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The precise modeling of binary black hole coalescences in generic planar orbits is a crucial step to
disentangle dynamical and isolated binary formation channels through gravitational-wave observations.
The merger regime of such coalescences exhibits a significantly higher complexity compared to the
quasicircular case, and cannot be readily described through standard parameterizations in terms
of eccentricity and anomaly. In the spirit of the Effective One Body formalism, we build on the
study of the test-mass limit, and introduce a new modelling strategy to describe the general-
relativistic dynamics of two-body systems in generic orbits. This is achieved through gauge-invariant
combinations of the binary energy and angular momentum, such as a dynamical “impact parameter”
at merger. These variables reveal simple “quasi-universal” structures of the pivotal merger parameters,
allowing to build an accurate analytical representation of generic (bounded and dynamically-bounded)
orbital configurations. We demonstrate the validity of these analytical relations using 311 numerical
simulations of bounded noncircular binaries with progenitors from the RIT and SXS catalogs, together
with a custom dataset of dynamical captures generated using the Einstein Toolkit, and test-mass
data in bound orbits. Our modeling strategy lays the foundations of accurate and complete waveform
models for systems in arbitrary orbits, bolstering observational explorations of dynamical formation
scenarios and the discovery of new classes of gravitational wave sources.

Introduction. Black hole (BH) binary mergers are
unique probes of dynamical formation channels in dense
environments [1, 2], and allow to push searches of new
physics [3, 4] into a stronger-field regime. Gravitational-
wave (GW) signals emitted by these systems can be
detected by interferometric observatories both on the
ground [5, 6] and in space [7], or by Pulsar Timing
Arrays [8–11]. Recently, significant effort has been
placed in their modelling and search [12–43], with one
signal being already consistent with a noncircular sce-
nario [15, 18, 44, 45]. Crucially, a significant fraction
of dynamically-formed sources are expected to lie in the
high-end of the mass distribution, due to hierarchical
mergers [46], pushing their inspiral outside the sensitive
band of ground-based detectors, and giving rise to a sig-
nal dominated by the merger-ringdown portion. While
several noncircular inspiral models have been developed,
both in bounded and dynamically-bounded [47–54] or-
bits, merger-ringdown waveforms instead still rely on a
quasicircular description [55–62], with the exception of a
numerical surrogate valid for small eccentricity [63]. Fur-
ther, analytical models have shown good accuracy also for
scattering orbits [64, 65], a set of configurations which is
crucial in the ongoing effort of connecting quantum scatter-
ing amplitude calculations with classical gravity [66–77].
Aside from theoretical considerations, complete models
are urgently needed to extend standard template searches
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based on quasicircular waveforms [78], which exhibit dra-
matic sensitivity loss to systems in arbitrary orbits [79].
Laying the foundations to go beyond quasicircular merger-
ringdown models is the main goal of this paper.

To this end, appropriate modeling variables capable of
capturing the noncircular merger structure are required.
For the bounded case, proposed modeling choices in the
literature are generalizations of the Newtonian definitions
of eccentricity and anomaly parameters. The most recent
proposals [63, 80–82] are based on waveform-constructed
quantities, ensuring gauge-invariance. However, these def-
initions rely on “pericenter” and “apocenter” frequencies
constructed from interpolation of the waveform frequency
minima and maxima. As a consequence, this method
does not apply to situations where only a modest num-
ber of waveform cycles is available, which include the
vast majority of numerical simulations with intermedi-
ate to high eccentricity, and dynamical-capture systems.
Moreover, an eccentricity defined from frequency min-
ima and maxima is intrinsically ill-defined at merger, nor
can be readily extended to the merger resulting from hy-
perbolic initial conditions. It is thus intuitive to expect
that these parameterisations do not allow for a simple
plunge-merger-ringdown modelling.

This is showcased in the top panel of Fig. 1, displaying
the behavior of the merger GW amplitude Amrg (defined
below) in the nonspinning equal-mass binary case as a
function of the initial orbital eccentricity. The displayed
one-dimensional relationship presents a highly complex
structure and wide bifurcations: the initial eccentricity
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FIG. 1. Top panel: merger amplitude as a function of the initial
nominal eccentricity for bounded equal mass nonspinnning
binaries. Their relationship is oscillatory and multi-valued.
Bottom panel: same quantity as above, but as a function
of a suitably defined dynamical impact parameter evaluated
at merger. The amplitude now displays a simple monotonic
dependence, even for hyperbolic-like systems (square markers).
The inset highlights the same relationship for bounded test-
mass data.

parameter does not allow for a smooth merger modeling
and, already for intermediate eccentricities, it does not
uniquely map the noncircular amplitude value. In the Sup-
plemental Material, which includes Refs. [83–88], we show
the same result to hold even when using the time-evolved
and gauge-invariant eccentricity parameter of Refs. [80–
82] for all the reference times available. Additionally, the
required interpolation fails for the vast majority of the
simulations shown, leaving a much smaller dataset to
be considered. The latter point also prevents to obtain
simple relationships when performing a two-dimensional
fit including a gauge-invariant anomaly parameter [82]:
the relationship becomes single-valued, but it presents a
highly complicated oscillatory structure difficult to resolve
with the very few points for which such parameter can be
computed. An equivalent behavior has been observed for
the late-time ringdown amplitudes, see Fig.10 of Ref. [89].

Here, we improve on the above parameterizations and
introduce a new modelling strategy valid for arbitrary
binary planar orbits, relying on results obtained in

the test mass limit [90]. The merger amplitude of a
particle in bounded eccentric orbits is a smooth function
of a suitably defined dynamical “impact parameter”,
as shown in the inset of the bottom panel in Fig. 1.
Now, no bifurcations arise and a simple structure
emerges. One of the main results of the paper is showing
how such parametrization can be generalized to the
comparable-mass case, previewed in the main bottom
panel of Fig. 1. We also consider dynamically-bounded
systems, showcasing the applicability of our parameter-
ization to comparable-mass binaries in generic orbits.
This is achieved through a single variable representing
the two-dimensional space of initial conditions in the
noncircular case, a highly non-trivial feature attesting the
effectiveness of our modeling strategy. Such variable thus
uncovers a new and non-trivial “quasi-universality” in the
merger-remnant structure, deepening the understanding
of the two-body dynamics. Our methodology, which
leverages the natural variables (energy and angular
momentum) describing a generic binary dynamic, readily
incorporates BH spins, as we show by including in
our study binaries with spins aligned to the orbital
angular momentum. Below, we detail the construction
and validation of our modeling variables, and of the
displayed relationships, similarly built for all key merger
parameters, shown in Fig. 2 in the nonspinning case.
The constructed relationships provide for the first
time the required corner stone for the completion
of semi-analytical aligned-spins models, significantly
increasing their agreement to numerical solutions (at the
∼ 99% match level even in the challenging late stages of
dynamical captures) [91]. Such models will significantly
extend the discovery horizon of GW searches for compact
binary coalescences.

Conventions. We use geometric units c = G = 1. The
gravitational-wave strain is decomposed in spin-weighted
spherical harmonics modes, hℓm(t), split in amplitude and
phase as hℓm(t) = Aℓm(t) eiϕℓm(t), with GW frequency,
ωℓm(t) ≡ 2πfℓm(t) = ϕ̇ℓm(t). Individual ADM masses of
the two BHs are denoted as m1,2, with M = m1 + m2,
the mass ratio q ≡ m1/m2 ≥ 1, the symmetric mass ratio
ν = m1m2/M2, individual BH spin components aligned
to the orbital angular momentum are denoted as χ1,2,
and the effective binary spin χeff = (m1χ1 + m2χ2)/M .
Since we will be focusing on the dominant (ℓ, m) = (2, ±2)
mode, we will drop the mode subscript. All available
modes are however used in the fluxes computations.

