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Space-based gravitational-wave detectors such as LISA are expected to detect inspirals of stellar-
mass compact objects into massive black holes. Modeling such inspirals requires fully relativistic
computations to achieve sufficient accuracy at leading order. However, subleading corrections such
as the effects of the spin of the inspiraling compact object may potentially be treated in weak-field
expansions such as the post-Newtonian (PN) approach.

In this work, we calculate the PN expansion of eccentric orbits of spinning bodies around
Schwarzschild black holes. Then we use the Teukolsky equation to compute the energy and an-
gular momentum fluxes from these orbits up to the 5PN order. Some of these PN orders are
exact in eccentricity, while others are expanded up to the tenth power in eccentricity. Then we use
the fluxes to construct a hybrid inspiral model, where the leading part of the fluxes is calculated
numerically in the fully relativistic regime, while the part linear in the small spin is analytically
approximated using the PN series. We calculate LISA-relevant inspirals and respective waveforms
with this model and a fully relativistic model. Through the calculation of mismatch between the
waveforms from both models we conclude that the PN approximation of the linear-in-spin part of

the fluxes is sufficient for lower eccentricities.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY
A. Extreme mass ratio inspirals

Forthcoming space-based gravitational wave (GW) de-
tectors such as LISA, TianQin, or Taiji [IH4] will be able
to detect signals from various sources, including extreme
mass ratio inspirals (EMRIs) [5]. These systems consist
of a stellar mass black hole or neutron star in orbit around
a massive black hole with the mass ratio e = /M of the
small (secondary) mass p and large (primary) mass M
between 10~7 and 10~*. Because of gravitational radia-
tion reaction, the orbit of the small body decays and it
inspirals into the primary body while radiating GWs to
infinity. Because the secondary body completes many
orbits in the strong gravitational field of the primary
body, the detection of GWs from such systems will give
a unique insight into the strong-field regime around mas-
sive black holes, which will also allow us to test general
relativity to high precision [6, [7]. Furthermore, the study
of EMRI populations will provide new insights in cosmol-
ogy and astrophysics [5l [§].

To achieve the aforementioned goals, the parameters of
the detected systems must be estimated with high preci-
sion. Because signals from EMRIs and other astrophys-
ical sources will overlap, detection and parameter esti-
mation will be done through matched filtering, which is
based on the comparison of the received signal with many
waveform templates. For this purpose, the waveforms
must be generated for a wide range of parameters with
phase accurate to fractions of radian [9]. There are sev-
eral methods for modeling binary systems, and the choice
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of the most suitable method depends on the parameters
of the system, such as the mass ratio and compactness.

B. Black hole perturbation theory

In particular, for the modeling of EMRIs, black hole
perturbation theory (BHPT) is often employed, where
the spacetime is expanded in the mass ratio around a
background spacetime of the primary [I0]. Then, the
system can be effectively described as a point particle
moving in the background spacetime while inducing a
perturbation of this spacetime. This perturbation acts on
the particle with the so-called self-force, which can be ex-
panded in the powers of the mass ratio. Because the mass
ratio and, therefore, the perturbation is small, the inspi-
ral timescale is much slower than the orbital timescale.
Thus, to efficiently solve the problem, two-timescale ex-
pansion is often used, where the system is described us-
ing a set of orbital parameters [J;, which evolve slowly
(J; = O(e)) and a set of phases 9" that evolve quickly
(' = O(1)) [II]. The phases are directly related to
the phase of the GW. When we consider an inspiral that
sweeps through some finite range of frequencies such as
a GW detector band, we can use the separation of scales
to expand the phase elapsed during this process as

Paw = € 1 0(t) + 1(t) + Ole) . (1)

The first term, which is called the adiabatic term, is of
the order of e~! radians, while the second, postadiabatic
term, is in the order of radians and cannot be neglected
to achieve subradian accuracy. The adiabatic term con-
sists of the contribution from the time-averaged dissipa-
tive (time-antisymmetric) part of the first-order in the
mass ratio self-force, while the postadiabatic term con-
sists of a number of contributions from different physi-
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cal effects [10]. Namely, the postadiabatic term requires
the inclusion of the oscillating part of the dissipative and
conservative (time-symmetric) first-order self-force, time-
averaged dissipative part of the second-order self-force,
the force caused by the spin-curvature coupling of the
secondary, and corrections to the dissipative self-force
caused by the secondary spin.

