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A bstract

W e investigate the hypothesized existence ofan S-m atrix forgravity,and som e ofits

expected generalproperties. W e �rst discuss basic questions regarding existence ofsuch

a m atrix,including those ofinfrared divergences and description ofasym ptotic states.

Distinctscattering behavioroccursin the Born,eikonal,and strong gravity regim es,and

we describe aspectsofboth the partialwave and m om entum space am plitudes,and their

analytic properties,from these regim es. Classically the strong gravity region would be

dom inated by form ation ofblack holes,and we assum e itsunitary quantum dynam icsis

described by correspondingresonances.M asslessnesslim itssom epowerfulm ethodsand re-

sultsthatapply tom assivetheories,though acontinuation path im plyingcrossing sym m e-

try plausibly stillexists.Physicalpropertiesofgravity suggestnonpolynom ialam plitudes,

although crossing and causality constrain (with m odestassum ptions)thisnonpolynom ial

behavior,particularly requiringapolynom ialbound in com plex sat�xed physicalm om en-

tum transfer. W e explore the hypothesisthatsuch behaviorcorrespondsto a nonlocality

intrinsicto gravity,butconsistentwith unitarity,analyticity,crossing,and causality.
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1. Introduction

In a quantum -gravitationaltheory wherespacetim e,locality,etc. m ay notbefunda-

m entalconcepts,an im portant question is what quantitiesare am enable to quantitative

analysis. In thispaper,we willassum e thatatspace,orsom ething which itclosely ap-

proxim ates,isan allowed con�guration ofthetheory.W ewillm oreoverassum ethatthere

is an action ofits sym m etry group,nam ely the Poincare group,both on this con�gura-

tion and on perturbations about it. This suggests that we can consider states incident

from in�nity,with given m om enta and energies,and study theirscattering.Theresulting

quantum am plitudesshould be sum m arized in an S-m atrix.

One would liketo understand whatpropertiesare expected ofsuch an S-m atrix.For

a quantum theory,unitarity is a given. Analyticity in m om enta and crossing sym m e-

try encode im portantphysicalfeaturesofS-m atricesin quantum �eld theory (QFT),like

causality[1]. G ravity o�erssom e new featureswhose role needsto be understood. M ass-

lessnessis�rst,and causesinfrared singularities;these we howeverenvision regulating by

working in spacetim e dim ension D > 4,orby properform ulation ofinclusive am plitudes.

Anotherisgrowth oftherangeofgravity with energy,asisseen forexam plein growth of

the Schwarzschild radiusofa black hole form ed in a high-energy collision. An im portant

question ishow thesenew featurescan bereconciled with theothers.Onewould alsoliketo

understand how theseand otherphysicalpropertieseitherdo ordon’tm anifestthem selves

in a gravitationalS-m atrix { particularly locality and causality.The latterpropertiesare

especially interesting,given that a certain lack oflocality could be partofa m echanism

for inform ation to escape a black hole,and thus explain the m ysteries surrounding the

inform ation paradox.Yetlocality ism anifestin low-energy descriptionsofnature,and is

a cornerstoneofQFT;itisalso nontrivially related to causality,which playsan im portant

rolein consistency ofa theory.

In this paper, we carry out som e prelim inary investigation ofthese m atters,with

particularfocus on the ultra-high energy regim e. W e willm ake the m axim alanalyticity

hypothesis[1],where one assum esthatthe only singularitiesthatappearin the scattering

am plitudes are those dictated by unitarity. Our investigations willthen focus on the

question ofwhatcan belearned by com bining unitarity,analyticity,crossing and causality

together with expected general features of gravity. In spite of the plausibly nonlocal

behaviorofthe gravitationalam plitudesthatwe willexplore,we have found no evidence

for a lack of harm ony between such nonlocality and these basic properties. W e thus

1



entertain thepossibility thatan S-m atrix representation ofsuch nonlocaldynam icsexists,

which retainsthe essentialphysicalfeatures.

The nextsection willfurtherdescribe the S-m atrix hypothesis,and som e issuesthat

m ust be confronted in itsform ulation,particularly questions ofinfrared divergences and

asym ptoticcom pleteness,and sum m arizesaspectsofexclusiveam plitudesand theirpartial

wave expansion. Section three contains a sum m ary ofthe di�erent scattering regim es

(broadly,Born,eikonal,and strong gravity),and aspects ofthe physics ofeach. Section

fourfocusseson thestronggravityregim e,whereoneexpectssigni�cantcontributionsfrom

processesclassically described asblack holeform ation.W eparam eterizethecorresponding

interm ediate states as resonances,and investigate their im plications for the form ofthe

partialwaveam plitudes.Section �vefurtherdevelopsthedescription oftheseam plitudes,

sum m arizing ourknowledge ofthe contributionsto the phase shifts and theirim aginary

partsfrom the di�erent regim es. Section six overviewssom e properties ofam plitudes in

m om entum space,som e ofwhich can be inferred from those ofpartialwave am plitudes.

In particular,forboth form sofam plitudes,we �nd strong indicationsofnon-polynom ial

behavior. Section seven investigatesaspectsofanalyticity and crossing;the latterisless

transparent than in a theory with a m ass gap. Nonetheless, there is an argum ent for

crossing,and this together with causality (plus herm itian analyticity and a sm oothness

assum ption)in turn leadsto constraintson non-polynom ialgrowth. Section eightcloses

with furtherdiscussion ofnonpolynom iality,and itsconnection with thequestion oflocality

ofthe theory.

Study ofultraplanckian collisionsin gravity hasa long history.In string theory,this

includes [2-5]and [6],and otherprom inent early references are [7,8,9,10]. An im portant

question is whether string theory resolves the puzzles ofthis regim e. In particular,the

inform ation paradox suggestsa breakdown oflocality in thiscontext;while string theory

isapparently nonlocalduetostringextendedness,ithasbeen argued[11,12]thatthise�ect

does not appear to enter in a centralway in the regim es ofinterest. In fact,the strong

gravitationalregim e,whereclassicallyblack holesform ,apparently correspondstoabreak-

down ofthegravitationalloop expansion.Ref.[13]hasargued fora possibleresum m ation

ofstring am plitudes that continues into this regim e,but we view the apparent need for

nonlocalm echanicsaswellasthe absence ofclearly relevantstringy e�ectsassuggesting

that a new ingredient is instead required for fundam entaldescription ofthis regim e[11].

Though a perturbative string description appearsinsu�cient fora com plete description,
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ithasbeen argued thatnon-perturbativedualform ulationssuch asAdS/CFT[14]willad-

dressthese problem s.W hiletherehasbeen som eprogresstowardsextracting a atspace

gravitationalS-m atrix from AdS/CFT[15-19],som e puzzlesrem ain[17,20]aboutwhether

thisispossible;one expectssim ilarissuesin M atrix theory[21]. W hetherornotitis,we

take a m ore generalviewpoint,extending work of[22]: whatevertheory providesthisS-

m atrix,wewould liketo characterizeitsfeatures,and som eofthosem ay beratherspecial

in order to describe gravity. M oreover,itm ay be that,assuggested in [23],the need to

describe such features is in fact a criticalclue to the dynam ics ofa quantum theory of

gravity.

2. T he hypothesis ofthe gravitationalS-m atrix

It is naturalto expect that the problem ofhigh-energy gravitationalscattering in

asym ptotically at space can be properly form ulated in term s of the S-m atrix. Here,

however,one m ustgrapple with som eprelim inary issues.

A �rstissue isthatwe don’tknow a precise description ofthe quantum num bers of

these states. For exam ple,they could be states ofstring theory,som e other com pletion

ofsupergravity,or som e other theory ofgravity. However,in any case,we expect that

theasym ptoticstatesincludethosecorresponding to widely separated individualincident

particles, e.g. electrons, neutrinos, etc., in order to m atch our fam iliar description of

nature.Or,ifthetheorywerestringtheory,incidentstatesarestringstates.W em ighthave

stateswith otherquantum num bers aswell. An exam ple ofthe latterthatissom etim es

usefultoconsiderisscatteringin M inkowskispacethatisreached by com pacti�cation from

higher-dim ensions;there,onem ayhaveincidentparticlesorstringswith conserved Kaluza-

Klein charge.In any ofthese cases,a nice feature ofgravity isthatituniversally couples

to allenergy, so we view it as plausible that som e im portant features ofgravitational

scattering,particularly athigh-energy,are independentofthisdetailed description ofthe

asym ptoticstates.

A second issue isthat,in a perturbative description ofgravitonspropagating in at

space,gravity su�ersfrom infrared divergencesin fourdim ensions,arising from softgravi-

tons,and asa consequenceonem ustgeneralizefrom theS-m atrix to inclusiveam plitudes.

W hile itdoesnotseem inconceivable thatthisisoffundam entalim portance,we willas-

sum e that it is not. One reason for this is that QED su�ers a sim ilar problem , with

the sim ple resolution through inclusive generalization ofthe S-m atrix,sum m ing oversoft
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photon states.M oreover,wenotethatthisproblem isnotpresentifoneworkswith higher-

dim ensionalgravity.Speci�cally,forspacetim edim ension D > 4,softgraviton divergences

are notpresent.(ForD � 7,the totalcross-section is�nite.) W e have already m otivated

considering higher-dim ensionaltheories,by including the possibilitiesofstring theory or

supergravity,orwe m ay sim ply think ofthisasdim ensionalregularization { in any case,

to avoid thisissue we willtypically work in D > 4.

Anotherissue thatplausibly com escloserto being fundam entalregardsthe question

ofasym ptoticcom pletenessofstates.Theasym ptoticcom pletenesscondition1 statesthat

the Hilbertspace ofthe theory isequivalentto a Fock space ofasym ptotic free particles.

However,there are apparent lim itations to such a Fock space description. An exam ple

is the locality bound[25,23,26]and its N-particle generalizations[11]. Speci�cally,ifone

considerstwo particlesin wavepackets,which weforexam plecan taketo begaussian with

centralpositionsand m om enta x;y and p;q,thesehavea �eld theory description in term s

ofa Fock space state �x;p�y;qj0i.However,such a description m ustbreak down when we

violatethebound

jx � yjD � 3
> G jp+ qj; (2:1)

where G � GD ,the D -dim ensionalNewton constant. In this regim e,gravity becom es

strong,and so lim its a Fock space description ofthe system ;this lim itation in principle

extends to arbitrarily large distances. One m ay yet be able to construct an asym ptotic

description ofallstates in term s offree-particle states,using further evolution { ifone

evolvesa stateviolating (2.1)backwardsin tim e,itgenerically ceasesviolatingthebound,

and would be expected to resolve itselfinto well-separated free particlesasym ptotic from

in�nity.Thus,with such a lim itingprocedure,and a weak form oflocalLorentzinvariance

(in order to describe asym ptotic particles with relative boosts),one plausibly describes

asym ptoticsin term sofcertain Fock space states.

