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Calabi-Yau meets Gravity: A Calabi-Yau three-fold at fifth post-Minkowskian order
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We study geometries occurring in Feynman integrals that contribute to the scattering of black
holes in the post-Minkowskian expansion. These geometries become relevant to gravitational-wave
production during the inspiraling phase of binary black hole mergers through the classical conser-
vative potential. At fourth post-Minkowskian order, a K3 surface is known to occur in a three-loop
integral, leading to elliptic integrals in the result. In this letter, we identify a Calabi-Yau three-fold
in a four-loop integral, contributing at fifth post-Minkowskian order. The presence of this Calabi-
Yau geometry indicates that completely new functions occur in the full analytical results at this
order.

I. INTRODUCTION

Following the groundbreaking discovery of gravita-
tional waves [1, 2], the inspiral and eventual merger of
binary systems of compact astronomical objects such as
black holes and neutron stars has become a key ob-
ject of interest in many branches of physics. The up-
coming third-generation gravitational-wave detectors will
provide much more and higher-precision data, requiring
equally high-precision theoretical predictions for its in-
terpretation [3, 4].

Many complementary approaches for the theoreti-
cal description of these processes have been devel-
oped, ranging from numerical relativity [5–7] to analyt-
ical approaches valid in various regions, such as post-
Newtonian [8–10], post-Minkowskian [4, 11], and self-
force [12–15] expansions as well as the effective-one-body
formalism [16, 17].

The post-Minkowskian (PM) expansion treats the dy-
namics in the inspiraling phase perturbatively in New-
ton’s constant G while maintaining all orders in the ve-
locity, thus accounting for relativistic effects. Since the
dynamics of the bound system can also be related to the
scattering problem [11], this allows the use of Feynman
diagrams and other methods from perturbative Quan-
tum Field Theory (QFT) and scattering amplitudes [18–
39], see refs. [4, 40] for an overview, while systemati-
cally taking the classical limit ~ → 0 to retain the clas-
sical pieces only. As in QFTs, higher precision thus re-
quires the computation of Feynman integrals with more
loops. In particular, the state-of-the-art computation for
the gravitational two-body problem currently stands at
three loops, corresponding to a 4PM correction for non-
spinning black holes [32–35, 38, 39], as well as including
spin-orbit [41, 42] and tidal effects [43].

With the objective of calculating Feynman integrals,
one task is to characterize the space of functions to
which they evaluate. Most Feynman integrals computed
to date can be written in terms of multiple polyloga-
rithms [44, 45], which are iterated integrals over the Rie-
mann sphere. However, at high loop orders and in cases

with non-negligible masses or many physical scales, new
special functions start to appear in QFT, involving inte-
grals over non-trivial geometries. These include integrals
over elliptic curves, K3 surfaces and higher-dimensional
Calabi-Yau manifolds; see ref. [46] for a recent review. In
particular, various L-loop families of Feynman integrals
have been identified that involve Calabi-Yau manifolds of
dimensions growing linearly with the loop order L [47–
56].

Up to two loops (3PM order), the results in the PM ex-
pansion are expressible in terms of polylogarithms. How-
ever, at three loops they contain products of complete el-
liptic integrals, which stem from a K3 surface [32, 33, 57].
In this letter, we initiate an analysis beyond the current
state of the art, finding that at four loops a new geom-
etry appears – a Calabi-Yau three-fold. This is the first
instance that this type of geometry appears in integrals
relevant for the scattering and inspiral of black holes, and
it indicates that completely new functions are needed for
the full analytical result at 5PM order.

In order to detect geometries in Feynman integrals, we
use two complementary approaches: differential equa-
tions [58] and leading singularities [59]. While leading
singularities can, in principle, be calculated using any
parametric representation of the Feynman integral as well
as the loop-momentum-space representation, we find that
a loop-by-loop Baikov representation [60, 61] is particu-
larly advantageous in the present case. It allows us to
show that the geometries occurring in many different PM
Feynman diagrams are identical, and that further classes
of diagrams contain only trivial geometries. This vastly
reduces the number of different diagrams we need to con-
sider for the purpose of detecting geometries, and even
allows for a full classification, as we will show in upcom-
ing work [62].

