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Post-Minkowski action for point particles and a helically symmetric binary solution
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Two Fokker actions and corresponding equations of motion are obtained for two point particles
in a post-Minkowski framework, in which the field of each particle is given by the half-retarded
+ half-advanced solution to the linearized Einstein equations. The first action is parametrization
invariant, the second a generalization of the affinely parametrized quadratic action for a relativistic
particle. Expressions for a conserved 4-momentum and angular momentum tensor are obtained
in terms of the particles’ trajectories in this post-Minkowski approximation. A formal solution to
the equations of motion is found for a binary system with circular orbits. For a bound system of
this kind, the post-Minkowski solution is a toy model that omits nonlinear terms of relevant post-
Newtonian order; and we also obtain a Fokker action that is accurate to first post-Newtonian order,
by adding to the post-Minkowski action a term cubic in the particle masses. Curiously, the conserved
energy and angular momentum associated with the Fokker action are each finite and well-defined
for this bound 2-particle system despite the fact that the total energy and angular momentum of the
radiation field diverge. Corresponding solutions and conserved quantities are found for two scalar
charges (for electromagnetic charges we exhibit the solution found by Schild). For a broad class of
parametrization-invariant Fokker actions and for the affinely parametrized action, binary systems
with circular orbits satisfy the relation dFE = QdL (a form of the first law of thermodynamics),
relating the energy, angular velocity and angular momentum of nearby equilibrium configurations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In constructing numerical initial data for compact binary systems, it may be useful to find exact solutions to the
Einstein equations with helical symmetry, solutions that are stationary in a corotating frame [1, 2,13, 4, 5, I8, [7, I8, |9, [10].
In the case of two charged particles, an exact solution of this kind was found by Schild[L1]: The force on each particle
is associated with the half-retarded plus half-advanced field of the other. (An earlier but less explicit version is given
by Schénberg[19].) We obtain here an analogous solution for point masses in a post-Minkowski framework.

A time-symmetric interaction allows one to derive the equations of motion for point-particles from a single action
integral that is written solely in terms of the dynamical variables of each particle (without mediating field variables).
This kind of action at a distance theory has been formulated by Fokker and by Wheeler and Feynman; for their
treatments of the electromagnetic field, see [13, [14]. We exhibit an analogous Fokker action for linearized gravity.
The equations of motion are those of a post-Minkowski approximation, in which, as in the electromagnetic case, each
particle moves in the half-advanced plus half-retarded field of the other.

A Fokker action is not a true action: Its variation leads to equations in which the endpoints of the action integral
explicitly appear in integrals that should yield the field of each particle. Only by taking a limit of the varied action as
the endpoints go to infinity does one recover the correct equations of motion. Invariance of the Fokker action under
Poincaré transformations nevertheless leads to expressions for a conserved energy and angular momentum of an n-
particle system. For helically symmetric binary systems (in, e.g., models with scalar, electromagnetic, or gravitational
interactions), the energy and angular momentum of the field is infinite, because the particles have radiated for infinite
time in past and future. The conserved energy-momentum and angular momentum associated with the Fokker action,
however, are finite. For circular orbits of particles of mass m and m, we find the surprising result that the form of
this energy,

E=Z+2, (1)
Y Y

is identical for scalar, electromagnetic, and linearized gravitational interactions, described by a parametrization in-
variant Fokker action. The angular momentum is in each case proportional to the value of the interaction field dotted
on each free index into the helical Killing vector. We show that nearby circular orbits satisfy the familiar first law,
dE = QdL.

Although one can construct formal solutions to the post-Minkowski equations in which the source is gravitationally
bound, care is needed in their interpretation. A conceptual problem is related to the fact that, at zeroth order in the
perturbed metric, particles move on geodesics of flat space, not in bound orbits. Because the matter density vanishes
at zeroth order, the stress-energy tensor 7% = pu®u® has at first order the form 67%% = (6p)u®u®, where u® is the
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zeroth-order velocity field describing straight-line motion. If one then finds the metric from the perturbed equation
1
0=-20 [Go‘ﬁ - 87TT°‘5] =0(h>? — Eno‘ﬁh) + 167 (dp)uu®, (2)

the perturbed metric will not yield perturbed bound trajectories.

A resolution to this problem is to look at families of solutions, gas(s), T7*?(s) that describe finite fluid masses in
bound orbits for all nonzero values of s, despite the fact that s = 0 is flat space. An example can be easily understood
by first looking at Newtonian gravity, with a family of solutions corresponding to the scaling v ~ €, m/r ~ €2 of the
post-Newtonian approximation: That is, consider a family of solutions for two point masses m = m()s and m = mMs
in circular orbits of radii @ and @ (independent of s), with speeds given approximately by v(l)\/g and 6(1)\/5. At
s = 0, the solution is flat space with no matter. For each nonzero s the solution describes masses in circular orbit,
and as s — 0, the period of the orbit increases without bound. An exact solution is given for each mass by equations
in which the perturbed particle trajectory is found self-consistently. That is, with ® = s®() the center-of-mass
trajectories r and T satisfy

V2o (r) = 4nmMe(r —5(t)), ¥=-Va,
V2o (F) = 4nomWs(E —r(t)), F=-Va. (3)

Here ®(r) is the potential at r due to the mass m. Because v — 0 as s — 0, the orbit remains close to a straight line
for increasingly long times, but for each finite s the orbit is circular .

In general relativity, one can presumably construct a similar family of solutions with bound orbits whose energy-
momentum tensor, 7% (s) = e(s)u®(s)u?(s) + p(s)[g*?(s) + u®(s)u?(s)], and metric gs(s) are pointwise continuous
in the parameter s and for which one has flat, empty space at s = 0,

9ap(0) = 1ag; €(0) = p(0) = 0.

The equations for the first-order metric in a radiation gauge,

~ 26 = O(hag — %naﬁ)h = 1677}, (4)
have as their source T1) a stress-energy tensor constructed from the perturbed velocity field and density and from the
unperturbed metric. With the masses shrinking to zero as s — 0, the motion of each mass is given to linear order by
the linear field of the other: The self-force at linear order serves only to renormalize the mass.

The resulting “post-Minkowski” solution in which two masses move in bound orbit, each responding to the linear
field of the other has the following features:

(i) Tt is correct to Newtonian order.

(ii) The radiation field of the linearized metric is correct to lowest nonvanishing post-Newtonian order (2 1/2 post-
Newtonian order).

(iii) The orbit is not correct to first post-Newtonian order.

Using the linearized metric leads to equations of motion that are missing a term quadratic in the particle masses that
enters the first post-Newtonian equations. In this sense, the first post-Minkowski approximation for bound orbits
is a toy model, keeping terms of all orders in v but discarding nonlinear terms in hqg that, for bound states, give
corrections of order v2 to the orbit.

Following recent codes that obtain helically symmetric solutions to nonlinear wave equations [13, [16], Uryu |15, [17]
has obtained a neutron star code that solves the full Einstein-perfect fluid equations on an asymptotically flat initial
hypersurface S, obtaining a solution with exact helical symmetry in the near zone. By solving the full Einstein equation,
one expects more accurately to enforce the balance of gravity and centripetal acceleration in circular motion. The
error associated with ignoring the radial motion associated with radiation reaction, however, remains. In future work,
we anticipate using the point-particle model developed here to estimate the accuracy of such helically symmetric
initial data sets and corresponding quasiequilibrium sequences, by comparing outgoing point-particle solution (in a
post-Minkowski framework) to helically symmetric models and sequences. A further problem is related to the fact
that the codes mentioned above typically diverge when helical symmetry is enforced in a region larger than the near
zone (beyond one wavelength). Extending the present work to second order in the post-Minkowski approximation may
be useful in developing codes with larger domains of convergence. Finally, existence of helically symmetric binaries
is unproved and the second-order (nonlinear) extension may also help in understanding existence and asymptotic
behavior of models of helically symmetric binaries.

In Sect. [l we review Fokker actions, obtaining the equations of motion and the form of the conserved 4-momentum
and corresponding angular momentum. In Sect. [I[Al we introduce a parametrization-invariant Fokker action that



describes point particles in the first post-Minkowski approximation. The formalism of the previous section is used
to obtain equations of motion and conserved quantities; derivations of the explicit forms of the conserved quantities

are relegated to Appendix [D3l Sect. [IIBl then introduces the Fokker analog of the quadratic action, drgx'o‘j:a,

for affinely parametrized particles, again obtaining equations of motion, momentum, and angular momentum. In
Sect. [T and we consider two particles of masses m and m in circular orbit, finding the equations governing
the orbit, and computing the system’s energy and angular momentum. The corresponding conserved quantities for
scalar and electromagnetic interactions are summarized. Sect.[[V]is devoted to proving the relation dE = QdL for a
class of parametrization-invariant Fokker actions and the affinely parametrized action. In Sect. [V] we introduce two
forms of a post-Newtonian correction term to make the post-Minkowski action accurate to first post-Newtonian order.
We obtain the corresponding corrections to the conserved momentum and angular momentum. Sect. [V]] displays the
results of a numerical solution to the post-Minkowski equations of motion, with and without the added post-Newtonian
term. Sect. [Vl discusses features of conserved quantities associated with Fokker actions, proposing, in particular, an
explanation for their finite behavior when the field energy is infinite. A description of interacting scalar charges and
many of the details of our calculations are presented in appendices.

II. ACTION AT A DISTANCE THEORY

An action-at-a-distance theory of interacting classical point charges was formulated by Fokker and by Wheeler and
Feynman.[13, [14]. In these treatments, one obtains the equations of motion by varying an action integral that is a
function only of the trajectories (worldlines) of the charges. The price one pays for eliminating the electromagnetic
field is that the action integral is not a genuine action: One must vary an integral I that involves only a finite segment
of each particle’s trajectory, and the equations of motion emerge from the limit of §I as the trajectories are extended
to infinity. In other words, the limit must be taken after the variation of the action integral. In addition, the action
is not an integral over a single parameter time, but instead involves integrals over parameter times associated with
each particle. ! We will call an action integral having these properties a Fokker action.

In Dettman and Schild [1&], a derivation of the equation of motion, as well as expressions for the conserved
quantities, the energy momentum and the angular momentum, is presented for a generic Fokker action that may
include self-action terms and variable mass parameters.

In this paper, we obtain a similar action for two self-gravitating point particles, in a post-Minkowski approximation.
We describe the particles by their constant masses m, m and by their trajectories written in terms of position vectors
x*(7), T%(T) on a flat background spacetime, with arbitrary parameter times 7 and 7. In this approximation, the
motion of each particle is determined by a gravitational interaction with the other particle, and there is no self-
interaction term (any contribution from gravitational self-energy is accounted for in the mass of each particle). The
two-particle system is then described by a Fokker action of the form

T2 T2 T2 T2
I(71,72,71,72) = —m/ dr(—dqd®)? — m/ A7 (—i0i®)? +/ dT/ d7 Nz — 7,0, &), (5)
T1 T1 T1 T1
where the Fokker analog A of an interaction Lagrangian has the property,

ANz —7Z,2,2) = AT — x,7, 1), (6)

and where
B dz®

=&

0%
fq dzx

A d =
and T I

& (7)
For given values of 7,7, A(7,7) is a scalar constructed only from 145, 2%(7), 2%(7), 2% (7), 2" (7). It follows that A and
I are Poincaré invariant — invariant under simultaneous Poincaré transformations of the particles’ paths.

