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It is standard practice to study the lensing of gravitational waves (GW) using the geometric optics
regime. However, in many astrophysical configurations this regime breaks down as the wavelength
becomes comparable to the Schwarzschild radius of the lens. We revisit the lensing of GW including
corrections beyond geometric optics. We propose a perturbative method for calculating these corrections
simply solving first order decoupled differential equations. We study the behavior of a single ray and find
that the polarization plane defined in geometric optics is smeared due to diffraction effects, which leads to
the rise of apparent vector and scalar polarization modes. We analyze how these modes depend on the
observer choice, and we study the impact of diffraction on the pseudostress energy momentum tensor of the

gravitational field.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The direct detection of gravitational waves (GW) by the
LIGO/Virgo Collaboration [1,2] has given us a new way of
observing the cosmos. Instead of measuring electromag-
netic waves at various frequencies, we can detect pertur-
bations of the spacetime itself. Very much like the
electromagnetic field, these perturbations obey a wave
equation—hence being dubbed gravitational waves.

In studying the propagation of gravitational waves from
distant objects, the standard approach is to use the geo-
metric optics regime. In practice, this means that waves
propagate along geodesics of the background (or perturbed)
spacetime. Furthermore, the two transverse tensor polar-
izations of the wave are unchanged apart from parallel
transport along the geodesic path. This means that effects
such as lensing or time delay can be calculated for
gravitational waves much in the same way as is done for
light rays. One can then import the techniques that have
been developed for light propagation in astrophysics and
cosmology (such as, for example, the cosmic microwave
background or galaxy lensing) directly into gravitational
wave physics (see, e.g., [3-6] for weak lensing analyses
of GW).

If one scrutinizes the conditions under which geometric
optics can be applied, one finds that it may not be
appropriate in the case of realistic scenarios for gravita-
tional waves [7—10]. Consider a localized object with a
certain mass (or equivalently, Schwarzschild radius) acting
as a lens for an incoming monochromatic plane wave with
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wavelength 1. The geometric optics approximation is valid
in the weak field regime when the wavelength is much
smaller than the Schwarzschild radius of the lens [7-10].
We can understand this by making an analogy with the
double slit experiment, with the geometry represented in
Fig. 1. When waves with wavelength A pass through the
slits, an interference pattern is produced on the screen. We
denote the distance from each slit to the observer as [.. By
geometry, these distances can be expressed as

L= \/(x:i:rE/Z)z—f—Dz, (1)

where ry is the separation between the slits, D is the
distance between the slits and the screen, and x is the
position of the observer on the screen, measured from
the point on the screen with the minimum distance to the
middle point between the two slits. Denoting the path
length differences as Al = |I, — [_| we obtain

rex
Al ~—, 2
. )
where we have assumed D > (rg,x). The width of the
central peak is obtained setting Al ~ 4, and it is given by

D
Ax ~—A. (3)
r'e

In the ray optics regime, the radiation incoming across the
screen effectively behaves as a particle. On the screen, only
observers located in correspondence to the two slits in x;
and x, would receive a signal. In particular, an observer
located at x = 0 would not receive any signal; i.e., the
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the double slit experiment.

width of the first peak can be neglected in this regime. In
more formal terms, we can state that the regime of validity
of ray optics is when Ax < rg, i.e., using (3), for

A< rg/D. (4)

We can now think of a similar setting, where instead
of the two slits we have a pointlike lens with Einstein

radius [11]
. DorD
rg = 2rS 40L LS, (5)
Dos

where D;g, Dpg, and D, are the angular diameter
distances of lens-source, observer-source, and observer-
lens, respectively. Then it turns out that the validity of ray
optics to study the propagation of the wave after the lens is
given by (4). Assuming for simplicity Dy; ~ Dyg ~ Dgs,
this gives back the condition that the wavelength is smaller
than the Schwarzschild radius of the lens, A <« rg. This is a
necessary condition for geometric optics to be valid.'
Geometric optics is certainly appropriate for waves from
gamma to radio frequencies, but that may not be the case
for gravitational waves. Indeed, Pulsar Timing Anrays2 and
the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)’ may
detect GW with a wavelength of astrophysical lengths,
of the order of a fraction of parsecs. This means that GW

'Note that the condition is actually given by 1 < 2rsD;g/Dos.
The geometric factor D g/D g is of order one when the lens is
close to the observer, and it decreases as the lens gets closer to the
source. However, it gets significantly small only when the lens is
very close to the source. As an example, for a source at 40 Mpc
from us and a lens at 38 Mpc (i.e., much closer to the source than
to us) in a ACDM universe, the condition of validity of geometric
optics reads 4 < 0.1rg. Nevertheless, we will neglect this geo-
metric factor when making order of magnitude estimates through-
out the paper.

“See, e.g., http://www.iptadgw.org.

“www.lisamission.org.

will have wavelengths comparable to or even larger than the
Schwarzschild radius of astrophysical objects, and standard
lensing processes will likely include wave effects that must
be appropriately taken into account. Furthermore, lens
objects that are in optically thick regions (such as inside
galaxies) can still be detected by lensing of GW since GW
propagate through surrounding matter without much
absorption. As a consequence, GW can probe much smaller
lenses, at the subgalactic scale.

We emphasize that the analysis of wave effects is
essential in order to appropriately interpret the GW signals
received, reconstruct the gravitational potential of struc-
tures along the line of sight, and hence extract unbiased
intrinsic properties of GW sources. Over the years, a lot of
work has been dedicated to the computation of wave effects
in GW propagation [11-16], including diffraction, refrac-
tion, and scattering. Regarding lensing of GW, wave effects
from binary compact objects have been considered in
[7,8,10,17,18]. However, in all these works the spin nature
of GW is neglected, and the wave is treated as a scalar
(spin-0) wave. In other words, it is assumed that the
polarization tensor of the wave stays constant during
propagation. Indeed, perturbative approaches similar to
the one we will consider in this paper have been considered
in the past to estimate magnifications and time delays
beyond geometric optics [19]. However, in this work, we
do not introduce this assumption and we keep track of the
spin-2 nature of GW, which allows us to analyze wave
effects on both amplitude and polarization. We find that,
beyond geometric optics, an incident ray is diffracted and,
as a result, the original polarization plane is smeared and
effective vector and scalar polarizations arise. The work
proposed here provides a first step toward disentangling
effects coming from propagation in a universe with
structures and effects coming from intrinsic properties of
the emitting sources.

