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We calculate the one-loop corrections induced by a non-minimally coupled massive scalar to
the two gravitational potentials sourced by a static point mass in Minkowski space via solving
the effective Einstein field equations. We first obtain a manifestly transverse graviton self-energy
and, by performing resummation of the bubble diagrams, derive the associated dressed graviton
propagator in the general covariant gauge. For one class of gauges, which include the Landau gauge,
the dressed graviton propagator becomes proportional to the tree-level propagator in the on-shell
limit. This fact allows us to employ the on-shell renormalization scheme so that the renormalized
Newton constant G takes the value measured in the experiments. The resulting corrections to
the gravitational potentials share similar structures with the vacuum polarization correction to the
Coulomb potential regarding their analytic expressions and long distance behavior. By comparing
our results with gravitational slip measurements, we establish a constraint on the non-minimal
coupling: |ξ| ≲ 5× 1043/

√
N , where N is the number of scalar fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Though the quantum behavior of gravity in the high energy regime is currently unclear, it is viable to study the low-
energy, long-range quantum effects within a gravity-matter system by treating general relativity (GR) as a quantum
field theory (QFT), as exemplified by the abundant studies on the quantum corrections to gravitational potentials
induced by the loop effects of various particles [1–11]. The approaches employed in these studies mainly fall into two
categories.

The first one, the inverse scattering method, is coupling two scalars with masses m1 and m2 to gravity, computing
the amplitude of their scattering process, and using Born approximation to Fourier transform the scattering amplitude
in the manner,

V (x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik⃗·x⃗

iM(k⃗)

2E12E2
, (1)

to get the gravitational potential energy. Here E1 and E2 are the energies of the two scalars, M(k⃗) is the scattering

amplitude, and k⃗ is the momentum transfer. In the non-relativistic limit, E1 → m1 and E2 → m2. This method was
used in [1] to calculate the correction to V (x) induced by graviton loops. See also [2] for the corrections induced by
conformal fields with spin 0, 1/2 and 1, and [3] for those induced by massive fields with spin 0, 1/2 and 1. One virtue
of this approach is its explicit gauge-independence through the use of S-matrix. Also, it can treat different species of
massless particles on a different basis regarding how they experience gravitation (in contrast to the equivalence prin-
ciple which claims all massless particles follow the same geodesic) [13–16]. However, this approach has its limitations
as it is not known how to apply it to curved spacetimes where there are no well-defined in or out states.
An alternative approach [6, 7, 9] is deriving the quantum effective action and solving the resulting effective Einstein

field equations, with other ingredients of GR such as the equivalence principle preserved. For example, when graviton
interacts with quantum matter and develops a self-energy, the linearized effective Einstein field equations on a flat
background take the form,

−Lµνρσκh
ρσ(x)−

∫
d4x′[

µνΣρσ

]
(x;x′)κhρσ(x′) +O

(
(κhρσ)2

)
= 8πGTµν(x). (2)

Here κhµν is the perturbation to the background metric, κ =
√
16πG is the gravitational coupling constant and

G is the Newton constant. The first term on the left is the linearized Einstein tensor, while the second term is

∗Electronic address: jm.dj@outlook.com
†Electronic address: T.Prokopec@uu.nl

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

01
44

9v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  2
 O

ct
 2

02
4

mailto:jm.dj@outlook.com
mailto:T.Prokopec@uu.nl


2

the quantum correction which involves integration of the retarded graviton self-energy
[
µνΣρσ

]
(x;x′) against the

metric perturbation κhρσ(x′). This equation is used in [4] to compute the one-loop corrections to both of the two
gravitational potentials Φ(x) and Ψ(x) induced by a minimally coupled massless scalar in Minkowski space. The
result is later generalized in [5] to a non-minimally coupled massless scalar with a time-dependent source, and in [6–9]
to de Sitter space. See also [10] for an early calculation considering the corrections induced by a non-minimally
coupled massless scalar to the potentials sourced by a finite-volume ball, where the quantum correction appears as an
effective energy-momentum tensor in the field equations. Despite its viability in these many scenarios, this alternative
approach also has limitations. For instance, the effective field equations only encode the information of the quantum
corrections to the graviton n-point functions, but often the loops appearing in the Feynman diagrams describing a
gravitational scattering process cannot all be viewed as a correction to the graviton n-point functions. In this case,
one needs to carefully add these additional loop effects which dress the source and the observer to the effective field
equations, otherwise the result will be gauge-dependent and thus no physical information can be extracted from it
without further labor [12].

In this paper, we choose the effective field equation approach to calculate the one-loop corrections induced by a
non-minimally coupled massive scalar to the two gravitational potentials Φ(x) and Ψ(x) sourced by a static point
mass in Minkowski space. Since in this case the quantum loop effects are fully contained in the graviton two-point
function, we do not encounter the gauge issue mentioned above, apart from the trivial linear gauge dependence which
can be solved by constructing the gauge invariant Bardeen potentials, as it was done in e.g. Ref. [5]. The correction
to Φ(x) induced by a minimally coupled massive scalar was calculated in [3] in the MS scheme where the corrected
potential contains terms that depend on the renormalization scale µ explicitly. This does not mean the potential, as an
observable, is dependent on this arbitrary scale µ; instead, it implies that the renormalized Newton constant G(µ) also
runs with µ, which simply tells us how the coupling constant in the effective theory depends on the physical coupling
constant measured in the experiments. That means that all these µ-dependencies cancel each other such that the
measured potential is independent of µ. It would be therefore convenient to identify G with the one measured in the
experiments and remove the explicit µ-dependent terms from the potentials, by adopting the on-shell renormalization
scheme. To do this, we shall tune the Ricci scalar counterterm such that the dressed graviton propagator reduces to
the tree-level propagator in the on-shell limit. While this procedure is guaranteed to work in QED, as the photon
propagator has only one tensor structure, to show that it works in gravity is nontrivial due to the existence of two
linearly independent tensor structures in the graviton propagator. Usually, the on-shell scheme also includes the
renormalization of the mass and field strength of the scalar, but since they do not affect the gravitational potentials
at the order we are working in, we skip these steps and focus on the renormalization of the gravity sector.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section II, we calculate the graviton self-energy which is responsible
for the quantum corrections to gravitational potentials and introduce the counterterms used for renormalization. In
Section III, we derive the dressed graviton propagator in the general covariant gauge, study its on-shell limit, and
perform on-shell renormalization. In Section IV, we solve the linearized effective Einstein field equations for the
quantum-corrected gravitational potentials. In Section V, we explore the structural similarities between the quantum
corrections to gravitational potentials and those to the Coulomb potential. In Section VI, we compare our results
with gravitational slip measurements and establish a constraint on the non-minimal coupling ξ. We summarize our
results in Section VII.

Our conventions are as follows. We use (−,+,+,+) for the metric signature. The Riemann tensor is defined as
Rρ

σµν = ∂µΓ
ρ
νσ + Γρ

µλΓ
λ
νσ − (µ ↔ ν). The graviton field is defined as the perturbation to the inverse metric, i.e.

gµν(x) = ηµν + κhµν(x), with κ =
√
16πG and ηµν being the Minkowski metric. We use natural units ℏ = 1 = c.