To find all the contributions up to the postadiabatic
term, one in principle has to find the metric pertur-
bation up to the second order in the mass ratio, reg-
ularize it near the particle, and calculate the self-force
from the regular part. However, thanks to flux-balance
laws, the averaged dissipative part of the self-force can
often be obtained from the asymptotic GW fluxes to
infinity and through the horizon of the primary black
hole [T2HI5]. The first-order flux-balance laws for non-
spinning secondaries were obtained by Mino [12] and
Sago et al. [13]. For spinning secondaries, the flux-
balance law was proven only for the evolution of en-
ergy and azimuthal angular momentum [14]. Second-
order flux-balance laws for the energy and azimuthal an-
gular momentum of non-spinning secondaries on quasi-
circular orbits in Schwarzschild space-time were derived
by Miller and Pound [16]; these derivations are expected
to straightforwardly generalize to generic orbits. The
currently open question is a concrete formulation of some
sort of flux-balance law for the so-called Carter constant
evolve at second order in the mass ratio and under sec-
ondary spin corrections to the motion (see Ref. [I7] for
some recent effort in this direction). A less obvious quan-
tity that did not have a flux-balance law to date was the
aligned component of the secondary spin s|; this question
is resolved by us in Section [ITI}

The first-order adiabatic fluxes must be calculated
with high accuracy since the error will be enhanced by
e~ compared to the postadiabatic terms. As a general
rule, the error of the adiabatic term must be O(e) smaller
than the error of the postadiabatic term. This opens up
the possibility of using various approximations for the
calculation of the postadiabatic effects.

C. Post-Newtonian expansions

As mentioned above, there are other techniques to
model binary systems with different mass ratios and sep-
arations. One of such techniques is the post-Newtonian
(PN) theory [I8], which is valid for systems with large
separations and low relative velocities. This method re-
lies on expanding the Einstein equations in the inverse
square of the speed of light in vacuum 1/c?, thus as-
suming that quantities such as the dimensionless speed
squared v?/c? or the dimensionless gravitational poten-
tial GM/(rc?) are small. Currently, the state-of-the-art
results for comparable-mass spinning binaries on eccen-
tric orbits are expansions of the energy and angular mo-
mentum fluxes to 3PN order [I9] beyond the Newtonian
quadrupole formula [20] and for nonspinning objects on

circular orbits to 4.5PN [21].

The regime in which both PN theory and BHPT are
valid offers the possibility of cross-validating the results
of both theories. In particular, when the results of BHPT
are analytically expanded in a PN parameter (see a re-
view of older results in [22] [23]), direct comparisons can
be made with pure PN computations truncated at the
first order in the mass ratio. Furthermore, the BHPT
computations can typically be expanded to higher PN
orders than the existing PN computations at finite mass
ratio. Finally, careful considerations of the symmetries of
the mass ratio expansion of the PN series reveal that the
BHPT results can often have a “strategic” importance
for obtaining unknown pieces of the equations of motion
of binaries at any mass ratio [24] 25].

Such results can also be utilized to calibrate effective-
one-body models, which is an approach to binary model-
ing that takes input from numerical relativity, PN theory,
and BHPT [26H28]. In particular, the dynamics of spin-
ning test particles in black hole space-times proved to
also be useful in the development of effective-one-body
models (see e.g. [29-31]).

The PN expansion of BHPT results was first used by
Poisson [32], where the energy fluxes to infinity from
circular orbits in the Schwarzschild spacetime were ex-
panded to 1.5PN orders beyond the Newtonian order.
These results were then extended to higher PN orders,
to fluxes through the horizon and to the Kerr spacetime
[33H38]. The latest results are infinity fluxes and horizon
fluxes from circular orbits in the Schwarzschild spacetime
to 22PN [39] and in the Kerr spacetime to 11PN order
[40).

The effects of the spin of the secondary body were first
incorporated into the fluxes from circular orbits around a
Kerr black hole by Tanaka et al. [41] to 2.5PN order, and
later by Nagar et al. [30] and Akcay et al. [14] for circular
orbits in the Schwarzschild spacetime to the 5.5PN order.

The formalism was also extended to generic orbits of
non-spinning bodies in Kerr spacetime, where one needs
the evolution of three constants of motion, namely the
energy, angular momentum, and the Carter constant
[13, 42, 43]. The latest results, i.e. 5PN fluxes with
expansions in eccentricity to e'® were used by Isoyama
et al. [44] to generate generic adiabatic inspirals and
waveforms.

