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Rotating metrics and new multipole moments

from scattering amplitudes in arbitrary dimensions
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Abstract

We compute the vacuum metric generated by a generic rotating object in arbitrary dimensions
up to third post-Minkowskian order by computing the classical contribution of scattering ampli-
tudes describing the graviton emission by massive spin-1 particles up to two loops. The solution
depends on the mass, angular momenta, and on up to two parameters related to generic quadrupole
moments. In D = 4 spacetime dimensions, we recover the vacuum Hartle-Thorne solution describ-
ing a generic spinning object to second order in the angular momentum, of which the Kerr metric
is a particular case obtained for a specific mass quadrupole moment dictated by the uniqueness
theorem. At the level of the effective action, the case of minimal couplings corresponds to the
Kerr black hole, while any other mass quadrupole moment requires non-minimal couplings. In
D > 4, the absence of black-hole uniqueness theorems implies that there are multiple spinning
black hole solutions with different topology. Using scattering amplitudes, we find a generic solu-
tion depending on the mass, angular momenta, the mass quadrupole moment, and a new stress
quadrupole moment which does not exist in D = 4. As special cases, we recover the Myers-Perry
and the single-angular-momentum black ring solutions, to third and first post-Minkowksian order,
respectively. Interestingly, at variance with the four dimensional case, none of these solutions cor-
responds to the minimal coupling in the effective action. This shows that, from the point of view

of scattering amplitudes, black holes are the “simplest” General Relativity vacuum solutions only

in D=4
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I. INTRODUCTION

Despite being non-renormalizable, General Relativity can be treated as a consistent quan-
tum field theory if viewed as the leading-order, low-energy effective field theory arising from
a quantum theory of gravity. Specifically, the Einstein-Hilbert action is considered as the
initial term in a higher-derivative expansion, where higher-order operators are suppressed at
low energy through inverse powers of the Planck mass. Within this view, the gravitational
interactions can be computed through the exchange of spin-2 gravitons, giving rise to gravi-
ton vertices and matter interactions order by order in a perturbative expansion in A, as in
ordinary quantum field theories [IH7].

Remarkably, loop corrections in this expansion give rise not only to Planck-suppressed
quantum terms, but also to entirely classical terms that survive in the A — 0 limit [7HI5].
Specifically, the Schwarzschild metric at first order in a post-Minkowskian (i.e., in powers
of the gravitational coupling GG) expansion can be obtained from the scattering amplitude
of a massive scalar field emitting gravitons at tree level, while next order post-Minkowskian
corrections are obtained by the classical contributions of each n—loop amplitude containing
graviton Verticesﬂ [9]. This result generalizes to the case of charged and/or spinning geome-
tries by computing the scattering of particles with electric charge and/or spin, reproducing
the post-Minkowskian expansion of the Reissner-Nordstrom, Kerr, and Kerr-Newman met-
rics in D = 4 spacetime dimensions [9, [I7HI9).

In a more recent development, a systematic method for extracting the classical component
of loop amplitudes involving massive scalars interacting with gravitons in any dimension was
introduced in [I2]. This procedure not only demonstrates the agreement of these computa-
tions with the earlier work of [20] at the second post-Minkowskian order (see also [21], 22]),
but also reveals that the Schwarzschild-Tangherlini metric [23] in generic D dimensions
at fourth order in the post-Minkowskian expansion emerges from gravitational scattering
amplitudes of massive scalars up to three loops [24].

In this paper we extend this program to the case of spinning geometries both in D = 4
and D > 4 dimensions. The motivation for such computation is twofold. First, in D = 4,
unlike the case of spherically symmetric spacetimes, the absence of Birkhoff’s theorem in

axisymmetry implies that the vacuum region outside a spinning object is not necessarily

! Recently, the authors of [I6] managed to resum the post-Minkowskian series and obtain the exact

Schwarzschild solution.



described by the Kerr geometry. Within a post-Minkowskian expansion, the leading-order
(linear) angular momentum term is universal, but different spinning objects may have dif-
ferent mass quadrupole moments [25-27]. Since the spin-induced quadrupole moment is
quadratic in the black-hole spinE], in order to extend the analysis of [9] it is necessary to per-
form computations up to quadratic order in the angular momentum. We shall show that the
computation based on the scattering amplitudes provides the post-Minkowskian expansion
of the vacuum Hartle-Thorne solution [25, 26], which describes the spacetime of a generic
spinning object up to quadratic order in the spin. The Kerr black hole is a particular case of
this family, wherein the mass quadrupole moment is fixed by regularity at the horizon and by
the black-hole uniqueness theorem [28H35]. As we shall discuss, at the level of the effective
quantum field theory, the Kerr black hole corresponds to the case of minimal couplings, while
any other choice of the quadrupole moment requires non-minimal couplings in the action.
The authors of [36], B7] proved that in D = 4 the simplest massive S-matrix, defined as the
term in the 3-point amplitude which behaves well in the UV, reproduces the Kerr metric in
limit in which the spin s — +00. Furthermore, the authors of [38] proved that a spin-s field
minimally coupled to gravity also reproduces the dynamics of Kerr black holes, suggesting a
correspondence between the simplest massive S-matrix and the minimally coupled action in
a QFT description for generic spin s. In this sense, one can interpret the minimality of the
quantum field theory as the scattering-amplitude counterpart of the celebrated black-hole
no-hair theorems in D = 4 General Relativity [30] 32 33, [35].

Our second motivation is that the black-hole uniqueness theorems do not hold in D >
4 [39], and therefore also in this case it is interesting to compute the metric obtained from the
scattering amplitudes and compare it with known solutions. In particular, spinning black
hole solutions in D > 4 belong to different families and can have different topologies [39]. Us-
ing scattering amplitudes, we find the generic solution up to third post-Minkowskian order.
This solution depends on the mass (i.e. mass monopole moment), angular momenta (i.e.
current dipole moments), mass quadrupole moment and, interestingly, on a new quadrupole
moment parameter that we dub stress quadrupole moment and is absent in D = 4. For
specific choices of the parameters, we explicitly check that this general solution reduces to

the Myers-Perry black hole [40] in D = 5 up to third post-Minkowskian order, and to the

2 Note that, in this paper, we occasionally refer to “spin” both for the spin s of quantum fields and for the

angular momentum J of the compact object (e.g., a black hole).



black ring [41] with single angular momentum in D = 5 up to first post-Minkowskian order.
Remarkably, at variance with the four dimensional case, none of these solutions corresponds
to the minimal coupling in the effective action. This provides strong evidence that black
holes are not the “simplest” solutions, from a scattering-amplitude viewpoint, to higher-
dimensional General Relativity. A more fundamental explanation for this intriguing result
may deserve further investigation. We explicitly obtain the metric corresponding to the
minimal coupling up to third post-Minkowskian order, which is then likely sourced by some
matter configuration, similarly to the D = 4 Hartle-Thorne solution.

In order to obtain the above results we need to compute the metric from the scattering
amplitudes of a massive spin-1 field up to the quadrupole order in a post-Minkowskian ex-
pansion. We performed our computations up to two loops (i.e., up to third post-Minkowskian
order). The full result is provided in an ancillary Mathematica notebook [42].

Recently Ref. [43] worked out a generalization in D = 5 of the Thorne formalism [44] for
the multipole description in D = 4 General Relativity. As we shall discuss in detail, the
generalization is based on constructing a suitable coordinate system in which the multipole
moments can be read off the asymptotic behavior of the metric components. Ref. [43] identi-
fied the analog of the standard mass and current multipole moments defined by Thorne [44]
which are related to the fall-off of the temporal part of the metric. While we agree with
their identification of mass and current moments, in any D > 4 we prove the existence of
a new multipole moment associated with the asymptotic behavior of the spatial part of the
metric. For this reason we call this a stress multipole moment, in analogy with the mass and
current moments. We expect that in D > 4 stress multipole moments appear at any order
starting from the quadrupolar one, and we define a generalization in arbitrary dimension of
the multipole expansion & la Thorne, including the new tower of stress moments. We show
that the new stress quadrupole moment is precisely associated to one of the free parameters
of our solution and is nonzero already for the Myers-Perry metric.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[] we review the general approach to
compute the metric of a rotating object from scattering amplitudes in arbitrary dimensions.
In Sec. we explicitly apply this approach to the scattering of massive spin-1 particles,
obtaining the post-Minkowskian metric up to two loops, including the quadrupole moments
quadratic in the object angular momentum. This metric is given and discussed in Sec. [[V]in

arbitrary dimensions, with a specific focus on the multipole moments in D =4 and D = 5.



In Sec. [V]we show that the general solution recovers the cases of the Hartle-Thorne vacuum
metric in D = 4 and the Myers-Perry solution as well as the single-angular-momentum black
ring in D = 5. Besides, we give an explicit expression for the “simplest” metric, i.e. the
one associated with the minimally coupled action, in any dimension. Some details on the
multipolar expansion and on these solutions are given in various Appendices. We conclude
in Sec. [V with a discussion and future prospects.

We work in mostly negative signature with 7y = +1 and in natural units, A = ¢ = 1,
keeping G # 1. The number of space-time dimensions is D = d + 1 and the Ricci tensor is
defined as R, = R",,,. Greek indices u,v,... = 0,1,...,d are meant to be contracted either
by g, or 1., depending on the context, while Latin indices ¢, j,... = 1, ..., d are contracted

with the Euclidean 6;;.

II. METRIC FROM AMPLITUDES

In this section we review the general approach to recover the metric of a rotating object in
arbitrary dimension from scattering amplitudes describing the graviton emission by massive

spin-s particles [I8, 24]. Consider an action of a generic massive spin-s field @4 coupled to
gravity]
2
S = /dd+1x< - FV_QR + £m(<I>s,gw,)) , (1)

where x? = 327G. Expanding the metric in a post-Minkowskian (PM) series as

+oo
I = N -+ Iihm, = Nw -+ KZ hg?j) , (2)
n=1

in harmonic gauge the Einstein equations can be rewritten as

n K n— 1 n—
ah (@) = =5 (14706 = 77t o)) ®)

where O = 0,0,mn" is the flat d’Alambertian operator and 7" = n*1},,. In this expression

T,Eg) (x) is the actual stress-energy tensor of the matter source, while T,Eﬁ) (x) for n > 0 contain

graviton self-interaction terms. Then, moving to momentum space, Eq. becomes

dlq 7% 1
R (z) = —2 / T (g) — —— 5, T V(q) ] . 4
ny (‘T) 9 (27T)d q»g uv (Q) d— 7]# (Q) ( )

3 Notice that we are labelling the massive fields as one does for an object with the same index structure in
d = 3. In higher dimensions more representation are allowed, but this will not be taken into account in

our analysis.



The idea now is to compute the stress-energy tensor in momentum space by means of 3-
point off-shell scattering amplitudes describing the graviton emission from a massive source

in the classical limit. The quantization procedure requires the introduction of a gauge-fixing

term
1 A o
LGF = ?F F 77)\0- (5)
in the Lagrangian, where F* is chosen as
1 v
F*=(1-a)kd, (h“’\ — 57]“’\11) +agh F;\W , (6)

with h = n*"h,, and where I‘;\w are the Christoffel symbols. This gauge choice allows us
to move continuously from the de Donder gauge (o« = 0) to the harmonic gauge (o = 1)

keeping fixed the expression of the graviton propagator [22]

1

2
Puvps = ) (nupnw + NuoMvp — HWV”M) . (7)

Considering a massive spin-s particle as source of gravitational field, the diagrams that
contribute to the classical limit are the ones in which cutting the internal massive lines
results in tree-level diagrams involving only gravitons [12} 20].