In short,wewillhypothesizetheexistenceofa gravitationalS-m atrix,oritsinclusive

generalization in D = 4. W hile we do nothave a com plete description ofthe asym ptotic

states,we willassum e that they include states closely approxim ating particles that are

initially widely-separated,and m oreoverare allowed to have very largerelativem om enta.

Thisstartingpointam ountstom akingcertain assum ptionsaboutaweak notion oflocality

(asym ptotically separated particles) and localLorentz invariance (large relative boosts

1 See,e.g.,chapter7 of[24].
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allowed for widely separated particles). However, we willnot necessarily assum e that

strongerform soflocality and localLorentz invariance arefundam entalin the theory.

For practicalpurposes,it is often convenient to im agine that the asym ptotic states

correspond to spinless particles of m ass m , plus gravitons. W ith such a collection of

asym ptotic states j�iin,j�iout,(taken to be Heisenberg-picture states) we expect an S-

m atrix oftheform

S�� = outh�j�iin = h�jSj�i: (2:2)

Asusual,weseparate o� the non-trivialpartasS = 1+ iT .

2.1.Exclusive am plitudes

M uch ofthispaper’sdiscussion willfocuson thesim plestnon-trivialam plitudeofthe

theory,thatforexclusive 2 ! 2 scattering.Here,the transition m atrix elem entT (in the

plane wavelim it)isthen de�ned by

hp3;p4jT jp1;p2i= Tp3p4;p1p2 = (2�)D �D (p1 + p2 � p3 � p4)T(s;t); (2:3)

and isa function oftheM andelstam param eters

s= � (p1 + p2)
2 = E

2
; t= � (p1 � p3)

2
;u = � (p1 � p4)

2
: (2:4)

W e expectthatim portantfeatures ofthe theory are encoded in thisam plitude and

itsanalyticity properties.Since thegraviton ism assless,am plitudesaresingularatt= 0,

and likewisein otherchannels;forexam ple,theBorn approxim ation tot-channelexchange

gives

Ttree(s;t)= � 8�GD s
2
=t: (2:5)

W e willconsiderotheraspectsofanalyticity in section seven.

2.2.Partialwave expansion

Unitarity and som e otherphysicalfeaturesofthe am plitude are m ostclearly form u-

lated by working with the D -dim ensionalpartialwaveexpansion,which is[7]

T(s;t)=  �s
2� D =2

1X

l= 0

(l+ �)C �
l(cos�)fl(s): (2:6)

Here � = (D � 3)=2,

 � = 24�+ 3���(�); (2:7)
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and C �
l are G egenbauer polynom ials,with argum ents given by the center-of-m ass (CM )

scattering angle,

cos� = 1+
2t

s� 4m2
: (2:8)

Notethat

t= (4m 2 � s)sin2(�=2); u = (4m2 � s)cos2(�=2): (2:9)

The inverse relationship to (2.6) gives the partialwave coe�cients f l(s) in term s ofthe

m atrix elem ent,

fl(s)=
s(D � 4)=2

D C
�
l
(1)

Z �

0

d� sinD � 3
� C

�
l (cos�)T

�
s;(4m 2 � s)sin2(�=2)

�
; (2:10)

with

D = 2�

�
D � 2

2

�

(16�)(D � 2)=2
: (2:11)

The unitarity condition

Im fl(s)� jfl(s)j
2
; (2:12)

forreals� 0 can besolved in term softwo realparam eters,thephaseshift�l(s),and the

absorptivecoe�cients� l(s)� 0:

fl(s)=
i

2

h

1� e
2i�l(s)� 2�l(s)

i

: (2:13)

Itisim portanttounderstand theconvergencepropertiesofthepartialwaveexpansion

(2.6). For a theory with a m ass gap, the expansion can be shown to converge in the

Lehm ann ellipse[27],which extends into the unphysicalregim e t > 0,cos� > 1. This

extension isusefulforfurtherconstraining am plitudes,e.g. through the Froissart-M artin

[28,29]bound.

M asslessness ofgravity alters this behavior. Let us �rst ask when the partialwave

coe�cients(2.10)are wellde�ned.Speci�cally,atlong-distance/sm allangle,we have the

Born approxim ation,(2.5).Thisgivesa poleatzero angle,T � 1=�2,and correspondingly

the integral(2.10)only converges for D > 4. W hile other long-distance e�ects,like soft

graviton em ission,could m odify the am plitude (2.5),we don’t expect them to alter this

convergence behavior.

In general,a seriesofthe form (2.6)converges in an ellipse with fociatcos� = � 1.

The existence ofthe singularity in T at� = 0 indicatesthatthe partialwave expansion

does not converge past cos� = 1. Thus,the Lehm ann ellipse has collapsed into a line

6



segm entalong therealaxis.NotethatonedoesexpectIm T(� = 0)to be�niteforD � 7.

This follows from the opticaltheorem (see the Appendix) { as we have noted,the Born

crosssection given by (2.5)isnotinfrared divergentforD � 7. However,this�niteness

does not indicate that the expansion ofIm T can be continued past this point { higher

derivativesofIm T areexpected to in generaldivergeat� = 0.

The failure ofconvergence ofthe partialwave expansion in the regim e t > 0 is an

im pedim entto using som eofthepowerfulm ethodsthathavebeen successfully applied in

theorieswith a m assgap. Nonetheless,we suggestthatstudy ofpartialwave am plitudes

can stillbeusefulforinferring featuresofscattering.W hilewearein particularinterested

in features ofthe analytic continuation ofT(s;t) to com plex values ofs and t,where

convergence ofthe expansion is problem atic,we can exploit the inverse relation (2.10).

Regardlessofthe convergence ofthe partialwave expansion,we have argued that(2.10)

is convergent for D � 5. Thus,ifphysicalconsiderations im ply statem ents about the

behavioroffl(s),thesein turn im ply propertiesoftheintegrand of(2.10),and speci�cally

ofT(s;t).

3. Scattering regim es

In di�erent regions ofs and t,or E and l,we expect di�ering physicalbehavior of

am plitudes. A m ore pictorialway to think ofthese di�erent regim es is as a function

of energy and im pact param eter b of the collision { these are after alloften variables

controlled experim entally. W hile the transform ation to im pactparam eterrepresentation

su�ersfrom som ecom plexities,ourm ain focuswillbeon collisionsin theultrahigh-enegy

lim it,E � M D ,where M
D � 2

D
= (2�)D � 4=(8�G D )givesthe D -dim ensionalPlanck m ass.

There,form any purposes,we expectthe classicalrelation

l� E b=2 ; (3:1)

which should approxim ately hold m oregenerally,to serveasa usefulguideto thephysics,

though we expect precise statem ents to be m ore easily m ade in term s ofthe conserved

quantitiesE and l.
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Fig. 1: Scattering regim es in an im pact-param eter picture; the question

m arksdenote possible m odeldependence discussed in section 3.3.

Fig.1illustratessom eoftheregim esthatweexpecttoberelevantforultrahigh-energy

scattering,in term s ofenergy and im pact param eter. W e willparticularly focus on the

Born regim e,the eikonalregim e,and thestrong gravity,or\black hole" regim e.

3.1.Born and eikonal

Thebest-understood regim eistheBorn regim e,corresponding tolargeim pactparam -

eters/sm allangles.Here,theelasticscatteringam plitude,corresponding tosinglegraviton

exchange,hasbeen given in (2.5);one m ay also considercorrectionsdue to softgraviton

em ission[30,4,22].

As the im pact param eter decreases,or the energy increases,diagram s involving ex-

change ofm ore gravitons becom e im portant. The leading contributions at large im pact

param eterare the ladderand crossed ladderdiagram s,which can be sum m ed to give the

eikonalapproxim ation to the am plitude[2,3,9,31,32].2 This can be written in term s of

2 O ne m ay inquire aboutUV divergencesofloop diagram s.However,these are shortdistance

e�ects,forwhich we assum e there issom e UV regulation;forexam ple,string theory m ightserve

thispurpose,oreven supergravity,ifitisperturbatively �nite[33].
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the eikonalphase,which arises from a Fourier transform ation converting the tree-level

am plitudeinto a function ofa variablenaturally identi�ed asthe im pactparam eter:

�(x? ;s)=
1

2s

Z
dD � 2q?

(2�)D � 2
e
� iq? � x? Ttree(s;� q

2
? )

=
4�

(D � 4)
D � 3

G D s

x
D � 4

?

;

(3:2)

where q? isthe transverse m om entum transferand where


n =
2�(n+ 1)=2

�[(n + 1)=2]
(3:3)

isthe volum eofthe unitn-sphere.The eikonalapproxim ation to the am plitudeisthen

iTeik(s;t)= 2s

Z

d
D � 2

x? e
� iq? � x? (ei�(x? ;s)� 1); (3:4)

expressing theam plitudein an im pact-param eterform .From (3.4),oneseeswhereeikonal

corrections to the Born am plitude becom e im portant,nam ely when the eikonalphase �

becom esoforderone. Indeed,[22]showed thatatthe corresponding pointvia (3.1),the

partialwavephaseshiftsbecom eoforderunity,and thustheeikonalam plitudesunitarize

the am plitudesofthe Born approxim ation. (Contributionsdue to softgraviton em ission

were also estim ated in [22].) In term sofim pactparam eter,thistransition region isgiven

by

b� (GD E
2)

1

D � 4 ; (3:5)

asisillustrated in Fig.1.Itisalternatively described astheregion wherethem om entum

transferisofordertheinverse im pactparam eter,
p
� t�

1

b
: (3:6)

In general,eikonalapproxm ations are expected to capture sem iclassicalphysics. In

the high-energy gravitationalcontext,the sem iclassicalgeom etry is the collision oftwo

Aichelburg-Sexlshock waves,and variousevidence supportsthe correspondence between

(3.4)and thispicture[8,2-5].In particular,the saddle pointof(3.4)givesa classicalscat-

tering angle

�c �
1

E

@

@b
� �

�
R(E )

b

�D � 3

; (3:7)

m atching thatofa testparticlescattering in theAichelburg-Sexlgeom etry.Here,wehave

introduced the Schwarzschild radiuscorresponding to theCM energy,

R(E )=
1

M D

�
kD E

M D

� 1=(D � 3)

; (3:8)

where

kD =
2(2�)D � 4

(D � 2)
D � 2

: (3:9)
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Fig. 2: The H-diagram ,which provides a leading correction to the eikonal

am plitudesasscattering anglesapproach � � 1.

