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In this manuscript, we examine the gravitational radiation emitted by binary systems using an
Unruh-DeWitt detector coupled to gravitons. Recoil is incorporated into the system via a kinetic
energy term in the energy gap of the detector. We find a splitting of the gravitational wave frequency
due to the recoil. Implications for the recoil velocity and force are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The emission, and detection, of gravitational waves due to binary inspiral has ushered in the era of graviational
wave astronomy [I]. When black holes, or other compact objects, are in a binary orbit, the emission of gravitational
radiation causes the decay of the orbit and eventual merger of the two objects. When this emission is asymmetric,
linear momentum is radiated away by the system which then imparts a kick or recoil velocity onto the binary system
or final state compact object [2H4]. The nature of this recoil or radiation reaction poses an interesting problem in the
dynamics of gravitational wave emission due to the fact that the recoil velocity may also be large enough to provide
the necessary escape velocity to eject the remnant from its host galaxy, v ~ 500 km/s [Bl [6]; especially in the case
of precessing binaries. Given that the properties of a gravitational wave signal encodes the properties of the binary
system [7], e.g. gravitational wave frequency yields the orbital frequency, chirps determine the luminosity distance,
etc., one can ask if there is also a signature of recoil in the measured signal of gravitational waves. The catalog of
gravitational wave sources demonstrates that the mass radiated during the inspiral is typically 1 — 10% of the total
mass of the system [§]. Such large fractions of total mass of the system radiated apriori implies the presence of
radiation reaction or recoil. Thus it stands to reason that from a purely observational point of view, the parameter
space of gravitational wave signals would imply that recoil would play a role in they dynamics which is on par with
other characteristics of binary systems such as spin and eccentricity.

The problem of radiation reaction in gravitational wave emission is, modulo differences due to the polarization
of vectorial and tensorial modes, equivalent to that of photon emission [2]. Broadly speaking, when the energy of
emitted radiation becomes comparable to the rest mass of the emitting particle, one expects a measurable presence
of recoil to occur. As such, the recent experimental observation of radiation reaction at CERN-NAG63 [9] [10] offers us
a striking window into how to incorporate radiation reaction into the problem of binary inspiral. Of particular use
in gaining an insight into recoil is the Unruh-DeWitt detector [10, [1]. There, the incorporation of radiation reaction
is accomplished by simply including the recoil kinetic energy of photon emission into the energy gap of the detector.
Moreover, the utility of the Unruh-DeWitt detector as a model for a classical radiating source has also been firmly
established [I2]. This also applies to composite objects [I3HI7] such as hadrons, atoms, and, as we will demonstrate,
gravitationally coupled binary systems. Then, by adapting the Unruh-DeWitt detector formalism to incorporate the
emission of gravitons, we can also examine the recoil produced in these gravitational setting. This not only gives us a
foothold into analyzing binary inspiral with recoil, but also extends the already robust arena of quantum field theory
in curved spacetime [I8-21] to include graviton emission from Unruh-DeWitt detectors.

The power radiated by binary inspiral serves as a benchmark in the observation and analysis of gravitational wave
detection. In particular, the power emitted from point masses in a binary orbit describes the measured signals, in
the classical regime, quite well. Known as the Peters-Mathews equation [22], we will reproduce this result using an
Unruh-DeWitt detector and, with the added degree of freedom of the energy gap, incorporate recoil into the analysis.
This will note only enable us to look for signatures of recoil in the measured gravitational wave signals but also
give us insight into the recoil velocities and forces produced by the radiation reaction. We will start by computing
the graviton response function and then apply the formalism to the standard binary system of gravitational wave
emission. Here and throughout, unless otherwise stated, we use natural units h =c=G = 1.
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II. THE GRAVITON RESPONSE FUNCTION

To begin our analysis we must first define the graviton response function, i.e. the transition rate of an Unruh-
DeWitt detector coupled to gravitons. The Unruh-DeWitt detector [23] 24] will be coupled to the energy momentum
tensor of our emitter and will be used to incorporate any local change in energy, e.g. a recoil kinetic energy, during
the emission process. In this regard we turn to our interaction action for a graviton [25, 26], iL“”(x), coupled to an
energy momentum tensor, Tw(x). Thus we have,

Sp = %ﬁ/d‘lew(x)ﬁ””(x). (1)

