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We study gravitational lensing by quadrupole potentials within the linearized gravity ap-
proximation and the integration over the unperturbed photon trajectory. It is well known that
the quadrupole potential contribution to the deviation angle is much smaller than that of the
monopole one. We show that quadrupole potentials can change the photon polarization vector,
but there is no contribution from the monopole term to the first order. The effect is maximal
when the axis of the quadrupole is tangential to the photon trajectory and it is proportional to
the frequency (rate) of the quadrupole moment of the deflector. The second order correction
of the monopole potential to the polarization is canceled away by the renormalization of the
polarization vector.

PACS: 04.25.Nx

1 Introduction and motivation

The common belief in physics is that Einstein’s general theory of relativity inevitably implies
the appearance of gravitational waves. The mathematical structure of these waves is defined as
quadrupole radiative fields.

However, one can question about two issues relevant to gravity and gravitational waves: (A)
The existence problem: to prove the existence of gravitational waves, it is necessary to derive
the exact wave equation from general relativity, but this is impossible because of the presence of
at least Newtonian “monopole” terms that spoil the structure of the “wave” equation [1-4]; any
approximate or even exact solution of Einstein field equations cannot isolate or neglect Newto-
nian from quadrupole terms. (B) The locality problem: assuming the presence of gravitational
waves infers that a decomposition of the total tensor field contains terms affecting and imply-
ing the curvature of spacetime, essentially the nonlocal physical process, and at the same time
the local radiative quadrupole field as gravitational waves; such a decomposition is difficult to
comprehend both physically and mathematically.

The classical electrodynamics was the inspiration to introduce gravitational waves, but (a)
the dipole radiative field is a solution of the exact Maxwell wave equations and (b) the electro-
dynamics is completely defined only by the local gauge field. As a consequence, the predicted
dipole radiation has been verified experimentally.
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It is possible to understand the energy loss of binary systems as the effect of quadrupole
potentials and not as a result of radiated gravitational waves [5].

In this paper we inspect gravitational lensing by quadrupole potentials which are parts of the
metric tensor, such as monopole terms, affecting spacetime curvature. It should not be confused
with the lensing of the assumed gravitational radiation by cosmological environment or some
astrophysical sources that one can find in the literature.

2 Lensing equations

Gravitational lensing by quadrupoles is an old subject of investigation [6-9], but the first reliable
calculation is due to Damour and Esposito-Farese [10]. They have shown that the incorrect
results of Ref. [11] arise from a naive “plane wave” approximation. Unfortunately, the same
unreliable approximation is used in Ref. [12].

Let us briefly summarize the short-wave approximation of Maxwell equations in curved
spacetime and the transport along the rays of the wave vector (¢#), the scalar amplitude (a)
and the complex polarization vector (V') [13]:

H .
E“Eddig, %0 =0, Vo = °Va5 =0, a+%a€j;=o, (1

M = diag(—1,+1, 41, +1), V; VY =1, (%4, =0,
a=ag, Vol® = 0.

We can write the transport equations more explicitly using Christoffel symbols:

de 1

% = 3l 0ugas, @
1da 1

W *5(%5[3 +Io0, 3)
v,

—E = ey 4
d¢ Volia “)

The linearized gravity approximation and the integration over the unperturbed photon trajectory
[13] of the transport equations, lead to the following lensing equations:

v = Nuv + hpw, b = impact vector, b4, =0,
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A direct evaluation of the lensing equations with the monopole potential straightforwardly gives

1 2GNM 4GNM
h(ag)(xu) = W&vﬂ = Al = T

t" = any spacelike vector orthogonal to £*.

by, Aln a =0, t'AV, =0, (8)

Thus, besides the resulting nonvanishing Einstein deflection angle [13], the monopole poten-
tial does not influence the transport of the scalar amplitude or of the polarization vector to the
first order.

For the calculus with quadrupole potentials, we adopt the formalism of Damour and Esposito-
Farese [10] performing the integration in the Fourier space. They evaluated the lensing of the
wave vector, which we therefore omit and concentrate on the lensing of the scalar amplitude and
the polarization vector.

One can read the Fourier transform of the potentials where the energy-momentum conserva-
tion is also included [10]:

d4k i ik-x v e2l v
By (2) = /Wh,w(kA)ek kx=k'a,, T =0T,

ﬁw(kk) =167Gn T“U(k]:)];%?:g?(k)\) , Toi= _%ﬁj, Too = %ﬁj- (&)
We can fix the constant wave (¢#), impact (b”) and polarization (V<) vectors:

" =(1,0,0,1), b* = (0,b,0,0), V¥ = (0, V1, V»,0). (10)
There is no influence of the quadrupole as a deflector to the scalar amplitude:

Aln a(quadrupole) = 0. (11)

Changing the integration variable k =| & | to u = v/k2 — w? [10], one obtains the expression for
the lensing of polarization:

k* = (w, ksin® cos ¢, ksin¥ sin ¢, k cos ), k- V = k"V,,
’L'GN “+o0 “+o00 2 )
AVy = —5- dw/ du/ dpue™® <5 ? (y? —jew) !
Q —o00 0 0
s {koTij (kI Viw™ + 6:3V;) — (k- V)Tij 000 (k'K w2 = §3k/w™)
. 1 o -~
+6ai(—K w4+ 6;3)] + 5(k Vo (=K' K0Ty + Ty} (12)

Neglecting the k dependence (quadrupole approximation) of the deflector field [10]

