pointing light-cone whose vertex lies
at (u/,v’,2'"), before the gravitational wave has arrived,
is given by the surface o = 0, or equivalently by

v=1+

! ! v i 1i
W{K“*W@r% @' —2")

x (27 —27) + Mz-dj*v(u’xi —uz')(u'z? — ux)

dsdy i i j j 2

+ 2M7 (2t — 2" ) (u'a? — uo:lj)} + O(H?)
(3.36)

after the wave has left. To better interpret this, use
the inertial coordinates in Eq. (2.11) and suppose that
the light cones emanate from the canonical observer at
2" = 2/ = 0. Then,

(t—t) = [&j + t,ﬂ

12 3 rdov 19 rd=>d
(2P M VR M
- Ml-"j*d)] z'zd + 2% + O(H?).
(3.37)
For light emitted long ago, the effect of Mff" dominates

over that of ij*d (when the former tensor is nonzero),
and the effect of Mz-dfd dominates over that of Mi"j*d.



It also follows that light cones projected onto a trans-
verse plane with constant ¢ and z are necessarily elliptical.
More precisely, the eccentricity of each ellipse is 2v/A,
where A denotes the positive eigenvalue of

1

s (2t12Mldj%V 4 \/it/Mldjﬁd _ Mz\lljﬁd)

(3.38)
At fixed t and z, this eigenvalue generically depends on
t’, meaning that the cross-sections of the observer’s for-
ward light-cones can have varying eccentricities. These
cross-sections can also be rotated with respect to one an-
other, as the (generically ¢’-dependent) eigenvector which
is associated with A provides the minor axis of the ellipse.
These nontrivial eccentricities and the orientations of the
associated cross-sections are consequences of gravitational
wave memory. Eq. (3.37) can also be used to determine
how light cones are projected into, e.g., planes with con-
stant ¢ and y. However, the shapes of those projections
are more complicated.

IV. NON-GEODESIC MOTION, SPIN, AND
MEMORY

The geodesic scattering described in the previous sec-
tion can, in general, only approximate the scattering of
an actual extended object. Trajectories can accelerate
due to an object’s angular momentum, as well as from
the quadrupole and higher-order multipole moments of
its stress-energy tensor [83]. We now discuss how angular
momentum interacts with gravitational wave memory, fo-
cusing on the scattering of massless objects. Physically,
this corresponds to considering the trajectories of, e.g.,
electromagnetic wave packets one order beyond geometric
optics.

We begin in Section IV A by reviewing the spin Hall
equations, which describe the linear-in-spin corrections to
the trajectories of massless particles. Next, Section IV B
discusses conservation laws for the spin Hall equations,
showing that every conformal Killing vector is associated
with a conserved quantity. This result is true not only in
plane wave spacetimes, but in any spacetime which ad-
mits a conformal Killing vector field. Finally, Section IV C
applies these results in sandwich wave spacetimes to de-
scribe how gravitational wave memory scatters massless
wave packets with angular momentum.

A. Review of the spin Hall equations

If angular momentum and other extended-body char-
acteristics are ignored, there are various senses in which
the “center” of a high-frequency electromagnetic wave
packet moves along a null geodesic. However, wave pack-
ets can exhibit significant angular momentum one or-
der beyond geometric optics. To understand the effect
of an angular momentum S°# = S*fl(7) we first de-
fine the centroid z*(7) of an extended wave packet by
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choosing a timelike vector field t* and then imposing the
Corinaldesi—Papapetrou spin supplementary condition
[53, 107, 108]

Sapt? = 0. (4.1)
If S8 is purely longitudinal”, its first nontrivial contribu-

tion to the motion of such a centroid may then be shown
to be described by the spin Hall equations [52, 53, 55]

dz* 1 da?
?Vupa = _iRaB'y(S?S’Yéa (423,)
dz® o 1 .
P el PpIVats,  (4.2b)
gaB — 5 By ¢+ (4.2¢)
= » 3 P~Ts, .zC

where p, denotes the wave packet’s linear momentum,
which is null®, 7 is a dimensionless parameter along the
worldline, € and s are constant parameters, and ¢*#7?
denotes the Levi-Civita tensor. The spin Hall equations
are intended to hold up to terms of order €2, where the
small parameter € relates the (large) dominant frequency
of a wave packet to its momentum: If U% denotes the
4-velocity of an observer, the angular frequency seen by
that observer is w = (—p - U)/e. The parameter s in-
stead provides a dimensionless magnitude for the angular
momentum, in the sense that
S S5 = 2(es)?. (4.3)
For some electromagnetic wave packets, circular polariza-
tion results in s = 41, depending on the handedness of
the polarization state. However, there are other electro-
magnetic wave packets for which |s| can be much larger
than 1. In optics, these are termed wave packets or beams
that carry intrinsic orbital angular momentum [112, 113].
The spin Hall equations can be used to describe wave
packets composed not only of electromagnetic fields [53,
55-59], but also of linearized gravitational fields [60-64],
massless Dirac fields [65], or even scalar fields (which can

7 Here, S®P is said to be “longitudinal” if it is orthogonal to the
linear momentum pg. The angular momentum tensor is then
dual to a vector which is proportional to p®. In other contexts,
S“ﬁpg = 0 would typically be interpreted as an implicit definition
for the centroid of an object, and would then be referred to as the
Tulczyjew—Dixon spin supplementary condition [108]. However,
this spin supplementary condition condition does not define a
unique worldline when the momentum is null; cf. [53] and [109,
p. 70]. The vanishing of So‘ﬁp@ here is instead interpreted as a
physical restriction on the nature of the angular momentum. Wave
packets with non-longitudinal angular momentum are possible
[53], with examples sometimes described as spatiotemporal vortex
beams [110, 111]. Regardless, we focus only on the longitudinal
case.

8 More precisely, pop® = 0(62). It is not possible for any wave
packet with a nonzero angular momentum to have an ezactly null
linear momentum [53].



carry orbital angular momentum). For these different
cases, the spin Hall equations might differ only in the
parameter s that determines the magnitude of the angular
momentum tensor.

It may also be noted that the spin Hall equations are
a special case of the Mathisson—Papapetrou equations
[together with the Corinaldesi—-Papapetrou spin supple-
mentary condition (4.1)], which have long been known to
describe the motion of spinning objects in curved space-
times [53]. However, specializing to the case of a nearly
massless wave packet with longitudinal angular momen-
tum allows the usual evolution equation for the angular
momentum to be solved explicitly, yielding Eq. (4.2¢).
Therefore, all that remains is an evolution equation (4.2a)
for the linear momentum and a momentum-velocity rela-
tion (4.2b) which relates p* to dz®/dr.

To offer some intuition for these frequency- and angular
momentum-dependent effects, some examples of spin Hall
rays propagating through a sandwich wave spacetime
are presented in Figs. 9 and 10. These are obtained
by numerically integrating Eq. (4.2), although the same
trajectories can also be obtained using the analytical
results derived below in Egs. (4.16) and (4.17). Regardless,
it is clear that memory effects depend, in general, on an
object’s angular momentum.

B. Conservation laws and the spin Hall equations

It is well known in the context of the
Mathisson—Papapetrou equations that if &% is a
Killing vector field, the generalized momentum [54, 85]

Pe = pat® + %saﬁvagﬁ (4.4)
must be conserved. It was already noted in Ref. [53]
that since the spin Hall equations are a special case of
the Mathisson—Papapetrou equations, these conservation
laws continue to hold. However, we now establish a more
general result for the spin Hall equations: Eq. (4.4) is
conserved not only for ordinary Killing vectors, but for
all conformal Killing vectors. We require only that

(4.5)

for some scalar field Y. The ordinary Killing case is
recovered if T = 0.

To motivate why this might be so, note that the gener-
alized momentum is given by

Pg(v):/ dS, T 5€P,

.

Eéga,@ =27 9ap

(4.6)

where £% is now a generalized Killing field [85] and T?
is the stress-energy tensor of the object—here an electro-
magnetic wave packet. The hypersurfaces Y, are assumed
to foliate the worldtube of the object. Using the stress-
energy conservation, it follows that

d

1
—Pe(r) =5 /E A4S, 71T Legas, (4.7)
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where 77 is a time evolution vector field for the folia-
tion. This clearly vanishes in the Killing case. However,
T<, =0 for any electromagnetic field, and in that case,
Pe is constant whenever £ is conformally Killing.

This motivates our result, but does not prove it. First,
the spin Hall equations can be applied to, e.g., scalar wave
packets, which are not necessarily trace-free. Second, al-
though ordinary Killing fields are also generalized Killing
fields, the same cannot be said of proper conformal Killing
fields. Third, there are a number of approximations inher-
ent in the spin Hall equations, and we have not made any
of these precise. Instead of doing so, we shall establish by
direct calculation that given any conformal Killing field,
the spin Hall equations imply that P¢ is indeed conserved,
at least through first order in e.

From Eq. (4.2a) and from DS*?/dr = 2pl*dafl/dr,
which is one of the Mathisson—Papapetrou equations,
direct differentiation of Eq. (4.4) results in

dPe _ 1do?

o = 5 qr P Legas + 5 (VeValy + Raryps€0)).

(4.8)

This holds for any vector field £*. However, if that vector
field is conformally Killing [33, Eq. (11.4b)],

VoVals = Rpans® + 9as VT — 20,V Y. (4.9)
Using this results in
P da®
—= = (Tpa — Sa’V5T) ——. 4.1
= = (TP = 8"V T) — (4.10)

The null character of p,, together with Eqgs. (4.2b)
and (4.2¢), show that both terms on the right-hand side
of this equation are individually O(e?). It follows that for
each conformal Killing field £,

Pe = pa {ga T (“’) saﬁvﬁtﬁvvg(g] (4.11)

2p -t
is conserved through first order in €. This is true not only
in plane wave spacetimes, but in any spacetime which
admits a conformal Killing vector.

However, in the plane wave spacetimes of interest here,
there are at least five Killing vector fields. There is also
the homothety (2.14), which is a special type of conformal
Killing vector in which T = 1. The spin Hall equations
therefore admit at least six conservation laws in plane
wave spacetimes.

C. DMassless spinning particles in plane wave
spacetimes

We may now apply the aforementioned conservation
laws to solve the spin Hall equations in plane wave space-
times. Before doing so, it is first necessary to choose a
timelike vector field t* with which to define the centroid.
One simple possibility is to set

1
to = —Vat =——=V,(u+v)

% (4.12)
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FIG. 9. Transverse motion of massless spinning particles in a gravitational sandwich wave. Three particles are considered with
the same initial conditions, one with vanishing angular momentum (which is a geodesic), and two with opposite and nonzero
angular momenta. The trajectories of these particles coincide in Z_, but not in Z¢ or Z;.. More specifically, the final velocities of
these particles are seen to depend on es, illustrating that memory effects can depend on angular momentum. The gravitational
waveform and other conventions here are the same as in Fig. 2; indeed, the es = 0 curves here are identical to the curves in that
figure. Centroids of the underlying wave packets are defined here by assuming that the t* in Eq. (4.1) is given by —Vt.

at least in the flat regions 7., where it reduces to the
4-velocity of the canonical observer at x =y =2z = 0.

