arXiv:2308.01865v2 [hep-th] 27 Feb 2024

HU-EP-23/43-RTG

Renormalizing Love: tidal effects at the third post-Newtonian order

Manoj K. Mandal,^{a,b,c} Pierpaolo Mastrolia,^{a,b} Hector O. Silva,^d Raj Patil,^{d,e} Jan Steinhoff^d aDipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia, Università degli Studi di Padova, Via Marzolo 8, I-35131 Padova, Italy.

bINFN, Sezione di Padova, Via Marzolo 8, I-35131 Padova, Italy.

cMani L. Bhaumik Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of California at Los Angeles, Los Angeles, CA 90095, USA.

dMax Planck Institute for Gravitational Physics (Albert Einstein Institute), Am Mühlenberg 1, Potsdam D- 14476, Germany eInstitut für Physik und IRIS Adlershof, Humboldt-Universit ät zu Berlin, Zum Großen Windkanal 2, D-12489 Berlin, Germany E-mail: manojkumar.mandal@pd.infn.it, pierpaolo.mastrolia@unipd.it,

hector.silva@aei.mpg.de, raj.patil@aei.mpg.de, jan.steinhoff@aei.mpg.de

Abstract: We present the conservative effective two-body Hamiltonian at the third order in the post- Newtonian expansion with gravitoelectric quadrupolar dynamical tidal-interactions. Our derivation of the effective two-body Lagrangian is based on the diagrammatic effective field theory approach and it involves Feynman integrals up to three loops, which are evaluated within the dimensional regularization scheme. The elimination of the divergent terms occurring in the effective Lagrangian requires the addition of counterterms to ensure finite observables, thereby introducing a renormalization group flow to the post-adiabatic Love number. As a limiting case of the renormalized dynamical effective Hamiltonian, we also derive the effective Hamiltonian for adiabatic tides, and, in this regime, calculate the binding energy for a circular orbit, and the scattering angle in a hyperbolic scattering.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 An EFT description of tides 4

3 Computational algorithm 6 3.1 The effective Lagrangian 6 3.2 Removal of higher order time derivatives 7 3.3 Removal of spurious divergences 8

4 Renormalization 9 4.1 Analysis of divergent terms 9 4.2 Beta-function for post-adiabatic Love number 11 4.3 Radiation from a single neutron star 12

5 Dynamical tides 13

6 Adiabatic tides 16 6.1 Effective Hamiltonian 16 6.2 Binding energy 17 6.3 Scattering angle 18

7 Conclusions 19

1 Introduction

A new era in astronomy and cosmology has begun with the recent gravitational wave (GW) detections by the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA collaboration [1]. The worldwide network of ground-based [2–7], as well as space-based GW detectors [8] continues to grow, and will grant access to an ever broader frequency band with higher sensitivity.

Among the most significant sources of GWs are the neutron star (NS) binaries [9–11], which provide insights into the physics of dense nuclear matter within these stars. In a binary system, a NS develops a quadrupole moment due to the tidal interaction with its companion [12]. The imprint of such tidal interactions was observed in the GW signal GW170817 [9] and led to constraints on the underlying NS equation of state (EOS) [13–16]. These tidal interactions also give rise to oscillation modes of NS [17–21], in particular, the f-mode dynamical tides [22], which have been argued to be important in inferring the NS EOS [23] in upcoming observing runs of present GW detectors. Neglecting the dynamical tidal effects can introduce significant biases in the estimation of the tidal deformability, consequently impacting the accuracy of the EOS inferences. Moreover, the inclusion of dynamical tidal effects has been shown to improve the agreement between some GW models and numerical relativity simulations [24–27] (see also Refs. [28–31]), and are necessary to fulfill the scientific

– 1 – objectives of the next generation ground-based GW observatories [7, 32, 33]. In this article, we aim to model the effects of such dynamic oscillations of NS on the dynamics of the binary system.

We begin by considering the relativistic Lagrangian developed in Ref. [24] for the quadrupole f-mode oscillation of a NS coupled to an external tidal field, describing the dynamical tidal (DT) effects,^1

L_{DT} = z 4λω^2_f [ c^2 z^2 dQ_{μν} dτ dQ^{μν} dτ − ω^2_f Q_{μν} Q^{μν} ] − z 2 Q^{μν} E_{μν} − κ_d G^2_dm^2 c^6 z 2 Q^{μν} d^2E_{μν} dτ^2

, (1.1)

where ω_f is the frequency of the mode, λ is the tidal deformability [12], Q_{μν} is a symmetric trace-free tensor^2 that models the relativistic quadrupole moment of the star, u^μ = dx^μ/dτ is the four-velocity, E_{μν} = −c^2R_{μανβ} u^αu^β/z^2 is the gravitoelectric field and z = √ u^2 is the redshift factor. We work with the gravitational constant in (d + 1) spacetime dimensions written as G_d = ( √ 4π exp(γ_E) R)^ϵ G_N .

The last term in the above equation is the first non-minimal coupling that starts contributing to the conservative sector from 3PN order and κ_d = ( √ 4π exp(γ_E) R)^{−2ϵ}κ is the post-adiabatic Love number in (d + 1) spacetime dimensions. We express G_d and κ_d in this particular form because later on we will employ the modified minimal subtraction scheme [34], and hence the appearance of the 4π, the Euler-Mascheroni constant γ_E, and the (arbitrary) lenghtscale R. In the adiabatic limit [35–37], where ω_f → ∞, the tides do not oscillate independently and are instead locked to the external tidal field as Q^{μν} = −λE^{μν} − λκ_d G^2_dm^2 c^6 d^2E^{μν} dτ^2

. (1.2)

The first term is the leading order term in the small frequency expansion of the conservative response function of the quadrupole [38], when sourced by external tidal field and the second term is the nextto-leading-order correction of it, known as the post-adiabatic term. Substituting the above equation in Eq. (1.1), we obtain the Lagrangian for (post-)adiabatic tides (AT), which is given by,

L_{AT} = zλ 4 E_{μν} E^{μν} + λκ_d G^2_dm^2 c^6 z 2 E_{μν} d^2E^{μν} dτ^2

. (1.3)

We can also write a similar adiabatic Lagrangian for the higher multipole moments which are studied in Ref. [39]. See also Refs. [36, 37, 40–44]. In general relativity, in addition to the relativistic gravitoelectric tides, we also get a new sector of gravitomagnetic tides [45–52] that are coupled to the odd-parity normal modes of the NS, modeled by the current-type multipole moments. For the adiabatic limit of the gravitomagnetic sector, see Ref. [39]. In a systematic EFT construction of dynamical tides, further couplings should be included, as outlined in [52], and applied to gravitomagnetic tides, which we leave for future work.

In this article, we quantify the influence of the dynamic tides on the behavior of a compact binary system. To achieve this goal, we employ effective field theory (EFT) techniques [53] to analyze the inspiral phase of the binary, which occurs when its components are moving at nonrelativistic velocities and the orbital separation is large as compared to the length scale associated to each compact object. In this context, we apply a perturbative approach that involves a series expansion based on powers of v/c, where v represents the orbital velocity of the binary and c is the speed of light. The virial theorem dictates that, the kinetic energy is (−1/2) times the potential energies of a bound state

1This representation of the Lagrangian is not unique, as it is subject to field redefinition: for instance, the last term could be equivalently replaced with a redefined λ along with terms involving (E_{μν} )^2 and (dE_{μν} /dτ )^2 .

2We also impose a supplementary condition Q_{μν} u^μ = 0 on the quadrupole to project out the unphysical degrees of freedom.

– 2 – system. Thus, we set up the post-Newtonian (PN) analysis, expanding in two perturbative parameters: v/c and G_N , where G_N denotes Newton’s constant. Here, terms of the form (v/c)^n are referred to as being of (n/2)PN order. The PN analysis of the binary dynamics can be categorized into two sectors: the conservative sector, where emitted radiation is neglected and the orbital separation remains constant, and the radiative sector, where radiation carries away energy and momentum. At higher PN orders, these sectors can interact due to tail effects, originating from radiation being scattered by the orbital background curvature and affecting the orbital dynamics (see, e.g., Ref. [54].) By employing the EFT approach, we can determine observables at any given PN order using diagrammatic methods, first proposed in [53] and modern integration methods [55, 56], turning the problem into the determination of scattering amplitudes, which can be systematically obtained through the calculation of corresponding Feynman diagrams (see Refs. [57–59], for reviews). Following the same computational strategy as developed in [60–62], in order to compute the effective Lagrangian, we make use of an automated in-house code, interfaced to QGRAF [63], for the diagram generation, to xTensor [64], for tensor algebra manipulation, and to LiteRed [65], for the integral decomposition.

The effective Hamiltonian for conservative dynamical gravitoelectric tides was first computed in Refs. [24, 66] up to 1PN and then was extended up to 2PN in Ref. [62]. The effects of spin and tides were analyzed together in Refs. [52, 67, 68] for gravitomagnetic tides. In the adiabatic limit, the 2PN effective Hamiltonian was computed in Refs. [39, 44] for both gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic tides. Other works in PN theory can be found in Refs. [39, 48, 66, 69–71]. In the post-Minkowskian (PM) expansion, where the perturbative series is controlled by G_N alone, the adiabatic tidal corrections were studied to 3PM order in Refs. [72, 73]. See also Refs. [74–80]. Adiabatic tidal effects where also included in effective-one-body waveform models [81, 82] in Refs. [39, 43, 83–85] and in Refs. [24, 25, 67] for the case of dynamical tides. In this paper, we extend the state-of-the art of the analytic calculations of dynamical and adiabatic gravitoelectric tides in the conservative sector to 3PN order .

Within the diagrammatic EFT approach, higher-order perturbative corrections to the scattering amplitudes may contain divergent contributions. By adopting the dimensional regularization scheme, the divergent terms of multi-loop Feynman integrals are parameterised by poles in ϵ = (d − 3), where d is the continuous number of space-time dimension. The so-called ultraviolet (UV) divergences can be absorbed in the redefinition of the free parameters of the theory, known as renormalization, thus yielding finite results. The process of renormalization can be understood as a coarse-graining transformation on the system [86]. One can understand the effects of renormalization in classical context using the Kadanoff’s block-spin transformations [87]. See Ref. [88, 89] for renormalization in classical field theories coupled to external spatial sources.

Besides the UV divergences, the computation of the conservative potential for a binary system may also involve infrared (IR) divergences. In the point particle sector, starting from the 4PN order, we encounter IR divergences in the conservative sector, which are due the artificial separation of conservative and dissipative dynamics [90, 91]. However, in the computation of 3PN dynamical tides, we encounter only UV divergences. Part of these divergent terms can be removed by adding counterterms based on the world-line operators, which eventually can be removed with field-redefinitions. This procedure is equivalent to finding a suitable canonical transformation (in the Hamiltonian picture) or adding a total derivative (in the Lagrangian picture) [90]. We dub these divergences as spurious divergences as they do not have any effect on any physical observables. Additionally, we encounter UV divergences that are not spurious, which can be eliminated by the renormalization procedure, namely by introducing a new counterterm in the point particle Lagrangian, eventually yielding finite results. This counterterm affects the source coupling of the quadrupole moment with the gravitons. Hence, the renormalization procedure introduces the running of the post-adiabatic Love number κ.

– 3 –

Furthermore, we note that the same counterterm can also remove the UV divergences arising from the radiative sector [92, 93]. The appearance of an identical divergent term in both the conservative and radiative sector was observed in Ref. [53] just for the case of spurious divergences, which can be removed through field redefinition completely.