Variables construction. To model systems in arbi-
trary orbits, we start by considering the initial ADM
energy and angular momentum (EADM

0 , JADM
0 ). Their

values at time t, (E(t), J(t)) are obtained by subtract-
ing from (EADM

0 , JADM
0 ) the gravitational wave losses

(see the Supplemental Material for details), E(t) =
EADM

0 −
∫ t

t0
Ė(t′)dt′, J(t) = JADM

0 −
∫ t

t0
J̇(t′)dt′, where t0

is the simulation starting time and (Ė(t), J̇(t)) are the ra-
diated fluxes of energy and angular momentum. We define
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the merger quantities Emrg ≡ E(tmrg), Jmrg ≡ J(tmrg),
where the merger time tmrg is the merger time. In the
generic parameter space under study, a robust and physi-
cally meaningful definition of tmrg can be obtained select-
ing the time corresponding to the peak of the emission im-
mediately before a quasinormal-driven regime (ringdown)
begins. For all the configurations under consideration
here, this time simply corresponds to the last peak of
the quadrupolar waveform amplitude A22. It is important
to note that for generic initial data, this last peak does
not coincide with the largest maximum of A22, which can
occur at the periastron passage previous to the plunge-
merger, after which the system still displays a two-body
orbital dynamics incompatible with a merger definition.
For more extreme eccentricities (very close to the head-on
limit) and larger mass ratios the above definition can be
generalized by considering the peak of the total amplitude,
including higher harmonics, or by simultaneously fitting
for quasinormal-modes, still guaranteeing the applicability
of the above definition.

Even when considering merger-evolved quantities, a
key point to obtain accurate fits is to use dimensionless
variables factoring out the appropriate mass-scaling. In
particular, we use the mass-normalized energy hmrg ≡
Emrg/M and angular momentum jmrg ≡ Jmrg/(νM2).
The effective-one-body (EOB) approach to the two-body
general relativistic dynamics [92] is a powerful analyti-
cal method that maps the dynamics of a two-body sys-
tem into the dynamics of an effective body of mass
µ = m1m2/M moving into an effective external poten-
tial. The map between the real energy h and the effec-
tive energy (per unit mass) Êeff ≡ Eeff/µ is given by
Êeff(h, ν) = 1 + (h2 − 1)/(2ν). For scattering configu-
rations, an impact parameter of the form bEOB/M =
jh/

√
Ê2

eff − 1 can be defined, see Eq. (2.29) in Ref. [68]
or Eq. (2.5) in Ref. [93]. In the test-mass limit, i.e. the
case of a particle moving on a Schwarzschild BH, we
have h → 1, while Êeff becomes the real energy of the
particle. The parameter bEOB/M is well defined only
when Êeff > 1 and thus it cannot be straightforwardly
applied, as it is our intention, to characterize the dy-
namics of bound configurations, where Êeff < 1. Thus,
inspired by recent results in the test-mass limit [90], we
use as dynamical impact parameter at merger the quan-
tity b̂mrg = bmrg/M ≡ jmrg h(Êmrg

eff , ν)/Êmrg
eff , that is the

one used in the right panel of Fig. 1. As fitting variables,
we will employ functions of {Êmrg

eff , jmrg, b̂mrg, νχeff}, de-
pending on whether we discuss quasi-universal relations,
or consider the full dimensionality of the parameter space.
This choice of parameters is key to obtain simple and ac-
curate relationships in arbitrary orbits, shifting the focus
from orbit-based quantities, to evolved dynamical ones,
more naturally incorporating radiation-reaction effects.

The key quantities determining the merger emis-
sion are {Amrg, ωmrg, Mf , af }, where af ≡ Jf /M2

f ,
(Mf , Jf ) denote the mass and spin of the remnant BH,
Amrg ≡ A(t = tmrg) and ωmrg ≡ ω(t = tmrg). We decide

to focus on modeling these quantities ratio compared
to the quasicircular case. This allows to scale leading
order dependences (e.g. on ν) observed independently of
the orbital configuration. We thus obtain a factorized
fit, straightforwardly applicable on top of quasicircular
values, maintaining the accuracy of the quasicircular limit,
where more simulations are available. Both astrophysical
inference and searches for new physics rely on merger-
remnant predictions in the quasicircular case, well-studied
both for remnant mass and spin [3, 78, 94–101], and
for merger quantities [102–104]. As fitting template, we
consider Y = Y0(1 + p1 Q + p2 Q2) · (1 + p3 Q + p4 Q2)−1

where Q is the dimensionless fitting variable, Y the ratio
of the modeled quantity with its quasicircular value, and
pk = bk (1 + ckX), with X ≡ 1 − 4ν, bk, ck ∈ R. We
found this function sufficiently simple and flexible to
capture the structure of our dataset [105]. Residuals
are defined by: ∆Y ≡ (Y − YNR)/YNR. Technical
details of the fits are provided in the Supplemental
Material. There, we also discuss how to incorporate these
relationships in an waveform template. It is important to
note that the above relationships only enter the merger
and post-merger portions of the waveform, while fluxes
are derived only through the pre-merger waveform.

Dataset. We restrict to binaries with progenitors spins
aligned to the orbital angular momentum and employ 311
publicly available noncircular bounded simulations. The
vast majority of them is contained in the RIT catalog [106],
complemented by available simulations from the SXS col-
laboration [107–119]. The RIT catalog spans the ranges
q = [1, 32], e0 = [0, 1], χ1,2 = [−0.8, 0.8], while the SXS
one has ranges q = [1, 3] e0 = [0, 0.2], χ1,2 = [−0.5, 0.85].
Here, e0 is the nominal gauge-dependent eccentricity of
the simulation. Additionally, we employ a custom dataset
of the latest stages of nonspinning dynamical captures sim-
ulations generated with the Einstein Toolkit (ET) pack-
age [120–124], with a range q = [1.0, 2.15], see Ref. [91].
These additional simulations allow us to show that the
quasi-universal behavior under investigation is not re-
stricted to bound orbits, but is a generic feature in planar
orbits. Finally, we consider also the test-mass data of
Ref. [90]. The latter are generated by eccentric inspirals
of a non-spinning test-particle around a Schwarzschild
BH, driven by a EOB-based radiation reaction. They
span a large range of eccentricities, and have been com-
puted by numerically solving the Regge-Wheeler and
Zerilli (RWZ) inhomogeneous equations [125–128] with
RWZHyp [129–131].

Details of simulations used and our selection criterion
based on the quality of the numerical data (quantified by
balance laws), are provided in the Supplemental Material.
Results. We start by considering the equal mass non-
spinning case, with five free parameters in our template.
The results are shown in Fig. 2. The merger parameters
are well-described by Q = b̂mrg in our template, as ex-
pected from perturbation theory, while the remnant BH
properties Mf /Mqc

f (af /aqc
f ) are naturally expressed in
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FIG. 2. Quasi-universal relationships of the merger quantities in terms of dimensionless evolved variables, for nonspinning
configurations. For visual purposes, ET data are assigned eccentricity value 1. Note the smaller variation range of Mf compared
to the other quantities. Smaller panels indicate residuals as defined in the text.

terms of Q = Ê eff
mrg (jmrg). This level of discrepancy in

Amrg/Aqc
mrg is fully compatible with the expected numer-

ical error of the simulations (1%) for the vast majority
of the cases [106]. Note the non-monotonic behaviour of
the amplitude as a function of eccentricity: a stronger
merger emission is observed for moderate eccentricities,
while larger eccentricities display a highly suppressed
merger amplitude. The non-monotonic behaviour of the
amplitude as a function of eccentricity is smoothly ac-
counted for by our variable. In the case of ωmrg/ωqc

mrg,
the residuals stay below 3% for the majority of the cases
(83/91 simulations), with a few outliers that reach up to
10%. As discussed in Ref. [90], the ωmrg variation with
eccentricity is suppressed compared to the amplitude for
intermediate eccentricities, hence the impact of numerical
noise on this quantity is larger (compare the patterns
regularity between top left and right panels of Fig. 3).
The impact on noncircular corrections on Mf /Mqc

f is the
smallest among all considered quantities. Our parame-
terization captures its variation with an accuracy better
than 0.5% for almost all simulations (89/91 cases). The
visual spread of the datapoints with respect to our model
is apparently larger compared to the one encountered
for other quantities, but fully within numerical accuracy
O(0.1%), Ref. [106], and consistent with our flux-based
analysis discussed above. The noncircular behavior of

af is very well captured by the evolved variable jmrg,
with better than 1% accuracy for almost all simulations
considered (88/91 cases). Note the large variation (up to
35%) compared to the quasicircular case.