II. GRAVITON SELF-ENERGY

Our action contains the Einstein-Hilbert term plus a non-minimally coupled real massive scalar,

S =
1

16πG

∫
dDx

√
−gR+

∫
dDx

√
−g

(
−1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2 − 1

2
ξRϕ2

)
. (3)

Similar to [17], our graviton field hµν is defined as the perturbation to the inverse metric 1,

gµν = ηµν + κhµν , (4)

1 Alternative ways of expanding the metric are gµν = ηµν + κhµν and gµν =
(
eκh

)
µν

. However, when correctly analyzed, all these

expansions give physically equivalent answers, see e.g. Ref. [19].
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where ηµν is the Minkowski metric and κ ≡
√
16πG. Indices are raised or lowered by ηµν , and the trace of hµν is

denoted by h ≡ hµνη
µν . To study one-loop effects of the scalar, we only need to expand the action to quadratic order

in hµν . The result is:

S = Sh + Sϕ + S3 + S4,

Sh =

∫
dDx

[
−1

4
∂αhµν∂

αhµν +
1

4
∂µh∂

µh+
1

2
∂µh

µν(∂αhνα − ∂νh)

]
,

Sϕ =

∫
dDx

(
−1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2

)
,

S3 = −κ

2

∫
dDxT (ϕ)

µν hµν ,

S4 =
κ2

4

∫
dDx

[
∂µϕ∂νϕh

µνh−
(
h2

4
+

hµνh
µν

2

)
(∂µϕ∂

µϕ+m2ϕ2) + ξϕ2hµνLµνρσh
ρσ

]
,

(5)

in which T
(ϕ)
µν denotes the energy-momentum tensor of the scalar field on Minkowski background,

T (ϕ)
µν = ∂µϕ∂νϕ− ηµν

2
(∂αϕ∂

αϕ+m2ϕ2) + ξ
[
ηµν∂

2(ϕ2)− ∂µ∂ν(ϕ
2)
]
, (6)

and Lµνρσ is the flat space Lichnerowicz operator,

Lµνρσ =
1

2
(ηµνηρσ∂

2 − ηρσ∂µ∂ν − ηµν∂ρ∂σ − ηµ(ρησ)ν∂
2 + 2∂(µην)(ρ∂σ)). (7)

One can see that Sh is the quadratic action of graviton, Sϕ is the action of a free scalar, S3 and S4 are the three-point
and four-point interaction terms, where in S4 we have dropped a term in the form ξ∂(ϕ2)h∂h, since its contribution
to the one-loop Feynman diagrams vanishes.

The corrections to the potentials arise from the graviton self-energy given by the three diagrams shown in FIG. 1.

k

µν

k

ρσ

(a)Non-local diagram

k

µν

k

ρσ

(b) Local diagram

k

µν

k

ρσ

(c)Counterterm diagram

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams contributing to the graviton self-energy. Coiled lines and solid lines represent graviton and the
scalar, respectively.

By using the Feynman rules given in Appendix A, one can evaluate the amplitudes of diagrams (a) and (b) in FIG. 1
and add them together to give the primitive one-loop self-energy,

−i
[
µνΣρσ

]
= κ2

[
4(D − 2)m2 − (D2 − 2D − 2)k2

16(D2 − 1)
PµνPρσ +

4(D − 2)m2 − k2

8(D2 − 1)
Pµνρσ

]
I1

+ κ2

[
(Dk2 − 4m2)2 − 2(D + 1)k4

32(D2 − 1)
PµνPρσ +

(k2 + 4m2)2

16(D2 − 1)
Pµνρσ

]
I2

+ κ2ξ

[
(D − 3)k2

4(D − 1)
PµνPρσ +

k2

4
Pµνρσ

]
I1 + κ2ξ

[
ξk4

2
− (D − 2)k4

4(D − 1)
+

m2k2

D − 1

]
PµνPρσI2

− κ2m2

4D
(ηµνηρσ + 2ηµ(ρησ)ν)I1.

(8)

where the transverse projectors Pµν and Pµνρσ are defined as,

Pµν ≡ ηµν − kµkν
k2

, Pµνρσ ≡ Pµ(ρPσ)ν , (9)
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and the integrals I1 and I2 are defined as,

I1 ≡
∫

dDp

(2π)D
1

p2 +m2
,

I2 ≡
∫

dDp

(2π)D
1

(p2 +m2)[(p+ k)2 +m2]
.

(10)

We see that, unlike the vacuum polarization in QED, the primitive graviton self-energy is not transverse due to the
last term in (8). This can be traced back to the energy-momentum tensor of the scalar which can curve the space
and spoil our flat space assumption, unless we introduce a specific cosmological constant to compensate for it. When
the contribution from this cosmological constant is included, the primitive self-energy will become transverse, as we
will see later.

The divergences in the primitive self-energy (8) can be removed by the following counterterms [20–22],

∆S =

∫
dDx

√
−g
(
c1CµνρσC

µνρσ + c2R
2 + c3R+ Λ

)
, (11)

with

c1 =
ΩµD−4

240(D−4)
+ c1f ,

c2 =
ΩµD−4

4(D−4)

(
ξ − 1

6

)2

+ c2f ,

c3 =
Ωm2µD−4

2(D−4)

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+ c3f ,

Λ =
Ωm4

4

(
µD−4

D−4
+ ΓE − 1

4

)
.

(12)

Here Cµνρσ is the Weyl tensor, µ is an arbitrary energy scale introduced for dimensional regularization, and we used
a shorthand notation,

Ω ≡ 1

8π2
,

ΓE ≡ 1

2

[
ln

(
m2

4πµ2

)
+ γE − 1

]
.

(13)

In Eq. (12), c1f , c2f and c3f are finite counterterms and their values depend on the choice of renormalization scheme.
We keep them as free parameters for the moment and employ the on-shell renormalization scheme to put constraints
on their values in the next section. The cosmological constant counterterm Λ is somewhat special as it is completely
fixed. As mentioned above, in addition to removing the divergences, Λ also does the following jobs [3, 17]:

(1) Its contribution to the expectation value of the total energy-momentum tensor cancels the one-loop contribution
of the scalar field so that spacetime remains flat;

(2) As another manifestation of (1), its one-point diagram cancels the tadpole diagram and ensures ⟨ĥµν(x)⟩ = 0;

(3) Its contribution to the graviton self-energy is essential for the latter to be transverse.

By using the Feynman rules given in Appendix A, we can evaluate the amplitude of the counterterm diagram in
FIG. 1, combine it with the primitive self-energy (8), and reach the manifestly transverse, renormalized graviton
self-energy,

−i
[
µνΣρσ

]
= iκ2APµνPρσ + iκ2BQµνρσ , (14)

with the transverse projector Qµνρσ defined as,

Qµνρσ ≡ Pµ(ρPσ)ν − PµνPρσ

D − 1

D→4−→ Pµ(ρPσ)ν − PµνPρσ

3
, (15)
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and the form factors given by:

A = −ΩL(k2)

4

[
k2
(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

m2

3

]2
+ k4

[
−
Ω(ΓE + 1

2 )

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)2

+
Ω

36

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+ 2c2f

]

+ k2
[
−Ωm2ΓE

6

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

Ωm2

216
+

c3f
3

]
,

B = −ΩL(k2)

480
(k2 + 4m2)2 + k4

(
−ΩΓE

240
+

Ω

450
+ c1f

)
+ k2

[
Ωm2ΓE

4

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

Ωm2

180
− c3f

2

]
,

(16)

in which L(k2), encoding the non-local effects, is defined as,

L(k2) =

∫ 1

0

dα ln

[
1 +

k2

m2
α(1− α)

]
= −2 +

√
1 +

4m2

k2
ln


√
1 + 4m2

k2 + 1√
1 + 4m2

k2 − 1

 . (17)

In (17), the logarithm and square root should be understood as complex functions whose imaginary parts are uniquely
fixed by the iϵ prescription which can be restored by the substitution k2 → k2 − iϵ. PµνPρσ and Qµνρσ represent the
spin-0 and spin-2 degrees of freedom of the propagator respectively. They satisfy the following identities:

PµαP
α
ν = Pµν , Pµαη

µα = D−1, QµναβQ
αβ

ρσ = Qµνρσ, Qµνρση
ρσ = 0, QµνρσP

ρσ = 0. (18)

The property that Qµνρσ is orthogonal to Pµν will simplify the contraction of indices when we compute the dressed
graviton propagator in the next section.

