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ABSTRACT

In this whitepaper, I describe modern applications of effective field theory (EFT) tech-
niques to classical and quantum gravity, with relevance to problems in astrophysics and
cosmology. As in applications of EFT to high-energy, nuclear, or condensed matter
physics, the Wilsonian paradigm based on decoupling of short distance scales via renor-
malization group evolution remains a powerful organizing principle in the context of
gravity. However, the presence of spacetime geometry brings in new elements (e.g. non-
trivial time-dependence, cosmological or black hole event horizons) which necessitate the
introduction of novel field theoretic methods not usually encountered in applications of
EFTs to physics at the energy and intensity frontiers. After a brief overview of recent
developments in the application of EFT methods to gravity, I will focus on the EFT de-
scription of compact binary dynamics, including an overview of some of its applications
to the experimental program in gravitational wave detection at LIGO/VIRGO and other
observatories.

Submitted to the Proceedings of the US Community Study
on the Future of Particle Physics (Snowmass 2021)

1 Modern EFTs of gravity

Even though quantum gravity remains mysterious in the ultraviolet (UV), i.e. at energy scales near
the Planck mass

mPl = 1/
√

32πGN ∼ 1019GeV,

its effects at long distance scales are much better understood. It has been well appreciated [1, 2] since
at least the 1960s that, regardless of the microscopic structure of quantum gravity, in the infrared
(IR) any quantum theory whose spectrum contains massless helicity-two particles (gravitons) coupled
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to matter must be described , on the basis of general principles1 by a quantum field theory whose
Lagrangian coincides with that of general relativity

L = −2m2
Pl

√
gR(x) + Lmatt + · · · (1)

at sufficiently low energies, up to higher-order curvature corrections which are suppressed at energies
below the Planck scale.

Expanding out Eq. (1) around a flat spacetime background

gµν = ηµν +
hµν
mPl

,

generates an infinite tower of graviton self-interactions of the schematic form

L = (∂h)2 +
1

mPl
h(∂h)2 +

1

m2
Pl

h2(∂h)2 + · · · .

whosequantization was achieved already in [3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. In particular, DeWitt [7] derived the
Feynman rules in Lorentz covariant form, and used them to obtain predictions for the tree-level
(i.e. O(GN )) S-matrix in two-body collisions involving asymptotic states with at least one graviton.
The same formalism is also capable of incorporating any number of arbitrarily soft gravitons in
the initial or final state. As Weinberg showed in a classic paper [8], the IR divergences due to the
emission of many soft gravitons exponentiate and factorize from the S-matrix, and are resolved in
the same manner as in the case of soft photon emission in QED. One-loop quantum corrections were
first calculated out in [9], which found that in the absence of matter, quantum gravity is one-loop
UV finite, with the first non-trivial UV divergence appearing at two-loop order [10], requiring the
addition of local counterterms which are cubic in the Riemann curvature.

By power counting, one expects UV divergences to arise at all loop orders, requiring the addition
of an infinite number of higher curvature diffeomorphism-invariant counterterms to Eq. (1), with
arbitrary coefficients scaling as more powers of 1/mPl. From a modern point of view, the non-
renormalizability of the Lagrangian in Eq. (1) is understood to mean that this theory is an effective
field theory, valid only at sufficiently long distances: While the UV divergences can be treated
systematically order by order in (E/mPl)

2 � 1, the quantum field theory defined by Eq. (1) plus
higher curvature terms should be regarded as having limited predictive power. Effects that depend
non-analytically on kinematic invariants are calculable in the EFT, but local (analytic) effects are
encoded in unknown Wilson coefficients that can be determined through matching to a more complete
UV theory of quantum gravity or, in principle, extracted from experiments.

An example due to Donoghue [11], who was first to explicitly emphasize the EFT interpretation
of canonically quantized general relativity [11, 12], are the quantum corrections to the gravitational
potential between test particles2,

VO(h̄1)(x) = c(µ)δ3(x)− 41

10π

GN h̄

r2
·
(
GNm1m2

r

)
. (2)

The O(1/r3) correction to the potential is determined by the Fourier transform of a term ∼ log ~q2/µ
in the scattering amplitude of non-relativistic particles, and therefore gives rise to a well-defined long
distance prediction, while the renormalization scale dependence is absorbed into a counterterm c(µ)
that encodes sensitivity to (unknown) short distance physics, which manifests itself as a short-range

1e.g. Poincare invariance, unitarity and cluster decomposition of the S-matrix, etc.
2This result [13] incorporates graviton loops, and not loops of other massless Standard Model particles. See also [14]

for complementary approaches based on other definitions of the non-relativistic gravitational potential.
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(contact) potential between the point masses. For reviews of the EFT approach to quantum gravity,
see [15, 16].

It is therefore fair to say that, at least in the context of flat spacetime, the IR behavior of
quantum gravity is well under theoretical control. Of course, the predictions of this theory will
not be tested experimentally any time soon [17], e.g. for test masses separated by a distance of
r ∼ 1 mm, the corrections to the classical potential from Eq. (2) are down by a factor of 10−64

relative to the Newtonian gravitational potential. However, even if the long distance experimental
consequences of quantum gravity are too minuscule to be relevant, the EFT description of gravity
in principle yields sharp predictions for physical observables3.

The perturbative quantization of Eq. (1) around non-trivial background spacetimes 〈gµν〉 6= ηµν
is also well established. As long as the curvature of this background is sufficiently small relative
to m2

Pl, effective field theory should still yield reliable results at sufficiently long distances. For
instance Hawking’s [20] analysis of free quantum fields propagating near the horizon of a black
hole is justified only if effective field theory is valid4, which requires MBH � mPl. Similarly, the
reason that it is possible to theoretically predict the effects of early universe physics (e.g. a nearly
deSitter period of inflation at Hubble scales H <∼ MGUT ∼ 1017GeV) on CMB correlations is that
there is a hierarchy H/mPl � 1 that allows for the decoupling of unknown quantum gravity effects.
If inflation happens at a high energy scale, the effects of quantum gravity on CMB correlations
need not be hopelessly small. In this case, the quantization of the gravitational field as predicted by
EFT has experimental consequences: measurements of a primordial B-mode pattern of polarizations
in the CMB can become sensitive [24, 25] to the graviton propagator 〈hijhkl〉 ∼ H2/m2

Pl during
inflation [26]. Even three-point tensor non-Gaussianities [27, 28] 〈hhh〉, which are directly related to
the self-couplings of the graviton are potentially measurable, opening the way to a host of potential
new signatures [29] of UV physics in the CMB.

The modern applications of EFTs to gravitational systems in astrophysics and cosmology usually
involve the (spontaneous) breaking of Poincare invariance, either due to the presence of non-trivial
background spacetime curvature or of dynamical sources such as black holes or other extended
objects of diverse dimensionality (strings, branes, etc). In these settings, there is usually a hierarchy
of momentum or energy scales

mPl � ΛUV � ΛIR,

between the scale ΛUV set by the sources that couple to gravitons and the typical low energy scale
ΛIR set by the kinematics of the observables of interest. As in conventional applications outside of
gravity, it is convenient to disentangle the hierarchy of scales by constructing a tower of gravitational
theories [30] containing only the dynamical degrees of freedom relevant at each scale. The advantages
for doing so are the same as in conventional EFTs:

• Power counting : The Wilson coefficients of local operators in the effective Lagrangian depend
only on ΛUV , so that power counting in the expansion parameter ΛIR/ΛUV � 1 is manifest.