Although our strategy allows for an accurate representa-
tion with a single effective parameter (quasi-universality),
residuals show a subdominant trend. This is expected,
since initial conditions in the noncircular case are deter-
mined by two parameters, not one. The generalization
of the above relationship beyond quasi-universality, in-
cluding two parameters, is discussed in the Supplemen-
tal Material. Such generalizations naturally provide yet
smaller residuals (given the larger dimensionality of the
parameter space employed), allowing to construct even
more accurate models.

Our description maintains a comparable accuracy
also in the nonspinning unequal mass case, where
ν−dependent corrections are folded-in through the pk

factors in our template. The number of free parameters
is now nine, and results are shown in Fig. 3. Even in
this extended parameter space, the datapoints lie on a
surface, and display smooth changes in terms of the fit-
ting variables all the way to the test mass case. In the
Supplemental Material we discuss the extension of these
fits beyond quasi-universality. The inclusion of multiple
variables has a more pronounced impact on the unequal-
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FIG. 3. Quasi-universal relationships for the nonspinning unequal mass dataset (SXS, ET, RIT catalogs, with markers matching
the previous figures, and triangles indicating RWZ data). The same structure observed in the equal mass case holds for arbitrary
mass ratios, including the test mass limit.

mass dataset, bringing the accuracy to the remarkable
level already achieved in the equal mass case, with the
bulk of the residuals of O(1%) on (Amrg, af ), O(3%) on
ωmrg, and O(0.1%) on Mf .

Finally, our generic strategy can be straightforwardly
applied to the case of progenitors with spin. Since this
application is conceptually identical to the nonspinning
case, we defer these results to the Supplemental Material.
There, we show how the same relationships are naturally
extended to this case, with an accuracy at the same level
of the nonspinning one.
Discussion. We have identified the existence of nontriv-
ial order and a simple structure in all public NR simula-
tions of noncircular binaries with aligned-spins progeni-
tors. This structure relies on evolved dynamical variables,
such as the dynamical impact parameter b̂mrg, uncovering
quasi-universal relationships yielding highly accurate mod-
els of the merger properties. Such construction, inspired
from the behavior observed in the test-mass limit, avoids

the issues arising from eccentricity-based parameteriza-
tions and frequency peaks interpolations. Our results
apply equally well to bounded and hyperbolic-like orbits
from multiple NR catalogs (including test-mass data),
unifying these a priori different regimes into a unique
framework. The presented relationships yield the neces-
sary building blocks required to construct highly accurate,
semi-analytical full-waveform models, valid for generic
planar orbits with mismatches smaller than 1% [91]. This
strategy will allow to include numerical information into
phenomenological waveform models (see Suppl. Mat.)
even beyond what has been considered here. For ex-
ample, a natural application will be to generalize the
templates of Refs. [132, 133], incorporating their coef-
ficients dependence on b̂mrg. These results enable new
exciting discoveries of binaries in non-standard configura-
tions, with dramatic implications on our understanding
of binary formation in chaotic astrophysical settings.

Our parameterization will also aid parameter estima-
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tion of GW signals emitted by noncircular binaries. The
correlations shown in Fig. 2 of Ref. [44] can now be seen
to indicate the impact parameter as leading-order measur-
able quantity. The same reasoning applies to the band-like
structure observed in the number of encounters as a
function of the binary initial conditions [44, 51]. We thus
expect our new variables to allow for a much easier sam-
pling convergence (due to the higher degree of smoothness
of our parameterization), unlocking new observational
investigations of GW signals sourced by binaries in
generic orbits, previously hindered by computational cost.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Alternative parameterizations. In Fig. 4 we show
the relationship between b̂mrg and e0. As expected from
Fig. 1 in the main text, the relationship is oscillatory and
multi-valued. It can be appreciated how even for very
large eccentricities, the impact parameter still attains
values far from the head-on case (b̂mrg = 0).

Instead, Fig. 5 displays the relationship between Amrg
and egw, the gauge-invariant eccentricity parameter
introduced in Ref. [82]. The latter was computed using
the gw_eccentricity-v1.0.4 package [82], with the
“Amplitude” method applied to h22, at a reference time
tref = −500M with respect to the waveform peak. We
have also experimented with all other methods available
in the package and tref ranging within [−1500, 0]M ,
obtaining a smaller number of successes in measuring
the eccentricity and anomaly parameters. This shows
how the results shown in Fig.1 of the main text are
not dependent on the specific eccentricity parameter
employed, since the relationship remains multi-valued
even when using a gauge-invariant eccentricity parameter.
At the same time, a much smaller number of points
remain available to perform the fits, with no data above
egw = 0.4, implying that this method cannot be employed
for our scopes.

Fluxes computation. The energy and angular momen-
tum fluxes are computed according to:

Ė = 1
16π

ℓmax∑
ℓ=2

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

|ḣℓm|2 (1)

J̇ = 1
16π

ℓmax∑
ℓ=2

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

m · Im(hℓm · ḣ∗
ℓm) (2)

(3)

with all the available modes: ℓmax = 5 for RIT, ℓmax =
8 for SXS, and ℓmax = 8 for ET data. For ET data we
do not include the m = 0 modes as they are not well-
resolved in the simulation. These modes are however
completely negligible compared to the total flux for all
the configurations considered in this study. Derivatives
are computed using centered second order accurate finite-
differencing. For data which are equally spaced (such
as in the RIT catalog), integrals are computed using
second order accurate discrete anti-derivatives, while for
unequally spaced data (such as the ones available from the
SXS catalog) we use the trapezoidal rule accessed through
numpy. We verified that for all the data considered, the
time step is sufficiently small that numerical inaccuracies
introduce negligible errors. An implementation of the
second order accurate formulas we use is publicly available
in the core-watpy waveform analysis package [134].
Template implementation. In our study, we construct
appropriate variables evaluated at tmrg to model the key
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FIG. 4. Impact parameter at merger as a function of the initial
nominal eccentricity for bounded equal mass binaries.
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FIG. 5. Merger amplitude as a function of the gauge-invariant
eccentricity computed through the gw_eccentricity package,
for bounded equal mass binaries.

merger parameters. Waveform models are instead gener-
ated by specifying a set of initial conditions. Hence, when
applying our variables to the construction of an inspiral-
plunge-merger-ringdown model, the following practical
procedure would be followed:

1. Initial conditions are set by (EADM
0 , JADM

0 ). If work-
ing within an EOB framework, the appropriate
transformation between EOB and ADM coordinates
should be applied. An implementation of this step
was already achieved in Ref. [44];

2. The pre-merger waveform is used to compute the
GW fluxes, yielding (E(t), J(t)). A tabulation or
analytic representation of the fluxes could also be
pre-implemented to reduce the “online” computa-
tional cost. Inaccuracies due to semi-analytical
approximations in the waveform model would enter
this step, eventually deteriorating the accuracy of
the predicted merger/remnant quantities. Given the
smooth functional form of the relationships found,
we expect our fits to be little sensitive against small
errors in the fluxes. The propagation of such er-
rors on merger/remnant fits would be less than
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linear, hence suppressed, when using evolved en-
ergy/angular momentum variables. This is because
approximate semi-analitic fluxes control the varia-
tion of E(t), J(t) with respect to initial conditions,
not their absolute values;

3. The modelling variables {Êmrg
eff , jmrg, b̂mrg} are con-

structed using evolved quantities (E(t), J(t)), and
{Amrg, ωmrg, Mf , af } computed through Eq. (1) in
the main text or Eq. (4) below;

4. The post-peak model in which {Amrg, ωmrg, Mf , af }
are used is constructed.

The key point is that quantities discussed in this
paper directly enter only the post-merger portion, while
fluxes are computed through the pre-merger part of
the waveform only. We stress that this strategy is not
restricted to EOB models, but can instead be applied to
a generic IMR waveform template.