As noted earlier, to obtain the equations of motion, one must compute the variation of the action integral before
taking the limit as 7,7 — —oo0 and 73, 7o — 0.

1 For parametrization-invariant actions, one can choose to parametrize the trajectory of each particle by Minkowski time, but interaction
terms involve double integrals over the parameter time of each particle.



The variation of the action integral (@) is given by
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where R® := % — 3% =: —R%.
Requiring that the limit of the variation vanish when 62%|1o = 0 and 6Z%|1o = 0,

lim 67 := lim oI =0, (9)
(11,72)—=(—00,+00)
(77'1,‘7'2)—)(—00,-‘1-00)

yields the equation of motion for each particle,

d mi, [ _[0A d 0A
EW—/JT [aRa‘E@] (10)
d MmZa °° oA d OA
- e dr | — — ——1. 11
A7 (—7,77)2 /,Oo T{aRa dTa’fO‘] )

The action integral I, with finite values of 7;, 7;, is invariant under Poincaré transformations of the paths that leave
the path parameters fixed. Invariance of I under the infinitesimal spacetime translation of each path by a constant
vector a®,

dz® = 6z = a”, (12)

implies conservation of 4-momentum: That is, assuming the equations of motion, () and (), and substituting
Eq. (@) in Eq. @), we obtain

ol

da>

:Pa(TZa@)_Pa(Tlvﬁ)v (13)

where

P,(1,7) =

ey [Car | o | e [ @)
(=2~ @7)3 oo 0Z® (—2,27) oo O0Z®

" </Too /; - /; /TOO) 6(1/; drdr. (14)

Translation invariance, dI = 0, implies that P, is independent of 7 and 7.
Similarly, invariance of I under an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation of each path,

[N

6z% = Prg  and 7% = Pz, (15)

where ¢ = —® is a constant antisymmetric tensor, implies conservation of angular momentum. Again assuming
the equations of motion, (Il) and (), and substituting Eq. (&) in Eq. @), we have

ol

2— =
Jebe

La5(7-257:2) - Lﬂtﬁ(Tlv%l)v (16)



where
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Here, Lorenz invariance implies

(1)

+
+
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+

oA oA oA oA
af _ 1
‘ (””’aRaJr Yo gRa T g T "axa) 0 (18)
Finally, 61 = 0 implies that L,g is independent of 7 and 7.
With a definition
w:=RRy = (x — T)?, (19)

an interaction A that depends on the positions only through w, A = A(w, %, ), is a restricted form of interactions
that satisfies the property (@). For such an interaction term, since OA/OR® = 2R,0A /0w, the last line of Eq. () is

written
(/ / / / )[ (50 — wa%%%@@%-' SAB)]deT (20)

III. ACTION AT A DISTANCE THEORY FOR POST-MINKOWSKIAN GRAVITY

As usual in a linearized framework, all tensor indices will be raised and lowered by the flat metric n,g of the
background spacetime.

A. Fokker actions for point-particles in post-Minkowskian gravity

Havas and Goldberg [19] derived equations of motion for point particles in general relativity by expanding the
metric and demanding that the covariant conservation law for the stress-energy tensor be satisfied to first order in
the perturbation, with a time-symmetric, half-advanced + half-retarded field for the first-order metric. They found a
Fokker action, an action integral I for which lim 67 = 0 (in the sense of Eq. (@l)) gives the the equation of motion to
the same order. In our notation, their interaction term is

(£a2%)? 4 2iad™ + 22527 + 1
B

A(w, &, 7) = 2mm §(w) (—d x'y) (—xgx‘;)

(21)

Ramond [20] subsequently formulated a general action-at-a-distance theory that is invariant under reparametrization
and includes tensorial interactions. Following Ramond’s argument, we find that the following interaction term is
reparametrization invariant:

. Pa2®)? — Ligi® zp7”
A(w,dc,j):Qmmé(w)( “ ) 2 61 ) (22)
(—dyi)} (—252%) 3
When parameters 7 and 7 are chosen to satisfy 4,4% = —1 and Z,Z% = —1, as in the Havas-Goldberg treatment,

the equations of motion agree with theirs. Because £ is normalized with respect to 14, not 70s + hag, the Havas-
Goldberg 7 is not an affine parameter.

We can see as follows how, starting from the post-Minkowski equations of motion, one arrives at an interaction
term with A given by Eq. [2). The derivation also shows why one obtains a Fokker action, not a true action.



To linear order, the metric g, is a sum of the flat metric, 1,4, and a perturbation EQB,
gap = Nap + hap. (23)

where the perturbed metric ﬁaﬁ is a sum of the half-advanced +half-retarded field of each particle. As mentioned
earlier, in the post-Minkowski treatment of point particles, the effect on the motion of particle m from the field of m
itself is simply a mass renormalization. That is, the motion of m is described to linear order in hng by the linearized
geodesic equation with h,p replaced by the value at the position of m of the half-advanced+half-retarded field hqg
of m alone: When 7 is an affine parameter (proper time with respect to the perturbed metric), the geodesic equation
to linear order in h,g has the form

1
(Nap + hap)i® + CapyiPi? =0,  where Cagy = 5 (Vshay + Vahga = Vahg,). (24)
Equivalently,
i[(n 5+ hap)iP] — ly hpyiPi7 = 0. (25)
dr " “ PR

To linear order in h__, the expression (as +hag)i® in Eq. ([Z4) can be replaced by #* = 1,5i”, because i is already
order h_. The form given in Eq. (23), however, conforms to that of the action integrals below. For 7 a generic time
parameter, the geodesic equation has the form given in Eq. (B2). This can be directly shown from (£H), but we derive
it below from the action for a point particle, written to linear order in hqg.

In the deDonder (harmonic) gauge, Vgh®? = 0, has is given by
1 _
O (haﬁ - §na6h) = —167TT0¢3, (26)

where the stress-energy tensor 7% of m is defined by

N fe's) LaLB
T8 (g) = m/ d7 6 (e — a(7)) —o (27)
o (—zyx7)=
Here V, is the covariant derivative operator of the flat metric 1.5, and O = V,V® is the corresponding flat

D’Alembertian. Using the half-retarded + half-advanced Green function, G(x,z) = 6(w) (a solution to OG(z,z) =
—4mé(x — T)), the solution to Eq. [28) is written,

posh _ LBy sy
% SN TN

(—530)2

heB () = 4m / h d7 §(w) (28)

The trajectory of the second particle, (m,z%(7)), is similarly a geodesic of a background spacetime with metric
9o = Nap + hap, given by Eq. @H) or B2), with barred and unbarred quantities exchanged. The source for hqg is
the particle (m, z*(7)):

%P — In*Pi, a7

(—dsdd)7

hB(z) = 4m /OO dr §(w) (29)

(Note: We use a bar to label the perturbed field acting on particle m; Bag is not the trace-reversed form of hyg.)

To find an interaction term that reproduces the equations of motion, we begin with an action I,,, for the first particle
in the field of the second, a linearized geodesic equation on a background spacetime with metric gog = 10 + hag-
The action I, is then the action for geodesic motion,

T2 T2 1
—m/ dr (—gagdro‘jrﬁ)% = —m/ dr [=(nap + hag)jro‘j:ﬁ] 2
™ ™1

written to linear order in hqg:

T2 e PNG)
m/ A7 hop—— (30)

1 (_izj’yj7 )%

N~

T2
In = —m/ dr (—dad®)? +
T1



The action I, is invariant under time reparametrization. From its variation, §1,, = 0, we can directly compute the
linearized geodesic equation with arbitrary parameter 7:

@il ] P
(

.. 1
(i) )

& d 1 70 P 1 P
-m dr § — g + Rap + =Nagh — —Vohgy————— % 62%. (31
/. {df K” S ”‘%—mwé) (—w'm%] 2 ﬂ”(—ﬁcm)%} o

Then, requiring §1,, = 0 for variations dz® with fixed end points yields the equation of motion, we have

1 70 P 1 &Pz
(naﬁ + haB + Enozﬁh'yé ) ‘| = _vah,@vi- (32)

(—dyi")? | (—dyi7)z | 2 (—iyd7)3

If in the action I,,, of Eq. B0) we substitute Eq. [28), we obtain

_l. .aL Lﬂ
:—m/ dr (=&t %+2mm/ dT/ dr o(w (#a3%)" 2Ia$.x61x. (33)

(—dyd7)2 (—262%)2

T2

oL, = oz

1
m | Nag + hag + §na6h'y5 PR
Ty

dr

To obtain an action whose variations with respect to both x and z® yield the equations of motion for each particle,
one cannot simply add a kinetic term for m and a second interaction term in which the barred and unbarred quantities
are interchanged, because the new interaction term would involve ¢ and alter the equations of motion of the first
particle. (Roughly speaking, one would be double-counting the gravitational binding energy.) Instead, one observes
that the interaction term becomes symmetric under interchange of the two particles m, z*(7) and m, z%(7) if, in the
infinite integral, we make the replacements —oo — 71 and co — T». The resulting action integral, symmetric under
interchange of two particles, has the form of Eq. (), with interaction term (22)

1

T2 1. s = LB
I:—m/ dr (—dai®)} — m/ A7 (— 3ot %+mm¢/ch/ a7 () Fat) = 22ad? 2537 g
T1

e

The price for this symmetry is that a variation of I yields equations of motion in which the integrals giving hop and
Baﬁ extend only from 7 to 72 (or 71 to 72). It is for this reason that action-at-a-distance theories require a Fokker
action, whose equations of motion are given by lim §I = 0.

As mentioned, the above theory is invariant under reparametrization of 7 and 7. The obvious choice of a proper-time
parametrization, with 1,52%2% = —1 and 7,32%2” = —1, simplifies computations of physical quantities.

B. A Fokker action for the affinely parametrized equations

One can, of course, specialize the parametrization-invariant action to affinely parametrized trajectories, but affine

parametrization also allows a generalization to interacting particles of the quadratic action for geodesic motion,

1 2

§m dr £44%. To construct an action integral I with quadratic kinetic term, for which lim 67/ = 0 reproduces the
T1

affinely parametrized equation of motion, Eq. £H), and its barred <> unbarred form, we modify the kinetic terms in
the action integral of Eq. ([H), writing

I(11, 72,71, T2) = %m/T2 dr Lo t® + %TFL/T2 A7 x> + /T2 dr /72 dr A(w, ,Z); (35)
T 1 T 7
and we take as the interaction term
A(w, &, &) = 2mm §(w )[(iafa)2—-%¢a¢af5fﬂ}. (36)
Affine parametrization, the requirement

(s + hap)i®i® = constant, (Nap + Bag):i_:aiﬁ = constant, (37)

is enforced by the equations of motion.



