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The generalized quasi-Keplerian parametrization for compact binaries on eccentric bound orbits is
established at second post-Newtonian (2PN) order in a class of massless scalar-tensor theories. This
result is used to compute the orbit-averaged flux of energy and angular momentum at Newtonian
order, which means relative 1PN order beyond the leading-order dipolar radiation of scalar-tensor
theories. The secular evolution of the orbital elements is then computed at 1PN order. At leading
order, the closed form “Peters and Mathews” relation between the semimajor axis a and the eccen-
tricity e is found to be independent of any scalar-tensor parameter, and is given by a ∝ e4/3/(1− e2).
Finally, the waveform is obtained at Newtonian order in the form of a spherical harmonic mode de-
composition, extending to eccentric orbits the results obtained in [JCAP 08 (2022) 008].

I. INTRODUCTION

The LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA collaboration has so far de-
tected more than 90 gravitational wave (GW) events [2],
and future ground-based and spaceborne GW detectors
such as LISA, Einstein Telescope, and Cosmic Explorer
open new horizons for the observation of the Universe.
So far, all events are compatible with general relativ-
ity (GR), but current detectors only probe a small sub-
set of binary systems, namely stellar-mass binaries near
merger. Moreover, since events are detected by matched
filtering under the premise that the waveform should be
described by GR, it is not excluded that a subpopulation
of gravitational wave events exhibiting large deviations
from GR have been missed in the data due to selection
biases [3]. One approach to modeling alternative theories
is to take a theory-agnostic, parametrized approach [4–7].
In this paper, I instead opt for a theory-dependent ap-
proach, and derive predictions for the gravitational wave-
form within the class of massless scalar-tensor (ST) theo-
ries of gravity, which were first introduced by Jordan [8],
Fierz [9], and Brans and Dicke [10], and later general-
ized in [11, 12]. Binary pulsar observations have already
put strong constraints on the parameters entering the
models [13–17], but nonperturbative phenomena appear-
ing in the later stages of the inspiral could potentially
help evade these constraints, such as dynamical scalar-
ization [18, 19]. Due to the no-hair theorem in ST the-
ory, valid for stationary isolated black holes [20, 21], one
expects that the motion and radiation of binary black
holes (BHs) are indistinguishable from those of the GR
solution. To some extent, this expectation has been con-
firmed by numerical relativity calculations [22]. Conse-
quently, relevant theory-dependent tests for ST theory
involve binary neutron stars (or more exotic extended
compact objects) as well as asymmetrical BH-neutron
star binaries [23–25].

∗ trestini@fzu.cz

I will work within the post-Newtonian (PN) formal-
ism, i.e., an approximation for weak gravitational fields
and small orbital velocities, and I will consequently fo-
cus on the inspiraling phase of coalescing binary systems.
Previous results in massless ST theories using the PN
expansion were derived using (i) effective field theory
methods [13, 26–29], (ii) the direct integration of the re-
laxed field equations (DIRE) method [30–34], and (iii)
the post-Newtonian, multipolar post-Minkowskian (PN-
MPM) scheme [1, 35–38]. It is the latter scheme that I
will use hereafter, as it has been successfully used in GR
to compute the energy flux and GW phasing at very high
fourth-and-a-half post-Newtonian (4.5PN) order [39–48].

Gravitational radiation in ST theories was first stud-
ied by [13, 26, 28, 29, 49] in an alternative (but equiv-
alent) formulation of the action. The equations of mo-
tion and conserved energy and angular momentum were
first obtained at 2.5PN order in [32], then at 3PN order
in [35, 36], including the contribution of the (dipolar)
tail term. The waveform and flux was first obtained in
the tensor sector at 2PN [33] and in the scalar sector
at 1PN [34] beyond quadrupolar radiation (i.e. relative
2PN order beyond the leading-order scalar dipolar radi-
ation). The flux was then reduced to circular orbits at
2PN in tensor sector and 1PN in the scalar sector [50].
The phase at 1PN and the tensor spherical harmonic
modes at 2PN were computed as well [50]. Finally, the
complete (tensor and scalar) flux for generic orbits was
computed at 1.5PN in [1], along with its reduction to
circular orbits. Moreover, the scalar and tensor spher-
ical harmonic modes were computed for circular orbits
at 1PN order, and the phase at 1.5PN order [1]. The
equations of motion and gravitational radiation has also
been studied in extensions to massless scalar-tensor the-
ories, e.g. massive ST theory [51], massless multiscalar-
tensor theory [52], Einstein-æther theory [53], scalar-
Gauss-Bonnet theory [54], Horndeski theory [55, 56], etc.

In GR, gravitational waves generated by eccentric bi-
naries were first studied at Newtonian order in the sem-
inal work of Peters and Mathews [57, 58]. An ele-
gant generalization of the Kepler solution to first post-

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

06
84

4v
4 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  2
 M

ay
 2

02
4

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/08/008
mailto:trestini@fzu.cz


2

Newtonian (1PN) order, dubbed the quasi-Keplerian
(QK) parametrization, was then introduced by Damour
and Deruelle [59]. This parametrization was then gen-
eralized for spinless systems at 2PN [60, 61], 3PN [62]
and finally 4PN order [63], including a semianalytical
treatment of the tail term (although certain zero-average,
oscillatory terms are ignored). The gravitational wave-
form and energy flux were first computed at 1PN order
in [64, 65] and the 1PN angular momentum flux, wave-
form and secular evolution of the orbital parameters were
computed in [66]. The hereditary tail effects entering at
1.5PN were first dealt with in the case of eccentric or-
bits in [67, 68]. At 2PN order, the energy and angular
momentum fluxes, the secular evolution of the orbital el-
ements and the waveform were computed by [69]. At
3PN, these same quantities were computed in the series
of works [70–72], which also treat higher-order tails and
the memory integral that enters the angular momentum
flux at this order. Moreover, the amplitudes of the spher-
ical harmonic modes were computed in [73–75]. Partial
results at 4PN for the waveform and orbital element evo-
lution are given in [63].

Fewer results have been derived for eccentric systems
in the context of ST theories. The parametrized post-
Keplerian (PKK) parametrization was introduced in [76],
and applied at leading order to obtain some predic-
tions for tensor-multiscalar theories [49]. In the case of
monoscalar-tensor theories, the effects have been briefly
studied in [77], as well as in [78, 79]. In the case of ST
theories with screening generated by a potential, eccen-
tric orbits have been investigated more in detail in [80].

This work is a direct continuation of Ref. [1], hereafter
paper I, and aims at systematically extending the results
for circular orbits therein to the case of an eccentric orbit
with the help of the QK parametrization. The system is
assumed to be dipole driven, and the quadrupole-driven
case is left for further investigation (see [50] for a dis-
cussion). After a brief notational subsection, the main
features of the ST theories under consideration are in-
troduced in Section II, as well as the MPM construc-
tion. Section III is devoted to the derivation of the QK
parametrization at 2PN order in the context of alterna-
tive theories of gravity. Generic results are first derived in
a class of alternative theories that I will define precisely.
Then, these results are specialized to the case of ST theo-
ries. The reason for this split is to provide generic expres-
sions that will, in the future, facilitate the computation
of the QK parametrization for other theories of gravity.
In Section IV, the orbit-averaged fluxes of energy and
angular momentum are computed at Newtonian order,
which corresponds to the next-to-leading order beyond
the dominant dipolar radiation. Section V is devoted to
the computation of the evolution of the orbital elements.
I first focus on the −1PN, leading order terms, for which
there is no ambiguity in the definition of the semimajor
axis a and eccentricity e. In this case, I find closed form
expressions akin to those of Peters and Mathews [57, 58],
such as a ∝ e4/3/(1− e2), and compare the orbital decay

between ST theory and GR in the leading-order case.
Then, I compute the 1PN expression of the two ordi-
nary differential equations (ODEs) describing the time
evolution of the pair of variables (x, et). Since all other
orbital parameters are explicitly given in this paper in
terms of this pair of variables, their time evolution is
straightforward to obtain. Finally, Section VI describes
the waveform at (next-to-leading) Newtonian order as a
mode decomposition over spherical harmonics, which is
a useful result for numerical relativists.

Main notations and summary of parameters

The convention in this work is that all stated PN orders
are, by default, relative to the the Newtonian dynamics
and the standard quadrupole radiation in GR. Thus, the
dominant dipole radiation enters at −0.5PN order in the
waveform and at −1PN order in the energy flux. The
the QK parametrization at second post-Newtonian order
(“second post-Keplerian order” or 2PK for short) com-
puted in the paper is therefore next-to-next-to-leading-
order, while the Newtonian fluxes and waveforms are
next-to-leading order.
After a 3+1 decomposition of spacetime, and using

the convention that boldface letters represent three-
dimensional Euclidean vectors, the field-point spatial
vector in the center-of-mass (CM) frame is denoted by
X = RN , where N has unit norm. In spherical coordi-
nates, the coordinates of the field point are denoted by
(R,Θ,Φ). Time is denoted by t, and retarded time is de-
fined as U = t−R/c, so as to not confuse it with the ec-
centric anomaly of the QK motion, u. The usual spheri-
cal harmonics Y ℓm(Θ,Φ) will be used, alongside the spin-
weighted ones (with weight −2), Y ℓm

−2 (Θ,Φ), where the
integer m should not be confused with the total mass m.
The positions of particles 1 and 2 are denoted by y1

and y2, and x = y1 − y2 is the separation vector. The
orbital radius is given by r = |x|, and the unit vector
n = x/r is introduced. The relative velocity is given by
v = dx/dt. For a nonprecessing eccentric compact bi-
nary in the CM frame, one can then introduce the or-
thonormal triad (n,λ, ℓ) such that λ lies in the orbital
plane, λ · v > 0 and ℓ = n× λ. Introducing some ref-
erence, nonrotating reference triad (n0,λ0, ℓ), one can
then describe the orbital motion by the polar coordi-
nates1 (r, ϕ) such that n = cosϕn0 + sinϕλ0. Notice

that the relative velocity is given by v = ṙn+ rϕ̇λ. The
following relations then hold: n · λ = ṙ, v2 = ṙ2 + r2ϕ̇r2,
and n× v = rϕ̇ℓ.