III. DRESSED PROPAGATOR AND ON-SHELL RENORMALIZATION

In this section we first construct the one-loop dressed graviton propagator in the general covariant gauge (char-
acterized by two real parameters). Then we show that for one class of gauges including the Landau gauge, the
dressed graviton propagator is proportional to the tree-level propagator at the on-shell limit. This fact allows us
to implement the on-shell renormalization scheme by tuning the finite part of the Ricci scalar counterterm. The
on-shell scheme is convenient in the sense that the renormalized Newton constant would take the value measured
in the experiments. Accordingly, our final result for the gravitational potentials (presented in Section IV) will not
contain explicit µ-dependent terms, and we recover Newton’s law of gravitation asymptotically at long distances.

A. General covariant gauge

To better understand the gauge dependence of the dressed propagator, we shall work in the general covariant gauge,
which is obtained by adding the following gauge fixing action to the original action Sh in Eq. (5),

SGF[hµν ] =

∫
dDxLGF , LGF = − 1

2α

(
∂µh

µ
γ − β

2
∂γh

)
ηγδ
(
∂νh

ν
δ −

β

2
∂δh
)
, (19)

where α, β ∈ R are real parameters. The resulting graviton propagator is derived as usual by calculating the inverse
of the quadratic action and the result reads (in D dimensions) [12, 18],

i
[
µν∆

(0)
ρσ

]
=

2i

k2

{
1

(D − 1)(D − 2)

[
Pµν − (D−1)β

β − 2

kµkν
k2

] [
Pρσ − (D−1)β

β − 2

kρkσ
k2

]
−Qµνρσ

− 2α
k(µPν)(ρkσ)

k2
− 2α

(β − 2)2
kµkνkρkσ

k4

}
, (20)

Once we have the tree-level propagator in hand, we can start computing the dressed propagator at one-loop order
whose diagrammatic representation is given in FIG. 2.
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i
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
= + + + · · ·

FIG. 2: The dressed propagator given by a summation over the bubble diagrams with increasing number of self-energy insertions.
Every shaded circle (or “bubble”) represents an insertion of the graviton self-energy Eq. (14).

Let δni
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ ] denote the amplitude of the diagram with n self-energy insertions, namely the (n+ 1)-th term in the

summation in FIG. 2. Then by definition, we have:

i
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
=

∞∑
n=0

δni
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
. (21)

The tree-level graviton propagator (20) motivates the following ansatz for the dressed propagator:

δni
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
=

2i

k2

{
an

[
Pµν − (D−1)β

β − 2

kµkν
k2

] [
Pρσ − (D−1)β

β − 2

kρkσ
k2

]
+ bnQµνρσ + cn

k(µPν)(ρkσ)

k2
+ dn

kµkνkρkσ
k4

}
,

(22)
where an, bn cn and dn are some numerical factors. From Eqs. (14) and (20) the amplitude of the diagram with one

more self-energy insertion, δn+1i
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
, is given by:

δn+1i
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
= δni

[
µν∆

(1)
αβ

](
− i
[
αβΣτλ

])
i
[
τλ∆

(0)
ρσ

]
=

2i

k2

{
− 2(D − 1)κ2

(D − 2)k2
Aan

[
Pµν − (D−1)β

β − 2

kµkν
k2

] [
Pρσ − (D−1)β

β − 2

kρkσ
k2

]
+

2κ2

k2
BbnQµνρσ − δn,02α

k(µPν)(ρkσ)

k2
− δn,0

2α

(β − 2)2
kµkνkρkσ

k4

}
.

(23)

To reach the last equality, we used the identities in Eq. (18) and the transversality of Pµν and Qµνρσ repeatedly.
Comparing this result with our ansatz (22), we find simple recurrence relations,

an+1 = −2(D − 1)κ2

(D − 2)k2
Aan, bn+1 =

2κ2

k2
Bbn. (24)

The summation in Eq. (21) is thus a simple geometric series. Reading off a0 = 1
(D−1)(D−2) and b0 = −1 from Eq. (20),

we can write down the dressed graviton propagator,

i
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
=

2i

k2

[
1

(D−1)(D−2)

1

1 + 2(D−1)κ2

(D−2)k2 A

(
Pµν − (D−1)β

β − 2

kµkν
k2

)(
Pρσ − (D−1)β

β − 2

kρkσ
k2

)
− 1

1− 2κ2

k2 B
Qµνρσ

− 2α
k(µPν)(ρkσ)

k2
− 2α

(β − 2)2
kµkνkρkσ

k4

]
. (25)

This is the first main result of this work. We derived its form in general D dimensions to facilitate its application
to other research, while for our purpose we take D → 4 from now on. We see that k2 = 0 is a pole of the dressed
propagator. Moreover, it is a simple pole since A/k2 and B/k2 remain finite when k2 → 0, as can be seen from Eqs.
(27) and (28). Therefore, graviton stays massless at one loop. However, additional poles do exist for non-perturbatively
large momenta [24]. For completeness, we discuss these poles in Appendix B.

B. On-shell renormalization

To implement the on-shell renormalization scheme, we need to study the on-shell limit of the dressed propagator
and tune the counterterms such that it reduces to the tree-level propagator in this limit. For this aim, we first study
the limits of the function L(k2). By its definition in Eq. (17), we have:

lim
k2→0

L(k2)k2 = 0, lim
k2→0

L(k2) = 0, lim
k2→0

L(k2)

k2
=

∫ 1

0

dα
α(1− α)

m2
=

1

6m2
. (26)



7

Using these results and the expressions of A, B given in Eq. (16), we can evaluate the limits,

lim
k2→0

A

k2
= lim

k2→0

{
− ΩL(k2)

4k2

[
k2
(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

m2

3

]2
+ k2

[
−
Ω(ΓE + 1

2 )

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)2

+
Ω

36

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+ 2c2f

]

+

[
−Ωm2ΓE

6

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

Ωm2

216
+

c3f
3

]}
= lim

k2→0

{
− ΩL(k2)

4k2
m4

9
+

[
−Ωm2ΓE

6

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

Ωm2

216
+

c3f
3

]}
= −Ωm2ΓE

6

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

c3f
3
,

(27)

and

lim
k2→0

B

k2
= lim

k2→0

{
− ΩL(k2)

480k2
(k2 + 4m2)2 + k2

(
−ΩΓE

240
+

Ω

450
+ c1f

)
+

[
Ωm2ΓE

4

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

Ωm2

180
− c3f

2

]}
= lim

k2→0

{
− ΩL(k2)

480k2
16m4 +

[
Ωm2ΓE

4

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

Ωm2

180
− c3f

2

]}
=

Ωm2ΓE

4

(
ξ − 1

6

)
− c3f

2
.

(28)

This means that the two form factors in the dressed propagator (25) have identical limits (after taking D → 4),

Z(µ) ≡ lim
k2→0

1

1 + 3κ2

k2 A
= lim

k2→0

1

1− 2κ2

k2 B
=

1

1 + κ2
[
−Ωm2ΓE

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+ c3f

] , (29)

such that, for α = 0 gauges, including the Landau gauge (α, β = 0) [23], we have 2:

i
[
µν∆

(1)
ρσ

]
α=0

k2→0−→ Z(µ)×i
[
µν∆

(0)
ρσ

]
α=0

. (30)

Remarkably, even though two tensor structures exist in the graviton propagator, the dressed one is proportional to
the tree-level one in the on-shell limit, constituting the second important result of this paper. On-shell scheme then
requires choosing c3f such that Z(µ) = 1, which corresponds to,

c3f =
Ωm2ΓE

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)
. (31)

This can be viewed as a µ-dependent graviton wave function renormalization, or equivalently, a finite renormalization
of the Newton constant.