It is therefore possible to compute the classical gravitational conserved current as

1K ¢ r(n—
= =5 (2m) T3 (q) G (8)
where ¢ = 1 for boson sources and ¢ = 0 for fermionsEL and where ¢ = p; — po is the

transferred momentum. From Eq. it is clear that y | ¢; = ¢ and the order of the PM
expansion (n) and the one of the loop series (¢) are related by n = ¢4 1. This can be directly
seen from the form of the loop integrals. Indeed, defining the [-loop “sunset” master integral

2

o [T7
Told )_/E(%)d (1.2 (ch_gl_..._gj)Q ’ )

i=1"%1

4 This is due to the fact that bosons and fermions have a different mass dimension, hence the normalization

of the stress-energy tensor is different.



(0

as pointed out in [I8, 24], one can show that Tjw (q) o Juy(¢?), and the metric in the long

range expansion is given by the Fourier transform

[ LI sor _ (p(r))l“ | o0

(2m)d G2 47

with d 1-d/2
r'eE—1)r'-
p(r) = —2 rd—2 : (11)

Notice that we are using a set of Cartesian coordinates in which z% + - - 4+ 23 = r%

A. Spinning vertices

Starting from Eq., we have to exploit the classical limit in order to simplify the am-
plitude calculation. First of all, since we are dealing with spinning particles, the Feynman

vertex

Y = (%%)%(Q) ) (12)

will have, besides graviton indices pv, spin indices a and b, depending on the particular
representation of the particles. In the amplitude , while the graviton is off-shell, the
massive particles are on-shell, meaning that in order to get the stress-energy tensor we have
to contract the amplitude with the external polarizations of the particles. From the vertex,

at tree level one directly reads the amplitude as

— (2m)* T0(@)00or = (p2:5,0"| (Tazn)fiy P13 5, 0)" (13)

where it is important to notice that since the source particle can be either a fermion or a
boson, the polarizations can be described either by a tensor or a spinor, so a and b can be
a collection of Lorentz indices or spinor indices.

Following an approach based on Feynman diagrams [45], which takes into account spin
effects in gravity from the classical limit of scattering amplitudes, we now show how to obtain
an explicit expression for the tree-level amplitude in Eq. . To this aim, it is convenient

to define
it
2

p* (14)



so that

1 1
pi = P* + éq“ and  ph = P‘— §q“ : (15)

We are interested in the case in which the source is stationary, meaning that ¢° = 0 and
hence the energy is conserved. Then, since p? = p3 = m?, just by stationarity one has
that P* = Fu* = mu* 4+ O(q), where u* = ¢} is the velocity of the source, and FE is its
energy. Following [13] to schematically obtain the classical limit out of scattering amplitude
calculations, for a process involving a particle with spin s and transferred momentum g,
the algorithm is to write the amplitude in terms of the spin tensor S,,, and then make the

replacement

1
q— hq and S — ﬁS : (16)

keeping only the terms O(h°), i.e. those that survive in the limit & — 0. Therefore, terms
O(q") with n > 0 are quantum, while terms O((Sq)™) are classical. Crucially, the presence of
the spin compensates the transferred momentum and gives rise to classical terms with higher
powers in q. Notice that since the two external momenta are equal up to the transferred
momentum, using the results in [36, 45] it turns out that in the stationary limit we can

expand the polarization state as

p2) = [p1) +O(R) (17)

and then define the dressed vertex
<p2; S;Cf,| (T<1>2h,)w |P1; 3,0> = (]91; 370,| (7'<1>2h)w |P1; S,UH‘O(h) = ﬁ;fg”h(q, S)5ao’+0(h) ) (18>

where the spin-index structure is left understood.
Now, in order to extract such classical spin pieces, let us consider a field in a particular

representation of the Lorentz group, satisfying the algebra
[M* M| = —i(n“pM”" — P M* 4 0" MHP — n’“’M”p> , (19)

with M the generators of the group. Considering then “in” and “out” states of spin s
and polarizations o and o’, generalizing the argument in [45] to arbitrary dimension, in the

stationary limit we have
(p2;s,0'|p1ys,0) = (p1:5,0'|p1ys,0) + O(h) = C(5)0g0r
(pa; 8,0’ | MM |py;s,0) = S*CO(8)0se + O(R°) (20)

1
(pa; s, a’|§{MW, M?}py;s,0) = S SP7C(8)6pe + O(R7Y)

9



where {-, -} stands for the anti-commutator, the external state can be either a fermion or a
boson, C(s) is the normalization of the states which depends on the particular representation
of the Lorentz group, and we now interpret S*” as the spin tensor of the classical source of
the gravitational field. It is important to observe that the stationary limit defined above
corresponds to the source being in the rest frame, hence in this frame the temporal part of
the spin tensor vanishes, i.e. S% = 0.

Finally, we observe that for a massive particle with spin s the dressed vertex contains
powers up to 2s of the spin tensor. As we will see, this implies that the resulting metric

describes an object with only the first 2s multipoles turned on.

B. Loop amplitudes for any spin

We now want to discuss how, starting from the analysis above, one can construct loop
amplitudes in such a way that the spin structure arising from the massive spin-s particles is
entirely given as a tensor dependence of the dressed vertex. More specifically, in the classical
limit the massive line of Eq. factorizes in the product of n dressed vertices in such a
way that the loop calculation is formally the one of a scalar process. We will first discuss
explicitly the 1-loop case, and then naturally extend it to all loops.

The contribution to the amplitude arising from the massive line in Eq. forn =2 is
iP(p1— )
(p1 —€0)> —m? + ie

where P is the numerator of the matter propagator which depends on the spin of the massive

(p2; 5,0"| (Ta2)"" (€) (To20)"*(q = 0) 13 5,0) (21)

field. For a massive spin-s particle, we can always rewrite the operator P in terms of the

sum of the polarization states as

P(py — ) = (2m)' Z Ip1 — €;8,0") (p1 — €;8,0"| . (22)

Plugging this back in Eq. we end up with
i(2m)t=e
(p1 —€)> —m? +ic

> (pa; s, 0’ (a2n)" () [pr — £5,0") {p1 — 5.5, 0" | (Te2)(q—0) |p1; 5, 0) .

(23)
Finally, using the classical limit as in Eq. we get
i(2m)t=¢
(p1 —€0)> —m? + ie

> (o155, 07| (a2n)* (€) |prs 5,0") (p1; 5, 0" (Te2) " (q—0) |p13 5, 0)+O(h)

(24)

10



from which we derive the expression written in terms of the dressed vertices as

i(2m)l=¢ "
(pl _é) —)mQ Tie g%(ﬁ S) <1>2h(q_€a 5)500' . (25)

To summarize, after this dressing procedure the classical limit of a spinning 3-point
1-loop amplitude in the stationary regime completely reduces to an amplitude in which
the spin contribution arises solely from the tensor structure of the dressed vertex, up to a
normalization factor depending on whether one considers fermions or bosons. This can be
naturally generalized to any loop, which means that we can use all the machinery of [18] 24]

in order to write down the [-loop amplitude related to the stress-energy tensor, which is

. N1 l dn 1+1 A,u,lz/, l+1
—ﬁ<2m)T(l)(q) _ (—Z) + / d gz Hz 1 T2y (6175) Hz 1 )U"LV'L,Q'LBZ Mal,Bl, Y 7 (26)

w (+1)t) 1 (2m) 1+ s

=1

where M18L-anBnb? contains the sum over all the tree-level graviton diagrams as shown
2

in Eq. (§), and in our signature ¢? = —(2, since it is possible to show that ¢) = 0 in the
classical and stationary limit.

From Eq. we can systematically compute the stress-energy tensor, and inserting it
back into Eq. we can read off the metric at any PM order n. Since the dressed vertex
contains powers up to 2s in the spin tensor and an [-loop amplitude contains n dressed
vertices, as can be seen from Eq. , this implies that the highest power of S in the

stress-energy tensor is 2ns. Hence, the resulting metric at PM order n is expanded as

2ns

= h (27)
=0

where j is the order of the expansion in powers of 5E| This is consistent with the fact that
all multipoles starting from 2s + 1 order vanish.

What remains to be done in this procedure is to determine the explicit expression of the
dressed vertex 7, for a given spin-s field. In the next subsection we will show as an example
how the O(S) terms are derived considering spin-1/2 spinors, while in the next section we

will construct the dressed vertex for a spin-1 field.

5 For instance, h&ll,’l) will be 1PM and linear in the spin, hf}y’m will be 1IPM and quadratic in the spin, and

SO O1.

11



C. Spin-1/2 case

Here we review the work of [9] and we extend it to arbitrary dimensions by employing
the formalism discussed in the last section. Let us consider a massive spin-1/2 particle as

source of gravitational field. Its action reads

S = / d'zet (ie', "D, —m)y (28)
where g, = e’ Cav and

1 a
D;ﬂ/} = Qﬂﬁ + Zwuab7 bw 5 (29)
with M = %fyab generators of the Lorentz group in the spin-1/2 representation, w,,, the
spin connection, and a and b flat indices.
The action in gives rise to the tri-linear interaction vertex

ap
LV, Zk 1 14 1 v 174 Z
7'722]71 B(q) =5 (ZV”(Z’I +p2)” + 17 (p1 + p2)" — (5(]71 + 1) — m) ) ;- (30)

which can be rewritten using the definition in as

1

ap
k(1
_ R <—7“PV—|——7VP“—77“V (’LP—m)> ’ (31)

pv,aB
T (q) 5

¥2h 2 2

where a and 3 are spinor indices. We now want to compute the dressed vertex. Using the

Dirac equations in momentum space
U(pa,0’) (P —m)u(pr,0) =0, (32)

where v and w are the spinor polarizations, we obtain
1K _

AV . 4 1 14 1 14
0o (@ 8) Oor = U(p2, 0 ) T2y (Q)u(pr, o) = —7@6(292,0’)(57”’ + 57 P“)U(pl,a) , (33)

where we keep understood the spinor indices. Now, since we are dealing with on-shell massive

states, we can simplify the vertex by means of the Gordon identity, which reads

1 1
1(pa, ') ulpn,0) = Wlps ) (1P = Mg o) (39)
and finally we get
N /L.H,_ 1 v { A\ pv VA
ngh(% S) Ooor = —710(}?270,) (EP“P - %QA(MM P"+ M Pu)) U(pha) . (35)

12



Then, using the relations established in with the normalization C'(1/2) = 1, we rewrite

the dressed vertex in terms of the classical spin tensor as

o ik (1 L L
(4, S):—7 (—P“P —%qA(S“AP + 9 AP“)) . (36)

m
Finally, in the stationary limit in which P* = m o} + O(h), the resulting vertex reads

~ PV Z‘K v Z‘ " 14 v
Then(q,5) = Y (m 3605 — Eq,\(S”\éo + 5 ’\56L)> : (37)

Notice that the dressed vertex defined above holds in arbitrary dimensions since we have
never used any explicit representation of the gamma matrices.
From the vertex, it is now straightforward to obtain the metric. At tree-level, the stress-

energy tensor reads

» 21, L, 1 Y y
T(%) (¢) = ;7'52;1(%5) = mdydy — 5%(5#)\50 +5 )\55) ’ (38)

and using Eqgs. and we get for the scalar part of the metric

4(d — 2

P50 r) =~ =D )

hi"(r) =0, (39)
464

hij ) (r) = ==L Gmp(r) .

which is exactly the Schwarzschild-Tangherlini metric at 1PM, and for the dipole part we
obtain

hes ' (r) =0,

hoy ! (r) = ==———3—="G p(r) . (40)

hiP(r) =0.
Notice that while Greek indices are meant to be contracted by the Minkowski metric, from
now on repeated Latin indices will indicate an Euclidean contraction. This means in par-
ticular that there is no difference between upper and lower Latin indices.