Formulas for the equation of motion Eq. ([ll) and Eq. ([[)), the 4-momentum Eq. [[d) and the angular momentum
tensor Eq. () are changed as a result of this modification of the kinetic terms in Eq. @H). The variation of our
kinetic terms

1 i T =

§m5/ dr $o3% = mdcaéaco"; — / dr mi,0x®, (38)
T1 T1

1 Tz .. . 7 72 .

5m 5/ AT o, T% = MTo 0T |Tj - / AT MTo0T%, (39)
T1 T1

results in the following form for the equation of motion,

© _[oA  d oA d 1
Lo = Tl — 5| =—— =8 - By
Mo —/700 dr L’?RO‘ ar ag-ca] dT(haB.’IJ )+ 2Vahm:v 7, (40)
Mo = - _ 7| =_= =B 1 < Biny
mxq /_OO dr |:(9Ra dr afa] dT(haﬁ{E )—F 2Vah57:z: T’ (41)

in agreement with the linearized geodesic equation (E3)).
The 4-momentum is given by

P.(1,7) = {mg‘ca +/_OO ch%] (1) + [m:’va +/_Z dT%} (7)

o0 T T o0 6A
(L L) g ®
and the angular momentum by

. . Rl OA OA
[m (Taip — xpta) + /700 dr <3:QW - ZEQ%)] (1)

s > _0A  _ 0A _
+ [m (xaxg—xgxa)—l—/ dr <xaw—x5@)] (7)

— 00

oo T T\ [OA, B 1 /. 0N . OA B
2 (/7- /700—/700/71 > {%(xgxa — TaZg) — B (a:g% —xaw)} drdT, (43)

These expressions for momentum and angular momentum are formally identical to Eqs. ([[d) and () if one sets
(—Napi®d?) to 1. This is misleading: In the present section, & is a unit vector not of the Minkowski metric but
of the perturbed metric 1,3 + hqg, and the altered form of A compensates for the altered normalization, leading to
identical Newtonian limits of the two expressions.

Laﬁ(T, 7_')

+

C. Circular orbits

We consider now a system of two point particles in circular orbit, for which the gravitational field seen by each
particle is the linearized half-advanced + half-retarded field of the other. This is a gravitational analog of a solution
obtained by Schild [11] for two point charges. In the gravitational context, however, linearized gravity is a toy model
for bound systems: Discarded nonlinear terms are of the same post-Newtonian order as linear terms that are kept,
and hence of the same magnitude as terms of the next post-Minkowskian order.

We introduce a basis {t*, w®, QASO‘, 2} of unit vectors of the flat metric 7,5. A particle in circular orbit in the z = 0
plane with constant orbital radius a has cylindrical coordinates {¢,w = a, ¢, 2 = 0} and position vector

x* =tt* + aw®™. (44)
Its spacetime trajectory is tangent to the helical Killing vector

B =t + Qg (45)
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where ¢* = wao‘ is a rotational Killing vector of the flat metric 7,5 and € is the particle’s constant angular velocity.
With v := dt/dr and v := af), the particle’s 4-velocity and acceleration are given by

Y =k =y + quSO‘) (46)
and
% = —720Qw”. (47)

The second particle /m has a circular orbit of radius @ about the same origin with coordinates
{t,@ = a, ¢,z = 0} and position vector

T =1t" + aw”. (48)
The particle trajectory is again tangent to the helical Killing vector
R — o 4 00, (49)

with ¢ the value of the vector field ¢ at the position of the second particle. With 57 = df/d7 and v := a2, the
acceleration and 4-velocity of the second particle are given by

T =gk~ =3 (t* + 04%) (50)
and
“a 2

¢ = -3 Q@”. (51)

For the parametrization-invariant formulation, it is convenient to parametrize the trajectories by proper time with
respect to the flat metric 7,; their tangent vectors are then unit vectors of 13,

Napt®d? = =1,  fapi®i’ = —1. (52)
The quantities v, v, 4 and v obey the familiar relations
v=(1=-v®)"3%,  y=(1-0>)"%. (53)

For the affinely parametrized formulation, a correct Newtonian limit is reproduced when a normalization with the
perturbed metric (Sec. [ITB]) is used:

(Nap + hap) %37 = =1, (Rap + hap) 2°2° = -1, (54)
which yield relations
v=(1—=02 = hopk®k?) "2, §=(1—0° — hagk®k’)"2. (55)
With the first particle, m, at ¢ = 0 for ¢t = 0, its trajectory has coordinates
¢ =Qt, t =1 (56)
and the trajectory of m then has coordinates
p=m+Q, =77 -7/ (57)

The positions of both particles are specified by a single parameter, and it is natural to choose a descriptor 7 of their
relative motion, defined by

n:=¢—¢=QAFT — 1), (58)
where we pick 7 =7 = 0 when ¢ = ¢ = 0.
A vector R := z® — T becomes
1 ~
R = a [(w—n)t“—i—(v—ﬁcosn)wo‘—T)sinnd)‘} (59)
1 ~
= [(w—n)t“—(ﬁ—vcosn)ﬁo‘—vsinndﬂ. (60)
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The half-retarded + half-advanced Green function §(w) = & [(z — Z)?] has support on the two events that correspond
to the roots of

w(n) = (x — )% = % [—(m—n)? +v® + 0> — 2vvcosn] = 0. (61)
These roots are given by
n=m=xp, (62)
with ¢ the positive root of
©* = v? 4 92 + 200 cos . (63)

Here ¢ + 7 is the angle between m and the retarded position of m, and Eq. (B3] has a simple geometrical meaning,
illustrated in Fig. [

(p+7rzéret_¢u

in which R is the distance from m to the the retarded position of m. That is, using the geometric relation

FIG. 1: The figure shows mass m at time ¢ and mass m at the corresponding retarded time. The angle ¢ret is the ¢ coordinate
of the intersection of the past light cone of m with the trajectory of m, when m is at ¢.

. 1
R? = 0”4+ @ — 2a0.008($rer — 9) = 3 (v + 07 + 207 cos ), (64)

noting that R = t,e; — ¢, and using Eqs. (B8HT), we have
¢ =ret — T — ¢ = Utret —t) = QR (65)

Then ¢? = Q*R? and Eq. (B3) is immediate from (@d)). Analogously, the root n = m — ¢ corresponds to the advanced
position of m defined by —p + 7 = ¢aqyv — ¢

D. Conserved quantities and angular velocity of circular orbits

We now rewrite the integrals appearing in Eqs. (), ([[), (@), and (@) for a parametrization-invariant action,
in terms of the parameter 7. To evaluate the integrals, we use formulas obtained in Appendix [AJl The resulting
formulas for affinely parametrized formulations Eqs. @), (), E2), and ) are quite similar to those for the
parametrization-invariant formulations. However, the fact that the action appropriate to an initial choice of affine
parameters is not a special case of the parametrization-invariant action leads to definitions of a conserved energy that
are not identical in the two formulations.
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1.  Parametrization-invariant model

For circular orbits, only the radial component of the equations of motion is nontrivial, and it has the form,

e oA 2 v OA ~
— 2 — P ) L
my“vs) /oodn{aw792(v vcosn)+ﬁa$6 g} (66)
= 4mm72~7/700 dn {% &' (w) (v — T cosn) B(n, v,7)
—8(w)[(1 — vv cosn)vcosn — 1v(l —0%) — L d(n,v v)] (67)
2 21— U2 T ’
e oA 2 v OA =
— A2 — D <
my“oQ /_OO {aw oE (0 —vcosn) + Y %5 ¢ﬁ} (68)

1 1 v -
~3(w)[(1 — vocosn)vcosny — Fo(1 —v*) - 5#@@, v, )] } . (69)
where Eqs. (AI0) and (AT in Appendix A1l are used. We have introduced here a function ®(1, v, ), defined by
1 . 1 .- 1
=5 [(£a2%)* — gj:ai:aa_:ﬁa_jﬁ] = (1 —wvvcosn)? — (1= v?)(1 - o%). (70)

Since the center-of-mass frame is chosen, the only nonzero components of the 4-momentum and the angular mo-
mentum are F := —P,(7,7)t* = —Py(7,7) and L := L15(7, 7). Taking (,7) = (0,0), we have

d(n,v,7) :

E =P%0,0) = [mil? +_/ dna } [——04——/ ”axo} —#/::dnn%%ﬁ_f@
= = 0 [ 5 [(1 — vmosn) — 30~ 3 b0, 0,9)]
+ my — 4mg7fy’7 /0:0 dnd(w)[(1 —vvcosn) — %(1 —v?) - %1 —11}2 o(n,v,)]
S [ s e - 0.0, (M)
L = L12(0,0) = [m(zl‘f? — %2@1) + %} /O; din (Il% - u%)} )
T [m(a‘;liz — Zoi) + % /O; dn (fl% - 52%” 0)
e oo (o2
_ mg;}2 _ 4mn;12”2y”_yv5 /O:O dn 6(w)[(1 — vicosn) cosn — %%(1 —-v%) - %%ﬁé(n,v,ﬂ)]
+ m?;j? — 4mﬁ(ﬂ;zﬁm’) /:: dn 6(w)[(1 — vv cosn) cosn — %g(l —0?) — ;Z 1 _1?}2&)(77,0,0)]
+4m77;12’27’7m7 /Z dn [%5/(10)77311”7&)(77,@,5) + 0(w)(1 —vvcosn)nsinn| , (73)

where we have used a formula, Eq. (BH), derived in Appendix [ATl
Formulas for integrations involving a J-function are summarized in Appendix First we define a function
D(p,v,0), related to ® by an integration:

(1+vdcosp)? — %(1 —v?)(1 - 62).

— (74)
@ +ovvsine

®p0.0) = 5 [ dndw) B0, =
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Using this relation, we can evaluate the integrals appearing in the equations of motion (7)) and (GH), obtaining an
algebraic relation for the radius of each orbit (or, equivalently, for the velocities v = af2 and v = af?) in terms of the
angular velocity €2

1 1
—my2vQ = dmmy*y0? 5 {(1 + v cos @) (i cos p — v sin ) + 51}(1 — %) (¢ + vUsin @)

(p +vUsing)

1
— §[ﬁsingo(g0+vﬁsing0)+(1+Uﬁcoscp)(v+17cosg0)— 1 ! (so—l—vvsingo)ﬂ@(go,v,v)}, (75)

— 22

1
(p + vUsinp)?