The simplest Killing vector in a plane wave spacetime
is £, = —V,u, and since this is covariantly constant,

= —P; = —p, = constant. (4.13)

In exceptional cases where E = 0, both the momentum
and the velocity of the wave packet remain parallel to
£*. Wave packets that are traveling in the same direc-
tion as the background gravitational wave are therefore
unaffected either by that wave or by their own angular mo-
mentum. The cases in which E # 0 are more interesting,
and we focus on them in the following.

If £ is used to denote one of the Killing fields with the
form given in Eq. (2.8), a calculation shows that

Vabs = 255V . (4.14)

Substituting this and Eq. (4.12) into Eq. (4.11), we obtain

{"i < cst >"} EEq tant, (4.15)
i |28 — | —— | E;| — EZ;x* = constant, .
P Vep-t)

where £ = £ is a two-dimensional permutation sym-
bol. Varying over all possible =, this encodes four con-
servation laws. Using Egs. (2.17), (2.22) and (2.25) to
evaluate these laws at u and at v’ shows that

) ) ! ki
pi_pljauBijﬂLE{x/]%» © <pk€>}au,4ij, (4.16)

\/§E p/ _t/
and
o Byp?esed® (Sipr Ay
Al i ek Wk 4.17
s ij L + E + \/EE pt p, 4 ) ( )

where all instances of the Jacobi propagators are evaluated
at (u,u’). As in the geodesic case, the final position
and the final momentum therefore depend on the initial
position and the initial momentum only via the Jacobi
propagators A;; and B;;.

In the trivial case where v and u’ both lie in one of the
flat regions Z_ or Z,, so there is no curvature between
the initial and the final states, it follows from Eqgs. (4.16)
and (4.17) that

. . 1 .
=1+ E(u —u')p”, pi = pi. (4.18)
The transverse velocity
i’ =da'/du = p'/E (4.19)

is therefore constant and the spin is irrelevant; wave
packets follow null geodesics in flat regions. However, the
initial and the final geodesics may appear to be “different”
due to the presence of the intervening gravitational wave.

This can be understood by assuming that w lies in Z
while v’ lies in Z_. Doing so, we can effectively correct
the scattering matrix (3.10) which was derived above for
geodesic motion. Using the projected spatial positions z?,
which were defined by Eq. (3.8), it follows from Egs. (2.30),
(2.31) and (4.16) that the momentum after the wave has
left is

i = [5@‘ + M7V + % sinz(%g,)Mﬁj"skj] .
+ EMZ V! (4.20)
where §_ = 2arctan([2E2/8;;p* p’ |'/?) again denotes the

initial angle between the wave packet and the gravitational
wave, as seen by the canonical observer at the origin [cf.
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FIG. 10. Bundles of initially parallel massless spinning particles in a gravitational sandwich wave. The left and the right panels
here illustrate cases in which es = +0.2 and es = —0.2, respectively. Angular momentum is thus seen to affect where a bundle is
focused. This figure is analogous to Fig. 3 in the geodesic case. The gravitational waveform and other conventions here are the

same as in Fig. 2.

Eq. (3.26)]. It follows that Mf;" is the only memory
tensor that can produce spin-dependent corrections to the
transverse momentum. It may also be noted that since
6_ depends on p; , nonzero spin results in a nonlinear
mapping from the initial state (z° ,p® ) to the final state
(%, pY).

Applying a similar calculation to Eq. (4.17), the pro-
jected transverse position of a potentially spinning wave
packet is given by

i d>d v->d eselk
z' = (05 +Mﬁ)x +EM* ]+E2
X {(6” Md”d)pk sin (;9 ) — 6ij [(5kl

+ M V)pL + EM Vet ] sin®(204)). (4.21)

J

Sy =

Note, however, that despite the matrix form of Eq. (4.22),
the map from initial states to final states is not linear
when € # 0; the corrected scattering matrix S; depends
not only on the geometry, but also on the particle’s state.

Regardless, Eqgs. (4.20) and (4.21) fully determine the
transverse scattering of a spinning wave packet through
first order in e. Furthermore, the full 4-momentum pZ
can be determined from its transverse components p?, and
from the null constraint pip‘j‘: = 0. This is not, however,
sufficient to determine what happens to the v component
of a wave packet’s projected position. That follows from
the conservation law associated with the homothety A“.
Using Egs. (2.14) and (4.11), as well as S*’V,\s = 0,
its associated conservation law is

Py = x'p; — 2vE = constant. (4.24)

(sinQ(é0+)6ile‘j;V sin®(20_)eM (6,
0

Angular momentum therefore affects 2, via all memory
tensors except M4 (although MY”¢ does affect the
spin-independent contribution to the projected position).
Finally, we can write

where S is given by Eq. (3.10) and the spin-dependent
corrections to the scattering matrix can be written as

+ M) — sin® (364 )™ (0k; + M,;f;V)> .

sm2( 0_ )sk]Md*" (4.23)

(

It follows that the projected coordinates vy are still re-
lated by the geodesic expression (3.16). Full solutions
to the spin Hall equations can thus be determined en-
tirely in terms of their transverse components. Moreover,
the memory tensors involved in the solution of the spin
Hall equations are exactly the same as the ones that
are relevant already for geodesics. In this sense, experi-
ments involving the effects of a gravitational wave on light
with angular momentum cannot provide more information
about the gravitational wave than experiments without
angular momentum.



V. MEMORY EFFECTS AND WAVE
PROPAGATION IN PLANE WAVE SPACETIMES

So far, we have discussed the scattering of geodesics,
and of massless spinning particles as approximate mod-
els for wave packets with angular momentum. Now we
remove the “particle” idealization and consider the scat-
tering of test fields by gravitational sandwich waves. For
simplicity, we focus on massless scalar fields and compare,
where appropriate, with results in the previous sections.
Although we shall not do so here, various spin-raising pro-
cedures can be applied to our scalar results to understand
the behaviors of electromagnetic and other higher-spin
fields [51, 68-71].

Our first result, in Section V A is a general Kirchhoff-
type integral formula for scalar fields on plane wave back-
grounds. This describes a field in terms of initial data on
a given null hypersurface. It is exact and is nontrivially
related to a certain representation formula originally due
to Ward [72]. We use our integral formula in Section VB
to show that in a weak field approximation, any solution
to the wave equation in flat spacetime can be used to
find a solution in a plane wave spacetime. More precisely,
scattered fields can be found simply by differentiating
“unscattered” fields in flat spacetime.

Sections V C and V D both investigate the scattering
of particular types of scalar waves on plane wave back-
grounds. We first consider scalar waves which are initially
planar, both exactly and in a weak field approximation.
In the latter context, scattered plane waves remain planar
whenever ij"’ = O(H?), and in those cases, most inter-
esting features can be understood from the scattering of
null geodesics. We also consider the weak-field scattering
of certain localized solutions which are constructed from
counter-propagating Hermite—Gauss and Laguerre—Gauss
beams. In these cases, we find that gravitational waves
excite a finite number of scalar side modes.

Lastly, Section V E compares the exact dynamics of
high frequency scalar wave packets which carry angular
momentum with the dynamics predicted by the spin Hall
equations. This is done by numerically evaluating an
appropriate Kirchhoff integral.

A. A Kirchhoff-like integral for massless scalar fields

In the absence of sources, it can be convenient to prop-
agate fields forward in time using a Kirchhoff-like integral.
For a massless scalar field v that satisfies V¢V, = 0,
as well as a Green function G(x,2’) that satisfies

VeV Gz, 2") = —4mdé(z, 2'), (5.1)
first define the current
J¥ (@' 2) = (@ )V G2, z) — G, )V ¢(a'). (5.2)

Integrating Vo, J® = —4mip(x)d(z,x’) throughout a 4-
volume that includes the point x and that has the bound-
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ary X,

1

- o (o ,
i ZJ (2", 2)dSqy .

P(x) = (5.3)
This expresses ¥ in terms of its boundary values on .
By appropriately choosing ¥ and G, the integral here
can sometimes be reduced to one which involves only a
single spacelike hypersurface in the past of the point x
[106]. Physically, such a result expresses a field in terms
of initial data on a spacelike hypersurface, and is referred
to as a Kirchhoff integral.

Unfortunately, such a representation is not globally
possible in plane wave spacetimes. This is because the
focusing associated with the conjugate hyperplanes men-
tioned in Section III A implies that plane wave spacetimes
do not admit Cauchy surfaces; they are not globally hy-
perbolic [36, 74]. Separately, it can also be inconvenient
to use large spacelike initial-data surfaces, as these cannot
be placed entirely before a gravitational wave arrives.

We can work around these problems by i) restricting to
regions with no conjugate hyperplanes, and ii) allowing for
“incomplete” initial data which is compatible with more
than one field. In particular, we now identify ¥ with the
null hypersurface” v/ = constant, and specify initial data
only on that hypersurface. Then, if G(z’, ) denotes an
advanced Green function which vanishes whenever z’ is in
the future of x, one solution to the massless scalar wave
equation may be written as

w@:i/ﬂW@M% (5.4)
4 »

This expresses the field in terms of initial data on the
null hypersurface 3. Unlike with an ordinary Kirchhoff
integral, this does not produce the only field which is com-
patible with the given initial data: One may add to ¥, e.g.,
any function which depends only on v and which vanishes
in a neighborhood of ¥. Physically, these extra solutions
correspond to scalar waves which are co-propagating with
the background gravitational wave. Regardless, one so-
lution to the scalar wave equation is given by Eq. (5.4),
and we can examine its properties.

Assuming that z is sufficiently close to the u' =
constant hypersurface that there are no intervening con-
jugate hyperplanes'?, the advanced Green function may
be shown to have the form [74, 114]

G(z',x) = Az, 2)d(0(z,2)O(z" < x), (5.5)

9 Unlike in Eq. (5.3), this ¥ is not the boundary of a 4-volume.
Eq. (5.4) nevertheless follows by assuming that a sufficiently
large portion of the u/ = constant hypersurface is part of such
a boundary, and also that ¢(z’) = V/¢(z’) = 0 on remaining
parts of that boundary which lie in the support of G(-, z).