One �nds[5]thatcorrectionsto the ladderseriesbecom e im portantwhen
p
� t� E ,

oralternatively when thescatteringanglereaches� � 1.Eq.(3.7)showsthatthishappens

at im pact param eter com parable to the Schwarzschild radius,b � R(E ),as pictured in

Fig.1. A schem atic argum entforthisfollowsfrom power-counting. Considera diagram

arising from a graviton tree attached to the externallines. Each graviton vertex givesa

factor
p
G D .Thoseconnecting to externallinesareaccom panied by a

p
s.Therem aining

dim ensionscom efrom internal(loop)m om enta.Fortheprocessesin question,these have

characteristicvalue3 k � 1=b.Thiscounting then producesa powerseriesin (R=b)D � 3.A

leading such correction,theH-diagram ,which hasbeen discussed in [4,5],isillustrated in

Fig.2.Onecan alternatively understand thisexpansion by thinkingoftheexternallinesas

classicalsources;using standard power-counting techniques[34],one can easily show that

the H-diagram isO [(G D E )
2=r2(D � 3)]com pared to one graviton exchange,ifthe distance

between the sourcesisr [35].Using G D E � RD � 3 and taking r� bthen yieldsthe sam e

expansion param eter.In term softhesem iclassicalgeom etry,atim pactparam etersb� R,

one form sa trapped surface[36,37],and hence a black hole.

3.2.Strong Gravity

Since corrections to the eikonalam plitudes give term s that di�er from the eikonal

am plitudesby powersof[R(E )=b]D � 3,theregion wherea classicalblack holeform sappar-

ently corresponds to a m anifest breakdown ofthe perturbative expansion;itis noteven

3 Indeed,in the eikonalregim e,the dom inantterm in the exponentialseriesof(3.4)occursat

order N � GD s=b
D � 4,corresponding to a characteristic m om entum k �

p
� t=N � 1=b in each

internalline ofthe N � 1-loop Feynm an ladderdiagram .
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asym ptotic.W ecan also param eterizethisin term sofa criticalangularm om entum ,given

by

l� L(E )= E R(E )=2 : (3:10)

Onem ightbetem pted to believethata quantum treatm entoftheevolution can still

be given by perform ing an expansion in uctuations about a shifted background { that

ofthe sem iclassicalblack hole.However,the problem ofthe singularity guaranteesthisis

not a com plete description. M oreover,even evolution on spatial\nice slices" thatavoid

the singularity is problem atical,given that a standard �eld theory treatm ent ofit leads

to theinform ation paradox.4 Thissuggeststhatthe boundary ofthisregim e representsa

correspondence boundary,analogousto thatfor exam ple between classicaland quantum

m echanics,beyond which localquantum �eld theory doesnotgivea com pletedescription

ofthedynam ics[40].In particular,theunitary evolution which weareassum ing,in which

thequantum inform ation m ustescapetheblack holewhileitisstillcom parableto itsorig-

inalradius[41],suggeststhatthe nonperturbative dynam icsunitarizing the physicsisnot

localwith respectto the sem iclassicalgeom etry { a sortof\nonlocality principle[23,26]."

(Thisthen �tswith the proposed param eterization ofpartofthe correspondence bound-

ary given by thelocality bound [25,11,26]:nam ely local�eld theory failsform ulti-particle

stateswhosewavefunctionsareconcentrated insidea radiusofsizeR(E ),whereE istheir

com bined CM energy.)

W hilewedo nothavethem eansto calculatequantum am plitudesin thisregim e,5 we

can infersom e oftheirpropertiesifwe believe thatthe sem iclassicalpicture ofform ation

ofa black hole and its subsequent evaporation provides a good approxim ate description

of the physics when addressing certain coarse-grained questions. Speci�cally, ref.[22]

param eterized certain featuresofthecorresponding S-m atrix,and wewillim proveon the

corresponding \black hole ansatz" in subsequentsections.

4 Forreviews,see [38,39].

5 Ref.[13]hassuggested analyticcontinuation oftheperturbativesum giving theam plitudein

theregion b> R .However,onem ightatbestexpectsuch a sum to approxim ately reconstructthe

sem iclassicalgeom etry,asin [42].Then,in particular,itisnotclearhow theresulting prescription

would give unitary am plitudesthat escape the usualreasoning behind the inform ation paradox,

which aswehavesum m arized,apparently requiresnew dynam icalingredients.Indeed,thispaper

elaborateson theview thatlocalQ FT cannotfully capturethephysicsofthestrong gravitational

regim e sem iclassically associated with black hole form ation.
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Ofcourse,investigatingtheinternaldynam icsseen,e.g.by observersfallingintoblack

holes,and reconciling thatwith outsideobservationssuch asdescribed by an S-m atrix,re-

m ainsachallengingproblem .Ref.[40]hasargued forawsin the\nicesliceargum ent" for

inform ation loss,oftwo origins. First,attem ptsto m easure the nice slice state ata level

ofprecision appropriate to investigate inform ation losslead to large backreaction on the

state. Secondly,uctuationse.g. in the Hawking radiation are argued to lead to uctua-

tionsin thenice-slicestateafterlong tim es.W eexpectthatsharperinvestigationsshould

follow from useofproto-localobservables[43],butultim ately thefullnon-perturbativedy-

nam icsofgravity isplausibly necessary in ordertogiveboth acom pletepictureofinfalling

observersand ofreconciliation oftheirobservationswith a unitary S-m atrix.

3.3.Other regim es

Before turning to furtherdescription ofthe strong gravity regim e,itisim portantto

notethatatim pactparam eterslargerthan b� R(E ),otherfeaturesofthedynam icscan

becom e relevant. Indeed,som e have argued that this indicates other dynam ics besides

strong gravity isa dom inantfeatureofhigh-energy scattering.To givean exam ple,in the

context ofstring theory,with string m ass M st,it is possible to m ake long strings with

length l� E =M 2
st.In fact,such processesare highly suppressed,but[2]pointed outthat

such am plitudesreceiveotherim portantstringcorrectionsthrough \di�ractiveexcitation"

beginning atim pactparam etersofsize bt � M
� 1

D
(E =M st)

2=(D � 2). Indeed,[44]proposed

thatthise�ectm ay provide im portantcorrectionsto a picture ofblack hole form ation;if

true,thiswould likely obscure a strong-gravity interpretation oftheregim eb<� R(E ).

Refs.[11,12]investigated these e�ects m ore closely. Indeed,as pointed out in [11],

a sim ple picture ofthe origin ofthese e�ects is string excitation arising from the tidal

im pulse ofthe gravitational�eld ofthe othercolliding string.M oreover,[12]investigated

the evolution ofthe corresponding string states. Forim pactparam etersbt � b� R(E ),

theasym ptoticstateofthestringisindeed highly excited asa resultofthistidalstringde-

form ation.However,forim pactparam etersb<� R(E ),thetim escalesofhorizon form ation

and string excitation di�er signi�cantly. Roughly,in a sem iclassicalpicture the trapped

surface form sbefore the tidalexcitation causessigni�cantextension ofthe string. Thus,

oneseem ingly producesa con�guration described asa pairofexcited stringsinsidea black

hole;in thiscontextthereisno clearreason to believethatstring extendednesswould lead

to signi�cantm odi�cation oftheblack holedescription ofthedynam ics.Likewise,thereis
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nota clearm echanism forstring e�ectsto provide the necessary nonlocality with respect

to thesem iclassicalpicture,to allow inform ation escape.

Indeed, one can im agine a sim ilar dynam ics being relevant for collisions of other

com posite objects{ hydrogen atom s,protons,etc. Speci�cally,when tidalforcesreach a

sizesu�cientto excitetheinternaldegreesoffreedom oftheobject,asym ptoticstateswill

be excited states. Thus,there can be m odel-dependenttidalexcitation e�ects. However,

once im pact param eters reach the regim e b <� R(E ) (and for su�ciently large E ),such

e�ects are not expected to prevent black hole form ation. Since these m odel-dependent

tidal-excitation e�ectsdo notappearto contribute fundam entalfeaturesto the story,we

willlargely ignorethem in the following discussion.

Anotherregim ethathasbeen ofm uch interestin stringtheory discussionsisthatnear

thestring energy,E � M st,where one m ightexpectto initially see weakly-coupled string

excitations.Thisregion liesin thelowerleftcornerofFig.1.Oneexpectssuch excitations

to m erge into black holes at a \correspondence point[45]" where R(E c) � 1=M st. Our

focuswillbe on higherenergies.

4. T he strong gravitationalregim e

W ecurrently lack a com pletequantum description ofthestrong gravitationalregim e.

However,we willassum e that the quantum description ofthis regim e m ust be com pat-

ible with certain features following from a sem iclassicalpicture ofblack hole form ation.

If one accepts such a viewpoint, and m oreover assum es that the m icrophysicalevolu-

tion isunitary,these com bined assum ptionspotentially provide interesting constraintson

the dynam ics { particularly in view ofthe preceding statem ents that unitary evolution

is apparently incom patible with evolution that is localwith respect to the sem iclassical

geom etry.

4.1.Black hole form ation

W ebegin by recalling basicfeaturesofblack holeform ation in a high-energy collision,

which has been extensively studied as a phenom enologicalfeature ofm odels with a low

Planck scale[46,47].6

Considera high-energy collision oftwo particles,with CM energy E � M D . Letus

m oreoverassum e thatthe wavefunctionsofthese particlesare gaussian wavepacketswith

6 Fora review with som e furtherreferences,see [48].
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characteristic size �x,and that these collide with an im pact param eter b <
� R(E );for

largeE ,we m ay take�x � R(E ).