The notation L = i1 · · · iℓ stands for multi-index with
ℓ spatial indices (and K would stand for a multi-index
with k spatial indices). One can then write ∂L =

1 The notation ϕ is used both for the scalar field and the polar
angle, but its meaning will always be clear in context.
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∂i1 · · · ∂iℓ , ∂aL−1 = ∂a∂i1 · · · ∂iℓ−1
and so on; similarly,

nL = ni1 · · ·niℓ , naL−1 = nani1 · · ·niℓ−1
. The symmetric

trace-free (STF) part is indicated using a hat or angled

brackets: for instance, STFL[∂L] = ∂̂L = ∂⟨i1∂i2 · · · ∂iℓ⟩,
STFL[nL] = n̂L = n⟨i1ni2 · · ·niℓ⟩, and STFL[xL] = x̂L =

rℓn⟨i1ni2 · · ·niℓ⟩. The nth time derivative of a function

F (t) is denoted F (n)(t) = dnF/dtn.
The constant asymptotic value of the scalar field at

spatial infinity is denoted ϕ0, and the normalized scalar
field is defined by φ ≡ ϕ/ϕ0. The Brans-Dicke-like scalar
function ω(ϕ) is expanded around the asymptotic value
ω0 ≡ ω(ϕ0) and the mass functions mA(ϕ) (see Sec-
tion II for a definition) are expanded around the asymp-
totic values mA ≡ mA(ϕ0), where A ∈ {1, 2}. In the

CM frame, one then defines the asymptotic total mass
m = m1 +m2, reduced mass µ = m1m2/m, symmetric
mass ratio ν = µ/m ∈ ]0, 1/4], and relative mass differ-
ence δ = (m1−m2)/m ∈ [0, 1[. Note that the asymptotic
symmetric mass ratio and the relative mass difference are
linked by the relation δ2 = 1− 4ν.

Following [1, 35], a number of parameters describing
these expansions are introduced in Table I. The ST pa-
rameters are defined directly from the expansions of the
Brans-Dicke-like scalar function ω(ϕ) and of the mass
functions mA(ϕ). The PN parameters are combinations
of the ST parameters that naturally extend and gener-
alize the usual PPN parameters to the case of a general
ST theory [4, 81].

ST parameters

general ω0 = ω(ϕ0), ω′
0 = dω

dϕ

∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ0

, ω′′
0 = d2ω

dϕ2

∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ0

, φ = ϕ
ϕ0

, g̃µν = φgµν ,

G̃ = G(4+2ω0)
ϕ0(3+2ω0)

, ζ = 1
4+2ω0

,

λ1 = ζ2

(1−ζ)
dω
dφ

∣∣∣
φ=1

, λ2 = ζ3

(1−ζ)
d2ω
dφ2

∣∣∣
φ=1

, λ3 = ζ4

(1−ζ)
d3ω
dφ3

∣∣∣
φ=1

.

sensitivities sA = d lnmA(ϕ)
d lnϕ

∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ0

, s
(k)
A = dk+1 lnmA(ϕ)

d(lnϕ)k+1

∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ0

, (A = 1, 2)

s′A = s
(1)
A , s′′A = s

(2)
A , s′′′A = s

(3)
A ,

S+ = 1−s1−s2√
α

, S− = s2−s1√
α

.

Order PN parameters

N α = 1− ζ + ζ (1− 2s1) (1− 2s2)

1PN γ = − 2ζ
α
(1− 2s1) (1− 2s2) , Degeneracy

β1 = ζ
α2 (1− 2s2)

2 (λ1 (1− 2s1) + 2ζs′1) , α(2 + γ) = 2(1− ζ)

β2 = ζ
α2 (1− 2s1)

2 (λ1 (1− 2s2) + 2ζs′2) ,

β+ = β1+β2
2

, β− = β1−β2
2

.

2PN δ1 = ζ(1−ζ)

α2 (1− 2s1)
2 , δ2 = ζ(1−ζ)

α2 (1− 2s2)
2 , Degeneracy

δ+ = δ1+δ2
2

, δ− = δ1−δ2
2

, 16δ1δ2 = γ2(2 + γ)2

χ1 = ζ
α3 (1− 2s2)

3 [(λ2 − 4λ2
1 + ζλ1

)
(1− 2s1)− 6ζλ1s

′
1 + 2ζ2s′′1

]
,

χ2 = ζ
α3 (1− 2s1)

3 [(λ2 − 4λ2
1 + ζλ1

)
(1− 2s2)− 6ζλ1s

′
2 + 2ζ2s′′2

]
,

χ+ = χ1+χ2
2

, χ− = χ1−χ2
2

.

TABLE I. Summary of parameters for the general ST theory and notations for PN parameters.
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II. MASSLESS SCALAR-TENSOR THEORIES

As in paper I, consider a generic class of ST theories in
which a single massless scalar field ϕ minimally couples
to the metric gµν . It is described by the action

SST =
c3

16πG

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
ϕR− ω(ϕ)

ϕ
gαβ∂αϕ∂βϕ

]
+ Sm (m, gαβ) , (2.1)

where R and g are, respectively, the Ricci scalar and
the determinant of the metric, ω is a function of the
scalar field and m stands generically for the matter fields.
The action for the matter Sm is a function only of the
matter fields and the metric. A major difference in ST
theories compared to GR is that, as a consequence of
the breaking of the strong equivalence principle, one has
to take into account the internal gravity of each body.
Indeed, the scalar field determines the effective gravi-
tational constant, which in turn affects the competition
between gravitational and nongravitational forces within
the body. Thus, the value of the scalar field has an indi-
rect influence on the size of the compact body and on its
internal gravity. Here, I follow the approach pioneered by
Eardley [82] (see also [83]) and take for Sm the effective
action for N nonspinning point particles with the masses
mA(ϕ) depending in an unspecified manner on the value
of the scalar field at the location of the particles, i.e.,

Sm = −c
∑
A

∫
mA(ϕ)

√
− (gαβ)A dyαA dyβA , (2.2)

where yαA denote the space-time positions of the particles,
and (gαβ)A is the metric evaluated2 at the position of
particle A. Thus, the matter action depends indirectly
on the scalar field, and the sensitivities of the particles
to variations in the scalar field are defined by

s
(k)
A ≡ dk+1 lnmA(ϕ)

d(lnϕ)
k+1

∣∣∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ0

, (2.3)

where sA ≡ s
(1)
A and ϕ0 are the values of the scalar field

at spatial infinity that is assumed to be constant in time,
i.e., the cosmological evolution is neglected. For station-
ary black holes, since all information regarding the mat-
ter which formed the black hole has disappeared behind
the horizon, the mass can depend only on the Planck
scale, mA ∝ MPlanck ∝ G−1/2 ∝ ϕ1/2 hence sBH

A = 1/2.
The action (2.1) is usually called the Jordan-frame ac-
tion, as the matter only couples to the Jordan or “phys-
ical” metric gαβ . It is then very useful to introduce a
rescaled scalar field and a conformally related metric,

φ ≡ ϕ

ϕ0
and g̃αβ ≡ φgαβ , (2.4)

2 Divergences are treated with Hadamard regularization [84],
which is equivalent, at this order, to dimensional regulariza-
tion [85, 86].

such that the physical and conformal metrics have the
same asymptotic behavior at spatial infinity. Quantities
expressed in terms of the pair (φ, g̃αβ) are said to be
in the “Einstein frame.” From these, one defines the
scalar and metric perturbation variables ψ ≡ φ − 1 and
hµν ≡

√
−g̃g̃µν − ηµν , where ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is

the Minkowski metric. The field equations then read

□η h
µν =

16πG

c4
τµν , (2.5a)

□η ψ = −8πG

c4
τs , (2.5b)

where □η denotes the ordinary flat space-time
d’Alembertian operator, and where the source terms read

τµν =
φ

ϕ0
(−g)Tµν +

c4

16πG
Λµν [h, ψ] , (2.6a)

τs = − φ

ϕ0(3 + 2ω)

√
−g
(
T − 2φ

∂T

∂φ

)
− c4

8πG
Λs[h, ψ] .

(2.6b)

Here Tµν = 2(−g)−1/2δSm/δgµν is the matter stress-
energy tensor, T ≡ gµνT

µν is its trace and ∂T/∂φ is de-
fined as the partial derivative of T (gµν , φ) with respect to
φ holding gµν constant. Moreover, Λµν and Λs are given
explicitly in (2.8) and (2.9) of paper I as functionals of
the hµν and ψ that are at least quadratic in the fields.
The field equations of (2.5) are solved using the PN-

MPM construction [87, 88]. The reader is invited to refer
to paper I for a detailed description of this construction
in the case of ST theories. For the purposes of this work,
I will only need to use the expressions of the so-called
source moments IL, JL and IsL, which are pure functions
of retarded time U that are STF in their indices and
uniquely parametrize the linearized metric hµν1 and the
linearized scalar field ψ1. For example, the linearized
scalar field reads explicitly :

ψ1 = − 2

c2

+∞∑
ℓ=0

(−)ℓ

ℓ!
∂L

[
IsL(U)

R

]
. (2.7)

A feature of ST theory is that the scalar monopole Is is
not constant but its time-variation will be a small PN
effect, i.e., dIs/dt = O(c−2). This is why the leading-
order radiation is dipolar, and not monopolar. It is thus
practical to define

Is(U) =
1

ϕ0

[
ms +

Es(U)

c2

]
, (2.8a)

where

ms = − 1

3 + 2ω0

∑
A

mA(1− sA) (2.8b)

is constant and Es(U) is the time-varying PN correction.
The gravitational and scalar waves, when viewed by

an asymptotic observer [i.e. Gm/(c2Robs) ≪ 1, where
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Robs is the distance of the observer to the source], ad-
mits a multipolar decomposition as well. Introducing
some radiative coordinates (T,R,N) [or alternatively
(T,R,Θ,Φ)], which ensure that the asymptotic structure
of the waveform is parametrized by three families of ra-
diative moments [1, 88], which are denoted UL, VL and
Us
L. It reads in a transverse-traceless gauge

hTT
ij = − 4G

c2R
⊥TT

ijab

+∞∑
ℓ=2

1

cℓℓ!

[
NL−2 UabL−2(U)

− 2ℓ

c(ℓ+ 1)
NcL−2ϵcd(aVb)dL−2(U)

]
+O

( 1

R2

)
,

(2.9a)

ψ = − 2G

c2R

+∞∑
ℓ=0

1

cℓℓ!
NLUs

L(U) +O
( 1

R2

)
, (2.9b)

where ⊥TT
ijab=⊥a(i⊥j)b − 1

2 ⊥ij⊥ab with ⊥ij= δij −NiNj .
The radiative moments are related to the source moments
by the relations

UL(U) =
(ℓ)

IL(U) +O
(

1

c3

)
, (2.10)

VL(U) =
(ℓ)

JL(U) +O
(

1

c3

)
, (2.11)

Us
L(U) =

(ℓ)

IsL(U) +O
(

1

c3

)
, (2.12)

where the small O(1/c3) corrections correspond to the
nonlinear corrections of the MPM construction, such as
tails or memory integrals (see paper I for details). In
this work, only the linear part of the MPM construction
is needed.