The remainder of this letter is structured as follows:
In section II, we discuss which Feynman diagrams occur
in the perturbative PM expansion of classical gravity. In
section III, we discuss our approach to detecting the ge-
ometry in the corresponding Feynman integrals; see our
upcoming paper [62] for further details. We present our
results on relating geometries in different Feynman di-
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FIG. 1. (a) Kinematics of the scattering process, exemplified
by the tree-level diagram. The arrows indicate the direction
of the momenta, thin and thick lines, respectively, denote
the graviton and scalar matter propagators. (b) A Feynman
diagram containing a Calabi-Yau three-fold.

agrams in sections IV and the occurrence of a Calabi-
Yau three-fold, depicted in fig. 1(b), in section V. In
section VI, we present our conclusions and outlook. We
include further details on the identification of the Calabi-
Yau three-fold in appendix A.

II. FEYNMAN DIAGRAMS FOR

GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

Our aim is to study the classical conservative dynam-
ics for the two-body problem of two inspiraling, non-
spinning black holes.1 For this, we will assume that
the size of the bodies is much smaller than their dis-
tance, such that their internal degrees of freedom can
be neglected. In the gravitational two-body problem,
this condition is satisfied when the Schwarzschild ra-
dius rs ∼ Gm of each black hole is much smaller than
the impact parameter |b|, in momentum space given as
|b| ∼ 1/|q|. Therefore, there is a small expansion param-
eter rs/|b| ∼ Gm|q| ≪ 1 inherent to the long-distance
dynamics. This naturally defines a perturbative expan-
sion that is compatible with the PM expansion of gen-
eral relativity, corresponding to an nPM correction at
order Gn. To study this problem, we will, in this work,
furthermore use the modern scattering amplitudes-based
approach to the PM expansion, where the two black holes
are modeled by two massive scalars minimally coupled to
gravity [19]. In particular, we will closely follow the con-
ventions of refs. [27, 31, 32, 34], but analogous results
hold in all formulations of the PM expansion.

We study the scattering of two massive scalars with
momenta pi=1,2, masses mi=1,2, and momentum transfer
q; see fig. 1(a). We decompose p1 = p1−q/2 and p2 =
p2+q/2 into components orthogonal and along q [27, 63],
satisfying pi · q = 0. In Quantum Field Theory, such a
scattering process depends on the kinematic invariants
s = (p1+p2)2, t = q2, and u = (p1−p2)2 with s + t+ u =
2m2

1 + 2m2
2.

1 Spin effects can be included in our analysis, but they only mod-
ify the dressed vertices and thus the numerator of the integrals.
Similarly, the analogous description for neutron stars only affects
the numerators.

A classical two-body problem, however, is further char-
acterized by having a large angular momentum J ≫
~ [11, 19, 24, 64]. In natural units, this corresponds to
s, |u|,m2

1,m
2
2 ∼ J2|t| ≫ |t| = |q|2, i.e., the classical limit

corresponds to the limit of small |q| [65]. In order to fo-
cus on the classical dynamics, we will thus systematically
implement this limit during the perturbative expansion.
In practice, this is attained by a soft-q expansion with the
method of regions [66], where hard (quantum) momenta
∼ mi are suppressed in favor of soft momenta ∼ |q| [65].

To identify the diagrams that contribute to the po-
tential region, a power counting in |q| is carried out
within the soft expansion. Graviton propagators scale
as 1/k2 ∼ |q|−2, where k is the loop momentum, but the
scalar matter propagators can be expanded and turn into
linearized (or eikonal) propagators ∼ |q|−1. Introducing
the soft four-velocities uµ

i = pµi /mi, with the soft masses
being m2

i = p2i = m2
i −q2/4, so that u2

i = 1 and ui ·q = 0,
the matter propagators become

1

(k + pi ± q
2
)2 −m2

i

=
1

mi

1

2ui · k
+ O(q2). (1)

In particular, this implies that the dependence on the
masses mi factors out. Each loop integration measure
scales as |q|4, n-point graviton self-interaction vertices
scale as |q|2Gn

2
−1, and the interaction of a matter line

with n gravitons scales as |q|0Gn

2 .
The leading term in the post-Minkowskian expansion

(1PM) scales like |q|−2G, as can be immediately seen
from fig. 1(a). Then, each (loop) correction in the soft
limit adds a factor of |q|G [65]. The classical contribution
thus stems from diagrams that scale as |q|L−2GL+1 at L
loops [65], corresponding to an (L + 1)-PM correction.
Diagrams with more powers of |q|, which are of quantum
nature, become suppressed and can be discarded. Dia-
grams with fewer powers of |q| are called superclassical
(also known as iterations), which cancel when perform-
ing the matching of the full theory to the effective field
theory [24]; they can thus similarly be discarded.