• Analyticity of short distance contributions: UV effects are in one-to-one correspondence with
local operators in the effective Lagrangian. Thus at any given order in ΛIR/ΛUV , the most
general Lagrangian that is consistent with the symmetries of the relevant degrees of freedom

3Despite the smallness of E2/m2
Pl corrections to macroscopic observables, it has been theoretically very fruitful in

recent years to push the state of the art in computing the S-matrix of low energy quantum gravity via field theoretic
techniques. Much progress has been made in the last decade toward understanding the structure of such observables,
leading to new connections to perturbative gauge theory and to the development of efficient techniques for calculating
observables of phenomenological relevance. This subject is reviewed in refs. [18, 19].

4The question of wether effective field theory breaks down [21] in the IR, at late time scales of order the black hole’s
lifetime tPage ∼M3

BH/mPl [22] is not fully settled, although recent developments [23] suggest that non-perturbative
effects in EFT can reproduce Page curve.
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at ΛIR necessarily describes the UV physics in a model-independent way. For suitably defined
observables, these short distance contributions depend analytically on the kinematics.

• Renormalization group (RG) evolution: Non-analytic contributions, in the form of large loga-
rithms ln ΛUV/ΛIR � 1, can be understood as the RG evolution of the EFT Wilson coefficients
from a matching scale µ ∼ ΛUV where the EFT is no longer a complete description of the
physics down to the IR at a scale µ ∼ ΛIR. The scaling dimensions of the Wilson coefficients
are calculable in the EFT and non-analytic effects in ΛIR/ΛUV are therefore universal.

On the other hand, in the presence of gravity there can be conceptual twists not usually encoun-
tered in applications of EFTs to scattering in high energy or nuclear physics. One clear difference
is the nature of what are the well-defined (i.e. diffeomorphism invariant) observables of the theory.
This depends both on the precise nature of the asymptotic boundary of spacetime at infinity, as
well as on the choice of boundary conditions which define the asymptotic states. In turn, these
properties depend on the vacuum, which may not be fully Poincare invariance due to the presence of
spacetime curvature or of dynamical sources. The possibility that the background possesses either
cosmological or black hole event horizons also introduces a set of issues not normally encountered in
applications of EFTs: stimulated emission of particles and amplification of quantum fluctuations,
dissipation, and UV/IR mixing, in the sense of stretching of short distance modes (as in inflationary
cosmology) or blueshifting of soft quanta by the horizon of a black hole.

The question of how to modify the rules of EFT in such spacetime backgrounds has been an
active area of research in recent years, motivated by problems in cosmology and astrophysics 5.
Novel ideas and techniques have emerged , resulting in a variety of new “designer” EFTs to describe,
e.g. single field [32, 33] and multi-field [34] early universe inflation, large scale structure [35, 36, 37]
in the matter dominated era, and dark energy [38]. The question of UV dependence of predictions
of inflation for CMB correlations has been addressed using EFT reasoning in refs. [39, 40, 41,
42, 43], while the sensitivity to general initial conditions was analyzed in an EFT with Schwinger-
Keldysh [44] boundary conditions in refs. [45, 46] (the necessity for in-in closed time path contours in
the evaluation of cosmological correlators was emphasized in [47]). Loop corrections to cosmological
correlators and the issue of IR divergences (secular growth in time) has been addressed using EFT
methods (power counting, RG flows, etc.) in [47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57]. These
references only scratch the surface, see the Snowmass whitepaper [58], for a review of the role of
fundamental theory in cosmology, and [59] more specifically for a summary of effective field theories.

A modern theme [60, 61, 62] in theoretical physics is the idea of “bootstrapping” low energy
dynamics using a small set of general principles that originate from consistency in the UV. This
approach is in some ways complementary to EFT reasoning, and has been fruitfully applied to field
theories containing gravity. See the Snowmass whitepaper [63] for a review of the “cosmological
bootstrap” approach to CMB correlators, and [64, 65] for reviews of the more general program
of constraining low energy EFTs of gravity using UV consistency conditions. The study of EFTs
of gravity in Anti-deSitter backgrounds [66] has also seen huge progress thanks to its connection,
via the AdS/CFT correspondence [67] to conformal field theory in Minkowski spacetime. It is
therefore possible to extract information about long distance quantum gravity in AdS from bootstrap
constraints on CFTs. See the Snowmass whitepapers [68] for a review and further references.

EFTs of gravity have also played a role in other areas of astrophysics. The EFT approach to
the dynamics of gravitationally bound compact objects, with applications to gravitational wave
emission, was initiated in ref. [70]. It exhibits many of the elements that are common in the modern
applications of EFTs to gravitational physics, from Schwinger-Keldysh [44] boundary conditions in

5Similar questions also show up in applications of EFT to condensed matter, for instance how scale separation
works in non-equilibrium systems. See the Snowmass whitepaper [31] for a review and a complete set of references.
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Full theory:

Gµ⌫ = 8⇡GNTµ⌫

Finite size

Two-body:

“NRGR”

Radiation

BH1

BH2

potentials+radiation

point-like defects
w/ dynamical moments
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xµ(�)

Figure 1: Tower of gravity EFTs for non-relativistic compact bound states.

the path integral, to spacetime-dependent Wilson coefficients and UV divergences, that result in
novel types of RG flows, to new forms of IR behavior, including absorption or amplification of long
distance degrees of freedom by horizons, etc.

This whitepaper is intended as a brief review of EFT methodology in gravitational physics that
has been the subject of theoretical research in recent the last decade or so. The discussion will be
framed in the context of the “Wilsonian” approach to compact binary dynamics introduced in [70],
as this field theory of gravity serves to illustrate the new theoretical structures that arise generally
when applying EFT ideas to systems that include gravity. Detailed reviews of EFT for other systems
that include gravity can be found in the references, e.g. [58, 59].

2 EFT of gravity for compact binary dynamics

Understanding the dynamics of gravitationally bound compact (black hole or neutron star) binaries
is crucial to the experimental program in gravitational wave detection [71]. As the compact objects
orbit one another, they release energy in the form of gravitational radiation, eventually merging and
coalescing into a (presumably) final stationary black hole state. In the intermediate stages, when
the objects are separated by distances of order the Schwarzschild radius rs = 2GNM , gravity is
in its strongly coupled, non-linear phase, and the binary problem requires the toolset of numerical
general relativity [72]. On the other hand, at sufficiently early times the dynamics can be treated
analytically, as a perturbative expansion in a small parameter

v2 ∼ rs
r
� 1,

set by the orbital parameters of the system. The post-Newtonian (PN) limit refers to the systematic
solution of the Einstein equations of the compact binary order-by-order as an expansion in the
relative velocity in the kinematic regime v � 1. See [73, 74] for reviews of classical approaches to
the PN problem as well as more complete references.

The PN limit of binary dynamics has a natural formulation in the language of EFTs [70] (for
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reviews, see [30, 76, 77, 78, 79]. The system exhibits a hierarchy of widely separated length scales

rs <∼ R � r ∼ v−2rs � λ ∼ v−1r

ranging from the gravitational radius of the system rs ∼ 2GNM, to the physical radius R of the
compact objects (for black holes we define R = rs while for other compact objects R/rs >∼ O(1)),
to the orbital radius r ∼ rs/v

2, to the typical wavelength λ ∼ r/v of the gravitational radiation
emitted by the binary. Furthermore, these scales are correlated, in the sense that scale ratios are
given by powers of the expansion parameter v. Therefore at any given order in the PN expansion6,
qualitatively distinct effects, due to physics at different length scales, have to be taken into account.