10 This means that if u denotes the phase coordinate of the event
x, det By;(u”,u') # 0 for all v’ € (uv/,u]. Although they are
not needed here, Green functions functions in the presence of
intervening conjugate hyperplanes may be found in [74].



where o(x,2’) is the world function described in Sec-
tion III D,

u—u')?
A(U7U,) _ ( )

n det Bij(u,u’) (56)

denotes the van Vleck determinant [106], and O(z' < )
is a Heaviside-type distribution which is equal to one if
7’ is in the past of x and which vanishes otherwise. The
van Vleck determinant reduces to unity in the coincidence
limit v/ — u. It would instead diverge if u and u’ are
conjugate in the sense of Eq. (3.5), although such cases
are not relevant here. In a weak-field vacuum limit, A =
1+ O(H?).

Now consider a sandwich wave and suppose that u’ lies
in Z_ so all initial data is specified in the flat region before
the gravitational wave arrives. Then, since A depends
only on u and v, Egs. (3.32), (5.4), and (5.5) imply that
when u > u/,

) Al/2 L/
¢(U7U7=’172) = M

/ d2x,61)’w(u/? Uret :I"/j)7 (57)

where Ve = Vret (v, u, u/, x%, 2'7) denotes the value of v’
which corresponds to the retarded event on ¥ with given
2. Tt is found by solving

o(u,v,2%u, Uer, 27 ) = 0, (5.8)

which results in
1 o o
Uret = UV — B} [(auBB_l)ijg;sz + (B_lA)ij.'L'”.’El]
—2(B7 Y22, (5.9)

Substituting this into Eq. (5.7) gives an exact expression
for a scalar field in terms of initial data on ¥. A direct
calculation can be used to verify that Eq. (5.7) is indeed
a solution. We show in Appendix C that although it is
not obvious, this integral representation is related to one
which was previously obtained by Ward [72]. However, it
differs from other specializations of Ward’s result which
have been used in, e.g., [51, 115, 116].

One physical consequence of Eq. (5.7) is that scalar
waves which are scattered in plane wave spacetimes de-
pend on the spacetime geometry only via the Jacobi
propagators A;;(u,v') and B;j(u,u’). In a sandwich wave
context where ' € Z_ and u € Z, all nontrivial effects
can thus be described in terms of the same memory tensors
which arose in our study of scattered geodesics. No new
information about a gravitational wave can be learned
by measuring memory effects in wave optics rather than
geometric optics.

B. Fields in plane wave spacetimes from fields in
flat spacetime

Assuming that a gravitational wave is weak, we may
now apply the integral representation Eq. (5.7) pertur-
batively in the gravitational waveform H;;. Doing so
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allows us to generate (scattered) scalar fields in plane
wave spacetimes simply by applying an appropriate dif-
ferential operator to (unscattered) scalar fields in flat
spacetime. The form of this operator will illustrate how
each memory tensor contributes to scattering.

When the spacetime curvature is weak, its only non-
trivial effect on the ¢ in Eq. (5.7) is via the vyt given by
Eq. (5.9). Furthermore, use of Eq. (3.33) shows that if
Uret = Uret + vr(elt) + O(H?), the flat-spacetime limit of vyt
is

0yj (2" — a") (27 — 2")

Uret = U — y 1
Upet = ¥ >(u— ) (5.10)
while its first-order correction is
1 1 “ 7
vr(et) = TR /u/ dw H;j(w) [(w — u')x
+ (u—w)z"] [(w — )27 + (u—w)z”].  (5.11)

Assuming that vgt)

from Eq. (5.7) that

remains sufficiently small, it follows

_ 1 j
L —) / A2 02U, Drer, 27)
+O(H?), (5.12)

where

_ 1 .

=—— [ 220y p(u, Ve, 2 5.13
v 27r(u—u’)/ T O (W, Vret, 77) (5.13)
denotes a flat-spacetime field which agrees with 1) on the
u’ = constant hypersurface ¥. The perturbation to the

field due to a gravitational wave can therefore be written
1)

as an integral involving v ;.

shows that vgt) is quadratic in 2’¢, the perturbed field is
really a linear combination of the zeroth, the first, and
the second “transverse moments” of 92,1 on X.
Interestingly, these moments can largely be computed
simply by differentiating (rather than integrating) the
background field 1. Using Eqgs. (5.10) and (5.13), the

zeroth and the first transverse moments of 921 are

However, since Eq. (5.11)

/d2:17’ 02h = 21 (u — u')0yib, (5.14)

/de’ 2024 = 2m(u — ') [2;0,0 + (u — ') 03)].
(5.15)

Although the second moment of the second derivative §2,v
cannot be written quite so simply, the second moment of
the third derivative 92,90 can be shown to be given by

/d2x’ zia 03 = 2m(u — ') 22000 + (u — ')

X (61]8&5 + 21’(13])8@1/;) + (u — ’U/)zﬁiaj‘lﬂ .
(5.16)



Now, since £*0,, = 9, is Killing and v is a solution to
the scalar wave equation in a plane wave spacetime, ¥ =
Lo = 0,7 is also a solution in that spacetime. Similarly,
U = 9,1 is a solution to the scalar wave equation in flat
spacetime whenever 1) is a solution in flat spacetime. It
then follows from Eq. (5.12) that

T 1 2., (1) 53 ——
U =WV + m /d J)/ vretﬁv,w(u',vret,xlj) (517)

is an approximate solution on a plane wave background.
The integral here involves the zeroth, the first, and the
second moments of 82,14 on ¥, all of which can be ex-
tracted from Eqgs. (5.14) to (5.16). If 4 is any solution to
the flat-spacetime wave equation, these results show that

U= 0,0 — ;(/u dw H (w)[2:0y + (u — )]

X [20, + (u— w)aj])w (5.18)

is an approximate solution to the wave equation on a
plane wave background. Scattered solutions can thus be
generated simply by differentiating unscattered solutions.
However, we emphasize that the above equation describes
a process in which the field before the arrival of the
gravitational wave is 0,%, not 1. Despite the roundabout
nature in which we have obtained this result, it may
be applied to any v that satisfies the massless scalar
wave equation in flat spacetime. If desired, spin-raising
operations [51, 68-71] could be used to obtain similar
results for the scattering of electromagnetic fields or of
metric perturbations on plane wave backgrounds.

Regardless, our result can be simplified by evaluating
¥ in the flat region 7 after the gravitational wave has
left, in which case all integrals in Eq. (5.18) reduce to
memory tensors. Applying Eq. (2.40),

n 1 - @ 97 - % 7 i
U = 0tp+ S [M7 100 — 2M57 (a0, + ud")OY

— M7 (@0, + ud’) (@ 9, + ud’)] .
(5.19)

All derivatives which appear here may be seen to be Lie
derivatives with respect to flat-spacetime Killing fields.
The velocity-displacement memory thus contributes pairs
of translations, the displacement-displacement memory
contributes a combination of translations mixed with null
rotations, and the displacement-velocity memory con-
tributes pairs of null rotations. Regardless, the bracketed
differential operator in Eq. (5.19) may be viewed as a kind
of “continuum” memory effect. Various “before and after”
comparisons could be performed with scattered fields, and
these would be determined by that operator and by the
initial field configuration.

C. Scattering of plane waves

Sections III and IV above both consider the effects of
a gravitational plane wave on highly localized objects:
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geodesics and massless spinning particles. However, we
may also consider the effects of a gravitational sandwich
wave on scalar plane waves, which are completely delo-
calized. Suppose that for v € Z_, we have the “incoming”
flat spacetime plane wave

_ = exp {iw_(t — zcosf_ —n; x'sin 9_)}

= exp {M_ {(1 —cosf_)v+ (1+cosf_)u

V2

—V2n; z'sin 9_] }, (5.20)
where w_ denotes the initial frequency (as seen by the
canonical observer at the origin), f_ the initial angle of
propagation relative to the gravitational wave, and n;
a unit 2-vector which describes the initial direction of
propagation in the transverse plane. At least in a weak
field limit, we could apply Eq. (5.19) in order to determine
how such a scalar wave is scattered by a gravitational
wave. However, we instead solve this problem ezactly'' by
employing Ward’s progressing-wave solutions [72]. This
expands upon results which initially appeared in, e.g.,
Ref. [51].

As described Appendix C, Ward found that the wave
equation in an arbitrary plane wave spacetime can be
solved by

= (det hij) "4 £(Sp),

where f is an arbitrary function, the eikonal
Sp(%,V,Z") is given by Eq. (C.2) in terms of the Rosen
coordinates (%, ¥, Z"), and h;;(% ) denotes the 2-metric
in the Rosen line element (C.1). We would like to iden-
tify a solution in this class which is equal to ©_ before
the gravitational wave arrives. However, v is written in
terms of Rosen coordinates while 1_ is written in terms
of Brinkmann coordinates.

In order to compare, first recall that h,; is given, via
Eq. (C.8), by the square of some E;; which satisfies the
differential equation (2.15) and the constraint (C.7). It
is always possible to choose E;; = A;;(u,u’) for some
fixed v/ € Z_, which guarantees that the Rosen metric
is trivial before the gravitational wave arrives: h;; = d;;
in Z_. Using that same E;; to transform from Rosen to
Brinkmann coordinates using Eq. (C.6), both coordinate
systems can be seen to coincide before the gravitational
wave arrives. The progressing wave 1) therefore matches
the incoming plane wave ¢_ in Z_ when the f in Eq. (5.21)
is chosen to be

(5.21)

f(Sp) =exp loJTQ(l—cosﬁ,)Sp ,

(5.22)

1L If Eq. (5.19) is used to find a scattered scalar field ¥, it is
natural to employ the seed field ¢ = —iv/2¢_ /[w— (1 — cos 6_)]
50 Oy¢) = _. The result matches Eq. (5.26) through first order
in the memory tensors.



while the constants %, héj , and P; which appear in Sp
are given by

o i rsij
Uy = ', hg =u'6",

P, = —\/icot(%ﬁ_)nf.

(3

(5.23a)
(5.23b)

Although the resulting 1 coincides with ¢ _ before the
gravitational wave arrives, it can differ at later times.
In order to evaluate the scattered field more generally,

J

WP = Wexp{i:;%[(l —COSH,)(U—
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note that it follows from Eq. (C.2) that ¢ depends on
an integral of (h~1)¥ = (A71)*(A~1)7,. However, this
integral can be evaluated by using Egs. (2.20) and (2.24)
to see that

Qu[(A™H* B = (A1) (AR (5.24)
The Brinkmann-to-Rosen coordinate transformation (C.6)
then implies that as long as det A;;(u”,v') # 0 for all

u € [/, u], which avoids so-called focal points [89], the
scalar field (5.21) reduces to

g(auAA_l)iijxj) —V2(A7 )t a? sin

+ (1+cosf_) ((AilB)ijni_nj_ + u')} } (5.25)

in Brinkmann coordinates. This is an exact solution to the massless wave equation which agrees with the incoming

plane wave ¢¥_ when u € Z_.