Whenever there is a moderate separation of scales (as in
most cases of physical interest), one expects that geometric
optics remains a valid approximation, and that more
accurate results can be obtained by including higher-order
corrections, which will provide insights into wave-optical
phenomena that are not taken into account in the eikonal
limit.* This is the idea that we follow in this work: we
develop a perturbative approach to study small effects
beyond geometric optics. This approach has been used for
the case of electromagnetic waves in [20] and more recently
in [21], where it was shown that corrections beyond
geometric optics lead to the so-called spin Hall effect
[22]. A similar perturbative approach has been considered
in the context of electromagnetic and gravitational wave

“The regime we want to describe is similar to the Fresnel
regime of optical diffraction (in the absence of curvature), which
arises when a wave propagating in an inhomogeneous medium
manifests a modest wavefront spreading (and geometric optics is
beginning to work, at least roughly).
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propagation in [23]. In this paper, we introduce a new
framework to recursively solve the beyond geometric optics
equations in terms of a system of decoupled first order
differential equations. This allows us to investigate general
properties of the polarization tensor of the wave as well as
its pseudoenergy momentum tensor once beyond geometric
optics corrections are accounted for.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we derive
the equations describing the propagation of gravitational
waves once geometric optics corrections are added. We
then perform a perturbative expansion that allows us to
identify the geometric optics limit and leading corrections
beyond it. In Sec. III we propose a framework to explicitly
solve these equations in terms of a system of decoupled first
order differential equations. In Sec. IV we introduce the
Newman-Penrose scalars, which provide gauge-invariant
quantities describing the possible polarizations of GW. In
Sec. V we compute the pseudo-energy-momentum tensor
of the gravitational field, and we identify a propagation
vector effectively giving the direction of propagation of the
wave’s average energy. Finally, in Sec. VI we discuss the
regime in which our formalism may be useful and lay out
future steps in developing this machinery to accurately
predict and assess the detectability of wave effects of GW.

Throughout this paper we will use natural units with
¢ = 8zG = 1 and signature mostly plus for the metric. We
will also denote symmetrization and antisymmetrization of an
operator A, as A, =5(A,, +A,,) and A, =5(A,,—A
respectively.

1/;4)’

II. FORMALISM

We start by considering the Einstein equations of motion
in the presence of matter:

1
G/w = R/w - Eg/wR = T;u/’ (6)
where G, is the Einstein tensor and 7', the stress-energy
momentum tensor of matter. To study gravitational waves,
we separate the dynamical spacetime into a smooth (or
slowly varying in space) background field g,,, and a quickly
varying perturbation £, as

|g;41/| > |h;w ’

()

where h,,, describes small ripples on the background, hence
identified as gravitational waves. The background metric
g, satisfies the Einstein equations, whereas the linear
perturbation satisfies the following dynamical equation:

9w = gﬂv + hmﬂ

- zf(ﬂ;l/) + g;wfa;a - 21//(1/7’1,\?&/41//} + 2W{l(uRav)
— hy R + g, hosR? = =26T,, (8)

a
l/j/,w;a’

where we have defined v, = h,, — (1/2)9,, (5 h,s), and
Su=wu"*. We also introduce the trace of this object,

defined as y = y,,g"". Here, all covariant derivatives are
taken with respect to the background metric. Note that
under a linear coordinate transformation x* — x* + & the
equations of motion are invariant, but the individual
quantities previously defined change as

fﬂ - f;t - gﬂ;u;b + R/ung; Y=yt 250(;057 (9)
where & is an arbitrary small function of the spacetime
coordinates x*. Then, we can fix the gauge parameter & to
have f, = w = 0. Note that this gauge choice corresponds
to the Lorentz gauge where v, = h,,, h = 0, and

Vih,, = 0. (10)

We see that Eq. (10) and the traceless condition give five
constraints of the 10 degrees of freedom of the metric
perturbation. As we will confirm Ilater, there will be a
residual gauge freedom to be fixed in order to reduce the
system to the 2 physical degrees of freedom of the massless
graviton. The residual freedom can be explicitly identified
and fixed once the background g,, is chosen.

From now on we assume that we are outside the lens, and
hence in the vacuum where the stress energy tensor
vanishes for the background and perturbations. In this
case, the background metric is a solution to the Einstein
equations in vacuum. In the Lorentz gauge, the equations of
motion then become

Psia® = 2hagR%,P + 2k R = R + §,,hos R = 0,

(11)

and using the background equations for g,,, one is left with

w

Pyed® = 2haR%,,P = 0. (12)

In curved spacetimes, Eq. (12) cannot be solved explic-
itly, except in cases of high symmetry. Furthermore, on a
general curved background, we cannot define exact plane
waves. However, in many cases of interest for gravitational
lensing, one is interested in waves that appear as nearly
plane on a scale large with respect to a typical wavelength
of the wave, but small compared to the radius of curvature
of the curved background on which the wave propagates. In
analogy to these locally plane waves, we parametrize &, in
the following form:

by = R(e,e™®), (13)

where N is the real part of the expression in parentheses.
Here, ®(x) is a real scalar function of the coordinates
describing the phase of the waves, whereas ¢,,(x) is a
symmetric complex tensor describing the polarization and
amplitude. The parametrization (13) will become intuitive
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in the limit of geometric optics, where there is a natural split
into a fast varying phase, @, that describes a large wave
frequency, and there is a slowly varying part, €,,, that
describes a smoothly evolving wave amplitude. Next, we

insert this ansatz into the Einstein equations:
ﬁi)‘i(eﬂyei‘l’) - Zk“ﬂbﬁﬂi(e(,ﬂe@) =0, (14)
which can be explicitly written as

- kﬁk/jeﬂv + i[2kﬂ€ﬂ,jﬁ + kﬁ;/jé'm/]
+ € — 2645R%,, =0, (15)

where we have defined ky = @4 as the gradient of the
phase. Similarly, the gauge Eq. (10) gives

Vke,, = —ikte,,, (16)
together with the traceless choice ¢/, = 0.

In geometric optics, the last two terms of Eq. (15) are
systematically neglected, which is legitimate only in the
weak field regime where the curvature contribution
becomes small. More precisely, as discussed in [24,25]
the weak-field approximation is valid when (rz/b)* < 1,
where b is the impact parameter; otherwise, nonlinearities
become large. However, even in the weak field regime one
can get wave effects if the wavelength is sufficiently large.
In general, we expect the size of beyond geometric optics
corrections to be of order (') /A, ~ (4/rg)(rg/b)(rg/b)?
(with respect to the incident amplitude A; of the wave),
which will be small when the wavelength is small com-
pared to the Schwarzschild radius of the lens, and when the
impact parameter is much larger than rg (and ry), i.e.,
A < rg < b. Since the typical size of weak lensing effects
in geometric optics is of order €1(3sz ~ (rg/b)?, then the
relative suppression of wave corrections is expected to be
of order €<1)/61(225 ~ (4/b).