Details of the fits. Lacking a simulation error estimate
for our full dataset, we simply use a non-linear least
squares algorithm to minimise the difference between
our target quantities {Amrg, ωmrg, Mf , af } and our
template, Eq. (1) in the main text. We adopt the
scipy.optimize.least_squares function, bounding
all the coefficients within the interval [−10, 10]. To
avoid missing the minimum of the parameter space
the algorithm is exploring, we repeat the fit with 10
different seed values for the coefficients, selecting the
seed yielding the coefficients with the smallest value of
the cost function. The seed values are extracted from
a normal distribution N (1, 1). We verified that the
different seeds deliver compatible residuals. This points
to a good convergence of the procedure, as expected
in a low-dimensional problem when employing a set
of variables that allow for a smooth parameterization,
such as the ones described in the main text. It is
worth stressing that in Fig. (2) of the main text we
are quoting residuals relative to the quasicircular case.
Since the quantities under consideration have absolute
values below unity, for the vast majority of our dataset
the error on the absolute values of the noncircular
quantities will be smaller than the ones reported. The
resulting coefficients and a python implementation
of our factorised fits, which can be straightfor-
wardly applied to augment existing quasicircular
ones [94, 97, 102, 103], are publicly available in the repos-
itory: github.com/GCArullo/noncircular_BBH_fits.

Beyond quasi-universality. In the main text we
showed how the merger quantities dependence on the
initial conditions can be very well-captured by a single
effective parameter. However, at a given initial frequency,
the full binary dynamics in the noncircular case is de-
termined by two parameters, typically chosen to be an
eccentricity and anomaly parameter in the bounded case.
In the scattering case, to go beyond a description based

on the impact parameter, one would need to include the
asymptotic impulse [83, 93]. To complement b̂mrg, we
instead use Êmrg

eff as an additional parameter. In the case
of the remnant mass, which was already modeled through
Êmrg

eff , we chose instead jmrg.
When using more than one fitting variable, we gener-

alise Eq. (1) in the main text to include a product of
rational functions, one per fitting quantity:

Ỹ =
2∏

i=1
Ỹ0

(
1 + p1,i Qi + p2,i Q2

i

1 + p3,i Qi + p4,i Q2
i

)
, (4)

where pk,i = bk,i (1 + ck,iX) and bk,i, ck,i ∈ R.
The results of these generalized relationships are shown

in Fig. 6 for the equal mass case. Although the additional
variable helps in resolving subdominant structures present
in our dataset, the residuals improvement compared to
the single-variable case presented in the main text is
modest. This feature is not surprising since the precision
of the single-variable relationships was already close to
the expected numerical accuracy. Considering that the
number of free parameters contained in our new ansatz
almost doubled, this shows that b̂mrg is already capturing
close to the whole information content. The residuals
of the unequal mass case, depending on three fitting
variables, are instead reported as histograms in Fig. 7.
In this more general case (except for af ), the second
fitting variable has a more significant impact: the same
remarkable accuracy obtained for the equal-mass case is
now maintained also for the full dataset. Improvements
to these relationships might come from more accurate
NR simulations, or more flexible fitting functions.

Spinning binaries. Having modelled the merger struc-
ture using variables that encode the binary dynamics, it
is straightforward to extend the relationships presented
in the main text to the case of binaries with spins aligned
to the orbital angular momentum. To incorporate the
dominant spins effect, we use as fitting variable χeff , the
leading-order spin parameter in a post-Newtonian expa-
sion [84]. We repeat the fit described in the main text on
the RIT spinning equal-mass dataset with the addition
of this variable, but without changing any other element
(fit functional form, number of free coefficients per fitting
variable, etc.).

We show the results of this fit in Figs. 8,9. In principle,
the fits should be performed using four fitting variables
(two to represent the initial conditions, and two for the
binary spins). In Fig. 8, we show the results when as-
suming a single effective parameter to describe the two-
dimensional space of the initial conditions, and the single
effective parameter χeff to incorporate spin effects. The
result shown in the figure, demonstrates how the “quasi-
universal” relationships presented in the main text hold
even in the spinning case, i.e. for the generic case of planar
orbits. The relationships remain in fact single-valued and
non-oscillatory, with a smooth functional form. Residuals

https://github.com/GCArullo/noncircular_BBH_fits
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FIG. 6. Two-dimensional relationships of the merger quantities in terms of the dimensionless evolved variables for the comparable
mass nonspinning dataset (SXS, ET, RIT, with markers matching the previous figures).

on the amplitude remain below 2% for 96% of the cases,
with only two outliers beyond 3%. The merger frequency
keeps showing more noisy results, but we can still obtain
residuals below 5% for 93% of the cases, when still assum-
ing four free parameters per fitting variable. The final
mass keeps being the best modelled parameter, with 99%
of cases below the 1% threshold. Also the remnant spin
is very well-constrained, with 93% of datapoints having
residuals smaller than 2%, and 99% below 3%.

Going beyond the quasi-universal case, in Fig. 9 we
now report the residuals of the fit employing two vari-
ables to represent the space of initial conditions, and
χeff to incorporate spin effects. The residuals show a
small, but non-negligible improvement compared to the
quasi-universal case, eliminating a few outliers. Notably,
although the parameter space has considerably extended
compared to the one discussed in the main text, the resid-

uals remain small and comparable to the nonspinning
case. The merger amplitude now shows 99% of cases with
residuals below the 2% level, with a single outlier beyond
3%. The frequency doesn’t show any large improvement,
with 97% of cases below 10%. Instead, the remnant mass
can be captured with remarkable accuracy, with 98% of
the dataset below 0.5% and all points below 1%. The
remnant spin fit also considerably improves in this case,
with 97% of cases below 2% and all resuduals below 3%.

These relationships could be further extended by con-
sidering the subdominant anti-symmetric contributions
to aligned-spin binaries, and by incorporating the appro-
priate time-dependent rotation factors in the case of spins
misaligned with the orbital angular momentum (precess-
ing case). We leave the exploration of these extensions to
future work.
Simulations dataset. Inspection of the waveform ampli-
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FIG. 7. Residuals corresponding to the three variables fits (same combinations as Fig. 6, plus the symmetric mass ratio) for the
full nonspinning dataset.

tude around merger for highly eccentric simulations con-
tained in the RIT catalog reveals that in cases with typical
e0 ≳ 0.9, a sharp transition from a smooth morphology to
a highly oscillatory one takes place. This change is due to
the (ℓ, m) = (2, ±2) mode becoming almost purely real,
a feature which is also observed in the merger-ringdown
of test particles undergoing a radial plunge [85, 86]. To
obtain a smooth quantity amenable to modelling, in these
cases it is necessary to consider the combined amplitude of
all the modes beyond the dominant one, including m = 0
modes. The transition to this “radial” behaviour happens
sharply for Amrg/ν ≃ 0.8. In these cases, multiple A22
local maxima are observed during the ringdown phase,
and a tmrg definition taking into account higher modes is
required. Since the purpose of this study is to model the
dominant mode, (ℓ, m) = (2, ±2), we do not include such
simulations in our dataset. For the same reason, we do
not include simulations with q > 3.

The computation of the fluxes not only involves the
strain modes, but also their time derivatives. Hence, it is
important to employ highly accurate waveforms, to avoid
outliers stemming from numerical error. We check which
simulations are accurate enough for our purposes by verify-
ing that balance laws are satisfied. Integrating throughout
the evolution, the relations Mf = E(tend), Jf = J(tend)
need to hold, where tend is the end time of the simulation.
The above relationships might be violated due to numeri-

cal error related to finite resolution or to the extrapolation
of the waveform to infinity. We find that on the considered
dataset, balance laws are typically violated at the 0.1%
(1%) level for Mf (Jf ). These numbers are fully with the
values reported Table II of [87] that refer to the case of
quasi-circular binaries. For some simulations, the above
relations are violated to a higher degree. Consequently,
we apply a “data quality” selection cut, excluding from
our dataset all simulations for which balance laws are
violated by more than 5%. We leave to future work the
inclusion of a small amount of simulations displaying a
“radial” merger behavior, since their modeling requires
accounting for the challenging set of m = 0 modes, not
always well-resolved in current simulations.