Tyj(w, k) = Tij(,0) = —5-Dij (), (13)

D;;(w) = /dgxziijOO(w,f), D;;(w) = /dtei“’tDij(t),



552

the rest of integrations could be performed with elementary integrals but with a careful regular-
ization procedure [10].
The result for the lensing of polarization is of the form

_ 4GNVa ODys(t) 4GNVi OD1s(1)

A‘/I(Q) - b2 815 |t:05 A‘/Q(Q) = b2 8t |t:07 (14’)
2G b2 92D11 (t b2 9% Daso(t
AW(Q) = *TN[Vl(Dm(O) —D11(0) + 3T121() lt=0 *gTQQQ() lt=0)
02D (t
+ V2(2D412(0) + bQTf() lt=0)];
2G b2 92D11 (t b% 8% Das(t
AGQ) = NN D) - Do) - L EPUO P IDRW,

9?D1a(t
+ Do) - 222y

One can easily verify the following relation
ViAVE(Q) + VEAV(Q) = 0.
From the exact integral for the evolution along the geodesic (C) of the polarization vector
AV, = / dgeovsry (15)
c

one can easily deduce the second order corrections perturbing Christoffel symbols [2], wave and
polarization vectors, as well as the photon trajectory with regard to the monopole potential:

AVy(M) =To + Jo + Ko + Lo + Ma, (16)
I, = %zﬁvA /C 0 e (9,h) + 9hlL) — 0.h)), (17)
hﬁlv) = 2(|;TJ_\{]|W5W, RVRY = 777%77%;1((116)7 Cp = unperturbed trajectory,
Jo = %eﬁw/c dE(Dahl) + 05h2) — 8,:h), (18)
o
Wy = XL = S, ) 4 <o,
Ko = %vn /C 0 dEALP (Dohl) + 05 — 0,.h(), (19)
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N 52
), € = small positive real cut — off.

The coordinate singularity in Eq.(21), regulated by the cut-off €, disappears after the integration
over the unperturbed photon trajectory, as one should expect for an observable. After performing
integrations, only one term contributes to the deviation of the polarization vector:

2w M? 2w M?
I, = G?V(fb—vl,oo fb—Qvl),
_ 5, mTM? 3T M?
ja — GN( 2b2 Vl,o 0 8b Vl)
4M?_ 4AM?_ 27M?
_ 2
ICOt - G (07 b2 ‘/1) b2 2, b2 ‘/1))
3w M? TM?
L, = G V1,0,0, —=V/
S TERE oz V1)
2w M? 2w M2
Ma - G?V( b V1,0 0 b—2V1)7
4G, M? 4G M?
= AV (M) = fbval, AVo(M) = 2’721/2 (22)

However, this contribution is canceled away by the renormalization of the polarization vector:

AV, = AVL(Q)+ AV (M), (VF + AVA*(V, + AV,)
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8G2,M?

= 1+ +0((AV)?),
~ 2M2 1 .
Ve = (1+ 8GfbV72)*E(V# +AVH), VFV, =1,
- 4G3, M?
Ve = Vh— Lfbg VL AVE+0((AV)?)

= VELAVHQ)+O((AV)?), p=1,2.

3 Results and discussion

For example, take a binary system and its quadrupole moment when a surface of motion is in the
xy plane and the z axis is defined by the direction of the incoming photon. In this case, the deflec-
tion of polarization is maximal. Generally, the Euler rotation matrix R projects the quadrupole
moment of arbitrary orientation to the frame defined by the wave vector of the deflected photon

cos?(Qt)  1sin(2) 0

1sin(2Q) sin®(Qt) 0 |,

mimso d2
mi1 + mo 0 0 0

Dij(t) =

2
0= Fﬂ, P = orbital period,
circular orbit : & = dcos(Qt), y = dsin(Qt),
Dyj(t) = R(05, ¢5)sxs Di; (1)- 23)

The complex polarization vector and its deflections could be cast into a more conventional form
to recognize linear, circular, or elliptical polarization states (here J is the phase-difference be-
tween two independent polarization states) [14]

Vo = Wi+ Vaio = V& + V4,
1 . - T . .
Vj: = E(Vl :l:’L‘/Q), | V_ |2 + | V+ |2: 1, €4 = E(QZO :l:lyo),
1—p?
B A _ P— +
Vi = pp, Vo=pel p=—m=t—
P+ P+
1 1
= RV =— + p_cosf3), SV = —p_sin G,
1 ﬂ(m p B), SV oLk B
1 . 1
RV = —EP— sin 3, SV = E(P— cos 3 — p4),
1
1 o P+
AB = ——— (SAV; — RAV, +V2sin S5 Apy), 25
s \/ip_cosﬁ( 1 2 ﬁp, P+) (25)

quadrupole contribution (Eq. (14)) :
4G N 0D12(t)

A = 02 5 li=0, Apy =Ap=0. (26)
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Finally, let us present some numerical estimates of the effect assuming high-frequency (high-
rate) deflectors:

binary neutron star system : m = myma/(my + my), D12(0) = md*Q,
Kepler's third law : d = Q™ 2/3(Gx (m1 + m2))/3,
m~ Mg, d~10"%, Q ~ 1037, b~1073s = AB = 0(107%),

and similarly for the accretion by supermassive black holes or coalescing black hole binaries.

Although the effect is small, the deviation of polarization (change of the phase-difference
between the two independent states) by the quadrupole is free of any “background” monopole
contribution and it is worth measuring.
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