To illustrate this, let us consider the case of a wave
traveling past a pointlike lens described by a Schwarzschild
metric, with radius rg. In this case, the gravitational potential
is only a function of the radial coordinate r, ¢(r) ~ rg/r,
which we will assume to be much smaller than one. Then, we
estimate the contributions of the last two terms in Eq. (15) as
(at linear order in the metric potential ¢)

D*¢ +eR~ep/r?, (17)

while the terms in square brackets in Eq. (15) give

(Oke + kOe) ~%k€~e¢/(rﬂ), (18)

where we used 0k/k ~ ¢/r. It follows that for geometric
optics to be valid one needs the terms in Eq. (18) to be much
smaller than those in (17), i.e., 1 < b.

In this regime, we compute beyond geometric optics
corrections using a perturbative approach. We introduce a
large dimensionless parameter @ and expand the phase and
tensor of Eq. (13) in the following way:

® - v, (19)

w = e,g,l) + a)_lel(,i) + a)_zeﬁ,) 4 (20)

€
This expansion corresponds to a beyond Wentzel-Kramers-
Brillouin (WKB) approximation for a spin-2 wave. The
parameter o is introduced for bookkeeping but at the end
one can absorb and ignore it. Also, @ and ¢, are assumed
to not depend on w. The limit @ — oo will describe the
geometric optics limit, in which the phase w® changes
rapidly compared to the amplitude of the wave, and whose
gradient will describe the momentum of the geometric
optics wave. Note that we could have also expanded the
phase in powers of @, and the result would have been

equivalent to (13) with rescaled and shifted ampli-

tudes eﬁ,’? N

In what follows, we write down explicitly the equations
of motion for the leading and subleading terms in the
expansion (20) in order to describe the geometric optics
regime and its corrections.

A. Geometric optics

At leading and next-to-leading order in @ we have the
following equation that describes the geometric optics
regime:

—Rkyhtel) + iw[2kgel)” + 1P 4l ]+ O(0?) =0,  (21)

which then leads to two separate conditions for each order
in w:

kgh? = 0, (22)
2Uegel)” 4k yel) = 0. (23)

From Eq. (22) we see that k* is a null vector, and thus
gravitational waves propagate at the speed of light. Since k*
is also a gradient we have that it inevitably satisfies the null
geodesic equation

Kk, = 0. (24)

SHowever, if we did so we would have a superposition of
multiple waves with different momenta and the total perturbed
phase of the wave would not have a clear physical interpretation
anymore. For this reason, the only case in which the phase has a
direct physical meaning is in the geometric optics regime, which
motivates our choice of expanding only the complex amplitude
€, in Eq. (20).

044041-4
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The gauge condition at leading order in @ gives
kel =0, (25)

which indicates that the polarization is a transverse tensor.
We note that we can separate ¢,, into amplitude and
polarization parts as

€;(¢(L)/) = AA;w ) (26)

with A = | /elre®% and A, A* = 1, and simplify Eq. (23)
using the gauge condition to obtain

1
KA, =—504  0=F (27)

3

k*A,.0 = 0. (28)
These equations indicate that polarization is parallel propa-
gated along the null vector k#, and lead to the covariant
conservation of flux [i.e., (A%k%)., = 0]. Indeed, we can
define a four-momentum of the gravitons as P# = hk* and
introduce N* = A2/(#?*)P* that we interpret as the graviton
number current density. Then, we have V,N* = 0 which
implies (via the Gauss’s theorem) that the number of
gravitons in a ray bundle is conserved and observer
independent. From this point of view, we can treat an
incoherent gravitational radiation field as a graviton
gas whose state is given by a distribution function on
phase space.

B. Beyond geometric optics

Next, we take into account the leading order corrections
beyond geometric optics. In the equation of motion (15) we
collect subleading order terms in @ and obtain

[2kpela ¥+ K peia)] =S40 (29)
and the gauge condition gives

kely) = s3°, (30)

where we have introduced the sourcelike tensors
S = =il2egy RS — e 7+ (ke (31)
S0 — iwreld), (32)
where the last term in Eq. (31) is actually vanishing
since k* is a null vector. We see that the gauge equation (30)
tells us that the polarization tensor beyond geometric

optics is not transverse. The Einstein equation for the
polarization tensor (29) has now a source term and does not

have a direct interpretation in terms of conservation of
graviton flux. Note that these two sources (31) and (32)
are solely responsible for deviations beyond geometric
optics.

We emphasize that this procedure can be generalized at a
generic order n > 0 beyond geometric optics. In general,
the Einstein and gauge equations will be given by

[2kpels) ¥ + 1 peli)) = S, (33)
I
where
S = iy R
i = ivee . (35)

The goal is then to construct an algorithm for solving
Egs. (29) with gauge (30) in order to reconstruct the total
GW tensor including corrections beyond geometric optics,
that is,

M = hi) + b, (36)
with

B = f{eDew®r  pl) = R{o el e@®}.  (37)
In general, beyond geometric optics terms will add a
correction to the phase and the amplitude of the wave,
which, from Eq. (34), will no longer be transverse to the
wave vector k. This will generically be the case due to the
fact that the wave will be diffracted, leading thus to a new
total wave with oscillations in different directions. In this
case, the polarization plane transverse to k&* will be smeared
and, as we will show in Sec. IV, new effective polarizations
will arise.

In the next section, we will discuss how to solve the
equations of motion for effé). However, we first mention that
in order to find the solutions of this system, we will have to
fix the residual gauge freedom. Indeed, Eq. (34) and the
traceless condition, at each given perturbative order provide

five algebraic conditions on e/(f,l,). This implies that there are

three residual gauge parameters that remain to be fixed. We
will explicitly discuss how to fix the gauge in a specific
example in Sec. III.

We conclude this section with a remark. We observe that

the real and the imaginary parts of ef,%,"_l) source the
imaginary and the real parts of 6,(3,"), respectively. As an

example, if the geometric optics polarization tensor e;(,g) is

real (as would be the case for a linearly polarized wave

from a black hole binary edge-on along the line of sight),

(2n) (2n—-1)

then €, ” will be real and €, " will be purely imaginary.