To disentangle the corrections coming from physics at all these different scales, one can construct
a tower of EFTs of gravity, as sketched in Fig 1. For our purposes the microscopic “full theory”
in the UV is given by classical general relativity, coupled to some source Tµν of conserved energy-
momentum that describes the internal structure of each compact object. For example, if we assume
that a neutron star is a configuration of nuclear matter which is in a hydrodynamical phase, the
source Tµν would take the form of a perfect fluid with thermodynamic equation of state taken as
an input from nuclear physics/QCD. Additional fluid transport coefficients (e.g. bulk and shear
viscosity) can also be included in Tµν if necessary and are suppressed at long distances . For the
sake of brevity, we will restrict ourselves in this paper to the case of black hole binaries, so that the
full theory is simply the classical vacuum Einstein equation Rµν = 0 in the sector containing two
black holes (the spacetime has a topologically disconnected event horizon in the far past).

In the EFT, the compact objects themselves are treated as dynamical point-like defects (world-
lines) that carry internal degrees of freedom coupled to gravity. This EFT efficiently describes finite
size effects originating from the internal structure of the orbiting compact objects, e.g. tidal defor-
mations induced by external gravitational fields, or dissipation of energy across the BH horizon. A
review of the construction of this finite size EFT will be postponed until sec. 2.2, focusing first on
the EFT description of non-relativistic two-body dynamics at the orbital scale r and radiation at
scales ∼ r/v in sec. 2.1.

In particular, if we temporarily assume that the internal dynamics is gapped at a distance scale
R � r, the only light degrees of freedom are the Goldstone modes associated with the spontaneous
breaking of local Poincare symmetry by the presence of the compact object. Thus, up to gauge
redundancy, in the point particle limit each binary constituent is described by a worldline xµ(τ) and
a spin degree of freedom Sµν(τ) = −Sνµ(τ) localized on each worldline. The dynamics then follows
from a worldline action that couples xµ and Sµν to the gravitational field gµν , whose general form is
determined by general principles: (1) invariance under diffeomorphisms of gµν or reparameterizations
of the worldline, and (2) smooth gµν → ηµν limit.

These principles result in a Lagrangian that is generically a sum over an infinite number of mono-
mial invariants of gµν , dxµ/dτ, Sµν and their derivatives. Each term carries a Wilson coefficients
that, by dimensional analysis, scales as a non-negative integer power of the scale R. By writing down
the most general theory consistent with the above principles, with arbitrary7 Wilson coefficients,
we are necessarily parameterizing the most general compact object that can exist in the full UV
theory. In the regime of validity of the EFT, a given Wilson coefficient yields a contribution to an
observable that scales as a definite power of R/r � 1, so that in practice we only need to know a
finite number of parameters in order to make a prediction with finite precision.

6The convention is to call a term “nPN” if it contributes at order v2n, where n ≥ 0 is integer or half integer.
7Note that the Wilson coefficients cannot be completely arbitrary. In EFTs that emerge as low energy limits

of UV complete theories, quantum mechanical unitarity and causality imply non-trivial constraints on parameter
space [60, 61]. Understanding the constraints on EFTs that couple to gravity has been the active focus of recent
research, see [64] for a detailed guide to the literature.
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Organizing the EFT power counting as an expansion in derivatives of gµν , the most general
worldline theory takes the form

Spp = −m
∫
dτ + cE

∫
dτEµνE

µν + cB

∫
dτBµνB

µν + · · · . (3)

By the Equivalence Principle, at leading (zeroth) order in derivatives, compact object dynamics is
universal, with worldlines that follow timelike geodesics of gµν . The first deviations from test particle
motion arise at second order in derivatives of the metric, and involve the square of the “electric”,
Eµν , and “magnetic” Bµν components of the Weyl tensor8. The coefficients cE,B measure the
leading (quadrupolar) tidal response of the compact object to an external gravitational field, and
by dimensional analysis are expected to scale as cE,B ∼ R5/GN . As such, cE,B provide a gauge
invariant definition for the ` = 2 static tidal “Love numbers” which characterize the gravitational
response [30, 75, 80]. These Love numbers are in general dependent on the form of the equation of
state of the compact star, and have been computed first in refs. [81, 82, 83] in successively increasing
levels of physical detail. Because of the scaling with radius, the effects of cE,B on binary dynamics
are expected to scale as (R/rs)5× v10, so that although formally a 5PN correction, finite size effects
are enhanced for objects that are less compact than black holes9 R >∼ rs. This observation [81]
provides strong motivation for carrying out analytical PN calculations to at least O(v10) where such
tidal effects start to appear.

In Eq. (3), I have omitted the infinite tower of higher order curvature invariants that characterize
additional finite size effects, suppressed by higher powers of R/r � 1. Also not displayed in Eq. (3)
are the terms in the action necessary to keep track of the evolution of the compact object’s spin Sµν .
The inclusion of spin into the EFT framework, which is beyond the scope of this review, is of crucial
importance for phenomenology, This was pioneered by Porto in ref. [99], generalizing the phase space
formulation of Regge and Hanson [100] to curved spacetime. See [101] for a coset formulation of
the general relativistic spinning particle emphasizing the role of non-linearly realized local Poincare
invariance.

For gravitational wave detection, the relevant observable is the waveform hµν = gµν − ηµν
measured by observers at future null infinity (r → ∞ and fixed retarded time). In the EFT of
gravitons coupled to compact objects described by Eq. (3), this corresponds to an expectation value

〈in|hµν(x)|in〉,

evaluated in the initial state of the radiation field and of the binary constituents. As was first
emphasized by Galley and Tiglio [102], because we are holding the initial state fixed but summing
over all final states of the coalescing binary, the appropriate formalism for setting up perturbation
theory is the Schwinger-Keldysh [44] closed time path (CTP) or “in-in” functional integral. This is
analogous to the situation in cosmology, where late time correlations are measured in a given initial
state [47]. In order to calculate 〈in|hµν(x)|in〉, a convenient generating function for observables is
the in-in effective action induced by integrating out gravitons in the presence of fixed worldlines

8Terms involving the Ricci curvature can be removed by field redefinitions of the metric. We are assuming here
parity invariance which forbids a worldline term of the form

∫
dτEµνBµν , whose phenomenology has been recently

studied in ref. [84].
9For the case of Schwarzschild black holes, calculations in full general relativity [85, 86], when matched to the

point particle EFT [87], indicate that cBHE,B = 0. The vanishing of the static linear response of black holes has been

extended to higher multipoles [88] and to non-zero spin in [88, 89, 90, 91]. See [92] for further references. In the
absence of some hidden symmetry, the vanishing of the Wilson coefficients of the point particle EFT of black holes is
in tension with expectations based on naturalness criteria as well as sum rules that follow from causality [93, 77, 94].
It remains an open question wether there is a fundamental (e.g. based on some underlying symmetry) principle that
explains the vanishing of black hole static Love numbers, see [95, 96, 97, 98] for some recent proposals. Note though
that the non-static AC response (ω 6= 0) of black holes is non-zero. See sec. 2.2 for further discussion.
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Figure 2: Feynman diagram expansion of the in-in action. External lines correspond to insertions of

the background field hµν , h̃µν . Each diagram shown stands for a sum of contributions from insertions
on either side of the Schwinger-Keldysh closed time contour.

xµa=1,2(τ) (and their spins), as well as a background gravitational field gµν = ηµν + hµν ,

eiΓ[xa,g,x̃ag̃] =

∫
Dhµν(x)Dh̃µν(x)eiS[g,h,xa]−iS[g̃,h̃,x̃a]. (4)

We denote the classical action by S[g, h, xa] = SEH [g + h] + Spp[g + h, xa] + SGF [g, h], which
includes a suitable gauge-fixing term, in practice chosen to preserve gauge invariance with respect
to diffeomorphisms acting on the background field gµν .