1
— My = dmmyy3 Q> {(1 + v cos @) v(p cos p — B2 sin ) + 517(1 — 1) (¢ + vosin )

1
-3 [vsin (@ + vusing) + (1 + v cos ) (0 + v cos ) — 1 (¢ + vusin gp)ﬂ@(gp,v,z‘;)} . (76)

— 92

The expression for the angular momentum ([Z3)) is integrated by substituting the equations of motion Eq. (@) and

E9) into [3),

AmmAIvT 9]
L = %/ dn 6(w)(1 — vocosn)nsiny
dmmyy [ .
- ngWW / dn ' (w) ®(n,v,v) (v* 4+ 9% — 200 cosn — VN siny) (77)
2mmyy [ = _
= 2 [ an 2wt @) + 8(w) (. v.0) (78)
2mmyy [ ~ i _ _
= — / dn 6(w) ®(n, v,v) = 2mmyy (e, v, ). (79)
Explicitly,
14+ 00 2_11_21_*2
L:2mm~y~7( vvcos 9) ,2(. v U), (80)
@ +ovsinp
with ¢ given by Eq. (G3]).
To compute the energy F, we first compute E — QL:
E—-QL = my(1 —v?) +my(1 —v%)
dmmryy [ ~
- W/ dn 6(w) {fb(n, v,7) + (1 — vo cosn)vinsinn
Admm~yy [ _ . = _
_ 0 / dn ' (w) n[(r —n) + vosinn] ®(n,v, ) (81)
2mmyy [ ~
= ma(t =) +my(1 - 02) = 0 [ dndw) bn,o,0) (82)
= my(1 —v?) + my(1 — 0%) = 2mmy3Q (p, v, 7). (83)
Using the definitions (B3)) of v and 7, the expression for F takes the simple form,
E=%+%:m<1—v2>%+m<1—62>%. (84)

As noted in the introduction, this expression for E is identical to the expression for E in the electromagnetic two-body
case derived by Schild [11], and to that for a scalar field, obtained in Appendix [0 To clarify the structure of relevant
equations used in calculations above, their formal expressions are presented in Appendix

The corresponding expressions for angular momentum are each proportional to the potential dotted on each free
index with the helical symmetry vector k. For a scalar interaction, masses m and m have scalar charges ¢ and §. A
scalar field ¢ at m due to g satisfies

Oy = —4mj/d%54[x — z(7))], (85)
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with the corresponding definition of 1. Similarly, for an electromagnetic interaction with charges e and €, the vector
potential A, at m due to € satisfies (in the Lorentz gauge)

OA, = —dne / 7 i (7) 6 [z — 2(7)]. (86)

With ¢, A, and h,g evaluated at z, ¥, A, and Bag evaluated at Z, the angular momentum L has the following forms
for scalar, electromagnetic, and post-Minkowskian gravitational interactions:

q i._ ¢ 1
Scalar charges ¢ and q : L = —¢Y=—t¢p=———"— (87)
Y Y Y ¥ tovvcosy
. 1+ B
Electromagnetic charges e and -é : L = —EAako‘ = —EAako‘ = eéw, (88)
Q Q © + vV cos
Post-Minkowski masses m and m : L = %haﬁkakﬁ = %Ewéal}ﬁ. (89)

2. FEquations of motion, energy and angular momentum for the affinely parametrized model

The analogous computations for the affinely parametrized formulation are outlined here. Performing the integrals
in the radial components of the equations of motions Q) and (Il), we obtain

1 1
—my*Q = 4mm72ﬁ92m {(1 + v cos @) (i cos ¢ — v?sin @) + 51}(1 — %) (¢ + vUsingp)
1
~3 [Dsin (@ + vusing) + (1 + v cos ) (v + v cos )| P(p, v, 6)} , (90)
1 1
— Ay = 4mm7ﬁ292m {(1 + v cos p)v(p cos ¢ — 12 sin @) + 55(1 —v?) (¢ + vUsingp)
1
~3 [vsin (o + vusing) + (1 + v cos ) (U + v cos )| P(p, v, 6)} . (91)

The angular momentum turns out to have the same form as in the parametrization-invariant formulation,

(14 vicosp)? — $(1 —v?)(1 —v?)

L = 2mmyy ®(p,v,0) = 2mmyy o T vbsm o (92)
We find, however, that the form of F — QL differs from the corresponding Eq. [&3):
E — QL = my(1 —v?) + m7(1 — %) — 6mmyyQ ®(p, v, v). (93)
The normalizations (B4l) have the explicit form
(Nap + hap) 837 = —2(1 — v?) + 4?32 (p,v,7) = —1, (94)
(Tlap + has) 195 = —7%(1 — 0%) + 4my72Q ®(p, v, 7) = —1. (95)
Substituting these in Eq. @), the expression for the energy becomes
E= % + % + AmmAQ B(, v, 7) = my(1 — v2) + My (1 — 02) — dmmrFQ (e, v, 7). (96)

As implied by Egs. @) and [@3), the form of E differs from the energy &) of the parametrization-invariant action.
Both, of course, agree in the Newtonian limit.
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IV. FIRST LAW OF THERMODYNAMICS FOR BINARIES DESCRIBED BY FOKKER ACTIONS

The first law of thermodynamics governs nearby equilibria of conservative systems. For binary systems with circular
orbits, an equilibrium solution is a solution that is stationary in a rotating frame, a solution with a helical symmetry
vector k. When internal degrees of freedom (e.g., baryon number, entropy, vorticity) are fixed, the first law relates
the change of energy to the change of angular momentum in the manner [3]

§E = Q5L. (97)

In the present context, however, the presence of a radiation field whose energy is infinite makes the relation suspect;
and the lack of a true action means that the simple Hamiltonian proof for point particles with a Newtonian potential
does not hold. But the relation (@) is true, and its proof is an extension of the Hamiltonian proof that uses the
parametrization invariance of the relativistic Fokker action.

Proposition. Consider a parametrization-invariant Fokker action of the form (). Suppose there is a family of solutions
x*(s,7),Z%(s,T) for which the particles move in circular orbits with angular velocity (s), with spacetime trajectories

along the helical vector field k%(s) = t* + Q(s)¢*. Then §FE = Q0L, where 6Q := Z—Q
s

s=0
Parametrization invariance and constraints.

As a prerequisite to the proof, we begin with a brief discussion of parametrization invariance of an Fokker action
of the form () and the constraints that follow from it. These are analogs of the Hamiltonian constraint (vanishing
of the superhamiltonian) associated with a true parametrization-invariant action. A parametrization 7 — f(7) maps
the path 2%(7) to the path X* = z® o f. Similarly, 7 — f(7) maps Z% to X® = 2% o f. Invariance of the action,

T2 T2 T2 T2
I= —/ dr m(—iai®)/? - / A7 n(—zaz)1/? +/ dr/ dr Nz — &, &, &),
T1 T1 T1 T1

under reparametrization follows from the scaling

AX =X, XX = f(r0)f(Ro) Aa — 2,5%,5%) | ;00) o) - (98)

70,70

For f(7) = k7, f(F) = 7, we have

AX - X, X X%) e = A= B RN = A = 2,88 gy
Then the relation,
LA 7,08 = (A -7,k )
— T — T, %, % = — Az —z,ki, x
dk g et dk ) ) et )
and its barred <> unbarred counterpart imply
oA ., OA
A=i"— A=z%—.
T 9ae Y 9e (99)
Proof of Proposition.
The equations of motion involve the potentials
Uy, — / QA U = / drA. (100)
That is, with 1-particle Lagrangians £,, and L, defined by
Lo = —m(=i%%)Y? 4 Uy, Lo = —(—2%0)Y? + U, (101)

Eqs. () and () are the equations of motion for the actions

Iy = /dTﬁm, Iy = /d%ﬁm, (102)
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namely,

— (=) =™ g — == - == =0. 103
dr (&ba > oz ’ dr (8a‘:a > oz (103)

The one-particle 4-momentum p,, associated with the action I, is
o = - = T - 104
P ox>  (—dVdy)/? * Bae (104)

Because £, and £ have the same reparametrization scaling, namely
Lo = fLom, B = fae, (105)

the momentum p,, is independent of the choice of parameter.
Let ¢ be a choice of Minkowski time, t* the corresponding Killing vector (9;), and ¢® a rotational Killing vector
orthogonal to t®. The 1-particle energies associated with I,,, and I; are

oLy, mit U,

B = —t%po = —22m = _ K 106
P oi  (—ivi )2 o (106)

B qon _ Ofm ___ mi__ OUnm 107)

ot (= )2 of

and the 1-particle angular momenta are

0L, OLm
Lm = ¢apo¢ = Lﬁl = ¢a7a = (108)

99 L)
We first use the scaling relation and the equations of motion to show that these 1-particle momenta and angular
momenta satisfy 6 E,, = QdL,, Em = Q0L The scaling of £,,, and L, (parametrization invariance of I,,) implies

oL . 0Ly
Lo = 39— L =192 109
T e ¥ e (109)
(In other words, the 1-particle superhamiltonians vanish: H,, := &%py — Ly, = 0, Hi =2 Pa — Lon = 0.) Then
9Ly L WOLm  Lm
Enm =5 =% =V 5 1 (110)

(Note that £,/ is the form of the Lagrangian appropriate to Minkowski time: [ dtL,,/i = [ drL,,.) Consider now a
family of solutions to the equation of motion for m with circular orbits, each solution stationary in a comoving frame.
Neighboring orbits satisfy

L, 0Ly, 1 0Ly,

a%bn + vaa‘%m — Sv® — 6t = vaaa—. = QL,,, (111)
xa

0Bm = ov' 5 Daa Daa dza 1

where the equilibrium condition %ﬁ—; = 0 was used to infer dz %ﬁi}ﬁ =

The total energy E of Eq. () is not, however, the sum of the 1-particle energies: E,, + E; does not include the
field energy and is not, in general, conserved. Instead, the total energy has the form

E=—Pyt®*=FE,, + Ep — / dr t*V o Uy, — / dr t*V o Uy, (112)
The total angular momentum is similarly
L=P,¢“=1L,,+ Ly + / dr ¢V o U, + / d7 ¢V Ui, (113)

where we have used the notation

Uy, Uy, Oz OUy, 0T U, -, U,

O Vol = 5= = 5o a6 T o0 9~ © ae T ie

(114)
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(See also Eq. (D23) of Appendix D)
To recover the first law, one uses the fact that F and L are independent of 7 and 7, setting 7 and 7 to —oo to
eliminate the final term:

SE — QSL= lim (0E —QHL)
T,T——00

T T

T,T——00

= lim |§E, — Q6L + 6B — Q6Ls + / drk*V o Uy, + /

— 00 — 00

d?kava&/{m}
=0 0O (115)
Note that the Killing symmetry, k*V U, = 0, does not in itself imply k*V ,0U,,, = 0, because dk* = ¢p*62 # 0.