III. THE QUASI-KEPLERIAN
PARAMETRIZATION

Let us now turn to the computation of the
QK parametrization for eccentric orbits at second post-
Newtonian order, which is the main result of this work.
The goal is to obtain a closed form expression for the
motion of bound orbits obeying the 2PN conservative
equations of motion of scalar-tensor theory. The motion
is parametrized only in terms of two free variables, e.g.
the energy and angular momentum. In Section IIIA, I
define the QK parametrization and obtain some generic
results that depend only on the functional relation linking
the energy and angular momentum of the binary system
to the relative trajectories and velocities. These results
are then specialized in Section III B to the case of the
scalar-tensor theory considered in this work, and yield
the expression of the PK parameters (e.g., the semima-
jor axis ar and eccentricities er, et, and eϕ) in terms of
the energy and angular momentum of the binary. The
reason for this split is that the generic results can be

very useful to obtain the QK parametrization of many
other alternative theories of gravity.

A. General case

Consider the conservative dynamics of spinless binary
system, characterized by the expression of the conserved
energy E and angular momentum J (whose norm is de-
noted J = |J |) in terms of the relative position r and
velocity v of the two objects. If the motion is planar, it
is in principle possible to invert these relation to obtain
the dynamics in the following form:

ṙ2 = s−4ṡ = R(s, E, J) , (3.1a)

ϕ̇ = S(s, E, J) , (3.1b)

where s ≡ 1/r. In this section, I thus assume that we
are working in a generic theory of gravity that can be
studied perturbatively using the PN methodology and
whose 2PN equations of motion in the CM frame can be
cast in the form of (3.1), where R and S are fifth-order
polynomials in s, which have the following structure (see
Section III B for how this structure arises in the particu-
lar case of ST theories):

R(s, E, J) = A+Bs+ Cs2 +D1s
3 +D2s

4 +D3s
5 ,

(3.2a)

S(s, E, J) = Fs2 + I1s
3 + I2s

4 + I3s
5 . (3.2b)

Here, A, B, C, and F are constants of order O(1), D1

and I1 are of order O(c−2), and D2, D3, I2, and I3 are of
order O(c−4). In particular, note the absence of any log-
arithmic term (which would typically appear in standard
harmonic coordinates at higher order) or nonlocal tail
terms. In GR, the expressions of these coefficients are
well known [59–61], while their expressions in massless
ST theories will be computed in Section III B. Thanks to
the results given in (3.8) of this Section, it will suffice to
obtain an equation of the form (3.2) for any given theory
of gravity to automatically know the QK parametrization
at 2PN order.
Dropping from now on the dependencies in E and J ,

the previous assumptions imply that the polynomial R
has exactly two roots that are nonzero in the c → ∞
limit: denote these by sp = 1/rp and sa = 1/ra, where
“p” and “a” stand for periastron and apastron, respec-
tively (thus rp < ra and sp > sa). One then obtains the
factorization

R(s) = (s− sp)(s− sa)R̃(s) , (3.3)

where R̃(s) is a third-order polynomial. One can itera-
tively compute these roots to desired 2PN precision.

In the QK motion, the orbital period P is defined as
the time of return to the periastron, which reads

P = 2

∫ sp

sa

ds

s2
√
R(s)

. (3.4a)
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From this it is useful to define the mean motion n =
2π/P and the mean anomaly ℓ = n(t − t0). During one
period P , the true anomaly ϕ does not increase by 2π,
but by a bit more, due to the well known advance of the
periastron. The increase in the true anomaly per period
P is given by

Φ = 2

∫ sp

sa

dsS(s)
s2
√

R(s)
. (3.4b)

One defines from it the quantity K = Φ/(2π), as well as
k = K − 1 and ∆Φ = 2πk.
These periods are most efficiently computed to some fi-

nite PN accuracy using complex analysis methods, which
are described in Appendix A. The end result (given
in machine-readable form in the Supplementary Mate-
rial [89]) at 2PN accuracy reads

n =
(−A)3/2

B
+
A3(12BD3 + 3D2

1 − 4CD2)

8B2(−C)5/2
, (3.5a)

K =
F√
−C

+
B(3FD1 − 2CI1)

2(−C)5/2

+
1

16(−C)9/2
(
105B2FD2

1 − 15ACFD2
1

− 60B2CFD2 + 12AC2FD2 + 140B3FD3

− 60ABCFD3 − 60B2CD1I1 + 12AC2D1I1

+ 24B2C2I2 − 8AC3I2 − 40B3CI3 + 24ABC2I3

)
,

(3.5b)

and the expression for n agrees at lowest order with (3.5a)
of [59]. The QK parametrization is formally valid as
soon as one can write down Eq. (3.2). At 2PN order,

it reads [60, 61]

r = ar(1− er cos(u)) , (3.6a)

ℓ = n(t− t0) = u− et sin(u) + ft sin(v) + gt(v − u) ,
(3.6b)

2π

Φ
(ϕ− ϕ0) = v + fϕ sin(2v) + gϕ sin(3v) , (3.6c)

where u is the eccentric anomaly, and

v = 2arctan

[√
1 + eϕ
1− eϕ

tan
(u
2

)]
+ 2π

⌊
u+ π

2π

⌋

= u+ 2arctan

[
β(eϕ) sin(u)

1− β(eϕ) cos(u)

]
, (3.7)

with β(e) ≡ e/
(
1 +

√
1− e2

)
. Note that the term featur-

ing a floor function is constant by parts, always a multiple
of 2π, and is introduced only to ensure continuity over
the whole real axis.

The detailed construction of the different PK param-
eters is described in Appendix B. Here, let me simply
highlight the following facts. First, gt, ft, gϕ and fϕ
are all ∼ O(c−4), and vanish at the 1PN level. Second,
the three eccentricities er, eϕ and et are equal at Newto-
nian level. Third, one has the straightforward relations
ar = (sp + sa)/(2sasp) and er = (sp − sa)/(sp + sa).

The expressions for the values of the different PK pa-
rameters in terms of A, B, C, Dn, F , and In are pre-
sented hereafter. The expressions in the case of the mass-
less ST theories of (2.1) are given in Appendix C. Both
results are provided in machine-readable form in the Sup-
plementary Material [89].

ar = −B
A

+
D1

2C
+

2BD2
1 − 2BCD2 + 4B2D3 −ACD3

2C3
+O

(
1

c4

)
, (3.8a)

er =

√
1− AC

B2
+
AD1(2B

2 −AC)

2B2C
√
B2 −AC

+
A

8B3C3(B2 −AC)3/2

(
16B6D2

1 − 24AB4CD2
1 + 5A2B2C2D2

1 + 2A3C3D2
1 − 16B6CD2 + 28AB4C2D2

− 12A2B2C3D2 + 32B7D3 − 64AB5CD3 + 36A2B3C2D3 − 4A3BC3D3

)
+O

(
1

c4

)
,

(3.8b)

et =

√
1− AC

B2
+

AD1

2C
√
B2 −AC

+
(−A)3/2

√
B2 −AC

8B2(−C)5/2
(
4CD2 − 12BD3 − 3D2

1

)
+

A

8BC3(B2 −AC)3/2

(
8B4D2

1 − 12AB2CD2
1 + 3A2C2D2

1 − 8B4CD2 + 12AB2C2D2

− 4A2C3D2 + 16B5D3 − 28AB3CD3 + 12A2BC2D3

)
+O

(
1

c4

)
, (3.8c)
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eϕ =

√
1− AC

B2
+
A(3B2FD1 − 2ACFD1 − 2B2CI1 + 2AC2I1)

2B2CF
√
B2 −AC

+
A

8B3C3F 2(B2 −AC)3/2

(
26B6F 2D2

1 − 36AB4CF 2D2
1 +A2B2C2F 2D2

1 + 8A3C3F 2D2
1 − 32B6CF 2D2

+ 60AB4C2F 2D2 − 28A2B2C3F 2D2 + 79B7F 2D3 − 165AB5CF 2D3

+ 97A2B3C2F 2D3 − 11A3BC3F 2D3 + 8B6CFD1I1 − 36AB4C2FD1I1

+ 44A2B2C3FD1I1 − 16A3C4FD1I1 − 16B6C2I21 + 40AB4C3I21 − 32A2B2C4I21

+ 8A3C5I21 + 16B6C2FI2 − 32AB4C3FI2 + 16A2B2C4FI2 − 30B7CFI3

+ 66AB5C2FI3 − 42A2B3C3FI3 + 6A3BC4FI3

)
+O

(
1

c4

)
, (3.8d)

ft =
(−A)3/2D3

√
B2 −AC

2B(−C)5/2
+O

(
1

c4

)
, (3.8e)

fϕ =
B2 −AC

32C4F 2

(
F 2D2

1 − 4CF 2D2 + 20BF 2D3 + 4CFD1I1 − 8C2I21 + 8C2FI2 − 24BCFI3

)
+O

(
1

c4

)
, (3.8f)

gt =
(−A)3/2(3D2

1 − 4CD2 + 12BD3)

8B(−C)5/2
+O

(
1

c4

)
, (3.8g)

gϕ =
(B2 −AC)3/2(FD3 − 2CI3)

24C4F
+O

(
1

c4

)
. (3.8h)

B. The case of ST theory

The results of the previous section are now special-
ized to the case of the ST theory described by the action
(2.1). The starting point is to consider the expressions
of the conserved energy E(x,v) and angular momentum
J(x,v) in the CM frame for ST theories in terms of the
relative positions and velocities of the two particles. The
expressions of the energy and angular momentum were
computed at 3PN order in (4.1) and (4.2) of [36], but only
the 2PN expressions are needed here. Note that these re-
lations are given in terms of the standard harmonic coor-
dinates, and since they exhibit no pathological logarithms
at this order, there is no need to introduce modified har-
monic coordinates. The case of Arnowitt-Deser-Misner
coordinates is not investigated in this work. The velocity

is replaced using the relations n ·λ = ṙ, v2 = ṙ2 + r2ϕ̇r2

and n × v = rϕ̇ℓ. Then, by a PN iteration, these ex-
pressions are inverted to obtain ṙ2 and ϕ̇ is terms of the
energy E, the angular momentum J , and the orbital ra-
dius r. The results exactly match the structure of (3.1),
so the coefficients entering (3.2) are immediately identi-
fied. In order to present these results nicely, it is useful to
introduce the dimensionless reduced energy and angular
momentum [88], which read