From the in-in action Γ
[
xa, g, x̃a, g̃

]
, we obtain the classical equations of motion for the gravita-

tionally interacting worldlines by extremization,

δ

δxµa
Γ[xa, g, x̃ag̃]

∣∣∣∣
xa=x̃a;g=g̃=η

≡ 0.

The solution to these equations of motion is then inserted into the energy-momentum pseudotensor
τµν(x), defined as the variation with respect to the background field

τµν =
2√
g

δ

δgµν
Γ[xa, g, x̃ag̃]

∣∣
xa=x̃a;g=g̃=η

.

By the diff invariance of the background field, this pseudo-tensor is conserved on-shell, ∂ντ
µν = 0,

but dependent on the gauge fixing term SGF [g, h]. This pseudo-tensor has a direct relation to
the quantum mechanical amplitude for the binary system to emit an on-shell graviton of definite
momentum kµ (k2 = 0),

A(k) = εµν(k)Aµν(k) = − 1

2mPl

∫
d4xeik·xεµν(k)τµν(x).

In turn, this on-shell amplitude has a simple relation to the waveform, once a gauge for the back-
ground field has been chosen. e.g. , in deDonder gauge, the waveform at future null infinity is

lim
r→∞
〈in|hµν(x)|in〉 =

4GN
r

∫
dω

2π
e−iωt

[
Aµν(k)− 1

2
ηµνAρρ(k)

]
,

where the on-shell momentum is kµ = ω(1, ~x/r).

The effective action Γ
[
xa, g, x̃a, g̃

]
admits a formal perturbative expansion in powers of GN .

The terms in the perturbative expansion can be organized by drawing in-in Feynman diagrams
with internal hµν , h̃µν graviton lines coupled to classical worldline sources as well as to external
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background gravitons hµν , h̃µν , see Fig. 2. At the classical level, only diagrams with at most one

external h, h̃ are relevant.

In order to solve the fully relativistic two-body problem as a “post-Minkowskian” (PM) expan-
sion in powers of GN , one would have to compute these Feynman diagrams for general worldlines
xµa=1,2(τ) with a given set of initial conditions. At present, this is only tractable for scattering

(unbound) trajectories10 at large impact parameter GNEcm/b � 1. In this case, the structure of
the resulting loop momentum integrals is sufficiently well understood, and, when defined via di-
mensional regularization, can be treated by techniques already developed for perturbative quantum
field theory calculations in high energy physics [106]. Conservative and radiative dynamics in PM
scattering has been an active area of recent effort that has brought together theoretical approaches
from diverse communities, including researchers working on scattering amplitudes and formal theory,
general relativity, and on effective field theories. See the Snowmass whitepaper [107] for a review
and a complete set of references.

Various PM effects in relativistic two-body scattering, treating classical gravity by the sort of
EFT ideas reviewed here, have been recently studied in refs. [108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115,
116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121]. In the case of relativistic hard graviton scattering in flat spacetime,
soft and collinear singularities have been treated by EFT methods in [122, 123, 124, 125]. For bound
orbits, relevant to the LIGO problem, the perturbative expansion involves simultaneously powers of
GN and of v2 ∼ GNM/r as described above. We turn to the EFT formulation of such non-relativistic
bound states in the next section.

2.1 NRGR and
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IR

The formalism outlined so far is suitable for widely separated but relativistic compact objects, in
the kinematic regime GNE/b� 1 . In this limit the Feynman rules of the EFT provide a systematic
double expansion in powers of GNE/b � 1 as well as powers of h̄/L � 1, where L ∼ Eb is the
orbital angular momentum scale of the binary. In particular, the only physical scale appearing in
any Feynman integral over internal graviton momenta is the separation b, so the effective theory has
manifest powers counting in GNE/b � 1, with h̄/L � 1 serving to count the number of internal
graviton loops in a given graph. Objects that move relativistically but interact weakly through
graviton exchange cannot form bound orbits, so the formalism as it stands is suitable to treat PM
scattering kinematics.

The Lorentz covariant Feynman rules associated with the diagrammatic expansion of Eq. (4) are
not yet optimized to do calculations in the PN expansion. For v � 1 there is now a hierarchy of
scales between orbital dynamics at distances ∼ r and radiation emission at r/v � r. If the Feyn-
man integrals are defined by dimensional regularization, there are two regions of internal graviton
momenta where the integrals are supported:

• Potential: (p0, ~p) ∼ (v/r, 1/r).

• Radiation: (k0,~k) ∼ (v/r, v/r).

The potential region corresponds to off-shell gravitons which are exchanged between the compact
objects. In position space, they generate instantaneous in time, long range range forces between the
particles, binding them into quasi-elliptical orbits. Radiation gravitons can go on-shell, propagat-
ing out to the detector, or remain off-shell, generating both “dissipative” (time reversal odd) and

10A formalism for mapping scattering (PM) to bound state (PN) observables has been recently proposed in refs. [103,
104, 105].
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“conservative” (T -even) radiation reaction forces. In dimensional regularization, a given Feynman
integral can be “threshold expanded” [126] around the various configurations of potential and radia-
tion regions that follow from the kinematics (method of regions). The expanded Feynman integral is
then equivalent to a linear combination of simpler integrals, each containing a single physical scale.
These simplified integrals can now be calculated for arbitrary (bound or unbound) non-relativistic
trajectories ~x1,2(t), as is necessary for the inspiral problem, and scale homogeneously as definite
powers of the expansion parameter v.

Rather than expanding out the PM Feynman diagrams in powers of v, it is more efficient to
perform the expansion at the level of the action, by explicitly decomposing the graviton field into
modes with support around the potential and radiation region,

hµν(x) = ĥµν(x) +

∫
d3~p

(2π)3
ei~p·~xHµν;p(x0),

where we assign the scaling xµ ∼ r/v, ~p ∼ 1/r, and therefore spacetime derivatives acting on

radiation ĥµν and potential Hµν;p(x0), fields scale uniformly, ∂µ ∼ v/r. Because the kinetic term
for the Hµν;p(x0) field is suppressed relative to spatial gradient energy, it is a non-propagating
mode with instantaneous in time propagator. In addition, it is necessary to perform a multipole
decomposition of ĥµν . e.g. , choosing the center of mass frame,

~Xcm =

∫
d3~xτ00~x∫
d3~xτ00

≡ 0,

we replace

ĥµν(x) 7→
∑

n

~xi1 · · · ~xin∂i1 · · · ∂in ĥµν(x0, 0),

at the level of the terms in the Lagrangian involving couplings to potential modes or to the non-
relativistic worldlines.

After performing these field redefinitions, we have an EFT of radiation and potential gravitons
coupled to non-relativistic particles, whose Feynman rules scale as definite powers of L ∼ mvr and
v:

∂µ ~xa ~p ĥ H~p m/mPk

v/r r 1/r v/r r2
√
v

√
Lv

For example, the contributions to the effective action of Eq. (4) from diagrams with n external
(background) gravitons and no internal graviton loops scale as L1−n/2 times powers of v, whereas
graviton loops are suppressed by powers of 1/L in the classical limit L ∼ mvr � h̄. Therefore,
in the classical limit, only diagrams with at most one external graviton, n ≤ 1, are relevant. We
refer to the theory of potentials and radiation by the acronym NRGR [70] to emphasize the analogy
to NRQCD [127], the EFT description of on-relativistic bound states QQ (MQ � ΛQCD), which
employs a similar mode decomposition [128] and multipole expansion [129] of the gluon fields in full
QCD.