First law for affinely parametrized action

The first law also holds for the affinely parametrized action BH). The proof is similar to that for the parametrization-
invariant action, with one-particle Lagrangians now defined by

L, = %@%a FUp,  Lp= %i%a U, (116)

with the affinely parametrized A replacing the parametrization-invariant A in the definition of U,,, and U,;. Note that
affine parametrization is equivalent to the conditions

W = —m,  2Lm = —n, (117)
while the fact that £,, and £, are quadratic in the velocities & and # implies
W = pai®,  2Lm = Pai®. (118)
The first of these relations, ([[T), together with the equilibrium condition 9L, /0w = 0, implies
oL,

OLu = S50 = padi”. (119)
From the second relation, ([[I8), we have 0 = —dm = 6(pa &™) = 0pa @ + po 02, whence, by (1),
#%8pa = 0. (120)
Again writing E,, = —p;, 2% = utv?®, we have
0E,, = v*0p, = Q0L,,. (121)
Finally, the relation
SE = Q5L (122)

follows as before from Eqs. ([I2)-([TH), which hold as written.

V. ACTION ACCURATE TO FIRST POST-NEWTONIAN ORDER

In a first post-Newtonian approximation, the equations of motion have corrections of order v?/¢? to their Newtonian
terms. As we noted above, the first post-Minkowski approximation, by including only terms linear in m and m, fails
to be accurate to first post-Newtonian order. The omitted terms in the equation of motion are quadratic in the masses
m and m, and they arise from a single term in the post-Newtonian Lagrangian, namely

mm(m + m)
2R?

We can make the Fokker action accurate to first post-Newtonian order by adding any term that agrees to this order
with ([Z3)), and we have tried two alternatives: A simplest parametrization-invariant choice of Apy that reproduces

@2 is

Lpn = — (123)

mm(m + m)

T (2,27 757°) 12, (124)

Apn = =6 (t — )
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with value for a circular orbit given by

Q3 mm(m+m)

Apn=—-0(n—m) — . 125
PN (n =) 2 v2 4+ 92 — 2vbcosy (125)
A choice that is special-relativistically covariant (and parametrization invariant) is
_ _ . .,Y', =5 3/4
Agpr = —8(w) mm(m +m) (&,47252°) (126)

5 (Rad®Rpal )2

The corresponding corrections epy and egpyn to the conserved energy and the corresponding corrections ¢pyn and
£spN to the angular momentum are given by

1

EpN = §Q£pN, (127)
mim(m + m)§

oy = — i m)Te 128

o 77w + )2 (128)
1

€SPN = §Q£SPNa (129)
mim(m + m)<Q 1

lspn = (130)

(77)32 (g +vosing)?’

The derivation of Eqs. ([2Z1)-(30) and corrections to the equations of motion are given in Appendix

VI. NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF ORBITAL EQUATIONS

We have numerically solved the orbital equations, Eqs. ([[f) and () for the parametrization-invariant model, and
Egs. @) and @) for the affinely parametrized model, finding a(f2) for equal-mass particles. Figs. Bl and Bl show the
relations for the post-Minkowski action.

104V'"x"'x"'x"'x"'x"'x"w"'
: — PMinv. r=C/ ]
3 —- PM affine r=C/zZt 3
F --- PM+SPN r=C/Z 3
1025 »»»»»» PMinv. r=a 3

= L

~ E

b £

10°F
10—2:‘Hm"1‘Hm“m“m“m“m“!
0.0 0.1 {)/.2 0.3 0.

FIG. 2: The velocity v of a circular orbit versus the radius r, written in the dimensionless form r/M, for particles of equal mass
M = m + m, where the r is either the proper circumferential radius C//27 or the radial parameter a. The motion is governed
by the uncorrected parametrization-invariant post-Minkowski action (PM inv.), the affine parametrized action (PM affine) or
the parametrization-invariant post-Minkowski action with a covariant post-Newtonian correction term (28] (PM+SPN). For
the parametrization-invariant case both C'/27 and a are shown.

As v increases, relativistic beaming decreases the strength of the gravitational field due to m at the position of m,
and vice-versa. In the case of scalar and electromagnetically bound charges, the smaller field leads to a sharply smaller
radius for a given velocity v; and the same effect implies a larger value of ) at fixed v. Gravity, however, has the
competing effect that, at small radius the field is stronger than the Newtonian field. In the exact theory, the result is
that, for circular orbits about a fixed mass, the relativistic relation between Q, r (and a velocity defined by v = Qr) is
identical to the Newtonian relation, when r is taken to be the circumferential radius. In the post-Minkowski models,
as Figs.Pland Bl the outcome depends on which post-Minkowski action one chooses. For the parametrization-invariant
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F —- PM affine ,

o - PM+SPN :

10°F E

00 Toi oz 03 o
v

FIG. 3: The corresponding relation between Q and v for the orbits of Fig. ] with  written in the dimensionless form QM. The
dashed curve (PM+SPN) shows the small correction to the solid curve (PM inv.) that arises from adding the post-Newtonian
correction term ([[Z8) to the post-Minkowski action.

1.0""'x""w"l-"x""x""x""
L /

0.8 / ]
0.6 g ]
X + 7 1
Y 8 7 1
_50.45 4 =~ 8
— | i — PMinv.

0.9k i -- PM affine h

2 --- PM+SPN ]

"“‘lAAA‘lA 1 AlAAAAlAAAAA

08 01 0.2 0.

QM
FIG. 4: The corresponding relation between Q and |hasi*d”| for the orbits of Fig. Bl The dashed curve (PM+SPN) shows the
first order post-Newtonian correction that is nonlinear in m ([[Z0) weakens the gravitational field.

action, relativistic beaming dominates, giving a smaller radius for the same value of v and a correspondingly larger
value of Q at fixed v. The affine action, in contrast, gives a larger value of r at fixed v, an effect so pronounced for
v 2, 0.3 that r reaches a minimum value and then increases with increasing v.

We were also surprised by the fact that the nonlinear term in m and m that is absent from our first post-Minkowski
action has sign opposite to the Newtonian potential term. Fig. Bland Fig. Bl show only a small correction due to the
post-Newtonian term (denoted PM+SPN in the graph), and the correction weakens the gravitational field.

Figures B and [ display the values of the angular momentum and energy as functions of €2, for the parametrization-
invariant post-Minkowski (PM inv.) action, the affine parametrized post-Minkowski action (PM affine), the invariant
post-Minkowski action with the special relativistically covariant first post-Newtonian correction (([Zd) (PM+SPN), and
the invariant post-Minkowski action with first post-Newtonian correction (IZ4]) (PM+PN). The values of Newtonian to
third post-Newtonian approximations (0PN - 3PN) are also plotted for references. Again relativistic beaming appears
to dominate the post-Newtonian correction in the PM+PN and PM+SPN action, leading to a graph in which the
energy and angular momenta have no minima. Because the relation dE = QdL can be used to show that the innermost
stable circular orbit (ISCO) is a minimum of E and L, the ISCO present in the post-Newtonian approximation does
not appear in PM inv., PM+SPN or PM+PN. Interestingly, PM affine model has a simultaneous minima in FE()
and L(Q2) for a sequence of circular solutions. Because the relation dE = QdL also holds for PM affine model as
shown in Sect.[[M] the circular solutions with QM larger than the value at the minima, QM = 0.0522, are likely to be
dynamically unstable. The values at the turning point of the other quantities are v = 0.184, E/M = 0.988744, and
L/M? = 1.0279123. Each number above is given to computational accuracy.

Verification of our numerical solutions can be seen from Fig. [, in which 1 — dE/QdL is plotted against a measure
A of the resolution of dL. As shown in Sect. [¥ the relation dE = QdL is exact for Fokker actions of the form of
PM inv., PM affine PM+SPN and PM+PN, and the numerical determination finds no discrepancy. (The result of
PM+PN is omitted in Fig. [ to avoid redundancy.)
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LA L e s e

— PMinv. 1
-- PM affine |
-- PM+SPN | 1
- PM+PN 1
————— OPN - 3PN ]

FIG. 5: Angular momentum, in dimensionless form L/M27 is plotted against angular velocity for 8 cases. In the key labeling
the curves, OPN-3PN refer to models of equal-mass point-particles in circular orbit in the Newtonian, first post-Newtonian,
second post-Newtonian, and third post-Newtonian approximations from the bottom to top.

1.0"'w""4""x""x""x,1//"'
0.9 .
0.98 ]
> [
ot
Wo.o7 ]
o arfne =
0.9 |-~ PM+SPN ]
[ |- PM+PN ]
0 9 77777 01PN . 3‘?,\ Il S
- 0.1 0.2 0

QM

FIG. 6: Energy, in dimensionless form F/M, is plotted against angular velocity, for the models of Fig. H
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FIG. 7: Accuracy of the relation dE = QdL. Thin solid lines have an inclination proportional to O(A*), where A is proportional
to dL. dE/QL is evaluated at v = 0.15 using the 4th-order accurate finite difference formula (Lagrange formula).

VII. DISCUSSION

In the previous section, we discussed numerical results for the special case of gravitationally interacting particles in
circular orbits. Here we consider a few surprises that arise in our more general study of Fokker actions.
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Conserved quantities for particles with scalar, electromagnetic or gravitational interactions are ordinarily written
as an integral over the field and its first time derivative on a spacelike hypersurface, together with sum of terms
involving the position and velocity of each particle at its position on the hypersurface. In a Fokker formalism, the
integral over the field is replaced by a sum of integrals over the trajectory of each particle. A striking feature of
the resulting conserved 4-momentum and angular momentum is that they break up into a sum of quantities that
are separately conserved for each particle, as in Egs. (II2) and [I3) (or (DIY) and ([D20)). In these equations, the
separate conservation of each contribution follows from the fact that the contribution associated with each particle
depends only on the proper time of that particle. How is this possible, when the field energy measures the interaction
between the fields produced by each particle; how is it consistent with the fact that the total 4-momentum and angular
momentum are, in general, an exhaustive set of integrals of the motion?

The answer is that the individual integrals that appear in the sum cannot be written as integrals over a hypersurface
of a density locally constructed from the field and its first time derivative. They therefore do not represent new integrals
of the motion. In fact, their existence is really a trivial consequence of the equation of motion satisfied by each particle:

d (0L oLy,
—(Z=m) o ZEm 131
dr (850“) ox® 0 (131)
where as before
Lo = —mn(=i%80) 2 + Uy Uy = / drA. (132)
Integrating the equation of motion from 7 to 7, we have
2 2 OUnm, 0Ly,
o - d =0, o ‘= s 133
b |7'1 ‘/7_1 T oxr p 01 ( )
implying P, is independent of 7, where
T ) -
Poo(T) :=pa(T) — /_OO dT—aZa (134)

More generally, dotting a vector (% into the equation of motion ([I3I) yields the identity

N WUy Uy, mia (e
o P e | T (C dze O aj;a) EE A (135)

d mz U,
(—p3P)

Then, because a Killing vector ¢* of Minkowski space satisfies #%(, = & Va(g = 0, the quantity Q,, defined by

maa Uy, T OUpm, o U,
. e O A 5 " 136
0 [(_Wﬁ)gc | = [ ar (e Gty oGtz (136)
is independent of 7. In particular, for (¢ = —t* and (* = ¢%, Q,, is the one-particle contribution to the energy and

angular momentum, respectively. The generalization of these relations to an n-particle action is immediate.