044041-5
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In this case, we can rewrite the first order correction in

Eq. (37) using the fact that ef,i,) is purely imaginary, as
hiy) = R{|el) el @72}, (38)

Hence we see that the total leading correction beyond
geometric optics is a wave that has an additional contri-
bution of z/2 to the phase.

III. COMPUTATIONAL TECHNIQUE

In this section, we propose an algorithm to compute
beyond geometric optics corrections in a recursive way
in terms of decoupled first-order differential equations. We
introduce a tetrad of null vectors (parallel transported
along the geodesic associated with k#)°

{kt mH, F ), (39)
where n* is real, and m* and #* are complex such that

o = m, Gumtt” =1, Guki'n’ = —1, (40)
with all other contractions vanishing. This null tetrad forms
a complete basis for real 4-vectors, and the spacetime
metric can always be written as

G = M€, +m,l, —n,k, —nk,. (41)
Next, we use the null tetrad to form a basis for the rank-2

tensor €, as

— nk me nn kk nm

e/w - ankg/,w + amfgpw + ann®/u/ + akkg;w + anm®;w
nt km kt mm 1474
+ anf(‘)/w + QX G)/w + akf®m/ + ammgﬂy + aff®;w ’

(42)

where ayp are all complex coefficients, whereas ©,, are
operators constructed from the null tetrad and form a basis
for rank-2 tensors. Explicitly, there will be ten symmetric
operators defined as

012 == (A,B,+A,B,), (43)

N[ =

with (A, B) = {k,m, ¢, n}. For future reference, we men-
tion properties that these operators satisfy due to the
orthogonality of the null tetrad:

®Note that we choose the tetrad such that the geodesic equation
is also satisfied for m* and £¥, which in turn means that it will
also be satisfied for n*. Therefore, all the properties of the tetrad
are maintained as the wave propagates in the geometric
optics limit.

(@) OV = 3. (44)
CRMCRZES (45)
(@1 (Ou ¥ = 3. (46)
(©40),0 (O = =3 (@)
(1), (O, = 1. (48)
(@) (O = 1. (49)

with all other scalar contractions vanishing. We use this
decomposition to obtain a set of equations of motion for the
coefficients @, such that the Einstein and gauge equations
are satisfied. Explicitly, we replace Eq. (42) into (15) and
obtain

2Da,,; + V ko, = ZSW(@nk)””, (50)
2Da,,, + V ka,,, = 28, (0,21, (51)
2Dayy + Vokay = 8,,(0,,)1, (52)
2Da,, + V k%, = SW(Qkk)”", (53)
2Da,,, + V k%a,,, = 2Sﬂy(®kf)"”, (54)

2Da,, + V ok, = 28, (O, )M, (55)

2Day,, + V k%o, = ZSW(G)M)”’“, (56)
2Dy + V ok oy = 28,,(0,,)", (57)
2Dy, + V ok = S, (O pp ), (58)
2Dags + Vokaze = S, (0 ), (59)

where we have introduced the directional derivative along
k* defined as

D
D=kV,=—, 60

da (60)
where A is an affine parameter along the graviton geodesic.
Similarly, the Lorentz gauge equation gives

e = 280n*, (61)
= SR, (62)
P (63)
Ay = —285m*. (64)

044041-6
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The gauge condition on the trace is equivalent to ¢“¢,, = 0
and gives the condition

A = Ay (65)

We can use this formalism to revisit the geometric optics
limit and its corrections. In the geometric optics limit, all
the source terms in the equations for the coefficients a,p
vanish. Therefore, from the gauge conditions (61)—(65) it
follows that in this regime the following coefficients will
vanish:

= ol =l =a¥=a=0. (69

whereas the remaining five coefficients {a,((?(),a,i?,z,a,(((?,

af,?,)n, ag?} will satisfy the same schematic equation:

2Dal) + V ko) = 0. (67)

Next, we expand the Einstein and gauge equations to
obtain the leading order beyond geometric optics (note that
equations for higher order corrections will have the same
structure). The source terms are given by

S,(,?,) — —i2¢! R"’Wﬂ + le,(w)a , (68)
S = iV (e), (69)

and the equations of motion become
2Da,) + Vokay) = 2500 (@0 (70)

2Dal) + V kel = 2510 (@, ). (71)

2Da}) + V, kea) = 51 (0,,)", (72)
2Daly) + V{,k”agn) = 51(4?/)(®kk)” Y (73)
2Daly) + Vo kel = 25\ (@)™, (74)

2DaY) + Vkea') = 259 (@, ). (75)

2Daj,) + Vokay,) =251 (©,,),  (76)
2Dal) + V ko) = 280(0,,. ). (77)
2Dy + Vok“an = S @), (78)
2Da)) + V,kaal) = (@), (79)

where all the operators on the right-hand side are evaluated
in the geometric optics limit. Similarly, the gauge equation
gives

o) =289 (80)
A (81)
by = =250 pn (82)
o) = —289 n, (83)

and the traceless condition gives

ay = a,). (84)
We see that beyond geometric optics, in principle all the
components of the polarization tensor are sourced and thus
are nonvanishing. We also note that the gauge conditions fix
some of the same coefficients that satisfy also Egs. (70),
(71),(73),(74), (75). This means that in these cases there will
be relations between the sources Sﬁ?)(@AB)”” and S,(,O)A”,
which will be automatically satisfied by construction.

As we have mentioned before, to find the solution to
these equations, we must fully fix the gauge. We assume
that sufficiently far from the source and the lens, the
spacetime is nearly flat. Then far from the source we still
have the freedom to transform the (total) polarization
tensor as

€ = € + Cuk, + C ok, (85)
where C, is a complex arbitrary vector orthogonal to k.
This gauge transformation preserves both the Lorentz
gauge and the traceless condition in Minkowski. We fix
this freedom in the geometric optics limit by imposing that
n”efg) = 0 near emission. As a consequence, we end up
with the following additional coefficients vanishing:

0 0 0
oy = ajy, = ay) =0. (86)

We are therefore left with only two nonzero amplitudes:

6,(3) = aﬁ%m m, + aﬁf ly. (87)

These amplitudes (which are complex) require four initial
conditions to be fully fixed and describe the two possible
polarizations of gravitational waves for a massless graviton.

For the corrections beyond geometric optics, since the
source terms (68) and (69) are vanishing on a flat back-
ground, a natural gauge choice is to set all the coefficients

aXZ beyond geometric to zero near emission. Hence in that

(0)

region we have €,, = €, . This choice fixes the initial
conditions for all the first-order differential equations for
an. As the wave propagates, corrections to (87) are
generated, sourced by (68) and (69) which are nonzero

on a curved background. However, these are not new
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degrees of freedom of the wave but they rather represent
additional effects that appear from taking the curvature of
the background into consideration.