Analogously, in the recent computation of 4PM observables due to scalar interactions [94], the renormalization of one of the scalar tidal Love numbers was necessary to obtain finite results. Renormalization and running for conservative and dissipative Love numbers was also seen in Ref. [95] by determining the counter terms in the tidal response using BHPT (black-hole perturbation theory) for the case of Kerr black holes. In this article, we present the renormalization of post-adiabatic Love number as a consequence of divergences appearing in the conservative sector of the gravitational two-body system.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the description of tidally-interacting binaries in the EFT formalism. In Section 3, we present the algorithm used to compute the 3PN dynamic tidal potential. In Section 4, we present the procedure of renormalization required for the postadiabatic Love number to get a finite interaction Hamiltonian. Our main result, the effective dynamical tidal Hamiltonian (5.4), is presented in Section 5. In Section 6, we consider the adiabatic limit, and derive an effective adiabatic tidal Hamiltonian. We compute two gauge-independent observables: (i) the binding energy of a circular binary and (ii) the scattering angle for the hyperbolic encounter of two stars. Finally, we present our conclusions and avenues for future work in Section 7. This work is supplemented with three ancillary files: Hamiltonian-DT.m, containing the analytic expression of the Hamiltonian for the dynamic tides, Hamiltonian-AT.m, containing the analytic expression of the Hamiltonian for the adiabatic tides and Poincare Algebra.m, containing the result for the center of mass of the system which completes the Poincaré algebra and, hence, validates our results.

Notation – The mostly negative signature for the metric is employed. Bold-face characters are used for three-dimensional variables, and normal-face font, for four-dimensional variables. The subscript (a) labels the binary components on all the corresponding variables, like their position x_{(a)} and quadrupole moment Q_{(a)}. An overdot indicates the time derivative, e.g., v_{(a)} = ẋ_{(a)} is the velocity, a_{(a)} = ẍ_{(a)} the acceleration and Q̇ = dQ/dt. The separation between two objects is denoted by r = x_{(1)} − x_{(2)}, with absolute value r = |r| and the unit vector along the separation is n = r/r.

2 An EFT description of tides

In this section, we review the formalism developed to model the dynamic tidal oscillations of compact objects in Ref. [24]. The Lagrangian given in equation (1.1) can be written as

L_{DT(a)} = cP_{(a)μν} dQ^{μν}_{(a)} dτ − z_{(a)} [ λ_{(a)}ω^2_{f (a)}P^{μν}_{(a)}P_{(a)μν} + 1 4λ Q^{μν}_{(a)}Q_{(a)μν} ]

− z_{(a)} 2 Q^{μν}_{(a)}E_{μν} − κ_{d(a)} G^2_dm^2_{(a)}

c^6 z_{(a)} 2 Q^{μν}_{(a)} d^2E_{μν} dτ^2 , (2.1)

where the conjugate momenta P_{μν} with respect to the quadrupole moment are defined as, P_{(a)μν} = 1 c ∂L ∂(dQ^{μν}_{(a)}/dτ) = c 2λω^2_f z_{(a)} dQ_{(a)μν} dτ . (2.2)

– 4 –

The action for dynamical tides, written explicitly in terms of the physical^3 degrees of freedom, Q^{ij}_{(a)} and P^{ij}_{(a)}, can be obtained by expressing the dynamical variables in the rest frame of each body^4. This gives us the effective point-particle (“pp”) action

S_{pp} = ∑ a=1,2 ∫ dτ c [ −m_{(a)}z_{(a)}c^2 + L_{FD(a)} + L_{MQ(a)} + L_{EQ(a)} + L_{ËQ(a)} ] . (2.3)

The first term is simply the action for a point particle, while the remaining terms originate from the Lagrangian (2.1) as follows. The first term in Eq. (2.1) gives rise to,

L_{FD(a)} = P^{ij}_{(a)}Q̇^{ij}_{(a)} + c [ −u^μ_{(a)}ω^{ij}_μ ( S^{ij}_{Q(a)} 2 − S^{ik}_{Q(a)}u^k_{(a)}u^j_{(a)} z_{(a)}(z_{(a)} + u^a_{(a)}δ^0_a) ) − u^μ_{(a)}ω^{ai}_μ δ^0_aS^{ij}_{Q(a)} u^j_{(a)} z_{(a)} + S^{ij}_{Q(a)}u^i_{(a)} z_{(a)}(z_{(a)} + u^a_{(a)}δ^0_a) du^j_{(a)} dτ ] , (2.4)

which describes frame-dragging (“FD”) effects on the quadrupole moment of each binary component, where, the “tidal spin” tensor S^{ij}_{Q(a)} = 2 (Q^{ki}_{(a)}P^{jk}_{(a)} − Q^{kj}_{(a)}P^{ik}_{(a)}) , which describes the angular momentum of the dynamical quadrupole moment. The second term in Eq. (2.1) yields,

L_{MQ(a)} = −z_{(a)} [ λ_{(a)}ω^2_{f (a)}P^{ij}_{(a)}P^{ij}_{(a)} + 1 4λ_{(a)} Q^{ij}_{(a)}Q^{ij}_{(a)} ] = −z_{(a)}M_{Q(a)} . (2.5)

This term governs the dynamics of the quadrupole moment, which, by the second equality, can be described as a time-dependent effective mass term for quadrupole moment (“MQ”). Finally, the last two terms in Eq. (2.1) results in,

L_{EQ(a)} = − z_{(a)} 2 Q^{ij}_{(a)}E^{ij}_{(a)} and L_{ËQ(a)} = −κ_{d(a)}

G^2_dm^2_{(a)}

c^6 z_{(a)} 2 Q^{ij}_{(a)}Ë^{ij}_{(a)} . (2.6)

These terms act as a driving source for the quadrupole moment’s dynamics and are induced on each of the binary components by the gravitoelectric tidal field E^{ij}_{(a)} = B^a_{(a)i}B^b_{(a)j} e^μ_ae^ν_bE_{μν} of its companion.

Here the Poisson bracket of dynamical quantities i.e. the dynamic quadrupole Q^{ij} and its conjugate momenta P^{ij} is given as {Q^{ij} , P^{kl}} = 1 2 ( δ^{ik} δ^{jl} + δ^{il}δ^{jk} ) − 1 3 δ^{ij} δ^{kl} , (2.7)

which then implies a SO(3) angular momentum algebra for the tidal spin tensor S^{ij}_Q .

3The supplementary condition for the dynamical degrees of freedom in the rest frame of the star becomes: Q^{A0}_{(a)} = 0 , and P^{A0}_{(a)} = 0 where, we now explicitly see that Q^{AB}_{(a)} and P^{AB}_{(a)} are spatial tensors that encode only the physical degrees of freedom. Thus, we define the spatial tensor Q^{AB}_{(a)} δ^i_Aδ^j_B = Q^{ij}_{(a)} and P^{AB}_{(a)} δ^i_Aδ^j_B = P^{ij}_{(a)}.

4Different reference frames: (i) the general coordinate frame (denoted by Greek indices), (ii) the local Lorentz frame (denoted by small Latin indices), (iii) and the rest frame of the compact objects (denoted by capital Latin indices), and the Lorentz transformation, which boosts between the local Lorentz frame and the rest frame of the body is given by

B^a_{(a)A} = η^a_A + 2 u^a_{(a)}δ^0_A z_{(a)} − (u^a_{(a)} + z_{(a)}δ^a_0 )(u_{(a)A} + z_{(a)}δ^0_A)

z_{(a)}(z_{(a)} + u^aδ^0_a) .

– 5 –

3 Computational algorithm

3.1 The effective Lagrangian In this section, we present the used computational algorithm. The resulting potential will then be used in the next section to obtain the effective two-body Hamiltonian. The dynamics of the gravitational field g_{μν} is given by the Einstein-Hilbert action along with a harmonic gauge fixing term in d + 1 spacetime dimensions,

S_{EH} = − c^4 16πG_d ∫ d^{d+1}x √ g R + c^4 32πG_d ∫ d^{d+1}x √ g g_{μν} Γ^μΓ^ν , (3.1)

where Γ^μ = Γ^μ_{ρσ} g^{ρσ} , Γ^μ_{ρσ} is the Christoffel symbol, R is the Ricci scalar, and g is the metric determinant.

For the conservative dynamics of the system, we decompose the metric as g_{μν} = η_{μν} + H_{μν} , where H_{μν} is the potential graviton. We use the Kaluza-Klein parametrization to decompose the metric, where the 10 degrees of freedom of H_{μν} are encoded in three fields: a scalar ϕ, a three-dimensional vector A and a three-dimensional symmetric rank two tensor σ [96, 97]. In this parametrization, we write the metric as g_{μν} = ( e^{2ϕ/c2} −e^{2ϕ/c2} A_j /c^2 −e^{2ϕ/c2} A_i/c^2 −e^{−2ϕ/((d−2)c2)}γ_{ij} + e^{2ϕ/c2} A_iA_j /c^4 ) , with γ_{ij} = δ_{ij} + σ_{ij} /c^2 . (3.2)

We can now obtain the effective action for the binary by integrating out the gravitational degrees of freedom as follows, exp [ i ∫ dt L_{eff} ] = ∫ Dϕ DA_i Dσ_{ij} exp[i (S_{EH} + S_{pp})] , (3.3)

where the Einstein-Hilbert action is given by Eq. (3.1) and the point-particle action is given by Eq. (2.3). To perform this integration, we first decompose the effective Lagrangian L_{eff} as

L_{eff} = K_{eff} − V_{eff} , (3.4)

where K_{eff} is an effective kinetic term, which does not dependent on any integration of potential graviton (i.e., it is independent of integration over ϕ, A, and σ). We can compute K_{eff} directly up to the required PN order. Explicitly, we decompose K_{eff} in a point-particle, a frame-dragging, and a “quadrupole mass” contribution, i.e., K_{eff} = K_{pp} + K_{FD} + K_{MQ},

K_{pp} = ∑ a=1,2 m_{(a)} [ 1 2 v^2_a + 1 8 v^4_{(a)} ( 1 c^2 ) + 1 16 v^6_{(a)} ( 1 c^4 ) + 5 128 v^8_{(a)} ( 1 c^6 )] + O ( 1 c^8 ) , (3.5a)

K_{FD} = ∑ a=1,2 { P^{ij}_{(a)}Q̇^{ij}_{(a)} + S^{ij}_{Q(a)}v^i_{(a)}a^j_{(a)} [ 1 2 ( 1 c^2 ) + 3 8 v^2_{(a)} ( 1 c^4 ) + 5 16 v^4_{(a)} ( 1 c^4 )]} + O ( 1 c^8 ) , (3.5b)

K_{MQ} = ∑ a=1,2 M_{(a)} [ 1 + 1 2 v^2_a ( 1 c^2 ) + 1 8 v^4_{(a)} ( 1 c^4 ) + 1 16 v^6_{(a)} ( 1 c^6 )] + O ( 1 c^8 ) . (3.5c)

The terms that are obtained after performing the explicit integral are collectively denoted by the potential V_{eff} . These terms are computed by summing over the connected Feynman diagrams without graviton loops, as shown below,

V_{eff} = i lim_{d→3} ∫ d^dp (2π)^d e^{i p·(x(1) −x(2) )}

(2)(1)

, (3.6)

– 6 – where p is the linear momentum transferred between the two bodies. For this, we begin with generating all the topologies that correspond to graviton exchanges between the worldlines of the two compact objects. There is 1 topology at tree-level (G_N ), 2 topologies at one-loop (G^2_N ), 9 topologies at two-loop (G^3_N ), and 32 topologies at three-loop (G^4_N ). We then dress these topologies with the Kaluza-Klein fields ϕ, A and σ. The number of diagrams^5 appearing in the point-particle sector is given in Table 1a, whereas that in the tidal sector are given in Tables 1b, 1c, 1d and 1e. We use an in-house code that uses tools from EFTofPNG [98] and xTensor [64], for the tensor algebra manipulation, and LiteRED [65], for the integration-by-parts reduction, to compute these Feynman diagrams. This reduction recasts the Feynman diagrams in terms of two point massless master integrals [56] as shown in Fig. 1.

Gravity

Diagrams ←→ ≡ Multi-loop

Diagrams

Figure 1: The diagrammatic correspondence between the four-point EFT-Gravity graphs and the two-point quantum-field-theory (QFT) graphs.

Once the exact expressions for the master integrals are substituted, we perform a Fourier transform to obtain the position-space effective potential V_{eff} . The details of the algorithm and the expressions for the master integrals up to three loops can be found in Ref. [60].