Another direction in which this technique was utilized
was to calculate PN expansions of energy and angular-
momentum fluxes from highly eccentric orbits in the
Schwarzschild spacetime. In Ref. [45] the authors iden-
tified singular factors in the form (1 — e2)~% yielding
convergent series in eccentricity after the factorization
of such terms. In addition, they used highly accurate nu-
merical calculations to find the coefficients of the series
in eccentricity and the PN series to 7PN order. Later,
an analytical form for the leading and subleading loga-
rithmic terms was found by Munna and Evans [46] [47].
Finally, the energy and angular momentum fluxes to in-
finity and through the horizon were found up to the 19PN



order [48-50)].

These expansions not only provided validation of the
results of the PN theory, but were used by Burke et al.
[51] in the calculation of adiabatic inspirals, where the au-
thors also tested the possibility of using the waveforms
derived from such inspirals for accurate parameter es-
timation. It was found that the 9PN adiabatic fluxes
from eccentric orbits in Schwarzschild spacetime intro-
duce bias on the system parameters and, therefore, can-
not be used instead of the fully relativistic fluxes. How-
ever, in the same work, a hybrid model with fully rel-
ativistic adiabatic (first-order in the mass ratio) fluxes
and 3PN expansion of postadiabatic fluxes (second-order
in the mass ratio) was used, which was proven to be suf-
ficient for accurate parameter estimation in some cases.

The secondary spin corrections to the fluxes are of the
order of the mass ratio and, consequently, contribute at
postadiabatic order, the same as the PN-expanded pieces
used in Burke et al. [51]. Therefore, it may be possible to
approximate them using PN expansion and avoid com-
putationally expensive numerical calculations of the fully
relativistic fluxes such as was done in Refs. [14] 52H56].

D. Summary of results

e In this work, we PN-expanded the analytical ex-
pressions for eccentric, precessing trajectories of
spinning bodies in Schwarzschild spacetime that
were recently found by Witzany and Piovano [57].
The expanded trajectories and other relevant quan-
tities can be found in a Supplemental notebook [58].

e Then, we employed the Teukolsky equation to find
the energy and angular momentum fluxes from
these orbits as a closed-form series in the PN pa-
rameter and eccentricity. We linearized the fluxes
in the secondary spin and found the linear-in-spin
correction up to 5PN and at least 10th power in
eccentricity. We were able to fully factorize and re-
sum the fluxes as a finite series in eccentricity up
to 2.5 PN with partial resummation results also at
higher orders. We demonstrated that the resulting
eccentricity series converges even up to e — 1 in
Figures |1| and [2| The resulting spin corrections to

fluxes are in equations , and Appendix
as well as the Supplemental notebook.

o We tested the convergence of the PN series by an-
alytically integrating the phase evolution of quasi-
circular inspirals with the result in equation .
Using this general result, we computed the phase
contributions of LISA-band inspirals of 100M
spinning black holes into massive black holes of
mass 10°M in Table [Il This demonstrated that
the 5PN expansion is not sufficiently accurate for
the nonspinning part of the flux, but it is sufficient
for the spin correction in the case of quasi-circular
inspirals.

e Hence, we then used these flux corrections in a hy-
brid inspiral model, where the nonspinning part
was calculated numerically in a fully relativistic
regime and the linear-in-spin part is expressed an-
alytically as a PN series. To be able to do so, we
also derived that the aligned component of the sec-
ondary spin s will stay conserved during generic
EMRIs.

e Using the hybrid model, we computed fiducial
LISA-band eccentric inspirals using the same bi-
nary masses as for the quasi-circular case. Addi-
tionally, we used the FEW package [59H62] to gen-
erate relativistic waveforms corresponding to the
inspirals. As a test of the formalism, we computed
LISA mismatches of the hybrid-model waveforms
with waveforms corresponding to fully relativistic
inspirals. The mismatches presented in Figure
imply that the hybrid model should be adequate
for the detection of the vast majority of LISA EM-
RIs. Additionally, it should not introduce signifi-
cant biases for parameter estimates of less eccentric
events.

E. Organization of paper

This paper is organized as follows. Section [[I] reviews
the motion of spinning bodies in Schwarzschild spacetime
and introduces PN and eccentricity expansions of these
trajectories. This is followed by Section [[TI] where the
self-torque acting on the spin vector is presented, which
is then used to derive the adiabatic evolution of the par-
allel component of the secondary spin. Next, Section
[[V] examines the GW fluxes from orbits described in the
previous Section. First, the Teukolsky formalism is pre-
sented which is then used to calculate the PN expansions
of the fluxes. Next, Section [V]presents the hybrid model
for the adiabatic inspirals that includes the PN expan-
sion of the fluxes and the calculation of inspirals using
this model. Finally, Section [VI] provides a discussion of
the importance of the results and outlooks.