A. An example: Geometric optics for pointlike lens

To illustrate the use of the technique proposed, we solve
the geometric optics order in an explicit situation: GW
lensed by a pointlike lens in the weak field regime. Let us
then consider the following spherically symmetric back-
ground spacetime:

ds? = g, dxtdx’ = —(1 4 2¢)di* + (1 — 2¢)dQ*,  (88)

with dQ? = r?(d6* + sin#*dgp?), and ¢ = ¢H(X) is the
gravitational potential of the lens which we assume to
be weak outside the lens, ¢ <« 1. This spacetime will be
valid for scenarios where we have a massive astrophysical
object acting as a lens and we study the behavior of
gravitational waves far enough from the object.

Outside the source and sufficiently far from the lens, the
spacetime is flat so we can solve the equations for the
geometric optics regime perturbatively around Minkowski.
We thus introduce the Minkowski tetrad {I_d‘, mH, er, it}
Explicitly, the wave vector k* can be written as

k= (k% k') = E(1,—e), (89)

where e is the direction of the spatial momentum normal-
ized to unity: |e|> = 1, and E is a constant amplitude for the
4-vector momentum. Similarly, the rest of the tetrad can be

chosen as

1 1
ﬁ”:ﬁ(l,e), ﬁlﬂ:\/—z(o,el-f—iez), (90)
where e;, are real orthonormal three-dimensional (3D)
vectors, i.e., |€;,|> = 1 and e, - e, = 0, orthogonal to e as
well, that is, e , - € = 0. For instance, for a wave traveling
along —z we would have

1
it =—(1,0,0,1
n 2E( ’070’ )7

b :\/LE(O,I,LO). (91)

In Minkowski, the two coefficients a,,, and &, are
constants that will be determined by initial conditions,
which in turn describe different physical setups (e.g., the
choice of @,,,, = 1 and &,, = 0 describes an emitted right-
handed circularly polarized wave).

Next, we calculate how the emitted plane wave gets
modified when it propagates on a spacetime that is curved.
We work in the weak field limit, and we reconstruct the wave
at the observer at linear order in the metric potential ¢. In
particular, we expand the geometric optics vector k* as

k* = E(1,0,0,-1),

k= Kk + Sk-, (92)

where k* is the 4-vector in Minkowski and 8k* is a small
perturbation satisfying the linearized geodesic equation,
which gives [26]

Skt = (5k°, 5k')

- - A .
= <—2k0¢|j5,2k’¢|ﬁs —2/ d/1E28’¢>, (93)
As
where we chose the affine parameter such that di1 =
—E~'dz and Ay is the value of the affine parameter at

the source. Similarly, we can use the geodesic equation to
obtain om*:

om# = (6m°,6m')

:<_k0ﬁ11A dllaj¢,mz¢|ﬁs+klﬁql/l d/h?jqb), (94)

with 67 given by its complex conjugate. Note that this
solution indeed satisfies the orthogonality condition k*m,

to linear order, that is, ék"ﬁz# = —5mﬂl_c”. Using the rest of
the properties of the tetrads we solve for én# and obtain

A
St = =2 <—¢|ﬁs + fl’/ dlEzﬁiqb), (95)

As
which satisfies the relations én*m, = én*n, =0 and
on# l_cﬂ = —6k,n". Finally, we solve for the two coefficients

aﬁ,?),, and af;?,

1 A
5amm (’1) = __amm/ dﬁvakav (96)
2 A
1 A
b (1) =~ 5 / AV ke, (97)
s

which vanish at linear order in the potential. It follows that
the polarization tensor at any position x = x(4), in geo-
metric optics is given by

i) (X) = Tp®" (x) + 3,07 (%), (98)

where the tensors ©7" and O/ are built using m* =
m* 4 dm# and £* = £* + 8¢* up to first order in pertur-
bations. From this example we see that the total tensor e(*)
will have a component coming from the Minkowski
expansion in addition to a component generated exclusively
by lensing el(ggs that is typically of the order of el(ggs /e ~
(rg/b)?. From this explicit example we see that the
frequency of the wave does not change in geometric optics
for far observers, and the only changes are given by the
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directions of the tetrad, which is parallel transported along
the geodesic of gravitons. We also see that the amplitude of
the tensor is not modified by the propagation. This is
because in this specific example the right-hand side of
Eq. (27) vanishes. Finally, the ratio between left- and right-
handed polarizations at the observer and at the source are
the same. This is a consequence of the fact that the
polarization tensor is parallel transported along a ray.

IV. POLARIZATION

In a general metric theory, gravitational waves can have
up to six different polarization modes corresponding to six
independent degrees of freedom carried by the Riemann
tensor. These components are encoded in the so-called
Newman-Penrose (NP) scalars, which are given in terms of
projections of the Weyl tensor of the wave on the null tetrad
basis. Specifically, the six polarizations are encoded in the
following quantities [27]:

¥, = —écﬂpaﬂk/‘n”k"nﬁ , (99)
¥, = —% ﬂm/,vn”k”n"’fﬂ, (100)
¥, = —Cﬂmﬂn"f”n“fﬂ, (101)
O, = CWI/;n”m”f"n/’, (102)

with all other projections being redundant or vanishing for
this choice of tetrad. The scalars ¥, and W5 are complex
and describe helicity-2 and helicity-1 polarizations, respec-
tively. The scalars ¥, and ®,, are real and describe spin-0
polarizations. Here, C,,4 is the Weyl tensor linear in the
h,, perturbation. In this work, since we are considering
perturbations in vacuum, the Weyl tensor is equal to the
Riemann tensor.