Because the potential gravitons cannot go on-shell, it is possible to integrate them out to obtain
a local EFT of self-interacting radiation gravitons coupled to the bound state. We refer to this EFT,

valid at distances longer than the orbital scale r, as “
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IR ” because it encodes the interactions

of a Zoomed Out Single Object whose internal structure (the binary constituents) cannot be directly
resolved by long wavelength radiation modes. The composite object is defined in terms of a worldline
variable that tracks the motion of the center of mass, an orthonormal frame that accounts for the
spatial orientation relative to asymptotic inertial observers, and finally an infinite tower of electric
and magnetic “mass” and “current” multipoles respectively.
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FIG. 3: The series of leading IR poles.

the RG equation Eq. (42) has the following structure to all orders in η,

µ
d

dµ
IR
ij (ω, µ) =

[ ∞∑

n=1

β2n(GNmω)2n

]
IR
ij (ω, µ), (45)

where β2 = −214/105, and β2n≥4 is obtained by computing UV poles in diagrams with 2n

mass insertions. Formally keeping only the contribution due to β2 then sums the leading

logs, keeping β4 fixes the coefficients of all next-to-leading logs of the form η2n lnn−1 Λ for

all n ≥ 2, and so on. Note that this discussion neglects UV divergences in Feynman graphs

with insertions of spin couplings. These may introduce additional UV poles at odd orders

in η.

D. IR structure at higher orders

We have only shown the explicit cancellation of IR divergence up to order η2, but clearly

it should persist at higher orders. A relatively simple class of such divergences is presented

in Fig. 3. These graphs contain the most singular IR divergence at each order in η. We have

explicitly computed the first two of these graphs in the previous section and shown them to

have 1/(d − 4)IR and 1/(d − 4)2
IR divergences. It is not difficult to show that this pattern

persists at higher orders.

Consider a graph with similar topology to those in Fig. 3, with n insertions of the mass

monopole. Such a graph contains integrations over n spatial momenta qi=1,...,n. By examin-

ing the region of momentum where all qi → 0, one finds the behavior

iAn → iAη0 × 1

n!

[
−32π(GNmk2)

∫
dd−1q

(2π)d−1

1

q2

1

2k · q

]n

. (46)
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FIG. 3: The series of leading IR poles.
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2k · q

]n

. (46)
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FIG. 2: Second order post-Minkowskian corrections.

Although we have only presented this result for quadrupole emission, it is in fact universal,

and applies to radiation from any multipole moment6. Note that, upon squaring, Eq. (18)

also produces infrared single and double poles in d − 4 at order η2. It is an important check

of the formalism that these poles cancel from physical quantities, as we now show.

B. Effects at order η2

The order η2 corrections to quadrupole emission are shown in Fig. 2. In addition to

infrared divergences similar in nature to those encountered at order η1, a new feature at

this order is the appearance of logarithmic short distance (UV) singularities, whose physical

origin and resolution will be discussed below.

Operationally, the presence of UV divergences can be seen by examining the structure of

the graphs in Fig. 2. Take for example Fig. 2(b), which is proportional to the integral

∫
dd−1q

(2π)d−1

1

k2 − (k + q)2

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

1

p2

1

(p + q)2
(23)

where the tensor structure of has been suppressed for clarity. By dimensional analysis, the

integral over p scales as (1/q2)(5−d)/2, and in coordinate space reflects the interaction of the

emitted graviton with the (GNm/r)2 relativistic potential (in d = 4) of the source. (This

is particularly clear in Fig. 2(a), which contains a subgraph with two m insertions and one

6 This follows from the fact that this term is determined by the coefficient of a logarithmic IR singularity.

We have, in fact, explicitly checked that Eq. (22) also holds for magnetic quadrupole and electric octupole

radiation.
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Figure 3: Leading order quadrupole emission (a) in
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IR and perturbative “tail” corrections

at O(GNEω) (b) and O(GNEω)2 (c)-(e). Diagram (b) has a 1/εIR singularity in dimensional
regularization, while (c)-(e) contain both IR and UV poles in d = 4− ε spacetime dimensions.

If one chooses a gauge for the potential gravitons that preserves long wavelength diffs acting on
the radiation field, the form of the Lagrangian for the composite defect coupled to gravity takes the
general form [80, 130]

S
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IR
= −

∫
dτL(X)−

∫
dxµSabω

ab
µ +

1

2

∫
dτIabE

ab+
1

2

∫
dτJabB

ab+
1

6

∫
dτabc∇cEab+ · · · (5)

in the center of mass frame, ~Xcm = 0, ~P iCM =
∫
d3~xτ0i = 0. The Lagrangian consists of an infinite

tower of multipole moments Ia1·a` , Ja1·a` of parity (−1)`, (−1)`+1 respectively, constructed out of the
positions and the spins of the binary constituents. These moments couple linearly to the gradients of
the Weyl curvature, and source emission of radiation out to the detector. They can be interpreted as
Wilson coefficients for operators in the EFT that results from integrating out the binary dynamics
at short distance scales of order r. As in other EFTs of gravity (e.g. in cosmology [32, 33, 36, 37]),
the Wilson coefficients have non-trivial time dependence, due to the breaking of Poincare invariance
by sources. The full Lagrangian below frequencies 1/r is then the sum of S
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IR
and the Einstein-

Hilbert term for gµν = ηµν + ĥµν/mPl. For a more detailed explanation of the notation in Eq. (5) ,
see e.g. ref. [130].

The Lagrangian (5) is actually universal, in the sense that it describes soft graviton emission from
a completely generic self-gravitating system of characteristic size ∼ b and ADM energy ∼ E. The
moments then scale as ∼ Eb` and the EFT has manifest power counting in the multipole expansion
parameter ωb� 1 a well as the quantity h̄/Eb� 1 that controls quantum corrections. The EFT is
valid regardless of wether GNE/b� 1 or not. In the latter case, the insertions of the mass (` = 0)
moment are non-perturbative and must be re-summed. This is formally equivalent to expanding the
Lagrangian about a fixed non-trivial background gµν corresponding to the Kerr metric with mass

E and spin Sab, and using curved spacetime propagators and vertices for the radiation graviton
Feynman rules.

In the opposite limit, the EFT is a double expansion in ωb � 1 and GNE/b � 1, in which
case the graviton propagates in flat spacetime and insertions of the mass monopole into Feynman
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diagrams can be treated perturbatively. In the classical limit h̄/Eb � 1 only the diagrams with
a single external graviton survive, see Fig. 3. The resulting Feynman integrals are tractable by
standard techniques [106] and, at least at sufficiently small orders in GNE/b � 1 are calculable
analytically for arbitrary time-dependent source moments Ia1···a` , Ja1···a` .

Focusing on non-relativistic binaries, we assign power counting Ia1···a` ∼ Mr`, Ja1···a` ∼ Mvr`,
in which case the two expansion parameters of the EFT control effects down by different powers in
v: multipole corrections in powers of ωr ∼ v and gravitational wave “tails” (perturbative scattering
of outgoing radiation off the total mass M of the binary) in powers of GNM/r ∼ v3. In this regime,
it is possible to obtain the Wilson coefficients in Eq. (5) by matching to NRGR at distance scales
>∼ r where the two theories are both valid. For applications to classical binary inspirals it is only
necessary to match to NRGR in the sectors with zero or one external radiation gravitons. Using
diffeomorphism invariance, this is sufficient to determine the relevant non-linear couplings of the
radiation mode as well.