F. Notation

Geometrized units, where the gravitational constant
and the speed of light in vacuum are set to unity (G = ¢ =
1), are used throughout this paper. Spacetime indices
are denoted with Greek letters, while tetrad indices are
denoted with Latin letters. The signature of the metric
is (—,+,4+,+), while the Riemann tensor is defined as
Quier — Aune = RYyera,, where the semicolon denotes
the covariant derivative and a, is a covector. The sign
of the Levi-Civita pseudotensor is defined as \/—geirgp =

76”‘04)/ /79 = 1.



II. PN EXPANSION OF ECCENTRIC
EQUATORIAL TRAJECTORIES OF SPINNING
BODIES

A. Spinning-particle trajectory

Let us briefly summarize the properties of the closed
analytical solution of the bound motion of spinning par-
ticles near Schwarzschild black holes as presented in Ref.
[57]. We consider the motion in Schwarzschild spacetime
given as

2 _ o L o oiipo L op o
ds® = —f(r)dt +f(7“)dr + 7r%(d#” + sin” 6do~), (2)

where f(r) = 1—2M/r. The motion of the spinning par-
ticle is described by Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon equa-
tions under the Tulczyjew-Dixon or covariant spin sup-
plementary condition s** P, = 0, where P, is the particle
momentum and s*¥ is the spin tensor per unit particle
mass. The solution is valid up to O(s) corrections to the
orbital motion, and to leading order in the spin sector.
In this truncation one has P, = pu,, + O(s?), where y is
the particle mass and u,, is the four-velocity. One then
equivalently parametrizes the spin by the spin vector and
the spin tensor

le,uw-ck
2
S = Ay, s (4)

st = — SurU) (3)

where e#V* is the Levi-Civita pseudotensor.

Note that the definition of s* depends on the orien-
tation of the basis. This is further complicated by the
fact that raising or lowering indices formally changes the
orientation. Here we fix the convention by

1 tro¢p 1
etrop = — €700 = ——— 5
oo (—9) V=9 )

which yields a right-handed basis for upper-index quanti-
ties under the assumption of a conventional transforma-
tion from r, 6, ¢ to Cartesian coordinates. However, this
also means that our formulas have a relative minus sign
in front of any spin correction as compared to Ref. [57].

The 3 rotational symmetries of the Schwarzschild
space-time around the x,y, z axes generate a conserved
total angular momentum vector of the generically in-
clined spinning particle. Upon rotation of the coordi-
nate equator § = 7 /2 into the plane perpendicular to
this vector, the generic motion becomes near-equatorial
in the resulting frame, § = 7/2 4+ 50 + O(s?). As a
result, the Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon equations fully
separate and the solutions are parametrized by the three

constants of motion

E = —u,&f,) + §<t> s (6)
J, = 'U//Jgéb f(qb) e ; (7)
st Y, stu”
= = 5 8
8|| \/Zala 2\/Kaﬁuau5 ( )
9 rd 0 .0
b~ = — _ rsinfo—
9ur = smoag 095 )

where E has the meaning of total orbital and spin-orbital
energy per unit mass, J, the orbital and spin-orbital
angular momentum, and s is the component of spin
aligned with the orbital angular momentum. Further-
more, Y, = =Y., Y,.x = =Yk, is the Killing-Yano
tensor of the Schwarzschild spacetime, which means that
5| is related to the more general Riidiger constants in
Kerr spacetime and the separation constant for spinning
particles in Kerr found by separation of the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation [63], 64]. It should also be noted that in
the aligned frame the magnitude of the total angular mo-
mentum is by construction equal to the single component
.