Additionally, we will simplify the analysis by restrict-
ing ourselves to the (conservative) potential region within
the soft expansion, where the momenta scale as kµ =
(ω,k) ∼ |q|(v, 1). In other words, radiation modes
kµ = (ω,k) ∼ |q|(v, v) leading to radiation reaction and
tail effects will also be discarded; see refs. [31, 34, 36–38]
for a discussion.

Since q2 < 0 is the only remaining dimensionful scale
in the classical limit, it can be fixed by dimensional anal-
ysis. Thus, the classical scattering process only depends
non-trivially on y = u1 · u2, often rewritten in terms of

y = x2+1
2x

to rationalize the square root
√
y2 − 1 that

regularly appears in the results.2

2 Equivalently, it depends on the relative Lorentz factor σ = p1 ·

p2/(m1m2) = (s−m2

1
−m2

2
)/(2m1m2) = y +O(q2).
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III. DETECTING THE GEOMETRY IN

FEYNMAN INTEGRALS

Knowing which Feynman diagrams are relevant for the
potential region in the classical limit, we now turn to
the task of detecting the geometries in the corresponding
Feynman integrals. We use two complementary meth-
ods: (i) differential equations and (ii) leading singulari-
ties computed via a loop-by-loop Baikov representation.
a. Picard-Fuchs operators One frequently used ap-

proach to study the geometry in Feynman integrals is
differential equations [58]. Feynman integrals can be re-
duced to so-called master integrals via integration-by-
parts identities (IBPs) [67], as implemented, e.g., in
FIRE [68, 69], KIRA [70], and LiteRed [71]. Taking then

a derivative of the vector of master integrals ~I with re-
spect to one of the kinematic variables, e.g. x, yields a

system of differential equations [58] ∂x~I = A ~I, where the
entries of the matrix A depend on the dimension D and
the kinematics.

By taking further derivatives, this system of coupled
first-order differential equations can be reduced to a sin-
gle higher-order differential equation for an individual
master integral Ii,

LnIi = inhom., Ln =
dn

dxn
+

n−1∑

j=0

cj(x)
dj

dxj
. (2)

The inhomogeneity stems from subsectors (also known
as subtopologies), i.e., master integrals where a num-
ber of propagators are absent, corresponding to dia-
grams where those propagators are pinched. The so-
called Picard-Fuchs operator Ln, where cj(x) are ratio-
nal functions, describes the corresponding homogeneous
differential equation. If the rational factorization of the
Picard-Fuchs operator produces an irreducible differen-
tial operator of order r > 1, then this is a clear indication
that the Feynman integral of interest is not polylogarith-
mic, but may involve a Calabi-Yau (r−1)-fold.3 The fac-
torization of differential operators is implemented, e.g.,
in Maple, and further studying the properties of the re-
sulting irreducible differential operator uniquely identi-
fies the geometry under consideration.

A Feynman integral inherits non-trivial geometries if
its subsectors, and thus the inhomogeneity, involve them.
However, we can remove the inhomogeneity [74] in the
differential equation by considering the maximal cut,
where all propagators i

Q2
i
−m2

i

are replaced by on-shell

delta functions δ(Q2
i −m2

i ). Since taking derivatives com-
mutes with taking cuts, the operator Ln and thus the
homogeneous differential equation yields the differential
equation on the maximal cut. As a consequence, we can

3 An alternative is for it to involve a higher-genus curve [72, 73].
We can discriminate between these possibilities via a further
analysis of Ln as well as the leading singularity.