ε = − 2E

µc2
and j = − 2J2E

µ3(G̃αm)2
. (3.9)

Note that ε = O(c−2) but j = O(1). The desired
coefficients (given in machine-readable form in the Sup-
plementary Material [89]) then read

A = −c2ε
{
1 +

3

4
ε [1− 3ν] +

1

8
ε2
[
4− 19ν + 16ν2

]
+O

(
ε2
)}

(3.10a)

B = G̃αm

{
1 + ε

[
3 + γ̄ − 7

2
ν

]
+ ε2

[
9

4
+

3

4
γ̄ + ν

(
− 12− 15

4
γ̄
)
+

21

4
ν2
]
+O

(
ε2
)}

(3.10b)

C = − (G̃αm)2j

c2ε

{
1 + ε

[
1− 3ν +

10 + 2β̄+ + 4γ̄ − 2β̄−δ − 5ν

j

]

+ ε2

3− 15ν + 15ν4

4
+

18 + 2β̄+ + 12γ̄ + 2γ̄2 − 2β̄−δ + ν
(
− 127

2 − 4β̄+ − 26γ̄ + 6β̄−δ
)
+ 18ν2

j

+O
(
ε2
)}

(3.10c)
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D1 =
(G̃αm)3j

c4ε

{
8 + 4γ̄ − 3ν

+ ε

[
8 + 4γ̄ + ν

(
− 61

2
− 13γ̄

)
+

19

2
ν2

+
1

j

(
26 + 12β̄+ +

2

3
δ̄+ +

62

3
γ̄ + 4β̄+γ̄ +

25

6
γ̄2 − 4

3
χ̄+ + δ

(
− 12β̄− +

2

3
δ̄− − 4β̄−γ̄ +

4

3
χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
− 81

2
− 4

3
δ̄+ − 58

3
γ̄ − 1

3
γ̄2 + 16β̄2

−γ̄
−1 − 16β̄2

+γ̄
−1 +

8

3
χ̄+ + 8β̄−δ

)
+ 10ν2

)]
+O

(
ε2
)}

(3.10d)

D2 =
(G̃αm)4j

c6ε

{
−33− δ̄+ − 33γ̄ − 33

4
γ̄2 − δ̄−δ + ν

(75
4

+ 2β̄+ + 8γ̄ − 2β̄−δ
)
− 6ν2 +O (ε)

}
(3.10e)

D3 =
(G̃αm)5j2ν

c8ε2

{
15

4
+ 2γ̄ − 1

4
ν +O (ε)

}
(3.10f)

F =
G̃αm

c

√
j

ε

{
1 +

1− 3ν

2
ε+

2− 9ν + 6ν2

8
ε2 +O (ε)

}
(3.10g)

I1 = − (G̃αm)2

c3

√
j

ε

{
4 + 2γ̄ − 2ν + ε

[
2 + γ̄ + ν(−10− 4γ̄) + 4ν2

]
+O (ε)

}
(3.10h)

I2 =
(G̃αm)3

c5

√
j

ε

{
9 + δ̄+ + 9γ̄ +

9

4
γ̄2 + δ̄−δ + ν

(
− 3

4
− 4β̄+ + 2γ̄ + 2β̄−δ

)
+ 5ν2 +O (ε)

}
(3.10i)

I3 = − (G̃αm)4ν

c7

(
j

ε

)3/2{
3

2
+ γ̄ + ν +O (ε)

}
(3.10j)

Plugging these coefficients into (3.5) and (3.8), it is
straightforward to obtain the expressions of the 2PK pa-
rameters in terms of ε and j, and of course the parameters
of the ST theory. However, the final expression are quite
lengthy, so I have relegated them to Appendix C.

IV. THE FLUX OF ENERGY AND ANGULAR
MOMENTUM

As an application of the QK parametrization obtained
above, I will now derive in Section IVB the energy and
angular momentum flux for eccentric orbits at Newtonian
order, i.e. at next-to-leading order beyond the leading
dipolar radiation. Before this, it is necessary to derive
in Section IVA some generic formulas for the angular
momentum flux associated to the scalar field.

A. General expressions for the energy and angular
momentum fluxes

In GR, the conservation of energy and angular mo-
mentum lead to balance equations of the Bondi energy
E and angular momentum Si of the form dE/dt = −F
and dSi/dt = −Gi, where F and Gi are, respectively, the
energy and angular momentum fluxes. These are very

useful for the determination of the evolution of the or-
bital parameters under radiation reaction. In the PN-
MPM formalism, the fluxes entering these balance equa-
tions are deduced thanks to the Gauss theorem and
from the divergenceless of the Landau-Lifschitz stress-
energy pseudotensor, namely ∂µτ

µν = 0, which reduced
to ∂µΛ

µν = 0 in the vacuum zone exterior to the matter.
It is thus sufficient to compute the fluxes of energy and
angular momentum through an infinitely large sphere
centered around the position of the CM, and generic for-
mulas for this are given by the right-hand sides of (4.4)
of [90]. In the Einstein frame, such formulas are directly
applicable to the τµν of ST theories as given by (2.6a),
and the fluxes neatly subdivide into a tensor and scalar
sector, namely dE/dt = −F−Fs and dSi/dt = −Gi−Gs

i .
The tensor contributions F and Gi are formally given by
the same expressions as in GR [88, 91] up to a factor
ϕ0, but beware that the definition of hµν in GR and ST
theories actually differ. The tensor sector being fully
treated, I will only focus on the scalar sector in this sec-
tion. Expressions for the scalar energy flux are already
known [4, 13, 34], but analogous expressions for the angu-
lar momentum have not yet been calculated [4], although
very similar expressions have been derived in a different
setup [79, 80].

Starting from (4.4) of [90], I find that the desired quan-
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tities read

Fs = lim
R→∞

c5R2

16πG

∫
d2ΩNkΛ

0k
ϕ (R,N) , (4.1a)

Gs
i = lim

R→∞

c4R3

16πG
ϵiab

∫
d2ΩNkNbΛ

ka
ϕ (R,N) , (4.1b)

where
∫
d2Ω means integration over angles. Thanks to

the R→ 0 limit, only the asymptotic expression of Λϕ is
needed, namely

Λµν
ϕ = (3+2ω0)

(
ηµαηνβ − 1

2
ηµνηαβ

)
∂αψ∂βψ+O

(
R−3

)
.

(4.2)
Plugging this expression into (4.1), I obtain3:

Fs =
c3R2(3 + 2ω0)ϕ0

16πG

∫
d2Ω ψ̇2 (4.3a)

Gs
i =

c3R3(3 + 2ω0)ϕ0
16πG

∫
d2Ω ψ̇ ϵiabNa∂bψ (4.3b)

The expression for (4.3a) was already known [see (6.6)
of [34]], but (4.3b) is new, and agrees up to a global
prefactor with (3.4) of [80] and (B13) of [79], which were
derived in a different setup.

Replacing ψ by its multipolar expansion given in (2.9b)
leads to the final expression:4

Fs =

∞∑
ℓ=0

Gϕ0(3 + 2ω0)

c2ℓ+1ℓ!(2ℓ+ 1)!!

(1)

U s
L

(1)

U s
L , (4.4a)

Gs
i =

∞∑
ℓ=1

Gϕ0(3 + 2ω0)

c2ℓ+1(ℓ− 1)!(2ℓ+ 1)!!
ϵiab Us

aL−1

(1)

U s
bL−1 .

(4.4b)

B. Expressions for the fluxes at next-to-leading
(Newtonian) order

This subsection is devoted to the computation of the
flux of energy and angular momentum at Newtonian or-
der beyond standard quadrupolar radiation, which means
next-to-leading order beyond the leading order dipolar
radiation of ST theories. Although in theory, one has
access to the 1.5PN fluxes using the PK parametrization

3 Following Section 11.5.2 of [4], I actually needed to use

the structure of ψ =
∑

ℓ fℓ(T − R/c)N̂L/R + O(R−2),
where fℓ are some arbitrary functions. One can
then state ∂kψ = (−Nk/c)∂tψ +O(R−2). More-
over, the convergence of the R → ∞ limit for the
angular momentum is ensured by observing that
ϵiabNb∂aψ = ϵiabNb(−Na/c)∂tψ +O(R−2) = O(R−2).

4 The O(1/R2) subleading terms of the asymptotic multipolar
expansion are discarded, see [92] for a justification within the
Bondi-Sachs framework.

developed in Section III, I chose to limit myself to New-
tonian order because hereditary integrals enter as soon
as 0.5PN in ST theories, see paper I (or [34]). The latter
integrals can in general only be treated analytically in
the e → 0 limit, and even in this case, they are tedious
to compute, so I keep these for future work. This restric-
tion also allows me to present results that are valid for
any eccentricity e.
At Newtonian order, the nonlinearities of the MPM

construction do not play a role and the fluxes can be
simply expressed in terms of the source moments intro-
duced in Section II. The fluxes read (neglecting O(c−3)
terms):

F =
Gϕ0
5c5

(3)

Iij
(3)

Iij , (4.5a)

Gi =
2Gϕ0
5c5

ϵiab
(2)

Iak
(3)

Ibk , (4.5b)

Fs =
Gϕ0(3 + 2ω0)

c3

[ (2)

Isa
(2)

Isa
3

+

(1)

Es
(1)

Es

ϕ20c
2

+

(3)

Isab

(3)

Isab
30c2

]
,

(4.5c)

Gs
i =

Gϕ0(3 + 2ω0)

c3
ϵiab

[
1

3

(1)

Isa
(2)

Isb +
1

15c2

(2)

Isak
(3)

Isbk

]
.