In a scattering context where u lies in Z, while v’ lies in Z_, the Jacobi propagators which appear here can be
written in terms of the memory tensors using Eqgs. (2.30) and (2.31). It follows from those expressions that the outgoing
wave does not depend on the precise value of u’. Regardless, working only to first order in the curvature for simplicity,

we find that the outgoing wave 1 = v|,cz, is given by

Yy :exp{l\w@

1
2

In general, the phase of this exponential depends quadrat-
ically on both u and z?, implying that the outgoing wave
is not necessarily a plane wave. However, quadratic terms
arise only when Midjﬁv # 0. At first order in H;;, plane
waves are therefore scattered into plane waves only when
the displacement-velocity memory vanishes. This can be
understood heuristically by noting that initially parallel
null geodesics remain parallel only when Midjﬁv vanishes.

When the displacement-velocity memory does vanish
at leading order, which is the what typically occurs in
astrophysical applications, the outgoing wave (5.26) can
be written as

Yy = exp {1\@;% {(1 —cosfp)v+ (14 cosbi)u

—V2nlztsing, + ¢+} } +O(H?). (5.27)

Comparing with the ingoing wave (5.20), this may be
interpreted as a plane wave with the outgoing frequency
Wy = [1 — (1 +cos &)ij*dni,nj,] w_, (5.28)

and an outgoing propagation direction which is deter-

{(1 —cosf_)v+ (1 + cos 0,)(M1-Vfd + (i — QMZ-dj*d)u>ni T V285 — Ml-dfd)nixj sinf_

- = ff"((l — cosf_)z'z? — 2v/2un® 29 sinf_ + 2u?(1 + cos 9_)n’_nj_)} } +O(H?). (5.26)

(

mined by the angles

— d>d, i ] o
Op =0_ + M7’ n’ sind_, (5.29a)
nf‘_ =n' +(n'n! — (5”)Mfljdn’i. (5.29b)
There is also the phase shift
¢4 = (1+cosf_) M7 nin . (5.30)

While the displacement-displacement memory perturbs
both the frequency and the propagation direction of a
scattered plane wave, the velocity-displacement memory
imparts only a phase shift. More specifically, the plane
wave deflections given by Eq. (5.29) agree with our results
(3.28) and (3.29) for null geodesics. The frequency shift
Eq. (5.28) can also be seen to agree with the frequency
shifts that have been computed in geometric optics [117—
119], often in connection with pulsar timing measurements.
In these senses, (delocalized) plane waves behave like
(localized) null geodesics, at least when H;; is small and
ij*" can be neglected.

One other point to note is that our expressions are not
meaningful when §_ = 0. Physically, this corresponds to
the case in which a scalar wave is co-propagating with a
gravitational wave. However, there is no sense in which
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Graphical representation of Hermite—Gauss modes that are generically excited by gravitational wave memory. The

leftmost pane illustrates the HG modes which compose the ingoing field 8v1/1,H,§n. The three right panes indicate which modes
are affected by different memory tensors in the outgoing field. Red squares are used to indicate that the corresponding mode
is excited only by diagonal components of the corresponding memory tensor; blue squares are instead excited by off-diagonal

components.

two co-propagating waves can pass through each other;
one cannot be scattered by the other. Mathematically,
note that both ¥_ and the “outgoing wave” given by
Eq. (5.25) depend only on u in this context. However,
any function of u is a globally valid solution to the scalar
wave equation. This ambiguity is related to the afore-
mentioned fact that we are effectively treating the null
u = u' hypersurface as if it were a Cauchy surface even
though it is not. Solutions are not unique because we
have effectively chosen not to control radiation which is
co-propagating with the gravitational wave.

D.

Scattering of higher-order Gaussian beams

Having now considered the scattering of both null
geodesics, which are fully localized, and scalar plane waves,
which are completely delocalized, we now discuss an inter-
mediate between these two extremes: scalar beams that
are strongly (but not “fully”) localized in two spatial direc-
tions while being weakly localized in the third. In order
to accommodate this generality without undue complica-
tion, we work only to first order in the memory tensors,
applying the perturbative scattering formula (5.19). We
also assume for simplicity that the scalar beams are ini-
tially counter-propagating with respect to the background
gravitational wave.

It follows from Eq. (5.26) that, at first order, a
counter-propagating scalar wave which is initially planar
generically has its wavefronts deformed into hyperbolic
paraboloids. However, this effect is purely due to the
displacement-velocity memory. When Midj*V vanishes at
leading order, an incoming plane wave is actually unaf-
fected by a counter-propagating gravitational sandwich
wave. This contrasts with what happens for the local-
ized beams we now consider, where nontrivial memory
effects arise even in the absence of first order displacement-
velocity memory.

These beams are constructed from the Hermite-Gauss
(HG) and Laguerre-Gauss (LG) families [120-122], which
are exact solutions of the massless scalar wave equation

in Minkowski spacetime. Choosing a direction of propa-
gation opposite to that of the gravitational wave (whose
effects are incorporated below), the HG solutions w,lfl(il

and the LG solutions ’(/JZI:S are explicitly given by

HG _ Nm,n \/i.%‘ \/iy (u,v,7)
"/}m,n = w(v) Hy, <w(v)> H, (’LU(’U) eX , (5.31a)
Il
LG — -/\/lJ) \/§T Ll|( 2 ) ex(u,v,r)filqb
PP w(v) \ w(v) P \w(v)? ’

(5.31b)

where r?2 = 2 + 32 is the squared transverse radius,
¢ = arg(z +iy) is a polar coordinate along the beam axis,

and
X 0,7) = — s “[\@k (“ - 2;?1)))

[w(v)]?
+ (m +n+ 1) arctan (;{3:) } . (5.32)

2

The transverse beam width is characterized by the length-
scale

- 20?2
while
41.2
o wyk
R(v)=w <1 + 502 ) (5.34)

may be interpreted as the curvature radius of the wave
fronts. It is also convenient to introduce the normalization

constants
/ 2 2p!
_— =4/ ———, (5.35
m2mtnmlnl’ Ny \/ 7(p+ i) (5.35)

Nm,n
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Graphical representation of Laguerre-Gauss modes that are excited by gravitational wave memory. The leftmost

panes illustrate the LG modes which compose the ingoing field Buwks. The figures in the upper row correspond to | > 2,
whereas figures in the lower row describe I < —2. In contrast to the case of Hermite—-Gauss modes (as illustrated in Fig. 11),
where different components of the memory tensors excite different modes, all modes marked here are excited by both diagonal

and off-diagonal terms of the various memory tensors.

which ensure that if an asterisk is used to denote complex
conjugation,

/ (W) WIS da dy = 606y (5.36b)

Both integrals here are to be evaluated on a screen
with constant u and v. On such a screen, the HG beams
are naturally expressed in Cartesian coordinates (z,vy)
in terms of Hermite polynomials H,,, whereas the LG
beams are written in terms of polar coordinates (r, )
and generalized Laguerre polynomials Li,. Each beam is
uniquely characterized by its waist radius wg, its wave
number k, and the mode numbers (m,n) or (I,p), where
m,n,p € Nand [ € Z. The HG mode numbers m and n
describe how many nodes there are in the x and the y
directions, respectively. The LG mode number [ provides
a measure of the orbital angular momentum carried by
wlLE’ [112]. The cases m =n =0 and [ = p = 0 coincide,
and are referred to as Gaussian beams. More general
cases may be described as “higher order” Gaussian beams.

Both the HG and the LG solutions decay exponentially
in the transverse x and y directions. The characteristic
lengthscale for this decay is given by w(v), which has a
minimum value of wy at the v = 0 “focus,” but grows lin-
early with v when |v| > w2k. The beam therefore focuses
inward at an initial angle and then diverges outward at
that same angle. A beam with a smaller wok spreads out
more rapidly away from its focus. This transverse spread
causes both the HG and the LG beams to decay longitu-

dinally as well as transversely. However, the longitudinal
decay is slower, being only polynomial in v.

Regardless, we now consider a gravitational sandwich-
wave background and let the seed field ¢ in the scattering
formula (5.19) be equal either to 1S, or to ZLE Before
the gravitational wave arrives, the “incoming” fields here
reduce either to 0, Eﬁl or to 81)1/1%3, which are not pure
HG or LG modes. Egs. (E.la) and (E.3a) in Appendix E
nevertheless imply that these derivatives can be written as
linear combinations of at most five HG or LG modes. The
“outgoing” fields that appear after the gravitational wave
has passed are more complicated, with the perturbed field
involving both the memory tensors and the second partial
derivatives of ). However, it is shown in Appendix E
that all such derivatives can be explicitly written in terms
of a finite number of undifferentiated HG or LG modes.
Although it is possible to write down these combinations
explicitly, the resulting expressions are unwieldy and we
omit them.

It is nevertheless straightforward to explain at least
which side modes are excited by different types of grav-
itational wave memory. In the HG case, the complete
list is illustrated in Fig. 11. The incoming beam 0, ,Iff;l
is, generically, a linear combination of HG fields with
the five modes (m,n), (m +2,n), and (m,n £ 2). If the
velocity-displacement memory M;’fd is purely diagonal,
it affects only these five modes. However, an off-diagonal
component of M4 can instead excite only the four new
modes (m £ 1,n £ 1). The effect of the displacement-
displacement memory is more complicated, generally cou-
pling to modes up to (m + 4,n) and (m,n +£4). The
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FIG. 13. Slices of fields seeded by HG modes (a) and LG modes (b) which are counter-propagating with the gravitational
wave, all evaluated t = z = 0. It is assumed that wok = 100. The first row corresponds to the magnitude of the unperturbed
reference field 9,1, while the numbers refer to the HG or LG mode used for the seed field 9. Subsequent rows correspond to the
magnitudes of the first-order field perturbations associated with different memory tensors. For example, the row labelled by
Miﬁ" plots the difference fields associated with a purely diagonal displacement-velocity memory. The row labelled by M3
instead plots the results of a purely off-diagonal displacement-velocity memory. In the LG (but not the HG) cases, magnitudes
of perturbations due to the diagonal and the off-diagonal components of a given memory tensor differ only by a 45° rotation.

effect of the displacement-velocity memory is more com-
plicated still, exciting side modes as high as (m 4 6,n)
and (m,n £ 6). In all cases here, the diagonal and the
off-diagonal components of each memory tensor affect
disjoint sets of modes. However, this separation would
not occur if the HG modes that we employed were not
aligned with the z and y axes.

A similar analysis can also be performed for LG beams,
where the side modes excited by the various memory
tensors are illustrated in Fig. 12. An incoming beam
81,1/)}49 is generally made up of a linear combination of
the three modes (I,p) and (I,p £+ 1). Unlike in the HG
case, the diagonal and the off-diagonal components of the
memory tensors affect such beams similarly, essentially
because wllf is rotationally symmetric except for the
phase [¢. In any case, the excitations generated by the
different memory tensors have the form (I £ 2,p + Ap).
For the velocity-displacement memory, —2 < Ap < 2, for
the displacement-displacement memory, —3 < Ap < 3,
and for the displacement-velocity memory, —4 < Ap < 4.