In the classical description of this process, a trapped surface will form in the

geom etry[49,36],signaling form ation ofa black hole, and as a result ofthe sm allcur-

vatures,one expects a corresponding statem ent in a sem iclassicalapproxim ation to the

quantum dynam ics[37].Notallofthe collision energy istrapped in the black hole,which

isinitiallyratherasym m etrical,and radiation (softgravitons,gauge�elds,etc.) willescape

to in�nity during the \balding" processin which itsettlesdown to a Kerrblack hole7 of

m assM .The tim escaleforbalding isoforder�form � R(E ),and forim pactparam eters

su�ciently below R(E ),theam ountofenergy lostisan O (1)fraction,butnotlarge(e.g.

<
� 40% ),thusM � E .

Subsequently,the black hole willradiate,initially preferentially radiating statesthat

loweritsspin.Thecharacteristicenergy ofradiated particlesistheHawking tem perature,

TH � 1=R(M ),and roughly one quantum isem itted pertim e� � R(M ).

4.2.Black holesasresonances

W e willthusthink ofthe black holesthatform after�form asresonances[22]. Since

the width forsuch a state to decay (typically into a lower-energy black hole)is�(M )�

1=R(M ),thisisa lim itto thesharpnesswith which wecan de�ne theenergy oftheblack

hole.However,black holeswith M � M D aresharp resonancesin the sense that

�

M
�

1

RM
�

1

S(M )
� 1 ; (4:1)

where S(M )isthe Bekenstein-Hawking entropy.

W e willassum e that the num ber ofpossible black hole resonances is given by this

entropy.To bem oreprecise,letusassum ethatthenum berofblack holem icrostateswith

energiesin a range (M ;M + �M )is

�N (M )= B (M )e S(M )
R(M )�M ; (4:2)

where B (M ) is a possible prefactor that is dim ensionless and is expected to have m uch

m ore slowly-varying energy dependence than the exponential. Thus the density ofblack

holestatesisofthe form

�(M )= RB e
S(M )

; (4:3)

7 In m odels with gauge charges not carried by light particles,the black hole can also carry

charge.

14



and the totalnum ber ofstates with energy � M is N (M ) ’ B (M )expfS(M )g. The

spacing between the states is clearly m uch sm aller than their widths. Let us labelthe

statesin theinterval(M ;M + 1=R)as

jM ;Ii; (4:4)

whereI = 1;� � � ;�N (M )� expfS(M )g.W em ay furtherre�nethedescription to project

on angular m om entum eigenstates,with angular m om enta l. In that case,the entropy

entering the preceding form ulasisexpected to be

S(M ;l)=
4�E R(M ;l)

D � 2
; (4:5)

where R(E ;l)isgiven by[50]

R
D � 5

�

R
2 +

(D � 2)2l2

4M 2

�

=
16�G D M

(D � 2)
D � 2

: (4:6)

Forsm alll,thisgivesan expansion ofthe form

S(M ;l)= S(M ;0)

�

1� const:
l2

L2

�

: (4:7)

4.3.Black hole spectrum and evolution

Let usexplore in m ore detailthe quantum statesform ed in a collision,which could

be either a two-particle collision with a CM energy � E ,or an n-body collision. Note

thatone can also form a black hole ofm assM by producing a higher-m assblack hole in

a collision with E � M ,and then waiting forthatblack holeto evaporateto M .

Considergeneralinitialm ulti-particle(butnotblack hole)states;thesecan belabeled

by energy,m om entum ,generalized partialwaves,and asym ptoticspeciesand spin content.

Letuswork in the CM fram e,and ignore the e�ectsofparticle spin. Som e subsetofthe

states,denoted jE ;aiin,willform a black hole;exam ples are the two-particle states de-

scribed above,which classically doso,and thusareexpected tohaveprobability essentially

unity forblack holeform ation.

Thism eansthata state8 jE ;aiin can be rewritten in term sofstatesthatata tim e

justafterform ation correspondsto a com bined state ofblack hole and balding radiation;

letuschoose an orthonorm albasisjE 0;iirad forthe latter,and thuswrite

jE ;aiin =
X

M ;I;i

A (E ;M )aIijM ;IijE � M ;iirad ; (4:8)

8 A m ore carefultreatm entusesnarrow wavepackets.
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here we neglect the possibility ofa sm allcom ponent on states that are notblack holes.

In principle we can projecton a de�nite state ofthe radiation,yielding a pure black hole

state:

radhE � M ;ijE ;aiin =
X

I

A (E ;M )aIijM ;Ii: (4:9)

In a generic black hole basis we expect the am plitudes A (E ;M )aIi to be oforder

e� S(M )=2,corresponding to the fact that from (4.3)we expect there to be O (eS)states.

Thespaceofstatesin (4.9)can becom bined to form an orthonorm albasisfora subspace

ofblack hole states,denoted jM ;Ai,and labeled by the initialand radiation statelabels.

However,thisbasiswillnotspan the space ofallblack hole states,since (4.9)yieldstoo

few states.Indeed,note thatthere areargum ents(extending [51])thatonly oforder

expfE
(D � 2)(D � 1)

D (D � 3) g (4:10)

states can be form ed from collapse ofm atter ofenergy E ; thus a should have such a

range. Ifone also accounts for the balding radiation,as above,there are m ore states

that can be accessed through their entanglem ent with this radiation. Typicalradiated

quanta haveenergies� 1=R,and given theradiated energy E � M ,thisyieldsan entropy

� R(E )(E � M )/ E(D � 2)=(D � 3). This exponentiatesto give the num ber ofstates over

which the index i can range. However,this is stillfar fewer than the expS(M ) black

hole states,since typically M > E =2.Thus,the num berofstatesthatare \accessible" in

the collision atenergy E isfarlessthan the num berofpossible statesofthe black hole.

W e can labela basisfor the rem aining com plem entary black hole state space asjM ;�Ai.

One expects thatone approach to accessing these states isto form a black hole ofm ass

M 0> M in a higherenergy collision,and then allow itto evaporate down to m assM .In

doing so,internalstatesoftheblack holebecom eentangled with thestateoftheHawking

radiation,likein thepreceding discussion ofbalding radiation.9 Forlargeenough M 0,this

giveseS(M ) independentaccessible states.Form any purposes,itissim plestto forgetthe

balding radiation,which aswehaveexplained doesnotappearto play a particularcentral

role,and in a slightabuseofnotation,think ofthelabelsA ascorresponding to theinitial

statesfrom which the black holeform ed.

W e can likewise labelthe possible n-body out states,representing the �naldecay

productsofa given black hole,asjE ;aiout.In a sim ilarspiritto thepreceding discussion,

9 O ne can in principle \purify" such states by projection on de�nite states ofthe Hawking

radiation,aswith the preceding projection ofbalding radiation.
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we could choose a basisofblack hole stateslabelled by thisout-state description.Again,

we expect the m atrix elem ents between the preceding basis and this one to generically

have size expf� S(M )=2g. Correspondingly,the am plitude for a given initialblack hole

stateto decay into a given �nalstateoftheHawking radiation willbe ofgeneric size

jouthM ;ajM ;Iij� e
� S(M )=2

: (4:11)

Thequantum description ofblack holesasadecayingm ulti-statesystem hasanalogies

to othersuch system s,likeK 0� K 0 m esons.In theassum ed unitary dynam ics,an initial

black hole state jM ;Ii can both m ix with other states with the sam e energy,and with

statesthatarein thecontinuum ,which consistofalighterblackholetogetherwith radiated

quanta. One m ight expect, via a W eisskopf-W igner[52]approxim ation, that evolution

in the Hilbert space of black hole states with m ass � M is governed by an e�ective

Ham iltonian:

i
d

dt
jM ;Ii= H jM ;Ii: (4:12)

Though conceivably m ore generaldynam icsisneeded,10 thisexhibitspossible featuresof

black holeevolution.Dueto thedecay,theham iltonian isnotherm itian in thissubspace,

and in generaltakestheform

H IJ = M IJ �
i

2
�IJ; (4:13)

where M IJ and �IJ areherm itian m atrices.In general,these willnotcom m ute.

4.4.Exclusive processes

Ifone considers in particular an exclusive process with two-particle initialand �nal

statesjp1;p2iin,jp3;p4iout,such aspictured in Fig.3,one thusexpectsthe interm ediate

black holestatesto contribute to the S-m atrix as

outhp3;p4jp1;p2iin = (2�)D �D (
X

p)
X

IJ

hp3;p4jJi

�
1

E � H

�

JI

hIjp1;p2i: (4:14)

(Notethatin thebasesadapted to in oroutstates,described in thepreceding subsection,

the indices are expected to only range over � S(E ) values.) If M IJ and �IJ do not

com m ute,H IJ cannotbediagonalized by a unitary transform ation,butwewillassum e it

10 In particular,we don’t expect H to necessarily be a ham iltonian constructed from a local

lagrangian.
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Fig.3: Schem atic ofa black hole asa resonance in 2 ! 2 scattering.

can be diagonalized by a m ore generallineartransform ation. The eigenstatesjM ;�Iiare

then notorthogonal;

hM ;�IjM ;�Ji= g�I �J (4:15)

forsom e g�I �J 6= ��I �J.In such a basis(4.14)becom es11

outhp3;p4jp1;p2iin = (2�)D �D (
X

p)
X

�I �J

hp3;p4j�Ii
1

E � H�I

g
� 1
�I �J
h�Jjp1;p2i; (4:16)

whereH �I = M �I� i��I=2 areeigenvalues.Thiswillproducea sum ofterm sofBreit-W igner

form contributing to the am plitude.However,the sum itselfwillnot,in general,take the

Breit-W ignerform .

In the case where the particlesbeing collided are the narrowly-focussed wavepackets

thatwe havedescribed,oneplausibly expectsthe corresponding am plitude to be ofsize

jouthajbiinj� e
� S(E )=2

: (4:17)

The reason for this is that for such wavepackets the am plitude to form a black hole is

essentially unity,and the am plitude foritto decay back to a two-particle state isofsize

given by (4.11).Notethatourdiscussion suggestsaresolution toquestionsraised[10]about

therelation ofinterm ediateblack holestoBreit-W ignerbehavior.OnehasO (1)am plitude

11 Theform ofthisequation m ay alternately besim pli�ed through thede�nition ofa dualbasis,

h�Idj= g
� 1

�I �J
h�Jj.
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toform som eblack holestate;in agenericbasisforblack holestates,thisisasuperposition

with O (e� S=2) coe�cients,although,as indicated in the preceding subsection,one can

choosea specialbasiswhereblack holestatesarelabeled by theinitialstatesthatcreated

them .Thus,the am plitude to form a generic black hole state from a two-particle state is

� e� S=2,asistheam plitudeforagenericblack holestatetodecay back intoatwo-particle

state.