Finally, we note that error estimation in noncircular
binary mergers simulations presents several additional
complications compared to the well-studied quasicircu-
lar ones. For example, due to the non-monotonicity of
the signal frequency, the metric reconstruction cannot
be performed by multiplication in the frequency domain
with a cutoff [87]. We refer the reader to Ref. [91] for a
more in-depth discussion. We leave a detailed study of
the impact of numerical error on our modeling strategy to
the future, once more accurate or multi-resolution numer-
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FIG. 8. Two-dimensional relationships of the merger quantities in terms of the dimensionless evolved variables described in the
main text, and the effective spin parameter χeff , for the comparable mass aligned-spins dataset.

ical data will become available1. However, the smooth
structure observed through the proposed method, and the
agreement with the behavior observed in the test-mass
case [90] (similarly to what happens in the quasicircular
case [88, 102]), indicate that a sub-percentage agreement
will likely be achieved with higher accuracy data.

The ET dataset has been verified to correspond to
the last stages of dynamical captures by showing their
agreement with waveforms from dynamical capture config-
urations (EADM

0 > 1) starting at larger initial separation,

1 RIT simulations, constituting the vast majority of our dataset,
are only available at a single resolution, hence currently this error
cannot be straightforwardly estimated.

for which the initial energy drops below unity at shorter
radii due to repeated GW emission from multiple encoun-
ters at early times [91].

The considered simulations and their relevant parame-
ters are given in the tables below. Tab. I reports the list of
full numerical simulations, and Tab. II reports test-mass
data.
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aligned-spins dataset.
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TABLE I: List of full numerical simulations included in our dataset, and
selected associated parameters.

ID q χ1 χ2 e0 EADM
0 JADM

0 Êmrg
eff jmrg b̂mrg

RIT-1090 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9907 1.0028 0.8812 2.8108 3.0935
RIT-1091 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0020 0.9907 1.0018 0.8808 2.8083 3.0920
RIT-1092 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0040 0.9907 1.0008 0.8808 2.8079 3.0915
RIT-1093 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0060 0.9907 0.9998 0.8809 2.8088 3.0922
RIT-1094 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0080 0.9906 0.9988 0.8817 2.8141 3.0958
RIT-1095 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0100 0.9906 0.9978 0.8810 2.8099 3.0930
RIT-1096 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0150 0.9906 0.9953 0.8810 2.8106 3.0939
RIT-1097 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0200 0.9905 0.9927 0.8807 2.8095 3.0935
RIT-1098 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0400 0.9903 0.9825 0.8839 2.8241 3.1010
RIT-1099 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0500 0.9901 0.9774 0.8805 2.8050 3.0891
RIT-1100 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0600 0.9900 0.9723 0.8801 2.8084 3.0940
RIT-1101 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0700 0.9899 0.9671 0.8821 2.8226 3.1039
RIT-1102 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0800 0.9898 0.9619 0.8830 2.8219 3.1008
RIT-1103 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0900 0.9897 0.9566 0.8817 2.8078 3.0888
RIT-1104 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1000 0.9896 0.9513 0.8808 2.8070 3.0905
RIT-1105 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1100 0.9894 0.9460 0.8822 2.8266 3.1081
RIT-1106 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1200 0.9893 0.9407 0.8831 2.8348 3.1149
RIT-1107 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1300 0.9892 0.9354 0.8833 2.8278 3.1067
RIT-1108 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1400 0.9891 0.9300 0.8830 2.8134 3.0915
RIT-1109 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1450 0.9890 0.9273 0.8818 2.8023 3.0826
RIT-1110 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1570 0.9889 0.9207 0.8784 2.7928 3.0811
RIT-1111 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1600 0.9889 0.9191 0.8784 2.7985 3.0874
RIT-1112 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1700 0.9887 0.9136 0.8790 2.8185 3.1080
RIT-1113 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1800 0.9886 0.9081 0.8833 2.8486 3.1295
RIT-1114 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1850 0.9886 0.9053 0.8849 2.8556 3.1329
RIT-1115 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1950 0.9884 0.8997 0.8863 2.8527 3.1257
RIT-1116 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2000 0.9884 0.8969 0.8877 2.8519 3.1212
RIT-1117 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2100 0.9883 0.8913 0.8876 2.8320 3.0998
RIT-1118 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2350 0.9880 0.8771 0.8752 2.7837 3.0799
RIT-1119 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2450 0.9879 0.8713 0.8792 2.8352 3.1258
RIT-1120 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2500 0.9878 0.8685 0.8857 2.8834 3.1612
RIT-1121 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2650 0.9876 0.8597 0.8832 2.8837 3.1682
RIT-1122 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2750 0.9875 0.8539 0.8868 2.9052 3.1819
RIT-1123 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2850 0.9874 0.8479 0.8977 2.9618 3.2138
RIT-1124 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3000 0.9872 0.8390 0.9049 2.9894 3.2242
RIT-1125 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3500 0.9866 0.8085 0.9114 2.9560 3.1707
RIT-1201 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0020 0.9918 0.8910 0.8904 2.8875 3.1629
RIT-1202 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0040 0.9917 0.8901 0.8882 2.8743 3.1545
RIT-1203 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0060 0.9917 0.8892 0.8885 2.8760 3.1558
RIT-1204 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0080 0.9917 0.8883 0.8884 2.8752 3.1552
RIT-1205 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0100 0.9917 0.8874 0.8885 2.8758 3.1554
RIT-1206 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0150 0.9916 0.8851 0.8888 2.8770 3.1560
RIT-1207 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0200 0.9916 0.8829 0.8884 2.8746 3.1544
RIT-1208 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0300 0.9915 0.8784 0.8903 2.8890 3.1648
RIT-1209 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0400 0.9914 0.8738 0.8892 2.8830 3.1614
RIT-1210 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0500 0.9913 0.8693 0.8910 2.8889 3.1629
RIT-1211 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0600 0.9912 0.8647 0.8879 2.8697 3.1505
RIT-1212 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0700 0.9910 0.8601 0.8877 2.8763 3.1582
RIT-1213 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0800 0.9909 0.8554 0.8890 2.8863 3.1656
RIT-1214 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0900 0.9908 0.8508 0.8926 2.8998 3.1703
RIT-1215 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1000 0.9907 0.8461 0.8894 2.8741 3.1511
RIT-1216 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1100 0.9906 0.8414 0.8860 2.8635 3.1489
RIT-1217 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1200 0.9905 0.8366 0.8910 2.9046 3.1800
RIT-1218 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1300 0.9904 0.8319 0.8913 2.9046 3.1790
RIT-1219 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1400 0.9903 0.8271 0.8933 2.9031 3.1718
RIT-1220 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1500 0.9902 0.8222 0.8912 2.8793 3.1518
RIT-1221 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1600 0.9901 0.8174 0.8865 2.8626 3.1467
RIT-1222 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1700 0.9900 0.8125 0.8877 2.8904 3.1738

Continued on next page
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TABLE I – continued from previous page