Here, our gravitational coupling is defined by x = V327G and d*z = d3zdt. We will now use this action in order
to examine an energy transition in our Unruh-DeWitt detector, from F; to Ef, accompanied by the simultaneous
emission of a graviton with momentum k. We will then formulate the following amplitude;

A=i(kl® (Ef|Sr|E) ®]0). (2)

The differential emission probability per unit final state graviton momenta is given by, 47 = |A|? = A(z)A*(z').
Evaluation yields
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Note, these matrix elements are functions of both z and 2/, e.g. | (Ef| T (z) |Es) [> = (Ef| T (x) | E) (E;| T;V (') |Ey).
As such, the above probability factorizes into an energy momentum tensor matrix element contracted with the gravi-
ton matrix element. We will evaluate our energy momentum component first. The energy momentum tensor itself
is, in principle, comprised of all potential sources of gravitation in the binary system. We will restrict our analysis to
only the mass of the system, as a first approximation, and ignore additional sources such as electromagnetic fields.
To this end, we shall take our energy momentum tensor to be that of a point particle, see e.g. [25] page 44, coupled
to an Unruh-DeWitt detector. Hence,

Ty () = o, 0,()83(F — T (1)). (4)

Here, we have defined our rest mass, or reduced mass in the case of binary inspiral, of our system, pu. Moreover,
we evolve the detector and trajectory via the coordinate time since we will be assuming a non-relativistic velocity of
our binary system, i.e. 7 = 1. The energy momentum tensor is defined by the coordinate velocity of our emitter,
v,. The monopole moment operator m(t) is Heisenberg evolved via m(t) = eHim(0)e~ 1 with m(0) defined as
m(0) |E;) = |Ey) with E; and Ey the initial energy and final energy of our energy transition which accompanies the
emission along the trajectory, Z-(t). The matrix element for our energy momentum tensor then yields,

By | T ) 1) 2 = | (Bl v, (@)e Bm(0)e= 6% i — 2(0) | )
= 1 Vivopla!, 2)0% (& — T (0)0° (& — &, (1)) e AP (5)
Here we have defined the energy gap as AE = Ef — E; and normalized our detector states via | (E¢| m(0) |E;) |* = 1.
We have also defined a “velocity tensor” via Vi,,q,[2’, 2] = v, (2)v,(2)ve (2" )v,(2”). Next, we shall evaluate the graviton

matrix element. For this we will also use the integral over the final state momenta in order to so we may obtain the
total emission probability. Hence,

/d3k| (k| A (x) |0} |* = /d3k<0|7%“’”($’) k) (k| i () |0)

= (0] hioP (") () |0)
=G"orlx x). (6)



Note we have utilized the completeness relation, [ dk|k) (k| = 1, so we may formulate the graviton Wightman
function, G*¥??[z’, x]. The tensor indices encode the polarization of the graviton. Using our graviton two point
function and the energy momentum matrix element we can formulate the transition probability. Hence,

p=t / Bk / dtz / A4’ (Ey| T () | B2 2] (K| ¥ () [0) [

'%2/12 1 —iAE(T —7) / vop[

_ / dtdt'e Vioolt's 1GH*7[¢', 1]

’%2:[1’2 —1AE¢E vo

= 5 [ dedne BB, 6160l ) (7

Here we have transformed our integration to the difference and average time variables; ¢ =t —t and n = (¢' +1¢)/2
respectively. Finally, by formulating the transition probability per unit time, we obtain our graviton response function,
I' = 92 Hence

dn ’

.. K22
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Due to the fact that we must contract our 4-velocities with the polarization tensors of our graviton field, let us now
explicitly examine our graviton two-point function. To this end, we will use the plane wave mode decomposition for
the our graviton field in the transverse traceless gauge [25] 27],

R k. e
pv — i1 ~i(k-x—wt) ~t —i(k-x—wt)
i (z) / B ke +ale 9)

The vacuum to vacuum Wightman function will then reduce to an integral over the momentum. Hence,
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Here we see that the graviton two point function is formally the same as a scalar field but with polarization tensors
lending their indices. It is this two point function that we will evaluate along our trajectory, i.e. Ax — Axy,.
Combining all the pieces, our response function then takes the following form,

K2u? 1 d3k .
= woh 72(AE§7k~Axtr+wAt). 11
s<zﬁ)3/df/wV€ (11)