One m ight ask whether there could be any larger contributions to the 2 ! 2 am -

plitude, due to processes that avoid black hole form ation. For exam ple, our gaussian

wavepackets willhave tails at large im pact param eter. However,these have probability

ofsize expf� (R=�x)2g atb � R. The width �x is constrained by �x > 1=E ,but this

constraintproducesa quantity m erely ofsize >� expf� S2g.

W hile we can’tatpresentrule outothersuch e�ects,none have been identi�ed.An-

other test ofthis statem ent com es from scattering ofa particle ofhigh energy E o� a

preexisting black hole in the relevantrange b� R;here the am plitude R forreection is

also exponentially suppressed[53]:

R � e
� 4�E R

: (4:18)

It is thus plausible that the am plitude for the classically predicted[49,36,37]black hole

form ation process only receives corrections that are exponentially suppressed atleast to

the level(4.17).

5. Partialw ave am plitudes

In thissection we restrictattention to 2 ! 2 scattering,in a partialwave basis,and

investigateconsequencesoftheprecedingpictureand related considerations.Forsim plicity,

we focus on scattering ofone species ofspinless particles. The initialtwo-particle states

willbelabeled by justtheirenergy and angularm om entum l,and thescatteringam plitude

isofform

Sl(E )= e
� 2�l(E )+ 2i�l(E ) : (5:1)
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5.1.Strong gravitationalregim e

As outlined above, for im pact param eters b � R(E ), or correspondingly angular

m om enta l� L(E ),theam plitudeforsuch a stateto form a black holewith totalangular

m om entum lB H � lisexpected to be oforderunity.

Absorption

In the 2! 2 processthatgoesthrough theblack holechannel,lB H = l.From (4.11),

we note thatthe am plitude forthe given resonance jE ;lito decay back to a two-particle

stateis� e� S(E ;l)=2.

Asin theprecedingsection,itisplausiblethatprocessesavoidingblack holeform ation

in theregim el� L areexponentially suppressed atleastto thislevel.Argum entsforthat

build on the preceding ones,togetherwith the propertiesofpartial-wavewavepackets.

Forexam ple,considera wavepacketwith de�nite angularm om entum in the relative

coordinatesbetween the two particles:

 lm (x)=

Z

dE
Jl+ �(E r)

(E r)�
e
� iE t

Ylm (
)f(E ); (5:2)

where Jl+ � isa Besselfunction,Ylm (
)are D � 2 dim ensionalsphericalharm onics,and

f(E )isa gaussian wavepacketwith width �E .Asym ptoticsofBesselfunctionsforlarge

orderand argum ent(see eq.8.41.4 of[54])then show thatforl� E r,

Jl+ �(E r)!

r
2

�E r
cos

�

E r�
�(l+ �)

2
�
�

4

�

; (5:3)

with subleading correctionsconsisting ofterm ssuppressed by powersof(l+ �)=E r tim es

sine or cosine functions of the sam e form . Thus com bining (5.2) and (5.3) gives a

wavepacket that is gaussian in t� r with width �r � 1=�E ,and subleading term s are

sim ilarly gaussian.

A related argum entcom esfrom the relation between the partialwave representation

and im pactparam eterrepresentation[55].Speci�cally,iff(b;s)istheam plitudein im pact

param eterrepresentation,then athigh-energiesone �ndsthe corresponding partialwave

am plitude[56,57]

fl(s)= f(2(l+ �)=E ;s)+
A

s

d2f(b;s)

db2

�
�
�
b= (2(l+ �))=E

+ � � � ; (5:4)
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whereA isa num ericalcoe�cient,indicating thatin thehigh-energy lim it,localization in

angularm om entum correspondsto localization in im pactparam eter,asexpected.12

A �nalargum entcom esfrom the behaviorofpartialwavesscattering from a preex-

isting black hole;[53]arguesthattheirreection am plitudein thelim itE R � 1 isofsize

(4.18).

Based on these,and on the discussion ofsection four,we thusconjecture thatin the

regim e l� L(E ),the 2 ! 2 am plitude isindeed exponentially sm allin the entropy,and

arisesm ainly due to such a strong gravity channel. These statem entssuggestadditional

rationaleforthe\black hole ansatz" of[22],thatin thisregim e

jSl(E )j= e
� 2�l � expf� S(E ;l)=2g: (5:5)

Notice that this behavior has two characteristic features. The �rst is the exponential

strength of the absorption. The second is the long range of the absorption, which is

characterized by the growth ofL(E )with energy. Even should the preceding argum ents

regarding thestrength ofthe exponentialsuppression beevaded,weexpectthe feature of

signi�cantabsorption atlong rangeto persist.

Phase shifts

W e have suggested that the am plitude is essentially unity for a given initialtwo-

particlestatewith l� L(E )to enterthestrong gravitationalregim e.In 2 ! 2 scattering,

one m ight therefore expect that in each energy range (E ;E + 1=R) we form one ofthe

�N (E ;l)black holestates13 with thecorresponding energy and angularm om entum .This

would correspond to a density of\accessible" states

�acc(E ;l)� R(E ): (5:6)

(Thisvalue would be lessrelevantfor2 ! N scattering,where,aswe have argued,m ore

statesm ay beaccessible and entanglewith thebalding radiation.) Noticethatthiswould

im ply thatthe totalnum ber ofsuch accessible black hole states ofangularm om entum l

and energy < E isgiven by

N acc(E )=

Z E

0

�acc(E ;l)dE � S(E ;l): (5:7)

12 The series (5.4) m ay be regulated by considering incom ing wavepackets instead of plane

waves.

13 As noted,this state is a superposition ofstates ofa generic basis with coe�cients ofsize

O (e� S=2).
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Consider the param etrization (4.14) ofthe contributions ofinterm ediate black hole

states.Ifthem atrix H IJ werediagonalin the\in"-statebasisjM ;Ai,discussed in section

four,then we would expecta contribution to theam plitude ofBreit-W ignerform :

e
2i�l(E ) � e

2i�b

�

1�
i�

E � EB H + i�=2

�

(5:8)

where �b isa \background" value.Then,the phase �l(E )would increase by � aswe pass

through each such \accessible" (orstrongly coupled)resonance,and correspondingly,the

com bined e�ectofresonancesatincreasing energieswould give

�
diag

l
(E )= �N acc(E ;l)� �S(E ;l); (5:9)

as with Levinson’s theorem for single-channelscattering. Note also that such a result

would yield a decay tim ed�l=dE � R(E ),com patiblewith thewidth � � 1=R.

However,weseeno reason to expectH IJ to bediagonal,and so considerphaseshifts

ofa m ore generalform ,which we param eterize as

�l(E )= �k(E ;l)S(E ;l) (5:10)

where k(E ;l)variesm oreweakly with energy than S(E ;l).One m ightexpectk(E ;l)> 0

(corresponding to tim e delay)due to the attractive nature ofgravity. Indeed,in scatter-

ing o� a pre-existing black hole the gravitational�eld introduces a positive phase shift

relative to scattering from the angularm om entum barrier.W e willinvestigate additional

constraintson k(E ;l)in subsequentsections.

To sum m arize,com bining (5.9),(5.10)suggests that the partialwave am plitudes in

the strong gravity regim etaketheform

f
SG
l (s)�

i

2

�

1� exp

�

�
1

2
S(E ;l)[1� 4�ik(E ;l)]

��

: (5:11)

Noticethatthisexpression di�ersfrom thatof[22];thatanalysisdid nottakeinto account

the role ofinelasticity and accessibility ofresonance channels. Thus (5.11)com prises an

im provem entofthe black hole ansatzof[22].
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5.2.Born and eikonal

One can likewise inferpropertiesofthe partialwavesin the longer-distance regim es,

wheretheBorn oreikonalapproxim ationsareexpected to bevalid.In particular,ref.[22]

com puted the eikonalphase shift,

�
eik
l (E )=

p
�(D � 2)�[(D � 4)=2]

8�[(D � 1)=2]

L(E )D � 3

lD � 4
�
E D � 2

lD � 4
; (5:12)

and checked thattheeikonalam plitudeunitarizestheBorn am plitude,which istheleading

term in an expansion in �l,asexpected.Thusthetransition from Born to eikonalregim es

occursin thesm allangleregim el� E(D � 2)=(D � 4).Noticethatthephaseshiftsareindeed

positivede�nite,asexpected from the attractivenature ofgravity.14 Thecorrespondence

between the eikonalam plitudes and the sem iclassicalpicture[8,2-5]suggestthe utility of

the eikonaldescription untill� L.

Fordecreasing im pactparam eter/increasingscatteringangle,di�erente�ectscan con-

tribute to absorption. A generic e�ect is soft-graviton brem m strahlung. This was esti-

m ated in [22]to givea contribution ofsize

�
br
l � L(E )3D � 9

=l
3D � 10 �

E 3D � 6

l3D � 10
: (5:13)

Notethatthism atchesonto theenergy dependenceof(5.5)atl� L,which also �tswith a

picturewhereanon-negligiblefraction ofthecollision energy can beem itted in thebalding

radiation.

Asnoted in section three,therem ay beotherless-generice�ects,e.g.duetoexcitation

ofinternaldegreesoffreedom ofthecolliding bodies.In string theory,such an e�ectisthe

\di�ractive excitation" or\tidalstring excitation" explored in [2-5,11,12].But,asnoted,

wedonotexpectsuch e�ectstopreventam plitudesfrom m atchingontothoseofthestrong

gravitationalregim e.

5.3.Com bined pictures

14 This is the case provided D > 4. The four dim ensionalcase su�ers from Coulom b-like

singularities,requiring the usualinclusive am plitudes,avoided in thispaperby working in higher

dim ensions.
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Fig.4:Absorption coe�cientsata �xed angularm om entum asa function of

the CM energy.

Fig.5:Absorption coe�cientsata �xed CM energy asa function ofangular

m om entum ,with Lc � L(E ).

W e can thus suggest com bined pictures describing the weak and strong coupling

regim es.Theresults(5.13)and (5.5)suggestenergy and angularm om entum dependences

ofthe absorptivecoe�cients� l aspictured in Fig.4,Fig.5.

W hile the phase shift is well-studied in the eikonalregim e, as we have indicated,

wehave lessinform ation in thestrong gravity regim e,butexpectan increasebounded by

�l(E )� E(D � 2)=(D � 3) asin (5.10).Sketchesofenergy and angularm om entum dependence

aregiven in Fig.6,Fig.7.
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Fig. 6: Phase shift for �xed angular m om entum as a function ofthe CM

energy.