Finally, we know from General Relativity that at dipole order, the expansion in the far
field limit is unique, and therefore we expect the metric to be independent of any arbitrary
coefficients other than the spacetime mass and the spin tensor. From an amplitude per-
spective, this means that there are no additional non-minimal couplings that can modify

the classical vertex at dipole order. In the next section we will consider a massive spin-1

13



field, and we will construct the non-minimal effective action giving rise to the most general
vertex at quadrupole order. This analysis, that can be extended to fields of arbitrary spin,
will consistently show that there are no non-minimal terms linear in S that can modify the

vertex.

III. SPIN-1 SCATTERING AMPLITUDES IN ARBITRARY DIMENSION

In this section we will compute the metric arising from the graviton emission by a mas-
sive spin-1 field. This produces terms up to quadrupole order in the multipole expansion
of . We know from General Relativity that these are the first terms in the expansion
that discriminate between different solutions of the Einstein equation. Therefore, from our
amplitude perspective, we expect that the dressed vertex will not be uniquely defined, cor-
responding to the presence of non-minimal couplings in the action. We will first compute
the dressed vertex arising from the minimally coupled action, and then we will include the
contribution of non-minimal couplings, resulting in the most general stress-energy tensor up

to quadrupole order. Finally, we will compute the resulting metric up to 2 loops.

A. Minimal vertex

Let us consider a massive spin-1 field minimally coupled to gravity, also known as Proca

field

1 1

Sin = /ddﬂx\/—g (_ZLFWFW + §m2VuV“> , (41)

where F),, = 0,V, — 0,V is the usual anti-symmetric strength tensor. Our aim now is
to compute the minimal dressed vertex associated to the action . In order to do this,

consider the tri-linear vertex associated to this action [46]

Vv, P ZK: 4 vV 14 14
55(]92)7'52}5@115@(]71) = ) (5(]71) “P2 (pﬁ% (P2) +p15“(p2)> + 6(]?2) “P1 (p’ée (pl) +p25”(271)>

— =) - =(p2) (phws + 5% — (122 = m02) (2(00)202)” + €(2)=(1)")

+ 77””((]91 -y —m?)e(p1) - e(p2) — p1 - €(p2)p2 - 5(]71))) ,

(42)

14



where e,(p) are the real polarization vectors satisfying the transversality condition £(p)-p =
0, due to the on-shellness of the massive states.
We now have to manipulate the above expression in order to write it in terms of the

Lorentz generators, which in this particular representation take the form
MPPT =i (nhon" — ') (43)

which holds in arbitrary dimensions. The strategy is to strip off the polarization vectors
from Eq. and massage the Lorentz structure in order to rewrite everything in terms of
MHvPe gt and P*. Up to terms proportional to p{ and pg , that vanish when contracted
with the polarization vectors, from Eq. one thus obtains
55(p2)7“jl§’,§f‘nm€a(p1) = %55(])2) (naﬁ (QP#PV 4 %nuqu _ %ququ>
(44)
— gy (PFMYMPY 4 PYMPPY) — qpqo%{M“”, M””}BO‘> a(p1)

from which, employing the relations in and the definition in Eq. , the minimal

dressed vertex in the stationary limit reads

L iR v v e Vo
T‘l;zh,min(q) -y <2m25g<50 —tmax (SM5O + 5 A‘Sg) - qu(,S“AS ) ) (45)
where we have normalized the polarization vectors as C'(1) = —1. We can see that the

scalar and dipole terms in Eq. , up to the normalization factor, exactly coincide with
Eq. , as expected from the fact that such terms are uniquely fixed in the metric. The
remaining terms are O(S?) and constitute the quadrupole contribution for the minimally

coupled spin-1 field.

B. Non-minimal vertex

Once computed the dressed vertex associated to the Proca action, it is natural to consider
what happens for a non-minimally coupled theory. The effective action will be constructed
with several non-minimal terms with unconstrained couplings, that we expect to enter in
the expression of the general dressed vertex as unfixed numerical parameters. In general
such effective action is more involved than the minimally-coupled one, and therefore the

tri-linear vertex associated to it will be more complicated with respect to . This means

15



that carrying out the procedure outlined in the last subsection to get the dressed vertex is
not viable.

Following the idea of [45], we can define a covariant generalization of the spin tensor in
order to build non-minimal operators with an explicit spin dependency, instead of stripping
it out as we did in the last subsection. To this end, we define S*”, a well defined covariant

anti-symmetric tensor, such that
i = S8+ O(x) (46)

where a and b are the spin indices depending on the representation of the field over which
such operator acts. Before constructing the non-minimal effective action, we notice that
since we are only interested in the long range pieces of the metric, every local term can be
neglected. In particular, this means that at tree-level we can neglect terms that contain the
squared modulus of the transferred momentum, i.e. Tpv (q) = O(|7|?), since they lead to
local terms in the metric. This implies that also the dressed vertex is defined up to terms
T (@) = O(7 ).

Now we can construct the non-minimal effective action as
Snon-min = / d’z\/—g (Ko RD*VgagD, VP + Ky RV (S*S,,),5V°
+ Ky Ry, VO (SMSY), 5 VP 4+ K3 Ryppe VO (S"S77) 5 V7 (47)

+ Ky Ryypo D'V (S'S)7) ; DTVP + K5 DYD7 Ry VE (SS)7) 4 vﬁ) :

It can be shown that every other termg’| not included in Eq. are either O(k?), local
contributions to the metric, or related to the terms above by symmetry properties of the spin
operator or the curvature tensor. In order to extract from Eq. a vertex that survives
and does not diverge in the classical limit, we must assign the correct dependence on A to
the paramenters. While K, Ky and K3 are dimensionless parameters, K, Ky and K5 have
a mass dimension M2, and we observe that combining G' and m, there are only two ways
to build such terms with a positive integer power of the gravitational coupling, namely

1

M/m? = M2 and [hz

(Gm)fz] = M2, (48)

6 This includes higher curvature and higher derivative terms.
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In particular, the second term leads to an integer power of G only for d = 3, 4.

By computing the vertex, one observes that for the term proportional to Ky, the leading
contribution in the transferred momentum is O(¢?), while for the one proportional to Kj it
is O(q*S?). According to Eq. , in order to get a classical contribution from both terms
we have to compensate for the extra power of A, and this implies that both coefficients must
be proportional to (Gm)d%. On the other hand, the leading term proportional to Ky is
O(¢*S?), and therefore this parameter must be proportional to 1/m?. To summarize, we

can redefine the free parameters in the action in terms of dimensionless quantities as

1 1 1
K0:§Ql (Gm)ﬁ ) K1:—1017 K2:—§C2,
(49)
O e R (e Dk
37 7 g ) 4T 520 5 = (Gm)

Explicitly, expanding at O(k), we obtain the dressed vertex associated to the non-

minimal effective action

Y0774 Z.I{ vo v o o v
T‘!/L'Qh,non—min(q> = _7 ( - (Hl - 1) QPQUSHPS + H2 6{;50QpQUSp)\S,\ + Cl S Spaquq
(50)

+Cy (n“”qpng”AS"A — M(¢"5xS"7 + q”SAgS“"))> ,

as well as the “higher-loop” dressed vertex
% . 2 v v o
= Tyap(@) = i 6(Gm)a= <Ql m? ¢"q” + Q2 ¢"¢" 4,455 S ) . (51)

In particular, in d = 3 a tree-level insertion of 755, 1, contributes to 3PM, while in d = 4 it
contributes starting from 2PM. Notice that the €2y piece in Eq. exactly corresponds to
the counter-term defined in [24].

Considering both the minimal and non-minimal action, the dressed vertex

%‘L/ngh(q) = %\I;Zh,min(q) + 7A_\l;gh,non—min(q)
/L. K’ 14 - 14 v vo 14 ag
=—> <2m25550 —imaqy (S"6 + S) — HigrngoS"S" + Ha 6464 6,q55"* 5

(52)
+ C1 87 S,0q"q" + Oy (n“”qpan”AS(’A — ("5 S"7 + q”&ﬁ“”)))
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is associated to the stress-energy tensor of the matter source, and describes the most general
stationary rotating matter distribution at second order in the angular momentum, which
is spherically symmetric in the non-rotating limit. Since we have no free parameters in
the scalar and dipole terms (other than the mass and angular momentum), such dressed
vertex shows that at order O(S) the geometry is uniquely defined, as we commented in
subsection [[[TC] Moreover, the dimensionless coefficients are normalized in such a way that

we recover the minimal dressed vertex in Eq. by setting
lel, HQZO, 01:0, CQZO (53)

Hereafter, we will refer to Eq. as the minimal limit. As we will show in detail, while
the C; coefficients are a gauge artifact, the H; coefficients are physical, in the sense that
they determine the multipole structure of the source. On the other hand, the higher-loop
dressed vertex in Eq. does not correspond to the stress-energy tensor 7, ;510/) of the matter
distribution. Indeed, we will see how it contributes only to the renormalization of gauge-
dependent singularities in the metric that arise only in d = 3, 4.

Finally, one can check that both dressed vertices are conserved up to local terms, in
the sense that ¢,7{%, = O(|¢]*) and q,7}7%, ;, = O(|7]*), as they should be. This fixes
the relative coefficients of the terms proportional to Cy in Eq. , and does not allow for
any other terms. In fact, even neglecting the QFT underlying the dressed vertex, we could
have written the stress-energy tensor associated to Eq. just by constructing the most
generic conserved symmetric rank-2 tensor with the objects we have at our disposal. This
means that, without considering the field interpretation of the matter source, this procedure
can be easily generalized to arbitrary multipoles to build metrics in any dimensions at any
order in the PM expansion. In this sense, the results above are universal as far as terms up
to quadrupole order are concerned. Considering a field of spin s, we expect that the non-
minimal couplings will produce exactly the same vertex as the spin-1 case at quadrupole level.
In other words, a spin-s field will give rise to the most general vacuum metric generated by a

rotating object with multipoles up to 2s order, and with all the higher multipoles vanishing.

C. Loop amplitudes

As already mentioned, the dressed vertex in Eq. is directly related to the stress-
energy tensor T,Eg) (q) of the matter source, which through Eq. leads to the metric at
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1PM. In order to get higher order terms, one has to compute self-interaction contributions
to the stress-energy tensor, which are produced by the loop amplitudes in Eq. . At 1-loop
level the only diagram that contributes is the one in Fig. [T} while at 2-loop level the diagrams

FIG. 1. 1-loop Feynman diagram that contributes to T,Sll,) (q).

that contribute to Tﬁ) (q¢) are shown in Fig. . The computation is performed following the
procedure outlined in subsection [TAl The loop amplitudes exhibit infrared divergences for

FIG. 2. 2-loop Feynman diagrams that contribute to T/S,Q,) (q).