The conserved quantities that arise from a Fokker action involve integrals along the particle paths whose integrands
are not perfect time derivatives: That is, the integrals are path dependent.? Although the total 4-momentum and
angular momentum are also expressed as path-dependent integrals in the Fokker formalism, they, presumably, differ
from their 1-particle constituents by the fact that they can be expressed as integrals over a hypersurface of a local
function of the field and its first time derivative (together with the kinematic momentum of each particle). The parts

2 One can similarly construct a path dependent conserved “momentum” for a single Newtonian particle moving in any external field by
writing
dp/dt = —VU(r)

t
p+/ dtVU = constant.
t

0
Because the integral depends on the path r(t) from tg to ¢, one does not have a first integral of the equation of motion, in the sense of
a conserved quantity that depends only on the position and velocity of the particle.
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of these conserved quantities that directly involve the fields — the sum of terms involving U,, for each m — is not,
however, the full field momentum or angular momentum,

/ T.°¢*dSs. (137)

Instead, only contributions to the field momentum (or angular momentum) that arise from the product of fields from
different particles are present in the Fokker momentum (angular momentum). Terms quadratic in the field of a single
particle must be absorbed in the renormalized mass.

This analysis leads to a conjecture for why the conserved Fokker momentum and angular momentum are finite for
bound systems. When terms quadratic in the fields of individual particles are subtracted, only a finite remainder
survives.

Finally, we comment on ambiguities associated with the choice of gauge and with the choice of post-Newtonian
correction terms. Solutions for two-particle circular orbits presented in this paper are obtained in the deDonder
(harmonic) gauge. A sequence of equal mass solutions terminates near v ~ 0.40 for the parametrization invariant
action, and near v ~ 0.32 for the affine action, because in each case the equations of motion have no solution for v
larger than a critical value v. When post-Newtonian corrections are added to the parametrization-invariant action,
we find solutions only up to v ~ 0.19. When one proceeds, for example, to higher order calculation aiming to identify
an ISCO, which may be expected to appear near these terminal values, a choice of gauge may be reconsidered with
care.

A post-Minkowski action corrected by the terms Agpn or Apn, does not exactly reproduce the first post-Newtonian
equations of motion, because the post-Minkowski action contains terms of all post-Newtonian orders in the velocities.
A more systematic approximation to the higher order post-Minkowski Fokker action may be obtained by deriving a
form of interaction term that agrees with a formal expansion of the stress-energy tensor (see, for example, [21]).
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APPENDIX A: FORMULAS FOR INTEGRATION

We present here a formalism for evaluating the integrals that arise in the equations of motion, and in the expressions
for momentum, energy, and angular momentum of point particles in circular orbits. This is closely patterned on
formulas used by Schild in [22] in the case of two electrically charged particles.

1. Change of integration variables
We first derive a relation for rewriting integrals with respect to proper time 7 and T as integrals with respect to
the parameter 1. From Eq. (£5),

dr 1 dr 1
o d = =_—_. Al
dn Q2 an dn A0 (A1)

The integral of a function F'(n) then becomes

| arrw == [ anre) wa [ arr = = [ anr). (A2)

— 00 — 00 — 00 — 00

For a double integral of the kind that appears in the formulas for the linear momentum and energy, Eq. (), and the
angular momentum, Eq. (), we may pick 7 =7 = 0. Then

/OOOdT/OOOd?F(n) = ﬁ/mdd)/o d¢ F(n) = 7—92/ d¢/ dn F(1

N WQ?/ dn/ do F(n —Qz/ dn (—=n)F(n), (A3)
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and

_/OoodT/Oood%F(n) = 77192/ d¢/ do F(n 7—92/ d¢>/ dn F(n

792/ d”/ dé F(n 792/ dnnF (n); (A4)

adding the last two equalities, we have

(/OOOdT/_OOOd?—/_OOOdT/OOOd?) F(n):_7§192 /_ZdnnF(n). (A5)

o0
Our next task is to evaluate integrals of the form / drX® and / d7X®, where X and X are the vectors

associated with m and m, respectively. In terms of components along an orthonormal frame, the vectors have the
form

X = X )t + X= () w® + X% (n) 6% + X*(n) 2°, (A6)

X = X{(n) e + X=() @ + X2(n) 9 + X*(n) 2°. (A7)

The corresponding expressions for the derivatives are

. dxe dX't dX™® an - dX* ~ .
a — = — Q —ta - o (e (67 ¢ @ w A8
X e v (dn + i © + n ¢ +—d77 24+ X?w - X7 ¢ ), (A8)
. dxe dXt dX'_w an,: dX* S PN
a _ = 70 to —« [ a ¢ = w I A9
X 7 =7 <—d77 + a7 a; @ ) z @+ X% ¢ ), (A9)

where Eq. (A7) is used. Then the integral of X with respect to 7, with fixed 7 (and hence fixed ¢), is then given by

o ) ¢ ~ [axt . dx= dX?® ~, = dX* 3 -
/ dea:/ dr—— = —1/ dnld—t%t e zo‘+X¢w°‘—Xw¢o‘]
- - ! Ve g K g g T=const
= —2{[Xa]i°w+/ dn (Xawa—qu?a)}
v —© r=const
= 1(—/ X dn w“+/ X< dy ¢?a>. (A10)
5 o e
Similarly, the integral of X with respect to 7, with fixed 7 (and hence fixed ¢) is
00 . 00 an = 00 dXt de ngE,: dXZ N PN
/ dTXO‘Z/ dr = 2/ dn | —t+ — @+ — % + 29— X0@mY + X7 ¢
- " T e n d din d F=const
= Hixeps [ (-xPer - x75) ]
v -0 F=const

Note that basis vectors w® and (EO‘ are functions of ¢; and @® and ¢ are functions of ¢.
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2. Integral formulas for half-retarded + half-advanced Green function

Integrals involving the half-retarded 4 half-advanced Green function §(w) are derived in this section. As mentioned
in Sec. [MTA the solutions to w(n) = 0 are n = 7 £ . It is assumed that any contribution from 7 = +o0c vanishes.

From Eq. (1), we have
dw) ™ 0?2 1
< “’) _2 L (A12)

dn S 2 o+ vvsing’
and hence
o dw| ™" 02 1
dnd(w)F = — F =— {F(r+ + F(m — . Al13
| dndtwrrm) X |G| 0= o9+ Fr ) (A13)

For integrals involving a derivative of é(w),

* s [ Aol (dw\ T _/°° d | (dw)™
/_OO dn5(w)F(n)—/_Oo dn a a F(n) = N dn 6[w(n)] o |\ F(n) (Al4)
Using Eq. (BI2) and its derivative,
d (dw\ " 02 1+vvcosy
4 (aw _ i TUUCesy Al5
dn (dn>n_ﬁ¢ 2 (¢ +ovsing)? (A15)

the integral becomes

e 04 1 dF dF 1+ vocosy
! _ - _ _ s i
/ dn &' (w) F(n) = { dn (m+¢) dn (m=¢) @ +vusing

—o0 4 (p+vsing)? [F(W+<p)+F(7r—go)}}. (A16)

Finally, the following relation is useful for computation of Eq. ([[8) in Sec. [ITDI

[ ansure = [~ sy ron - [~ answyws | SEF@)| = [~ s ro. @
&

7 (n)} is assumed to be nonsingular (has an order
w

where, in the second term of the first equality, a derivative . [
Ui

larger than O(w~!) ) in the neighborhood of w = 0.

APPENDIX B: POST-NEWTONIAN CORRECTIONS TO E AND L

In presenting relations used to compute corrections from Apy to E, L, and the equations of motion, we avoid
repetition by omitting barred<»unbarred versions. The corrections to the parametrization-invariant post-Minkowski
action are calculated, assuming the parametrization (B2). We begin with the simpler correction term, ([Z4]). Using
the relations from Sect. [IIQ with R in the form R? = gz (v* + 0% — 2v¥ cosn), we obtain,

mm(m + m)
2R?
Q3 mm(m+m)

(~dai®)} (~B3")

Apny = —6(t — 1)

- _5(77_71-)71)24—62—21}1700577' (B1)
Derivatives appearing in the equations of motion and the conserved quantities have the form
3a(?iNf) = - W)%l v? T;(TQ—Z@”ZZSW (B2)
8(:(3‘/}71“) = §(n—m)? 2 -:ZZLTQ_;@?Z),S mE {(v — U cosn)w, — Vsin n(Ea} ) (B3)
T = sy 9
T = =y R ®5)
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The index a of z® is spatial. The post-Newtonian correction term to the w-component of the equation of motion is

then
< _[O0Apn  d OApn _ _ 03 1 5 _
d ¢ = — |1+ = . B6

/_ T[aRa & 8x°‘]w mmm ) ey [ty (B6)

The correction to the angular momentum is
) 1 /OO d UaApN a /DaApN _a v /OO d aApN aa
PN 03 )\ 9Ra dRa a3 ) T gRa
mm(m +m)Q [ 1 vosing
= —( — ) / d’l] 6(77 — 7T) B} — — _ _ 2
7Y —o0 v? + 0% —2vvcosn  (v2 + 02 — 20U cosn)
_ mm(m +m)Q
(v + )

and the corresponding correction to the energy is

1 OApN / 6APN 1 /°° OApN
Qlpy = —— [ dy a—— ke dn ke
PN T RN = T3 /_ 9o oz ¥t mE | M gRe
mm(m + m)Q? 1 vonsing
SRSy P () W VI
7Y —o0 v?+ 0% —2vvcosn  (v2 + 02 — 2vdcosn)
LA —m) 1 n
dn  2v2+ 02— 2vbcosy
7 7)0? 1
_ mm(m + m S IV
29y (v+ 7o

Finally,
mm(m + m)Q?