ID q χ1 χ2 e0 EADM
0 JADM

0 Êmrg
eff jmrg b̂mrg

RIT-1223 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1800 0.9899 0.8076 0.8897 2.9101 3.1898
RIT-1224 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9898 0.8027 0.8963 2.9433 3.2071
RIT-1226 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2100 0.9896 0.7927 0.8926 2.8832 3.1522
RIT-1227 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2200 0.9895 0.7877 0.8903 2.8652 3.1388
RIT-1228 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2300 0.9894 0.7826 0.8848 2.8608 3.1494
RIT-1229 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2400 0.9893 0.7775 0.8848 2.8919 3.1837
RIT-1230 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2500 0.9892 0.7724 0.8931 2.9587 3.2331
RIT-1231 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2700 0.9890 0.7620 0.8993 2.9990 3.2594
RIT-1232 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3000 0.9886 0.7462 0.9132 3.0524 3.2775
RIT-1241 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9909 0.9824 0.8824 2.8210 3.1034
RIT-1242 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0020 0.9909 0.9814 0.8827 2.8224 3.1043
RIT-1243 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0040 0.9909 0.9805 0.8824 2.8204 3.1029
RIT-1244 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0060 0.9909 0.9795 0.8824 2.8205 3.1030
RIT-1245 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0080 0.9908 0.9785 0.8819 2.8178 3.1013
RIT-1246 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0100 0.9908 0.9775 0.8829 2.8233 3.1048
RIT-1247 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0150 0.9908 0.9750 0.8825 2.8222 3.1045
RIT-1248 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0200 0.9907 0.9726 0.8830 2.8255 3.1070
RIT-1249 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0300 0.9906 0.9676 0.8819 2.8201 3.1039
RIT-1250 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0400 0.9905 0.9626 0.8831 2.8237 3.1046
RIT-1251 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0500 0.9904 0.9576 0.8822 2.8177 3.1005
RIT-1252 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0600 0.9902 0.9525 0.8827 2.8265 3.1086
RIT-1253 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0700 0.9901 0.9474 0.8822 2.8271 3.1107
RIT-1254 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0800 0.9900 0.9423 0.8835 2.8296 3.1100
RIT-1255 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0900 0.9899 0.9372 0.8828 2.8177 3.0989
RIT-1256 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1000 0.9898 0.9320 0.8835 2.8249 3.1048
RIT-1257 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1100 0.9897 0.9268 0.8834 2.8361 3.1173
RIT-1258 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1200 0.9895 0.9216 0.8835 2.8411 3.1228
RIT-1259 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1300 0.9894 0.9164 0.8875 2.8576 3.1298
RIT-1260 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1400 0.9893 0.9111 0.8847 2.8275 3.1045
RIT-1261 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1500 0.9892 0.9058 0.8849 2.8244 3.1004
RIT-1262 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1600 0.9891 0.9004 0.8799 2.8099 3.0981
RIT-1263 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1700 0.9890 0.8950 0.8810 2.8340 3.1216
RIT-1264 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1800 0.9889 0.8896 0.8847 2.8608 3.1411
RIT-1265 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9887 0.8842 0.8886 2.8769 3.1480
RIT-1266 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.2000 0.9886 0.8787 0.8892 2.8648 3.1331
RIT-1267 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.2100 0.9885 0.8732 0.8880 2.8387 3.1077
RIT-1268 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.2200 0.9884 0.8677 0.8832 2.8025 3.0810
RIT-1269 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.2300 0.9883 0.8621 0.8805 2.8054 3.0917
RIT-1270 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.2400 0.9882 0.8565 0.8779 2.8219 3.1167
RIT-1271 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.2500 0.9880 0.8508 0.8867 2.8954 3.1734
RIT-1272 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.2700 0.9878 0.8394 0.8872 2.9120 3.1902
RIT-1273 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.3000 0.9875 0.8220 0.9042 2.9885 3.2265
RIT-1274 1.3333 0.0000 0.0000 0.3500 0.9869 0.7921 0.9132 2.9680 3.1802
RIT-1282 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9943 1.2099 0.8810 2.8193 3.1035
RIT-1283 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2775 0.9938 1.1427 0.8825 2.8190 3.0991
RIT-1284 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3276 0.9936 1.1024 0.8797 2.8076 3.0941
RIT-1285 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9934 1.0755 0.8827 2.8292 3.1097
RIT-1286 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3994 0.9932 1.0419 0.8841 2.8052 3.0797
RIT-1287 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3916 0.9932 1.0486 0.8826 2.8339 3.1152
RIT-1288 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4148 0.9931 1.0284 0.8849 2.8346 3.1096
RIT-1289 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4071 0.9932 1.0351 0.8782 2.8022 3.0922
RIT-1290 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4300 0.9930 1.0150 0.8810 2.8310 3.1162
RIT-1291 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4224 0.9931 1.0217 0.8790 2.7721 3.0569
RIT-1292 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4450 0.9930 1.0015 0.8769 2.7606 3.0496
RIT-1293 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4375 0.9930 1.0083 0.8872 2.8383 3.1075
RIT-1294 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4598 0.9929 0.9881 0.8903 2.8707 3.1348
RIT-1295 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4524 0.9929 0.9948 0.8806 2.8327 3.1192
RIT-1296 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4744 0.9928 0.9746 0.8745 2.7812 3.0788
RIT-1297 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4671 0.9928 0.9814 0.8834 2.7850 3.0593
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ID q χ1 χ2 e0 EADM
0 JADM