FIG. 3. 1-loop insertion of the higher-loop vertex that renormalizes the 3PM metric in d = 4.

specific values of d, and although in general the computation of hfﬁ,)(x) by means of the
Fourier transform in Eq. smears them, they lead to singularities in the metric in d = 3
and d = 4. These divergences have to be renormalized by the insertion of diagrams involving

the higher-loop vertex in Eq. used as counter-terms, depending on the specific value
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of d as explained in the last subsection. At 2PM the only dimension in which a singularity

appears in the metric is d = 4, and the singularity is cured by the tree-level insertion of

AV . . .
Tyeppr- 10 this case, we can redefine the coefficients in (51)) as

renorm.

Ql |d:4 _ 1 + Qflree ’
o (54)
2 free

where Qo™ i the term that has to be fixed to cancel the poles, and QI is the remaining

free parameter. Then, within our conventions we have to fix

1 H, +2H, — 1
. d Qrenorm. — 55
or 2 607 ’ (55)

such that the metric is now finite in d = 4 and some logarithmic terms arise in the radial

renorm. __
Q 1

dependence of the metric.

At 2-loop level, the metric is divergent in both d = 3 and d = 4. As we already discussed,
in d = 4 the 3PM metric is renormalized by a 1-loop insertion of the higher-loop vertex,
as in Fig. . Consistently, the parameters defined in Eq. renormalize the 3PM metric
in d = 4, and the final result is finite. In the d = 3 case, the metric is renormalized by
a tree-level insertion of the higher-loop vertex. However, even if the same renormalization
procedure that we carried out for d = 4 can be pursued, obtaining a result for every value
of the gauge parameter a, we notice that in d = 3 the harmonic gauge (o« = 1) naturally
eliminates every poles, and the metric becomes ﬁniteﬂ. We checked this explicitly up to 2-
loops, and at the best of our knowledge there is no principle for which such gauge guaranties
finiteness at every PM and multipole orders. In fact in d = 4 at 1-loop, one can define
a particular gauge choice (choosing a specific value of «) in which h,(fy’o) (r) is finite, but
hfff) (r) is not.

From the point of view of the Einstein equations, the divergences discussed above are
interpreted as a consequence of the fact that, for a specific gauge choice, imposing that the
metric is a series expansion in powers of p(r) is not consistent. Similarly, the presence of the
free parameters Q*° is interpreted as a redundancy of the gauge defined in Eq. (€]). In the
next section we will discuss in detail the properties of the metric and give its full expression

at 1IPM. Although we have also managed to perform such calculation up to 2-loops and for

7 In this case the tree-level insertion of the higher-loop vertex only adds two gauge redundancies to the

metric.
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an arbitrary value of «, higher orders in the PM expansion do not give any more physical
information than the leading order, and since the full expressions are quite involved, we only

provide the analytic form of hfﬁ,) (r) and h&g,,) (r) in an auxiliary Mathematica file [42].

IV. ROTATING METRICS IN ANY DIMENSIONS

From Eq. , by considering the Fourier transform in Eq. , we can compute the metric
induced by the most generic rotating matter distribution (which is spherically symmetric in
the non-rotating case) at quadrupole order at 1PM. At tree-level we have already computed

the metric up to O(.5) in Sec. [[1 C| so we just need to determine the quadrupole part, which

reads
e 2(d — 2) (Hg(d —2)+ H1> 128k SFR — dakighe S, kg,
o0 (r) = d—1 RS Gp(r) ,
hi?(r) =0,
W20 =~ ( o= D S, § 120~ 1) (20, + 1) S0,

+ 7”2 (Cl(d — 1) + H1 — H2>5k1k25k1k25ij + dCQ(d — 1)3[7k15k1k2 <{L‘j8ik2 + ZL‘iSjk2>

+d "t ((d — 1)H1Sik, Sjk, + (Hz — Hl)smsmaij)) Gp(r) .
(56)
We notice that, at this level, the metric does not depend on the gauge parameter « introduced

in Eq. @ since the differences between the de Donder and the harmonic gauge start to appear

at 2PM in the expression of the self-interacting graviton vertices.

A. Eliminating redundant parameters

In the last subsection we recovered the metric induced by a rotating matter source at
quadrupole order, which depends on four free parameters. However, it can be shown that
some of these are gauge artifacts, which can be eliminated by an infinitesimal coordinate
transformation.

Let us restrict to the case of & = 1 (harmonic gauge), even though the same argument can

be generalized. Consider a generic infinitesimal coordinate transformation z), = x, + ¢, (x),
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such that the metric perturbation in the new frame reads
h;w = Ny — (a#&/ + 3,,5#) : (57)
By definition, in the harmonic gauge
Oz =0, (58)

and if we want to make a coordinate transformation preserving this gauge, we just have to
impose

O =0 — O*=0. (59)

Moreover, in order to preserve stationarity the infinitesimal shift £* must be time-independent
and in addition we choose it such that £ = 0, so that only the spatial components of the

metric are transformed. With these choices, since in arbitrary dimension

Op(r) =0, (60)
the most generic harmonic shift is
. +Oo .
&= T 0up(r), (61)
=0

where 7T is a generic constant tensor, and we will use hereafter the shorthand notation
Ay =ay---ay, with Oa, = 0y, - - - 0,,. Finally, since " must have the dimensions of a length,
at a certain order in the derivatives of the harmonic function we have to define a dimensionful
quantity that compensates for the extra length dimensions.

The most generic harmonic function linear in G that parameterizes a coordinate trans-

formation at quadrupole order inside the gauge reads

¢ = % ( AS*S, 7 + B Slmslméij> 9;p(r) . (62)

Choosing the dimensionless coefficients as
A =20, and B=0C (63)

and computing Eq. we will end up with a metric independent of C; and C5. This means
that such coefficients in Eq. are only a gauge artifact, while H; and Hy are physical

because there is no transformation inside the gauge that can cancel them.
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There are two additional shifts that can be defined at higher PM order up to quadrupole

terms. In particular, at order O(S°) one can consider

& = (Gm)= 0 9'p(r) | (64)
while at order O(S?) one gets
) 1 i ~ .
& = ﬁ(Gm)E Q2 5" Spm0°0 0™ p(r) . (65)

From Egs. and one can repeat the previous argument and show that the coefficients
Qq and 2, in Eq. are a gauge artifact.

In summary, besides the spacetime mass m and spin tensor S*, the solution depends
on two further physical parameters, namely H; and Hs, while every other free coefficient
parameterizes a gauge redundancy. This means that in the non-minimal action in Eq.
every term can be reabsorbed by a coordinate transformation except for the terms propor-
tional to K3 and K, which are physical and are not associated with a gauge transformation.
However, in d = 3 this is not the end of the story. Indeed, such case is special since we can
write S = €9*S;, where S* is the angular momentum vector and €% is the Levi-Civita

symbol. Replacing this relation inside the metric in d = 3 and fixing

1
A:HQ—Hl and B:—§Hl y (66)

we find that the entire metric depends on H; and Hs only through the combination H; + Hs,
showing that the D = 4 metric effectively depends only on one extra parameter. The physical
interpretation of H; and Hs, as well as their degeneracy in four dimensions, will be discussed

in the next subsection.

B. Multipole moments

Having identified the physical parameters of the solution, we now turn our attention to
their physical interpretation. The metric in Eq. , in which the coefficients H; and H,
enter, is truncated at the leading quadrupole order in a multipole expansion, and so it is
natural to think that such coefficients are associated with the quadrupole moment(s) of the
source.

The concept of multipole expansion in General Relativity has a long history, pioneered

by Geroch and Hansen [47-49], who defined a multipole expansion in a gauge invariant
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framework. Later, Thorne introduced the so-called Asymptotically Cartesian Mass Cen-
tered (ACMC) coordinates, a particular reference frame in which it is possible to unambigu-
ously extract the multipole moments directly from the asymptotic behavior of the metric [44].
Albeit not gauge invariant, Thorne’s formalism is more intuitive, and it can be shown that
the two definitions of multipole moments coincide [50]. While most of the knowledge on
this topic is limited to the D = 4 case (see Refs. |51} 52] for a review), there have been
attempts to generalize the multipole expansion formalism to D = 5 in the Geroch-Hansen
framework [53] and using the ACMC coordinates & la Thorne [43].

Let us discuss the original formalism of Thorne [44], which is also used in [43]. Considering
the linearized metric

Guv = M + KRG + ..., (67)

which is nothing but Eq. truncated at first order, and defining the trace-reversed per-
turbation as
K

Y = th}u) — Emwh(l) , (68)

the harmonic gauge condition and the Einstein equations respectively are
0"y =0 and 0y, =0 (69)

As we already noticed in subsection [V Al we can build harmonic functions in arbitrary
dimensions at any order by means of derivatives of the harmonic function p(r). In this
framework, the most generic solution of the linearized vacuum Einstein equations can be

written as

“+o00
Yoo = ZMAzaAZP(T) )

=0

+o00
Yoi = Z Ji.4,04,p(7) , (70)
=0

+o00o
Yij = Zgij,AgaAgp(T) )
£=0

where My,, J; 4, and G;; 4, are generic constant tensors which are completely symmetric
and traceless in the indices Ay, and following [43, 44] we will denote these indices as {A¢}srr
(symmetric and trace-free); moreover, G;; 4, is also symmetric with respect to ij but not
traceless, so in a shorthand notation we express all these symmetries by writing Gij) 14,1g05 -

In particular, in d spatial dimensions, these multipole tensors are SO(d) tensors, and they
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can be decomposed in irreducible representations of such rotation group. For the moment,
let us restrict to the quadrupole case (¢ = 2) and d = 3 spatial dimensions. We can rewrite

the trace-reversed perturbation in terms of irreducible representations as (see Appendix [Al)
d=3 1
700‘@:2 - M{al(m}STFaalaaQ <;) )
= JW9,,8, DusOs [ SN
70@ =2 ‘7@1 ai +‘7{mla2}STF aaz \ +€i“1“2‘7{01a3}STF azaz \ ) o
=8 s g 0. O 1 + 6?89, 1 +g® EIY) 1
Yijle=2 = %i¥{a1as}rr Ya1 Y0z r I\ {(ila1}sr “19) Y01 r

1 5 1 1
T g{wal@}STFaala (;) + E(i‘al‘”gél)a‘l?am ( ) + & |‘11“2g{a1a5\J }STFaa28a3 (;) )

where all the tensors are constant and the superscripts are just labelling the different tensors.

(71)

Now imposing the harmonic gauge condition in Eq. one has to fix
7@ 9. gv—_lgw  gw_o  go_g (72)
Y 2 Y Y *

Moreover, as we did in the last subsection, we can define a coordinate transformation inside

the harmonic gauge where

Vi = Vv — Op€y — 0& + 0w0&a - (73)

We can exploit this gauge freedom to choose

50 = J(ﬁ)aal (1) )
' (74)

. 1\ 1 A 1
fi = _gj('a)laal (;) + §€ja1a2g§§)aa2 (;) + §g(2)8j (;) 5

obtaining a trace-reversed perturbation that reads

d=3 1

700{6:2 = M{alaz}s’rpamaag (;)
d=3

,)/O’L =2 = Eia1a2‘7{a1a3}STFa‘J’2a‘13 ( ) s (75)
d=3

71] =2 - 0 .