After carrying out all these steps, the effective potential can be decomposed into a point-particle and a dynamical tide contribution, i.e., V_{eff} = V_{pp} + V_{DT}, where

V_{pp} = V_N + ( 1 c^2 ) V_{1PN} + ( 1 c^4 ) V_{2PN} + ( 1 c^6 ) V_{3PN} + O ( 1 c^8 ) , (3.7a)

V_{DT} = 3∑ n=0 ( 1 c^2 )_n ( V^{EQ}_{nPN} + V^{FD}_{nPN} + V^{MQ}_{nPN} ) + ( 1 c^6 ) V^{ËQ}_{3PN} + O ( 1 c^6 ) , (3.7b)

and we remark that V_{DT} has contributions due to the driving source, the “quadrupole-mass” and the frame-dragging terms, and the post adiabatic terms.

3.2 Removal of higher order time derivatives

The potential V_{eff} computed in the previous section, is a function of the dynamical variables x_{(a)}, Q_{(a)}, and S_{Q(a)} and M_{Q(a)}, and their higher order time derivatives. The first and higher-order time derivatives of Q_{(a)}, S_{Q(a)}, and M_{Q(a)} are removed using integration by parts, while second and higher-order time derivatives of x_{(a)} are removed using a coordinate transformation x_{(a)} → x_{(a)} +δx_{(a)} [99–103]. This coordinate transformation changes the Lagrangian as δL = δL δx^i_{(a)} δx^i_{(a)} + O(δx^2_{(a)}) , (3.8)

5The diagrams which can be obtained from the change in the label 1 ↔ 2, are not counted as separate diagrams.

– 7 –

Order Diagrams Loops Diagrams

3PN 130 0 9 1 38 2 75 3 8 (a) Point particle sector

Order Diagrams Loops Diagrams

3PN 168 0 9 1 43 2 101 3 15

(b) EQ sector

Order Diagrams Loops Diagrams

3PN 100 0 8 1 36 2 56

(c) FD sector

Order Diagrams Loops Diagrams

3PN 21 0 6 1 10 2 5 (d) MQ sector

Order Diagrams Loops Diagrams 3PN 1 0 1

(e) ËQ sector

Table 1: Number of Feynman diagrams contributing different sectors.

where δx_{(a)} is chosen such that it removes the undesirable terms from our final Lagrangian. In our case, the process of removing the higher order time derivatives using a coordinate transformation is equivalent to the substitution of the equation of motion for the acceleration a_{(a)} and its higher order time derivatives back into the Lagrangian [101]. This procedure converts the Lagrangian L_{eff} into the Lagrangian L̄_{eff} which depends only on x_{(a)}, v_{(a)}, and Q_{(a)}, but still contains divergent terms.

3.3 Removal of spurious divergences

After the removal of the higher order time derivatives, the effective Lagrangian L̄_{eff} contains several divergent terms. These divergent terms are generated by the two topologies as shown in Fig. 2. Part of these divergent terms can be removed by adding counter-terms based on the world-line operators, which ultimately can be removed by using field-redefinitions. So, this procedure becomes equivalent to adding total derivative terms to the Lagrangian or finding a canonical transformation on the corresponding Hamiltonian. As a result these divergences do not have any effect on the physical observable and are dubbed as spurious divergences.^6 For the removal of the 3PN spurious divergence in the point particle sector, following [105], we can add a total derivative term

L_{TD1} = ( 1 c^6 ) d dt [ G^3_N r^2 ( c_1 ( v_{(1)} · n ) + c_2 ( v_{(2)} · n ) )] , (3.9)

and gaining insights from [99], we choose another total derivative term

L_{TD2} = ( 1 c^6 ) d dt { G^3_N r^4 [ c_3 ( Q^{ij}_{(1)}v^i_{(1)}n^j ) + c_4 ( Q^{ij}_{(1)}v^i_{(2)}n^j ) + c_5 ( Q^{ij}_{(2)}v^i_{(1)}n^j ) + c_6 ( Q^{ij}_{(2)}v^i_{(2)}n^j )]

6The spurious divergences appearing in 3PN order can also be removed from the equation of motion [104].

– 8 –

+ G^3_N r^4 [ ( Q^{ij}_{(1)}n^in^j )( c_7 ( v_{(1)} · n ) + c_8 ( v_{(2)} · n ) ) + ( Q^{ij}_{(2)}n^in^j )( c_9 ( v_{(1)} · n ) + c_{10} ( v_{(2)} · n ) ) ]} , (3.10)

to remove the spurious divergence in the 3PN tidal sector. Here the coefficients are represented in the notation, c_n ≡ c_{ϵn} 1 ϵ + c_{Ln} log ( r R ) , for n = 1, 2, · · · 10 , (3.11)

and their particular values are given as,

c_{ϵ1} = 1 3 ( 4m^3_{(1)}m_{(2)} − m_{(1)}m^3_{(2)} ) , c_{ϵ2} = 1 3 ( m^3_{(1)}m_{(2)} − 4m_{(1)}m^3_{(2)} ) , c_{ϵ3} = − 107 35 m^2_{(1)}m^2_{(2)}, c_{ϵ4} = 107 35 m^3_{(1)}m_{(2)} ,

c_{ϵ5} = − 107 35 m_{(1)}m^3_{(2)}, c_{ϵ6} = 107 35 m^2_{(1)}m^2_{(2)} ,

c_{ϵ7} = 107 14 m^2_{(1)}m^2_{(2)}, c_{ϵ8} = − 107 14 m^3_{(1)}m_{(2)} ,

c_{ϵ9} = 107 14 m_{(1)}m^3_{(2)}, c_{ϵ10} = − 107 14 m^2_{(1)}m^2_{(2)} , (3.12) and c_{Li} = −3 c_{ϵi} for i = 1, 2 c_{Li} = −2 c_{ϵi} for i = 3, . . . , 10 . (3.13)

Now the modified Lagrangian L̄_{eff} + L_{TD1} + L_{TD2} is free of all the spurious divergences and still contains divergent terms in the 3PN tidal sector, which requires renormalization and we analyse it in the next section.

4 Renormalization

In this section, we first analyze the divergent terms present in the effective Lagrangian, which cannot be eliminated through the addition of total derivatives. These divergent terms are generated by the two topologies shown in Fig. 2. We show that to eliminate these remaining divergences, a renormalization procedure is necessary, where the divergent contributions are absorbed into the bare post-adiabatic Love number κ^B. As a consequence, we obtain a renormalized post-adiabatic Love number κ(R), which exhibits a nontrivial renormalization group flow.

4.1 Analysis of divergent terms First, we conduct a complete validity check of our computation, following the observation in Ref. [24]. Specifically, the Hamiltonians ~H^{EQ} and ~H^{FD} exhibit similarities to the spin-induced quadrupole ( ~H^{ES2} ) and spin-orbit Hamiltonians ( ~H^{SO}) when certain replacements are applied. Our analysis starts with L̄_{eff} + L_{TD1}, from which we derive the corresponding Hamiltonians ~H^{EQ}_{3PN} and ~HFD_{3PN}. These Hamiltonians are free of divergent and logarithmic terms in the point particle sector but contain such terms in the tidal sectors, respectively. On the other hand, following [60, 61], we obtain the ~H^{SO}_{N2 LO} and ~H^{ES2}_{N3 LO} , which are free of divergent and logarithmic terms in the point particle sector, but contains such terms in the spinning sector. Further investigations led us to find that these Hamiltonians are

– 9 –

(a) (b)

Figure 2: The topologies that give divergent contribution in the tidal sector at 3PN. Solid lines represent the compact object’s worldlines and the dashed lines represent the potential gravitons H_{μν} .

equivalent to each other up to a canonical transformation, with ~H^{EQ}_{3PN} being equivalent to ~H^{ES2}_{N3 LO} , and ~H^{FD}_{3PN} being equivalent to ~H^{SO}_{N2LO} , provided certain replacements are applied. This result serves as a robust consistency check, confirming the accuracy of our computation of the effective Lagrangian and the procedure of removing the higher-order time derivatives. However, an important distinction arises, while eliminating the divergent terms using a canonical transformation, between the tidal and the spinning sector. Notably, the kinetic term of Q^{ij} begins at 0PN order, whereas the kinetic term of S^{ij} starts at 0.5PN order. This discrepancy has a crucial consequence while computing the canonical transformation. The contributions from the Poisson bracket of the spin tensor at N^3LO can be ignored (see Ref. [61], Sec. 4.3.2), whereas the equivalent contributions from the Poisson bracket for the quadrupole tensor (Eq. (2.7)) at 3PN order cannot be ignored. This distinction accounts for the origin of the residual divergent terms present in the tidal sector while all the divergent pieces in the spinning sector can be removed by finding a suitable canonical transformation.

After the removal of all the spurious divergent terms, we obtain the following residual divergent term ( L̄_{eff} + L_{TD1} + L_{TD2} ) 1/ϵ = ( 107 105 m^2_{(1)}G^2_N 1 c^6 1 ϵ )( 3 2 G_N m_{(2)}

r^3 ( Q̈^{ij}_{(1)}n^in^j ) ) + (1 ↔ 2) , (4.1)

where we perform some algebraic manipulations to present the expression in a compact form. We observe that the divergent terms in Eq. (4.1) cannot be expressed as a total derivative and the tail effects in the case of dynamic tides start at 4PN order. So, we absorb the divergence in one of the coupling constants of the Lagrangian given in Eq. (1.1), by designing a counterterm, which will eventually lead to finite results. By examining the structure of terms in Eq. (4.1), we identify the following counterterm, which we can add to the point particle action (2.3).

L_{CT(a)} = −δ_{κ(a)}

G^2_N m^2_{(a)} c^6 z_{(a)} 2 Q^{ij}_{(a)}Ë^{ij}_{(a)} , (4.2)

where δ_{κ(a)} contains the divergence. The counter term Lagrangian contributes through a tree level diagram at this order as shown in Fig. 3, which renders the result finite, eventually. Now, the particular value of δ_{κ(a)} that cancels the divergent terms presented in the effective Lagrangian (4.1) is,

δ_{κ(a)} = − 107 105 1 ϵ . (4.3)

We note that the counterterm has the structure similar to L_{ËQ(a)}, while the divergence produced in the Eq. (4.1) is sourced by the L_{EQ(a)}. The addition of the counterterm to the point particle action

– 10 –

Figure 3: Counter-term diagram. The the cross symbol stands for the insertion of the counterterm constant δ_{κ(a)}. Solid lines represent the compact object’s worldlines and the dashed lines represent the potential gravitons H_{μν} .

in Eq. (2.3), leads to the renormalization of the post-adiabatic Love number

κ_{d(a)} = (√ 4π exp(γ_E) R )_{−2ϵ} ( κ_{(a)} + δ_{κ(a)} ) , (4.4)

where, the renormalized post-adiabatic Love number κ_{(a)} depends on the external scale R, which we analyse in detail in Sec. 4.2. One important thing to note is that the Lagrangian presented in Eq. (1.1) can be changed by a field redefinition, which in turn redefines the different Love numbers. Hence, the above mentioned procedure of renormalizing the post-adiabatic Love number κ is particular to this representation of the Lagrangian.

Moreover, the counterterm presented in Eq. (4.2) has an intriguing form, as it turns out to be identical to the counterterms introduced to eliminate the divergences in the radiation emitted by each NS, as discussed in [92, 93]. In Sec. 4.3, we discuss further into the connection of this counterterm with radiation. Similar set of counterterms was also observed in Refs. [94, 95].

4.2 Beta-function for post-adiabatic Love number Now both the gravitational constant and the post-adiabatic Love number depends on the scale R. However, any physical quantity should be independent of the arbitrary scale R. Indeed by demanding the scale independence of the bare couplings in the Lagrangian we obtain the corresponding renormalization group equations.

For the d-dimensional gravitational coupling, we obtain, 0 = dG_d dR = d dR [(√ 4πe^{γE} R )_ϵ G_N ] , (4.5)

which implies a trivial beta function for G_N given by, β(G_N ) ≡ R dG_N dR = −ϵ (√ 4πe^{γE} R )_ϵ G_N^{ϵ→0}= 0 . (4.6)

Similarly, for the post-adiabatic coupling, we obtain 0 = dκ_{d(a)} dR = d dR [(√ 4π exp(γ_E) R )_{−2ϵ} ( κ_{(a)} + δ_{κ(a)} ) ] , (4.7)

which results in the following beta function,^7 β(κ_{(a)}) ≡ R dκ_{(a)} dR = − 214 105 . (4.8)

7Similar beta-function can be found for the parameter λ_8 of the following scalar theory, L = 1 2 (∂_μϕ)^2 − 1 2 m^2ϕ^2 − 1 6! λ_6ϕ^6 − 1 8! λ^2_6λ_8ϕ^8

– 11 –

The solution of the above given beta function is

κ_{(a)}(R) = κ_{(a)}(R_0) − 214 105 log ( R R_0 ) , (4.9)

where R_0 in the integration constant. Now the idea for choosing R will be the following [53]. In principle, we are allowed to choose the scale R to whatever value we want. But as shown in Eq. (5.7), the R-dependence enters the effective Hamiltonian via κ(R) and logarithmic terms of the form log (r/R).