In fact, we can derive Z(µ) directly using the renormalization group equation (RGE) without performing the
resummation of the bubble diagrams in FIG. 2. This approach will also provide an alternative way to implement the
on-shell scheme. Let us set c3f to zero for the moment. From the divergent Ricci scalar counterterm given in Eq. (12),
we can write down the relation between the bare Newton constant G0 and the renormalized one G,

1

16πG0
=

1

16πG
+

Ωm2µD−4

2(D − 4)

(
ξ − 1

6

)
. (32)

The left-hand side is independent of µ, and therefore replacing 16πG with κ2 and differentiating both sides with
respect to µ gives,

0 = − 1

κ4
µ
dκ2

dµ
+

Ωm2

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)
, (33)

2 The α = 0 gauge is an exact gauge in which the condition (see Eq. (19)),

∂µh
µ
γ −

β

2
∂γh = 0,

is imposed. From Eq. (25) we see that for arbitrary α there are two additional vectorial pieces ∝ α contributing to the dressed propagator.
For scalar fields running in the loop these pieces are not dressed in the sense that they are the same as in the tree-level propagator.
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from which we find the beta function of κ to the leading order (see e.g. [21]),

µ
dκ2

dµ
=

κ4Ωm2

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)
. (34)

The solution of this equation reads,

κ2(µ) =
κ2
exp

1− κ2
expΩm2

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)
ln
(

µ
µexp

) , (35)

where µexp and κexp are integration constants. For convenience, we let κexp equal to the value we measured in the
experiments, i.e. κ2

exp/(16π) = Gexp ≈ 6.67 × 10−11 m3 kg−1 s−2, and µexp the corresponding renormalization scale.
Expressing κexp in terms of κ yields,

κ2
exp =

κ2(µ)

1 + κ2Ωm2

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)
ln
(

µ
µexp

) . (36)

Similar to QED, the relation between the physically measurable effective coupling constant, κ2
eff(k

2), and the unmea-
surable renormalized one, κ2(µ), can be read off from the dressed propagator 3. In the k2 → 0 limit, it takes the
form,

κ2
eff(k

2 = 0) = κ2(µ)Z(µ). (37)

Moreover, κ2
eff(k

2 = 0) is nothing but κ2
exp, as κ

2
exp is measured at macroscopic scales. Combining the above, we reach

the expression of Z(µ),

Z(µ) =
κ2
exp

κ2
=

1

1 + κ2Ωm2

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)
ln
(

µ
µexp

) . (38)

Recall that ΓE ≡ 1
2

[
ln
(

m2

4πµ2

)
+ γE − 1

]
, we find Eqs. (38) and (29) are the same given that we make the following

identification:

µ2
exp =

m2

4π
exp

[
γE − 1− 4

Ωm2(ξ − 1
6 )

c3f

]
. (39)

From Eq. (35) we see how κ2 (or equivalently G = κ2/(16π)) varies with µ. From Eqs. (37)–(38) we observe that
an alternative way to implement the on-shell scheme is to choose µ = µexp so that κ2 = κ2

exp. This completes our
procedure of on-shell renormalization.

Notice that c1f and c2f are still undetermined. This is a natural consequence of the fact that the Weyl tensor
squared and the Ricci scalar squared do not affect the physics at low energies. Although this means there are still
ambiguities regarding the k4 terms in the self-energy, such ambiguities do not enter the gravitational potentials since
k4 terms in the self-energy give rise to delta function terms in the potentials, as can be seen from Eq. (59). As long as
we restrict the applicability of our result to distances much larger than the Planck length, these delta function terms
can be safely dropped.

If the scalar is massless, as is the case in [4, 5], we do not need the Ricci scalar counterterm at all, and the on-shell
scheme is automatically realized.

Although c1f and c2f are not fixed, we can rewrite them to further simplify the self-energy. From Eqs. (12) and (31),
we see the divergent and the finite parts of c3 form a nice combination,

c3 = c3div + c3f =
Ωm2

2

(
ξ − 1

6

)(
µD−4

D−4
+ ΓE

)
. (40)

3 However, when k2 ̸= 0, there seems no unique definition of κ2
eff(k

2) since the two form factors in the propagator are different. Even
so, Eq. (37) holds not only to the zeroth order in the k2 → 0 limit, but to the first order, which means the correction to (37) for
0 < |k2|/m2 ≪ 1 is of O

(
k4/m4

)
. This is because the first order term in the weak momentum expansion of the self-energy, being

proportional to k4, corresponds to delta function terms in the potentials and therefore does not affect κ2
eff .
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This form suggests that we recast c1f and c2f into the following form,

c1 =
Ω

240

(
µD−4

D−4
+ ΓE

)
+ c1x, c2 =

Ω

4

(
ξ − 1

6

)2(
µD−4

D−4
+ ΓE

)
+ c2x, (41)

and thus,

c1f =
ΩΓE

240
+ c1x, c2f =

ΩΓE

4

(
ξ − 1

6

)2

+ c2x. (42)

We find that in this way all the ΓE dependencies in the self-energy are nicely canceled. This phenomenon can be
conveniently understood using the second approach to the on-shell scheme, i.e. by choosing µ = µexp, since with this
choice of µ the Newton constant does not get dressed at one-loop order. The self-energy given by Eq. (14) and (16)
now gets simplified to,

−i
[
µνΣρσ

]
= iκ2APµνPρσ + iκ2BQµνρσ, (43)

with

A = −ΩL(k2)

4

[
k2
(
ξ − 1

6

)
+

m2

3

]2
+

[
−Ω

4

(
ξ − 1

6

)2

+
Ω

36

(
ξ − 1

6

)
+ 2c2x

]
k4 +

Ωm2

216
k2,

B = −ΩL(k2)

480
(k2 + 4m2)2 +

(
Ω

450
+ c1x

)
k4 +

Ωm2

180
k2.

(44)

We note that in the computation of the k2 → 0 limit of A/k2 and B/k2, the k2 terms in the self-energy cancel the
leading order contributions from the non-local, i.e. L(k2) dependent terms. As a result, the self-energy becomes local
at energies much below the scalar mass. As pointed out in [25], this is a manifestation of the decoupling of the massive
scalar in the infrared limit [26].

IV. SOLVING THE EFFECTIVE FIELD EQUATIONS

Having a fully renormalized graviton self-energy at hand, we can now derive and solve the linearized effective
Einstein field equations for the quantum-corrected gravitational potentials. Our strategy is to first solve the equations
in momentum space and then Fourier transform the solution to position space. The final result will be analytically
expressed in terms of Bessel and Bickley functions.

A. Momentum space solution

The effective action in which the scalar degree of freedom has been integrated out takes the form,

Γh = Sh − 1

2

∫
d4x

∫
d4x′hµν(x)

[
µνΣρσ

]
(x, x′)hρσ(x′) . (45)

Here Sh is the classical action of graviton given in Eq. (5). The effective equation of motion derived from the effective
action in the presence of matter takes the form,

−Lµνρσκh
ρσ(x)−

∫
d4x′[

µνΣρσ

]
(x, x′)κhρσ(x′) =

κ2

2
Tµν(x) , (46)

in which Lµνρσ is given in Eq. (7). For the source of the potentials, we consider a static point particle with mass M
at the origin. Thus,

Tµν = Mδ3(x⃗)δ0µδ
0
ν . (47)

We can then choose the Newtonian gauge in which the line element takes the form,

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + (1− 2Ψ)(dx2 + dy2 + dz2) , (48)
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where Φ and Ψ are the two gravitational potentials.
We can solve Eq. (46) with ease in momentum space. Contrary to the computation of the dressed propagator, here

it is slightly more convenient to use Pµνρσ instead of Qµνρσ. We hence rewrite the self-energy Eq. (43) as,

−i
[
µνΣρσ

]
= iκ2ÃPµνPρσ + iκ2B̃Pµνρσ , (49)

where

Ã = A− B

3
, B̃ = B . (50)

The Fourier transform of the effective field equation Eq. (46) then takes the form,

k2

2
(PµνPρσ − Pµνρσ)h

ρσ + κ2(ÃPµνPρσ + B̃Pµνρσ)h
ρσ = κπMδ(k0)δ0µδ

0
ν . (51)

After some manipulations, the 00 component of Eq. (51) reads,

−∥k⃗∥2Ψ+ κ2(Ã+ B̃)
∥k⃗∥4

k4
Φ+ κ2

[
Ã

(
∥k⃗∥2

k2
− 3

)
+ B̃

(k0)2

k2

]
∥k⃗∥2

k2
Ψ =

κ2πM

2
δ(k0) , (52)

and the 11+22+33 component reads,

−∥k⃗∥2Φ+ (−3(k0)2 + ∥k⃗∥2)Ψ+ κ2

[
Ã

(
∥k⃗∥2

k2
− 3

)
+ B̃

(k0)2

k2

]
∥k⃗∥2

k2
Φ+ κ2

[
Ã

(
∥k⃗∥2

k2
− 3

)2

+ B̃

(
(k0)4

k4
+ 2

)]
Ψ = 0 .