This argument can be generalized to arbitrary multipole orders, exactly as in [44], and the
final outcome is that in d = 3 there are two independent towers of multipole tensors, namely
the mass multipoles M 4,14, and the current multipoles 7, {(j)e}sw’ which are gauge invariant

within ACMC transformations.
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Let us now discuss the quadrupolar case (¢ = 2) but in d = 4. In this case we have to
decompose the perturbation in terms of SO(4) irreducible representations and, besides STF
tensors, there will appear two more structures (see Appendix [Al for details). Following [43],
we will indicate as ASTF (anti-symmetric and trace-free) a tensor Tip 5, 4, asres Which is
STF with respect to A,, anti-symmetric on the b’s, and trace-free with respect to all indices.
Furthermore, irreducible representations of SO(4) lead to another kind of tensors (not recog-
nized in [43]) that we call RSTF (Riemann-symmetric and trace-free), and we indicate them
as T{iby jbo,Ar}rsre- Lhey have the same symmetries of the Riemann tensor for the first four
indices, are STF with respect to A,’s, and are trace-free with respect to all indices. We can

now express the trace-reversed metric perturbation in terms of irreducible representations

as

d=4 1
700‘£=2 = M{ala2}STFaalaa2 (_) )

mr?

1 3 1
’YOZ =2 ja1 86118 ( > " j{wlaQ}STFaalaM (m) bt j{(bl)b2,(l2}ASTFaalaa2 (W) ’
050 aesBurn (=5 )+ G900 (=5 )+ Gy one O (—
Yaly =2 = %% {araz}srp Y1 %2 | {(lar}srr 0% | 3
(4) 1 (5) 1
+ g{ijalaz}STFaalaa2 (W) + €(i\blb2a1g{b1b2}AsTFaa1am (m)

(6) 1 ) 1
+ €(i|b1b2a1g{b1b27a2lj)}ASTFaa1aaz (m) T g{iblvﬂm}RSTFabl@b? (W) '

(76)

Notice that G(™) is not manifestly symmetric in 45 since it has a Riemann-like symmetry;

however, once symmetrized in b;by (due to the contraction with the derivatives), it becomes
symmetric also with respect to ij.

Comparing this result with the work in [43], one can notice that in Eq. there is an

extra structure, namely G(7. The existence of such new tensor is very clear from a group

theory point of view (see Appendix [A)), in which by counting the number of degrees of

freedom one gets

7 g{zbl + g{blbz, =40, (77)

,Jb2}RSTF a1a2}ASTF

conversely to what is discussed in [43], in which 40 components are assigned to G only.

As done previously for the d = 3 case, after imposing the harmonic gauge condition, we

can find a suitable coordinate transformation inside the gauge such that the perturbation
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finally reads
d=4 1
700‘@22 - M{alaQ}sTFaalaaz <m) 5

d=4 3 1
oi =2 — Giblbwlj{(b1)b2,a2}ASTF8alaa2 (_) 7 (78>

2

d=4 1
Vijlo—g = g{lbl,Jbz}RSTFablab2 (ﬁ) ’

Since now v;; # 0, we have an extra degree of freedom at quadrupole order with respect
to the d = 3 case. This argument can be generalized to arbitrary dimensions and to any
multipole order, showing the existence of a new tower of independent multipole tensors

Qggl that we call stress multz’pole To summarize, Eq. shows that at each

multipole order the spacetime is characterized by three independent multipole tensors, which

,Jb2,Ag}rSTR

however in the case of D = 4 reduce to two only, due to group theory properties of SO(3)
and the specific form of the Einstein equations.

Inspired by the above argument and by the metric in Eq. , we conjecture the possi-
bility of defining an ACMC coordinate system in arbitrary dimensions and the existence of
a new independent multipole tensor associated with the spatial part of the metric. To this
end we give the generic expression of a stationary metric in arbitrary dimensions expanded

in a multipole series as

4(d —2)Gmp(r)
oo =1= 4= Dimptr) + 3 DI, .
Gmp(r) (1 ik = Gmp(r) (0
goi = —2(d = 2)— == —S"2 ) 4+ 2(d - 2);7&,&% Feee,(79)
—2) Gmp(r) ~
Gij = —0ij — d—Gmp )0ij + ; 1 ; ng aNa, +
with Ny, = =27 and where the ellipses stand for non-gauge invariant contributions.

Indeed, in order to assure gauge invariance, it is important to define the quadrupole tensors
up to terms 0q,,a,,%a, O 0ja,,. Loosely speaking, in Eq. we are neglecting terms
in which Ny4,’s contract some d’s. Therefore, within a “generalized” ACMC coordinate
transformation in arbitrary dimensions, the expression written in Eq. is conjectured to
be invariant. Miﬂ are the standard mass multipoles, J(/Q correspond to the so-called current

multipoles, and @g) 4, contain the new multipole tensors that we have just discovered, whose

8 The name is inspired by the fact that gij is induced by Tj;, which is the stress-part of the matter source.
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expression is

Gy, = GG, + %5@‘ (MSQ - @/EQ,AJ : (80)
as can be easily derived from the definition . Since the latter multipoles are associated
with the spatial part of the metric, it is natural to dub them stress multipole moments.

It is important to notice that in Eq. the explicit dependence on G is included for
dimensional reasons, and that in general the multipole tensors themselves can have an
explicit dependence on the Newton constant. The formalism described above is indeed
completely general, and takes into account also the possibility of having intrinsic, i.e. not
necessarily spin-induced, multipolesﬂ In that case, in addition to the mass and the angular
momenta, a new length scale is present, and it is always possible to rewrite it in units of the
fundamental scale Gm, thus introducing extra powers of G in the multipolar expansion (an
example of this case is the black ring discussed in Sec. . In order to consider such intrinsic
multipoles in a bottom-up approach, from the amplitude perspective one can consider a non-
minimal action that, instead of terms quadratic in the spin tensor like in Eq. , contains
new independent tensors for each term, defined similarly to Eq. .

Let us now restrict to spin-induced multipole moments. In the specific case in which the
matter source is axis—symmetriﬂ the mass and the new stress multipoles contain only even
orders of the spherical harmonics (even /), while the current multipoles are formed only by
odd orders of them (odd ¢). The metric in Eq. describes the most generic stationary
axis-symmetric matter configuration at quadrupole order, and therefore, according to our
definitions, we can write the spin-induced mass and stress quadrupoles of a generic rotating

source in arbitrary dimensions as

1
M1(121)112 = _Wd(Hl + (d - 2>H2)Sa1ksa2k ) (81>
G? = —id(d — 1) H1S(i1a, S)s (82)
ij,a1a3 m2 1°(ila1Plj)az -

It is now evident that the parameters H; and H, of our generic solution are actually related
to the mass quadrupole moment ME{‘;LQ and to the new stress quadrupole moment ng%)al@.
In the next section we will show that this is indeed the case for the Myers-Perry and black

ring solutions, which have a non-vanishing stress quadrupole moment.

9 This is the case, for example, of a static body deformed away from spherical symmetry [27, [54].

10 Tn D = 4 this corresponds to the usual symmetry along the rotational axis, in D > 4 one can define a

similar symmetry in which every rotational axis can be exchanged.
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In order to see the degeneracy that occurs in d = 3 in a “gauge invariant” way, we just

need to rewrite the spin tensor as a spin vector, and the result reads

3
M5121)612Nala2 de3 = ﬁ(Hl + Hg)(s . x)Q + e (83)
~(2) - 9
Gijvala2Na1a2 i3 = 5ingl)azNa1aQ s +oee, (84)

where again the ellipses indicate that the expressions are equal up to terms that contain

(2) is

contraction of the coordinates and some ¢’s. Note that, only in this d = 3 case, @iml@

fixed in terms of M,(fl)@ and therefore G\

ija1a, = 0- This result generalizes to all orders in the

multipole expansion.

V. PARTICULAR CASES

In this section we compare the metric obtained with our amplitude-based approach to the
PM expansion of known vacuum solutions in D > 4, and discuss their multipolar structure.
We will see that, in D = 4, in order to reproduce a specific solution at quadrupole order we
only need to fix a combination of H; and Hs, while in D = 5 we have to fix both of them
independently, proving explicitly the existence of the stress multipole moment. Furthermore,
we define the “simplest” metric as the metric associated with a minimally-coupled theory.
We put it in relation with specific cases, proving that Kerr black holes are the simplest

solution in D = 4, while Myers-Perry black holes and black rings in D = 5 are not.

A. Hartle-Thorne metric in D =4

The Hartle-Thorne metric |25, 26] is the metric induced by the most generic rotating
matter distribution in D = 4 up to spin-induced quadrupole order. As shown in Appendix[B]
we can rewrite the Hartle-Thorne metric in harmonic coordinates in order to compare it with
the amplitude result. This transformation introduces some free numerical coefficients due
to gauge redundancies that can be mapped to the free parameters of our solution. With
such an identification, up to 3PM, we have proved that the Hartle-Thorne metric and the
amplitude-based one match exactly. Such comparison has been done in the special frame
in which the Hartle-Thorne metric is defined, namely with the angular momentum aligned

with the z-axis. In order to move to such frame, in terms of the spin tensor we have to
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choose

0 J 0
S;j=1-7 0 0|, (85)
0 0 0

where J = a/m can be identified with the physical angular momentum of the spacetime
through an expansion in the far-field limit.

The temporal component of the Hartle-Thorne metric in harmonic coordinates reads

2 2 2
g _y  20m @G (si _ 1) Lo (36)

T 73 72

where ( parametrizes the mass quadrupolelﬂ. By setting
Hi+H,=(, (87)

the amplitude-based metric fully reproduces the Hartle-Thorne solution. Therefore, in agree-
ment with Eq. (83), only the combination H; + Hs enters in the definition of the mass
quadrupole, and since the stress quadrupole is not independent of it, as shown in Eq. ,
there is only one degree of freedom. Indeed, as previously discussed, one can find a coor-
dinate transformation such that the entire metric depends on H; and Hs only through the
combination H; + H.
However, since the Hartle-Thorne metric describe the most generic rotating object in
D = 4, it contains the case in which such an object is a black hole. In this special scenario,
no-hair theorems in D = 4 state that the only vacuum solution with a regular horizon is
the Kerr metric, which has a well defined tower of multipole moments only determined by
the mass and spin [48, [49]. In the Hartle-Thorne formalism, the Kerr metric corresponds
to the solution with ¢ = 1 and, in terms of Eq. , this means that a Kerr black hole is
reproduced by fixing
H +Hy=1. (88)

From the amplitude perspective, this condition is satisfied by an infinite number of non-
minimally coupled theories, since H; and H,; can be chosen freely as long as the Kerr
condition in Eq. is satisfied. This can be associated to the degeneracy occurring in D =

4, that reduces the number of physical degrees of freedom to one, still having two independent

1 Due to the axisymmetry, the quadrupole moment tensor is defined by a single parameter.
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free parameters. In addition to non-minimal QFTs, the minimally-coupled theory, that gives
rise to what we define the simplest metriﬂ also satisfies the Kerr condition. Thus, from
the point of view of the effective QFT, the scattering amplitude computation unveils that
the simplest vacuum solution in D = 4 is the Kerr black hole. This is analogous to what was
shown in [I8 24], namely that there exists a reference frame in which the Schwarzschild-

Tangherlini metric is induced by the minimally-coupled scalar action.