The solution is parametrized by Carter-Mino time
d\ = d7/r?, where 7 is proper time. The radial solu-
tion is then expressed in the form

r3(ry — r9)sn? (KT(rk) q", k) —ro(ry —r3)
") = e - (0
(r1 —rg)sn? ( g, k) —(r1 —r3)
g2 (o rors 11
(7”1 - 7”3)T2 ( )
=T"A+ ¢, (12)

where K (k) is the complete elliptic integral of the first
kind, sn() is the Jacobi sn function, and ¢f is an inte-
gration constant determined by initial conditions. Y" is
given in Ref. [57] and represents the fundamental fre-
quency of motion with respect to Mino time. The radii
r1 > 19 > r3 are then the non-zero roots of the polyno-
mial R(r) appearing in the radial equation of motion

dr
dr
R(r) = r[r?’(EQ —1)—rJ.(J. — 25 E)

= ++/R(r), (13)

+2M (% + J.(J. - 35 E)) (14)
= (1= E>r(ri —r)(r —r)(r —r3).

The roots 71,7, are the physical turning points of the
bound motion and are conventionally parameterized by
the orbital parameters dimensionless semilatus rectum p
and eccentricity e defined through the relation

Mp Mp
= ro = .
1+e

(15)



One can then express E(p,e,s)),J.(p,e,s)),r3(p, e, 5))
in closed form by examining equation .
The t, ¢ degrees of freedom are then given as

tN) =q"+ At(q"), d(A) = ¢, (16)
¢ =TA+qb, ¢® =190+ ¢, (17)
At(q") =T <am (‘j:K(k), k)) _ TT:T)‘J (18)

where am() is the Jacobi amplitude, T} is given in eq.
(49) of Ref. [57], Yt T are the t,¢ Mino frequencies,
and g, qg are integration constants. It is interesting to
note that unlike in Kerr, in Schwarzschild space-time the
Carter-Mino time A is simply proportional to ¢, which
means that the ¢ counterpart of At(¢") vanishes in equa-
tion .

Finally, the spin degree of freedom and §6 depend on
a precession angle v with the evolution

Y\ =q¥ + 0, (am (Z:K(k), k:)) - \IIT(:T)q (19)

¢V =T+ ¢, (20)

where Tl/’,qép again have analogous meanings as above
and W, is a known function.

The deviation from the equatorial plane is then given
as

\/(32 — s3)(J2 + 12) sin

06=- Jur ’

(21)

and the spin vector can be expressed as

b 52_5ﬁ (EJZcosw
’ JE+ VT
. J.1cos Ersiny

= —,/s%2— sﬁ < ; + W) ; (22b)

\/(52 — 51)(J2 +12) cos )

s? = — 2 , (22¢)

+7*rsin1/1> ,  (22a)

(22d)

where 7 is the proper-time derivative of r expressed
as r2y/R(r). Note that even though the spin is
parametrized by s, the orientation of the spin vector is
generic, and we are thus dealing with absolutely generic
bound orbits of spinning test particles in Schwarzschild
spacetime in this paper.

B. PN expansion of the trajectory

The constants of motion, orbital frequencies, and tra-
jectory (t,r,¢) as a function of the phase ¢" can be ex-
panded in a formal PN parameter. In this work we use

the parameter

v . (23)
Other choices include e.g. the gauge independent param-
eter z = (MQy)?/3, however, the parameter v is conve-
nient when the orbit is parametrized with p and e and
one can reexpress the final result in different PN param-
eters. Every order in v corresponds to one half of the PN
order, that is, the expansion to 7 orders in v NLO (next
to the leading order) corresponds to 3.5PN orders NLO.
Since the expansions of the geodesic quantities were
calculated before and are available in the literature [43],
here we present only the PN expansion of the linear-in-
spin correction of any given quantity. We write the ex-
pansion as E = Egy+50E/M and J, = J, g +50J. /M,
where E g, J.(g) are the geodesic expressions at fixed or-
bital parameters e,v. Then it is straightforward to ex-
pand the linear-in-spin part of energy 6 F and angular
momentum §.J, from Egs. (32)-(33) in Ref. [57]. The
results read

SE = _w i (_3/2> (—(3 + 22k, (24)

2 k
k=0
0: | o2 27+34§2 +3e4v4
25
81 + 131e? + 39¢* + 5e® 3 (25)
— 3 v +O(v )

§E was expanded to the order v'* which corresponds to
9 orders NLO, while §.J, was expanded to v!! (here we
show only the expansion to v® for simplicity; the full
expressions can be found in the Supplemental Material
58)).