When matching the point particle theory to an overarching theory for NSs, we should choose the scale R somewhere around the cutoff of the point particle theory, i.e. R ≈ R_0 ≈ R_{NS} where R_{NS} is some characteristic lengthscale of the NS. This will remove all the logarithmic terms from the matching procedure and we obtain a value for κ(R_0 ≈ R_{NS}). Then, when we analyse the two body system, we have R_{orb} ≈ r which is much larger than R ≈ R_{NS}, where R_{orb} is the characteristic lengthscale of the binary, and hence the logarithm in the Lagrangian blows up. So, in this case we will have to pick R ≈ R_{orb}, so that the logarithm is small and we get κ(R_{orb}) in the effective Lagrangian. Hence the logarithmic terms plays a role only in flowing the κ from κ(R_{NS}) to κ(R_{orb}) using the RG solution in Eq. (4.9). Something peculiar to observe is that, κ(R_{orb}) → −∞ when R_{orb} → ∞ i.e. when the radius of the binary is large. This is acceptable because as R_{orb} → ∞ there are factors of 1/r^m with the κ(R_{orb}) in the effective Lagrangian that suppress this logarithmic growth.

Using the above procedure, we will see that the observables will be independent of the arbitrary scale R only after performing the matching to an overarching UV theory of NSs. An example of this can be seen in Ref. [92], where the authors computed the flux emitted by a binary and obtained scale dependent logarithmic terms similar to that in Eq. (4.9). Such terms drop out when they include terms obtained by matching the quadrupole of the binary to the dynamics of two point particle constituents of the binary [54] and the total flux is independent of the arbitrary scale.

4.3 Radiation from a single neutron star In this section, we explore the relationship between the renormalization procedure used in the previous section and the computation of radiative observables from a single NS with a dynamical quadrupole oscillating at a frequency ω. The counter term required to achieve a finite result in our 3PN conservative computation is the same counter term that addresses the divergences in the radiative sector as the origin of the divergent is the same in both the cases (tail-type diagrams presented in fig. 2).

The radiative sector from the L_{EQ(a)} term in the Lagrangian was computed in Refs. [92, 93]. The radiative observable was expressed in terms of a matrix element of a single graviton emitted from the NS. The expression of these amplitudes upto two loops are given in Eq. (38) of [93], where they found that these amplitudes contain UV divergent terms and they can be removed by modifying the dynamics of the quadrupole as Q^B_{ij} (ω) = Q_{ij} (ω, μ) [ 1 + 107 105 ( G_N m_{(a)}ω c^3

)_2 1 ϵ ] . (4.10)

If we only consider the L_{EQ(a)} term, the above is equivalent to adding counter terms of the form shown in Eq. (4.2). This can be seen easily as follows, − z_{(a)} 2 E^{ij}_{(a)}Q^{Bij}_{(a)} = − z_{(a)} 2 Q^{ij}_{(a)} [ 1 + 107 105 ( G_N m_{(a)} c^3

)_2 ( − d^2 dt^2 ) 1 ϵ ] E^{ij}_{(a)}

= − z_{(a)} 2 Q^{ij}_{(a)}E^{ij}_{(a)} − δ_{κ(a)} G^2_N m^2_{(a)} c^6 z_{(a)} 2 Q^{ij}_{(a)}Ë^{ij}_{(a)} . (4.11)

– 12 –

In our case, since we have a definite dynamics assigned to the quadrupole by the L_{FD(a)} and L_{MQ(a)} terms, the renormalization of the quadrupole as done in Refs. [92, 93] introduces extra divergent terms. So, rather than performing the renormalization of the quadrupole, we renormalize the post-adiabatic Love number by adding the counter term given in Eq. (4.2), which can also remove the divergence as obtained in Eq. (38) of [93] in the radiative sector .

Additionally, in Ref. [53], it was observed that when starting with the point particle action (nonspinning and without tides), the stress-energy tensor and, consequently, the metric produced by a single compact object contain divergent terms. When we extend this analysis to a binary system comprising two such point particles, the divergent metric generated by the first object affects the second object, leading to the emergence of divergences in the two-body interaction potential. The divergent terms from both the metric and the interaction potential were removed with the introduction of a counter term in the point particle action and ultimately these counter terms vanished by applying a field redefinition in the Lagrangian. We see an analogous case for the 3PN tidal interaction potential. The radiative sector from the L_{EQ(a)} term in the Lagrangian contains divergent pieces. If one now computes the metric from this, it should also be divergent. Hence we should expect the same divergence to also show up in the two body tidal interaction potential. The only difference being, the counter term that removes the tidal divergence, cannot be removed by a field redefinition as opposed to the same in the point particle sector.

5 Dynamical tides

In this section, we present the result of the effective two-body Hamiltonian with dynamical gravitoelectric tides. We compute the Hamiltonian H from the Lagrangian obtained in the previous section using a Legendre transformation H(x, p, Q) = ∑ a=1,2 ( p^i_{(a)}v^i_{(a)} + P^{ij}_{(a)}Q̇^{ij}_{(a)} ) − L(x, v, Q) . (5.1) We express this Hamiltonian in terms of the total mass of the binary, denoted by M = m_{(1)} + m_{(2)}, the reduced mass by μ = m_{(1)}m_{(2)}/M, the mass ratio by q = m_{(1)}/m_{(2)}, the symmetric mass ratio ν = μ/M, and the antisymmetric mass ratio δ = (m_{(1)} − m_{(2)})/M, which are related to each other by, ν = m_{(1)}m_{(2)} M^2 = μ M = q (1 + q)^2 = (1 − δ^2) 4 . (5.2)

We express the results in the center-of-mass (COM) frame of reference and define the momentum in the COM frame as p ≡ p_{(1)} = −p_{(2)}. In the COM frame, the orbital angular momentum is defined as L = r × p. Hence, we can write p^2 = p^2_r + L^2/r^2, where p_r = p · n, p = |p| and L = |L|. We write the Hamiltonian in terms of dimensionless quantities, which are obtained by rescaling all the variables as follows ~p = 1 c p μ , ~r = c^2 G_N r M , ~L = c G_N L Mμ , ~H = 1 c^2 H μ , ~λ = c^{10} G^4_N λ M^5 , ~Q_{(a)} = c^4 G^2_N Q_{(a)} M^2μ , ~S_{Q(a)} = c G_N S_{Q(a)} Mμ , and ~M_{Q(a)} = 1 c^2 M_{Q(a)} μ . (5.3)

The total EFT Hamiltonian in the dimensionless parameters is given by

~H = ~H_{pp} + ~H_{DT} , (5.4)

– 13 – where

~H_{pp} = ~H_{0PN} + ( 1 c^2 ) ~H_{1PN} + ( 1 c^4 ) ~H_{2PN} + ( 1 c^6 ) ~H_{3PN} + O ( 1 c^8 ) , (5.5a)

~H_{DT} =^3 ∑ n=0 ( 1 c^2 )_n ( ~H^{EQ}_{nPN} + ~H^{FD}_{nPN} + ~H^{MQ}_{nPN} ) + ( 1 c^6 ) ~H^{ËQ}_{3PN} + O ( 1 c^8 ) . (5.5b)

The point particle Hamiltonian till 3PN is presented in the same gauge in Appendix C.1 of Ref. [60], the tidal Hamiltonian up to 2PN is presented in Ref. [62] and the novel result of 3PN Hamiltonian is given as,

~H^{EQ+ËQ} 3PN = ( ~Q^{ij}_{(1)} ~r^i ~r^j ) { ~L^6 ( − 15ν^4 32~r^{11} − 135ν^3 32~r^{11} + 45ν^2 32~r^{11} ) + ~L^4 ( ~p^2_r ( − 15ν^4 8~r^9 − 585ν^3 32~r^9 + 327ν^2 32~r^9 )

+ 75ν^3 4~r^{10} + 137ν^2 4~r^{10} − 101ν 32~r^{10} ) + ~L^2 [ ~p^4_r ( − 51ν^4 16~r^7 − 225ν^3 8~r^7 + 1527ν^2 32~r^7 − 105ν 8~r^7 )

+~p^2_r ( 1977ν^3 32~r^8 − 383ν^2 16~r^8 − 79ν 32~r^8 ) + ( −3763200 κ̄_{(1)} + 77175π^2 − 35396224 ) ν^2 501760~r^9 + (3675 κ̄_{(1)} + 16651)ν 490~r^9 − 1269ν^3 112~r^9 ] + ~p^2_r ( 3 ( 3763200 κ̄_{(1)} − 77175π^2 + 11490272 ) ν^2 627200~r^7 − 3(117600 κ̄_{(1)} + 679671)ν 19600~r^7 − 153ν^3 7~r^7 ) + ~p^4_r ( 477ν^3 32~r^6 − 291ν^2 8~r^6 + 327ν 32~r^6 )

+ ~p^6_r ( − 6ν^4 ~r^5 + 45ν^3 2~r^5 − 135ν^2 8~r^5 + 105ν 32~r^5 ) + ( 705600 κ̄_{(1)} − 1157625π^2 + 14115256 ) ν^2 156800~r^8 − 3(14700 κ̄_{(1)} + 44197)ν 9800~r^8 + 1 q [ ~L^6 ( − 15ν^4 32~r^{11} − 45ν^3 16~r^{11} + 105ν^2 32~r^{11} − 21ν 32~r^{11} )

+ ~L^4 ( ~p^2_r ( − 15ν^4 8~r^9 − 399ν^3 32~r^9 + 159ν^2 32~r^9 − 39ν 32~r^9 ) + 591ν^3 32~r^{10} + 973ν^2 32~r^{10} − 15ν 2~r^{10} )

+ ~L^2 ( ~p^4_r ( − 51ν^4 16~r^7 − 321ν^3 16~r^7 + 399ν^2 32~r^7 − 3ν 32~r^7 ) + ~p^2_r ( 1977ν^3 32~r^8 + 933ν^2 32~r^8 − 6ν ~r^8 )

+ ( 77175π^2 − 1536(2450 κ̄_{(1)} + 28169) ) ν^2 501760~r^9 − 1269ν^3 112~r^9 − 369ν 8~r^9 )

+~p^2_r ( − 3 ( −3763200 κ̄_{(1)} + 77175π^2 − 659872 ) ν^2 627200~r^7 − 153ν^3 7~r^7 + 117ν 8~r^7 )

+~p^4_r ( 219ν^3 8~r^6 − 735ν^2 32~r^6 + 9ν 2~r^6 ) + ~p^6_r ( − 6ν^4 ~r^5 + 27ν^3 2~r^5 − 45ν^2 8~r^5 + 15ν 32~r^5 )

+ ( 705600 κ̄_{(1)} − 1157625π^2 + 15841456 ) ν^2 156800~r^8 + 63ν 2~r^8 ]}

+ ( ~Q^{ij}_{(1)} ~L^i ~L^j ) { ~p^4_r ( − 21ν^4 16~r^5 − 45ν^3 4~r^5 + 24ν^2 ~r^5 − 105ν 16~r^5 ) + ~p^2_r ( 225ν^3 16~r^6 + 577ν^2 8~r^6 + 77ν 4~r^6 )

+~L^4 ( 15ν^2 16~r^9 − 45ν^3 16~r^9 ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( − 3ν^4 8~r^7 − 45ν^3 4~r^7 + 21ν^2 4~r^7 ) + 9ν^3 2~r^8 + 403ν^2 16~r^8 − 209ν 16~r^8 )

+ ( 3763200 κ̄_{(1)} − 77175π^2 − 25954688 ) ν^2 1254400~r^7 − (3675 κ̄_{(1)} + 52288)ν