look at the sectors one at a time for the purpose of de-
tecting geometries.
b. Leading singularities via loop-by-loop Baikov An

alternative approach to detecting geometries in Feynman
integrals is via leading singularities (LS), which are re-
lated to the maximally iterated discontinuity of the inte-
gral [59]. Concretely, the leading singularity is obtained
by taking the maximal cut as well as any further discon-
tinuities. It can be calculated in the original momentum-
space representation of the Feynman integral as well as
in any parametric representation. A Feynman integral is
polylogarithmic if its leading singularity – as well as the
leading singularity of all its subsectors – is algebraic. This
allows us to analyze one subsector at a time, as in the
case of differential equations. If the leading singularity
contains a non-trivial integral, this integral is indicative
of the geometry contained in the Feynman integral.

Here, we will use the Baikov representation [60] for the
calculation of the leading singularity. This representation
can be obtained from the D-dimensional momentum-
space representation by making a change of variables
zi = Q2

i −m2
i so that the propagators characterizing the

problem become the integration variables. For multi-
loop problems, it is often necessary to introduce ex-
tra auxiliary propagators for the change of variables to
be well defined. For a problem with nint propagators
we need to add nISP = NV − nint extra variables ac-
counting for irreducible scalar products (ISPs), where
NV = 1

2
L(L + 1) + EL is the number of independent

scalar products that may be formed between the L loop
momenta and the E = next − 1 independent external
momenta.

Overall, the Baikov parametrization reads, for the case
where all propagators are raised to power one,

I = G −D+E+1

2

∫
dNVz

z1 · · · znint

B(z)
D−L−E−1

2 , (3)

where we have dropped an overall factor that de-
pends only on the space-time dimension D. Here,
B(z) = detG(k1, . . . , kL, p1, . . . , pE) is known as the
Baikov polynomial, and G = detG(p1, . . . , pE), where
G(Q1, . . . , Qn) denotes the Gram matrix, with entries
Gij(Q1, . . . , Qn) = Qi ·Qj .

The Baikov representation is particularly suitable for
calculating the maximal cut, which is simply obtained by
taking the residues at zi = 0 for i = 1, . . . , nint,

Imax-cut ∝ G −D+E+1

2

∫
dnISPz B(0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸

nint

, z)
D−L−E−1

2 .

(4)
The leading singularity is then calculated by taking all
possible further residues (if any) in the remaining nISP

extra variables coming from the ISPs.
To facilitate the task of calculating the remaining

residues, we use a slight variant of the Baikov repre-
sentation, the so-called loop-by-loop Baikov representa-
tion [61]. It is derived by applying eq. (3) separately
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FIG. 2. Simplifying relations for the geometries in PM Feyn-
man integrals: (a) The vertices at matter lines become effec-
tively orderless; (b) Dangling triangles have vanishing leading
singularities.

to one loop at a time, which reduces the number of re-

maining integrals to nISP = L +
∑L

i=1 Ei − nint, often a
considerable reduction. However, in doing so, the exter-
nal momenta for each loop will also depend on other loop
momenta; hence, the Gram determinant G will become a
function G(z).4

Calculating the leading singularity via an integral rep-
resentation of Feynman integrals has one important sub-
tlety: non-trivial changes of variables may be required to
expose all poles. To exclude the existence of additional
changes of variables that expose further poles, we always
use differential equations as cross-checks when finding
non-trivial geometries via loop-by-loop Baikov. On the
other hand, an algebraic leading singularity conclusively
indicates the absence of non-trivial geometries.

IV. RELATING AND RESTRICTING

GEOMETRIES

Before scanning over all relevant four-loop diagrams,
we can use the leading singularity via the loop-by-loop
Baikov representation to find general relations between
the geometries in different diagrams, and show that whole
classes of diagrams contain only trivial geometries, thus
vastly reducing the number of diagrams we need to
consider. We present the corresponding derivations in
ref. [62] and only state the results here.
a. Planar and non-planar diagrams For the purpose

of PM Feynman integral geometries, vertices at scalar
lines are effectively orderless, see fig. 2(a), which allows us
to relate the leading singularity of non-planar diagrams
to planar counterparts.5

4 The complexity of the resulting representation moreover depends
on the order in which the loop integrations are considered. Usu-
ally, the best choice of order starts with the sub-loops with the
fewest edges; see ref. [62] for details.