Another way to illustrate memory effects in this con-
text is to plot example cross-sections of different scattered
beams. This is done in Fig. 13, which plots the magni-
tudes of the difference fields which are associated with
the various memory tensors on a screen at t = z = 0
(or equivalently, at © = v = 0). This corresponds to the
focus of the unperturbed beam at t = 0. If one were to

instead evaluate on a screen in which |u| is sufficiently
large, the u-dependent factors on the right-hand side of
Eq. (5.19) would cause the effects of ij"’ to dominate

over those of Midj*d, and the effects of Mzdj*d to dominate

over those of Mi"fd. Plots analogous to Fig. 13 would
then show no significant differences between the effects of
the different memory tensors (at least when comparing
only diagonal memory tensors or only off-diagonal ones).
Regardless, the strong difference between the effects of
diagonal and off-diagonal terms in the various memory
tensors suggests that the induced transverse deformations
of the beams are highly dependent on the polarization of
an intervening gravitational wave. It may also be noted
that similar deformations of HG beams propagating in
curved spacetimes have been reported in Ref. [123].

E. Scattering of wave packets and comparison with
the spin Hall equations

The analysis of scalar wave scattering in Sections V B
and V D is restricted to weak gravitational waves and
perturbative methods. In the non-perturbative regime,
wave propagation can be described by the Kirchhoff-like
integral (5.7). However, that integral cannot generally be
evaluated in closed form. Non-perturbative scattering for
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FIG. 14. Final momentum components p, and p, (both initially nonzero) due to scattering off a circularly polarized gravitational
sandwich wave, as a function of the initial scalar wave frequency w. The dots indicate data obtained by numerical quadrature of
Eq. (5.37), while the solid curves were obtained by solving the spin Hall equations (4.2) using initial data derived from the
initial scalar wave packet. The spin Hall equations are seen to agree with the full numerical evolution, especially when w is
large. It can also be seen that there is little dependence on [ at high frequencies. The gravitational wave here has amplitude
A=1/ 2U? and frequency v =5 JU. The scales in these plots use units in which U = 1. The remaining momentum component

py is plotted in Fig. 15.

generic scalar fields could instead be understood by sum-
ming the initially planar waves described in Section V C.
However, using analytic methods to extract interesting
features from such sums is again nontrivial. As a con-
sequence, we now turn to a numerical analysis of scalar
waves scattered by non-perturbative gravitational sand-
wich waves. This section presents results obtained from
the numerical evaluation of a Kirchhoff integral which
yields exact solutions to the complex scalar wave equation
in specific plane wave spacetimes (up to numerical er-
ror). We consider the scattering of small, high-frequency
wave packets and show that their dynamics are in good
agreement with the ray description provided by the spin
Hall equations (4.2). This provides evidence that the spin
Hall effect of wave packets carrying angular momentum
is indeed described by those equations.

We choose here to use a “standard” Kirchhoff integral
where the initial hypersurface ¥ that appears in Eq. (5.4)
is spacelike rather than null. This is possible because
(i) we work in a sufficiently small region that conjugate
hyperplanes are not encountered, and (ii) the initial data
considered here (very nearly) vanish outside of a suffi-
ciently compact region that all relevant portions of ¥ can
be placed in Z_, before any significant portion of the grav-
itational wave arrives. In particular, we identify ¥ with
the hypersurface ' = constant, where the time coordinate
is again defined by Eq. (2.11). Then it is convenient to
introduce spherical coordinates 7/,6’, ¢’ for the source
point x’ which are centered around the three spatial co-
ordinates x! of the field point z. Combining Eqgs. (5.2),
(5.4) and (5.5) then yields the Kirchhoff integral

dq
’l)[}(.I) = %/S ‘8 ’Jl |:T/2 (\/Zat//lz[}, - 77[}/at/\/g)
40, (T/Q\/qulatla/arfa)} )

T =Tret.

. (5.37)

when ¢ > t/, where dQ = sin6'df#’dy’ is the stan-
dard measure on the round unit two-sphere Sy and
Tret. = Tret. (231,60, ¢") describes the radius of the past
light cone with vertex z on the initial ¢’ = constant hy-
persurface and in the direction determined by the angles
(0", ¢"). This last function can be obtained by transform-
ing Eq. (3.32) into the given coordinates and then solving
o = 0. Regardless, the Jacobi propagators A;; and B;; are
computed numerically, and then o follows from Eq. (3.32)
and A from Eq. (5.6).

Scalar wave propagation can be related to the pre-
dictions of the gravitational spin Hall equations by (i)
prescribing initial data for a scalar field at ¥ = constant,
before the gravitational wave arrives, (ii) computing the
4-momentum, the energy centroid, and the angular mo-
mentum of this data, (iii) evolving the spin Hall equations
with these parameters as initial data, (iv) numerically
evaluating the Kirchhoff integral Eq. (5.37) to find the
field after the gravitational wave has left, and (v) comput-
ing the 4-momentum and the centroid of scattered field.
Finally, the 4-momenta and the centroids of steps (iii)
and (v) can be directly compared.

In order to describe this in more detail, we first explain
how to compute 4-momenta and centroids. These are de-
rived from the generalized momentum given by Eqgs. (4.4)
and (4.6). Integrating over a constant-¢ hypersurface
while assuming that the stress-energy tensor of the scalar
field T is nonzero only where the spacetime is (very
nearly) flat, the 4-momentum in Z_ and in Z; can be
computed using

P~ = / T*'d3z. (5.38)

We take 1) to be a genuinely complex field, as opposed to a
complex field interpreted so that only its real component



is physical. Denoting by %* its complex conjugate, the
stress-energy tensor is
Top = (5(7(1%\) — 2909 ) V400" V1), (5.39)

Stress-energy conservation implies that although the 4-
momentum can be changed by a passing gravitational
wave, it is conserved within each of the two flat regions. Its
components are the generalized momentum P evaluated
for vector fields £* which locally generate translations.

The centroid of a scalar field can be extracted by first
noting from Eqs. (4.4) and (4.6) that the angular mo-
mentum with respect to an origin with coordinates ¢ is
given by

B =9 / (x — &) eTta3 s (5.40)
in any flat region. Applying the spin supplementary
condition (4.1) with the frame vector given by Eq. (4.12),
the spatial coordinates of the centroid in any flat region

are therefore
= it / T2 d3x. (5.41)
p
Unlike in Section IV, we now use ! to denote the cen-
troid position instead of !, reserving the latter for the
spatial coordinates of a general field point. Regardless,
comparison with the spin Hall equations requires that we
also evaluate es. This is done by computing S*? and then
applying Eq. (4.3), which determines the absolute value
of es. Its sign is chosen to coincide with the sign of the
angular momentum parameter ! introduced in Eq. (5.44)
below. The u-derivatives needed to compute the stress-
energy tensor were obtained using finite differences. All
other derivatives were determined using the fact that
derivatives along the four Killing vector fields described
by Eq. (2.8) also satisfy the scalar wave equation and
can thus also be propagated forward in time using the
Kirchhoff integral (5.37).

We work with gravitational waves that can be inter-
preted as circularly polarized with Gaussian profiles. More
precisely, we consider the waveforms given by Eq. (B.10),
with center point Uy = 10U, phase offsets ¢ = 7/2 and
¢x = 0, and equal curvature length scales I, = [.. We
also define the curvature amplitude

(5.42)

where this and the gravitational wave frequency v are
both kept as adjustable parameters. The given waveform
never decays entirely to zero, so these are not technically
sandwich waves. However, the “flat regions” Z, can be
roughly identified as those in which |u — Uy| > U.
Next, we impose initial data for ¢(z') on the ' = 0
hypersurface, which amounts to specifying the field and
its first time derivative there. Introducing an initial scalar
amplitude profile a(z”), a scalar frequency w, and a unit
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FIG. 15. Final momentum component p, (which initially
vanishes) due to scattering off a circularly polarized gravita-
tional sandwich wave, as a function of the initial scalar wave
frequency w. All conventions here are the same as in Fig. 14,
which plots p; and p.. Here, py is seen to converge to the { = 0
case of a null geodesic at large w, and the first corrections are
well described by the spin Hall equations. Unlike for the py
and p, components, those corrections are nontrivial: There
is a clear dependence on the angular momentum of the wave
packet.

3-vector n! (unlike the unit 2-vector n’ used above) which
describes the initial direction of propagation, we let

Yl = a(z?)e e, (5.43a)
OY),_y = —[iwa(z”) + nKVKa(a:J)}ei‘””xI. (5.43b)

This choice is motivated by the high-frequency (or WKB)
approximation, in which a family of fields on spacetime
has the form [a(z)+O(w™1)]e“*®) as w — co. Working in
flat spacetime, planar wavefronts result from u = nyz’ —t,
and the scalar wave equation implies that d,u0%a = 0.
Evaluating these results on the initial hypersurface while
dropping the O(w™1!) correction recovers the initial data
above. Despite the approximation used to produce these
data, their evolution into the future takes into account all
finite-frequency effects. Up to numerical error, its use in
the Kirchhoff integral (5.37) produces an exact solution to
the scalar wave equation in a sandwich wave background.

Comparison with the spin Hall equations requires a
small wave packet, so we choose the initial amplitude
profile of the scalar field to decay exponentially—though
anisotropically—in all spatial directions. Introducing a
constant, positive-definite matrix Wy that controls this
decay,

a(@’) = N |z} exp (— W, g 272" +ilg), (5.44)

where ./ is a normalization constant, |z|3 = (675 —
nrngy)zlxz’ is the squared distance away from the prop-
agation axis, [ is an integer controlling the orbital angu-
lar momentum (OAM) of the field'?, and ¢ is an angle

12 Using the given initial data to compute the angular momentum,
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the final 3-momenta obtained using the Kirchhoff integral and
the spin Hall equations. The vertical scale plots the norm
of the difference between these two momenta. As the scalar
frequency w increases, this difference scales like 1/w2, which is
plotted in red. All conventions here are the same as in Fig. 14.

around the propagation direction. Using rotated coordi-
nates #! which are aligned with the propagation direction,
so 7% = 1, this last angle is more precisely defined to be
arg(#! +1i2%). Although ¢ is uniquely defined only up
to an overall additive constant, that constant is irrele-
vant to our discussion. In our implementation, we choose
Wiy = (2r/U?)diag[1,1,1/9];; in these same rotated
coordinates, so that the wave packet decays more rapidly
away from its propagation direction rather than along
it. All calculations are carried out with the propagation
direction (n;) = (sing, 0, —cos 3), where § = 1/2, and,
for convenience, .4 is chosen such that the initial energy
p'|i=o is equal to the gravitation wave width U.