Since the parameter of the elliptic integrals K, F, and
IT in Egs. (522)-(S24) in Ref. [57] is k2 ~ O(ev?), we can
expand the expression in k2. We then write the linear-in-
spin parts of the orbital frequencies in Carter-Mino time
as T = Y(g) + 50T /M and obtain

ot _ @y (948
M (1-—e2)3/2 2(1 — €2)3/2
(s 9e? 330+ 255¢? — 88e! +9¢5
Ty (1_e2)i Y
+ 0(115) ,
(26)
1 1
00" =5 (3= €®) v+ (=3¢" +4e? +33) v’
1
+ 3 (~15¢° - 23¢* + 3572 + 693) o° (27)
+0(%),
1 1
5YT? = (62+3)< Fv% =7 (37 +5) 0!
(28)

- % (15¢* +50e* + 63) v° + 0(v8)> .



From the Mino time frequencies, we can calculate the
coordinate time frequencies

Ti
Qi = Tt ) (29)
and their linear-in-spin parts
0 . NN
(2) (g)
60, = (30)
t 2
(Tlg)

where ¢ = 7,¢. A nice special formula is that §Qy =
—3v%/2 to all orders in v for e = 0.

We expanded the expressions to 9 orders in v beyond
the leading order while keeping the eccentricity depen-
dence exact. The results were then expanded to e'© for
later calculations. Similarly to §.J,, here we show only
the expansion to 4 orders NLO. The full expressions can
be found in the Supplemental Material [58].

By expanding the Jacobi elliptic function sn(u, k) in k?
in Eq. , we found the radial coordinate parametrized
with ¢" as a series in v and e and extracted the linear-
in-spin part 6r(q"). Again, due to the length of the ex-
pression, it is not included here but can be found in the
Supplemental Material [58].

Next, we focused on At(¢") which is the oscillating
part of t = (Y!/Y")q" + At(q"). Note that the oscillating
part of ¢ = (Y?/Y")q" is zero. Since the expression for
t(q") is too long, its PN expansion is computationally
expensive. Instead, we expanded the equation

at At A dt .,

= = — 31
dgm dAdg"m dX T (31)
in v and e, where
dt 2E /.2
rE J. f'r (32)

N Y.

(Ct. Eq. (29) in Ref. [57].) In this way, we obtain a
Fourier series of cos(ng”) that is trivial to integrate to
obtain t(¢"). Then we extracted the linear-in-spin part
dAt(q"), which is available in the Supplemental Material.

III. ADIABATIC EVOLUTION OF THE
CONSTANTS OF MOTION

The metric perturbations sourced by the spinning sec-
ondary will lead to a self-torque and a self-force, which
will drive its motion away from the motion of the spin-
ning test body in the Schwarzschild metric. In this sec-
tion, we derive the equations governing the leading-order
secular evolution of the spinning-secondary orbit under
this perturbation.

The evolution of the secondary under self-force and
self-torque can be cast in the form of MPD equations
in the effective regularized metric gu = guv + huw
[14, 55, 65], [66] (we drop the conventional “R” index on

the regularized metric perturbation h,, here for nota-
tional simplicity). As a result, under the assumption
that the spin tensor s*” is unchanged in the perturbed
metric, using Eq. we obtain different definitions of the
spin vector s* with respect to the Schwarzschild metric,
and §* with respect to the effective metric. The two def-
initions are related as follows

1 1
sh=§H — e<2haa§“ + §ha5uo‘uﬂ§“ - h”l,é”) . (33)

Because the spin tensor $# is parallel-transported in the
effective metric, the spin vector on the Schwarzschild
metric s* then experiences the self-torque

DsH*
dr
NHaBp _ quau[ﬁsp] _ gupuasﬂ

1
= _§haﬁ;pNuaBp ) (34)

35
+ g*PuP st 4+ utuPul st . (35)

The Tulczyjew-Dixon SSC in the effective metric u#5,, =
0 is conserved up to O(s?) due to the general properties
of the MPD equations in any metric. From equation
it can be seen that §* is always O(es) close to s* without
secularly growing terms. As a result, u’s, = O(es, s?)
will also hold during evolution. Similarly, the spin magni-
tude with respect to the effective metric §#5,, is conserved
up to higher-order terms. The background spin magni-
tude will then also be conserved up to O(se, s?) terms at
all times.

The energy and angular momentum of the spinning
secondary are generated by the Killing symmetries of
the background, so it is not surprising that their evo-
lution averaged over the orbital time-scale balances the
corresponding gravitational-wave fluxes [14} [55]

<($>_FE7 <‘L‘];>_F’Z. (36)

However, the system has an additional degree of free-
dom in the form of the direction of the spin vector s*.
Specifically, it is conceivable that the self-torque drives
the spin vector towards a more aligned, counter-aligned,
or orthogonal configuration with respect to the angular
momentum of the orbit. In other words, we need to de-
rive the evolution of the constant s .