(53)
We can solve Eqs. (52) and (53) perturbatively. Expand the potentials in the form,

Φ = Φ(0) + κ2Φ(1) +O(κ4) , Ψ = Ψ(0) + κ2Ψ(1) +O(κ4) , (54)

where the superscript (0) and (1) stand for the classical and quantum contributions, respectively. At the leading
order, Eqs. (52) and (53) reduce to,

−∥k⃗∥2Ψ(0) =
κ2πM

2
δ(k0) ,

−∥k⃗∥2Φ(0) + (−3(k0)2 + ∥k⃗∥2)Ψ(0) = 0 ,

(55)

which have the following solution,

Φ(0) = Ψ(0) = −κ2πM

2∥k⃗∥2
δ(k0) . (56)

At the next-to-leading order, Eqs. (52) and (53) take the form,

−∥k⃗∥2Ψ(1) + (Ã+ B̃)
∥k⃗∥4

k4
Φ(0) +

[
Ã

(
∥k⃗∥2

k2
− 3

)
+ B̃

(k0)2

k2

]
∥k⃗∥2

k2
Ψ(0) = 0 ,

−∥k⃗∥2Φ(1) + (−3(k0)2 + ∥k⃗∥2)Ψ(1) +

[
Ã

(
∥k⃗∥2

k2
− 3

)
+ B̃

(k0)2

k2

]
∥k⃗∥2

k2
Φ(0)

+

[
Ã

(
∥k⃗∥2

k2
− 3

)2

+ B̃

(
(k0)4

k4
+ 2

)]
Ψ(0) = 0 .

(57)

Thanks to the factor δ(k0) in Φ(0) and Ψ(0), we can take ∥k⃗∥2/k2 → 1 and (k0)2/k2 → 0 in Eq. (57), after which it
can be readily solved to give,

Φ(1) =
Ã+ 3B̃

∥k⃗∥2
Φ(0) ,

Ψ(1) =
−Ã+ B̃

∥k⃗∥2
Ψ(0) .

(58)
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Inserting Eqs. (56) and (58) into Eq. (54) and reverting back to the form factors without tilde through Eq. (50), we
reach the Fourier transformed potentials,

Φ(k) = −κ2πMδ(k0)

2∥k⃗∥2

[
1 +

κ2

∥k⃗∥2

(
A+

8

3
B

)]
,

Ψ(k) = −κ2πMδ(k0)

2∥k⃗∥2

[
1− κ2

∥k⃗2∥

(
A− 4

3
B

)]
.

(59)

B. Reverting back to position space

The potentials in position space are given by the inverse Fourier transform,

Φ(x) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
eik·xΦ(k), Ψ(x) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
eik·xΨ(k). (60)

To this end, we need the following identities,∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik⃗·x⃗

1

∥k⃗∥2
=

1

4πr
, (61)∫

d3k

(2π)3
eik⃗·x⃗L(∥k⃗∥2) = − 1

2πr
J0, (62)∫

d3k

(2π)3
eik⃗·x⃗

L(∥k⃗∥2)
∥k⃗∥2

=
1

2πr
J1, (63)∫

d3k

(2π)3
eik⃗·x⃗

L(∥k⃗∥2)
(∥k⃗∥2)2

= − 1

2πr

(
J2 −

1

12m2

)
, (64)

where L(∥k⃗∥2) =
∫ 1

0
dα ln

[
1 + ∥k⃗∥2

m2 α(1− α)
]
as we defined before and,

Jn(m, r) ≡
∫ ∞

2m

dt

√
t2 − 4m2

t2n
e−rt. (65)

Eq. (61) is commonly used, so here we derive Eqs. (62), (63) and (64) by contour integration,∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik⃗·x⃗

L
(
∥k⃗∥2

)
(∥k⃗∥2)n

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik⃗·x⃗

(∥k⃗∥2)n

∫ 1

0

dα ln

[
1 +

∥k⃗∥2

m2
α(1− α)

]

=
1

(2π)2

∫ 1

0

dα

∫ ∞

0

d∥k⃗∥
∫ 1

−1

d(cos θ) ei∥k⃗∥r cos θ∥k⃗∥2−2n ln

[
1 +

∥k⃗∥2

m2
α(1− α)

]

=
1

(2π)2ir

∫ 1

0

dα

∫ ∞

0

d∥k⃗∥ (ei∥k⃗∥r − e−i∥k⃗∥r)∥k⃗∥1−2n ln

[
1 +

∥k⃗∥2

m2
α(1− α)

]

=
1

(2π)2ir

∫ 1

0

dα

∫ ∞

−∞
d∥k⃗∥ ei∥k⃗∥r∥k⃗∥1−2n ln

[
1 +

∥k⃗∥2

m2
α(1− α)

]
.

(66)

Now we take the trickiest n = 2 case as an example to illustrate the idea. The integrand possesses two branch cuts

along the imaginary line due to the factor ln
[
1 + ∥k⃗∥2

m2 α(1− α)
]
. It also has a pole at the origin due to the factor

∥k⃗∥−3. We thus consider the contour composed of γ1 → γ2 → · · · → γ8 shown in FIG. 3.



12

×

◀

▶
>

>

Re(|⃗k|)

Im(|⃗k|)

im√
α(1−α)

−im√
α(1−α)

γ1

γ2

γ3

γ4
γ5

γ6

γ7
γ8

FIG. 3: The contour used to evaluate the n = 2 case of Eq. (66). It comprises eight pieces and bypasses both the branch cut
along the imaginary line and the pole at the origin. γ2 and γ6 are infinitesimal semicircles. When n = 0 or n = 1, there’s no
pole at the origin so we do not need to curve the contour like γ2.

There is no pole enclosed in the whole contour, so the integral over it gives zero. This means Eq. (66), represented
schematically as

∫
γ1+γ3

, is given by −(
∫
γ4+γ8

+
∫
γ5+γ7

+
∫
γ6

+
∫
γ2
). The contribution from the two arcs

∫
γ4+γ8

vanishes

due to the factor ei∥k⃗∥r in the integrand.
∫
γ6

also vanishes since it scales as ∼ ρ ln(ρ) where ρ is the radius of the

semicircle. However, despite the size of γ2 being infinitesimally small,
∫
γ2

does not vanish, as the following computation

shows: ∫
γ2

∣∣∣∣
n=2

=
1

(2π)2ir

∫ 1

0

dα

∫
γ2

d∥k⃗∥ ei∥k⃗∥r 1

∥k⃗∥3
ln

[
1 +

∥k⃗∥2

m2
α(1− α)

]

=
1

(2π)2ir

∫ 1

0

dα lim
ρ→0

∫ 0

π

dθ (iρeiθ)eiρe
iθr 1

(ρeiθ)3
ln

[
1 +

(ρeiθ)2

m2
α(1− α)

]
=

1

(2π)2r

∫ 1

0

dα lim
ρ→0

∫ 0

π

dθ
1

ρ2e2iθ
(ρeiθ)2

m2
α(1− α)

=
1

(2π)2r

∫ 1

0

dα
(−π)

m2
α(1− α)

= − 1

24πm2r
.