Fig.7:Phaseshiftfora�xed CM energy asa function ofangularm om entum ,

with Lc � L(E ).

6. M om entum space am plitudes

W enow ask whatpropertiesofm om entum spaceam plitudescan beinferred from the

preceding discussion. In section two,we noted the collapse ofthe Lehm ann ellipse,and

in particular that convergence ofthe partialwave expansion cannot extend past t = 0

to positive t. Likewise,continuation ofs to com plex values with �xed realt< 0 would

correspond tocom plex cos�,outsidetheconvergenceregion.Theseand related lim itations

restrictourabilitytoproveresultsthatfollow in m assivetheories.However,wehaveargued

thatthe expression forthe partialwave coe�cients,(2.10),isexpected to be well-de�ned
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and �nite.Thism eansthatpropertiesofthefl(s)arethoseofthecorresponding integral,

and thisin turn constrainsthebehaviorofT(s;t).

Additionalinform ation about the m om entum space am plitudes com es directly from

their eikonalapproxim ation,(3.4). At very sm allangles,this expression reduces to the

Born am plitude,(2.5). The m atch between the Born and eikonalregim es occurs near

� � 1,corresponding to t� � s� 2=(D � 4) or

�B =E �
1

E (D � 2)=(D � 4)
: (6:1)

The asym ptotics ofthe eikonalam plitude at larger angles follows from perform ing the

integraloveranglesin (3.4),which yields

iTeik(s;t)= � 2is(2�)(D � 2)=2
q
� (D � 4)=2

?

Z 1

0

dx? x
(D � 2)=2

?
J(D � 4)

2

(q? x? )(e
i�(x? ;s)� 1):

(6:2)

Then,com bining theBesselfunction asym ptotics(5.3)with a saddle-pointapproxim ation

ofthe integralgivesan asym ptoticam plitudeoftheform

Teik � exp

n

i[s(� t)(D � 4)=2]1=(D � 3)
o

: (6:3)

Thisexhibitssom e interesting features { such asnonpolynom iality { thatwe willreturn

to in the nextsection.

Onem ay also inquireaboutim plicationsforT ofthestrong gravity behavioroutlined

in the preceding section. Recallthat the physicalfeatures ofthat behavior were 1) sig-

ni�cant scattering,and m oreover absorption,to an angular m om entum that grows with

energy as l� L(E ),2) strong absorption for large E and l� L(E ),and 3) potentially

rapid growth in thephase,(5.10).

For �l = �l = 0,(2.13) gives fl = 0,so the �rst feature im plies nonvanishing fl to

l� L(E );signi�cantabsorption m oreoverim pliesthatfl� i=2.These becom econditions

on the integral
Z �

0

d� sinD � 3
�
C �
l(cos�)

C �
l
(1)

T [s;t(s;�)]=
D fl(s)

s(D � 4)=2
; (6:4)

where t(s;�)isgiven by (2.9).However,a directstatem entaboutT in the strong gravity

regim e s � � t,isnoteasily inferred from the signi�cance ofthe rightside of(6.4),since

theintegralin particularreceivesa contribution from theBorn regim e.For� < �B =E and

l< L,one hasl� � 1 and can use the sm all-angleapproxim ation

C
�
l (1� �

2
=2)’ C

�
l(1)

�

1�
l(l+ 2�)�2

2(2� + 1)

�

: (6:5)
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The Born contribution to (6.4)isthusofsize

Z �B =E

0

d��
D � 3E

2

�2
�

1

E D � 4
: (6:6)

Thisshowsthatoneexpectsa contribution to partialwaveam plitudesfrom both theBorn

and eikonalregionsthatissigni�cantatangularm om enta l<� L(E ).

Indeed,a related fact is that the cross-section due to this sm all-angle scattering is

expected to belargeascom pared to thatofthestrong gravity region,

�SG � �[R(E )]D � 2 � E
(D � 2)=(D � 3)

: (6:7)

For D > 6,where the sm allangle contribution converges,it can be estim ated using the

im pactparam eterwhere Born and eikonalm atch,giving[2]

�B =E � E
2(D � 2)=(D � 4)

: (6:8)

Large growth of �l and �l with energy im ply that fl � i=2, or dfl=ds, are sm all,

and rapidly oscillating. Eq.(6.4) thus indicates that T(s;t) correspondingly has rapid

fallo� and oscillations.M oreover,weseethatexponentialfallo� offl� i=2 would indicate

precise cancellations between the contributions ofT(s;t(s;�))in the Born,eikonal,and

strong gravity regim es;aswehavediscussed,physicalaspectsofthescattering such asthe

analogy with scattering from a �xed black holesuggestsuch fallo�.

A sharperstatem entarisesifone considerscontinuation of(5.11)into the com plex s

plane.Thisform forfl(s)suggeststhatgenerically itwould grow exponentially som ewhere

in the com plex s (or E ) plane. In particular,for sm allenough k,one �nds exponential

growth in the s upperhalfplane (UHP)0 < Args < �: forconstantk,thiswould occur

for

k <
1

4�
tan

�

2(D � 3)
; (6:9)

and likewise forthe exam ple ofa decreasing power,k / E � p. By (6.4),thiscorresponds

to exponential,thus not polym om ially bounded,growth in T(s;t) for com plex t. W hile

with the speci�c functionalform (5.11),a phase thatistoo sm allleadsto growth thatis

notpolynom ially bounded,itisconceivablethata m orecom plicated analyticstructureof

the exactam plitude avoidsthisconclusion.15

15 Though,with added assum ptions like herm itian analyticity/dispersion relations,one m ay
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7. A nalyticity and crossing

W ehaveinvestigated aspectsofunitarity,particularly via thepartialwaveexpansion;

we now turn to analyticity and crossing.

Considerscattering oftwo m assiveparticlesofm assm coupled to gravity.W em ight

im agine these to be an e+ e� pair,although to avoid com plicationsofspin we willtreat

the scalarcase. Anotherspeci�c contextto contem plate,ifin a string theory context,is

scattering ofa D 0� D 0 pair.

First,considerbehaviorfor�xed realt< 0,asa function ofs. The two-particle cut

in the s-channelbeginsats= 4m 2.However,one can also have such a pairannihilate to

two orm ore gravitons(in the absence ofa netconserved charge),im plying m ultiple cuts

beginning at s = 0.16 Likewise,there are m ultiple u-channelcuts beginning at u = 0.

G iven

s+ t+ u = 4m 2
; (7:1)

we �nd thattheu-channelcuts,for�xed t,originateat

s= 4m 2 � t; (7:2)

and are taken to extend along the negative s axis. Thus,these cuts overlap those from

s= 0 { therearebranch cutsrunning allalong therealsaxis,with no gap between them ,

unlikethem assivecase.Thesefeaturesofm asslesstheoriesweaken som eoftheconstraints

presentin m assivetheories.

W e likewise expect singular behavior at t = 0; we have noted the Coulom b pole

there,but one m ight �nd a m ore generalsingularity (e.g. branch point) when higher-

orderprocessesare accounted for. Aswe have already described,thispreventsthe usual

continuation along the realaxis from t < 0 to t > 0,that is a usefultoolin m assive

theories.

possibly generalize m ethods of [58,59]to show that the exponentialfallo� in (5.11) im plies a

lower bound on the phase,e.g. � >� logs,given a polynom ialbound in the UHP;also,certain

analyticity assum ptions together with this fallo� m ight possibly be used to prove violation of

polynom ialboundsin som eregion,with m ethodslikein [60,61].W eleavetheseforfutureinvesti-

gation.(Noticethatin Q FT wedo notexpectsuch a strong absorptivebehavior,thuspolynom ial

boundednessisexpected to lead to a phase bounded above by logs.)

16 O ne m ightalso contem plate the possibility ofworse behavior,e.g. � e
� 1=s

p

forsom e p.
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7.1.Crossing sym m etry

For reals0 > 4m 2,the physicalam plitude with s = s0,t < 0 is assum ed to arise

from the analytic function T(s;t)with s = s0 + i� in the lim it� ! 0+ . By the m axim al

analyticity hypothesis,T only hassingularitiesdictated by unitarity,so can be continued

throughoutthes UHP;likewisefor�xed s,onecan continue in t,avoiding singularities.

In a m assivetheory,atsm allt< 0,onecan continuein sacrosstherealaxis,through

thegap between thecuts.Thisallowsoneto de�netheam plitudefors= s1� i�,forlarge

negative reals1,which by (7.1)correspondsto u-channelkinem atics.Crossing sym m etry

isthe assum ption thata single function T(s;t;u),with variablessatisfying (7.1),de�nes

am plitudesin allchannelsthrough such continuation.

Clearly this speci�c continuation fails in the m assless case,given the lack ofa gap

between the cuts. However,itappears possible to stillobtain crossing,through use ofa

di�erentpath.

The BEG path

Such a path wasgiven by Bros,Epstein,and G laserin [62],asfollows.First,begin at

large s0 > 0,and hold u = u0 < 0 �xed. One can continue through the uppers-plane to

ei�s0.Here,twillapproach thepositiverealaxiswith a � i�;wecan denotethisasthet�

channel. Next,beginning atthispoint,keep s < 0 �xed and continue t! e� i�t. Thisis

analogousto thepreceding continuation,and takest� to u+ { herethepositiverealu axis

isapproached from above.Thecom bined path thuscontinuesfrom thephysicals-channel

s+ to thephysicalu-channelu+ ,perm itting crossing.17

7.2.Crossing and polynom ialboundedness

17 Note that one m ust also include a sm allpath segm ent from (s;t;u) = (� s0 + i�;4m 2
�

u0 + s0 � i�;u0)to (� s0;4m
2
� u0 + s0 � i�;u0 + i�). W e assum e thisisperm itted by su�cient

holom orphy in thisneighborhood,asin [63],though m ore system atic investigation isconceivably

warranted.
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Fig. 8: The com plex s plane,indicating som e ofthe relationships entering

into the Phragm en-Lindel�ofargum entfora polynom ialbound.

Analyticity and crossing constrain possible non-polynom ialbehavior,aswe willnow

discuss;the reader m ay wish to refer to �gure Fig.8. Thisobservation followsfrom the

Phragm en-Lindel�ofTheorem : Ifan analytic function is bounded along two straightlines

sustaining an angle �

�
,e.g.jT(jsj)j< M on the lines,and ifT(s)growsatm ostlike ejsj

�

with � < � in any other direction,then in factT(s)isbounded by M in the whole sector

sustained by the two lines.