277(v + 0)? (B7)

epN = §Q€PN =—

The analogous corrections from the special-relativistically covariant post-Newtonian correction are as follows.
Correction to the equation of motion:

< _[OAspn  d O 1 [  OJAspx ”Y/Oo OAspN
d _—_—— . d a1 d @
/OOT[aRa draz’:a]w WQ/,OO"aRaw+~7 I e

mm(m +m)Q [ 1 v — U Cos
_ _Q/ dn{ﬁé’(w)o—n

§(77)1/2 oo n—m—ousinn
+o(w)o %17 sinn B %720
(n—m—wvosinn)? n—m—ovsiny
mm(m + m)Q> 1 3 vsinp 1 +vvcosy) (v+vcosp
_ mitm 1) L (s, wsme Joriesg)|
5 (v¥) (o +vosinp)” | 4 ¥ +vvsing (¢ +vUsing)

where o = £1 for n — m — vvsinn 2 0, respectively.
Correction to the angular momentum:

/ _ 1 /OO d U@Aspra _ ’DaASPN@a _ 1 /OO d aASPN ¢a . aASPN éa
SPN =3 )\ oRa dR Aoz )Y TR 9
_ mm(nz -;— m) /00 p %5/(10)002 + 0% — 200 cosin - voNsiny + S(w)o 100 (sinn — ncos 7;)
(v9) 120 Q n—m—vosiny (n — 7 —vUsinny)
__ mm(m+m)Q 1 (B9)
(2 (p+oosing)”
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Correction to the energy:
B 1 OAspn o 5ASPN 7o 1 o OAspN , o, . OAsPN o0
espn — Qlspn = 70 [mdn B / ha +"Y”_YQQ /Oodnn( IR~ k% + e Qo )
mm(m+m) [
= 3/2 / dn
(v¥)

1 (1 — vvcosn) _ S(w)o 1

2(17—7T—v6sin77)2 n—m—ovosiny

1 !/
@5 (w)on + 0 (w) o

1 )02 1 1
_ lmm(m J;/?) = Q. (B10)
2 (v (¢ + vUsing) 2

Finally,

1 1 mm(m + m)Q? 1
ESPN = iﬂéspN =-3 ( — 3/2)
(77)

. B11
(¢ + visin ) (B11)

APPENDIX C: SCALAR INTERACTION
A scalar field is described by a Fokker action of the form (H), with

A = q@d(w) (~ad™)"* (~Fad®)'?. (c1)

The equation of motion for two particles in circular orbit has, for m, the form,

d Mo 9 C° oA 2 _ v OA ~,
_— @ - Q: d _ — i
w my“v /_OO n{@w*‘yQQ (v—"7vcosn) + 5 9ie —¢” }

dr (=g i)'/
2qq [~ 1 1
= 9 dn{—25’(w) (v — v cosn) — d(w)= 7%}
7 S O
qq©? 1 2 4 vsin n (14+vocosp) (v+Tcosy)
72 o+ vising @+ vusing @+ vusing ’

with the corresponding barred«sunbarred equation for m.3

The formalism developed earlier quickly leads to expressions for angular momentum and energy:

< ON 2 _ _ 2 e oA, _ _ 1/, 0N . OA
L = _[mdn%wﬁ/ﬂﬁl (v2+v2_2UUCOST]) —W/ioodnn |:% ($2$1—$1I2)—§ <$2%—I1W):|

2qq > 1
= —7%(212 /_OO dnﬁzy(w) (1)2 + 0% — 20 cosn — v sin 77)

e 1 (C2)
Yy ¢ +vusing

=
|
2
h
|

— m:vako‘—i——/ dn —ka — miaka—i——/ dnﬂka +—Q2/ dnn%Raka
i oo ow

= my(1- v?) — ng—z - dné(wM (1—v) +my(1- 172) — é—i [m dné(w)y (1 - 172)

2 = oo
+7ﬁqq / dnd’ (w)n (n — ™ — vusingy)

Q3
_m. m_ 299 /OO dnd(w) — 9z (™ dné’(w)nd—w
v ¥ J YL J oo dn

3 An equivalent solution has been obtained independently by Jean-Philippe Bruneton and Gilles Esposito-Farese[2d].
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m m qq [
= —+=--—5 dno(w
YT M) ()
B m+ﬁz qqs2 1
Yy 4 7Y p+ulsing
- ar (C3)
Y Y
Then
E=2"47 (C4)
Y Y
q 1
L = q—?f (C5)
Y @ +ovvsinp

APPENDIX D: DERIVATIONS OF THE MOMENTUM AND ANGULAR MOMENTUM FORMULAS

In this appendix, we present calculations and useful expressions relating to the momentum and the angular mo-
mentum formulas, for an arbitrary interaction term A(x — Z, %, 7).

1. Derivations of Eqs. (Id) and (I7)

Dettman and Schild [18] derived the momentum and the angular momentum formulas from Poincaré invariance
of the general Fokker action. We follow their calculation for the case of our action for two point particles to derive

Egs. (@) and ([[@), from the varied action (&]).
We first rewrite Eq. ) for 61, substituting the equation of motion for each particle, Eqs. ([0) and (II):
6](7’1,7‘2,?1,?2) = L‘l)l_i_/ dTﬂ or”
IS o 72 N [ OA d OA
o [ (-] o -]
i oo A T T2 To d T2 0o A
[0 +/df75ia/_/ 2
(—z,27)2 8170‘ ﬁ . dr - oo oz
= | e / dTﬂ 5z°
T
e o OA .o OA
+ Ly + / Y P

T

N

(=i i 81:04 . +/7'1 dT_ [&C (/ / )dT(??]
LI d oA
( i 7) oze

oo T1

( I’YI’Y Iz~ T1
OA OA
+[ dT(/ / >d7’[5$ ﬁ—l-éar 87}’ (D1)
where
o doz® co doz™
0z 1= . 0z = T (D2)

We next restrict the variations of the trajectory of each particle, x® and %, to infinitesimal Poincaré transfor-
mations (which we will subsequently take to have the forms () and ([H)). Since the Fokker action, and hence the
interaction A, is Poincaré invariant, the interaction term A satisfies the identity

ANz + 6z — 7 — 0%,% + 02,2 + 0z) = Az — 7,4, 7). (D3)
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Expanding the identity to first order in dx and 6z, we have

OA | 5o 08 | 5p0 0N 550 0N (D4)

02 S Ra OR™ D D

Using this relation, the variation of the action ([DJl) becomes

. fo'e) 8 T2 — o0 8
ﬂJr/ dr 22 | oo +L‘“l+/ dr e
(_;Cvgm)a oo 0% . (_;@Y;mﬁ I lied

[e’e] T2 ~ T2 [e%e] ~ aA aaA
-l-(/_OOdT/T1 dT—/T1 dT/_OOdT) [(5:10 ﬁ-l-é 8170‘] (D5)

The double integral in Eq. (D) is rearranged to separate the contribution from (71,71) and (72, 72) explicitly as

SRS N( s
IRTals
Cr LD CTorn e

Finally, the variation 61 with respect to an infinitesimal Poincaré transformation takes the form

Mg o OA MT g, o O\
i [ 00 g [ e 00
(—dyi7)2 oz~ (—2,37)2 e Oz

T2

T2

oz”

61(7-1;7'277_-177_-2) -

T2 T2

0I(T1, T2, T1,T2) = 5z

T1

o 8A _
(L L) oo e o
To derive the conserved momentum, Eq. ([[d), a translation by a constant vector ([Z) is substituted in (O0):
51 Mia = YA e < gn]"
a ( (E,Y(E’Y)2 — 00 T (—.’IIV.’IIV)2 — 00 X .
T2
(/ / / / >8R0‘deT L (D8)
where we used 02* = da®/dr = 0.
The angular momentum similarly corresponds to an infinitesimal rotation ([3):
oI m (Tais — Tpia) /°° [ 0A oA\
2 = d — — Xg——
dee l (—dyi)? T T\ TeaaE T e
T1
. . T2
m (ZaZpg — Tpla) /°° ( OAN  OA >
+ + dr | Zo7=5 — Tpozg
[ (= x’yx’y)l 00 " oi’ oz 71
oA OA oA ™
—— tdg— —dpg=—— | drdT| , D
" </ / / / )[ “ORP ~ "Re 5P xﬁ&ba} s (D9)

where 03 = P14 is used.
An analogous derivation of the momentum and angular momentum for the affinely parametrized action results in
the replacements

MT o MZTe
—— — Mg,

(- xva) (—2,27)2
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in the momentum equation (D), and

m (.%'a.i'ﬁ — .%'B.i'a) m (,fai'ﬁ — i‘@i‘a)

—m (.%'a.i'ﬁ — .%'B.i'a) s —m (,fai'ﬁ - fﬂi‘a) s (Dll)

(=) (—,87)2

in the angular momentum equation ([DJ)).
The double integrals in Eqs.([DX1)-([D3) have a useful alternative form:

L L= L L) Lo [ o
_/_;dT/_O:OdTJr/_;dT/_ZdT. (D12)

The terms depending on the proper time of each path 7 and 7 can be separated by writing the double integral in the
above form, (DI2), as seen in Eqs. (DI¥)) and (D20)). These are used in the proof of the first law in Sec. [Vl

2. Formulas for F, L, and E — QL

Next, we derive expressions for the nonzero components of the angular momentum L := Li2(7, 7), the 4-momentum
E := —P,(7,7)t%, and a combination E — QL for parametrization invariant action. The formulas for the affinely
parametrized action can be obtained by replacements analogous to Eqs. ([OI0) and (OII), which are not repeated.

We begin with the angular momentum: Since the basis ¢ and ¢ at positions of particles {m,x} and {m, Z} have
components in Cartesian coordinate ¢® = (—x2,2',0) = (—x2,21,0) and ¢* = (=z2,%",0) = (—=Z2,Z1,0), one has
relations

149 — 10 A1 = And® and ,flfig — szl = Aaéa, (Dl?))

where A, and A, are vectors at positions m and m. Applying the relations (DI3)) to the L;» component of the
angular momentum equation () yields

ML O™ o OA MT 0™ /°° oA - |
L =|——~ AT ——o¢% —_— dr——¢°

Co * | 7o ] o [(—Mﬁ)é ST

oA -, _

(L) G+ g e )
where we define ¢ = d%gbo‘. From the definition of the linear momentum (), the energy E = —P,t* has the
corresponding form

Cot® > A NI t™ > A
E:—Ll+/ dTa—ta()— L%—/ drafto‘ (7)
(=i i)z oze (—2,27)2 oo Ox®

(/ / / / ) —to‘deT. (D15)
The combination E — 2L then becomes
ML k* ©9A
T) — Va1 + dT—ka T
(7) l(_xﬂxﬂ)i /700 I lied ] (7)

E-QL = _l%Jr/” O
(/ / / / ><8Ra gliQW) drdr. (D16)

—dpih)3 loknel
One can write the energy (DIH) and the angular momentum (DI4) in a form related to the one particle energy and
angular momentum defined in Sec. [Vl Eqgs. ([04), and [I08)-([0F), together with the relation for the double integral
([DI2). Interestingly, the resulting formulas for the energy and angular momentum depend separately on the proper
time of each path, 7 and 7. Using the property
oA oA oA

T e (1D
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we can rewrite the energy (DIH) in terms of the one-particle potential Uy, and Uy,

Mﬂag/ drA
77)3 or® J_

E = - M+t°‘i/ d7A

( By d7)7 92 J_o )=

([ [ [ [ ) e

(7)

MI ot o0 UM T o U,
= - -+t (r)+ | drt
(— ;Wm) oz oo ox®
RN U g U,
— e — T dTt* . D18
(—(.E,Y;.E'Y)% + or™ (7) +/,Oo oz« ( )

To relate the angular momentum (DI4) to one-particle angular momentum, we notice that the relation (D),
together with properties ([OI3)) and ([XID), implies

oA oA 8A 8A

o 9 + ¢a —+ qSO‘ — + qﬁ"‘ = 0. (D19)

Like the energy, the angular momentum can be written in terms of the potentials U, and Uz,

N e _

(—zp2P o0

(L. df/ df—/ o df> (s 5:2'“)

L= | et / dr A
(- igih)z 8

B MIT % Uy,
=D Pt 8170‘ ()_/OodT(‘ZS 5o T aw)
[ mEad® - OUm | T U | OU
|Gt | 0= [ (o5 +#58) P20

The terms in the brackets in the above Eqgs. (DI) and ([D20) are the one-particle energy and angular momentum;
the contribution from each particle which is moving in the field produced by the other particle (see Sec. [Vl).