(67)

Regarding the effect on the potentials, this contribution, stemming from the non-local part of the self-energy, will
cancel those from the k2 terms, which is a position space manifestation of the decoupling of the scalar we mentioned
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earlier. Using ln(−|x| ± iϵ) = ln(|x|)± iπ for ϵ → 0+, we can evaluate
∫
γ5+γ7

for a general n,

∫
γ5+γ7

=
1

(2π)2ir

∫ 1

0

dα

∫
γ5+γ7

d∥k⃗∥ ei∥k⃗∥r∥k⃗∥1−2n ln

[
1 +

∥k⃗∥2

m2
α(1− α)

]

=
1

(2π)2ir

∫ 1

0

dα

∫ i∞

im√
α(1−α)

d∥k⃗∥ ei∥k⃗∥r∥k⃗∥1−2n(−2iπ)

=
(−1)n

2πr

∫ 1

0

dα

∫ ∞

m√
α(1−α)

dt e−trt1−2n

=
(−1)n

2πr

∫ ∞

2m

dt e−trt1−2n

∫ 1
2+

1
2

√
1− 4m2

t2

1
2−

1
2

√
1− 4m2

t2

dα

=
(−1)n

2πr

∫ ∞

2m

dt

√
t2 − 4m2

t2n
e−rt

=
(−1)n

2πr
Jn(m, r) ,

(68)

where Jn(m, r) is defined in Eq. (65). Combining the above results, we reach the identities Eqs. (62), (63) and (64).
Inserting the expressions of A and B given in Eq. (44) into Eq. (59), performing the transformation in Eq. (60)

using the identities Eqs. (61), (62), (63) and (64), and neglecting the delta function terms as we argued earlier, we
finally arrive at the result we have been looking for – the gravitational potentials sourced by a static point mass in
the presence of a non-minimally coupled massive scalar in Minkowski space,

Φ(r) = −GM

r

{
1 +

G

π

[(
1

20
+ ξ2 − ξ

3

)
J0 −m2

(
1

15
+

2ξ

3

)
J1 +

7m4

15
J2

]}
,

Ψ(r) = −GM

r

{
1− G

π

[(
1

60
+ ξ2 − ξ

3

)
J0 −m2

(
−1

5
+

2ξ

3

)
J1 −

m4

15
J2

]}
.

(69)

The ξ = 0 limit of Φ(r) agrees with Eqs. (V.35) and (V.38) of [3], except for the absence of µ-dependent terms in our
potentials, which can be traced back to on-shell renormalization.

Before we derive the analytic formula of Jn(m, r), we can take the massless limit of our result. From the definition
of Jn(m, r) in Eq. (65), the massless limit of J0(m, r) reads,

J0(0, r) =
1

r2
. (70)

Thus the massless limit of the potentials read,

Φ(r)|m2=0 = −GM

r

[
1 +

G

πr2

(
1

20
+ ξ2 − ξ

3

)]
,

Ψ(r)|m2=0 = −GM

r

[
1− G

πr2

(
1

60
+ ξ2 − ξ

3

)]
,

(71)

which agrees with [5, 10] precisely.

C. Analytic Expressions and Approximations

Now we evaluate the integral Eq. (65) following the approach of [27] which derived the analytic expression of the
quantum-corrected Coulomb potential. This will facilitate our approximation of the potentials at long and short
distances later. Define z ≡ 2mr. After a change of variable t = 2m cosh(x), Eq. (65) can be recast into the form,

Jn(m, r) = (2m)2−2n

∫ ∞

0

dx
cosh2(x)− 1

cosh2n(x)
e−z cosh(x). (72)
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For J0(m, r), using the following properties of the modified Bessel function of the second kind,

K0(z) =

∫ ∞

0

dx e−z cosh(x),

K ′′
0 (z) = −K1(z)

z
+K2(z),

K1(z) = −z

2

[
K0(z)−K2(z)

]
,

(73)

we get,

J0(m, r) = (2m)2
[
K ′′

0 (z)−K0(z)
]
= (2m)2

K1(z)

z
. (74)

To evaluate J1(m, r) and J2(m, r), we introduce the Bickley function Kin(z) which can be defined recursively as the
integral of Bessel function [27],

Ki0(z) ≡ K0(z), and Kin(z) ≡
∫ ∞

z

dz′ Kin−1(z
′) for n ≥ 1. (75)

Kin(z) has an integral representation,

Kin(z) =

∫ ∞

0

dx
e−z cosh(x)

coshn(x)
. (76)

Comparing this with Eq. (72) gives,

Jn(m, r) = (2m)2−2n
[
Ki2n−2(z)−Ki2n(z)

]
, (n ≥ 1). (77)

We thus have the following analytic expressions of the potentials:

Φ(r) = −GM

r

{
1 +

Gm2

π

[(
1

10
+ 2ξ2 − 2ξ

3

)
K1(2mr)

mr
−
(

1

15
+

2ξ

3

)(
K0(2mr)−Ki2(2mr)

)
+

7

60

(
Ki2(2mr)−Ki4(2mr)

)]}
,

Ψ(r) = −GM

r

{
1− Gm2

π

[(
1

30
+ 2ξ2 − 2ξ

3

)
K1(2mr)

mr
−
(
−1

5
+

2ξ

3

)(
K0(2mr)−Ki2(2mr)

)
− 1

60

(
Ki2(2mr)−Ki4(2mr)

)]}
.

(78)

Notice that the ξ-dependent quantum corrections contribute oppositely to the two potentials, such that the combina-
tion Φ(r) +Ψ(r) – responsible for the light bending studied in Refs. [13–16] – is independent of ξ. This is because, as
one can see from Eq. (59), Φ(r) + Ψ(r) depends only on the spin-2 part of the self-energy (form factor B), while the
non-minimal coupling ξ only affects the spin-0 part of the self-energy (form factor A), as Eq. (44) shows.
Given the analytic expressions of the potentials, we can study their long-distance and short-distance behavior

conveniently. When z → ∞, to sub-subleading order, we have the asymptotic forms,

Kn(z) ∼
√

π

2z
e−z

[
1 +

4n2 − 1

8z
+

(4n2 − 1)(4n2 − 9)

128z2

]
,

Kin(z) ∼
√

π

2z
e−z

[
1− 4n+ 1

8z
+

3(16n2 + 24n+ 3)

128z2

]
.

(79)

Inserting this into Eq. (78), we get the long-distance approximation of the potentials,

Φ(r)|r→∞ = −GM

r

{
1 +G

√
m

πr3
e−2mr

[(
ξ − 1

4

)2

+
3

16mr

(
ξ − 1

4

)(
ξ +

13

12

)]}
,

Ψ(r)|r→∞ = −GM

r

{
1−G

√
m

πr3
e−2mr

[(
ξ − 1

4

)2

+
3

16mr

(
ξ − 1

4

)(
ξ +

13

12

)]}
.

(80)
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As promised, the potentials reduce to Newton’s law of gravitation asymptotically. The ξ = 0 limit of Φ(r)|r→∞ does
not agree with Eq. (V.57) of [3]. When our approximation method is applied to the quantum-corrected Coulomb
potential, it gives the correct answer [27], giving credence to our result (80). Curiously, up to the order considered
here, there is no quantum correction to the combination Φ(r)|r→∞ + Ψ(r)|r→∞, and the respective corrections to
Φ(r)|r→∞ and Ψ(r)|r→∞ vanish when ξ = 1/4.
When z → 0, to subleading order, we have the asymptotic forms,

K0(z) ∼ −
[
ln
(z
2

)
+ γE

]
− z2

4

[
ln
(z
2

)
+ γE − 1

]
, Ki2(z) ∼ 1− π

2
z,

K1(z) ∼
1

z
+

z

2

[
ln
(z
2

)
+ γE − 1

2

]
, Ki4(z) ∼

2

3
− π

4
z.