Choose, for exam ple, � = 1. Let us assum e that the am plitude is quite weakly

bounded,jT(s;t< 0)j< ejsj. Note thatthisbound iseasily satis�ed both by the eikonal

behavior(6.3),and by behaviorthatcould arisefrom growth ofthestrong gravity region,

eitherfrom the large absorption coe�cientsj� l(s)j� jsj(D � 2)=(2(D � 3)) � jsj,orthe large

range R(E )� E1=(D � 3) which suggestsbehavior[22](see the nextsection),T(s;t< 0)�

eR (E )
p
t.Therefore,by thetheorem ,ifwehad a non-polynom ialgrowth in theUHP,that

would also require a non-polynom ialgrowth in a straightline i� above the realaxisfrom

� 1 to +1 .

The region [0;+1 )corresponds to the s-channelam plitude. However,properties of

theG egenbauerpolynom ialscom bined with theopticaltheorem (seeappendix)show that
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Im T(s;t< 0)< Im T(s;0)� s�T (s)< sN . (The polynom ialbound at t= 0 is directly

connected to existenceofa forward dispersion relation[22],following from causality,to be

discussed in thenextsection.) M oreover,we havethe high-energy expression

Z �

0

d� sinD � 3
�jReTj2 /

Z

d
D � 2jReTj
2
<

Z

d
D � 2jTj
2 / s

3� D =2
�2! 2 < s

3� D =2
�T ;

(7:3)

where proportionality ism odulo num ericalcoe�cients,and therefore the realpartofthe

am plitude also m ustbe polynom ially bounded,provided itissu�ciently sm ooth.(Recall

thatin thestronggravitationalregim etherealpartoftheam plitudeisindeed subdom inant

due to strong absorption).

In m assive theories, the (� 1 ;0]region is related to the u channel am plitude by

com plexconjugation.18 Thisfollowsfrom theproperty ofherm itian analyticityorextended

unitarity,which isthe requirem entT(s�;t�)= T(s;t)�. Notice thatthisim pliesfl(s
�)=

fl(s)
� forthepartialwavecoe�cients.Ifweworkatnegativevaluesoftransferm om entum ,

e.g. t < 0,herm itian analyticity also connects the discontinuity across the cuts due to

threshold singularitiesto theim aginary partoftheam plitude by

DiscT(s;t)= 2iIm T(s+ i�;t): (7:4)

W ith a m assgap,herm itian analyticity followsfrom reality oftheam plitudebelow thresh-

old,alongwith theSchwarzreection property.In m asslesstheoriesthestatusofherm itian

analyicity rem ainsunclear,although itseem sto hold atany orderin perturbation theory.

Ifherm itian analyticity holdsin gravity,itthusalso forbidsnon-polynom ialgrowth along

(� 1 ;0],and so by theabove theorem ,in the UHP ofs.

A conservativeconjectureisthatgravity respectsboth crossing sym m etry and herm i-

tian analyticity,and thatam plitudesthussatisfy such a polynom ialbound.W ecan check

thisin theasym ptoticsoftheeikonal,(6.3),which doessoforD > 4,asdoesthepreceding

strong gravity expression.

Nonpolynom iality ofam plitudesishowevergenerally expected to giveunbounded be-

havior in other regions ofs;t,and u. Indeed,one can directly see indications for such

behavior given the partialwave coe�cients (5.11). For exam ple,ifk(E ;l) � E � p for

som ep > 0,then thestrong-gravity fl’sgiven by (5.11)willhavepolynom ially-unbounded

18 A rough argum entforthisfollowsfrom the relation between the continuationss ! � s and

E ! � E ;the lattercorrespondsto taking the com plex conjugate ofthe am plitude.
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behavior som ewhere in the UHP Im (s) > 0. Then,(6.4) im plies that T[s;t(s;�)]m ust

likewise be unbounded. Notice,though,that this is for �xed � rather than t;thus un-

boundednessatlargejsjei� correspondsto t� � jsjei�.Asdiscussed,even k(E ;l)= O (1)

does not necessarily elim inate this behavior,though positive k { corresponding to tim e

delay { decreases the region ofnon-bounded behaviorin the UHP.Likewise,k < 0,cor-

responding to a tim e advance,increases the dom ain ofthis behavior. One also observes

unbounded behaviorfrom the eikonalphases,(5.12).

Itisinteresting thata polynom ialbound in thephysicalregion Im (s)> 0,t< 0 (and

correspondingly in otherchannels)followsfrom thevery generalassum ptionsthatwehave

described,togetherwith theassum ption ofcausality in theform oftheforward polynom ial

bound.W e nextturn to investigation ofconnectionsbetween polynom iality and locality.

8. Locality vs. nonpolynom iality

The statusoflocality in gravity isa very im portantquestion,given thatitisone of

thecornerstonesofa localquantum �eld theory description ofnature.Locality isalso one

ofthe assum ptionsleading to the inform ation paradox,and conversely,certain violations

oflocality inherentto nonperturbative gravity have been proposed asthe m echanism for

inform ation to escape an evaporating black hole[25,11,23,40].19

Ifone isrestricted to an S-m atrix description ofdynam ics,one can ask how speci�-

cally locality isencoded in thatdescription.In particular,nonpolynom ialbehaviorin the

m om enta,such aswehavedescribed,issuggestiveofnon-localbehavior;20 a �rstheuristic

forthisisthe observation thatnonpolynom ialinteractionstake the form e@
n

in position

space,which isclearly notlocal.

Form assive theories,sharperstatem entscan be m ade. In particular,com m utativity

ofobservables outside the lightcone can be used to show that the forward am plitude is

polynom ialbounded[67],jT(s;0)j< sN .W ith am ass,such statem entscan beextended[68]

both to t< 0 and to com plex valuesoft,including t> 0.

Di�eom orphism invariance forbidslocalobservablesin gravity.Ithasbeen proposed

that localobservables are approxim ately recovered from certain relationalprotolocalob-

servables; initialexploration ofthem in e�ective �eld theory is described in [43,69,70].

19 Forearlierproposalsofa role fornonlocale�ects,see [64,51,65].

20 Although,form ulations oflocal�eld theory with m ild nonpolynom ialbehavior have been

proposed[66].
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However,asyetno sharp criterion forlocality can beform ulated in term softheseobserv-

ables,and indeed ithasbeen argued[25,43]thatthere are fundam entalobstaclesto such

precise locality.21

Nonetheless,boundson am plitudescan also be understood from a physicalperspec-

tive,in connection with causality.Thisbecom esparticularly clearwith forward scattering.

Consider�rst0+ 1 dim ensionalscattering,with initialand �nalam plitudesrelated

by an S-m atrix,

 f(t)=

Z 1

� 1

dt
0
S(t� t

0) i(t
0): (8:1)

Causality statesthatifthesource  i vanishesfort
0< 0,theresponse  f doesaswell.In

the com plex energy plane,thisarisesasa resultofS(E )having the appropriate analytic

structure,and in particulartheneeded contourdeform ation argum entsrequirethatS(E )

be polynom ially bounded in the UHP forE . Forexam ple,S(E )= e� iE � would produce

an acausaltim eadvance by �.

The argum entsforhigher-dim ensionalforward scattering can be form ulated in anal-

ogous fashion; a wavepacket that scatters at zero angle should not reach in�nity m ore

rapidly than one thatdoesnotscatter,im plying a polynom ialbound,and corresponding

dispersion relations.22 W hereasin the m assive case such a bound also im pliesboundsfor

t6= 0,thecollapseoftheLehm ann ellipsethatwehavenoted in them asslesscaseobstructs

such argum ents.

Consider,however,a physicalpicture ofnon-forward scattering,asdescribed in e.g.

[74];see Fig.9.Ifthe scattering hasa range R,a wavepacketcan shorten itspath by an

am ountup toRjqj=E with respecttoapath goingthrough theorigin,with acorresponding

tim eadvance.Thus,we would expectasym ptoticbehavior

S � e
� i

p
� tR (8:2)

which is notbounded. Note,however,that such a picture is appropriate to a repulsive

potential.Ifone instead considersscattering in gravity,e.g.in the background ofa high-

energy particle,whose gravitational�eld isapproxim ately Aichelburg-Sexl(see Fig.10),

the scattering angle is negative,and the particle receives a tim e delay,corresponding to

21 Forfurtherdiscussion,see [71].

22 Therelationsbetween causality,analyticity and a wellde�ned UV com pletion areinteresting

and subtle.Indeed,otherstrong restrictionson which IR behaviorcan be consistently com pleted

into a causalUV theory,given existence offorward dispersion relations,are described in [72,73].
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Fig. 9: Illustration ofscattering by a repulsive interaction ofrange R ;the

scattered wave at angle � has a path that is shorter by 2R sin �

2
relative to

a wave traveling unscattered through the origin,thus hasa relative tim e ad-

vance.

positivephaseshift,appropriatetoan attractiveforce.Ifof�niterangeR,thiscorresponds

to behavior

S � e
i
p
� tR

: (8:3)

In thisway,longrangebehaviorofthiskind,which in theabsenceofabetterde�nition

wewillalsocallnonlocal,doesnotobviouslyconictwith causality.Thedangerofaconict

appearseven lessin an attractive case which producesonly tim e delays;correspondingly

one has a polynom ialbound for R / E p in thiscase when E undergoes a sm allenough

positivephaserotation.Thus,plausibly,nonlocalitywith tim edelaysisconsistentwith the

existence ofa polynom ialbound in the physicalregion,t< 0,Im (s)> 0. The preceding

section also argued thatcrossing,herm itian analyticity,and causality im ply such a bound.
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Fig. 10: Illustration ofscattering ofa particle by the gravitational�eld of

an ultrarelativistic source;the scattering angle is negative,corresponding to

attraction,and thisresultsin a path forthe scattered wave thatislongerby

R sin� � 2R
p
tu=s ascom pared to a wave thatpassesthrough the scattering

center.