B. Myers-Perry black holes in D =5

Let us now consider higher dimensional solutions in General Relativity, and in particular
Myers-Perry black holes in D = 5 [40]. First of all notice that in D = 5 the number of Casimir
associated to the rotation group SO(4) is two, namely an object can rotate independently
with respect to two independent axes. This means that the Myers-Perry metric in D = 5
has two independent angular momenta, and since the classical metric is written in terms of
(21,41, 2, y2) coordinates, defined in such a way that the plane (x;,y;) is orthogonal to the

angular momentum J;, we have to block diagonalize the spin tensor as

o J 0 0

—J; 0 0 0
Sij == ) (89)
0 0 0 J

0O 0 —J 0
where the match between the physical angular momenta .J; and the spin parameter of the
Myers-Perry metric a; (written in Eq. (C1))) is given bylﬂ
D—2

Hence, rewriting the metric in harmonic coordinates as shown in Appendix [C] and fixing

the physical parameters as
3 15
H1 = g and H2 = 1_6 y

this metric matches exactly with our solution obtained from amplitudes up to the order of

(91)

our expansion (3PM; we believe this is true at all PM orders).

12 This name is inspired by the fact that a minimally-coupled theory is the simplest possible theory from a

QFT perspective.
13 Notice that with respect to the appendix [C|a; = a and as = b.
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Furthermore, we can see that in this case the degrees of freedom manifestly match, and
H, and H, are independently fixed to a specific numerical value. From the discussion of

the previous sections, this corresponds to having independent mass and stress multipole

moments
9
2 k
((ll)(l2 d—d - _ﬁsalksag b (92)
MP 9
(2) _
Gij,alaz P _2m2 S(i\al S\j)az . (93)

This also shows that, from a QFT point of view, the Myers-Perry solution does not corre-
spond to a minimally coupled theory. From this perspective, unlike the Kerr black hole, the
Myers-Perry black hole is not the simplest vacuum solution in General Relativity for D = 5,
indeed Eq. does not coincide with the minimal limit in . Since the Myers-Perry
solution is the natural generalization of the Kerr solution in arbitrary dimensions [39], one
can conclude that, generally speaking, black holes are not the simplest vacuum solutions in
arbitrary dimensions from a scattering amplitude perspective.

Finally, since when J; = J; the full Myers-Perry metric features an enhanced symmetry
becoming cohomogeneity-1 [40], one can observe that, in terms of multipole expansion, in the
limit of equal angular momenta the mass quadruple vanishes [43]. Explicitly, it is possible

to see that

MP
lim M) Nayay =0, (94)

Ji—ds 2=y
while the stress quadrupole does not vanish. This is not only true for the Myers-Perry
metric [40], but actually for the general metric obtained from the amplitudes for any odd
spacetime dimension D when all the angular momenta are the same. This means that, in

general,

lim M%) Nayay =0 . (95)

Ji—J 4192 | j—even
We interpret this as a generic property of the gravitational field sourced by a spinning

point-like mass.

C. Black rings

As we already mentioned, in D > 4 Myers-Perry black holes are not the only vacuum

solutions with horizons. One solution beyond the Myers-Perry black holes is the black
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ring solution [55], which has ring topology at the horizon (at variance with the Kerr and
Myers-Perry solutions that instead have spherical topology).

Let us consider for simplicity the case with only one angular momentum, where Sy; =
—S19 = J are the only non-vanishing components of the spin tensor. The original solution
is written in terms of three parameters (R, v, A) with 0 < v < 1, which encode mass, spin,
and shape of the ring. As shown in Appendix[D] we can replace R and v in favor of m and
J, which are respectively the mass and the spin of the solution. In terms of (m,J,\), we
can write the metric in harmonic coordinates in a PM expansion. For a generic value of A,
the black ring solution has a naked conical singularity unless

A:T%%%%ﬁ, (96)
which in turn implies that mass and spin are not independent. This condition also corre-
sponds to the existence of equilibrium solutions in the absence of external forces, and sets a
lower bound on the angular momentum. However, we keep 0 < A < 1 as a free parameter,
thus describing a family of solutions, of which only one is free of naked conical singularities
for a given m and J. The Myers-Perry solution is then recovered from the black ring if
A — 1, keeping fixed m and J (this is outside the equilibrium curve of the ring).

With the aim of comparing the black ring metric with Eq. , consider the quadrupole
structure described in . Both mass and stress quadrupole moments have a dimension of
a length squared (in & = ¢ = 1 units), meaning that in D = 5 they can be written in terms

of dimensionful quantities S?/m? or Gmﬂ If a new fundamental length scale A is present

in the gravitational source, schematically the intrinsic quadrupole reads
M® ~ A =0Gm, (97)

where ¢ is a dimensionless parameter. This means that, if one writes A in units of Gm, such
non-spin-induced moment would enter at 2PM in the expansion of the metric, even though
it is associated with a tree-level scattering amplitude. This is the case for the black ring
solution, that has a ring topology and hence a non-vanishing intrinsic quadrupole moment
even in the non-spinning limit. However, since the amplitude-based approach presented
in this paper focuses on spin-induced multipole moments, we cannot match the metric at

quadrupole level including intrinsic moments. We restrict in this case to 1PM order, in

14 We recall that in higher dimension [Gm] = LP~3.
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which only spin-induced moments are present and we expect to be able to fully reconstruct

the metric and its spin-induced multipoles.

Then, from the results of Appendix [D] fixing the physical parameters as

3 _3(6A—1)
B R e o

we have verified the agreement of the black ring metric with the amplitude-based one, up to
1PM. Indeed, we can easily check that for A = 1 we recover exactly the expected coefficients
H, and H, of the Myers-Perry solution in Eq. . As in the Myers-Perry black holes, in
Eq. for a given value of A\, the parameters H; and H, are independently fixed, and
so also black rings in D = 5 have independent mass and stress quadrupole moments. For

completeness, their explicit expression is

BR 1 18\

2) 1 k
ME,| = 515 Sk + O(Cm) (99)
BR 19
) _
ez, = Ty e Sl +OGM) (100)

where we are neglecting the intrinsic (i.e. non-spin-induced) quadrupole moments. Given
the extra parameter A (in addition to the mass and angular momentum), one could check
whether there exists a particular black ring solution corresponding to the simplest metric
generated by the minimal vertex of the QFT. However, its easy to verify that there is no
value of A\ such that H; = 1 and Hy = 0 at the same time. This shows that all black ring
solutions with single angular momentum are generated by non-minimally coupled theories

from the scattering amplitude perspective.

D. The simplest metric in any spacetime D dimensions

For completeness, we give here the explicit form of the simplest solution in generic space-

time D dimensions, obtained from the minimal vertex in and corresponding to H; = 1
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and Hy = 0:

2(D — 3) T2Sklk28k1k2 — (D — 1) x’“lxk25klk35k2k3G
= p

D —2 mr4 (r)

2(D —3
h(l.’z) (7“) = —W ( — T’Q(D — 2)Sik5jk + T2Sk1k2$k1k25zj

(101)

+ (D — 1) xkll‘kQ ((D — 2)Sik15jk’2 — Sk1k35k2k35¢j>) Gp(T’) .

We stress again that the 1PM order contains all the physics that we want to capture, and
we consider only the quadrupole term because monopole and dipole moments are uniquely

fixed. In this regard the quadrupole moments of this solution are

simplest D—-1
Mgz:l)az ’ - m?2 SalkSazk ) (102)
9 simplest (D _ 1)(D _ 2)
Z(‘j,)a1a2 = m2 S(ilarSj)az - (103)

As previously discussed, in D = 4 this solution corresponds to the Kerr metric. However,
when considering D = 5, it does not match either the Myers-Perry metric or the black ring
with a single angular momentum. Since our analysis shows that the minimal solution is
not a black hole, we leave it as an interesting open problem to identify whether an exact
solution exists that corresponds to this metric, and possibly what is the matter content
sourcing such solution, similarly to the Hartle-Thorne metric in D = 4. Moreover, one could
in principle still construct a black hole solution whose spin-induced part of each multipole
matches the one of the simplest metric. At tree-level the theory is linear and this could
be done by superimposing various solutions and their corresponding moments. However, in
general such superposition is invalid beyond the linear level, so constructing such solution
(if it exists) is highly nontrivial.

Another interesting possibility is the existence of different simplest solutions in D > 4. As
we briefly mentioned in Sec. [[I, when we refer to spin-s fields we are assuming a completely
symmetric and trace-less field representation of the Lorentz group, but in higher dimensions
there are more possible representations, and for example in D = 5 we can build an action
that couples an anti-symmetric field with gravity. The minimal vertex associated to this

theory could be either equal to , thus suggesting the fundamental nature of the simplest
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metric, or different, leading to an another simplest solution that can be compared to Myers-
Perry or other black hole solutions. Likewise, one could consider a theory for a minimally
coupled field with spin s > 1 and check whether the simplest metric is universal, at least up
to the quadrupole order.

Finally, it is important to stress that Eq. (and therefore the most generic metric in
D dimensions) could also be derived without the use of scattering amplitudes, but simply by
constructing the most generic stress-energy tensor compatible to its symmetries in momen-
tum space. However, having an underlying QFT allows us to identify the simplest solution
among the general family, and gives to us the possibility to interpret black holes from a
different point of view. The fact that in D = 4 the simplest solution corresponds to the Kerr
metric seems to resemble the no-hair theorem in a QFT language, in which the absence of
hair corresponds to the absence of extra coupling in the effective action. In D > 4 the story
is more complicated, and the absence of black hole uniqueness theorems seems to spoil the
connection between simplest metrics and black holes solutions, although our work suggests

further investigations along this line.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we computed the vacuum solution describing the metric of a generic ro-
tating object in arbitrary dimensions, up to spin-induced quadrupole order and within a
PM expansion. Our computation is based on the the classical contributions of scattering
amplitudes describing the emission of gravitons out of massive spin-1 particles and provides
valuable insights into the nature of spinning compact objects in arbitrary dimensions.

In the context of D = 4 spacetime dimensions, our computations have successfully recov-
ered the PM expansion of the well-known vacuum Hartle-Thorne solution, describing the
metric of a spinning compact object in General Relativity up to second order in the angular
momentum. The Kerr metric describing a spinning black hole is a special case arising for a
specific choice of the mass quadrupole moment. At the level of the effective quantum field
theory, this choice corresponds to the case of a Proca field minimally coupled to gravity.
This reaffirms black holes as the simplest solutions to General Relativity in four dimensions
also from a scattering-amplitude perspective.

However, our investigation reveals that the situation is different and richer in higher (D >
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4) dimensions. Here, through our scattering amplitude analysis up to 2-loop calculations,
we have obtained the generic solution including quadrupole-moments terms quadratic in the
object’s angular momentum. Interestingly, at variance with the D = 4 case, we have found
that the solution depends on two quadrupole moment parameters, namely the standard
mass quadrupole and a new stress quadrupole; the latter does not exist in D = 4 and was
previously missed in the analysis of [43]. We have successfully identified and characterized
different D > 4 black-hole solutions, such as the Myers-Perry and the black ring metrics, as
particular cases obtained for specific choices of the parameters of our general PM solution.
Notably, unlike the four-dimensional case, none of these solutions corresponds to the choice
of minimal couplings in the effective action, highlighting that the nature of black holes in
higher dimensions is more intricate. In this direction our work could be important to extend
the analysis of 4 and 5-point classical gravitational scattering amplitudes involving spinning
bodies [37, 56HGI] to higher dimensions.

It would be interesting to assess whether this property is somehow linked to the absence of
a black-hole uniqueness and no-hair theorem in higher-dimensional General Relativity. Nev-
ertheless, it is known that the Myers-Perry solution is the unique stationary, non-extremal,
asymptotically flat, vacuum black hole solution with spherical topology [39, 62], which are
exactly the hypotheses behind our simplest metric. This means that if the Myers-Perry solu-
tion is not the simplest one, strictly speaking no other solution can be within our framework.
However, an interesting follow-up is to understand whether the concept of simplest metric is
universal in D > 4, for example by constructing the metric arising from a minimally coupled
theory other than Proca, in this case it could happen that another simplest solution matches
the Myers-Perry one.