Matching to NRGR, the terms with zero external gravitons determine the conservative part of the
two-body interaction Lagrangian induced by potential graviton exchange. For the calculation of such
potentials, the relevant momentum space Feynman integrals are equivalent to those that one would
encounter in the calculation of a two-point function in a massless Euclidean quantum field theory in
3− ε spatial dimensions [70]. In a generic gauge, the potentials at the nPN order require knowledge
of n-loop Feynman integrals. However, by exploiting a convenient field redefinition of the graviton
that is well suited to the non-relativistic limit, introduced in refs. [131, 132, 133], it is possible to
postpone the number of loops by one order in perturbation theory. Within the EFT approach,
the non-relativistic spin-independent potentials at 2PN order where computed in ref. [134], which
introduced some of the tools necessary to carry out higher order PN loop diagrams. The systematic
study of higher order spinless PN potentials was initiated in [135] and extended [136, 137, 138] to
4PN in [138]. A complementary approach to the computation of gravitational potentials at order
4PN and beyond can be found in refs. [139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144].

For phenomenological applications, it is necessary also to incorporate spin-dependent potentials
into the PN predictions. The methodology for computing such effects within the EFT was introduced
in [99]. It has been used in the computation of spin-spin (“hyperfine”) [145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150]
gravitational interactions, spin squared [151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156] effects associated with finite
size, higher PN spin-orbit coupling effects [157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162] and even spin effects beyond
quadratic order [163, 164, 165].

Matching to the single soft graviton emission amplitude in NRGR determines the multipole
moments as functions of the particle orbital and spin variables. This was carried out to 1PN order
in [130] in the case of spinless binaries, and extended to 2PN order in ref. [166]. The relation between
the energy momentum pseudotensor and the moments as defined in Eq. (5) was made systematic
to all orders in the multipole expansion in ref. [167]. Spin corrections to the multipole moments
have been obtained refs. in [168, 169, 170, 162] where the current state of the art [162] includes spin
effects up to 4PN order.

It is convenient to compute radiative corrections to binary dynamics , e.g. effects from radiation
graviton exchange, directly in the radiation EFT of Eq. (5) rather than in NRGR. This has the
advantage that the results are universal, i.e. can be obtained without knowledge of the explicit form of
the multipoles, and therefore are valid for describing soft graviton radiation from an arbitrary energy-
momentum distribution of finite extent. For astrophysical applications, the relevant quantities are
the zero point function, which encodes the radiative corrections to the equations of motion (radiation
reaction forces), and the one-point function, which determines the waveform measured at the detector
as a function of the time-dependent moments evaluated on the solutions to PN equations of motion.
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In such calculations, one encounters both UV and IR logarithmically divergent Feynman dia-
grams11. In order to preserve manifest diff invariance, these are defined via dimensional regulariza-
tion, where the log divergences correspond to poles in ε = 4 − d. The IR divergences arise from
so-called “gravitational wave tails,” which refers to the distortion of the outgoing graviton wavefunc-
tions in the 1/r gravitational potential sourced by the mass monopole, as depicted in Fig 3(b)-(e).
They are analogous to the IR divergences found in non-relativistic Coulomb scattering, and in the
gravitational context appear first at order GNMω ∼ v3 beyond leading order, and then again at
every subsequent order in power of GNMω. The resolution [130, 169] of these IR divergences is
similar to the QED case [8]: in frequency space, the logarithmic dependence on the IR regulator
exponentiates to all orders in GNMω into an overall phase factor multiplying the graviton emission
amplitude [130]. This phase then cancels in the gravitational energy flux (emitted power), which
depends on the modulus squared of the amplitude. Similarly, upon transforming the amplitude
to the time domain, the IR divergent phase simply has the effect of shifting the argument of the
gravitational wave signal h(t) recorded at the detector. This shift is arbitrary, and is absorbed
into the definition of the (experimentally determined) “initial time” when the signal first enters
the detector’s frequency band [169]. Even though the dependence on the IR regulator disappears
from infrared safe physical observables, the gravitational wave tails leave a measurable imprint on
the waveform h(t): in the frequency domain, the graviton emission amplitude squared factorizes
as S(ω) × |A(ω)|2 [172, 173], where S(ω) = 4πGNMω/(1 − e−4πGNMω), is the Sommerfeld factor
familiar from Coulomb scattering in non-relativistic quantum mechanics.

The UV logarithmic divergences also have a a standard quantum field theoretic resolution [130].

In
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IR , they correspond to singularities due to graviton propagation in the short distance part

of the source’s gravitational potential, induced by relativistic corrections involving higher powers of
GNM/r. As such, they correspond to singularities in the multipole expansion, which are resolved
by the finite orbital separation between the binary constituents. They appear for instance in the
graviton emission amplitude (one-point function) at order (GNMω)2 ∼ v6, or 3PN, relative to the
leading order emission, see Fig. 3(c)-(e).

The UV divergent terms are analytic in the frequency, and can be absorbed into the Wilson

coefficients in the
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IR Lagrangian. As such, they imply the existence of RG equations for

the suitably renormalized multipole moments. For instance, the RG equation for the ` = 2 mass
moment in frequency space is given by [130]

µ
d

dµ
Iab(ω, µ) = −214

105
(GNMω)2Iab(ω, µ),

which is a universal result that holds for arbitrary systems that emit soft radiation with GNMω � 1.
In the binary problem, running the RG from a scale µ0 ∼ r of order the orbital scale in the UV to
a scale µ ∼ ω ∼ v/r in the IR, then predicts the entire pattern of logarithms of velocity in the mass
quadrupole channel. e.g. , for a binary system in a circular orbit with angular frequency ω, one finds

Ė`=2E

log

Ė`=2E

LO

=

[
µ

µ0

]− 428
105 (GNMω)2

= 1− 428

105
v6 ln v +

91592

11025
v12 ln2 v − 39201376

347287
v18 ln3 v + · · · .

Similarly RG flows occur at higher PN orders for the ` = 0 moment M [174, 175], and for generally
for the mass and current multipoles at each ` ≥ 2 [176]. Of course, the RG by itself does not fix the
UV scale µ0 ∼ 1/r where we define the Wilson coefficients. That must be determined by doing a

11The resulting Feynman integrals take the form of 3D integrals over Euclidean loop momentum involving “massive”
propagators 1/(~̀2−ω2) at fixed (complex) values of the external frequencies ω. Restricting the EFT to the sector with
at most one external radiation graviton implies that at most one external momentum can show up in the propagators.
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3PN matching calculation to NRGR, where the orbital scale is non-zero and the UV divergent logs

of
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IR get replaced by finite logarithms of the orbital separation.

The EFT defined by Eq. (5) is also well suited to the calculation of radiative corrections to the
binary equations of motion induced by gravitational wave emission. Classical radiation reaction in
worldline EFTs was first studied in the context of finite size corrections to the Abraham-Lorentz-
Dirac equations of motion in classical electrodynamics in ref. [177]. The definitive approach to
radiation reaction in the gravitational case, using the full Schwinger-Keldysh machinery, was initiated
by Galley and Tiglio [102], and has been extended to ultra-relativistic sources in ref. [178], to
include higher order PN corrections, e.g. tails and other “hereditary” or “memory” effects, in
refs. [179, 180, 174, 175, 181, 182, 183, 184] and to include the spin of the binary constituents in
refs. [185, 186, 170, 171]. We note that, in general, radiation reaction effects need not be purely
dissipative. For example, at 4PN order, there can be T -even conservative contributions to the
equations of motion due to radiation. Such conservative contributions have been studied in detail
in refs. [175, 187, 188, 189, 190], which explain the precise way in which the radiation and potential
sectors of the EFT conspire to cancel unphysical IR divergences that arise at intermediate steps,
yielding unambiguous IR finite predictions for binary dynamics at 4PN order.
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The formalism as described so far is adequate for compact objects whose internal structure is gapped,
so that gravitational interactions at scales longer than the orbital radius cannot irreversibly modify
the intrinsic properties of the object. For black holes, though, this frequency gap is of order 1/rs, so
that finite size effects will come in at some finite order in rs/r ∼ v2 in the PN expansion. In order to
have a fully systematic treatment of PN black hole binary dynamics, such dissipative effects cannot
be neglected.