5 Starting at four loops, however, there also exist diagrams whose
non-planarity does not originate from the order of the vertices,
and cannot be related to planar counterparts.

FIG. 3. The Mondrian family of Feynman diagrams.

b. Dangling triangles Triangles at a matter line with
only cubic vertices such as in fig. 2(b) – which we call
dangling triangles – have vanishing leading singularity.
Thus, they are fully reducible to subsectors.

With this knowledge, we can limit the study of the
geometries to diagrams of the Mondrian6 family of fig. 3,
to their non-planar variations that are not related by
reordering vertices at the scalar lines, as well as to their
sub-topologies.

V. A CALABI-YAU THREE-FOLD AT O(G5)

The vast majority of the diagrams at four loops have
algebraic leading singularities, indicating that they are
polylogarithmic. Besides, we encounter several diagrams
that (more or less trivially) contain the same K3 surface
that was identified at three loops. We will present the full
results of our systematic analysis in ref. [62]. Here, we
highlight one particular new geometry that we identify:
a Calabi-Yau three-fold.

Let us consider the scalar diagram depicted in fig. 1(b),
a subsector of the four-loop Mondrian diagram that is ob-
tained by pinching two propagators. It has the following
leading singularity in D = 4:

LS

( )
∝ x

∫
dt1dt2dt3√
P8(t1, t2, t3)

(5)

with

P8(t1, t2, t3) = (1+t1)2 (1+t2)2 (t1t2+t23)2 (1−x2)2

+ 64 t21 t
2
2 (1+t1+t2) t23 x

2, (6)

where we have set q2 = −1 since the dependence on
q2 can always be recovered via dimensional analysis;
see appendix A for details of the calculation. It con-
tains the square root of a polynomial P8(t1, t2, t3) of
degree 8 in three variables. Homogenizing this poly-

nomial to P̃8(t1, t2, t3, t4) = P8(t1/t4, t2/t4, t3/t4) t84, we
obtain a homogeneous equation of degree 8 that de-
fines a co-dimension-one hypersurface in weighted projec-
tive space [t1, t2, t3, t4, t5] ∼ [λ1t1, λ

1t2, λ
1t3, λ

1t4, λ
4t5] ∈

WP
1,1,1,1,4,

t25 − P̃8(t1, t2, t3, t4) = 0. (7)

6 This notation goes back to the resemblance to paintings by Piet
Mondrian, see e.g. ref. [75].
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Since the degree of the equation is equal to the sum of
the weights, its solution generically defines a Calabi-Yau
three-fold [76, 77].

From the perspective of the differential equation, we
find an irreducible Picard-Fuchs operator of order 4 in
D = 4,

L4 =
∂4

∂x4
+

2 − 16x2 − 10x4

x(1 − x4)

∂3

∂x3

+
1 − 28x2 + 46x4 + 68x6 + 25x8

x2(1 − x4)2
∂2

∂x2

− 1 + 11x2 − 54x4 + 22x6 + 37x8 + 15x10

x3(1 − x2)3(1 + x2)2
∂

∂x

+
1 + 3x2 + 20x4 + 3x6 + x8

x4(1 − x4)2
, (8)

further confirming the Calabi-Yau geometry found with
the leading singularity. Moreover, L4 satisfies all condi-
tions for being a Calabi-Yau operator [78–86], ultimately
confirming that the geometry we found is a Calabi-Yau
three-fold [87]. We compute the solution to the corre-
sponding differential equation in D = 4−2ε in upcoming
work [87].

Moreover, this new geometry within the PM expan-
sion will appear in all diagrams containing fig. 1(b) as a
subsector, as well as in those related to it by the equiva-
lences of fig. 2. While the full calculation of the potential
at four-loop order is beyond the scope of this work, no
full cancellation of geometries in the sum of diagrams
has been observed at three-loop order, strongly suggest-
ing that the corresponding functions also occur in the
result at four-loop order.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this letter, we have studied Feynman integral ge-
ometries that contribute to the classical conservative dy-
namics of black holes in the post-Minkowskian expansion
and thus to the emission of gravitational waves in the in-
spiraling phase of black hole mergers. We demonstrated
that leading singularities via loop-by-loop Baikov, com-
plemented by differential equations on the maximal cut,
provide a highly efficient method for detecting these ge-
ometries. In particular, we identify – for the first time
for gravitational waves – a Calabi-Yau three-fold at four
loops, i.e, at fifth post-Minkowskian order. While the
third-order differential equation of univariate K3 sur-
faces is the symmetric square of a second-order differen-
tial equation [88–91] and can thus be solved in terms of
known functions; the fourth-order differential equation of
our Calabi-Yau three-fold is not a symmetric power [87],
indicating that completely new functions arise at fifth
post-Minkowskian order!