Even though we focused on the case of solutions with spin-induced multipole moments,
it should be possible to extend our framework to describe generically deformed compact
objects (an example being the black ring solution that has intrinsic moments in addition
to the spin-induced ones), also featuring higher-order multipole moments or moments that
break the Kerr symmetries (e.g., current quadrupoles, mass and stress octupoles that break
the equatorial symmetry, or generically moment tensors that break the axisymmetry) [27], 63/
67).

Another interesting avenue of exploration would be to identify the solution corresponding

to the minimal coupling in D > 4 at the full nonlinear level. Our results suggest that
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such a solution (if it exists) should be stellar-like, i.e. it requires matter fields coupled to
gravity, or perhaps it corresponds to black holes with complex topology as those obtained
by “superimposing” different black hole solutions using the inverse scattering method, as
in the case of the black saturn [68], multi-ring, or other [69] [70], possibly yet unknown,
solutions [39]. The study of compact objects other than black holes and their multipolar
structure in higher dimensions is seldom explored and worth investigating to address this

question.

We conclude by highlighting that the discovery of stress multipoles opens several inter-
esting avenues for future investigation, both at the phenomenological level and for a more
fundamental understanding of gravity. Although we have shown that the stress moments
do not exist in D = 4 General Relativity, it would be very interesting to assess whether this
happens also for other gravity theories. We expect that other gravitational theories with
more degrees of freedom (e.g. massive gravity or generic metric theories propagating up to
six polarizations at the linearized level) should indeed have non-vanishing stress multipoles.
If this is the case, it would be interesting to understand the phenomenology associated to
these new moments. This might also change the way in which we build stationary solutions
beyond General Relativity or perform tests of exotic compact objects (see, e.g, [71]). Fur-
thermore, in higher dimensions these considerations have to be taken into account already
within General Relativity, potentially impacting on the way in which we look for new so-
lutions and study their linearized dynamics. For example, even for a spherical object the
new multipole moments can be induced by an external tidal field, giving rise to stress Love
numbers, associated with tensor perturbations of compact objects in D > 4 [72], which are
indeed absent in D = 4 (see [73H75] for a discussion of the tidal Love numbers in higher

dimensions).

Finally, even though the stress multipoles could have been found within a classical Gen-
eral Relativity framework, considering scattering amplitudes was really key to identify their
existence. In particular, we realized that working in momentum space it is relatively easy
to write down the most generic stress-energy tensor at arbitrary high-order in the multi-
pole expansion, at variance with working in position space (the natural setting of General
Relativity), in which deriving the most generic expression of 7, would be more and more
tedious as the order of multipoles increases. This is a perfect example of how recovering

classical gravity from scattering amplitudes not only can give us insights on the phenomenol-
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ogy, but can also open new perspectives to deepen our understanding of gravity at a more
fundamental level.

Note added in v2: After the completion of this work, we became aware of [76], which
performs a multi- pole expansion of the long-wavelength effective action for radiative sources
in higher dimensions. The authors find a new set of Weyl-type moments, which coincide

with the stress moments of a stationary object defined in this work.
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Appendix A: Quadrupole moments in four and five spacetime dimensions

In this appendix we perform in detail the decomposition in irreducible SO(d) represen-
tations of the constant tensor G;; ., which enters the expansion in Eq. and it is relevant
for the analysis of the quadrupole moments. As observed in subsection [V B] the tensor is
symmetric in the indices ij and ab, and it is also traceless in ab. We will consider explicitly
the five-dimensional case, but the same results apply in any dimension D > 4. To highlight
the difference with the four-dimensional case, we will first quickly review how the latter
works, and then move to D = 5.

In four dimensions the tensor G;; ., belongs to the (5&1)®5 of SO(3). This decomposes

in irreducible representations as
o1)®5=90702x503a1 (A1)

which correspond to symmetric traceless tensors with 4, 3, 2, 1 and 0 indices of SO(3),

respectively. It is straightforward to recognize these representations as the ones of the

tensors GW, GO, g GB GO and G@), respectively, that appear in Eq. (71).
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We can now move to five dimensions. In this case the indices belong to SO(4), which is
isomorphic to SU(2) x SU(2). We can then label the representations in terms of the ones of
each of the two SU(2)’s, and in particular the tensor G;; ., belongs to the ((3,3) ® (1,1)) ®
(3,3), which decomposes in irreducible representations as

((3,3)®(1,1)) ®(3,3) = (5,5) ® (5,3) @ (3,5)
®(5,1)@(1,5)®2x(3,3)®(3,1) @ (1,3)d(1,1) .

We want to identify such representations with the index structure and constraints of

(A2)

the tensors in Eq. . The (5, 5) representation corresponds to the four-index symmetric
traceless tensor G, while the (3,3)’s correspond to the two-index symmetric traceless
tensors G and G, and the (1,1) is the singlet G*. The (3,1) @ (1, 3) identifies the
antisymmetric tensor G®. The remaining representations, namely (5,3)®(3,5) and (5,1)®
(1,5), correspond to tensors with mixed symmetry.

The tensor G in the (5,3)® (3, 5) is the one identified in [43] as the ASTF tensor Hap.cd
with four indices, antisymmetric in the first two and symmetric traceless in the last two.

Such tensor, being irreducible, satisfies the additional Constraintﬂ

5bcg(6) = 0 Eabceg((lg’)Cd —-0. (A3)

ab,c
To show that these constraints lead to 30 surviving componentﬂ we can start by observing
that the number of components of the tensor before imposing the constraints is 6 x 9 =
54. The first constraint in Eq. removes 15 components, because both the indices a
and d can take any value but the trace in ad of the constraint is identically zero. The
second constraint in Eq. removes 9 additional components. Indeed, given the previous

abceg(6)

constraint, € obeq 18 symmetric traceless in ed. The fact that it is traceless is due to the

symmetry in cd, while the fact that it is symmetric can be seen using the Fierz identity

teegi M =0, (Ad)

which implies that the antisymmetric part of eabcegffg?cd vanishes identically. We are thus left

with 54 — 15 — 9 = 30 components.

15 To avoid overburderning with notation, in this appendix we leave the STF, ASTF, and RSTF notation

T . 6 6 7 7
implicit, for instance gib?cd = gga)b,cd}ASTF and géb?cd = gga),wd}RSTF.

16 Note that [43] ascribes 40 components to this tensor. We believe this is a mistake. Indeed, the 40
components corresponds to the 30 components of G(® plus the 10 components of the tensor G(7) described

below.
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The tensor G(7) in the (5,1) @ (1, 5), which is missing in [43], is antisymmetric in both

the pairs ab and cd, which makes in total 36 components. Besides, it satisfies the constraints
c (7 abce ~(7
& géb,)cd =0 e gtgb,)cd =0. (A5)

Using arguments similar to the ones above, one can show that the first constraint removes
16 components and the second removes 10 components, leaving in total 36 — 16 — 10 = 10
components.

The analysis performed here in five dimensions can be generalized to any D > 4, implying

that only in four dimensions one can choose a gauge such that ~;; = 0 as in Eq. .

Appendix B: Hartle-Thorne metric in harmonic coordinates

The most generic rotating object in D = 4 is described up to spin-induced quadrupole
order by the Hartle-Thorne metric, which is exact in G [25, 26]. Given a spherical set of

coordinates (t,r,0, ¢), the explicit expression of the metric up to 3PM order is

2G'm N a’Gm( (3 cos(26) + 1)

Gu=1-— 5,3
N a’G*m?((3¢ — 2) cos(20) + ¢ — 2) N a’GPm>(4¢ — 11)(3 cos(20) + 1) L 0G|
274 rd
2 in”(0
2Gm  (a®Gm((3cos(20) +1))  4G*m?*  a*G*m?(—5¢ — 3(5¢ — 8) cos(20) + 4)
Grr = -1 + - -
r 2r3 72 2r4
3,03 42003 03(_ 600 — _
_8G*m? a*GPm?(—60¢ — 9(20¢ — 27) cos(26) + 25) LOGh a)
73 7rd
,  a*Gm((3cos(20) +1)  a?G*m?*(5¢ — 1)(3cos(26) + 1)
gog = —T° + +
2r 4r2?
20¥3,3(; _
N 18a?G3m3(¢ 7g(S cos(20) + 1) oG d)
Go0 = —r2s5in?(6) + a*’Gm((3 008(225) + 1) sin?(0) N (a2G2m2(5C —-1)(3 222(29) +1) sin2(0)) a?
18 (a*G®*m3(¢ — 1)(737208(29> + 1) sin(0)) L OGha?)
(B1)

where a = J/m is the angular momentum per unit mass and ( is the quadrupole mass
moment normalized such that for ( = 1 we have the Kerr limit.
In order to compare such metric with the one derived by scattering amplitudes, we have

to impose the harmonic gauge. The reason why this reference frame is particularly suitable is
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twofold: on one hand this is a “universal gauge”, in the sense that there exists a gauge fixing
term at the level of the action such that every metric can be put in this frame, and on the
other hand it is classically defined by the covariant d’Alambertian of the associated Cartesian
coordinates, that makes it possible to define the transformation on both the original and
the transformed metric. Defining the spherical harmonic coordinates as (T, R, ©,®), and

the associated Cartesian coordinates as
r = Rsin(0©) cos(P) ,
y = Rsin(©)sin(P) , (B2)
z = Rcos(©) ,

the equation that the metric in harmonic spherical coordinates has to satisfy is

ngD,ual/(Ta z,Y, Z) =0 > (BB)

where each coordinate is treated as a scalar. Noticing that the metric in (B1)) does not

depend on the azimuthal angle ¢, we can define a coordinate transformation as
T=t, R=r(R,0), ©=60(R,0), d=9. (B4)

We can now define an ansatz for the relation between the two set of coordinates as

nPM Gm\ [nPole/2] a2 J R
r(R.©)=RY" (7) 3 <E> > i) Palcos©) (B5)
i=0 j=0 k=0

i [nPole/2|

cosO(R,0) = cos(O) (1 + Tg (G?m) Z (%)21' ici(g%k]?%(cos @)) : (B6)

J=1

where P, are the Legendre polynomials and |-] stands for the integer part. The ansatz is

motivated as follows:

e In the limit in which R — 400 the two reference frames must coincide, which implies

R

e In the non-spinning limit (a — 0), the Schwarzschild metric must be recovered, and

SO in for a = 0 we have to impose 0 = ©.

e In the original metric at a given spin power, the order of the Legendre polynomials is

always equal or lower than the spin power itself, hence we set k& < j.
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e Since we have to respect the time-reversal symmetry in which ¢t - —t and & — —,

only even powers of the angular momentum are allowed.