(81)

In the same manner, we get the short-distance approximation of the potentials,

Φ(r)|r→0 = −GM

r

{
1 +

G

πr2

(
1

20
+ ξ2 − ξ

3

)
+

Gm2

π

[(
1

6
+ 2ξ2

)(
ln(mr) + γE

)
+

1

18
− ξ2 + ξ

]}
,

Ψ(r)|r→0 = −GM

r

{
1− G

πr2

(
1

60
+ ξ2 − ξ

3

)
− Gm2

π

[(
−1

6
+ 2ξ2

)(
ln(mr) + γE

)
− 2

9
− ξ2 + ξ

]}
.

(82)

The ξ = 0 limit of Φ(r)|r→0 agrees with Eq. (V.60) of [3].

V. COMPARISON WITH THE UEHLING POTENTIAL

It is interesting to compare our gravitational potentials with the vacuum polarization correction to the Coulomb
potential (usually called the Uehling potential), since in both cases the quantum corrections are induced by the loop
effects of massive particles.

For a source with electric charge Q, the quantum-corrected Coulomb potential reads [27, 29],

ϕC(r) =
Q

4πr

(
1 +

e2

6π2

∫ ∞

1

dx e−2merx
2x2 + 1

2x4

√
x2 − 1

)
=

Q

4πr

[
1 +

e2

6π2

(
K0(2mer)−

1

2
Ki2(2mer)−

1

2
Ki4(2mer)

)]
,

(83)

where me is the mass of electron. Using the identities (79), one can show that ϕC(r) has long-distance approximation,

ϕC(r)|r→∞ =
Q

4πr

[
1 +

e2

16

e−2mer

(πmer)
3
2

]
, (84)

and short-distance approximation,

ϕ(r)|r→0 =
Q

4πr

[
1− e2

6

(
ln(mer) + γE +

5

6

)]
. (85)

Comparing these two expressions with Eqs. (80) and (82), we see that the long-distance behavior of the quantum
corrections to the gravitational potentials and the Coulomb potential are of the same form, while at short distances,
the correction to the gravitational potentials is stronger because of the ∼ 1/r3 terms.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL CONSTRAINTS

From Eq. (78) we see the quantum corrections to Φ and Ψ are different, which indicates a non-zero gravitational
slip Σ defined as Σ ≡ Φ−Ψ. Σ vanishes in GR and therefore serves as a probe for beyond-GR effects. Here we shall
compare our theoretical prediction of Σ with the experimental results.

According to Eq. (80), the contributions to Σ from heavy scalars (those satisfying mr ≫ 1 on solar system scales)
exponentially decay at long distances and hence have no significance at macroscopic scales. We thus focus on the
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effects of ultra-light and massless scalars, which have been proposed as dark matter [30–33] and dark energy [34–37]
candidates. According to Eq. (71), such light scalars give rise to a non-zero gravitational slip,

Σ

Φ0
=

2G

πr2

(
ξ2 − ξ

3
+

1

30

)
+

2Gm2

π

[
2ξ2
(
ln(mr) + γE

)
− ξ2 + ξ − 1

12

]
, (86)

where Φ0 = Ψ0 = −GM
r are the tree-level potentials. For ultra-light fields considered here the latter contribution is

suppressed as ∼ −(mr)2 ln(mr) ≪ 1 and can thus be neglected. On the other hand, solar system tests have shown
that [28],

Σ

Φ0
< 2× 10−5. (87)

Combining the above two results, we obtain a constraint on the non-minimal coupling ξ,

|ξ| <
√
10π

r

lP
×10−3 ∼ 5× 1043, (88)

where lP =
√
G = 1.6× 10−35 m is the Planck length and we took r ≈ 1.5× 1011 m which is the Sun-Earth distance.

The constraint can be strengthened if the field is in a highly excited state, or if there is a large number of scalars
running in the loop (N ≫ 1). In the latter case, |ξ| ≲ 5 × 1043/

√
N . In any case, the constraint is very weak;

nevertheless, it is worth mentioning as it is a constraint established by perturbative quantum gravity through the
investigation of the one-loop vacuum fluctuations of scalar matter in Minkowski space. To our knowledge, no such
constraints have been claimed from loop effects in quantum gravity. We also note that it would be of interest to
revisit the upper bound (88) for scalar fields in highly excited states, such as those generated during primordial
inflation [34–38].

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work we calculate the one-loop corrections induced by a non-minimally coupled massive scalar to the two
gravitational potentials Φ and Ψ sourced by a static point mass in Minkowski space. We choose here the effective
field equation (2) approach to compute the quantum corrections, but we note that the inverse scattering method used
in [1, 3] is equally suitable for this aim as long as one considers not only massive scalar-massive scalar scattering (to
determine Φ), but also massive scalar-massless scalar scatterings (to determine Φ + Ψ).

We have constructed a manifestly transverse graviton self-energy (43) by a particular choice of the cosmological
constant counterterm (12). This counterterm ensures the flatness of the background spacetime and is essential for the
transversality of the self-energy. The Ward identities involved in this scenario are studied in detail in [3].

To remove explicit µ-dependencies from the potentials, we adopt here the on-shell renormalization scheme in which
the renormalized Newton constant G takes the value measured in the experiments and the potentials asymptotically
reduce to Newton’s law of gravitation in the long range limit. To implement the on-shell scheme, in Section III we
first derive the dressed graviton propagator in the general covariant gauge by resumming the bubble diagrams shown
in FIG. 2. We find that, for one class of exact gauges, which include the Landau gauge, the dressed graviton propa-
gator becomes proportional to the tree-level propagator in the on-shell (or infrared) limit, with the ratio denoted by
Z(µ) (29). This reveals a deep connection between the seemingly unrelated spin-0 and spin-2 parts of the graviton
propagator – even though they are orthogonal to each other and possess different form factors, they share the same
infrared limit dictated by the tree-level propagator. The on-shell scheme is then realized by tuning the Ricci scalar
counterterm such that Z(µ) = 1, which can be viewed as a finite graviton wave function renormalization, or equiva-
lently, as a renormalization of the Newton constant. We also present another approach to on-shell renormalization,
in which Z(µ) is derived from the renormalization group equation of the coupling constant κ2(µ) = 16πG(µ), and we
simply fix µ at the point where κ2(µ) reduces to its measured value κ2

exp.
In Section IV the resulting quantum-corrected gravitational potentials are expressed analytically in terms of Bessel

functions and Bickley functions, in close analogy with the vacuum polarization correction to the Coulomb potential
studied in [27]. Moreover, we find the corrections to these two kinds of potentials decay in the same manner at long
distances, which corrects the result obtained in Ref. [3]. This suggests the universality of massive particle corrections
to the long-range potential (long compared to the Compton wavelength of the massive particle) mediated by massless
gauge bosons.

By comparing our results with gravitational slip measurements, in Section VI we establish an upper bound on the
magnitude of the non-minimal coupling: |ξ| ≲ 5 × 1043/

√
N , where N is the number of massless scalar fields. Even
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though very weak, this constraint is to our knowledge the only known constraint on a coupling constant from the
consideration of quantum gravitational loops.