Using the definition of s from eq. we express the
time derivative as

ls* 1,8 Ls" .
S = + — 1,17 . 37
3 NG 100 (1l2)3/2 (37)

We now average the relation above over orbital timescales
to obtain the secular contribution to the evolution. We
also discard terms of order O(s?,€2) but keep terms of
order O(s,es,€) as is consistent with the order of the
scheme.

After averaging, only the parallel part of spin remains
since it can be seen from equation that all the



other components of s# are fully oscillating on the or-
bital timescale. Additionally, the third term can be writ-
ten using s

Y e S I A .
H - lal(y lala lala o .

The parallel part of the angular-momentum vector is ex-
pressed as sﬁ” = 51" /\/1o1®, which yields

: sibl’ L8 sy,
= — ;17 ). 39
) < R/ N NT (39)
The first and third terms above subtract. Finally, we
substitute the self-torque $* from Eq. to obtain

G = {2 )

: <l#£bu + VP hygpu’s” — 1Phagpus’

2 Vigl® ’
(40)
b= (g“o‘sﬁ — 8“(go‘ﬁ —|—uauﬁ))ha5. (41)

Because [# = O(e) + O(s) and b* = O(es), the first
term together with the denominator can be written as a
total derivative that does not contribute to the average.
Additionally, since sﬁ and [* are colinear, the second
and third terms cancel under the average and we obtain
($1) =0+ O(é?,5%).

In conclusion, the leading-order adiabatic evolution of
the spinning secondary orbit will be only due to the decay
of E and J, as given by Eq. , and s and s can
be treated simply as constants for the purposes of 1PA
inspirals.

This derivation holds for generic orbits in Kerr space-
time and extends the same result for circular orbits in
Schwarzschild spacetime in [55]. This is because [, =
Y,,u” is parallel-transported also along Kerr geodesics
and thus all the derivation steps above apply without
any change also for the motion near spinning primary
black holes.

IV. GRAVITATIONAL-WAVE FLUXES
A. Teukolsky formalism

For the calculation of the PN expansion of GW fluxes
in the framework of black hole perturbation theory, we
use a similar approach to the one we used in Refs. [54]
50, [67] where we solved the Teukolsky equation in the
frequency domain. Because the radial motion is periodic,
the strain at infinity h = hy — ihyx can be written as a
sum over [, m multipoles and harmonic modes n and j
as

h= 2 Olf”-"] Y 0 —iwmn; (t—T")+ime
= ; Z 3 92 lm( )6 . (42)

Imnj  mnj

where we sum over 2 < | < 400, =l < m < [,
—0o<n<+4oo,and -1 < j <1, C’l':nnj are the Teukol-
sky amplitudes at infinity, wyn; = mQg + nd. + 58 is
the frequency of given mode, _2Y},,(0) is spin-weighted
spherical harmonic, (¢,7,0, ¢) are the coordinates of the
observer and r* = r+2M log(r/(2M) — 1) is the tortoise
coordinate.

The orbit-averaged energy and angular momentum
fluxes to infinity can be expressed as sums over the [,

m, n, j modes in the form

(43a)

(43b)

Because the amplitudes for j = £1 are proportional to
S1 = /82— sﬁ and for j = 0 are independent of s,

to linear order in spin the fluxes are independent of s
and we can sum only over I, m, and n with 5 = 0 [41]
50]. Therefore, we will write C’l'fn = Cl-i;nnO and wy,, =
Wmno. Furthermore, as discussed later in this Section,
the horizon fluxes are of higher PN order and we do not
consider them here.

The asymptotic amplitudes can be found from the in-

tegral over the radial phase ¢"

1 2 T\ i i T
C’l'i'nn = m/o Il';m(q )e Ymnld) qq" | (44)
where
OF b
IlJrrnn = T2 Z (ngFl?’gn + ng al;nn) ) (45)
ab
VYmn(q") = wmnAt(q") — mAG(q") +nq", (46)

with the sum over Kinnersley tetrad legs ab =
nn,nim, mm. Note that we have rearranged the expres-

sion for I}t in Eq. (52) from [56] and introduced quan-
tities
Iap iy —
a ip(d d'R mn
Ef = Y (1) o) =gt (47)
=0 "
BY, = AT + A9, + i(wmnB;b - mB;fb) . (48)

The functions Fl‘:f;n

depend on the spin-weighted spher-
ical harmonics Y}, through the functions féz) defined
in Egs. (B4) in [56], and on the solution of homoge-
neous radial Teukolsky equation R = R, sat-
isfying purely outgoing boundary condition at the hori-
zon (sometimes called the “in” solution). The quantities
A;nb’d and B, are calculated from the trajectory, the four-
velocity, and the spin tensor and are defined in Egs. (49)

of [56].