Next, we explicitly compute the Newman-Penrose sca-
lars associated with a gravitational wave propagating on a
vacuum solution, up to first order beyond geometric optics.
Using doubled square brackets to denote independent
antisymmetrization over the inner and outer pairs of indices
[for example, #4104 = %(ta[hc] d = tajpcla)] We can write the
Riemann tensor as

R

wap = =2V Vg + Ry by,

(103)

Replacing the expression for the metric (37) and ordering
powers of @ up to O(w®), one obtains
Rowap = R + R (104)
uvaf nvaf uvafp’

where

Ry = —20°R{ kel ky } (105)
and
n _ i
R s = —20%{e ‘I’kb,e ][akﬂ
+ie® (Ve Vg + (Viaes) Yy = (Viakp el 1}
(106)

We see that terms with the background Riemann in (103)
appear only 2 orders beyond geometric optics since they do
not contain any derivative of the GW field. Since in
geometric optics the polarization tensor is transverse, using
the properties of the tetrad and in particular the fact that
k,n* and £,m" are the only nonvanishing contractions, it is
straightforward to check that in geometric optics only W, is
nonvanishing. We stress that the usefulness of the
Newman-Penrose formalism resides in the fact that these
are all gauge invariant variables. It follows that even if we
did not fix completely the gauge at the level of £, the
Newman-Penrose scalars will contain only those compo-
nents of 4, corresponding to physical degrees of freedom.
In general, when using the geometric optics tetrad to
project the Weyl and compute the Newman-Penrose scalars
beyond geometric optics, polarizations other than ¥, will
arise, as recently discussed in Ref. [23] for the cases of both

electromagnetic and gravitational waves. We compute here
their explicit expression in terms of the coefficients aglg
introduced in the previous section.

All the Newman-Penrose scalars will have the same
schematic form,

pC”W/,A”B”C"Dﬂ , (107)

where p denotes the numerical prefactor in the definitions
(99)—(102) and the vectors {A#, B¥, C*, D*} correspond to
specific vectors of the null tetrad. We can rewrite this
general expression as

2p@ cos(@®) [~ (Fap)
+S(r1;,waﬂ)]AﬂByCaD/}

- m(’éﬂmxﬁ)

+ 2pw S]n(wq)) [w‘(\j(r(),uua/}) + S(FZﬂua/)’)

+R(F1ap)|A* B C*DP (108)
where we have defined
Touap = kblez(/?[)ak/}]’ (109)
Franap = (V€ g + (Viael) Yoy = (Viaky e (110)
Poywap = kmeill[)akﬂ]. (111)
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Next, we assume that 6;(,(2,) is given by Eq. (98), whereas e,(}y)

is completely generic with all nonzero aglg coefficients. In
this case, we find the following expressions for the NP

scalars:
1 %
¥, = — aw[oos(a)dD)(agn) +ai)

+isin(w®) (agln) - aSzln)*)]s (112)

which is manifestly real and only contributes beyond

geometric optics. Note that this can be rewritten solely
in terms of the geometric optics solution by using Eq. (81),

P, = 1—12 i (VAR ) [cos(w®)R (el)) — sin(o®)J(el))].

(113)
We also obtain
Y, = 1—16a)cos(wd>)(a§zlrz + af,lg)*)
+ 1_16 iw sin(wé)(agn)t - af,],f)*)
(9, in(0®) (a0 + )
- iCOS((i)(I)><ar(r(z)r)n - a;of?*)]v (114)

which is a complex scalar, whose real and imaginary parts
describe the two vector polarizations. Again, this can be
fully rewritten in terms of the geometric optics solution
using the gauge equations to obtain

1
g, = chos(qu)fﬂ(vvmeﬁj?))

+ %w sin(®)) 2 (V9 ()
1 «
+ ~ wmnP (V k) [sin(w®) (al, + al)")

4
(0)x

- icos(wdD)(af,?,)n —az, )] (115)

In addition, we find

1 * *
Y, = —Za)cos(a)tb)[w(a,% + ag? )+ (a% + a(f',? )

- Sn“fﬂfﬂv[aﬁ(eg]);) - i(aﬁ,?,)n - a;(?*)n"nﬂ(v/;ka)]

1 * *
— S isin(®) (i — af)) + (@ - al))

+ 8in0’fﬂﬂ‘v[afﬁ(e§§;) —i( O+ a;og*)n“nﬂ(vﬂka)].
(116)

From here we explicitly confirm that ¥, is the only nonzero
NP scalar in the geometric optics regime, whose real and

complex components are determined by the amplitudes

af,(,),)n and a(f(?, which describe the two tensor polarizations

as expected. Finally, we obtain the last NP scalar,

®,, :%wsin(wd)) {(Vanﬁ) (%( O+ ) mPme +c.c.>
A C A (eg,?))}
—I—%a)cos(aﬂb) {(Van/j) <—§(a,(q?,)n - ag?*)mﬁma + c.c.)

+2m"f”(nﬁvﬂ;~s(eg,(,?))} , (117)

which is real as it can be explicitly verified using the fact
that the polarization tensor is symmetric.

We conclude that all the NP scalars are fully determined
by the components «,,,, and a,, at all orders, together with
the null tetrad (which is fixed in the geometric optics
regime). This means that from the full set of equations (70)—
(79) beyond geometric optics, we only need to solve (78)

and (79) for a,(,iy)n and agﬂl;. All the other components are
hence expected to be dependent or gauge artifacts.

Note that the NP scalars depend on the chosen tetrad, and
here we are projecting the Riemann tensor onto the parallel
transported tetrad of weak lensing. In Appendix we study in
detail how the NP scalars change when projected onto a
general tetrad. The fact that NP scalars are tetrad dependent
is a well-known result. In particular, it is well-known that,
in a large class of alternative theories of gravity, the
polarization content of a wave is an observer dependent
quantity. See [27] for a pedagogical introduction.

Once beyond geometric optics corrections are included,
the total wave changes its propagation properties as
diffraction effects are taken into account. Wave mechanics
differs increasingly from geometric optics as the wave-
length increases relative to the scale length of the medium
inhomogeneities. The number of paths that can combine
constructively increases and the rays that connect two
points become blurred. In our description, this phenomenon
manifests itself in the appearance of effective polarization
modes along the direction of the geometric optics ray. We
emphasize that this does not mean that there are actual new
physical degrees of freedom: everything is still expressed in
terms of four real initial conditions; i.e., we have only 2
propagating degrees of freedom.

The results of this section show that beyond geometric
optics lead to diffraction effects that smear the polarization
plane transverse to k*, and small new vector and scalar
polarizations arise when projecting the wave onto a parallel
transported tetrad. Different observers would measure
different amount of extrahelicities modes, as explained
in Appendix A. This is a consequence of the fact that in the
presence of diffraction the definition of a wave vector

044041-10



GRAVITATIONAL WAVE PROPAGATION BEYOND GEOMETRIC ...

PHYS. REV. D 101, 044041 (2020)

becomes an ambiguous concept. The issue of attempting to
define one single propagation direction beyond geometric
optics has been discussed recently in [23] (see Sec. II1.5) in
the context of both electromagnetic and gravitational
waves. It is shown that it is not necessarily meaningful
to define a single propagation vector for finite-wavelength
lensing as different phenomena may have different direc-
tions associated. In the next section we will explicitly
compute the average direction of propagation of the wave’s
energy in the presence of diffraction.