Here we defined the velocity-polarization product V =73 ,,, e‘;”ei',m Viwepl&, n) for brevity. Let us first evaluate the
sum of our polarization tensors. Recalling the polarizations are real valued and will only have spatial components,

we then have 3°,,, é#”€l7” = 37 |, €€k, Then we can consider the following graviton polarization identity [27],

Z Eijekg = 5ik5j€ + 5iZ5jk' - 5ij§k€ + l%i/%jifk];g + l%,ifjtskg + fckfcg&j - ];i/;géjk - ]%i/%ktsj'g - z?]]%g&k - ]%jifk&g. (12)
AN

Here we have defined the unit graviton momentum vector, k = (cos (¢)sin (8),sin (¢) sin (8), cos (6)), using the
standard spherical coordinate chart. Then, by contracting the above polarization identity with our 4-velocity tensor
we have,
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+ (W k)24 (k) =4 k)W B (o). (13)

Here we have all dot products, v - v’ and v2, being strictly restricted to the spatial components of the 4 velocities.
The above expression encodes the dynamics of our emitter and thus depends explicitly on the trajectory. For each
scenario, the above velocity-polarization contraction needs to be evaluated and then utilized in the response function.
Let us now apply the above formalism to the case of binary inspiral.

III. BINARY INSPIRAL

To begin our analysis of graviton emission by two orbiting compact objects, let us first make the assumption that
our dynamics will be governed by [26] the reduced mass of the system, u, orbiting at radius, a, with frequency 2. The

reduced mass of our two orbiting compact objects, m; and my is given by p = % and their orbital parameters a

and Q are related by Keplers law, a>Q? = mq +ms. As such, our four-velocities, for circular rotation in the z —y plane
will be given v* = (1, —af)sin (2t), af) cos (2¢),0). We will then have the following velocity-polarization contraction
components,

v-v' = (aQ)?(sin (Qt) sin (Qt') 4 cos () cos (')

v? = (a2)?
2 = (aQ)?
vk = —aQsin (Qt) cos (¢) sin (8) + af2 cos () sin (¢) sin (6)
vk = —aQsin () cos (¢) sin (6) + af) cos (Qt') sin (¢) sin (6) (14)

For the following algebra, we will use the shorthand notation, S = sin (Qt), S’ = sin (2t'), C = cos (2t), and C' =
cos (Qt"). We will then have the following 4 velocity-polarization tensor contraction, V = 3",, e’/\“jeic,rp Vivepl@', z],

V =2(aQ)*(8S + CC’)? — (aQ)*

+ (a2)* [C'sin (¢) sin (A) — S cos (¢) sin (0)]* [C” sin (¢) sin () — S cos (¢) sin (¢9)]2

+ (af)* [C'sin (¢) sin (8) — S cos (¢) sin (0)]°

+ (aQ)" [C” sin (¢) sin (8) — S cos (¢)sin (6)]°
— 4(a)*(SS’ + CC") [C'sin (¢) sin (0) — S cos (¢) sin (A)] [C” sin (¢) sin (8) — S’ cos (¢) sin (0)] (15)
Here 0 is the angle of graviton emission relative to the the z-axis. We also recall that At = &, and we will take

the dipole approximation, Az, - k < 1. Then writing our momentum integrals in our response function in spherical
coordinates and aligning the momentum along the z-axis, we will have the following emission rate,

n2u2 1 . —i(AE+w)¢
I = G d¢ | dfdpdwwsin (0)Ve : (16)

The angular integrations over each of the polarization-velocity contraction components yields the following;

/d@dgb sin (6) [C'sin (¢) sin (8) — S cos (¢) sin ()] [C” sin (¢) sin (8) — S’ cos (¢) sin ()] = i7r(2 + cos (29€))
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/d@d(;ﬁ sin (0) [C'sin (¢) sin (6) — S cos (¢) sin (8)]* = %w
/d9d¢ sin (0) [C” sin (¢) sin () — S’ cos (¢) sin (0)]” = gw

/d9d¢ sin (0) [C'sin (¢) sin (0) — S cos (¢) sin (0)] [C” sin (¢) sin (0) — S’ cos (¢) sin (0)] = %77 cos (Q2€). (17)