0 Êmrg
eff jmrg b̂mrg

RIT-1298 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4888 0.9927 0.9612 0.8895 2.8682 3.1341
RIT-1299 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4816 0.9928 0.9679 0.8863 2.8747 3.1501
RIT-1300 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5030 0.9927 0.9478 0.8752 2.7620 3.0559
RIT-1301 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4959 0.9927 0.9545 0.8893 2.8178 3.0797
RIT-1302 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5170 0.9926 0.9343 0.8868 2.8909 3.1662
RIT-1303 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5100 0.9926 0.9410 0.8800 2.8455 3.1350
RIT-1304 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5308 0.9925 0.9209 0.8908 2.8536 3.1148
RIT-1305 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5239 0.9925 0.9276 0.8898 2.8872 3.1541
RIT-1306 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5444 0.9924 0.9074 0.8700 2.7304 3.0345
RIT-1307 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5376 0.9925 0.9142 0.8865 2.7831 3.0490
RIT-1308 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5578 0.9924 0.8940 0.8952 2.9740 3.2341
RIT-1309 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5511 0.9924 0.9007 0.8732 2.8194 3.1246
RIT-1310 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5710 0.9923 0.8805 0.9090 3.0481 3.2762
RIT-1311 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5644 0.9923 0.8873 0.8972 2.9883 3.2441
RIT-1312 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5775 0.9923 0.8738 0.9145 3.0661 3.2802
RIT-1313 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5904 0.9922 0.8604 0.9238 3.0839 3.2740
RIT-1314 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6156 0.9921 0.8335 0.9313 3.0430 3.2108
RIT-1315 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6400 0.9919 0.8066 0.9384 2.9915 3.1383
RIT-1316 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6636 0.9918 0.7797 0.9431 2.9224 3.0542
RIT-1317 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6975 0.9916 0.7394 0.9493 2.8101 2.9223
RIT-1318 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9914 0.6722 0.9555 2.5943 2.6848
RIT-1319 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9911 0.6050 0.9589 2.3597 2.4355
RIT-1320 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9909 0.5377 0.9608 2.1145 2.1792
RIT-1321 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9907 0.4705 0.9613 1.8592 1.9152
RIT-1330 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9943 1.2077 0.8813 2.8053 3.0874
RIT-1331 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9934 1.0735 0.8812 2.8199 3.1039
RIT-1332 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.4375 0.9930 1.0064 0.8870 2.8459 3.1168
RIT-1333 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.4671 0.9929 0.9796 0.8869 2.8097 3.0773
RIT-1334 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.5100 0.9926 0.9393 0.8754 2.8155 3.1148
RIT-1335 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.5511 0.9924 0.8990 0.8707 2.8002 3.1107
RIT-1336 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.5775 0.9923 0.8722 0.9148 3.0699 3.2837
RIT-1337 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.6156 0.9921 0.8319 0.9322 3.0506 3.2167
RIT-1338 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.6400 0.9920 0.8051 0.9402 3.0044 3.1474
RIT-1339 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.6636 0.9918 0.7783 0.9436 2.9278 3.0588
RIT-1340 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.6975 0.9917 0.7380 0.9497 2.8145 2.9262
RIT-1341 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9914 0.6709 0.9556 2.5977 2.6880
RIT-1342 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9911 0.6038 0.9589 2.3623 2.4382
RIT-1343 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9909 0.5367 0.9608 2.1167 2.1814
RIT-1344 1.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9907 0.4696 0.9613 1.8610 1.9171
RIT-1353 1.2500 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9944 1.1961 0.8830 2.8237 3.1040
RIT-1354 1.2500 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9935 1.0632 0.8801 2.8136 3.1008
RIT-1364 1.2500 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9915 0.6645 0.9557 2.5986 2.6890
RIT-1365 1.2500 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9912 0.5980 0.9590 2.3629 2.4389
RIT-1366 1.2500 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9910 0.5316 0.9608 2.1171 2.1820
RIT-1367 1.2500 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9908 0.4651 0.9614 1.8612 1.9174
RIT-1376 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9945 1.1733 0.8831 2.8291 3.1117
RIT-1377 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9936 1.0429 0.8783 2.7979 3.0901
RIT-1378 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.4375 0.9932 0.9778 0.8884 2.8689 3.1409
RIT-1379 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.4671 0.9931 0.9517 0.8876 2.8258 3.0957
RIT-1380 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.5100 0.9929 0.9126 0.8802 2.8507 3.1433
RIT-1381 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.5511 0.9926 0.8735 0.8856 2.9036 3.1865
RIT-1382 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.5775 0.9925 0.8474 0.9222 3.1162 3.3147
RIT-1383 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.6156 0.9923 0.8083 0.9333 3.0588 3.2241
RIT-1384 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.6400 0.9922 0.7822 0.9377 2.9921 3.1424
RIT-1385 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.6636 0.9921 0.7561 0.9444 2.9337 3.0643
RIT-1386 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.6975 0.9919 0.7170 0.9502 2.8189 2.9306
RIT-1387 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9916 0.6518 0.9559 2.6004 2.6911
RIT-1388 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9914 0.5867 0.9591 2.3640 2.4403
RIT-1389 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9912 0.5215 0.9609 2.1177 2.1830
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0 Êmrg
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RIT-1390 1.4286 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9910 0.4563 0.9614 1.8616 1.9182
RIT-1399 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9947 1.1353 0.8858 2.8528 3.1333
RIT-1400 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9938 1.0092 0.8841 2.8180 3.0996
RIT-1401 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.4375 0.9934 0.9461 0.8887 2.8852 3.1606
RIT-1402 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.4671 0.9933 0.9209 0.8908 2.8579 3.1252
RIT-1403 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.5100 0.9931 0.8830 0.8840 2.8811 3.1693
RIT-1404 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.5511 0.9929 0.8452 0.9007 3.0131 3.2665
RIT-1405 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.5775 0.9928 0.8200 0.9244 3.1327 3.3283
RIT-1406 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.6156 0.9926 0.7821 0.9345 3.0680 3.2324
RIT-1407 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.6400 0.9924 0.7569 0.9442 3.0304 3.1673
RIT-1408 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.6636 0.9923 0.7316 0.9462 2.9457 3.0736
RIT-1409 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.6975 0.9922 0.6938 0.9536 2.8405 2.9461
RIT-1410 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9919 0.6307 0.9563 2.6036 2.6945
RIT-1411 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9917 0.5677 0.9593 2.3661 2.4428
RIT-1412 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9915 0.5046 0.9610 2.1189 2.1847
RIT-1413 1.6667 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9913 0.4415 0.9615 1.8633 1.9203
RIT-1422 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9949 1.0755 0.8889 2.8819 3.1612
RIT-1423 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9941 0.9560 0.8912 2.8819 3.1546
RIT-1424 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4375 0.9938 0.8963 0.8907 2.9129 3.1899
RIT-1425 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4671 0.9936 0.8724 0.8934 2.8901 3.1574
RIT-1426 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5100 0.9934 0.8365 0.8899 2.9329 3.2140
RIT-1427 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5511 0.9932 0.8007 0.9038 3.0511 3.3029
RIT-1428 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5775 0.9931 0.7768 0.9259 3.1454 3.3408
RIT-1429 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6156 0.9929 0.7409 0.9401 3.1012 3.2545
RIT-1430 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6400 0.9928 0.7170 0.9460 3.0417 3.1765
RIT-1431 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6636 0.9927 0.6931 0.9480 2.9563 3.0821
RIT-1432 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6975 0.9926 0.6573 0.9530 2.8362 2.9449
RIT-1433 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9923 0.5975 0.9572 2.6086 2.6992
RIT-1434 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9921 0.5378 0.9598 2.3689 2.4458
RIT-1435 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9919 0.4780 0.9612 2.1201 2.1865
RIT-1436 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9917 0.4183 0.9616 1.8627 1.9205
RIT-1445 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9953 0.9886 0.8931 2.9277 3.2058
RIT-1446 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9946 0.8787 0.8905 2.8916 3.1737
RIT-1447 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4375 0.9943 0.8238 0.8892 2.9052 3.1925
RIT-1448 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4671 0.9942 0.8018 0.9026 2.9890 3.2451
RIT-1449 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5100 0.9940 0.7689 0.8937 2.9715 3.2521
RIT-1450 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5511 0.9938 0.7359 0.9117 3.1204 3.3603
RIT-1451 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5775 0.9937 0.7140 0.9328 3.1961 3.3791
RIT-1452 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6156 0.9935 0.6810 0.9421 3.1204 3.2729
RIT-1453 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6400 0.9934 0.6590 0.9483 3.0620 3.1946
RIT-1454 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6636 0.9933 0.6371 0.9508 2.9788 3.1012
RIT-1455 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6975 0.9932 0.6041 0.9550 2.8535 2.9605
RIT-1456 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9929 0.5492 0.9584 2.6206 2.7110
RIT-1457 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9927 0.4943 0.9605 2.3770 2.4547
RIT-1458 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9926 0.4394 0.9614 2.1244 2.1922
RIT-1459 2.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9924 0.3844 0.9617 1.8658 1.9249
RIT-1468 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1900 0.9957 0.9075 0.8967 2.9637 3.2406
RIT-1469 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3600 0.9951 0.8067 0.8985 2.9763 3.2489
RIT-1470 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4375 0.9947 0.7563 0.8934 2.9121 3.1937
RIT-1471 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.4671 0.9946 0.7361 0.9045 3.0281 3.2872
RIT-1472 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5100 0.9945 0.7059 0.9033 3.0514 3.3161
RIT-1473 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5511 0.9943 0.6756 0.9155 3.1599 3.3964
RIT-1474 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.5775 0.9942 0.6555 0.9372 3.2278 3.4033
RIT-1475 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6156 0.9940 0.6252 0.9464 3.1486 3.2932
RIT-1476 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6400 0.9940 0.6050 0.9505 3.0767 3.2067
RIT-1477 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6636 0.9939 0.5849 0.9528 2.9916 3.1119
RIT-1478 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6975 0.9937 0.5546 0.9564 2.8630 2.9689
RIT-1479 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.9935 0.5042 0.9593 2.6266 2.7169
RIT-1480 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7975 0.9933 0.4538 0.9610 2.3803 2.4587
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RIT-1481 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8400 0.9932 0.4034 0.9617 2.1261 2.1948
RIT-1482 3.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8775 0.9930 0.3529 0.9618 1.8665 1.9267
RIT-1740 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.1900 0.9944 0.9750 0.9059 2.2301 2.4031
RIT-1741 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.3600 0.9935 0.8389 0.9075 2.2298 2.3997
RIT-1742 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.4375 0.9930 0.7709 0.9025 2.2387 2.4194
RIT-1743 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.4671 0.9929 0.7436 0.9018 2.1736 2.3502
RIT-1744 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.5100 0.9927 0.7028 0.9328 2.4622 2.5949
RIT-1745 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.5511 0.9924 0.6620 0.9407 2.3881 2.5007
RIT-1746 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.5775 0.9923 0.6347 0.9453 2.3236 2.4241
RIT-1747 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.6156 0.9921 0.5939 0.9484 2.1971 2.2865
RIT-1748 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.6400 0.9920 0.5667 0.9522 2.1208 2.2004
RIT-1749 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.6636 0.9918 0.5395 0.9560 2.0437 2.1141
RIT-1750 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.6975 0.9917 0.4986 0.9589 1.9096 1.9709
RIT-1751 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.7500 0.9914 0.4306 0.9607 1.6644 1.7153
RIT-1752 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.7975 0.9911 0.3625 0.9618 1.4122 1.4542
RIT-1753 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.8400 0.9909 0.2945 0.9620 1.1519 1.1860
RIT-1754 1.0000 -0.5000 -0.5000 0.8775 0.9907 0.2264 0.9619 0.8874 0.9138
RIT-1763 1.0000 -0.8000 -0.8000 0.1900 0.9945 0.8338 0.9165 1.8661 1.9931
RIT-1764 1.0000 -0.8000 -0.8000 0.3600 0.9935 0.6967 0.9179 1.8926 2.0191
RIT-1765 1.0000 -0.8000 -0.8000 0.4375 0.9931 0.6282 0.9201 1.9713 2.0992
RIT-1766 1.0000 -0.8000 -0.8000 0.4671 0.9929 0.6008 0.9356 2.0502 2.1557
RIT-1767 1.0000 -0.8000 -0.8000 0.5100 0.9927 0.5596 0.9442 1.9843 2.0721
RIT-1768 1.0000 -0.8000 -0.8000 0.5511 0.9925 0.5185 0.9490 1.8751 1.9505
RIT-1786 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.4375 0.9930 1.2483 0.8478 3.3397 3.7866
RIT-1787 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.4671 0.9928 1.2216 0.8393 3.2714 3.7381
RIT-1788 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.5100 0.9926 1.1817 0.8478 3.3036 3.7453
RIT-1789 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.5511 0.9924 1.1418 0.8417 3.3245 3.7901
RIT-1790 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.5775 0.9923 1.1152 0.8438 3.2682 3.7188
RIT-1793 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.6636 0.9918 1.0220 0.9026 3.6512 3.9455
RIT-1794 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.6975 0.9916 0.9821 0.9203 3.6174 3.8516
RIT-1795 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.7500 0.9914 0.9155 0.9415 3.4856 3.6476
RIT-1796 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.7975 0.9911 0.8490 0.9507 3.2846 3.4121
RIT-1797 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.8400 0.9909 0.7824 0.9557 3.0589 3.1650
RIT-1798 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.8775 0.9907 0.7159 0.9595 2.8258 2.9151
RIT-1799 1.0000 0.5000 0.5000 0.9100 0.9905 0.6493 0.9568 2.5513 2.6376
RIT-1807 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.4375 0.9930 1.3921 0.8209 3.6194 4.2072
RIT-1808 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.4671 0.9929 1.3656 0.8067 3.5327 4.1623
RIT-1809 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.5100 0.9926 1.3259 0.8119 3.5650 4.1795
RIT-1810 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.5511 0.9924 1.2862 0.8236 3.6033 4.1779
RIT-1811 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.5775 0.9923 1.2598 0.8266 3.6320 4.1993
RIT-1812 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.6156 0.9921 1.2201 0.8253 3.6168 4.1866
RIT-1813 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.6400 0.9920 1.1936 0.8773 3.9589 4.3721
RIT-1815 1.0000 0.8000 0.8000 0.6975 0.9917 1.1275 0.9078 4.1072 4.4187
RIT-1828 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.4375 0.9930 1.2004 0.8496 3.1979 3.6198
RIT-1829 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.4671 0.9929 1.1737 0.8578 3.2434 3.6443
RIT-1830 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.5100 0.9926 1.1337 0.8586 3.2731 3.6750
RIT-1831 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.5775 0.9923 1.0670 0.8639 3.3222 3.7123
RIT-1832 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.6400 0.9919 1.0003 0.9043 3.5489 3.8296
RIT-1833 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.6975 0.9916 0.9336 0.9296 3.4736 3.6702
RIT-1834 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.7500 0.9914 0.8669 0.9441 3.3061 3.4524
RIT-1835 1.0000 0.0000 0.8000 0.7975 0.9911 0.8002 0.9549 3.1139 3.2241
RIT-1899 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.1900 0.9944 1.0221 0.9026 2.3545 2.5442
RIT-1900 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.3600 0.9935 0.8864 0.8991 2.3277 2.5226
RIT-1901 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.4375 0.9931 0.8185 0.9062 2.3841 2.5685
RIT-1902 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.4671 0.9929 0.7913 0.9106 2.4398 2.6187
RIT-1903 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.5100 0.9927 0.7506 0.9179 2.5412 2.7111
RIT-1904 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.5511 0.9924 0.7098 0.9357 2.5434 2.6741
RIT-1905 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.5775 0.9923 0.6827 0.9410 2.4855 2.6022
RIT-1906 1.0000 0.0000 -0.8000 0.6400 0.9920 0.6148 0.9515 2.3075 2.3954