Finally, performing the coordinate transformation and imposing equation (B3|, we end

up with
R R R e <}
C(g,o?o =1, 65,2?2 =0, Céz?a =0, 68,2?2 =0, C(g,Q?O =Y,
R o R S] R
Cf,a?o =1, 65,2?2 = _C§,2?2 ) C;,Q?O = C§,2?0 )
R o (—4 4-¢ R _ T R 1
Cé,o?o =0, 65,2?2 = —3 ) C%,o = —3 ) 65,2?2 = g ) Cé,Q?O = _5 )
C?E,2?2 - 9 05,232 + §C§,2?2 ) C?E,z?o - 9 + Ciz?z - §C3(>,2?2 J C:g,Q?O - 3 + 505,2?0 :

(B7)
Once the coordinate transformation is fixed, we can find the metric in harmonic gauge at the
chosen perturbative order by means of . We notice that the coordinate transformation
has some gauge redundancies since there are coefficients which are unfixed. At 1PM and
2PM the redundancy is parameterized by two coefficients, namely Cg?o and Cg?? At 3PM
a new redundancy arises by means of the unfixed coefficients Céﬁ?o and Cég?Q. While the
full 3PM result is given in the attached Mathematica notebook [42], at 1PM the explicit

expression of the Hartle-Thorne metric in harmonic gauge reads
2G'm N a*Gm((3cos(20) + 1)

gu =1-—pH SR +O(G?,a*) ,
2 in2

gro = 2aGmsin (6) +O(G?,a”) ,

R

2G 8¢ 1 (3c0s(20) + 1)(¢ + 20
g = —1 = 2 g2 Chza + B2 £ D+ L) 0 ),

3¢08(20) + 1) + C®) (3 c0s(20) — 1) — 4¢P
goo = —R? —2GmR + aQGmC( cos(20) ) 1’2’22](% cos(26) ) 120 4 O(G?,a®) ,
3G'ma? sin?(0)C, . s

gre = — 1Rz +O(G*,a”)

gos = —R?sin?(0) — 2GmRsin?(0)

((3cos(20) +1) —4CF + 207,
R

+ a?’Gm sin®(0) + O(G*,a®) ,

(B8)
and moving to Cartesian coordinates such metric can be directly compared with the
amplitude-based one.

This perturbative approach to the harmonic coordinate transformation can be compared

directly with [77], in which a similar procedure is described. Considering only terms up to
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3PM and spin-square orders, we find disagreement with the number of gauge redundancies
present in the metric after the transformation. In particular at 1PM we find two free
parameters, while in the mentioned work there is only one present. Our result is also
confirmed by the amplitude approach, in which as we showed in subsection [V A] there are

two gauge degrees of freedom coming from the dressed vertex in D = 4.

Appendix C: Myers-Perry black holes in D =5 in harmonic coordinates

Myers-Perry black holes are a class of stationary vacuum solutions of General Relativity
built to be the generalization of the Kerr metric in arbitrary dimensions [40]. In D =5 the
metric reads

r?y
- pr? o (C1)
— Xd0* — (r* + a®)sin® 0 d¢? — (r* + b*) cos® 0 do3 |

ds* = dt* — % (dt + a sin® @ dey + b cos® 6 d¢2)2

where

Y =1+ a’cos’ 0 + b*sin’ 0 | Il = (r*+a®)(r* +v?) , (C2)
and a and b are two independent angular momenta and

167G'm

= D= 20, (C3)

with €p the surface of a D-sphere. As we did in the D = 4 case, we can define a set of

Cartesian harmonic coordinates as

(

xr1 = Rsin(O) cos(Pq) ,

y1 = Rsin(©)sin(Py) ,

(C4)
xo = Rcos(O) cos(Py)
Cha R cos(©) sin(Py) ,
related to the original coordinates through
T:t, R:T(R,@), @ZQ(R,@), q)1:¢17 @2:¢2, <C5)
and such that
g‘“’Dué’,,(T, T1, Y1, T2, y2) =0. <C6)
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Motivated by the same reasons of appendix [B], the ansatz for the perturbative coordinate

transformation is the following

nPM |_nPole/2 j o a2 b 2j
=R Z (Gmp(R Z Z 1(2]) 2k< (—) Py (cos ©) + <§> Poy(sin @))
i=0 =0 k=
nPM |_nPole/2J J a a2 b 25
+ R Z (Gmp(R)) log(mGp(R Z Z Z;f’% ( <—> Poi(cos ©) + (}_%) Py (sin @)) :
=2 7=0 =
nPM LnPole/ j a2 o b 9
cosO(R,0) = cos b Z (Gmp(R Z Z < i), G ( > Pyj(cos ©) + Cz‘(,Q},z)k (E) Py (sin @))
i=0 j=0 k=0
nPM ' LnPole/Z j b 2j
+ R (Gmp(R))' log(mGp(R ( e ( ¥ Puulcos©) + Clgt00 (E) Py(sin @)) :
=2 j= 0 k=0

(C7)
Notice that differently from the D = 4 case, here we have to consider logarithmic pieces
starting from 2PM. This is consistent with the amplitude based approach in which we observe
the presence of singularities in D = 5 even in the harmonic gauge, renormalized by the
insertion of higher-loop vertices giving rise to logarithmic terms. Moreover the coordinate
transformation in Egs. takes into account the symmetries of the original metric, such

that the symmetry a — b and © — O + 7/2.

As we did in the Hartle-Thorne case, replacing Eq. in the harmonic equation, one
is able to fix the coefficients of the coordinate transformation. In this case the equivalent of
Eq. for the Myers-Perry solution is way more involved, and since there is no physical
information in it, we provide it in the attached Mathematica notebook [42]. However, it
is worth mentioning that coherently to what we know from the amplitude calculation, the
coordinate transformation develops two independent gauge redundancies at orders O(Ga?),
and two more at orders O(G%a’) and O(G?a?). In particular the redundancies at 2PM are

related to the logarithmic terms and are the classical counterpart of the higher-loop vertex

in Eq. .

Finally, we report the 3PM Myers-Perry metric in harmonic coordinates in the attached
Mathematica file |4 [ 2], giving here for the sake of clarity only the expression at 1PM in the
case in which C1 20 = 0 and C122 = —2/9 such that gre = 0, resulting in the simplified
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expression

8Gm  8Gm(a* — b*) cos(20)

o =1=g gt 3R +0(G%, e,

G, = ——SGG?:;;Q(@) +O(G?,a%) |

Grs = ——8bG?;;f(®> +O(Ga?)

nn = 1 ngnz N 4Gm(a? :;Tl;z cos(20) 0G|

geo = —4§—Wm - R+ 35—2;(& +b% + 3(a® — b?) cos(2@)> +O0(G?,a*) |
90,0, = _4(;%:12(@) — R*sin*(©) — QGW;;—E;@ <a2 +b? — 3(3a* — b?) cos(2@)> +O0(G?,a%) |
06,0, = —%;S%@) — R?cos*(0) — mg;—(})i(@) <a2 + b* — 3(a* — 3b%) cos(2®)) + O(G?,a%) ,
Go,0y = —ZGbG?:;f@@) +O(G2, ) .

(C8)
To the best of our knowledge, there is no other derivation of the Myers-Perry metric in
such coordinates in the literature to be compared with Eq. . However, moving to
Cartesian coordinates, we can directly match it with the amplitude-based metric, finding a
perfect agreement up to the order of our calculation, i.e. 3PM. Even though all the physical
information is contained in the tree-level part of the metric, higher-order calculations are an

important and non-trivial consistency check that this approach passes perfectly.

Appendix D: Black rings with one angular momentum in harmonic coordinates

It is known that in D > 4 there is no black hole uniqueness theorem, meaning that if
one considers non-spherical topologies, the Myers-Perry black hole is not the only solution
with a horizon. Black rings are indeed another black hole solution in D = 5 [4I]. Limiting
to the case of one angular momentum along the ¢;-direction, in the so-called black ring

coordinates (x,y, @1, 2) the explicit metric reads [41]

2
ds? = — AW (dt - CRH—ydgpl)

A(x) A(y) (Dl)
R (BW, ,  dy? 2 B(x), ,
HCEDES )< Ay B(y)*B(a:)*A(x)d%) ’
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where

L+
1—X7

A(z) =14+ Az, B(z) = (1—-2*)(1+vz2), C= \/)\(A —v) (D2)

and 0 < v < XA < 1 are dimensionless parameters, while R is a dimensionful radius. To
avoid naked conical singularities in Eq. (D1]), one needs to impose

2v

A= —
14027

(D3)

and since A and v are parameters related to the shape and angular momentum of the ring,
the physical interpretation of such condition is to require that the centrifugal force exactly
compensate the gravitational self-attraction. Therefore, one can refer to Eq. as the
equilibrium condition. As explained in the main text, we will not enforce such condition, so
the black ring solution is described by three parameters.

Our goal now is to move from ring coordinates to harmonic coordinates. In order to do
so, we need an intermediate step in which we simply consider asymptotically flat coordinates

through the transformation [43]

N (1 —A) o2 () Rieosl®) <1 —)\) 12 42 (122) R2 sin?(9)

1—v r? 1—v r2 ’

V1i—=A

1—v

(9017()02) = (¢17¢2) ’

(D4)
in which one may now express the metric in terms of the coordinates (¢, r, 0, ¢1, ¢2). Further-
more, it is convenient to make the dependence on the mass m and the angular momentum J
manifest in the black ring metric. Considering the asymptotic long-range behavior of the so-
lution, the mass monopole and the spin dipole, i.e. the mass and the spin itself, respectively

read

_ 31R? CARE VAN =) (1 +N)
SV TER TG 1-wp

Keeping A a free parameter, in the metric written in asymptotically flat coordinates we can

(D5)

now replace (R, v) in favor of (m, J), having finally a metric described by three independent
parameters (m, J, \).

We can finally move to harmonic coordinates by considering the transformation ,
that through the definition of harmonic Cartesian coordinates in Eq. have to satisfy
the relation . The ansatz for the harmonic coordinate transformation is different from
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the Myers-Perry one since the topology is more complicated. Moreover, for the reasons
explained in Sec. [V C], we will consider only terms up to 1PM and second order in the spin,
so that the coordinate transformation readd”]
1 12 .
i a2
r(R.6) =R (Gmp(R) Y3 €N () Pauleos®) +0(G%a?)
i=0 Jj=0 k=0

(D6)

2

2j
>N (%) Parlcos©) + 0(G2a?) |

1 1
cosO(R,0) = cosl Z (Gmp(R))’ I
i=0 j=0 k=0

where now the coefficients that have to be fixed will be functions of the free parameter \.
Notice that among all the constraints to impose to this ansatz, we have to ensure that the
monopole term in the space-part of the metric is independent of A, since it must carry only
the information of the physical mass. This extra constraint, which is not a priori satisfied
from Eq. , fixes to two the total number of gauge redundant parameters at 1PM, exactly
as the previous cases.

Finally, considering the explicit expression of Eq. (reported in the Mathematica file

[42]), the black ring metric in harmonic coordinates (in a suitable gauge), in which we are

neglecting quadrupoles that are not spin-induced, reads

8Gm  12Gma?) cos(20)

1 2 3
Gt 3T R2 + TRY (14 \) +O0(G%,a”)
4aGmsin?(©) 9 3
9id, = T+O(G ,a’)
4Gm  6Gma*\ cos(20) 5 3
e —1 —
9rR e T iy o)
_ 4Gm 5 2Gma*(1+ 3\ cos(20)) .
goo = ——_— — I+ TR2(1+4 \) ECALRE
4 ) 2 1.2
go,0, = _4Gmsin(6) _ R*sin*(0©) + Gma”sin’(O) ( —1+3(1+3X)) cos(2@)> +O0(G?,a*) |
3 T R?
4Gm cos?(O) 5 o Gma® cos?(0) 2 3
Gost, = —— i — R eos?(0) + T (— 14 3(—1+ 3)) cos(20) ) + OGP, o)

(D7)
This metric can be now compared directly with the amplitude-based one, obtaining a perfect

match up to the order we are considering.
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