For instance, from black hole perturbation theory [191] it is known that the change in mass due
to tidal heating induced by a small binary companion in a bound orbit appears at order 4PN [192] in
the Schwarzschild case, and becomes enhanced to 2.5PN [193] for (near extremal) Kerr black holes.
In the latter case, the tidal interactions can actually decrease [194, 195] the mass of the black hole
as a consequence of stimulated emission (“rotational superradiance”) [196, 197], a field theoretic
realization of the Penrose process [198] of energy extraction from the black hole’s ergosphere.

On general grounds [199], dissipation, e.g. flux of energy and angular momentum across the
surface of the compact star, signals the presence of a continuum spectrum of localized degrees of
freedom that couple to gravity in the bulk spacetime. For a neutron star, the additional degrees
of freedom correspond to the low-lying hydrodynamic modes of nuclear matter, while for classical
black holes, the horizon fluctuations are presumably related to the quasinormal mode solutions of
the Teukolsky equation. Regardless of the microscopic origin of the internal degrees of freedom,
their presence has an effect on the binary inspiral dynamics at some order in the PN expansion.

It is therefore useful to have a way of incorporating the effects of dissipation directly in the
worldline description of the compact objects, without explicitly having to track the evolution of
the internal modes themselves. An EFT framework for this was first introduced in ref. [80], which
describes the long wavelength dissipative response of compact objects to external gravitational per-
turbations, by “integrating in” a quantum mechanical 0+1-dimensional defect field theory of degrees
of freedom localized on the worldline.

Independent of their UV origin, in the long distance limit these modes have local diff and repa-
rameterization invariant couplings to the spacetime curvature. Organizing the algebra of defect
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operators in terms of the linearly realized rotations about the objects spatial location, the symme-
tries of the EFT guarantee that the Lagrangian must be of identical form to Eq. (5), where now the
multipole moments Ia1···a` , Ja1···a` , should be regarded as a set of composite operators constructed
out of the microscopic degrees of freedom, acting on some internal Hilbert space of physical states.
As long as we probe the system with slowly varying fields, the compact object itself also appears as
a Zoomed Out Single Object, even if its internal structure is arbitrarily complicated.

We do not need to know what the internal modes are in order to make predictions in the infrared.
In this case, long distance observables can be calculated in terms of the correlation functions of the
multipole operators, which in turn are determined by a matching calculation to the UV theory. The
power counting of the EFT indicates that at long distances, the leading contribution is from the
two-point correlators of the electric and magnetic quadrupole operators

〈Iab(τ)Icd(0)〉, 〈Jab(τ)Jcd(0)〉

evaluated in the equilibrium (pure or mixed) state of the object. Predictions in the EFT, in powers
of ωR � 1 are systematically improvable by including more multipoles, higher-point correlators, or
perturbative graviton interactions which scale as powers of GNMω <∼ ωR � 1.
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we compute on-shell graviton scattering off an isolated object in the

EFT, using Eq. (5), and compare it to the low frequency limit of the corresponding observable in
the full theory. As an example, consider graviton absorption by a Schwarzschild black hole, which
in the EFT has the matrix element

iA(M → X) ≈ i

2mPl

∫
dte−iωt〈X|Iab(t)|M〉 × 〈0|Eab(t, 0)|k, h〉+ magnetic

in the rest frame, to leading order in 1/mPl. Here, the matrix element 〈0|Eab(t, 0)|k, h〉 between the
one-graviton state of four-momentum kµ (k0 = ω > 0), helicity h = ±2, and the vacuum is readily
computed by standard canonical quantization of Eq. (1), as in [3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. The transition matrix
element 〈X|Iab(t)|M〉 from the initial black hole of mass M to some unknown final state |X〉 is not
calculable in the EFT, but asuming unitarity

∑

X

|X〉〈X| = 1H,

we can express the inclusive absorption cross section for a graviton incident on the horizon,

σabs(ω) = lim
T→∞

1

2ω

∑

X

|A(M → X)|2
T

= GNπω
3

∫
dteiωtε∗cd,h(k)〈Icd(t)Iab(0)〉εab,h(k) + magnetic,

in terms of the two-point correlators of the ` = 2 multipole operators in the initial state of a black
hole of mass M and spin J .

The cross section σabs(ω) is a physical quantity that can be compared against the predictions
of classical general relativity in the limit rsω � 1, where the EFT description is useful. Using the
classical absorption probabilities calculated in refs. [197, 22] one finds that σabs(ω) ≈ 4πr6

sω
4/45,

and exploiting the rotational invariance of the Schwarzschild black hole to write

∫
dteiωt〈Iab(t)Icd(0)〉 =

1

2

[
η⊥acη

⊥
bd + η⊥adη

⊥
bc −

2

3
η⊥abη

⊥
cd

]
AE+(ω),

(η⊥ab = ηab−papb/M2 is the spatial metric in the black hole’s rest frame) one finds that the frequency
space correlators are AE+(ω) = AB+(ω) ≈ 2θ(ω)r6

sω/45GN to leading order in rsω � 1. In the case
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of spinning objects, the correlator is no longer determined by a single form factor AE,B+ (ω) as more
tensor structures, involving the spin vector of the object, can appear. For non-zero spin, the EFT
has been extended to slowly spinning black holes [200] , to more general spinning sources in ref. [201],
and generalized to rapidly spinning (close to extremal) Kerr black holes [202].

The point of this exercise is that the same12 correlators that one extracts from on-shell observables
in the one-body sector also control off-shell graviton exchange processes in the two-body sector,
where the binary dynamics is described by NRGR. By including diagrams with insertions of the
multipole operators Iab, Jab, it becomes possible to include the effects of horizon dynamics in the
EFT while retaining a worldline description of the binary constituents. For example, single graviton
exchange between two black holes generates a tidal friction (T -odd) term in the two-body equations
of motion associated with the excitation of horizon modes, leading to a flux of energy across the
event horizon of the form

dE

dt

∣∣∣∣
h

=
8

5

G5
Nm

2
1m2

|~x1 − ~x2|
(m1 +m2)

[
1 + 3χ2

1 −
15

4
χ2

1

(
~s1 · (~x1 − ~x2)

|~x1 − ~x2|

)2
]
~S1 · ~L+ (1↔ 2), (6)

at leading PN order.

For nearly maximally rotating black holes, with χ = |~S|/GNM <∼ 1, Eq. (6) gets enhanced, by
the superradiant effect, to 2.5PN order compared to 4PN in the Schwarzschild case, χ = 0. Notice
that the energy flux can have either sign depending on the relative orientation between the black hole
spin and the orbital angular momentum ~L. In particular, it is possible to extract rotational energy
from the black holes as in the Penrose process [198]. Eq. (6) generalizes to arbitrary orbits and spin
orientations earlier results obtained by classical techniques in [204, 205, 206]. Other applications of
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to the tidal interactions of compact objects can be found in refs. [203, 207, 208, 209, 210,

211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218]. An analogous formalism for dissipative effects in cosmological
EFTs was introduced in [219].

Because the effects of the horizon become as large as 2.5PN order, it is phenomenologically well
motivated to study corrections to this result. These have been obtained in the extreme mass limit
using black hole perturbation theory in ref. [193], and in refs. [205, 206] as a specific case of a
more general process where the black hole propagates in a background spacetime whose curvature
scale is large. In the regime where these two distinct expansion schemes overlap, the 1PN limit
of the results in [193, 205] for the horizon energy and angular momentum fluxes are in agreement.
However, there is a discrepancy at order 1.5PN between the more general methods used in [206]
and those of [193] obtained by analytically solving the Teukolsky equation in the rsω � 1 PN limit.
This disagreement motivates an independent computation of these effects, using the EFT techniques
outlined here, which is underway.