(4.5d)

The required moments are given explicitly in (4.6) and
(4.7) of paper I, while the accelerations needed to com-
pute the time derivative is given by (3.10) of [36] (but
see also [32]). Since only nonspinning particles are con-
sidered, there is no precession of the orbital plane, so it
is possible to write Gi = Gℓi and Gs

i = Gsℓi, where ℓ is
the constant unit vector orthogonal to the orbital plan.
For eccentric orbits, the fluxes will undergo small mod-

ulations with frequencies comparable to an orbital pe-
riod due to the presence of trigonometric functions of
the eccentric anomaly u, and are presented explicitly
in machine-readable form in the Supplementary Mate-
rial [89]. In order to obtain the secular evolution of the
orbital parameters, it is very useful to instead consider
the orbit-averaged fluxes. Since one is averaging over a
radial period P between two passages through the peri-
astron, the orbit averaging procedure reads [88]

⟨H⟩ ≡ 1

P

∫ P

0

dtH(t) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

du
dℓ

du
H(u) ,

where H stands for either F , Fs, G or Gs, and dℓ/du is
given at this order by

dℓ

du
= 1− et cosu+O(x2) . (4.6)

The time-averaging procedure naturally involves comput-
ing integrals of the type

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

du
cosp(u) sinq(u)

[1− et cos(u)]
n ,
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but with basic algebra and trigonometry, these can be
reduced to the following two families of integrals whose
values are well known for n ≥ 1 [65]:

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

du

[1− et cos(u)]
n =

1

(1− e2t )
n/2

Pn−1

(
1√

1− e2t

)
,

(4.7)

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

du sinu

[1− et cos(u)]
n = 0 , (4.8)

where Pn(x) is the usual Legendre polynomial of order n
(the n ≤ 0 case is not required and is trivial to compute
anyway).

Finally, all results will be expressed only in terms of
the quasi-invariant quantity x = (GmKn/c3)2/3 and the
gauge-dependent time eccentricity et. The reason for this
is that it allows to immediately recover the usual expres-
sions for circular orbits by taking et → 0. Since all the
PK parameters are expressed in (3.10) in terms of ε and

j, it is necessary to invert (C1) at 1PN order to obtain

ε = x+
x2

12(1− e2t )

(
− 9 + 8β̄+ − 8γ̄ − 8β̄−δ − ν

+ e2t

[
− 15− 8γ̄ + ν

])
+O(x3) ,

(4.9)

j = 1− e2t +
x

4

(
9− 8β̄+ + 8γ̄ + 8β̄−δ + ν

+ e2t

[
− 17− 8γ̄ + 7ν

])
+O(x2) .

(4.10)

Note that it is also possible to express everything in
terms of the two quasi-invariants quantities (x, ι) where
ι ≡ 3x/k reduces to j in the x → 0 limit [88]. The
latter choice however, prohibits us from reading off the
circular-orbit limit directly from the results, which is why
I did not use it here. The time-averaged fluxes (given
in machine-readable form in the Supplementary Mate-
rial [89]) then read at Newtonian order:

⟨F⟩ = 32c5x5ν2(1 + γ̄/2)

5G̃α
·
1 + 73

24e
2
t +

37
96e

4
t

(1− e2t )
7/2

, (4.11a)

⟨G⟩ = 32c2mx7/2ν2(1 + γ̄/2)

5
·
1 + 7

8e
2
t

(1− e2t )
2
, (4.11b)

⟨Fs⟩ = c5x5ν2ζ

3G̃α

(
4S2

−x
−1 ·

1 + 1
2e

2
t

(1− e2t )
5/2

+
1

15(1− e2t )
7/2

{
− 24ζ−1γ̄ − 120S2

− − 80β̄+S2
− + 240β̄+γ̄

−1S2
− − 40γ̄S2

− + 240β̄−γ̄
−1S−S+

+ δ
[
80β̄−S2

− − 240β̄−γ̄
−1S2

− − 240β̄+γ̄
−1S−S+

]
− 80S2

−ν

+ e2t

[
480ζ−1β̄+ − 720ζ−1γ̄−1β̄2

+ − 153ζ−1γ̄ + 1080S2
− − 280β̄+S2

− + 1440γ̄−2β̄2
−S2

−

+ 1440γ̄−2β̄2
+S2

− − 240γ̄−1β̄+S2
− + 540γ̄S2

− + 2880γ̄−2β̄−β̄+S−S+ − 240γ̄−1β̄−S−S+

+ δ
[
280β̄−S2

− − 480γ̄−1β̄−S2
− − 480γ̄−1β̄+S−S+

]
− 620S2

−ν

]}

+ e4t

[
120ζ−1β̄+ − 180ζ−1γ̄−1β̄2

+ − 117

4
ζ−1γ̄ + 195S2

− + 360γ̄−2β̄2
−S2

− + 360γ̄−2β2
+S2

−

− 150γ̄−1β̄+S2
− + 70γ̄S2

− + 720γ̄−2β̄−β̄+S−S+ − 150γ̄−1β̄−S−S+

+ δ
[
− 30γ̄−1β̄−S2

− − 30γ̄−1β̄+S−S+

]
− 125S2

−ν

]})
, (4.12a)

⟨Gs⟩ = c2mx7/2ν2ζ

3

(
4S2

−x
−1

1− e2t
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+
1

15(1− e2t )
2

{
− 24ζ−1γ̄ − 120S2

− − 80β̄+S2
− + 240β̄+γ̄

−1S2
− − 40γ̄S2

− + 240β̄−γ̄
−1S−S+

+ δ
[
80β̄−S2

− − 240β̄−γ̄
−1S2

− − 240β̄+γ̄
−1S−S+

]
− 80S2

−ν

+ e2t

[
− 21ζ−1γ̄ + 390S2

− − 60β̄+S2
− + 120γ̄−1β̄+S2

− + 200γ̄S2
− + 120γ̄−1β̄−S−S+

+ δ
[
60β̄−S2

− − 120γ̄−1β̄−S2
− − 120γ̄−1β̄+S−S+

]
− 220S2

−ν

]})
. (4.12b)

It is easy to verify that in the limit of circular orbits
et → 0, the energy fluxes coincide with the results for cir-
cular orbits of paper I. Moreover, I verified that for circu-
lar orbits, the angular momentum fluxes indeed verify the
well-known relations Fcirc = ω Gcirc and Fs

circ = ω Gs
circ,

where ω = Kn = c3x3/2/(G̃αm). Finally, ⟨F⟩ and ⟨G⟩
yield the correct expressions in the GR limit [57], while
⟨Fs⟩ and ⟨Gs⟩ vanish.

V. EVOLUTION OF THE ORBITAL ELEMENTS

Thanks to both the QK parametrization of Section III
and the fluxes obtained in Section IV, it is now possible
to obtain from flux-balance arguments the secular evolu-
tion of the PK parameters under the effect of radiation
reaction. The method is briefly sketched in Section VA,
and applied at lowest −1PN order in Section VB. At this
order, it is possible to analytically solve the ODEs arising
from the flux-balance equations and thus obtain expres-
sions analogous to those of Peters and Mathews [57, 58]
for GR. The relative 1PN expressions for the ODEs gov-
erning the orbital evolution are then presented in Sec-
tion VC.

A. General method

Consider an orbital element, which is denoted gener-
ically ξ. Its orbit-averaged evolution can be expressed
as 〈

dξ

dt

〉
=

∂ξ

∂E

〈
dE

dt

〉
+
∂ξ

∂J

〈
dJ

dt

〉
. (5.1)

where J = |J|. Since the expressions of the orbital el-
ements in terms of E and J were computed in Section
III and the energy and angular momentum fluxes were
computed in Section IV, we now have all the ingredi-
ents to compute the expressions of the orbital elements,
assuming that the following balance equations hold:〈
dE

dt

〉
= −⟨F⟩ − ⟨Fs⟩ and

〈
dJ

dt

〉
= −⟨G⟩ − ⟨Gs⟩ .

(5.2)

B. “Peters and Mathews” formulas for ST theory

First, let us work at lowest Newtonian order in the
orbital parameters, and reproduce in this case some re-
sults derived in GR by Peters and Mathews [57, 58]. At
this order, there is no difference between the difference
eccentricities, which is simply denoted in this subsection
as e (instead of er, et and eϕ). Similarly, the semimajor
axis will be denoted in this subsection a (instead of ar),
which is related at this order to the variable x by
x = G̃αm/(c2a). The secular evolution of a and e is
driven only by the leading order, −1PN scalar fluxes of
energy and angular momentum, and one easily derives
from (5.1) the following equations:〈

da

dt

〉
= −8

3

(G̃αm)2ζS2
−ν

c3
· 1 + e2/2

a2(1− e2)5/2
(5.3a)〈

de

dt

〉
= −

(G̃αm)2ζS2
−ν

c3
· 2e

a3(1− e2)3/2
. (5.3b)

These expressions have the same dependencies in a and e
as (4.5) and (4.6) of [80], but the coefficients are tedious
to relate due to different initial formulations. It is thus
immediately to find (now dropping the time-averaging
brackets)

da

de
=

4a(1 + e2/2)

3e(1− e2)
(5.4)

This is straightforward to integrate, and it finally leads
to

a(e) =
c0e

4/3

1− e2
, (5.5)

where c0 is an integration constant determined only by
the initial condition (a0, e0). This is the ST equivalent of
the famous Eq. (5.11) of [58] in GR, which I reproduce
here for clarity:

aGR(e) =
cGR
0 e12/19

1− e2

(
1 +

121

304
e2
)870/2299

. (5.6)

I would like to insist that (5.5) assumes that the system
is only driven by the leading-order dipolar terms in ST
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FIG. 1. Plot of a(e) at leading order in GR and ST, with
geometrical units (G = c = m = 1). The constant c0 is chosen

to be c0 = 1 in GR and c0 = (425/304)870/2299 ≈ 1.135 in ST
theory, such that the asymptotic expressions of a(e) when
e → 1 coincide in both theories.

theories, neglecting quadrupolar subleading terms, while
(5.6) arises purely from the leading-order quadrupolar
radiation in GR. Quite remarkably, (5.5) does not de-
pend on any free parameter of ST theory, but this state-
ment heavily relies on the assumption that the radiation
is dipole driven. Unlike its GR counterpart, it is analyt-
ically invertible, and its inverse is given by

e(a) =

√
1− c30

3a3
− c30(6a

3 − c30)

3a3 3
√
Ξ

+
3
√
Ξ

3a3
, (5.7a)

where

Ξ = −27

2
a6c30 + 9a3c60 − c90 +

3

2

√
3a9c60(27a

3 − 4c30) .

(5.7b)
In order to compare the two functions, switch to geo-

metrical units G = c = m = 1 for the rest of the subsec-
tion. I follow [58] in choosing cGR

0 = 1 in the GR case,
and then choose the ST value for c0 such that a(e) and
aGR(e) have the same asymptotic behavior as e → 1.