Finally, we note that the manifestly transverse graviton self-energy and the associated dressed graviton propagator
in the general covariant gauge derived in this work can be used as the point of departure for other research.
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Appendix A: Feynman Rules and Amplitudes

Here we give the intermediate steps in the derivation of the self-energy Eq. (14). From Eq. (5) we can read off the
Feynman rules for the three-point and four-point vertices,

k

µν

p1

p2

− iκ

{
p
(µ
1 p

ν)
2 − ηµν

2
(p1 · p2 +m2)− ξ

[
ηµν(p1 − p2)

2 − (p1 − p2)
µ(p1 − p2)

ν]} . (A1)

k

µν

k

ρσ

p p

iκ2

2

[
pµpνηρσ + pρpσηµν − (

1

2
ηµνηρσ + ηµ(ρησ)ν)(p2 +m2)− ξk2(PµνP ρσ − Pµνρσ)

]
. (A2)

The momentum specification in the four-point vertex is not the most general one, but it suffices for our calculation
at one-loop order. The amplitudes of diagrams (a) and (b) in FIG. 1 are then given by,

M(a)
µν,ρσ =

1

2

∫
dDp

(2π)D
(−iκ)

{
p(µ(p+ k)ν) −

ηµν
2

[p · (p+ k) +m2]− ξk2Pµν

} −i

p2 +m2

× −i

(p+ k)2 +m2
(−iκ)

{
p(ρ(p+ k)σ) −

ηρσ
2

[p · (p+ k) +m2]− ξk2Pρσ

}
,

(A3)

and

M(b)
µν,ρσ =

1

2

∫
dDp

(2π)D
iκ2

2

[
pµpνηρσ+pρpσηµν−(

1

2
ηµνηρσ+ηµ(ρησ)ν)(p

2+m2)−ξk2(PµνPρσ−Pµνρσ)

]
−i

p2 +m2
. (A4)

After some strenuous manipulations, we can put them into the form,

M(a)
µν,ρσ = κ2

[
4(D − 2)m2 − (D2 − 2D − 2)k2

16(D2 − 1)
PµνPρσ +

4(D − 2)m2 − k2

8(D2 − 1)
Pµνρσ

]
I1

+ κ2

[
(Dk2 − 4m2)2 − 2(D + 1)k4

32(D2 − 1)
PµνPρσ +

(k2 + 4m2)2

16(D2 − 1)
Pµνρσ

]
I2

+
κ2ξ(D − 2)k2

2(D − 1)
PµνPρσI1 + κ2ξ

[
ξk4

2
− (D − 2)k4

4(D − 1)
+

m2k2

D − 1

]
PµνPρσI2

+
κ2m2

4D
(ηµνηρσ − 2ηµ(ρησ)ν)I1,

(A5)
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and

M(b)
µν,ρσ = −κ2m2

2D
ηµνηρσI1 −

κ2ξk2

4
(PµνPρσ − Pµνρσ)I1, (A6)

where the projectors Pµν and Pµνρσ are defined in Eq. (9), and the integrals I1 and I2 defined in Eq. (10) can be
evaluated,

I1 =

∫
dDp

(2π)D
1

p2 +m2
= iΩm2µD−4

(
1

D−4
+ ΓE

)
+O(D−4) ,

I2 =

∫
dDp

(2π)D
1

(p2 +m2)[(p+ k)2 +m2]
= −iΩµD−4

(
1

D−4
+ ΓE +

L(k2) + 1

2

)
+O(D−4) .

(A7)

The shorthand notations Ω, ΓE and L(k2) are defined in Eqs. (13) and (17). By expanding the counterterms in
Eq. (11) to quadratic order in hµν , we can find their contributions to diagram (c) in FIG. 1,

M(C2)
µν,ρσ =

2ic1κ
2(D − 3)

D − 2
k4
(
Pµνρσ − 1

D − 1
PµνPρσ

)
,

M(R2)
µν,ρσ = 2ic2κ

2k4PµνPρσ,

M(R)
µν,ρσ =

ic3κ
2

2
k2 (PµνPρσ − Pµνρσ) ,

M(Λ)
µν,ρσ =

iΛκ2

4
(ηµνηρσ + 2ηµ(ρησ)ν).

(A8)

We see that, unlike other counterterm amplitudes, M(Λ)
µν,ρσ is not transverse, and indeed it cancels the non-transverse

part of M(a)
µν,ρσ +M(b)

µν,ρσ exactly. Combining the above amplitudes, one obtains the primitive self-energy (8), which
after adding the counterterms (11)–(12) and taking the D → 4 limit, yields the renormalized self-energy (14).

Appendix B: Pole Structure of the Dressed Graviton Propagator

In this appendix, we briefly study the pole structure of the dressed graviton propagator Eq. (25). For the impact of
these poles on causality, unitarity and other properties of the theory, we refer the reader to Ref. [24]. For simplicity,
we now assume the mass of the scalar to be small, i.e. we take k2/m2 → ∞, so that we can find the poles analytically.
In this limit, L(k2) given in Eq. (17) can be approximated by,

L(k2) ≃ ln

(
k2

m2

)
− 2. (B1)

Considering the self-energy Eq. 44 and restoring ΓE through Eq. (42), the m2 in L(k2) cancels those in ΓE . Conse-
quently, m2 drops out and A, B become

A ≃ −Ωk4

4

{[
ln

(
k2

4πµ2

)
+ γE − 2

](
ξ − 1

6

)2

− 1

9

(
ξ − 1

6

)
− 8c2f

Ω

}
,

B ≃ −Ωk4

480

[
ln

(
k2

4πµ2

)
+ γE − 61

15
− 480c1f

Ω

]
.

(B2)

Let us first look at the poles of the spin-2 part of the dressed propagator. The poles other than the massless pole
is determined by the condition,

1− 2κ2

k2
B = 0, (B3)

which can be put into the form,

ln(z) +
1

z
+ α = 0, (B4)
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where the variable z and parameter α are defined as,

z ≡ κ2Ω

240
k2,

α ≡ ln

(
60

κ2Ωπµ2

)
+ γE − 61

15
− 480c1f

Ω
.

(B5)

This equation has two solutions given by the Lambert W function,

z0 = − 1

W0(−eα)
,

z−1 = − 1

W−1(−eα)
.

(B6)

These two poles are real and positive for α ≤ −1 and form a complex-conjugate pair for α > −1, as FIG. 4 shows.

Re(z)

Im(z)

-5 0 5

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

α

FIG. 4: The two poles of the spin-2 part of the dressed graviton propagator. Solid line and dashed line represent their real and
imaginary parts, respectively. As α → −∞, z−1 → 0 while z0 → ∞. The two poles merge into one when α = −1. One may
compare this figure with Figure 14 of Ref. [24].

Next we study the pole structure of the spin-0 part of the dressed propagator. The poles are determined by the
condition,

1 +
3κ2

k2
A = 0. (B7)

For a conformal scalar with ξ = 1/6, this equation becomes trivial,

1 + 6κ2c2fk
2 = 0.

(
ξ =

1

6

)
(B8)

The pole only exists for c2f ̸= 0,

k2 = − 1

6κ2c2f
.

(
ξ =

1

6
and c2f ̸= 0

)
. (B9)

This is a real pole and its sign depends on c2f . On the other hand, when ξ ̸= 1/6, Eq. (B7) takes the form,

ln(Z)− 1

Z
+ β = 0, (B10)

where

Z ≡
3κ2Ω(ξ − 1

6 )
2

4
k2,

β ≡ ln

(
1

3κ2Ω(ξ − 1
6 )

2πµ2

)
+ γE − 2− 1

(ξ − 1
6 )

2

(
ξ − 1

6

9
+

8c2f
Ω

)
.

(B11)
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This equation has only one solution given also by the Lambert W function,

Z0 =
1

W0(eβ)
.

(
ξ ̸= 1

6

)
(B12)

This is a real positive pole for any value of β, as FIG. 5 shows. A pole within the range Z0 ≫ 1 are reached when
β < 0, i.e. for sufficiently large (super-Planckian) scales µ ≫ 1/κ. These poles correspond to super-Planckian
momenta (k2 ≫ 1/κ2), and therefore are not perturbative and cannot be considered as physical. On the other hand,
a pole at Z0 ≪ 1 are obtained when 1/κ ≫ µ ≫ m, i.e. for sufficiently small scales of µ. These poles correspond
to sub-Planckian momenta, and thus could be physical (in the sense that they are not significantly affected by the
higher order perturbative effects).
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FIG. 5: The only pole of the spin-0 part of the dressed graviton propagator in the case of ξ ̸= 1/6. It approaches zero
asymptotically as β increases.
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