Here we recall that our time coordinates need to be expressed in terms of the difference and average times and thus
have made use of the identity, sin (2t) sin (2¢) + cos (Qt) cos (') = cos (Q€). As such, our angular integrations over
polarization-velocity contraction yields the following form,

/ dfdsin (0) Y el Vinoplé ) = %(aﬂ)‘* [1 4 3cos (2Q6)]. (18)
AN

Note, our response function, I' = %, is completely decoupled from the average time coordinate, . Now, combining

all pieces together yields the following graviton emission rate,

K22
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K22 3, . 4 .
_ (aQ)4/d§dww |:1_’_2 (61295_’_671296) e~ HAE+w)E (19)
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Integration over the time, &, will yield the following three delta functions which encode the conservation of energy
for the emission; §o(AE 4+ w), d_2(—2Q + AE 4+ w), and 02(2Q + AE + w). In order to formulate the total classical
emission rate [10, 12], we must also sum over transitions, both up and down, of the detector energy gap. Thus, we
will have the following six delta functions; 63 (+AE + w), 65,(—20Q + AF + w), and 65 (20 + AFE + w). We wish
to compute the total power radiated and therefore we must also weight the integration with an additional factor of
frequency, P = [Twdw. Finally, we recall x = v/32w. Thus we have,

P 8 p?(a)? /dww2 {53‘ + 65 + % (6%, 405 +6-,+05) (20)

15

Since we must restrict our emitted frequency to be positive, w > 0, in the limit of zero energy gap, AE — 0, we will
then be left with the following integrals over the delta functions; % (5f2 + 5:2). These two delta functions yield the
standard gravitational wave frequency of w = 22 = AFE. The first term we neglected should, in principle, correspond
to a gravitational wave emitted by some transient decay-like process with energy w = AFE, e.g. something like an
echo [28]. As such, our total power radiated by our binary inspiral is given by,

P = %uz(aﬂ)4/dww2 [0(w+ AE —2Q) + §(w — AE — 2Q)]
%;ﬂ‘(aﬂ)‘l [80% + 2AE?]

AE?

|

32
= Euza‘lQG {1 + (21)
What we find is precisely the Peters-Mathews [22] result with the additional contribution of some internal process,
such as radiation reaction, which is gauged by the AFE term. The limit AE — 0, which models classical radiating
sources, reproduces the Peters-Mathews formula identically. Having successfully reproduced this standard result as a
sanity check, let us now turn to the problem of including recoil.

IV. GRAVITATIONAL RADIATION REACTION

In order to analyze the effect of recoil on the gravitational wave emission of our binary inspiral, we shall turn to
the example of recoil in photon emission. This affords us an opportunity to carry over the lessons of recoil from
cherenkov, larmor, and channeling radiation to graviton emission in a manner that is backed by experiment [9HIT].
The incorporation of recoil indeed finds a natural setting via the use of Unruh-DeWitt detectors. This is due to the
fact that for radiating sources, the energy gap of the detector is defined as the difference between the initial and final
state energy of the system during the radiation process. In other words, given an initial system described by, say,
its mass, we have F; = m. Then, upon the emission of a quanta of radiation with energy, w, we will have a final

state energy with a recoil momentum, Ey = \/(w)? +m?. The difference in energy, AE = E; — E; ~ %, is the

recoil kinetic energy imparted on the system by the emission. Since, for binary inspiral, we are looking at very large



energy gravitational waves, we will need to consider the wave as being comprised of the coherent sum of n gravitons,
per period of binary revolution, all of the same frequency w. Each of these gravitons will contribute a kick, or recoil
kinetic energy. As such, we will take our energy gap to be,

nw2

AE

= . 22
2m, (22)
Here we have defined the recoil mass, m,., which we will take to be the final mass of the system, i.e. the remnant

mass. Let us now return to the power radiated by our binary system. We will set the energy gap equal to the recoil

kinetic energy and sum over both transitions up and down, i.e. AFE = i%. These kinetic energies will then be used

in the same delta functions which reproduces the Peters-Mathews result, i.e. 6f2 and 0_,. As such, our total power
of emission will then be comprised of the two following frequencies,

TLOJ2

+
5w+ S,

1/2
4nQ} (23)

—QQ) = W+ = &
n my

:F1j:{1j:

Note, we have found that the presence of recoil has split the measured gravitational wave frequency from fundamental
frequency 2. To leading order, the recoil correction takes the form, w4 = 29 {1 F ZTQ} see Fig. 1 below for the

frequency splitting applied to a binary black hole merger comprised of masses m; = 85mg and my = 66mg with mg
being the standard solar mass. Note, we will use these parameters throughout the rest of the manuscript so as to
model the gravitational wave observation GW190521 [29]. In order to integrate the subsequent delta functions, we

1/2
will make use of the following jacobians; 6%2 = [1 + 47;1—(1} . Combining our pieces together, our gravitational wave

power with kinetic recoil will be given by,

2 2

_ 4, 4 9 nws Conwt
P, = gH (af2) /dww {§(w+ S, 2Q) + d(w S, QQ)}

_ gu2(aQ)4/dww2 O(w — W+1)/2 + o(w — w_1)/2

el [
2 1/272 2 1/27]2
R O e R R
= 5#2(1’19)4 1/2 + 1/2 (24)
= =

This is our expression for the power radiated with recoil. We can simplify the above expression by defining the
recoil enhancement, f,.(£2). This will allow us to better understand how it relates to the Peters-Mathews equation.
As such, we will have

2
Pr = 3f,uQaALQGfT(Q)

5
2 1/212
, {1+[1+4”ﬂ1/1 [1[14”{2] }
R T e ks .

r

If we expand for small 22 we find the leading order recoil correction to P, = 222405 [1 + 15%}. Note, the

above power formula applies for the average power radiated each period. As such, for the number of gravitons emitted,
which determines the gravitational wave amplitude, we will also take to be the number emitted in during each period
[30], n = GzP. As an estimation, we will use the Peters-Mathews result, i.e. without recoil, in this expression for n.
Thus we will have,
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n= ?u2a494. (26)
We must also comment on the fact that the recoil correction is purely classical. Although the graviton number, with
physical constants reinserted, n = 3%”%;12(1494, contains a factor of 7, our above recoil term, f,.(€2), is comprised

of the combination, Tzhg together. This additional factor of A cancels the factor of A in the graviton number. Thus

we have a purely classical expression for recoil. Finally, to better understand the effect that recoil will have on a
graviational wave observation, let us turn to the time dependence of the frequency or “chirp”. Using Keplers law,
02%2a% = (my + my), and the gravitional energy, £ = —7m2  we can determine the change in frequency during the

inspiral. As such, we will have the following time dependence in the frequency of our gravitational wave emission,

@ - %Gs/?’ mimeso
dt 5 ¢ (mg+mg)l/3

QU3 f(9). (27)

As in the power radiated, we have the standard expression for the chirp along with the recoil correction. This can
be integrated numerically to determine the frequency chirp during inspiral both with and without recoil.
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FIG. 1. The measured gravitational wave frequency spread, relative to the orbital frequency 2 of the binary, for m; = 85mg
and mg = 66me with the recoil mass m, = .94(mi1 + mz). These parameters are intended to examine the observed merger
GW190521 [29]. The final orbital frequency, ~ 800 Hz, corresponds, via Kepler’s law, to a final separation determined by the
Schwarzschild radii of the two initial masses. Presented are the split frequencies, Eqn. (23), for the recoil “decay”, w—_, and
“excitation”, wy, along with their approximations, w_ and @4+

V. KINEMATICS OF RECOIL

In order to analyze the kinematics of the inspiral event let us turn to the power radiated by the binary system.
The Peters-Mathews result gives the power radiated, Ppys, by the system without recoil present. By comparing this
to the power radiated when we include the recoil correction, P,., we can estimate the amount of power that goes into
accelerating the binary remnant, P, = P, — Ppm, = Ppm[fr(©2) — 1]. This power, %7 is then the change in kinetic

energy of the remnant, i.e. P, = mrv%. This can be integrated to yield the recoil velocity,



o= |2 [Pl - 114 -
~ [7?;03 / Ppan(Q)det] v (28)

z Q . We can also estimate the

recoil velocity based on the spread in the measured gravitational wave frequen(nes measured at earth. This spread is
given by the difference between the two frequencies, Aw = w_ — w4 = 4"Q . From this, we have our recoil correction

Here we have made use of the first order correction to the recoil, f(2) —1 = 15

2
r(Q)—1= % (ﬁ—:) Note, here we defined the fundamental frequency wp = 2€2. Since the presence of recoil should

only manifest at the very end of the inspiral event, we can take 2 <2 to be constant throughout the integration and

only consider the contribution from the last few orblts at peak fregluency, this criterion will then be used to define
the recoil time, t,. = % Then, the integral over the power will yield the total energy radiated away scaled by the