This turns out to be c0 = (425/304)
870
2299 ≈ 1.135. The

two functions a(e) and aGR(e) are compared in Fig. 1.
One can now plug in the expression (5.5) for a(e)

into (5.3b), and which leads to an expression analogous
to (5.13) of [58] which here reads〈

de

dt

〉
= −3β(1− e2)3/2

4c30e
3

, (5.8)

where

β =
8

3

(G̃αm)2ζS2
−ν

c3
.

ST (β = 3.5⨯10-5)

ST (β = 4.0⨯10-5)

ST (β = 4.5⨯10-5)

ST (β = 5.0⨯10-5)

GR
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FIG. 2. Time evolution for an equal-mass binary at lead-
ing order of e(t) and a(t) in GR and ST tensor theories
for several values of the parameter β (use geometrical units
G = c = m = 1). Time is expressed as the time remain-
ing until coalescence in the GR case. The initial condition
are set such that in all theories, the binary’s has an eccen-
tricity e = 0.9 and a semimajor axis a0.9 = 106 at some
given time t0.9 (here, tc − t0.9 ≈ 2.659). In the ST case
β = 4.0 × 10−5, the binary circularizes slower than in GR
at earlier times tc − t0.9 > tc − t > 2× 1019, and faster than
GR at later times tc − t < 2× 1019.

Unlike in GR, this ODE is straightforward to integrate,
leading to

tc − t =
8c30
3β

[
1− e2/2√
1− e2

− 1

]
> 0 , (5.9)

where tc is an arbitrary constant which is chosen to be the
instant of coalescence, such that a(t) → 0 and e(t) → 0
when t→ t+c .

This expression is yet again invertable, and its inverse
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reads

e(t) =

√
2(ϱ+ 1)

√
ϱ(ϱ+ 2)− 4ϱ− 2ϱ2 , (5.10)

where ϱ ≡ 3β(tc− t)/(8c30) > 0. Plugging this expression
into (5.5) directly yields a(t).

To compare the time evolution of eccentricity in GR
and ST, let us plot (5.9) against the numerically inte-
grated solution of (5.13) of [58]. Consider the case of an
equal mass binary, i.e. ν = 1/4. Thus, the “β” defined
in [58] is given βGR = 16/5, while in ST theory β is the
only free parameter of the theory at this order. Finally,
I set up the initial condition by imposing that for each
theory, there is a common time t0.9 where the binary has
eccentricity e = 0.9 and semimajor axis a0.9 = 106. The
time evolution is plotted in Fig. 2. The behavior depends
strongly on the choice for the parameter β, but for cer-
tain regimes, the binary initially circularizes slower than
in GR, but after some given time, it instead circularizes
faster.

C. Time evolution of x and et

At next-to-leading, Newtonian order, one cannot ob-
tain closed form expressions for the time evolution of the

orbital elements. In order to avoid clutter, I only present
hereafter the evolution of the two main variables used
to describe the motion, x and et (they are also given
in machine-readable form in the Supplementary Mate-
rial [89]). Thanks to the relations displayed in Appendix
C along with (4.9), the reader can then obtain the secular
time evolution of all the QK orbital elements by simple
algebraic replacements. The evolution equations read

〈
dx

dt

〉
=

2c3ζx4ν

3G̃αm

{
4S2

−(1 +
1
2e

2
t )

(1− e2t )
5/2

+
x

15(1− e2t )
7/2

(
C1 + e2tC2 + e4tC3

)
+O(x2)

}
,

(5.11a)〈
det
dt

〉
= −c

3ζx3ν

G̃αm

{
2S2

−et

(1− e2t )
3/2

+
x et

15(1− e2t )
5/2

(
C4 + e2tC5

)
+O(x2)

}
,

(5.11b)

where the constants Cn depend only on the masses and
the scalar-tensor parameters, and read

C1 = 288ζ̄−1 + 120ζ̄−1γ̄ − 30S2
− − 160β̄+S2

− + 240β̄+γ̄
−1S2

− + 40γ̄S2
− + 240β̄−γ̄

−1S−S+

+ δ
(
160β̄−S2

− − 240β̄−γ̄
−1S2

− − 240β̄+γ̄
−1S−S+

)
− 70S2

−ν , (5.12a)

C2 = 876ζ̄−1 + 480β̄+ζ̄
−1 + 285ζ̄−1γ̄ − 720β̄2

+ζ̄
−1γ̄−1 + 1095S2

− − 260β̄+S2
− + 540γ̄S2

− − 240β̄+γ̄
−1S2

−

+ 1440β̄2
−γ̄

−2S2
− + 1440β̄2

+γ̄
−2S2

− − 240β̄−γ̄
−1S−S+ + 2880β̄−β̄+γ̄

−2S−S+

+ δ
(
260β̄−S2

− − 480β̄−γ̄
−1S2

− − 480β̄+γ̄
−1S−S+

)
− 625S2

−ν , (5.12b)

C3 = 111ζ̄−1 + 120β̄+ζ̄
−1 +

105

4
ζ̄−1γ̄ − 180β̄2

+ζ̄
−1γ̄−1 + 270S2

− + 110γ̄S2
− − 150β̄+γ̄

−1S2
− + 360β̄2

−γ̄
−2S2

−

+ 360β̄2
+γ̄

−2S2
− − 150β̄−γ̄

−1S−S+ + 720β̄−β̄+γ̄
−2S−S+ + δ

(
− 30β̄−γ̄

−1S2
− − 30β̄+γ̄

−1S−S+

)
− 130S2

−ν ,

(5.12c)

C4 = 304ζ̄−1 + 160β̄+ζ̄
−1 + 100ζ̄−1γ̄ − 240β̄2

+ζ̄
−1γ̄−1 + 165S2

− − 120β̄+S2
− + 100γ̄S2

− − 40β̄+γ̄
−1S2

− + 480β̄2
−γ̄

−2S2
−

+ 480β̄2
+γ̄

−2S2
− − 40β̄−γ̄

−1S−S+ + 960β̄−β̄+γ̄
−2S−S+

+ δ
(
120β̄−S2

− − 200β̄−γ̄
−1S2

− − 200β̄+γ̄
−1S−S+

)
− 125S2

−ν , (5.12d)

C5 = 121ζ̄−1 + 40β̄+ζ̄
−1 +

175

4
ζ̄−1γ̄ − 60β̄2

+ζ̄
−1γ̄−1 + 280S2

− − 20β̄+S2
− + 130γ̄S2

− − 10β̄+γ̄
−1S2

− + 120β̄2
−γ̄

−2S2
−

+ 120β̄2
+γ̄

−2S2
− − 10β̄−γ̄

−1S−S+ + 240β̄−β̄+γ̄
−2S−S+

+ δ
(
20β̄−S2

− − 50β̄−γ̄
−1S2

− − 50β̄+γ̄
−1S−S+

)
− 150S2

−ν . (5.12e)

Solving these ODEs numerically yields the secularly evolving orbital elements x(t) and et(t), which can be replaced
into all results derived in terms of x and et.
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VI. WAVEFORM

Another important application of the QK parametriza-
tion is the computation of gravitational wave templates.
To this end, I will now present the waveform for eccentric
orbits decomposed into spherical harmonic modes. As in
paper I, the gothic conformal metric is decomposed into
two independent modes along the polarization vectors,

h+ ≡ 1

2
(PiPj −QiQj)h

TT
ij , (6.1a)

h× ≡ 1

2
(PiQj +QiPj)h

TT
ij , (6.1b)

which can be recast into a complex field, h = h+ − ih×.
The latter can be decomposed on the basis on spin-
weighted spherical harmonics of weight −2,

h = h+ − ih× =

+∞∑
ℓ=2

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

hℓm −2Y
ℓm(Θ,Φ) . (6.2a)

Similarly, the pure spin-0 scalar field can be decomposed
on standard (spin-0) spherical harmonics,

ψ =

+∞∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

ψℓm Y ℓm(Θ,Φ) . (6.2b)

The modes are in practice computed using the relations

hℓm = − G√
2Rcℓ+2

[
Uℓm − i

c
Vℓm

]
, (6.3a)

ψℓm =
G

Rcℓ+2
Uℓm
s , (6.3b)

where

Uℓm =
4

ℓ!

√
(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)

2ℓ(ℓ− 1)
αℓm
L UL , (6.4a)

Vℓm = − 8

ℓ!

√
ℓ(ℓ+ 2)

2(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ− 1)
αℓm
L VL , (6.4b)

Uℓm
s = − 2

ℓ!
αℓm
L Us

L , (6.4c)

and where αℓm
L is defined by5

αℓm
L ≡

∫
dΩ N̂L

(
Y ℓm

)∗
(6.5)

These modes can then be recast into dimensionless am-
plitude modes hℓm and ψℓm which are given by6

hℓm =
2G̃(1− ζ)mνx

Rc2

√
16π

5
Ĥℓme−imϕ , (6.6a)

5 See paper I for an explicit expression.
6 There is no need to introduce an auxiliary phase as in paper I at
this order.

ψℓm =
2iG̃ζ

√
αS−mν

√
x

Rc2

√
8π

3
Ψ̂ℓme−imϕ . (6.6b)

with normalized modes defined such that the expres-
sion for circular orbits reads Ĥ22

circ = 1 +O(x) and

Ψ̂11
circ = 1 +O(x). Recalling that hℓ,−m = (−)ℓ

(
hℓm

)∗
and ψℓ,−m = (−)ℓ

(
ψℓm

)∗
, only the m ≥ 0 modes that

enter the Newtonian (next-to-leading) waveform are pre-
sented. In the eccentric case, they exhibit time oscilla-
tions which enter via the eccentric anomaly u, see the Ke-
pler equation (3.6b). They are given in machine-readable
form in the Supplementary Material [89], and read

Ψ̂00 = − i√
xS−

√
3

2

{
S+ + S−δ

ν
+

x

1− et cosu

×
[
8β̄−γ̄

−1S− − 5

2
S+ + 8β̄+γ̄

−1S+ +
1

2
S−δ

− et cosu

6

(
S+ − S−δ

)]}
+O(x)

(6.7a)

Ψ̂11 =
1− e2t − iet

√
1− e2t sinu√

1− e2t (1− et cosu)
+O(x) (6.7b)

Ψ̂22 =
i
√
x (S+ − S−δ)√

5S−(1− cosu)2

{
1− 1

2
et cosu

+
1

4
e2t (−3 + cos 2u)− iet

√
1− e2t sinu

}
+O(x)

(6.7c)

Ψ̂20 =
i
√
xet cosu (S+ − S−δ)√
30S−(1− et cosu)

(6.7d)

Ĥ22 =
1

(1− et cosu)2

{
1− 1

2
et cosu

+
1

4
e2t (−3 + cos 2u)− iet

√
1− e2t sinu

}
+O(x)

(6.7e)

Ĥ20 =
et cosu√

6(1− et cosu)
+O(x) (6.7f)

These results agree in the GR limit with [73], as well
as with paper I in the circular et → 0 limit.