1225~r^7 − 3ν^3 2~r^7

– 14 –

+ 1 q [ ~L^4 ( − 45ν^3 16~r^9 + 45ν^2 16~r^9 − 9ν 16~r^9 ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( − 3ν^4 8~r^7 − 12ν^3 ~r^7 + 39ν^2 8~r^7 − 3ν 4~r^7 )

+ 9ν^3 2~r^8 + 325ν^2 16~r^8 − 6ν ~r^8 ) + ~p^4_r ( − 21ν^4 16~r^5 − 237ν^3 16~r^5 + 69ν^2 8~r^5 − 3ν 16~r^5 )

+~p^2_r ( 15ν^3 ~r^6 + 1065ν^2 16~r^6 − 3ν ~r^6 ) + ( 384(9800 κ̄_{(1)} − 56157) − 77175π^2 ) ν^2 1254400~r^7 − 3ν^3 2~r^7 − 123ν 4~r^7 ]}

+ ( ~Q^{ij}_{(1)} ~r^i ~L^j ) ~p_r { ~L^4 ( 15ν^4 16~r^9 + 45ν^3 16~r^9 − 9ν^2 16~r^9 ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( 63ν^4 16~r^7 + 45ν^3 8~r^7 − 45ν^2 8~r^7 )

− 105ν^3 8~r^8 + 5ν^2 2~r^8 − ν 2~r^8 ) + ~p^4_r ( 123ν^4 16~r^5 − 45ν^3 2~r^5 + 129ν^2 16~r^5 ) + ~p^2_r ( − 81ν^3 8~r^6 − 229ν^2 2~r^6 + 453ν 8~r^6 )

+ ( 77175π^2 − 384(9800 κ̄_{(1)} + 8103) ) ν^2 156800~r^7 + (235200 κ̄_{(1)} + 2662147)ν 9800~r^7 + 93ν^3 7~r^7 + 1 q [ ~L^4 ( 15ν^4 16~r^9 + 3ν^3 ~r^9 − 33ν^2 16~r^9 + 3ν 16~r^9 ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( 63ν^4 16~r^7 + 147ν^3 16~r^7 − 45ν^2 8~r^7 + 9ν 8~r^7 )

− 15ν^3 ~r^8 + 3ν^2 8~r^8 + 3ν ~r^8 ) + ~p^4_r ( 123ν^4 16~r^5 − 81ν^3 16~r^5 − 57ν^2 16~r^5 + 15ν 16~r^5 ) + ~p^2_r ( − 171ν^3 8~r^6 − 555ν^2 8~r^6 + 9ν ~r^6 )

+ ( −3763200 κ̄_{(1)} + 77175π^2 − 5256352 ) ν^2 156800~r^7 + 93ν^3 7~r^7 + 30ν ~r^7 ]}

+ (1 ↔ 2) , (5.6a)

~H^{FD}_{3PN} = ( ~S_{Q(1)} · ~L ) { ~L^4 ( 11ν^3 8~r^7 + 9ν^2 16~r^7 − ν 4~r^7 ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( 23ν^3 4~r^5 + 21ν^2 8~r^5 − 2ν ~r^5 ) − 17ν^3 16~r^6 − 275ν^2 16~r^6 − 17ν 4~r^6 ) + ~p^2_r ( − 63ν^3 16~r^4 − 207ν^2 8~r^4 + 9ν 2~r^4 ) + ~p^4_r ( 10ν^3 ~r^3 − 81ν^2 8~r^3 + 2ν ~r^3 ) + 75ν^2 8~r^5 + 25ν 2~r^5 + 1 q [ ~L^4 ( 17ν^3 16~r^7 − 9ν^2 4~r^7 + 7ν 16~r^7 ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( 73ν^3 16~r^5 − 3ν^2 ~r^5 + 7ν 8~r^5 ) − 17ν^3 16~r^6 − 133ν^2 16~r^6 + 27ν 8~r^6 )

+~p^2_r ( − 63ν^3 16~r^4 − 411ν^2 16~r^4 + 27ν 8~r^4 ) + ~p^4_r ( 131ν^3 16~r^3 − 9ν^2 2~r^3 + 7ν 16~r^3 ) + 43ν^2 8~r^5 + 21ν 2~r^5 ] }

+ (1 ↔ 2) , (5.6b)

~H^{MQ}_{3PN} = ~M_{Q(1)} { ~L^6 ( 5ν^2 16~r^6 − 5ν^3 8~r^6 ) + ~L^4 ( ~p^2_r ( 15ν^2 16~r^4 − 15ν^3 8~r^4 ) + 3ν^3 8~r^5 + ν^2 ~r^5 )

+~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( ν^3 ~r^3 + ν^2 4~r^3 + ν ~r^3 ) + ~p^4_r ( 15ν^2 16~r^2 − 15ν^3 8~r^2 ) + 3ν^2 4~r^4 + 49ν 8~r^4 ) + ~p^2_r ( 7ν^2 4~r^2 + 10ν ~r^2 )

+~p^4_r ( ν^3 ~r + 5ν 8~r ) + ( 5ν^2 16 − 5ν^3 8 ) ~p^6_r +

3ν^2 4~r^3 + ν 2~r^3 + 1 q [ ~L^6 ( − 15ν^3 16~r^6 + 5ν^2 4~r^6 − 5ν 16~r^6 )

+~L^4 ( ~p^2_r ( − 45ν^3 16~r^4 + 15ν^2 4~r^4 − 15ν 16~r^4 ) + 3ν^3 8~r^5 + 45ν^2 8~r^5 − 15ν 8~r^5 ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^2_r ( ν^3 ~r^3 + 41ν^2 4~r^3 − 15ν 4~r^3 )

+~p^4_r ( − 45ν^3 16~r^2 + 15ν^2 4~r^2 − 15ν 16~r^2 ) − 23ν^2 8~r^4 − 11ν 4~r^4 ) + ~p^2_r ( − 13ν^2 4~r^2 − 9ν 4~r^2 )

– 15 –

+~p^6_r ( − 15ν^3 16 + 5ν^2 4 − 5ν 16 ) + ~p^4_r ( ν^3 ~r + 5ν^2 ~r − 15ν 8~r ) + 3ν^2 4~r^3 − ν 2~r^3 ]}

+ (1 ↔ 2) . (5.6c)

where,

κ̄_{(1)}(R) = κ_{(1)}(R) − 214 105 log ( r R ) , (5.7)

that combines the terms that depend on the external length scale R. The effective Hamiltonian in a general reference frame is provided in the ancillary file Hamiltonian-DT.m.

6 Adiabatic tides

In this section, we present our results for the adiabatic tides, that is, we take the ω_f → ∞ limit of the Hamiltonian (5.4). This eliminates the dependence of Hamiltonian on the variables Q_{(a)}, S_{Q(a)} and M_{Q(a)}, and hence simplifies our further calculations. We then compute the binding energy and scattering angle using the adiabatic Hamiltonian and compare these against known results in the literature.

The adiabatic limit physically refers to the quadrupole mode being locked to the external tidal field induced by the binary companion. In this case, the equation of motion for the Q^{ij}_{(a)} is given by

Q^{ij}_{(a)} = −λ_{(a)}E^{ij}_{(a)} − λ_{(a)}κ_{d(a)}

G^2_dm^2_{(a)} c^6

Ë^{ij}_{(a)} . (6.1)

We can then substitute Eqs. (6.1) in the Hamiltonian (5.4) to obtain the effective Hamiltonian for adiabatic tides.

Computationally it is efficient to compute dynamic tides and then take the adiabatic limit, than directly computing the adiabatic tides from the Lagrangian (1.3). This is because all the Feynman diagrams generated by (1.3) will be factorizable due to E^2 terms. Hence in this case we can compute 4-loop (G^5_N ) terms in the adiabatic observables by doing a 3-loop computation with the dynamic tides. The counter term for an adiabatic calculation starting from Lagrangian given in Eq. (1.3), can be obtained by using Eq. (4.4) in Eq. (1.3).

6.1 Effective Hamiltonian The effective adiabatic Hamiltonian is given by^8,

~H = ~H_{pp} + ~H_{AT} , (6.2)

where

~H_{pp} = ~H_{0PN} + ( 1 c^2 ) ~H_{1PN} + ( 1 c^4 ) ~H_{2PN} + + ( 1 c^6 ) ~H_{3PN} + O ( 1 c^8 ) , (6.3a)

~H_{AT} = ~H^{AT}_{0PN} + ( 1 c^2 ) ~H^{AT}_{1PN} + ( 1 c^4 ) ~H^{AT}_{2PN} + ( 1 c^6 ) ~H^{AT}_{3PN} + O ( 1 c^8 ) . (6.3b)

8At leading order, adiabatic tides contributes at 5PN which can be easily seen writing the Hamiltonian in the form of the dimensional Love number as shown in Eq. (5.3). We show here the relative scaling with respect to the 5PN order contribution.

– 16 –

The adiabatic Hamiltonian up to 2PN is presented in [62] and the novel result of 3PN Hamiltonian is given as,

~H^{AT}_{3PN} =~λ_{(1)} { ~L^6 ( − 45ν^3 32~r^{12} − 15ν^2 4~r^{12} − 33ν 32~r^{12} ) + ~L^4 ( ~p^2_r ( − 189ν^3 32~r^{10} + 99ν^2 8~r^{10} + 711ν 32~r^{10} ) − 9ν^2 ~r^{11} + 15ν 4~r^{11} )

+ ~L^2 [ ~p^2_r ( − 9ν^3 2~r^9 − 2775ν^2 16~r^9 − 72ν ~r^9 ) + ~p^4_r ( − 99ν^3 32~r^8 + 108ν^2 ~r^8 − 1431ν 32~r^8 )

+ 3(117600 κ̄_{(1)} + 1584771)ν 19600~r^{10} + 93ν^2 2~r^{10} ] + ~p^2_r ( 9993ν^2 56~r^8 − 3(117600 κ̄_{(1)} + 626121)ν 9800~r^8 )

+ ~p^4_r ( − 45ν^3 ~r^7 − 729ν^2 8~r^7 + 777ν 16~r^7 ) + ~p^6_r ( 1485ν^3 32~r^6 − 465ν^2 8~r^6 + 465ν 32~r^6 ) − 3(29400 κ̄_{(1)} + 429119)ν 9800~r^9 + 1 q [ ~L^6 ( − 15ν^3 8~r^{12} − 75ν^2 8~r^{12} − 99ν 16~r^{12} + 33 32~r^{12} ) + ~L^4 ( ~p^2_r ( − 9ν^3 ~r^{10} − 171ν^2 8~r^{10} − 27ν 16~r^{10} + 9 32~r^{10} )

+ 273ν^2 16~r^{11} + 1545ν 16~r^{11} + 495 16~r^{11} ) + ~L^2 ( ~p^4_r ( − 99ν^3 8~r^8 + 315ν^2 8~r^8 + 27ν 16~r^8 − 9 32~r^8 )

+~p^2_r ( − 9ν^3 2~r^9 − 831ν^2 16~r^9 + 567ν 8~r^9 − 99 8~r^9 ) + 867ν^2 28~r^{10} + 3 ( 8384 + 63π^2 ) ν 512~r^{10} − 1335 8~r^{10} )

+~p^2_r ( 2097ν^2 16~r^8 − 3 ( 20576 + 63π^2 ) ν 256~r^8 + 261 8~r^8 ) + ~p^4_r ( − 45ν^3 ~r^7 − 105ν^2 8~r^7 − 327ν 16~r^7 + 99 16~r^7 )

+~p^6_r ( 99ν^3 4~r^6 − 69ν^2 8~r^6 − 45ν 16~r^6 + 15 32~r^6 ) − 1599ν^2 56~r^9 + ( 6376 − 945π^2 ) ν 64~r^9 + 519 4~r^9 ]}

+ (1 ↔ 2) . (6.4)

This Hamiltonian in a general reference frame is provided by us in the ancillary file Hamiltonian-AT.m. Following the procedure described in Sec. 5.2 of Ref. [62], we have validated the above result by computing the complete Poincare algebra [106, 107] using the above result. The expression of the center of mass G^i is given in the ancilary file Poincare Algebra.m.