We implemented the above scheme using Wolfram
Mathematica [124]. As a first test, the scattering of scalar
wave packets in a fixed gravitational wave background
was considered for various values of the initial scalar wave
frequency w. Since wave packets with different values of [
did not acquire significant spatial separation during the
integration time At = 20U, after which they had propa-
gated to the region 7, our analysis focuses mainly on the
final 3-momentum p;. Figures 14 and 15 show the final
momentum of the wave packet as a function of its initial
angular frequency w. In these plots, the dots represent
the numerical results obtained from the Kirchhoff formula
(5.4), applied to the initial data mentioned above, while
the solid lines represent the numerical results obtained
from numerical solutions to the spin Hall equations (4.2).
As demonstrated in Fig. 14, the momentum components
that are initially nonzero show only little dependence on

it can be shown that es = (pt/w)l + O(w™3). That the leading
term here is of order 1/w implies that the angular momentum
of the wave packet first appears at one order beyond geometric
optics.
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FIG. 17. Variation of the final momentum p, (which initially
vanishes) as a function of the gravitational wave amplitude A.
Conventions are the same as in Fig. 14, except that A is free in
this plot. The initial frequency of the scalar wave is also fixed
at w = 50/U. The spin Hall predictions are seen to remain
valid even for very large gravitational wave amplitudes.

the OAM parameter [: Defining the relative momentum
splitting as

p(l=+1) —p,(I=-1)
max{|p;(l = +1)|,[p,;(l = =1)[}’

we find that dp, and dp, do not exceed 1.6 x 107° in the
considered parameter regime. However, Fig. 15 shows
a clear [-dependence of the final value of p, (which is
initially zero): The relative splitting ranges from dp, ~ —2
at w =5/U to dp, ~ —0.06 at w = 100/U.

Figure 16 shows that the final momenta of the con-
sidered scalar wave packets converge to the spin Hall
predictions at a rate that is proportional to w™2. This
result is to be expected from the construction of the spin
Hall equations using high-frequency asymptotics, though
the present comparison provides the first quantitative mea-
sures of the quality of the gravitational spin Hall model.
To further analyze this quality in the present setup, the
dependence of p, on the gravitational wave amplitude
A was investigated for a fixed value of the scalar wave
frequency, w = 50/U, but different values of the OAM
parameter [, namely 0, +1, and +2. Figure 17 shows
a clear [-dependent change in p, for gravitational wave
amplitudes up to A = 3/U? that is consistent with the
spin Hall predictions. All of these results were obtained
without weak-field approximations.

5p[ = (545)

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper discusses a wide range of memory effects
in gravitational plane wave spacetimes. All memory ef-
fects involving geodesics, spinning massless particles, and
even full test fields were found to depend only on solu-
tions to the geodesic deviation equation. In particular,
they can be written in terms of the Jacobi propagators



A;;(u,u') and B;;(u,u’). Although there is an infinite-
dimensional space of possible waveforms, and there are
different Jacobi propagators for each waveform, there
is only a finite-dimensional space of possibilities for the
“initial” and “final” Jacobi propagators in sandwich-wave
contexts where the waveform is nontrivial only for a finite
time. All memory effects we consider can then be encoded
in the four memory tensors introduced in Section II; cf.
Egs. (2.30) and (2.31). Since the memory tensors encode
only a relatively small amount of information about the
gravitational waveform, memory effects of the types con-
sidered here can probe only certain characteristics of a
gravitational wave. In a weak-field limit, the memory
tensors encode only the zeroth, the first, and the second
moments of the curvature.

Applied to geodesics, our memory tensors Mid;d,
MY, My, and MY determine the trans-
verse displacement-displacement, displacement-velocity,
velocity-displacement, and velocity-velocity memory ef-
fects, respectively; cf. Egs. (3.9) and (3.10). Although
longitudinal memory effects occur as well—as discussed in
Section III C particularly for null geodesics—these effects
are determined by the same four memory tensors.

The memory tensors also determine a number of mem-
ory effects which are not necessarily associated with
geodesics. For example, we find in Section IV that they
completely characterize the scattering of massless parti-
cles (or compact wave packets) with longitudinal angular
momentum, a process which is described by the spin
Hall equations. Although spinning wave packets are scat-
tered differently than null geodesics, nothing more can
be learned about a gravitational wave by using them to
perform memory experiments.

This is also true when considering the scattering of arbi-
trary test fields: The memory tensors determine Synge’s
world function o, as well as the van Vleck determinant A,
and these are all that enter the relevant Green functions
for (massless or massive [82]) scalar fields in plane wave
spacetimes. Memory effects in the propagation of mass-
less scalar fields are discussed from several perspectives in
Section V. One result is that we use the aforementioned
Green function to derive a Kirchhoff-like integral formula
for the final field in terms of an initial one. We also
compute the exact scattering of an initially planar scalar
wave by a gravitational wave. If the outgoing wave is also
planar (which is not necessarily the case), the initial and
the final waves are shown to be scattered similarly to a
null geodesic.

We also show that when a gravitational wave is weak, its
effect on an arbitrary scalar field can be obtained simply
by applying a differential operator to an appropriate “seed”
solution which satisfies the wave equation in flat space-
time. The perturbative portion of this operator involves
pairs of Lie derivatives with respect to four of the relevant
Killing fields, where these derivatives are weighted by the
various memory tensors; cf. Eq. (5.19). We apply this
result for seed solutions involving counter-propagating
Hermite-Gauss and Laguerre—Gauss beams in flat space-
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time, where different memory tensors are found to excite
different side modes. The number of excited modes is
found to be finite.

Lastly, we numerically analyze the behavior of massless
scalar wave packets in fully nonlinear gravitational waves.
Our main result is that the momenta of these wave packets
are well approximated by the spin Hall equations, which
are described and solved in Section IV. This provides
the first numerical evidence for the convergence of scalar-
wave-packet dynamics to the behavior predicted by the
spin Hall equations.

This paper has focused on memory effects in plane wave
spacetimes. Physically, plane wave geometries might be
expected to approximate the geometry in a spatially small
region far from a gravitating source. Given the Penrose
limit, plane waves might also be expected to be relevant
for memory effects which involve systems confined to
remain near a null geodesic in an arbitrary spacetime.
However, precise translations to these contexts are left
for later work.
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Appendix A: Notation

We work on smooth Lorentzian spacetimes (M, gag),
where the metric tensor g.p has signature (— + ++).
Greek letters are used for spacetime indices and range
from 0 to 3. We mostly describe plane wave spacetimes in
Brinkmann coordinates (u, v, %), although Rosen coordi-
nates (%,7, ") are also used. In this context, overset
dots are used to denote derivatives with respect to u or
7 . Also, Latin letters from the middle of the alphabet,
(4,4, k,...), which run from 1 to 2, are used to label the
transverse and spacelike coordinates in these spacetimes.
The components of 3-vectors are labeled with capitalized
Latin letters from the middle of the alphabet, (I, J, K, .. .),
and range from 1 to 3. We work in geometrized units
in which G = ¢ = 1, the Einstein summation convention
is assumed, and we use the notation a,b® = a-b. The
Riemann tensor is defined so that 2V Vgwy = Ram)‘w,\
for any smooth w,. A summary of the important symbols
used throughout the paper is given in Table I.
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Symbol Description Reference

v, et =z, 2=y Brinkmann coordinates Eq. (2.1)

t, z Time and longitudinal coordinates Eq. (2.11)
wU,V, X" Rosen coordinates Eq. (C.1)

H;; Plane wave waveform (Brinkmann) Egs. (2.1), (2.2)
hij Plane wave waveform (Rosen) Egs. (C.1), (C.8)
£ Plane wave propagation direction Eq. (2.6)

A Homothety Eq. (2.14)

g Solution to transverse vector Jacobi equation Egs. (2.8), (2.9)
E;; Solution to transverse matrix Jacobi equation Egs. (2.15), (C.8)
Aij, Bij Transverse Jacobi propagators Eq. (2.16)

d->v d->d vV v—>d
Iy,2lc
7Y, o, Vo, sz

Memory tensors
Flat and curved regions of a sandwich wave
Transformations between Brinkmann coordinates

Egs. (2.30), (2.40), (3.10)
Fig. 1
Eq. (2.3)

K Geodesic constant Egs. (3.4), (3.18)
o Positions projected on u = 0 hyperplane Egs. (3.8), (3.9), Fig. 4
xi Positions projected on ¢t = 0 hyperplane Eq. (3.17), Fig. 4
&l Initial and final transverse velocities Eq. (3.9)
Vi Initial and final 3-velocities Eq. (3.17)
nly Initial and final unit propagation directions Egs. (3.27), (5.20), (5.26)
Do Linear momentum Egs. (4.2), (4.4)
S Angular momentum Eqgs. (4.1), (4.2), (4.4)
es, 1 Angular momentum parameters Egs. (4.3), (5.31b), (5.43)
Pe &% component of generalized momentum Egs. (4.4), (4.6)
S, S Scattering matrices Egs. (3.9), (3.10), (4.22)
o Synge’s world function Eq. (3.32)
A van Vleck determinant Eq. (5.6)
G Scalar Green function Eq. (5.5)
pIND I Hypersurfaces Egs. (4.6), (5.4)
,P,IlGn Hermite—Gauss modes Eq. (5.31a)
Le Laguerre-Gauss modes Eq. (5.31b)
T8 Stress-energy tensor Egs. (4.6), (5.39)
a, w Initial scalar wave packet amplitude and frequency Egs. (5.43), (5.44)
U, Uo Gravitational wave width and center Eq. (B.10)
v, o+, Ox Gravitational wave frequency and phase offsets Eq. (B.10)
Iy, I Curvature lengthscales Egs. (B.1), (B.10)
A=2/rl3 Curvature amplitude Egs. (5.42), Fig. 18

TABLE 1. Table of symbols.

Appendix B: Example plane waves and their memory
tensors

This paper mostly takes the perspective that the precise
waveform of a gravitational plane wave is less relevant
than its associated memory tensors. However, it is always
possible to compute the latter from the former, at least
numerically. This appendix provides three examples of
specific plane wave spacetimes in which the memory ten-
sors can be computed analytically: one exactly and two
approximately. Our first example is a constant, finite-
width pulse. Although this does not model any astrophys-
ically relevant radiation, all memory tensors can easily be
computed in the fully nonlinear regime. Our latter two
examples are treated only in the linear approximation.
One of these describes an oscillating burst while the other
models the radiation which is emitted by the head-on

collision of two masses.