VII. CONCLUSION

To my knowledge, this work is the first systematic an-
alytical study of eccentric binaries in ST theories. The
expressions of the 2PK orbital elements were computed,
first in a generic setting, then specializing to ST theories.
The flux of energy and angular momentum at next-to-
leading order beyond dipolar radiation were then derived,
i.e. at Newtonian order with respect to quadrupolar ra-
diation. After a preliminary study of the leading order
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−1PN case, for which were obtained several closed form
expressions analogous to the works of Peters and Math-
ews [57, 58], the energy and angular momentum balance
equations were then used to obtain the ODEs expressing
the secular evolution of the orbital elements at Newto-
nian order. Finally, the expressions for waveform in terms
of spherical harmonic modes were computed at Newto-
nian order. At all steps of these computations, I checked
that these results were in agreement with the literature
in the GR limit as well in limiting case of circular orbits
(et → 0).

Thanks to the 2PK parametrization computed in this
work, it is in principle possible to obtain the fluxes, wave-
form and evolution of the orbital elements at 1.5PN or-
der, just like in paper I. However, one difficulty for this
is the treatment of the hereditary tail and memory inte-
grals in the eccentric case. In GR, it is possible to treat
these analytically [70–72] as an expansion in eccentric-
ity for et ≪ 1, and the generalization to the case of ST
would not present any additional difficulty. Another pos-
sible extension of this work is the derivation of the 3PK
parametrization. The main difficulty would be the treat-
ment of the nonlocal tails in the equations and conserved
energy. Extending the techniques developed for GR at
4PN order to treat these hereditary terms [63] seems pos-
sible as well.

Finally, I would like to emphasize that the results of
Section IIIA are not theory dependent: they can be used
as soon as one obtains an expression for the energy and
angular momentum that exhibits the right properties.
These results are to be used as a facilitator in study-
ing the behavior of compact binary systems on eccentric
orbits for a range of different theories of gravity.
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Appendix A: Integration formulas using complex
analysis

The goal of this section is to sketch the computation
of integrals of the type (3.4). It was proven that the PN
expansion of these integrals can readily be performed by
integrating the PN expansion of the integrand [60]. Since
D1, D2 and D3 are all small in the PN sense, with the
help of (3.3), both integrals of (3.4) can be written in the
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FIG. 3. Sketch of the integration contours C, C0 and C∞,
adapted from [97]. The integrand of (A3) exhibits poles at 0
and ∞, and is meromorphic everywhere except in the neigh-
borhood of the segment [sa, sp].

form ∑
k∈N

∫ sp

sa

ds P k(s)

s2
{
A+ 2Bs+ Cs2

}k/2
, (A1)

where P k(s) is a polynomial that arises from the PN ex-
pansion of the integrand. This naturally leads to posing
the master integral7

Ip,q =
1

π

∫ sp

sa

ds sp−2
(
A+ 2Bs+ Cs2

)1/2−q
, (A2)

where (p, q) ∈ N2, and recall that A < 0, B > 0, and
C < 0. Following a method initially found by Sommer-
feld [95], this integral is astutely promoted into a path
integral in the complex plane [60, 96]:

Ip,q =
1

2π

∮
C
ds sp−2

(
A+ 2Bs+ Cs2

)1/2−q
. (A3)

The contour C loops counterclockwise around the two
roots sa and sp, avoiding the poles at s = 0, see Fig. 3.
The integrand is not meromorphic inside of C, so the
residue theorem cannot be directly applied. However, it
is possible to deform the contour into C0 and C∞, which,
respectively contain the pole at 0 and ∞ (the pole at
infinity is mapped back to 0 thanks to the change of
variables r = 1/s). The integrands are now meromorphic
within the contours, so the residue theorem is applied.
The end result reads

7 The case q = 0 is considered because it appears in the computa-
tion of the radial action, see (3.5) of [60].
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Ip,q =
[
p = 0

]
(−1)q(1− 2q)B(−A)−1/2−q

+
[
p = 1

]
(−1)q+1(−A)1/2−q

+
[
p ≥ 2q

]
(−1)q+1(−C)1/2−q

×
p−2q∑

k=⌈ p
2−q⌉

Γ
(
1
2 − q + 1

)
Ap−k−2q (2B)2k+2q−p C−k

Γ
(
1
2 − q − k + 1

)
(2k + 2q − p)!(p− k − 2q)!

,

(A4)

where Γ(x) is the usual gamma function, ⌈n⌉ is the ceiling
of the integer n, and

[
P
]
is the Inverson bracket defined

such that [P] = 1 if P is true, and [P] = 0 otherwise.
When applied to (3.8) of [60], this formula yields indeed
the correct result, given by (3.9) of [60].

Appendix B: Details of the quasi-Keplerian
construction at 2PN order

The starting point of the determination of the QK
parametrization is (3.1). The periods P and K de-
fined by (3.4) are obtained using the techniques of Ap-
pendix A, from which one trivially obtains the mean
motion n = 2π/P . The positions of the periastron rp
and apastron ra are first obtained at lowest order by
factorizing the c → ∞ limit of R(s). PN corrections
to these roots are then obtained iteratively by requir-
ing that they cancel R(s), up to higher-order PN cor-
rections. The PK parameters ar = (sp + sa)/(2sasp) and
er = (sp − sa)/(sp + sa) are then trivial to obtain, where
we recall sp,a = 1/rp,a. Following [62], it is now very use-
ful to introduce the auxiliary variable

ṽ ≡ 2 arctan

(√
1 + er
1− er

tan
(u
2

))
, (B1)

which differs from v defined in (3.7) by the choice of
eccentricity. Note that at this stage, eϕ and et are unde-
termined, only er is known.
The starting point to determine the Kepler equation is

t− t0 = 2

∫ sp

s

ds

s2
√

R(s)
= 2

∫ sp

s

dsP (s)

s2
√

(s− sp)(s− sa)
,

(B2)
where P (s) arises [similarly to (A1)] from the PN expan-

sion of 1/
√
R̃(s), see (3.3). The problem has now been

reduced to computing master integrals of the form

Jp ≡
∫
s

ds sp−2√
(s− sa)(s− sp)

, (B3)

Interestingly, these master integrals are most conve-
niently expressed using auxiliary variables that depend
heavily on the value of p. They are given by

J0 =
(sa + sp)u− (sp − sa) sin(u)

2(sasp)3/2
(B4a)

J1 =
u

√
sasp

(B4b)

J2 = ṽ (B4c)

J3 =
(sa + sp)ṽ + (sp − sa) sin(ṽ)

2
(B4d)

J4 =
3s2a + 2sasp + 3s2p

8
ṽ +

(sp − sa)(sp + sa)

2
sin(ṽ)

+
(sp − sa)

2

16
sin(2ṽ) (B4e)

J5 =
(sp + sa)(5s

2
a − 2sasp + 5s2p)

16
ṽ

+
3(sp − sa)(5s

2
a + 6sasp + 5s2p)

32
sin(ṽ)

+
3(sp − sa)

2(sa + sp)

32
sin(2ṽ)

+
(sp − sa)

3

96
sin(3ṽ) (B4f)

Keeping with the notation of [62], and replacing sp
and sa by their 2PN accurate expressions, I explicitly
find an intermediate form for the Kepler equation,

n(t− t0) = u+ κ0 sin(u) +
κ1
c2

(ṽ− u) +
κ2
c4

sin(ṽ) . (B5)

Similarly, the computation of the angular equation
starts from the integral

ϕ− ϕ0 = 2

∫ sp

s

dsS(s)
s2
√
R(s)

= 2

∫ sp

s

dsQ(s)

s2
√
(s− sp)(s− sa)

,

(B6)

where Q(s) arises from the PN expansion of S(s)/
√
R̃(s).

The master integrals of (B4) apply, and we find the ex-
plicit intermediate form of the angular equation to be

2π

Φ
= ṽ +

λ1
c2

sin(ṽ) +
λ2
c4

sin(2ṽ) +
λ3
c4

sin(3ṽ) . (B7)

Let us now turn to the problem of expressing
the Kepler and angular equations in terms of v.
First, parametrize the 2PN-accurate relation between er
and eϕ as

er = eϕ

(
1 +

α

c2
+
β

c4

)
, (B8)

and Taylor-expand Eq. (B1). To this end, first write√
1 + er
1− er

=

√
1 + eϕ
1− eϕ

(
1 +

κ

c2

)
, (B9)

where

κ =
αeϕ

(1− e2ϕ)
+
eϕ(2β + α2eϕ + 2e2ϕ(α

2 − β)

2c2(1− e2ϕ)
2

+O
(

1

c4

)
.

(B10)
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Then, thanks to the identities

arctan′(x) =
sin(2 arctan(x))

2x
, (B11a)

arctan′′(x) =
sin(4 arctan(x))− 2 sin(2 arctan(x))

4x2
,

(B11b)

the relation between ṽ and v can then be written

ṽ = v +
κ

c2
sin(v) +

κ2

4c4
(sin(2v)− 2 sin(v)) +O

(
1

c6

)
.

(B12)
Moreover, the latter relation immediately leads to

sin(ṽ) = sin(v) +
κ

2c2
sin(2v) +O

(
1

c4

)
. (B13)

Replacing these relations into the intermediate angular
relation (B7), one obtains an equation with the same
form as (3.6c), except that there is an extra term propor-
tional to sin(v). Now is the time to use the freedom in α
and β to set the coefficient in front of sin(v) to zero. In
this way, the relation (B8) between eϕ and er is entirely
determined. Finally, since the intermediate Kepler equa-
tion (B5) only features ṽ at 2PN order, one can simply
replace it by v so as to obtain exactly the form of (3.6b).
It is then straightforward to simply read off all the PK
parameters.