6.2 Binding energy

In this section, we compute the binding energy in the COM frame for circular orbits. The gauge invariant relation between the binding energy and the orbital frequency for circular orbits is obtained by eliminating the dependence on the radial coordinate. For circular orbits we have ∂ ~H(~r, ~L)/∂~r = 0 . We invert this relation to express ~r as a function of ~L. Then, we substitute ~L, written as a function of the orbital frequency ~ω = ∂ ~H(~L)/∂ ~L, in the Hamiltonian (6.2). Following this procedure we obtain the binding energy E as,

E_{AT} = E^{0PN}_{AT} + E^{1PN}_{AT} + E^{2PN}_{AT} + E^{3PN}_{AT} , (6.5)

where the energy up to 2PN is presented in [62] and the 3PN result is given as,

E^{3PN}_{AT} = x^9 {[ − 45 32 ν^3 +

74495 448 ν^2 + ( − 823243 784 + 8895π^2 512 ) ν + 894721 3136 + 321 7 (2ν − 1) log ( x ~R_{orb} )] ~λ_{(+)} + [ 825 64 ν^2 −

42225 224 ν + 378751 3136 − 321 7 log ( x ~R_{orb} )] δ~λ_{(−)} − 45(~λκ)_{(+)} } , (6.6)

– 17 – where x = ~ω^{2/3}, ~R_{orb} = c^2R_{orb}/(G_N M) and the combined dimensionless Love numbers are denoted by ~λ_{(±)} = m^{(2)}

m_{(1)}

~λ_{(1)} ± m^{(1)} m_{(2)}

~λ_{(2)} , (6.7)

(~λκ)_{(±)} = ~λ_{(1)}κ_{(1)}(R_{orb}) ± ~λ_{(2)}κ_{(2)}(R_{orb}) . (6.8)

Here, κ_{(a)}(R_{orb}) is evaluated at the orbital length scale R_{orb}, after evolving it using the RG Eq. (4.9) from the matching scale R_{NS}.

6.3 Scattering angle

Here we present the scattering angle χ in the COM frame for the hyperbolic encounter of two stars. We begin by expressing the Hamiltonian H (which is a function of p_r, L and r) to obtain p_r = p_r(H, L, r). Then, we use relation between the Lorentz factor γ and the total energy per total rest mass Γ = H/(Mc^2) given by γ = 1 √ 1 − v^2/c^2

= 1 +

Γ^2 − 1 2ν , (6.9)

where v ≡ |ṙ| is the relative velocity of the compact objects, and the total angular momentum L and the impact parameter b are related by L = (μγvb)/Γ. This allows us to exchange H for v and L for b. With this, we can then write the scattering angle as χ(v, b) = − γ μγv ∫ dr ∂p_r(v, b, r) ∂b − π . (6.10)

Performing this procedure with the Hamiltonian (6.2) yields the scattering angle computed in the COM frame, which we write as

χ_{AT} = χ^{0PN}_{AT} + χ^{1PN}_{AT} + χ^{2PN}_{AT} + χ^{3PN}_{AT} (6.11)

where the scattering angle up to 2PN is presented in [62] and the 3PN result is given as^9

χ^{3PN}_{AT} Γ = v^2 Mb^4 [ λ_{(+)} δλ_{(−)} ] · { π ( G_N M v^2b

)_2

1575 256 [ 1 0 ] ( v^6 c^6 ) + ( G_N M v^2b

)_3 1 70 [ 18073 2713 ] ( v^6 c^6 )

+ π ( G_N M v^2b

)_4 ( 1 458752 [ 304535296 − ( 46848512 + 231525π^2 ) ν 51930496 ] + 1605 64 log ( 2b R_{sc} ) [ 1 − 2ν 1 ]) ( v^6 c^6 )

+ ( G_N M v^2b

)_5 { 192 [ 1 0 ] + 48 [ 53 − 4ν 5 ] ( v^2 c^2 ) + 12 35 [ 28753 − 3480ν 7473 − 140ν ] ( v^4 c^4 )

+ ( 1 8575 [( 584325π^2 − 68190952 ) ν + 128915306 33894506 − 2486400ν ] + 903936 1225 log ( b 2R_{sc} ) [ 1 − 2ν 1 ]) ( v^6 c^6 )} }

+ v^2 Mb^4 [ (λκ)_{(+)} δ(λκ)_{(−)} ] · { π ( G_N M v^2b

)_4

1575 64 [ −ν 0 ] ( v^6 c^6 ) + ( G_N M v^2b

)_5

25344 35 [ −ν 0 ] ( v^6 c^6 )}

+ O ( G^6_N , v^8 c^8 ) , (6.12)

9For computing the logarithmic terms in the scattering angle, check Ref. [108].

– 18 – where combined Love numbers are denoted by,

λ_{(±)} = m_{(2)} m_{(1)} λ_{(1)} ± m_{(1)} m_{(2)} λ_{(2)} , (6.13)

(λκ)_{(±)} = λ_{(1)}κ_{(1)}(R_{sc}) ± λ_{(2)}κ_{(2)}(R_{sc}) . (6.14)

Here, κ_{(a)}(R_{sc}) is evaluated at the typical length scale R_{sc} of the scattering system, after evolving it using the RG Eq. (4.9) from the matching scale R_{NS}. Equation (6.12) agrees to 3PM (i.e., G^3_N ) with the result reported by Ref. [72, 73], obtained using techniques of worldline QFT [109] and the EFT developed for PM calculations [74], respectively.

7 Conclusions

We calculated the conservative two-body effective Hamiltonian, taking into account the dynamical tidal interaction up to 3PN order. Our approach involves Feynman diagrams up to three loops, which are evaluated using the dimensional regularization scheme. We also studied the adiabatic limit and obtained the adiabatic tidal Hamiltonian up to 3PN order. The fulfillment of Poincaré algebra constituted an important validation of the Hamiltonian. Additionally, we presented the analytic expressions of two gauge-invariant observables, namely the binding energy for bound orbits and the scattering angle for hyperbolic encounters.

In the considered action, we included the contribution from the non-minimal coupling (last term of Eq. (1.1)), which turned out to be crucial for ensuring the finite observables at the 3PN order. Interestingly, we found that not all the divergent pieces can be removed by adding a total derivative to the Lagrangian (canonical transformations on the Hamiltonian). Therefore, we constructed a counterterm to reabsorb those divergent pieces, yielding the renormalization of the the post-adiabatic Love number κ_{(a)}. Consequently, the latter experiences a renormalization group running, as shown in Sec. 4.2. According to the corresponding beta function, we observed that the value of κ_{(a)} increases, when reducing the external length scale R.

In the adiabatic limit, our results depend on the two Love numbers (Wilson coefficients within the context of point particle EFT), namely, λ (the tidal Love number) and κ (the post-adiabatic Love number). The determination of their specific values in the case of BHs requires a matching computation of an observable between the EFT and BHPT, as described in [110–116]. Notably, the tidal Love number λ is found to be zero for BHs [36, 37, 110, 117, 118]. However, the specific value of the post-adiabatic Love number κ remains unknown and requires further investigation. In the case of NSs, Love numbers are typically expressed in terms of their EOS. For λ, this was accomplished in Refs. [12, 35], and κ in Ref. [119]. It will be interesting to compute the particular values of κ for different compact objects [120–123]. The implications of the flow of the post-adiabatic Love number on the EOS of NS are very intriguing and warrant further investigation. An interesting implication of the running post-adiabatic Love number is that strictly adiabatic tides are impossible starting from the 3PN order of accuracy, but instead tides have to be dynamical. This also makes sense from a microscopic point of view: An exactly instantaneous tidal response is impossible since the propagation speed within the body cannot exceed the speed of light.

The adiabatic Love number λ was found to have a non-zero value for Schwarzschild BHs in spacetime dimensions other than four, as shown in Ref. [110]^{10}. Consequently, when using dimensional regularization, the Love number λ yields a finite contribution at O(ϵ = d − 3), which, in combination

10For analysis of Love numbers when nonlinearities in the theory are taken into account, see Ref. [124].

– 19 – with the divergent terms generated by the L_{EQ}, results in a finite O(ϵ^0) contribution. However, such contributions to observables could be absorbed into the contributions from the counterterm, so that the number of degrees of freedom to be matched does not increase. Furthermore, matching in arbitrary dimension d or in d = 3 will in general result in different values for λ and κ, but observables are the same in the limit ϵ → 0. We note that a matching for generic d might require the inclusion of evanescent operators [34], which are non-zero only in spacetime dimensions other than four. Indeed, it was observed in [125–127], that the scattering amplitudes from such operators can affect the matching equation determining the Wilson coefficients. Also the appearance of such operators in counterterms originating from physical operators leads to the mixing of physical and evanescent operators during the RG evolution [125].

In this work, we focused on the dynamical gravitoelectric quadrupolar tides, but our framework and our automatic computational techniques are general enough to be extended to obtain further higherorder corrections and also other types of tidal effects, like the dynamical gravitomagnetic tides [52, 68], as well as to incorporate higher order multipolar tides. The coupling of the oscillation modes of the NS with other degrees of freedom, such as its spin [67, 128–130], or other oscillation modes [131– 136] could also be incorporated. Finally, our 3PN Hamiltonians can be added to the time-domain effective-one-body waveform models of Refs. [24, 25].

Acknowledgements

We thank Sumanta Chakraborty, Thibault Damour, Rossella Gamba, Quentin Henry, Mikhail Ivanov, Gustav Jakobsen, Jung-Wook Kim, Oliver Long, Elisa Maggio, Saketh MVS, Alessandro Nagar, Ira Rothstein and Justin Vines for insightful comments and discussions. We would like to thank authors of [137] for pointing out a typo in equation (6.14). The work of M.K.M is supported by Fellini - Fellowship for Innovation at INFN funded by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement No. 754496. H.O.S acknowledges funding from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) - Project No. 386119226. R.P.’s research is funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation), Projektnummer 417533893/GRK2575 “Rethinking Quantum Field Theory”.

References

[1] LIGO Scientific, VIRGO, KAGRA Collaboration, R. Abbott et al., GWTC-3: Compact Binary Coalescences Observed by LIGO and Virgo During the Second Part of the Third Observing Run,

arXiv:2111.03606.

[2] LIGO Scientific Collaboration, J. Aasi et al., Advanced LIGO, Class. Quant. Grav. 32 (2015) 074001, [arXiv:1411.4547].

[3] VIRGO Collaboration, F. Acernese et al., Advanced Virgo: a second-generation interferometric gravitational wave detector, Class. Quant. Grav. 32 (2015), no. 2 024001, [arXiv:1408.3978].

[4] KAGRA Collaboration, T. Akutsu et al., Overview of KAGRA: Calibration, detector characterization, physical environmental monitors, and the geophysics interferometer, PTEP 2021 (2021), no. 5 05A102, [arXiv:2009.09305].

[5] M. Saleem et al., The science case for LIGO-India, Class. Quant. Grav. 39 (2022), no. 2 025004, [arXiv:2105.01716].

[6] LIGO Scientific Collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., Exploring the Sensitivity of Next Generation Gravitational Wave Detectors, Class. Quant. Grav. 34 (2017), no. 4 044001, [arXiv:1607.08697].

– 20 –

[7] M. Punturo et al., The third generation of gravitational wave observatories and their science reach, Class. Quant. Grav. 27 (2010) 084007.

[8] LISA Collaboration, P. Amaro-Seoane et al., Laser Interferometer Space Antenna, arXiv:1702.00786.

[9] LIGO Scientific, Virgo Collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., GW170817: Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Neutron Star Inspiral, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017), no. 16 161101, [arXiv:1710.05832].