1. Exact constant pulse

Perhaps the simplest nontrivial examples of vacuum
sandwich waves are constant pulses with duration U > 0
and curvature lengthscale [ > 0 (which is not to be con-
fused with the angular momentum parameters [ employed
in Sections VD and VE). Any such pulse must be lin-
early polarized, so coordinates can be chosen in which
its waveform is diagonal: Letting © denote the Heaviside
step function,

H;j(u) =1720(u)O(U — u) diag[L, —1];;. (B.1)

Gravitational waves of this kind are not reasonable mod-
els for the far-field radiation emitted by any compact



system in an asymptotically flat context. However, if
the Heaviside functions in Eq. (B.1) were omitted, the
resulting constant-curvature wave could be obtained by
applying a Penrose limit to the Schwarzschild light ring;
cf. Ref. [39] and also Eq. (2.42). Our waveform might,
therefore, be viewed as a crude model for the Penrose limit
of a null geodesic in the Schwarzschild spacetime which
comes in from infinity, circles multiple times near the light
ring, and then leaves. Regardless of interpretation, the

B;j(u,u') = ldiag[sinh(u/l) — (u/l) cosh(u/l), sin(u/l) — (u'/1) cos(u/l)]

Finally, if v’ € Z_ while u € Z, = (U, 00),
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waveform (B.1) provides a simple example in which all
memory tensors can be computed exactly. Square pulses
of this kind have also been considered, from a different
perspective, in Ref. [125].

In order to compute the memory tensors here, it is
sufficient to obtain the Jacobi propagator B;;(u,u’) as
described in Section ITB. Supposing that v and «' both
lie in Z_ = (—00,0), this is simply (v — u')d;;. However,
if u' € Z_ while u € Zo = (0,U), solving Eq. (2.15) with
Eij = Bij results in

Bij(u,u') = ldiag[sinh(U/l) — (u' /1) cosh(U/1) + (cosh(U/l) — (u'/1) sinh(U/1)) (u — U)/L,

Applying Eq. (2.22) allows us to use this to obtain the other Jacobi propagator,

Aij(u,u') = diag[cosh(U/l) + 17 (u — U) sinh(U/1), cos(U/1) — 1~ (u — U) sin(U/l)]

Comparison with Eq. (2.30) then shows that the memory tensors are given by

MY = diag[cosh(U/l) —1, cos(U/1) - 1}

i (B.2)

sin(U/1) — (v /1) cos(U/1) + (cos(U/1) + (v /1) sin(U/1)) (u — U)/1] i (B.3)

. (B.4)

i MEY = 17" diag[ sinh(U /1), — sin(U/l)]ij, (B.5a)

M7 = diag[ cosh(U/1) — (U/1) sinh(U/1) = 1, cos(U/1) + (U/1) sin(U/1) = 1] ., (B.5b)
MZ-VJ-*d = ldiag [ sinh(U/l) — (U/1) cosh(U/1), sin(U/1) — (U/1) cos(U/l)]ij. (B.5¢)

These expressions are exact. Unlike in the linear context,
it is clear that none of these tensors are trace-free and
also that Midfd # =M.

If we linearize in H;;, which is equivalent to expanding
through quadratic order in 1/I, the memory tensors here
reduce to

Midjw = U (U/l)* diag[1, —1];; + O(I""),  (B.6a)
Mivj%v _ _Midjﬁd 4 0(1—4)
1
= 5 (U/)* diag[1, —1];; + O™, (B.6D)

1
M7 = —gU(U/l)Qdiag[L 1) + O™, (B.6c)

These expressions are trace-free, as expected. They can
also be interpreted as the leading-order expansions in U.
Of course, these tensors (and their non-perturbative coun-
terparts) depend on a choice of origin for the u coordinate.
It follows from Eq. (2.37) that although no shift in the u
coordinate can be used to eliminate Mi"fd or Mf;", both
Mf7 4 and M7Y can be simultaneously eliminated in the
weak-field limit. Doing so has the consequence of leaving
Midfv unchanged while dividing Mi"fd by 4.

Regardless, if the origin of the u coordinate is left as-is,
the first nonlinearities here result in, e.g.,
d-d
Mi‘]j + Mi\‘/j»v —

U/D)*6;; + O(17). (B.7)

1
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More general results on how perturbative and non-
perturbative nonlinearities affect the Jacobi propagators
may be found in Ref. [27].

Another point which can be noted here is that there may
be cases in which B;;(u, u) fails to be invertible. Recalling
the discussion surrounding Eq. (3.5), the corresponding
values of u and v’ fix the conjugate hyperplanes [74].
These are associated with geodesic focusing, as well as,
e.g., the breakdown of both the Green function (5.5) and
of the Kirchhoff-like formula (5.7). For the constant pulse
considered here, it follows from Eq. (B.3) that if v’ € Z_
is fixed, there exists some uw € Z, which is conjugate to
u’ whenever

ltan(U/l) — '

T+ (w /D) tan(@)h) ~ (B8)

There are two possibilities here, depending on the sign of
tan(U/1). If tan(U/l) > 0, which occurs, e.g., for short



or weak pulses, the relevant criterion reduces to u'/l <
—cot(U/1). All geodesics which begin somewhere in the
sufficiently distant past are thus focused in the future of
the gravitational wave pulse. For pulses where tan(U/I)
is instead negative, focusing from Z_ to Z; occurs only
from the finite interval in which tan(U/l) < u'/l < 0.

A similar analysis may be used to find when A;;(u, ')
fails to be invertible, which signals the divergence of the
initially planar scalar wave given by Eq. (5.25). Using
Eq. (B.4), such waves diverge for some v € Z, only when

tan(U/1) >0 (B.9)

J

Hij(u) = NG

e~ [(u=Uo)/2U7 177 sin(vu + ¢4)
1.2 sin(vu + ¢y )
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This criterion also describes the existence of a focal point
[89], a location where an initially comoving collection
of geodesics would be focused after passing through the
given gravitational wave (as in, e.g., Fig. 3).

2. Oscillating waves

The list of waveforms whose effects can be understood
non-perturbatively (and non-numerically) is rather short.
However, it is straightforward to perturbatively compute
memory tensors in a wide range of scenarios. One class
of possibilities are the waveforms

12 sin(yu+¢x)> _ (B.10)

—1%sin(vu + ¢4)

A wave in this class oscillates with angular frequency v, and those oscillations are modulated by a Gaussian centered
at u = Uy and with width U. The curvature lengths of the + and the x polarized components of the wave are
parameterized by [ and I, and these components can also have the constant phase offsets ¢, and ¢« [where the ¢
here should not be confused with the phase in Eq. (5.30)]. Such a wave is + polarized when [, — oo and X polarized
when [y — 0o. More generally, it is linearly polarized in both of these cases, but also whenever ¢, = ¢«. The wave
may be described as circularly polarized whenever Iy =1} and ¢« = ¢ + /2.

Although these are technically not sandwich waves, they decay sufficiently fast that memory tensors remain a useful

concept. If we assume that the amplitudes here are sufficiently small, Eq. (2.40) can be used to show that

dsv _L2U2 l__,,_Q Sin(l/Uo + o4
M =Ue (1_2 sin(vUp + ¢

M’L_dj»d — —21/U3€_V2U2 < + COS VU() + ¢+)

MV» d _ [

and MY = —M34 + O(H?). All memory tensors
are generically nonzero at this order order. However,
some of these tensors can be made to vanish in special
cases. For example, Midf" vanishes at linear order when,
e.g., o1 = ¢x = —vUp, which would correspond to a
particular class of linearly polarized waves. If one would
like to construct a more general class of oscillating bursts
in which M3”" vanishes at linear order, one way to do so
would be to let H;; be proportional to a u-derivative of
the right-hand side of Eq. (B.10); cf. Eq. (2.41).

Regardless, all of the linearized memory tensors given
by Eq. (B.11) are exponentially suppressed when vU > 1.
In these cases, the waveform nearly averages to zero over
many oscillations. However, a similar suppression does
not occur at higher orders, essentially because the squared
waveform does not average to zero. This is illustrated
in Fig. 18. Nonlinearity might therefore be considerably
more important in these cases than simple estimates sug-
gest. See also [27, 29] for other cases in which nonlinear
effects can be relatively large.

ZX2 sin(vUp + ¢x) )

—17%sin(vU + 01)), + O(H?), (B.11a)
( 1.2 cos(vUy + bx) B Wy )
0s(vUp + 6x) —I52 cos(wlo + 1)) UoM;3™" + O(H"), (B.11b)
2(20°U% = 1) + US| M7 + 2Uo Md*d +O(H?), (B.11¢)

(

3. Weak gravitational waves from colliding masses

Our final example concerns the gravitational wave burst
that is emitted by two massive objects which collide head-
on, leaving a single static remnant. Idealizing such a
process, the quadrupole formula suggests that it can be
modeled by an impulsive plane wave with the waveform

Hij (U) = a5/(u)d1ag[1, 71]”, (B12)

where « is a constant which can be related to the initial
energies of the two objects and their final distance from
the observer. A similar waveform arises if, instead, one
mass splits into two. Regardless, applying Eq. (2.40)
to Eq. (B.12), one finds that Midj”V vanishes at linear
order, as expected for an “astrophysically reasonable”
gravitational wave. In fact, Mi"f‘]1 vanishes as well. The
only nontrivial memory tensors here are

M = adiag[l, —1];; + O(a?)

and M7V = fMidj”d + O(a?). In this weak-field approx-
imation, there are no conjugate hyperplanes.

(B.13)
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FIG. 18. Absolute values of the eigenvalues of M;”", as a
function of amplitude, for circularly polarized gravitational
plane waves with Gaussian profiles. Solid lines are obtained
by numerical integration of the Jacobi equation, while dashed
lines are linear approximations obtained from Eq. (B.11b)
and M7 = —M’% + O(H?). In units where U = 1, all
waveforms here are given by Eq. (B.10) with Uy = 10, ¢4+ =
0, ¢x = /2, and I+ = lx, which matches the parameters
considered in Section V E. The amplitude plotted here is
defined to be A = 2/\/7?13_. At larger gravitational wave
frequencies v, the linear approximation is seen to fail even
for relatively small amplitudes. It may also be seen that
at least in the v = 0 and v = 3 cases, the two eigenvalues
differ in magnitude at large A, implying that M;7”" acquires
a significant trace.

Appendix C: Ward’s formula for scalar fields on
plane wave backgrounds

In Section V A, we have used a Green function for the
scalar wave equation in order to derive the Kirchhoff-like
scattering formula (5.7) for scalar fields on gravitational
plane wave backgrounds. Although the relation is not
obvious, this may be shown to be a special case of an
integral representation that has been previously derived
by Ward [72] using different methods (see also Ref. [68] for
an extension to electromagnetic fields). This Appendix
explains how the two representations are related and uses
that relation to physically interpret the parameters in
Ward’s construction.