Appendix C: Expressions for post-Keplerian parameters in massless scalar-tensor theories

The post-Keplerian parameters in terms of ε, j and the ST parameters are given in machine-readable form in the
Supplementary Material [89], and are presented hereafter as well.

n =
c3ε3/2

G̃αm

{
1 + ε

[
− 15

8
− γ̄ +

ν

8

]

+ ε2

[
555

128
+

33

8
γ̄ + γ̄2 + ν

(
15

64
+

1

8
γ̄

)
+

11

128
ν2 +

−15(1 + γ̄ + γ̄2

4 ) + δ̄+ + δ̄−δ + ν
(
6− 2β̄+ + 4γ̄ + 2β̄−δ

)
2
√
j

]}
(C1a)

K = 1 +
ε

j

[
3− β̄+ + 2γ̄ + β̄−δ

]
+
ε2

j2

[
105

4
+

3

2
β̄2
− − 15β̄+ +

3

2
β̄2
+ − 5

4
δ̄+ +

139

4
γ̄ − 12β̄+γ̄ +

187

16
γ̄2 − 2χ̄+

+ δ
(
15β̄− − 3β̄−β̄+ − 5

4
δ̄− + 12β̄−γ̄ + 2χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
− 15

2
− 6β̄2

− +
21

2
β̄+ − 2δ̄+ − 8γ̄ − 1

2
γ̄2 + 24β̄2

−γ̄
−1 − 24β̄2

+γ̄
−1 + 4χ̄+ − 3

2
β̄−δ

)
+ j

(
− 15

4
+

1

4
δ̄+ − 15

4
γ̄ − 15

16
γ̄2 +

1

4
δ̄−δ + ν

(3
2
− 1

2
β̄+ + γ̄ +

1

2
β̄−δ

))]
(C1b)

ar =
G̃αm

c2ε

{
1 + ε

[
− 7

4
− γ̄ +

1

4
ν

]

+ ε2

[
1 + ν2

16
+

1

j

(
− 4 + 2β̄+ +

2

3
δ̄+ − 16

3
γ̄ + 2β̄+γ̄ − 11

6
γ̄2 +

2

3
χ̄+ + δ

(
− 2β̄− +

2

3
δ̄− − 2β̄−γ̄ − 2

3
χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
7− 5β̄+ +

2

3
δ̄+ +

17

3
γ̄ +

1

6
γ̄2 − 8β̄2

−γ̄
−1 + 8β̄2

+γ̄
−1 − 4

3
χ̄+ + β̄−δ

))]}
(C1c)

er =
√

1− j

{
1 +

ε

1− j

[
3− β̄+ + 2γ̄ + β̄−δ −

1

2
ν + j

(
− 15

8
− γ̄ +

5

8
ν

)]

+
ε2

(1− j)2

[
− 35

4
− 1

2
β̄2
− +

21

4
β̄+ − 1

2
β̄2
+ +

5

2
δ̄+ − 12γ̄ + 6β̄+γ̄ − 35

8
γ̄2 + 2χ̄+
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+ δ
(
− 21

4
β̄− + β̄−β̄+ +

5

2
δ̄− − 6β̄−γ̄ − 2χ̄−

)
+ ν
(99
4

+ 2β̄2
− − 65

4
β̄+ + 2δ̄+ +

39

2
γ̄ +

1

2
γ̄2 − 24β̄2

−γ̄
−1 + 24β̄2

+γ̄
−1 − 4χ̄+ +

13

4
β̄−δ

)
+

1

j

(
8− 4β̄+ − 4

3
δ̄+ +

32

3
γ̄ − 4β̄+γ̄ +

11

3
γ̄2 − 4

3
χ̄+ + δ

(
4β̄− − 4

3
δ̄− + 4β̄−γ̄ +

4

3
χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
− 14 + 10β̄+ − 4

3
δ̄+ − 34

3
γ̄ − 1

3
γ̄2 + 16β̄2

−γ̄
−1 − 16β̄2

+γ̄
−1 +

8

3
χ̄+ − 2β̄−δ

))

+ j

(
− 25

8
− 1

8
β̄+ − 7

6
δ̄+ − 41

12
γ̄ − β̄+γ̄ − 19

24
γ̄2 − 2

3
χ̄+ + δ

(1
8
β̄− − 7

6
δ̄− + β̄−γ̄ +

2

3
χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
− 37

4
+

51

8
β̄+ − 2

3
δ̄+ − 89

12
γ̄ − 1

6
γ̄2 + 8β̄2

−γ̄
−1 − 8β̄2

+γ̄
−1 +

4

3
χ̄+ − 11

8
β̄−δ

)
− 1

16
ν2

)

+ j2

(
415

128
+

29

8
γ̄ + γ̄2 + ν

(
− 105

64
− 7

8
γ̄
)
+

7

128
ν2

)]}
(C1d)

et =
√

1− j

{
1 +

ε

1− j

[
− 1− β̄+ + β̄−δ + ν + j

(
17

8
+ γ̄ − 7

8
ν

)]

+
ε2√
j

[
− 15

2
+

1

2
δ̄+ − 15

2
γ̄ − 15

8
γ̄2 +

1

2
δ̄−δ + ν

(
3− β̄+ + 2γ̄ + β̄−δ

)]

+
ε2

(1− j)2

[
− 15

4
− 1

2
β̄2
− +

21

4
β̄+ − 1

2
β̄2
+ +

7

6
δ̄+ − 41

6
γ̄ + 4β̄+γ̄ − 65

24
γ̄2 +

2

3
χ̄+

+ δ
(
− 21

4
β̄− + β̄−β̄+ +

7

6
δ̄− − 4β̄−γ̄ − 2

3
χ̄−

)
+

3

4
ν2

+ ν
(25
2

+ 2β̄2
− − 31

4
β̄+ +

2

3
δ̄+ +

29

3
γ̄ +

1

6
γ̄2 − 8β̄2

−γ̄
−1 + 8β̄2

+γ̄
−1 − 4

3
χ̄+ +

11

4
β̄−δ

)
+

1

j

(
4− 2β̄+ − 2

3
δ̄+ +

16

3
γ̄ − 2β̄+γ̄ +

11

6
γ̄2 − 2

3
χ̄+ + δ

(
2β̄− − 2

3
δ̄− + 2β̄−γ̄ +

2

3
χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
− 7 + 5β̄+ − 2

3
δ̄+ − 17

3
γ̄ − 1

6
γ̄2 + 8β̄2

−γ̄
−1 − 8β̄2

+γ̄
−1 +

4

3
χ̄+ − β̄−δ

))

+ j

(
− 45

8
− 17

8
β̄+ − 1

2
δ̄+ − 4γ̄ − β̄+γ̄ − 5

8
γ̄2 + δ

(17
8
β̄− − 1

2
δ̄− + β̄−γ̄

)
+ ν
(
− 73

16
+

23

8
β̄+ − 7

2
γ̄ − 15

8
β̄−δ

)
− 11

8
ν2

)

+ j2

(
607

128
+

35

8
γ̄ + γ̄2 + ν

(
− 69

64
− 5

8
γ̄
)
+

79

128
ν2

)]}
(C1e)

eϕ =
√

1− j

{
1 +

ε

1− j

[
3− β̄+ + 2γ̄ + β̄−δ + j

(
− 15

8
− γ̄ +

1

8
ν

)]

+
ε2

(1− j)2

[
− 75

4
− 1

2
β̄2
− +

37

4
β̄+ − 1

2
β̄2
+ +

11

6
δ̄+ − 74

3
γ̄ + 10β̄+γ̄ − 205

24
γ̄2 +

10

3
χ̄+

+ δ
(
− 37

4
β̄− + β̄−β̄+ +

11

6
δ̄− − 10β̄−γ̄ − 10

3
χ̄−

)
+

33

32
ν2

+ ν
(125
32

+ 2β̄2
− − 59

4
β̄+ +

10

3
δ̄+ +

47

6
γ̄ +

5

6
γ̄2 − 40β̄2

−γ̄
−1 + 40β̄2

+γ̄
−1 − 20

3
χ̄+ +

7

4
β̄−δ

)
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+ j

(
15

8
− 17

8
β̄+ − 5

6
δ̄+ +

35

12
γ̄ − 3β̄+γ̄ +

31

24
γ̄2 − 4

3
χ̄+ + δ

(17
8
β̄− − 5

6
δ̄− + 3β̄−γ̄ +

4

3
χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
− 15

32
+

47

8
β̄+ − 4

3
δ̄+ − 31

12
γ̄ − 1

3
γ̄2 + 16β̄2

−γ̄
−1 − 16β̄2
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8

3
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8
β̄−δ

)
− 21

32
ν2

)

+
1

j

(
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4
γ̄2 − 2χ̄+ + δ

(
6β̄− − δ̄− + 6β̄−γ̄ + 2χ̄−

)
+ ν
(
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32
+ 9β̄+ − 2δ̄+ − 5γ̄ − 1

2
γ̄2 + 24β̄2

−γ̄
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+γ̄
−1 + 4χ̄+ − β̄−δ

)
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)
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(
415

128
+
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(
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64
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8
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)
+
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128
ν2
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(C1f)

ft =

√
1− jε2ν(15 + 8γ̄ − ν)

8
√
j

(C1g)

fϕ =
(1− j)ε2

(
4 + 4δ̄+ + 4γ̄ + γ̄2 + 4δ̄−δ +

(
76− 24β̄+ + 48γ̄ + 8β̄−δ

)
ν − 12ν2

)
32j2

(C1h)

gt =
ε2
(
60− 4δ̄+ + 60γ̄ + 15γ̄2 − 4δ̄−δ + ν

(
− 24 + 8β̄+ − 16γ̄ − 8β̄−δ
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gϕ =
ε2(1− j)3/2ν(1− 3ν)
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S. Marsat, Energy and periastron advance of compact
binaries on circular orbits at the fourth post-Newtonian
order, Phys. Rev. D 95, 044026 (2017), arXiv:1610.07934
[gr-qc].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.124004
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0503044
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0503044
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1986.0125
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1986.0125
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2014-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.1528
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab0d4f
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab0d4f
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08966
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.52.299
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)116
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.03164
http://www.xact.es/
http://www.xact.es/
https://www.wolfram.com/mathematica
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.044026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.07934
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.07934

	Quasi-Keplerian parametrization for eccentric compact binaries in scalar-tensor theories at second post-Newtonian order and applications
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Main notations and summary of parameters

	Massless scalar-tensor theories
	The quasi-Keplerian parametrization
	General case
	The case of ST theory

	The flux of energy and angular momentum
	General expressions for the energy and angular momentum fluxes
	Expressions for the fluxes at next-to-leading (Newtonian) order

	Evolution of the orbital elements
	General method
	``Peters and Mathews'' formulas for ST theory
	Time evolution of x and et

	Waveform
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Integration formulas using complex analysis
	Details of the quasi-Keplerian construction at 2PN order
	Expressions for post-Keplerian parameters in massless scalar-tensor theories
	References