V. PROPAGATION OF ENERGY

As we have previously discussed, when corrections
beyond geometric optics are included, the null tetrad loses
its precise physical meaning. In particular, k# will not
represent the direction of propagation of energy anymore.
Because of the absence of a geometrical definition of
propagation, in this section, we study the effective propa-
gation of energy of the wave as a physically meaningful
quantity. This quantity can be reconstructed by a direct
inspection of the pseudo-stress-energy momentum tensor
of the wave.

tﬁ,ly) = 2k, [~ sin ® cos <I>‘h( €ap )8

+ cos @ sin DI (e ))8 )3 (e09)] + 2k, k, [sin? d>§ﬂ(€

—smCI)cosd)gﬁ(e ) 5 (el

Next, we define the effective energy momentum tensor,
obtained averaging over several oscillations of the
wave, as

4

8 = (0, hay0, ),
uv 3277.'G< utap >

(122)

where (- - ) denotes a time average over several periods of
the wave. In our context, the fast oscillating part of the wave
is driven by the eikonal phase @, and thus we average over
® (equivalently, over several fast oscillations, at a fixed
location). By doing this, we find in the geometric optics
limit the standard result (see, e.g., [28])

(O)eff

tuw ——— A%k,k,, (123)

64G

where A is the amplitude of the polarization in geometric
optics as defined in Eq. (26). For the leading order
corrections to geometric optics we get

Dap) — sin @ cos @R (eL) 3 (e©ah)).

In the absence of curvature (sufficiently far from the
lens), the energy momentum tensor of gravitational waves
can be written as [28]

o4

t

e (118)

G a0

where we have reintroduced units of ¢ and G to make
contact with standard results in the literature. Using (36)
and (37) we can write the geometric optics contribution and
the contribution beyond geometric optics as

0 1
b = 555 0% + o) + 0. (119)
We calculate these terms and obtain
tfg) = kﬂk,,[sin2(p§}{(€((l<;)))§y{(€(o)aﬁ)
+ cosztbﬁ(egz,)):g(g(O)aﬁ)
—2sin ® cos @sﬂ(e )ﬂ‘g( (0>aﬁ)] (120)
and
( aﬁ) + cos? Q)J( ())8U)m(€(0)aﬁ) sin q>§ﬁ(€£ )31,)(\9(6(0)0‘/})
)‘R( (Daf) 4 cos? D3 (e, © ))ﬂ‘g(g( Jap)
op (121)
|
4
1)eff c o~ (Ol
W = k()0 R (el
4
¢ Q ~7 (0
" 307G Ky [N (e © ﬁ)au)w‘(é'((,ﬂ))]
o
k kR (e erap1)), 124
320G Kk (Egp ) (124)

Since the polarization tensor in geometric optics has the
form in (87), using the orthogonality property of the tetrad,

Egs. (44)—(49), we obtain that only the coefficients a(flf) and
aﬁ,},)n are nonvanishing in Eq. (124). We also observe that for

Jeff
a wave linearly polarized at emission, t;(we

e =0=
ized wave corrections to the energy momentum tensor at 1
order beyond geometric optics cancel out once averaging
over several periods of oscillation. This is due to the fact
that, as mentioned in Sec. II B, for a linearly polarized wave
the geometric optic solution is real and corrections at 1
order beyond geometric optics are dephased of z/2 with
respect to the geometric optics order (i.e., they are purely
imaginary).

=0 being
N(e flﬁ)) In other words, for linearly polar-
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We can write the (effective) energy momentum tensor up
to order  in the following compact form:

4

el = 64CﬂGA2KﬂKD, (125)
where we have introduced the vector

K, =k, + Kk, +V,, (126)
with
K = A9 (el e ), (127)
V, =A[3(e09)9,9 () ~ 0 (0)3,3 (). (128)

For a pointlike lens, an order of magnitude estimate of the
size of these two corrections gives K ~ e() ~ (1/b)(rg/b)?
and V/k ~ 9e /k ~ V) ~ (1/b)(rg/b)?, where we used
Egs. (30) and (32). A tentative interpretation of this result is
that, at first order beyond geometric optics, the real vector
K", as opposite to k* gives the effective direction along
which the average energy of the wave mainly propagates.
We recall that here w is just an expansion parameter, with
no physical meaning. However, since it multiplies the phase
@ [see Eq. (19)], flipping the sign of @ from 1 to —1
corresponds to a flip of the helicity of the wave. It follows
that, since the corrections in Eq. (125) are proportional to
w, waves of opposite helicity do not feel the same effect
when propagating on a curved background. We expect this
effect to be particularly important for waves propagating
across a Kerr black hole. Indeed, in this case it is known
that in the long wavelength limit gravitational waves of
opposite helicity are scattered in a different way; see, e.g.,
[29]. A similar result has been found recently in [21] for the
case of electromagnetic waves. An explicit computation
and analysis of this effect for various astrophysical lenses
will be addressed in the future.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have shown that beyond geometric optic corrections
become important when the wavelength of the wave is of
the order (or larger) than the Schwarzschild radius of
the lens. In Table I, we mention relevant wavelengths
for present and future GW observatories. The range
10°-107% Hz is covered by the International Pulsar
Timing Array Consortium’ (IPTA). Frequencies in the
range 107*—~10~" Hz will be probed with the space-based
LISA scheduled to be launched in 2034. Higher frequen-
cies (1-10° Hz) are accessible with ground-based interfer-
ometers, including Advanced LIGO (aLIGO) [30] and
Advanced Virgo (aVirgo) [2], KAGRA interferometer

7http://www.ipta4gw.org.

TABLE 1. Frequency and wavelength range of different GW
observatories.

Detector Frequency [Hz] Wavelength [pc]
LIGO/Virgo 10°-10° 10-8-10-11
LISA 1074-107! 10741077
IPTA 1079-107° 10~'-10"

which is expected to become operational by the end of
2019, and LIGO India which is currently under construc-
tion. A third generation of ground-based interferometers,
the Einstein Telescope8 (ET) and the Cosmic Explorer (CE)
[31] are in their design stages.