[10] LIGO Scientific, Virgo, Fermi GBM, INTEGRAL, IceCube, AstroSat Cadmium Zinc Telluride Imager Team, IPN, Insight-Hxmt, ANTARES, Swift, AGILE Team, 1M2H Team, Dark Energy Camera GW-EM, DES, DLT40, GRAWITA, Fermi-LAT, ATCA, ASKAP, Las Cumbres Observatory Group, OzGrav, DWF (Deeper Wider Faster Program), AST3, CAASTRO, VINROUGE, MASTER, J-GEM, GROWTH, JAGWAR, CaltechNRAO, TTU-NRAO, NuSTAR, Pan-STARRS, MAXI Team, TZAC Consortium, KU, Nordic Optical Telescope, ePESSTO, GROND, Texas Tech University, SALT Group, TOROS, BOOTES, MWA, CALET, IKI-GW Follow-up, H.E.S.S., LOFAR, LWA, HAWC, Pierre Auger, ALMA, Euro VLBI Team, Pi of Sky, Chandra Team at McGill University, DFN, ATLAS Telescopes, High Time Resolution Universe Survey, RIMAS, RATIR, SKA South Africa/MeerKAT Collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., Multi-messenger Observations of a Binary Neutron Star Merger, Astrophys. J. Lett. 848 (2017), no. 2 L12, [arXiv:1710.05833].

[11] LIGO Scientific, Virgo Collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., GW190425: Observation of a Compact Binary Coalescence with Total Mass ∼ 3.4M⊙, Astrophys. J. Lett. 892 (2020), no. 1 L3, [arXiv:2001.01761].

[12] E. E. Flanagan and T. Hinderer, Constraining neutron star tidal Love numbers with gravitational wave detectors, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 021502, [arXiv:0709.1915].

[13] LIGO Scientific, Virgo Collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., Properties of the binary neutron star merger GW170817, Phys. Rev. X 9 (2019), no. 1 011001, [arXiv:1805.11579].

[14] LIGO Scientific, Virgo Collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., GW170817: Measurements of neutron star radii and equation of state, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018), no. 16 161101, [arXiv:1805.11581].

[15] K. Chatziioannou, Neutron star tidal deformability and equation of state constraints, Gen. Rel. Grav.

52 (2020), no. 11 109, [arXiv:2006.03168].

[16] B. K. Pradhan, A. Vijaykumar, and D. Chatterjee, Impact of updated multipole Love numbers and f-Love universal relations in the context of binary neutron stars, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023), no. 2 023010, [arXiv:2210.09425].

[17] P. N. McDermott, H. M. van Horn, and J. F. Scholl, Nonradial g-mode oscillations of warm neutron stars, Astrophys. J. 268 (1983) 837–848.

[18] P. N. McDermott, H. M. van Horn, and C. J. Hansen, Nonradial Oscillations of Neutron Stars, Astrophys. J. 325 (1988) 725.

[19] J. Christensen-Dalsgaard, Lecture Notes on Stellar Oscillations. Institut for Fysik og Astronomi, Aarhus Universitet, 1998.

[20] K. D. Kokkotas and B. G. Schmidt, Quasinormal modes of stars and black holes, Living Rev. Rel. 2 (1999) 2, [gr-qc/9909058].

[21] N. Andersson, A gravitational-wave perspective on neutron-star seismology, Universe 7 (2021), no. 4 97, [arXiv:2103.10223].

[22] C. M. Will, Tidal gravitational radiation from homogeneous stars, Astrophys. J. 274 (1983) 858–874.

– 21 –

[23] G. Pratten, P. Schmidt, and N. Williams, Impact of Dynamical Tides on the Reconstruction of the Neutron Star Equation of State, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022), no. 8 081102, [arXiv:2109.07566].

[24] J. Steinhoff, T. Hinderer, A. Buonanno, and A. Taracchini, Dynamical Tides in General Relativity:

Effective Action and Effective-One-Body Hamiltonian, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016), no. 10 104028, [arXiv:1608.01907].

[25] T. Hinderer et al., Effects of neutron-star dynamic tides on gravitational waveforms within the effective-one-body approach, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016), no. 18 181101, [arXiv:1602.00599].

[26] N. Andersson and P. Pnigouras, The phenomenology of dynamical neutron star tides, Mon. Not. Roy.

Astron. Soc. 503 (2021), no. 1 533–539, [arXiv:1905.00012].

[27] P. Schmidt and T. Hinderer, Frequency domain model of f-mode dynamic tides in gravitational waveforms from compact binary inspirals, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 2 021501, [arXiv:1905.00818].

[28] S. Akcay, S. Bernuzzi, F. Messina, A. Nagar, N. Ortiz, and P. Rettegno, Effective-one-body multipolar waveform for tidally interacting binary neutron stars up to merger, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019), no. 4 044051, [arXiv:1812.02744].

[29] T. Dietrich, A. Samajdar, S. Khan, N. K. Johnson-McDaniel, R. Dudi, and W. Tichy, Improving the NRTidal model for binary neutron star systems, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 4 044003, [arXiv:1905.06011].

[30] R. Gamba and S. Bernuzzi, Resonant tides in binary neutron star mergers: Analytical-numerical relativity study, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023), no. 4 044014, [arXiv:2207.13106].

[31] R. Gamba et al., Analytically improved and numerical-relativity informed effective-one-body model for coalescing binary neutron stars, arXiv:2307.15125.

[32] D. Reitze et al., Cosmic Explorer: The U.S. Contribution to Gravitational-Wave Astronomy beyond LIGO, Bull. Am. Astron. Soc. 51 (2019), no. 7 035, [arXiv:1907.04833].

[33] K. Ackley et al., Neutron Star Extreme Matter Observatory: A kilohertz-band gravitational-wave detector in the global network, Publ. Astron. Soc. Austral. 37 (2020) e047, [arXiv:2007.03128].

[34] J. C. Collins, Renormalization: An Introduction to Renormalization, The Renormalization Group, and the Operator Product Expansion, vol. 26 of Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1986.

[35] T. Hinderer, Tidal Love numbers of neutron stars, Astrophys. J. 677 (2008) 1216–1220, [arXiv:0711.2420].

[36] T. Binnington and E. Poisson, Relativistic theory of tidal Love numbers, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 084018, [arXiv:0906.1366].

[37] T. Damour and A. Nagar, Relativistic tidal properties of neutron stars, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 084035, [arXiv:0906.0096].

[38] S. Chakrabarti, T. Delsate, and J. Steinhoff, Effective action and linear response of compact objects in Newtonian gravity, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 084038, [arXiv:1306.5820].

[39] D. Bini, T. Damour, and G. Faye, Effective action approach to higher-order relativistic tidal interactions in binary systems and their effective one body description, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 124034, [arXiv:1202.3565].

[40] K. S. Thorne and J. B. Hartle, Laws of motion and precession for black holes and other bodies, Phys.

Rev. D 31 (1984) 1815–1837.

– 22 –

[41] X. H. Zhang, Multipole expansions of the general-relativistic gravitational field of the external universe, Phys. Rev. D 34 (1986), no. 4 991–1004.

[42] T. Damour, M. Soffel, and C.-m. Xu, General relativistic celestial mechanics. 1. Method and definition of reference systems, Phys. Rev. D 43 (1991) 3273–3307.

[43] T. Damour and A. Nagar, Effective One Body description of tidal effects in inspiralling compact binaries, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 084016, [arXiv:0911.5041].

[44] Q. Henry, G. Faye, and L. Blanchet, Tidal effects in the equations of motion of compact binary systems to next-to-next-to-leading post-Newtonian order, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 6 064047, [arXiv:1912.01920].

[45] M. Favata, Are neutron stars crushed? gravitomagnetic tidal fields as a mechanism for binary-induced collapse, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 104005, [astro-ph/0510668].

[46] P. Landry and E. Poisson, Gravitomagnetic response of an irrotational body to an applied tidal field, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015), no. 10 104026, [arXiv:1504.06606].

[47] P. Pani, L. Gualtieri, T. Abdelsalhin, and X. Jiménez-Forteza, Magnetic tidal Love numbers clarified, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 12 124023, [arXiv:1810.01094].

[48] B. Banihashemi and J. Vines, Gravitomagnetic tidal effects in gravitational waves from neutron star binaries, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 6 064003, [arXiv:1805.07266].

[49] E. Poisson, Gravitomagnetic tidal resonance in neutron-star binary inspirals, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 10 104028, [arXiv:2003.10427].

[50] E. Poisson, Gravitomagnetic Love tensor of a slowly rotating body: post-Newtonian theory, Phys. Rev.

D 102 (2020), no. 6 064059, [arXiv:2007.01678].

[51] E. Poisson and C. Buisson, Tidal driving of inertial modes of Maclaurin spheroids, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 10 104005, [arXiv:2007.03050].

[52] P. K. Gupta, J. Steinhoff, and T. Hinderer, Relativistic effective action of dynamical gravitomagnetic tides for slowly rotating neutron stars, Phys. Rev. Res. 3 (2021), no. 1 013147, [arXiv:2011.03508].

[53] W. D. Goldberger and I. Z. Rothstein, An Effective field theory of gravity for extended objects, Phys.

Rev. D 73 (2006) 104029, [hep-th/0409156].

[54] L. Blanchet, Gravitational Radiation from Post-Newtonian Sources and Inspiralling Compact Binaries, Living Rev. Rel. 17 (2014) 2, [arXiv:1310.1528].

[55] B. Kol and R. Shir, Classical 3-loop 2-body diagrams, JHEP 09 (2013) 069, [arXiv:1306.3220].

[56] S. Foffa, P. Mastrolia, R. Sturani, and C. Sturm, Effective field theory approach to the gravitational two-body dynamics, at fourth post-Newtonian order and quintic in the Newton constant, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017), no. 10 104009, [arXiv:1612.00482].

[57] R. A. Porto, The effective field theorist’s approach to gravitational dynamics, Phys. Rept. 633 (2016) 1–104, [arXiv:1601.04914].

[58] M. Levi, Effective Field Theories of Post-Newtonian Gravity: A comprehensive review, Rept. Prog.

Phys. 83 (2020), no. 7 075901, [arXiv:1807.01699].

[59] W. D. Goldberger, Effective field theories of gravity and compact binary dynamics: A Snowmass 2021 whitepaper, in Snowmass 2021, 6, 2022. arXiv:2206.14249.

[60] M. K. Mandal, P. Mastrolia, R. Patil, and J. Steinhoff, Gravitational Spin-Orbit Hamiltonian at NNNLO in the post-Newtonian framework, arXiv:2209.00611.

– 23 –

[61] M. K. Mandal, P. Mastrolia, R. Patil, and J. Steinhoff, Gravitational Quadratic-in-Spin Hamiltonian at NNNLO in the post-Newtonian framework, arXiv:2210.09176.

[62] M. K. Mandal, P. Mastrolia, H. O. Silva, R. Patil, and J. Steinhoff, Gravitoelectric dynamical tides at second post-Newtonian order, arXiv:2304.02030.

[63] P. Nogueira, Automatic feynman graph generation, Journal of Computational Physics 105 (1993), no. 2 279–289.

[64] J. M. M. García, “xact: Efficient tensor computer algebra for mathematica.” [65] R. N. Lee, LiteRed 1.4: a powerful tool for reduction of multiloop integrals, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 523 (2014) 012059, [arXiv:1310.1145].

[66] J. E. Vines and E. E. Flanagan, Post-1-Newtonian quadrupole tidal interactions in binary systems, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 024046, [arXiv:1009.4919].

[67] J. Steinhoff, T. Hinderer, T. Dietrich, and F. Foucart, Spin effects on neutron star fundamental-mode dynamical tides: Phenomenology and comparison to numerical simulations, Phys. Rev. Res. 3 (2021), no. 3 033129, [arXiv:2103.06100].

[68] P. K. Gupta, J. Steinhoff, and T. Hinderer, Effect of dynamical gravitomagnetic tides on measurability of tidal parameters for binary neutron stars using gravitational waves, arXiv:2302.11274.

[69] J. Vines, E. E. Flanagan, and T. Hinderer, Post-1-Newtonian tidal effects in the gravitational waveform from binary inspirals, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 084051, [arXiv:1101.1673].

[70] T. Abdelsalhin, L. Gualtieri, and P. Pani, Post-Newtonian spin-tidal couplings for compact binaries, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 104046, [arXiv:1805.01487].

[71] P. Landry, Rotational-tidal phasing of the binary neutron star waveform, arXiv:1805.01882. [72] G. U. Jakobsen, G. Mogull, J. Plefka, and B. Sauer, All things retarded: radiation-reaction in worldline quantum field theory, JHEP 10 (2022) 128, [arXiv:2207.00569].