In upcoming work [62], we will use the methods de-
scribed here to fully classify the Feynman integral geome-
tries that occur through fifth post-Minkowskian order.

In a second upcoming work [87], we will calculate the
Feynman integral involving the newly identified Calabi-
Yau three-fold via its differential equation. This can be
achieved by bringing the differential equation into the so-
called ε-factorized form, which was recently generalized
from polylogarithms [92] to elliptic functions and Calabi-
Yau integrals [54, 93–96].

One immediate question for future work is whether the
K3 surface at three loops and the Calabi-Yau three-fold
at four loops are part of a family of Calabi-Yau (L− 1)-
folds at L-loop order, analogously to previously identified
integral families [47–56]. Moreover, it would be inter-
esting to systematically use similar techniques at higher
loops, for radiation reaction [31, 34, 36–38] as well as for
the waveform [97–100].
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Appendix A: Loop-by-loop Baikov analysis

In this appendix, we calculate the leading singularity
of the diagram depicted in fig. 1(b) via a loop-by-loop
Baikov parametrization, finding that it contains a Calabi-
Yau three-fold.

We parametrize the diagram as follows,

p1− q
2

p2+ q
2

p2− q
2

p1+ q
2

k1 k1−k2

k4−k3

k2−q
k2+k3

k3 k4+q

2u1 · k1 2u1 · k2

2u2 · k3 2u2 · k4

. (A1)
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Taking the loop ordering k1 → k4 → k3 → k2 and defin-
ing the extra Baikov variables z12 = (k3+q)2, z13 = k22 ,
and z14 = 2u2 · k2, we have

∝
∫

dz1 · · · dz14
z1 · · · z11

√
detG(k2, u1)

√
detG(k3+q, u2)

× 1√
detG(k3, k2, u2, q)

√
detG(k2, u1, u2, q)

, (A2)

and

LS

( )
∝
∫

x dz12dz13dz14√
(x2 − 1)2(1 + z13)2 + 4x2z214

× 1
√
z12

√
z13
√
z214(1 + z12)2 − 4z12z13(z12 + z13 + 1)

,

(A3)

where we already set q2 = −1 since the dependence on it
can be recovered by dimensional analysis. We can now
introduce t14 via

z14 = r1 −
(r2 − r1)(1 − t14)2

4t14
, (A4)

where r1,2 are the roots of the quadratic polynomial with
respect to z14, to rationalize the first square root. Subse-
quently rescaling t14 → t14/(

√
z12

√
z13), and relabeling

z12 → t1, z13 → t2 and t14 → t3, we obtain eq. (5).
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[29] G. Kälin, Z. Liu, and R. A. Porto, Conservative Dynam-
ics of Binary Systems to Third Post-Minkowskian Order
from the Effective Field Theory Approach, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 125, 261103 (2020), arXiv:2007.04977 [hep-th].

[30] G. Mogull, J. Plefka, and J. Steinhoff, Classical black
hole scattering from a worldline quantum field theory,
JHEP 02, 048, arXiv:2010.02865 [hep-th].

[31] E. Herrmann, J. Parra-Martinez, M. S. Ruf, and
M. Zeng, Radiative classical gravitational observables
at O(G3) from scattering amplitudes, JHEP 10, 148,
arXiv:2104.03957 [hep-th].

[32] Z. Bern, J. Parra-Martinez, R. Roiban, M. S. Ruf, C.-
H. Shen, M. P. Solon, and M. Zeng, Scattering Am-
plitudes and Conservative Binary Dynamics at O(G4),
Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 171601 (2021), arXiv:2101.07254
[hep-th].
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