Continued on next page
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TABLE I – continued from previous page

ID q χ1 χ2 e0 EADM
0 JADM

0 Êmrg
eff jmrg b̂mrg

SXS-1355 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0678 0.9921 1.0719 0.8783 2.8044 3.0945
SXS-1356 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1975 0.9934 1.1467 0.8811 2.8096 3.0925
SXS-1357 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2211 0.9924 1.0823 0.8821 2.8049 3.0846
SXS-1358 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2186 0.9923 1.0759 0.8811 2.8094 3.0924
SXS-1359 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2178 0.9923 1.0721 0.8824 2.8156 3.0955
SXS-1360 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3636 0.9924 1.0682 0.8788 2.7941 3.0818
SXS-1361 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3326 0.9923 1.0668 0.8802 2.8009 3.0855
SXS-1362 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9925 1.0619 0.8828 2.8098 3.0881
SXS-1363 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9925 1.0608 0.8823 2.7970 3.0754
ET-37 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9943 0.7432 0.9621 2.8421 2.9259
ET-42 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9943 0.8263 0.9456 3.0592 3.1909
ET-42_q150 1.5000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9950 0.8263 0.9382 3.1313 3.2875
ET-42_q200 2.0000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9964 0.8263 0.9056 3.0975 3.3479
ET-42_q215 2.1500 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9969 0.8263 0.9140 3.0779 3.3041
ET-44 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9943 0.8579 0.9301 3.0833 3.2566
ET-46 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9943 0.8883 0.9123 3.0702 3.2907
ET-48 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9943 0.9177 0.8728 2.7504 3.0493
ET-50 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 - 0.9943 0.9460 0.8874 2.9056 3.1806
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TABLE II. List of test-mass data included in our dataset, and selected associated parameters. All evolutions start at apastron.

ID e0 Êmrg
eff jmrg b̂mrg

RWZ-1 0.0000 0.9423 3.4577 3.6695
RWZ-2 0.0500 0.9425 3.4602 3.6714
RWZ-3 0.1000 0.9430 3.4671 3.6768
RWZ-4 0.1500 0.9433 3.4720 3.6805
RWZ-5 0.2000 0.9444 3.4859 3.6911
RWZ-6 0.2500 0.9451 3.4936 3.6967
RWZ-7 0.3000 0.9463 3.5085 3.7077
RWZ-8 0.3500 0.9477 3.5247 3.7193
RWZ-9 0.4000 0.9504 3.5548 3.7403
RWZ-10 0.4500 0.9513 3.5649 3.7473
RWZ-11 0.5000 0.9546 3.5989 3.7702
RWZ-12 0.5500 0.9563 3.6165 3.7817
RWZ-13 0.6000 0.9593 3.6453 3.8001
RWZ-14 0.6500 0.9626 3.6774 3.8203
RWZ-15 0.7000 0.9666 3.7149 3.8433
RWZ-16 0.7500 0.9711 3.7562 3.8681
RWZ-17 0.8000 0.9752 3.7921 3.8885
RWZ-18 0.8500 0.9785 3.8212 3.9050
RWZ-19 0.9000 0.9841 3.8696 3.9321
RWZ-20 0.9500 0.9880 3.9017 3.9492
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