[73] G. Kälin, Z. Liu, and R. A. Porto, Conservative Tidal Effects in Compact Binary Systems to Next-to-Leading Post-Minkowskian Order, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 124025, [arXiv:2008.06047].

[74] G. Kälin and R. A. Porto, Post-Minkowskian Effective Field Theory for Conservative Binary Dynamics, JHEP 11 (2020) 106, [arXiv:2006.01184].

[75] D. Bini, T. Damour, and A. Geralico, Scattering of tidally interacting bodies in post-Minkowskian gravity, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 4 044039, [arXiv:2001.00352].

[76] C. Cheung and M. P. Solon, Tidal Effects in the Post-Minkowskian Expansion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020), no. 19 191601, [arXiv:2006.06665].

[77] K. Haddad and A. Helset, Tidal effects in quantum field theory, JHEP 12 (2020) 024, [arXiv:2008.04920].

[78] C. Cheung, N. Shah, and M. P. Solon, Mining the Geodesic Equation for Scattering Data, Phys. Rev.

D 103 (2021), no. 2 024030, [arXiv:2010.08568].

[79] Z. Bern, J. Parra-Martinez, R. Roiban, E. Sawyer, and C.-H. Shen, Leading Nonlinear Tidal Effects and Scattering Amplitudes, JHEP 05 (2021) 188, [arXiv:2010.08559].

[80] S. Mougiakakos, M. M. Riva, and F. Vernizzi, Gravitational Bremsstrahlung with Tidal Effects in the Post-Minkowskian Expansion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022), no. 12 121101, [arXiv:2204.06556].

[81] A. Buonanno and T. Damour, Effective one-body approach to general relativistic two-body dynamics, Phys. Rev. D 59 (1999) 084006, [gr-qc/9811091].

– 24 –

[82] A. Buonanno and T. Damour, Transition from inspiral to plunge in binary black hole coalescences, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 064015, [gr-qc/0001013].

[83] L. Baiotti, T. Damour, B. Giacomazzo, A. Nagar, and L. Rezzolla, Accurate numerical simulations of inspiralling binary neutron stars and their comparison with effective-one-body analytical models, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 024017, [arXiv:1103.3874].

[84] S. Bernuzzi, A. Nagar, M. Thierfelder, and B. Brugmann, Tidal effects in binary neutron star coalescence, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 044030, [arXiv:1205.3403].

[85] D. Bini and T. Damour, Gravitational self-force corrections to two-body tidal interactions and the effective one-body formalism, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014), no. 12 124037, [arXiv:1409.6933].

[86] K. G. Wilson, Renormalization group and critical phenomena. i. renormalization group and the kadanoff scaling picture, Phys. Rev. B 4 (Nov, 1971) 3174–3183.

[87] L. P. Kadanoff, Scaling laws for Ising models near T(c), Physics Physique Fizika 2 (1966) 263–272.

[88] S. N. Solodukhin, Exact solution for a quantum field with delta - like interaction, Nucl. Phys. B 541 (1999) 461–482, [hep-th/9801054].

[89] W. D. Goldberger and M. B. Wise, Renormalization group flows for brane couplings, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 025011, [hep-th/0104170].

[90] S. Foffa, R. A. Porto, I. Rothstein, and R. Sturani, Conservative dynamics of binary systems to fourth Post-Newtonian order in the EFT approach II: Renormalized Lagrangian, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 2 024048, [arXiv:1903.05118].

[91] J. Blümlein, A. Maier, P. Marquard, and G. Schäfer, Fourth post-Newtonian Hamiltonian dynamics of two-body systems from an effective field theory approach, Nucl. Phys. B 955 (2020) 115041, [arXiv:2003.01692].

[92] L. Blanchet, Gravitational wave tails of tails, Class. Quant. Grav. 15 (1998) 113–141, [gr-qc/9710038].

[Erratum: Class.Quant.Grav. 22, 3381 (2005)].

[93] W. D. Goldberger and A. Ross, Gravitational radiative corrections from effective field theory, Phys.

Rev. D 81 (2010) 124015, [arXiv:0912.4254].

[94] L. Barack et al., Comparison of post-Minkowskian and self-force expansions: Scattering in a scalar charge toy model, arXiv:2304.09200.

[95] M. V. S. Saketh, Z. Zhou, and M. M. Ivanov, Dynamical Tidal Response of Kerr Black Holes from Scattering Amplitudes, arXiv:2307.10391.

[96] B. Kol and M. Smolkin, Non-Relativistic Gravitation: From Newton to Einstein and Back, Class.

Quant. Grav. 25 (2008) 145011, [arXiv:0712.4116].

[97] B. Kol and M. Smolkin, Classical Effective Field Theory and Caged Black Holes, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 064033, [arXiv:0712.2822].

[98] M. Levi and J. Steinhoff, EFTofPNG: A package for high precision computation with the Effective Field Theory of Post-Newtonian Gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 34 (2017), no. 24 244001, [arXiv:1705.06309].

[99] M. Levi and J. Steinhoff, Equivalence of ADM Hamiltonian and Effective Field Theory approaches at next-to-next-to-leading order spin1-spin2 coupling of binary inspirals, JCAP 12 (2014) 003, [arXiv:1408.5762].

[100] G. Schafer, Acceleration-dependent lagrangians in general relativity, Phys. Lett. A 100 (1984) 128–129.

[101] T. Damour and G. Schaefer, Redefinition of position variables and the reduction of higher order Lagrangians, J. Math. Phys. 32 (1991) 127–134.

– 25 –

[102] T. Damour and G. Schäfer, Lagrangians forn point masses at the second post-Newtonian approximation of general relativity, Gen. Rel. Grav. 17 (1985) 879–905.

[103] B. M. Barker and R. F. O’Connell, Acceleration-dependent lagrangians and equations of motion, Phys.

Lett. A 78 (1980), no. 3 231–232.

[104] L. Blanchet, T. Damour, and G. Esposito-Farese, Dimensional regularization of the third postNewtonian dynamics of point particles in harmonic coordinates, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 124007, [gr-qc/0311052].

[105] S. Foffa and R. Sturani, Effective field theory calculation of conservative binary dynamics at third post-Newtonian order, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 044031, [arXiv:1104.1122].

[106] T. Damour, P. Jaranowski, and G. Schaefer, Poincare invariance in the ADM Hamiltonian approach to the general relativistic two-body problem, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 021501, [gr-qc/0003051]. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 63, 029903 (2001)].

[107] M. Levi and J. Steinhoff, Complete conservative dynamics for inspiralling compact binaries with spins at the fourth post-Newtonian order, JCAP 09 (2021) 029, [arXiv:1607.04252].

[108] D. Bini and T. Damour, Gravitational scattering of two black holes at the fourth post-Newtonian approximation, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017), no. 6 064021, [arXiv:1706.06877].

[109] G. Mogull, J. Plefka, and J. Steinhoff, Classical black hole scattering from a worldline quantum field theory, JHEP 02 (2021) 048, [arXiv:2010.02865].

[110] B. Kol and M. Smolkin, Black hole stereotyping: Induced gravito-static polarization, JHEP 02 (2012) 010, [arXiv:1110.3764].

[111] H. S. Chia, Tidal deformation and dissipation of rotating black holes, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 2 024013, [arXiv:2010.07300].

[112] L. Hui, A. Joyce, R. Penco, L. Santoni, and A. R. Solomon, Static response and Love numbers of Schwarzschild black holes, JCAP 04 (2021) 052, [arXiv:2010.00593].

[113] P. Charalambous, S. Dubovsky, and M. M. Ivanov, On the Vanishing of Love Numbers for Kerr Black Holes, JHEP 05 (2021) 038, [arXiv:2102.08917].

[114] L. Hui, A. Joyce, R. Penco, L. Santoni, and A. R. Solomon, Ladder symmetries of black holes.

Implications for love numbers and no-hair theorems, JCAP 01 (2022), no. 01 032, [arXiv:2105.01069].

[115] M. M. Ivanov and Z. Zhou, Vanishing of black hole tidal Love numbers from scattering amplitudes,

arXiv:2209.14324.

[116] M. M. Ivanov and Z. Zhou, Revisiting the matching of black hole tidal responses: A systematic study of relativistic and logarithmic corrections, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023), no. 8 084030, [arXiv:2208.08459].

[117] T. Damour, GRAVITATIONAL RADIATION AND THE MOTION OF COMPACT BODIES, in Les Houches Summer School on Gravitational Radiation, 8, 1982.

[118] N. Deruelle and T. Piran, Gravitational Radiation. North-Holland, 1983.

[119] S. Chakrabarti, T. Delsate, and J. Steinhoff, New perspectives on neutron star and black hole spectroscopy and dynamic tides, arXiv:1304.2228.

[120] V. Cardoso, E. Franzin, A. Maselli, P. Pani, and G. Raposo, Testing strong-field gravity with tidal Love numbers, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017), no. 8 084014, [arXiv:1701.01116]. [Addendum: Phys.Rev.D 95, 089901 (2017)].

[121] R. Brustein and Y. Sherf, Quantum Love numbers, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022), no. 2 024043, [arXiv:2008.02738].

– 26 –

[122] G. Raposo, P. Pani, M. Bezares, C. Palenzuela, and V. Cardoso, Anisotropic stars as ultracompact objects in General Relativity, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019), no. 10 104072, [arXiv:1811.07917].

[123] S. Nair, S. Chakraborty, and S. Sarkar, Dynamical Love numbers for area quantized black holes, Phys.

Rev. D 107 (2023), no. 12 124041, [arXiv:2208.06235].

[124] V. De Luca, J. Khoury, and S. S. C. Wong, Nonlinearities in the tidal Love numbers of black holes, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023), no. 2 024048, [arXiv:2305.14444].

[125] M. J. Dugan and B. Grinstein, On the vanishing of evanescent operators, Phys. Lett. B 256 (1991) 239–244.

[126] A. J. Buras and P. H. Weisz, QCD Nonleading Corrections to Weak Decays in Dimensional Regularization and ’t Hooft-Veltman Schemes, Nucl. Phys. B 333 (1990) 66–99.

[127] S. Herrlich and U. Nierste, Evanescent operators, scheme dependences and double insertions, Nucl.

Phys. B 455 (1995) 39–58, [hep-ph/9412375].

[128] W. C. G. Ho and D. Lai, Resonant tidal excitations of rotating neutron stars in coalescing binaries, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 308 (1999) 153, [astro-ph/9812116].

[129] S. Ma, H. Yu, and Y. Chen, Excitation of f-modes during mergers of spinning binary neutron star, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 12 123020, [arXiv:2003.02373].

[130] R. P. Bhatt, S. Chakraborty, and S. Bose, Addressing issues in defining the Love number for black holes, arXiv:2306.13627.

[131] N. N. Weinberg, P. Arras, E. Quataert, and J. Burkart, Nonlinear Tides in Close Binary Systems, Astrophys. J. 751 (2012) 136, [arXiv:1107.0946].

[132] N. N. Weinberg, P. Arras, and J. Burkart, An instability due to the nonlinear coupling of p-modes to g-modes: Implications for coalescing neutron star binaries, Astrophys. J. 769 (2013) 121, [arXiv:1302.2292].

[133] P. Landry and E. Poisson, Dynamical response to a stationary tidal field, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015), no. 12 124041, [arXiv:1510.09170].

[134] W. Xu and D. Lai, Resonant Tidal Excitation of Oscillation Modes in Merging Binary Neutron Stars:

Inertial-Gravity Modes, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017), no. 8 083005, [arXiv:1708.01839].

[135] R. Essick, S. Vitale, and N. N. Weinberg, Impact of the tidal p-g instability on the gravitational wave signal from coalescing binary neutron stars, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016), no. 10 103012, [arXiv:1609.06362].

[136] H. Yu, N. N. Weinberg, P. Arras, J. Kwon, and T. Venumadhav, Beyond the linear tide: impact of the non-linear tidal response of neutron stars on gravitational waveforms from binary inspirals, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 519 (2023), no. 3 4325–4343, [arXiv:2211.07002].

[137] G. U. Jakobsen, G. Mogull, J. Plefka, and B. Sauer, Tidal effects and renormalization at fourth post-Minkowskian order, arXiv:2312.00719.

– 27 –