It is also noticeable that the formulas for £, L and E — QL, Eqgs. (013), (0Id), and ([DI), can be written in a
common form, because of a property {* := dt®/dr = 0, ke = ng)a accordingly, and those for corresponding barred
quantities. Writing Q to represent these conserved quantities, F, L, and E — QL, and (¢ for the associated vectors,

t*, ¢*, and k%, we have
mxa (™ < 0OA MZTa /°° 8A _
(~dpi)b | o5 ] " [(—m% et ] "

<// / /)(aRa gcha .a)d””' (D21)

Also for the expressions in terms of the one-particle potentials, we have

- [ ; dr <<a o )
(1) — /7 ; dr (C gua au ) (D22)

In Egs. (T2)-([I3) in Sec.[[V] the integrand of Eq. (D22) is written in a short form defined by

Q =

(e}
_;bﬂjgﬂ)% +¢ oz

o l( Mial® Uy,

o™

Nl=

[( mEal* o Ol

_j;ﬁj;ﬁ)

8L{m fo 8L{m — . Fa 8L{m o 81/{771
gze T¢ Baa Valdn : o

COV ol = C* (D23)
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As seen in the above expression ([D22), contributions to the total energy and angular momentum from time 7 and
T are separated. It means that each piece conserves independently; E L and E — QQL, are a sum of two conserved
quantities associated with 7 and 7.

For circular motion, the velocities are given by #® = vk® and % = ~vk®, and the parametrization-invariant
interaction term satisfies Eq. ([@d) (Euler’s relation for a homogeneous function of degree one in #* and z); we then
have

mink® 1 [ migk® 1 [
B-0r = - | P 2 [Tl () - | B 2 [ | )
( :v/g:vf@) v J- (—i‘g.’i‘ﬂ)i Y J-x

(/ / / / )(aRa + szAW) drdr. (D24)

Ouly the radial components of the equations of motion, ([l) and ([[Il), are nontrivial, and they take the form

d Mmiq < OA 70?2 _0A

— | —— | w* = d — —° D2
dr l(_;bvgm)%] “ /_Oo TR ot v J_s 7—(’99'00‘(;5 (D25)
d MT g, _ e oA _ 0?2 8A

— | —|®* = dr——=“ d — D26
e l(—:bya'ﬂ)%] w / TBR + — i 925 ( )

In the above we used Eqs. (BIl) and [ATI) in Appendix [AT] to eliminate the 7 derivative in the 7 integral (and
respectively 7 derivative in the 7 integral), then transformed the integration variable i back to 7 (7) using [A2]).

The radial component of the accelerations #,w® = —y20Q and Z,@* = —5%9 are related to i,¢* = yv?/Q and
To0™ = J0%/Q, respectively, by

miap® v dl My MTa¢® 0] d[ MTg ]wo‘, (D27)

——a = || % and ———— =——5= —
(_;j;,ygj;’y)% ~vQ2 dr (_j;,yj;v)%l (_5573—;7)% Q2 dr (_g—g,yg—;v)%

where 7,7% = 0 = T,2® are used. With this relation (D27), the radial equations of motion (DZ5) and (D20) are
substituted to further simplify the angular momentum formula (DI4):

v > OA o v o0 oA _ ],
L = 792 [/ draR }(T)—W{/deaRaw](T)

(/ / / / ><aRa ”%45’“)61”*- (D28)

3. Conserved quantities in Post-Minkowski gravity in terms of h.s and hags

As shown in Sec. [TAl the parametrization invariant interaction ([22) leads to equations of motion, Eqs. (28) and
&9), that describe point particles in a post-Minkowski approximation with half-advanced + half-retarded fields.

The momentum and angular momentum formulas, in the form of a sum of one-particle contributions, can be written
in terms of hop and Baﬁ. We present these formulas valid for arbitrary particle trajectories m and m.

We begin by rewriting the variation of I with respect to an infinitesimal Poincaré transformation, (DH), in terms

of one-particle potentials U,,, and Uy,
2 72 i oA OA

T1

/ dT/ dr [533 — + 0z 8A] (D29)
oz
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- .a - OA
5[(7’1,7’2,7_’1,7_’2) = L;-F/ AT —— 5:17
(—(E,Y(E’Y)2 — 0o oz

+ ﬂ+/ ar O | 5z
(—2,27)2 0z

- UL (%,{m sz —/ dr | 6z O, + 0z 81/.{m
(_i’yi’y)i dze T1 T1 Oz Oz
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The conserved momentum and angular momentum are then derived as follows,

ML ou,, T ou,,
Pa ,T) = 1 . - dr——
(r,7) l(—jij)E + ot (7) /700 TB:EO‘
M o U, T U
- T) — dT D31
+[P@ﬁﬁ+3ﬂ - [ g (D3
and
L -m(:vag'cg — xgTq) MUy U, ]
Lap(,7) = (—dyd)2 * (wa 0if P gia (7)
B /T [y O O O O
—co T 928 ~ P gge 9B P e
i (Tadip — Tpta) | (- OUn _ OUn\| _
B R (o5 o )| @
T Uy _ Uy . OUm . U
_ [de [gca 558~ 28 gza T Tagzg — 15 83;:0‘] (D32)

For the interaction of Eq. (22) and corresponding fields (28)) and 29, the one-particle potentials are related to the

fields haps and hag by

[e%e] 1 B [e%e] 1 _ ~asf
U, :/ d7A = thﬁL U, :/ dTA = =17 hop— (D33)
—o0 2 (—dqya7)z —o0 2 (—zy27)2
and their derivatives with respect to position and velocity take the form
WU _ 1 Oh i 30 My, I e i?
=35 - I I 1) —~ =M | hag + 57as WJ:T .33 .x. 1 (D34)
Oz 2 Oz (—;péxe)i oz« 2 (—.I .Ie) (—x,yx'}’)i
aUm 1 _ 6h o) (.E’Y(.E(s (9Um _ 1 h 51”.’[]5 ii'B
=3 D = hOt @ R . . . D35
oz~ 2" 9z i)k 0a° m[ 83 559 | Caat (D35)

Substituting relations (D34) and (D33) in Eqs. ([O31) and ([D33J), we obtain explicit expressions for the momentum

and angular momentum in terms of hng and hag,

-0

1 hysiVi P Oh.s Va0
P, T) = o ha N 2l _ ot
(r.7) =m {” g+ fag + 57 "(—g'cegte)} (i) % m/ T 0 (i)
. 1 hosz 10 s _Ohys  TVTO
o I Zp g8t A 7 D36
+ m {77 6+ has + 571 ﬁ(_jefe)} CE) % m/ axa ot (D36)
and
o . _ .a 1 h sy .6 ah _ ha -y
Laﬁ(T,?) _ m{(:l? ‘Tﬁ. .ﬂiﬁf ) {14__ 76:73 363 ]+ (x By : xi ;’Y)x }(T)
(—$7x7)2 2 (—LL‘EJJ ) (—;[;5;[; )2
_ m/ dr { 1 (:1: Ohys _ 58h75> i’ (@ahgy — Eghay) 27
OxP 0x ) (—ieic)? (—igid)2
Toig — Taka 1 hos3730 Tohgy — Tohos ) T
L e A L e LA
(—xva)2 (—ZEEZE ) (—;[;5;[; )2
T 1 oh oh. rad Tahgy — Lgha~y) 7Y
—m dr | = Za 7’}/5 _ —5 7’:’15 Ji ? ; (‘T By _ ‘?ﬂ l'Y) €z (D37)
e 2 oz 01 ) (=i z°)2 (—zs5x0)2

For completeness, we give the corresponding form of the conserved quantity Q associated with a Killing vector (¢ of

Minkowski space, rewriting Eq. ([D22), in terms of hos and hag. Applying a property of (¢,

#9Co = %8P Va(s = 0,
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we have
heysiY &0 ¢coqh
Q = m |: o +ho¢ + o - 5 :| T
ot s + 3 55 | Tyt
T _1 h B4 hasC® B
- m dT _Caa B~ rmr - 5< xz
P _2 ox® (—x(;j‘s 3 (—j’;vqﬂ)2

= e . 1
Tl ;[;V;[;’Y)z
© (1 0hy, #PF hagloit
—m | dF| e TE 7T | (D38)
o 27 0z (—z52%):  (—z427)2

For the affinely parametrized interaction (B8]), we obtain analogous expressions for momentum and angular momen-
tum in terms of hopg and hag. Since the form (BO) relates to the solutions

hoa(e) = 4m [ O:O 07 5(w) <g':=a@, - %naﬁmv> , (D39)
hap(Z) = 4m / h dr &(w) <:ica9'c3 - %naﬁg'cvg'ﬂ) , (D40)
the one-particle potentials for the affinely parametrized interaction are written,
Uy, = /: d7A = %mhaﬂg'c%ﬂ, U, = /_O:O drA = % M hasi®i?, (D41)
and their derivatives with respect to the position and to the velocity become
(ZMTZ _1 %h'rj iV, (ZMTZ =mhay&7 (D42)
ZL{?? 1 %};f 0 ZZ_{’Z = M hay @ (D43)

Replacements ([OI0), (OII) and substitution of (DZ2) and (D43)) in Eqgs. (O31) and (O32) yield formulas for the

momentum and angular momentum the expressions,
/ '75 i -0

Po(1,7) = m (naﬁ + haﬁ

+ M (1ap + hap) 2°(7) — 5m/_oo dr %mé, (D44)
and
Log(T,7) = m[(xaj:ﬁ —28%a) + (Zahgy — ghary) j:'y] (1)
- m/T ar | 1 ( %h”; ﬁ%h”“> j:"a':‘s—l—(j:ahﬁ,,—j;ﬁhm)ab'y]

+ | (@adp — pia) + (Tahay — Tphar) 37 (7)
_ m/T gL <_ %h»gs _ & %Zf) V5 + (Zahpy — Tahay) fw} _ (D45)

Finally, the charge Q has for the affinely parametrized interaction the form

Q = m(ap + hap) (*i” m/ ( h";g’cﬁjﬂ + haﬁc'%'ﬁ)

+ 71 (Nap + hap) C*3” m/ ( C“a D557 + ha 5C% ’3) (D46)
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