W hile the large phase shifts and strong absorption up to large im pact param eters that

wehaveinferred on physicalgroundsm ighthaveviolated such a polynom ialbound in the

physicalregion,wehave found no evidence forsuch behavior.Itrem ainspossiblethatan

exponentialgrowth m ay em erge at�xed (real)scattering angle,other than � = 0. This

howeverdoesnotseem to contradictany fundam entalproperty we know,butisanother

possible signalofnonlocalbehavior.23

In saying this,we should address argum ents of[22]suggesting behavior com bining

(8.2)with (8.3),whereR = R(E ),which would benaturally interpreted in term sofa tim e

advance. However,this arose from a sharp cuto� in the partialwave sum and does not

23 As noted,one m ight also consider the possibility,which we haven’t been able to rule out,

that am plitudes,while nonpolynom ial,m ay have su�ciently com plicated analytic structure to

stay polynom ially bounded in otherregionsaswell.
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accountforthe phase shifts.Ifone avoids� = 0,where causality requirescancellationsof

non-polynom ialbehavior[22],we can write

T(s;t)/

1X

l= 0

(l+ �)C �
l (cos�)e

2i�l(s)� 2�l(s) (8:4)

(thesum ofi=2 generatesa �(cos� � 1)).Plausibly,theexactphase shiftsand absorptive

coe�cientsyield only tim e-delayed behavior,and a bound in the s UHP.

In the preceding section,we argued thatthe e�ective range ofthe interaction grows

with E ;R � Ep,with p = 1=(D � 3)forthestrong gravity region,and therough estim ate

p = 2=(D � 4),from (6.8),for the eikonalam plitudes. It is interesting to com pare this

behaviorto whatiscom m only regarded asanotherindicatorofunitary localbehavior,the

Froissartbound,which states

R � Rf = alogE (8:5)

forconstanta. In a m assive theory,there isa directconnection between thisbound and

polynom ialboundedness.Heuristically,thisisseen via

e
� R f

p
� t � E

� a
p
� t
; (8:6)

which ispolynom ialbehavior.M oresharply,thepolynom ialbound isused directly in the

proofofthe Froissart bound[29,75]. However,this proofproceeds via the partialwave

expansion in the region t> 0,which we have argued isdivergentforgravity.

Itistem pting to conjecture thatthereissuch a directconnection between power-law

growth ofthecrosssection in gravity and nonpolynom iality,perhapsthrough appropriate

regulation of the partialwave expansion. Indeed, as discussed in [22]and above, the

appearance ofstrong absorption to L � E(D � 2)=(D � 3) � E lnE im plies nonpolynom ial

behaviorofa truncated partialwave sum .24 However,aswe have argued,we expectthe

fullsum to be polynom ialbounded in the s UHP,even ifitisnotpolynom ial.One issue

arisingfrom m asslessm odesisthatwecannotneglectthetailofthepartialwaveexpansion,

as one does for exam ple in theories with a m ass gap,where fl decays exponentially for

24 Note thatsuch strong absorption directly corresponds to a cross-section with growth (6.7).

This follows from taking �l � 1 for l� L in (2.6) evaluated at � = 0;this,together with the

large-l asym ptotics C �

l
(1) � l

2�� 1
=�(2�) gives T(� = 0) � is

(4� D )=2
L
D � 2, and thus, by the

opticaltheorem ,(6.7).O fcourse,aswehavenoted,an even largercontribution to �T com esfrom

the eikonalregion.
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l � E logE . In our gravitationalcontext,these large im pact param eter contributions

are centralin producing the IR singularitiesatt= 0. Indeed,m asslessnessalso playsan

im portantrole in the form ofthe am plitudesin the eikonalregim e (where l� L),which

appearsto dom inate the cross-section atlarge energies.Since the partialwave expansion

doesnotconvergeatt> 0,theFroissartbound can beviolated withoutcollateraldam age.

W e m ay associate thiswith a sortofIR/UV m ixing,in the sense thatthe singularitiesin

theIR (correspondinglythelong-rangecharacterofgravity)perm itam uch fastergrowth in

thecrosssection deep in theUV withoutconicting with any otherfundam entalproperty.

Notice that the eikonalam plitudes already provide us with such an exam ple, without

explicitreference to thestrong gravity region.

One thus�nds thatm asslessness,and in particularsingularbehavioratt= 0,non-

polynom iality,and polynom ialgrowth ofcrosssectionsareintricatelyentwined.Onem ight

question whether allnovelfeatures follow from m asslessness alone. However,given that

one doesnot�nd powerlaw growth R � Ep in gauge theory,gravity appearsdistinctive,

duein parttothepower-law growth ofitscouplingwith energy.Onem ightconjecturethat

a m asslesstheory like QED ison the borderline oflocality,butgravity isin a realsense

notlocal,asforexam ple evidenced by itsgrowth ofrange.Such a conjecture iscertainly

perm itted withouta sharpercharacterization oflocality.

It is interesting to consider one known approach to regulating IR behavior in grav-

ity,nam ely working in an AdS background. W ith AdS curvature R � �2,the graviton

e�ectively has a m ass � �. Correspondingly,growth ofblack hole radius with energy

stops being power law once R � 1=�,and one in particular �nds evidence for Froissart-

like behavior,R / logE ,forscattering above thisenergy[76]. One m ightlikewise expect

restoration ofpolynom ialscattering am plitudes. However,the m atter ofextracting the

S-m atrix in AdS rem ainsan open question[20],despite som e recentprogress[18,19].

Itisveryinterestingthatnofundam entalinconsistency hasyetarisen between thecon-

ditionsofunitarity,analyticity,crossing sym m etry,causality,and nonlocality in thesense

described,despite the existence ofnontrivialconstraints arising from their com bination;

it is also m oreover interesting that gravitationalam plitudes could wellrun the gauntlet

am ong theseconditions.Thiswould also been in harm ony with argum entsthatlocal�eld

theory breaksdown in contextsdescribed by the locality bound[23,25,26],and with m ore

generalstatem ents that the nonperturbative physics that unitarizes gravity (and specif-

ically leads to unitary black hole decay) is not intrinsically local[23],yet retains certain

analyticfeaturesand aspectsofcausality { particularly thosenecessary forconsistency!In
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any case,further exploration ofproperties ofconsistent quantum -m echanicalam plitudes

forgravity iscertainly ofgreatinterest.
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A ppendix A .O pticaltheorem in D dim ensions

From the unitarity ofthe S-m atrix we have

T�� � T
�
�� = i

X

N

Z

(2�)D d�N T�N T
�
�N (A.1)

where we take �;� to be the initialand �naltwo-body states with p� � p1 + p2;p� =

p3+ p4,and thesum runsoverallpossibleN -particlestatesallowed by thesym m etriesand

conservation ofenergy and m om entum . Here we use the Lorentz invariantnorm alization

ofstates,

hkjk0i= (2�)D � 12!k�
D � 1(k � k

0) (A.2)

with !2
k
= k2 + m 2,and introduce the Lorentz invariantm easure

fdk �
dD � 1k

(2�)D � 12!k
: (A.3)

Ifthe interm ediate N -particle state consists ofm om enta qi,the N-body phase space is

de�ned by

d�N = �
D

 

p� �

NX

i

qi

!
NY

i= 1

fdqi (A.4)

Using these conventions we have for the dim ensions ofthe 2 ! 2 scattering am plitude,

[T(s;t)]= M 4� D .
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Ifwenow restrict(A.1)to forward scattering,e.g.� = �,wecan replacetheLHS by

2iIm T(s;0),and on theRHS werecognizethesum ofthesquareoftheam plitudeswhich

entersin thede�nition ofthe totalcrosssection.Recallthatthisisde�ned as

�T � �(� ! all)=

"
1

4
p
(p1 � p2)

2 � m21m
2
2

#

(2�)D
X

N

Z

d�N jT�N j
2
: (A.5)

Notice that the prefactor in square brackets goes to 1=(8E 1E 2) when s � m 2
1;m

2
2. W e

are now ready to state the opticaltheorem ,which isnothing buta directconsequence of

unitarity:

Im T(s;0)= 2

q

(p1 � p2)
2 � m21m

2
2 �T (s)! s�T (s): (A.6)

W e can also relate the coe�cientsin the partialwave projections(2.6),where the optical

theorem takestheform (in the s� m 2 lim it)[7]

Im fl(s)= 8(2�)2D � 2
�
s

4

�2� D =2 X

N

�
D (pN � p�)jfl(s;fN g)j2 ; (A.7)

from which (2.12)follows.In thisexpression thefl(s;fN g)arethepartialwaveprojections

ofthe generic interm ediate states,considered m odulo an overallrotation. The sum runs

over allpossible such subclasses ofstates[7]. Perform ing the sum over lon both sides

reproducesthe opticaltheorem .

Aswe em phasized in thispaper,due to the m asslessnessofgravity we expectsingu-

laritiesatt= 0. W e noticed before thatthe IR singularitiescan be rem oved by working

in D > 4.From the de�nition ofthe crosssection we prom ptly discoverthatwe actually

need even higherD foritto be wellde�ned. Thisfollowsfrom the elastic cross section;

(2.5)givesprobability

jTj2 �
1

�4
: (A.8)

This Rutherford-like singularity is tam ed for D > 6 by the integration over solid angle,

with m easure sinD � 3
�,giving a �nite crosssection.Once the crosssectionsare�nite the

opticaltheorem (A.6) shows that Im T(s;0)is also �nite. One m ay be tem pted to push

the partialwave expansion to t> 0,but this attem ptfailsonce we realize thatt= 0 is

indeed also a threshold forgraviton production,and the partialwave expansion willnot

converge past that point. The �niteness ofIm T(s;0) is due to the fact that in higher

dim ensionsthe threshold behaviorscalesasa powerofm om entum ,e.g. � (� t)
�
,rather

than logarithm icallyasweareused toencountering in fourdim ensional�eld theories.This
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isintim ately linked to the softnessofthe IR divergences in D > 4 due to the prom otion

ofthe m easure in the loop integrals from
d
4
q

(2�)4
to

d
D
q

(2�)D
. It isthen easy to see that the

expansion ofthederivativesofT(s;t)att= 0willnotconvergeand wecannotanalytically

continue thepartialwave decom position to positivevaluesoft.

A �nalcom m ent isin order. The reader m ay be puzzled by the fact thatthe Born

approxim ation in (2.5) seem s to have a divergent im aginary part as t ! 0 from the i�

prescription. A carefulanalysis shows that is indeed not the case,and such singularity

only arises in the plane-wave lim itand disappears assoon aswe take into account wave

packets. The realpart of the am plitude is large, but �nite, and give rise to a �nite

contribution in thecrosssection asin (A.8).
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