W
ratio of the recoil time to the total time, Ertfﬁ. As such, we will then have the following final velocity,

5E, 1 A
S = (29)
2 m, wotier Wo

Note that, modulo binding energy, the total energy radiated and remnant mass will obey the relation, m¢,; =
E,qq+m,. Also, based on the catalog of gravitational wave observations, the vast majority of energy is radiated away
during the final inspiral event [§] and we thus take the total time of emission to only be about ot ~ .5 s. The utility
of the above equation is that for the measured chirps of gravitational wave signals, the recoil velocity can be inferred
by the ratio of the frequency broadening, Aw, to the frequency at maximum, w. This of course can only occur if
the frequency spread due to recoil is larger than all other sources of broadening in the system, e.g. harmonics due
to eccentricity, spin, and/or tidal effects. Using the same methodologies we can also examine the forces necessary to
impart the final state velocity upon the remnant. From the same examination of the power imparted into the recoil,
we have 4 dt = v, F,.. As such, our force is directly proportional to the Peter-Mathews power and is given by

By = 22 [£,(2) - 1]

15 m, Aw
8 E thtot <WO) Ppm~ (30)

Then, if we take the power from Peters-Mathews at maximum frequency, wg, along with the final state radius

1/3
being determined by the Keplerian radius at peak frequency of the system, a = %, then we have Ppy =

2 10/3 - . . . . .
21% 75 35—2 (WETEZZ;)Z 75 W /3. This gives us an expression for the maximum recoil force imparted on the remnant which

can be inferred from the chirp signal. Thus,

1 32 /15 " A 2
m (“’) _{mima)” oz (31)

r = 210/3 5 \/ 8§ E wo ) (my +m2)2/3w0

As an example, if we examine the gravitational wave signal from event GW190521 [29], we see the final state
frequency is about wy ~ 70 s~!. Then, using Eqn. (23), we find our frequency spread to be Aw ~ .036 s~1. Using
my = .94(85mg+66mg) and E, = .06(85me+66m ), we then find the remnant velocity and force given by v, = 18.03
km/s and F, = 4.04 x 10%¢ N or F, = 3.3 x 10~ F}, respectively. As such, we find a recoil velocity which, although
is rather large, most likely is not strong enough to eject the remnant from the host galaxy. Interestingly enough, the
force imparted on the remnant to yield such a velocity is on the order of 30 nano-Planck force, see Figures 2 and 3
below for plots of the velocities and forces for the same mass parameters as a function of binary orbital frequency.
Note, these calculations were done using the approximations from Eqn.’s (29) and (31) which depend on the energy
radiated, E,., and should only be considered as an upper bound since we did not take into account things like binding
energy. Using the full formulae, we find v, = 16.1 km/s and F, = 3.7 x 10~ F,, which demonstrates the accuracy of
the approximations employed.
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FIG. 2. The recoil velocity for a binary system [29] with m1 = 85msun and ma = 66msy, and recoil mass m, = .94(mq + m2)
as a function of the maximum binary orbital frequency. V.4, is the upper bound on the velocity for the case when all energy
radiated by the system goes into accelerating the remnant. Here, we compare the computed recoil velocity to the characteristic
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FIG. 3. The recoil force imparted on a binary system [29] with mi = 85msun and ma = 66msun and recoil mass m, =

.94(m1 + m2) as a function of the maximum binary orbital frequency. Finaz is the upper bound on the force for the case when
all energy radiated by the system goes into accelerating the remnant. We also compare the forces imparted during the recoil

event to the Planck force, Fj, = 1.21 x 10** N.



10
VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript we examined the emission of gravitational waves from binary inspiral using an Unruh-DeWitt
detector coupled to gravitons. We successfully reproduced the Peters-Mathews equation as well as examined the
effect of recoil on the gravitational wave frequency. We find a splitting of the fundamental frequency as a signature
of radiation reaction. We also computed the final state velocity and forces present due to the recoil and find that the
higher the peak frequency, the larger the remnant velocity and thus forces present. The typical forces imparted on
the remnant are also on the order of ~10 nano-Planck force.
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