Ward worked in Rosen coordinates (%, ¥, Z*), where
the line element takes the form

ds? = —2d% AV + hij(% )X AZ. (C.1)
In these coordinates, it is the 2-metric h;;(%) that en-
codes the waveform of the gravitational wave [rather than

the H;;(u) that appears in the Brinkmann line element
in Eq. (2.1)]. Ward then introduced the scalar fields

Sp(U, V, Z)V=V + P2 + %Pin (hgj+

+ /%[h‘l(W)]ij dV/), (C.2)

o

34

where %, héj , and P; are arbitrary constants. These
scalars were shown to satisfy the eikonal equation

VaSpVaSp =0, (C.3)
so constant-Sp hypersurfaces may be viewed as wavefronts
in, e.g., geometric optics. However, much more can be
said: If f is any scalar function of one variable,

(det hi;) "2 f(Sp) (C.4)
is an exact solution to the massless scalar wave equation.
Since f is arbitrary here, solutions with this form are
examples of “progressing waves” [72, 126, 127].

Summing up solutions with different P;, it follows that
given any F' = F(Sp, P;),

1
W= i /F(SP,Pk)dQP

(det hij) (05)
is a solution to the massless scalar wave equation. In the
flat-spacetime case where coordinates can be chosen such
that h;; = d;;, this reduces to a certain integral formula
for solutions to the wave equation which was originally
obtained by Whittaker [72, 128].

However, in order to relate Ward’s integral (C.5) to our
representation (5.7), we must first translate the former
into the Brinkmann coordinates (u,v,z*) which are used
in the latter. Letting u = %, the appropriate transforma-
tion is given by [27, 51, 74]

¥ = B2, v=" + %Eki(%)Ekj(%)%i%j,
(C.6)

where E;;(% ) is any solution to the matrix Jacobi equa-
tion (2.15) in which

Ey B =0. (C.7)
If this latter constraint is satisfied at any one value of %,
it may be shown to be satisfied for all 7. Regardless,
applying this coordinate transformation to the Brinkmann
line element (2.1) recovers the Rosen line element (C.1)
with the transverse metric

hi; = E*;Ey;. (C.8)
Different choices for Fj;; result in different Rosen coordi-
nate systems, with different (though physically equivalent)
transverse metrics. It is clear from the discussion in Sec-
tion II B that if v’ is viewed as a fixed parameter, F;;(u)
must be a linear combination of the Jacobi propagators
Aij(u,u’) and Bj(u,u’).

Elsewhere in the literature, it has been common to
identify E;; with A;; [51, 72, 115, 116]. We also do so in
Section V C above in order to understand how planar test
fields are scattered by plane gravitational waves. However,
relating Ward’s formula to our Kirchhoff integral (5.7)
instead requires the choice

Eij = Bij. (Cg)



The resulting Rosen coordinate system is then singular at
least at u = ', but this is not problematic in Brinkmann
coordinates (which are valid everywhere). We also note
that from Egs. (2.20) and (C.8), as well as from the
symmetry of 9, B;*(B~1);; which follows from Eq. (2.24),

0,1(B-14)7) = —(B-)H(B)0 = —(h ). (C.10)
Choosing hy = — (Bfl)““Akj|(% oy i Eq. (C.2), use of
Eq. (C.6) with P; = z} then shows that
(C.11)

where vy is given by Eq. (5.9). This provides a clear
physical interpretation for the eikonal here: Given an
event with Brinkmann coordinates (u,v,z"), the event
(', Sy, ') is null-separated from it. Furthermore, it
follows from Eq. (5.6) that

S:c/ = Vret,

A2 (u,u')

u—u

(det hij)~1/* = (det By;) /2 = (C.12)
in this case. Our integral (5.7) is therefore equiva-
lent to Ward’s (C.5) when E;; = B;;, when the con-
stants hi and %, are chosen appropriately, and when
21F (Sp,2') = Optp(u/,v',2")| ,_g . The parameters
P; which appear in Ward’s origina1$result are thus seen
to be interpreted as transverse Brinkmann coordinates
2" on an “initial” null hypersurface. Furthermore, the
function F' is seen to be a first derivative of the field on
that hypersurface. Note however that these simple inter-
pretations arise only when the Rosen coordinate system
which is used in the original construction breaks down on
the initial hypersurface. Interpretations differ when, e.g.,
Eij = AZ]

Appendix D: Charged particles in an electromagnetic
sandwich wave

The majority of this paper is concerned with gravita-
tional wave memory. However, there are also electromag-
netic memory effects, and it is instructive to compare
them. As in the gravitational context, electromagnetic
memory can be considered either as an effect which arises
far away from a compact source, or as an effect which is
associated with a local plane wave (without reference to
any particular source). In the former case, charged parti-
cles have been claimed to generically experience a change
in velocity due to the passage of electromagnetic radia-
tion [129]. However, this has recently been challenged
[130] with the statement that there can be a displacement
memory but no velocity memory. Following the gravita-
tional discussion in this paper, which focuses on arbitrary
plane waves without reference to their sources, we do not
enter here into this disagreement, which depends on the
asymptotic properties of electromagnetic fields.

Instead, we consider the motion of a charged particle
in flat spacetime which is accelerated by an arbitrary
electromagnetic “sandwich wave.” The position z%(7) of
a particle with charge ¢ and mass m obeys the Lorentz
force equation
daf

Fe (D.1)

D g,
A ar

ar- _ 9
dr dr m
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where 7 denotes a proper time along the particle’s world-
line. Furthermore, the electromagnetic field of an arbi-
trary plane wave can be described by Eq. (2.13). Com-
bining these two expressions shows that

Y4 @ = —d—u = constant
“dr ~ dr '

(D.2)
If Brinkmann coordinates are adopted so ds? = —2dudv +
dz? 4 dy?, the two transverse components of the Lorentz
force equation reduce to

d2a? qg dr .
—=———A D.3
du?  2m du'/4 (), (D:3)
where A’ (u)/2+/2 is the electric field which would be seen
by an observer at constant x, y, z. Regardless, the Lorentz
force equation can be solved to yield

z'(u) = 2" (v) + (u — )i (u)

(D.4)

This is exact and is valid for arbitrary electromagnetic
waveforms.

If we consider a sandwich wave, so F,3 vanishes for
all v outside some finite interval, we can now ask how
charged particles are scattered. It follows from Eq. (D.4)
that all relevant information is captured by the memory
vectors

Miz/oo du A*(u), Mflz—/oo duuA(u), (D.5)

—00 —00

which are essentially the zeroth and the first moments of
the electric field. If v’ lies before the wave has arrived
and u after it has left, the transverse scattering variables
2% and % which are defined by Eq. (3.8) are related via

ONGEEL
T Tt 2mdu \ M, )~
This may be compared with Egs. (3.9) and (3.10), which
describe the transverse scattering of geodesics by a gravi-
tational plane wave. One similarity is that the memory
effects in both cases depend on the lowest moments of
the relevant waveform (at least when linearizing in the
gravitational case). However, this similarity also leads to
a difference: Electromagnetic memory is parametrized by
memory vectors rather than second-rank memory tensors.
This is essentially because the electromagnetic waveform
is a vector while the gravitational waveform is a second-
rank symmetric tensor. An even more striking difference
is that although the gravitational memory is linear in the
initial transverse state, the electromagnetic memory is
independent of it. All charged particles with the same
(¢/m)dr/du experience the same transverse kicks and the
same transverse displacements.

(D.6)
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Appendix E: Derivatives of HG and LG beams

In principle, it is possible to use Eq. (5.19) to understand the scattering of the Hermite-Gauss and Laguerre-Gauss
beams analytically, at least in the linear approximation. We now give analytical expressions for the various derivatives
that appear in Eq. (5.19) when HG or LG solutions are used as seed fields. These results follow easily by applying the
standard properties of Hermite and Laguerre polynomials [131]. They are used in Section VD to understand how
gravitational wave memory affects localized scalar beams.

1. Counter-propagating HG beams

For counter-propagating HG beams w,ljﬁl defined in Eq. (5.31a), the relevant partial derivatives for calculating the
scattered beam are

i
Oy Eﬁb:m 2(m+n+1) Eﬁﬁ m(m — 1)yHIG 271* wn—1) Ef;_g
0

(m+1)(m+2) m+2n vVin+1)(n+2) mn+2 , (E.1a)
az’l/)g,crrl = (\/>wm 1,n Vim wm-&-l n) ’ (Elb)
Dyhn = (f M1 — VYRS ) (E-1c)

The remaining terms can in Eq. (5.19) be calculated using the above expressions, together with

1

2kwy
1
HG _ / 20 _
Yy mn = S {f( k+1\f1}> no1tvn+1 (wok 1\[1}) mn+1:| (E.2b)

HG
TP =

{\F(wok—kl\fv) PHe 1n+\/7(w0 —1{0) m+1n]» (E.2a)

Using these equations, together with Eq. (5.19), we can easily determine the side modes excited by different components
of the memory tensors when the ingoing beam before the gravitational wave is sz/)HG The excited side modes are
summarized in Fig. 11.

2. Counter-propagating LG beams

For counter-propagating LG beams wlL,z? defined in Eq. (5.31b), the relevant partial derivatives for calculating the
scattered beam are

Otiiy = V2w 2[\/Z}T\l Lot + @+ |+ DS + v/ (p+ 1)( p+|l\+1)1/)lp+1}, (E.3a)
etif e 10 i

Dty = [ <(9 + 89) 5 <(9T - r@g)] L, (E.3b)
it o1 ;

3ysz§’ = { <8 + 59) e <5r — T@e)] PG b (E.3c)

where

+if 1 —p+l LG 1<
‘ (a + ag> LG Pl + WIS, = VPV, S0, (E.4a)
’ +v/p + [IJYE€ 1][,Jm/er wHM [>0.

e—if (a ¢ 1 +\/Ir¢l+1p+\/ﬁ1/)l+l,p+l 1 <0, (E.4b)
T V2w | VPRI, VRl 120,




The remaining type of terms that appear in Eq. (5.19) are
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Hi0 4 —i0
e te e

x,(/)ll:pG = TrCos ewll:](?} =r 2 l,p > (E5a)
LG - LG et —e g
Yy, =rsinfp = S T (E.5b)
where

petiO LG 1 Vo +1 (k:wo - 1[1}) 1/)[ | p (k:wo + 1[1}) 1/)11‘914371 1 <0, (F.6a)

Lp ﬂkwo Vo 41 (kwd +1v2v) oG e VP F 1 (kw3 —iv2v) ¢1L—Gi,p+1 1>0.
,191/}1 1 + 1 (kwo + 1\[1}) le p (kwo - 1\[1}) wli%’pﬂ 1 <0, (F.6b)

P \/ikwo \/p + 1]+ 1 (kwd — 1\[1}) wH_l » VP (kwd +iv2v) Vi1 1>0.

Using these equations, together with Eq. (5.19), we can easily determine the side modes excited by different components

of the memory tensors when the ingoing beam before the gravitational wave is &,wllf

summarized in Fig. 12.
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