As a comparison, we also mention the values of
Schwarzschild radii of different objects. Solar mass black
holes have rg ~ 10~'3 pc, supermassive black holes have
r¢ ~ 107 pc, and galaxies such as the Milky Way have
rg ~ 1072 pc. In the LIGO frequency band wave effects are
expected for waves passing in the vicinity of solar mass or
some supermassive black holes. In the LISA band, wave
effects are expected to appear when the lens is given by
astrophysical objects in a wide mass range. For waves in the
frequency range covered by IPTA, effects beyond geo-
metric optics become relevant even when the lens is a
galaxy (see, e.g., [18] for an analysis on time delay
including wave effects). When wave effects start becoming
important, geometric optics may still remain a useful
approximation and more accurate results can be obtained
by including higher-order corrections, which provide
insight into wave-optical phenomena that are not present
in the eikonal limit.

In this article, we have analyzed the propagation of
gravitational waves on a curved background, and we have
proposed a perturbative method for studying corrections to
the geometric optics limit. In particular, we have discussed
the effects of beyond geometric optics corrections on the
polarization tensor of the wave, and we have illustrated the
impact on the energy momentum tensor of the gravitational
wave. We found that, in general, the wave beyond geo-
metric optics gets diffractive effects that smear the polari-
zation plane transverse to the geometric optics wave. As a
result, the total wave exhibits longitudinal components
along the geometric optics propagation vector, which is
reflected on the appearance of additional (effective) vector
and scalar polarization modes when projecting the
Riemann tensor of the wave onto the standard eikonal
4-vector basis. In the absence of a natural definition of a
single wave vector for the diffracted wave, we have
analyzed the effective direction of propagation of the
energy by direct inspection of the pseudo-stress-energy
momentum tensor (at first order beyond geometric optics).
We found that the effective direction (obtained averaging

8http://www.et-gw.eu.
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over several fast oscillations) of propagation of energy is
misaligned with the eikonal direction of the wave.

We emphasize that in this paper we have made an initial
study on how the propagation of a single plane wave gets
affected by diffraction. Observationally, because of dif-
fraction effects, the number of paths that can combine
constructively increases, and the rays that connect two
points are the geometric optics rays plus diffracted com-
ponents of other rays ignored in the geometric optics
description. The fact that we have kept the tensor structure
of the wave in the equations of motion will allow us in the
future to estimate what the net amplitude and polarization
of the detected wave will be for different lensing geom-
etries. The idea is to make use of a path integral approach
similar to the one traditionally used to study diffraction of a
scalar wave; see, e.g., [8], to study the diffraction pattern
keeping track of the polarization structure of the wave.
Ultimately, we will address the observability of the wave
effects discussed in this article in different physical
situations—e.g., for GW signals from binary systems
detectable by LISA and lensed by a foreground stellar
field—and compute corrections to standard lensing quan-
tities, e.g., magnification and time delay.
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APPENDIX: TETRAD DEPENDENCE

We have shown that due to diffraction effects, the
Newman-Penrose scalars are not only characterized by
tensor perturbations only W, but instead all the other
polarizations are excited. We study here how this statement
depends on the tetrad choice; i.e., we analyze whether this
statement is observer dependent. To this scope we consider
a generalized Lorentz transformation of the tetrad, and we
check whether there exists a class of observers for whom
the wave appears as a purely helicity-2 wave, i.e., with
Y, # 0 and all other NP scalar vanishings.

The most general transformation of the tetrad that
preserves the orthonormal properties defined in Eq. (40)
has six real free functions of time and space (generalization
of Lorentz transformations in flat space); however, two of
them simply correspond to renormalizations of the tetrad

which are irrelevant for determining whether the NP scalars
will vanish or not. See, e.g., [27] for a pedagogical
derivation. Explicitly, this transformation is

K = Ak*, ' = A lpk, m' = eCmt,. (Al)
with A and Q arbitrary real functions. In this case, the
four relevant NP scalars will transform with a simple

rescaling as
Y, =Y,, YL = A"le 0,
LPQ = A—Ze—i2QLIj4’ @’22 = A_zq)zz. (AZ)

We therefore focus here on how the NP scalars transform
under the remaining four free parameters of the general
tetrad transformation, which is given by

k= k4 |z Pt + im0, (A3)
mt = m* + n* + o kK, (A4)
nt =t 4 |7 PR+ mt o+ e, (AS)

where z; and z, are two complex parameters. Under this
transformation we find that all the NP scalars change as

2 1 1
Y, =¥, +§(Z1‘P3 +21'¥3) +6(Z%‘P4 +212%;) +§|Zl @,

(A6)

1
Yy =¥; + 2 (21D + 21'¥y) + 3¥,25, (A7)
Y, =W, + 4575 + 69,232, (A8)
D)) = Doy +2(22¥5 + 23¥5) + 6W; 20| (A9)

The transformations driven by z; and z, are referred to as
class II and class I rotations, respectively. Class I rotations
(zy = 0) correspond to the little group of Lorentz trans-
formations that leaves the vector k* invariant, i.e., they
relate a class of observers that identify the same wave
vector. Class I transformations are used to define quasi-
Lorentz invariant classes of gravitational waves. Each class
is labeled by the Petrov type of its nonvanishing Weyl
tensor and the maximum number of nonvanishing ampli-
tudes as seen by any observer [27]. We see that if the four
NP scalars are nonvanishing, the complex transformation
parameter z; is not sufficient to set all of them but y, to
zero. If we include the z, transformation, which transforms
the wave vector, we see that there exists a special choice of
zj and z; such that ¥," = W3’ = @), = 0: e.g., the real part
of z, is fixed to make @}, = 0, the real part of z; is fixed to
make ¥,” = 0, and then the remaining two imaginary parts
are fixed by the requirement that ¥;" = 0. However, in this

044041-13



GIULIA CUSIN and MACARENA LAGOS

PHYS. REV. D 101, 044041 (2020)

case, other projections of the Weyl that were originally
vanishing and hence ignored in our analysis (e.g., the so-
called NP scalars ¥, or ¥;) will now be excited when
performing a class II transformation; see [32].

We therefore conclude that the identification of NP scalars
in the presence of diffraction is an observer-dependent
statement, as it is the case in alternative models of gravity
[27]. Nevertheless, we find that there is no choice of the
tetrad such that only ¥, # 0 when beyond geometric optics
corrections are taken into account. The issue of attempting to

define one single propagation direction beyond geometric
optics has been discussed in [23] (see Sec. 3. 5) in the context
of both electromagnetic and gravitational waves, where it
was also concluded that it is not necessarily meaningful to
define a single propagation vector for finite-wavelength
lensing as different phenomena may have different direc-
tions associated. For example, we defined one propagation
vector in Sec. V determining the average direction of the
propagation of energy, but other observables may have other
average directions associated with them.
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