2.3 Quantum effects
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formalism is explictly quantum mechanical, it is capable of describing processes

involving quantum black holes interacting with other particles or fields. In particular, it can be
used [220, 221] to take into account the effects of Hawking radiation on scattering observables. The
EFT description assumes that black holes behave according to quantum mechanical rules, with

12The correlators that appear in classical binary evolution are the retarded (causal) Green’s functions
−iθ(τ)〈[O(τ),O(0)] rather than the Wightman functions. The causal two-point correlator is related to the Wightman

function by a dispersion relation whose form in
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was worked out in the non-spinning case in [203, 113] and

in [202] for non-zero spin.
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unitary time evolution and a complete Hilbert space of microstates. It is valid in the window of
momentum transfers q defined by

t−1
Page � q � 1/GNM � mPl,

where, e.g. in the Schwarzschild case, the black hole evaporation scale is of order the Page time [22],
tPage ∼ G2

NM
3
BH . The upper bound ensures that the worldline description of the black hole is re-

liable, while the lower bound allows us to treat black holes as approximately long-lived asymptotic
states in the S-matrix. Since GNMBH � 1/mPL, the black holes can be regarded as being semi-
classical. Because the time scales in a given process are short compared to tPage, we need not worry
about having to take into account whatever physics is responsible for unitarizing the evaporation
process, see e.g. [23] for a summary of current opinion on this subject.

To construct the EFT, we have to determine how the structure of multipole operator correlation
functions is modified by the presence of a Hawking thermal spectrum of radiation emission from the
black hole. As in the classical case, we match to the simplest possible observables that depend, on
the EFT side, on the multipole correlators. It is convenient in particular to calculate the on-shell
transition probabilities p(n→ m) for a Kerr black hole to emit m gravitons out to future null infinity,
given that n particles each of fixed energy ω are incident on the black hole in the far past. Explicit
results [222, 223] are available13 for this observable, in the limit of free quantum field theory in the
black hole background.
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IR

, one finds that to leading order in ω/mPl � 1, the n → m-particle probabilities

are controlled by n+m-point Wightman correlation functions of the multipole operators in Eq. (5).
Given the structure of the full theory result [222, 223], these higher points correlators factorize
into suitable products of two-point functions, up to non-Gaussianities suppressed by ω2/m2

Pl � 1.
Somewhat surprisingly, one finds that at rsω � 1 the effects of Hawking radiation are not Planck
suppressed at the level of the Wightman functions. Instead, they become enhanced in the limit
h̄ω/TH = 4πrsω � 1 where the EFT is valid, a consequence of the high temperature behavior of
the Planck distribution.

Despite this enhancement at the level of the Wightman functions, the effects of Hawking radiation
cancel at the level of free field retarded correlators. Up to corrections suppressed by 1/mPl these
take the same form in the Unruh state [224] that describes an evaporating black hole or the Boulware
state [225] where the black hole does not emit radiation. Consequently, finite size effects associated
with the quantized nature of the black hole horizon, e.g. in the observables discussed in sec 2.2,
are suppressed by at least one power of ω2/m2

PL � 1. Thus, if one assumes that black holes evolve
according to the usual rules of quantum mechanics, the results of [220] imply a no-go theorem on
the possibility of detecting black hole hair or other possible exotic signatures of quantum behavior
in binary black hole mergers at LIGO/VIRGO or any other foreseeable experiment.

On the other hand, the emission of Hawking radiation does modify observables that depend on
the Wightman functions directly. While not of phenomenological important, an example [221] of
formal interest is the inelastic scattering of elementary particles incident on a semiclassical black
hole, mediated by the exchange of virtual (off-shell) Hawking gravitons. For illustration, consider
a scalar particle φ with mass in the range kBTH � mφ � MBH . In this window, direct s-channel
product of φ-particle Hawking pairs is exponentially (Boltzmann) suppressed, so that the scattering
process

φ(p) + BH→ φ(p′) + BH′

13The results of refs. [222, 223] are for free scalar fields propagating in the black hole background, but they generalize
naturally to higher spin s > 0 fields by simply replacing the scalar transmission coefficients by their higher spin version
found in refs. [197, 22].
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proceeds instead through graviton exchange. One finds the result

d3σ

dq2d(q · v)
≈ 7GNr

5
s

270π[(v · p)2 −m2
φ]

[
(v · p)4 −m2

φ(v · p)2

(
1− 12

7

(v · q)2

q2

)

+
1

7
m4

(
1− 3

(v · q)2

q2
+ 6

(v · q)4

q4

)]
, (7)

for the differential cross section in the black hole rest frame vµ = (1,~0), as a function of the mo-
mentum transfer qµ = pµ − p′µ. The point of this result is that, in generic regions of phase space,
the integrated cross section scales as ∼ q2/m2

Pl relative to the leading order classical gravitational
scattering between point masses M , mφ. It is parametrically of the same size as the sort of O(h̄)
corrections from graviton vacuum polarization loops that appear in Eq. (2) [221]. Eq. (7) can be
therefore be regarded as a specific realization of a qualitatively new phenomenon in low energy quan-
tum gravity associated with the exchange of virtual Hawking gravitons and tractable (calculable)
by the methods of EFT applied to gravity.

3 Outlook

Spurred by both theoretical and experimental breakthroughs, the first quarter of the 21st century
has seen sustained progress in our understanding of the classical and quantum dynamics of gravity
in the infrared. On the theoretical front, this progress has been predicated in large part on the fact
that in gravity, as in other field theories (e.g. the Standard Model), UV physics decouples from
long distance observables, so that the tools of effective field theory can be applied to gain conceptual
insight and computational advantage.

As discussed in the introduction, the tools of EFT have been brought to bear in recent years on
a number of questions in cosmology and astrophysics, where gravitational interactions play a crucial
role. An example that illustrates many of the new concepts that arise in the application of EFT
ideas to gravity is the theory of compact objects first introduced in [70], which is the main focus of
this review. This tower of gravity EFTs gives a complete description of the adiabatic inspiral phase
of compact binaries, systematically incorporating the effects of physics at scales ranging from the
Schwarzschild radius up to the wavelength of the emitted gravitational waves.

This paper has focused on theories of gravity that flow to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian in
the infrared. There exists a gigantic body of literature on long distance modifications of general
relativity, either by relevant (e.g. mass) deformations of Eq. (1) or by additional light fields in the
gravitational sector. A review of this literature is beyond the scope of this review. However, many of
the same EFT ideas mentioned here can be applied in such models. In the case of binary dynamics,
such EFTs have been analyzed e.g., in refs. [226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 236,
237, 238, 210, 239, 240, 241, 211, 242, 213, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249], while an EFT for
extended defects of various dimensions coupled to gravity was introduced in [250, 251].

Another topic not treated in this review, which has been the subject of considerable recent efforts,
is the interface between EFT methods for gravitational two-body dynamics and other perturbative
approaches. For instance, the applications of EFT to the self-force problem in classical general
relativity (see refs. [252, 253] for reviews) have been discussed in [254, 255, 256, 178, 257], although
this subject remains somewhat unexplored. Finally, refs. [258, 259, 260] established a dictionary
between the conservative sector of NRGR and the on-shell S-matrix for heavy particles coupled
to gravity. This has stimulated a flurry of theoretical activity, reviewed in ref. [107]. Given the
promising experimental situation in gravitational wave astronomy, it is a safe bet to expect sustained
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growth in the years to come at the confluence of on-shell amplitudes, classical general relativity, and
the EFT approach to compact binary mergers
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