Similarly to Ref. [67], we expand the expression for
C’l‘;m in the secondary spin s||. However, here the ampli-
tudes and fluxes are expanded with fixed orbital parame-

J

ters p and e as opposed to fixed orbital frequencies {2, 4.
The linear-in-spin part of the amplitude can be written
as

5Tt Oy Wignnow clet 12 )+ 0@ (g7
5Cl+ _ ( — wWimn mn) Ilmn + =5 / (5Il+ + iIlg 5¢mn)elwm"(q )dqr ’ (49)
" Te) Wl(ri)n Wz(gn'rzg) Tie Jo " "
where
7’2 25 aF(g)ab aF(g)ab
+ (g) " 4m 0 (g)adb T m lmn (m) lmn
e = Tty <(r(g)A(g)ab+6Bab> Fion” + (B + Alpyasdr) =g+ A, g G | (50)
0pmn = 5wmnAt(g) + w,s,%zl(SAt (51)
[

with In the PN approximation and after expansion in eccen-
0 o 4 ' . é tricity, the sums over [, m, and n in the geodesic fluxes
0By, = 0 A, + Ay + Z(WBab - mBab) ) (52) and their linear-in-spin parts are finite, since
SAP — w0 (WAL )Sr + 2uM6uyA§”AZ) , (53) higher terms contribute only to higher order in v and e.

where M are the legs of the Kinnersley tetrad.
Then, the fluxes can be separated into the geodesic and

spin part as F&7: = ]-"(Egi']z + 50 FE+7= /M to obtain

2

SFE — Wmn Re{Cfff{fm} - ‘Cz(i): OWmn
o 2mw3, . ’
(54a)
w 2Re{C(g)+5C7+} — 3‘C(g)+ 25w
SF = N tmn O%1mn lmn mn
— drwd
(54b)

B. PN expansion of the fluxes

The geodesic amplitude Cl(ri): and the linear-in-spin

part 6C;nn can be calculated as a PN series and se-
ries in e by substituting the expansions of the trajectory
from Section [[TB] However, we also need a weak-field and
low-velocities expansion of the radial function R;,,,, and
Wronskian Wj,,,,. This has been done in [33, [35] where
these quantities were expanded in z = wr = O(v) and
e =2Mw = O(v?) (see [23] for review). Therefore, after
substituting these variables, we obtain the expansion of
the function R, (r(¢")) in v and e.

Imn
After the expansion in v and e, the integrals for the

geodesic part Cl(i): in Eq and for the linear-in-
spin part 5Cltnn (49) consist of a finite Fourier series in
q"; therefore, they are trivial to integrate. In this way,
we obtain the amplitudes with their linear-in-spin parts
from which we calculate the fluxes and their linear-in-

spin parts.

Unlike the geodesic parts of the I, m multipoles of the
fluxes, which start at (I — 2)PN order for even [ +m and
at (I — 1)PN order for odd [ + m, the linear-in-spin parts
start at (I — 1/2)PN order for both even and odd I + m.
Since the linear-in-spin parts of the fluxes start at 1.5PN
order, which corresponds to the spin-orbit coupling, we
need to expand them to 3.5PN order NLO to obtain a
5PN expansion. Therefore, the fluxes and their linear-in-
spin parts are summed over 2 <[ < 5 and —l < m <
to obtain the geodesic fluxes in the 3.5PN order and the
linear-in-spin parts to 5PN order. Because the n-modes
of the fluxes Fj,,, behave as (’)(62") and thanks to the
symmetry Fi.m.n = Fi,—m,—n, We sum over n in the range
—m < n < §'|to obtain expansion to e!°.

Therefore, when the geodesic fluxes are completed to
the 5PN order from, e.g., [48], we obtain the full 5PN
energy and angular momentum fluxes from a spinning
body orbiting a Schwarzschild black hole up to linear
order in spin. Note that during the calculation of the
linear-in-spin part, nonzero terms appear in the 1PN po-
sition, which cancel out and the series then start at 1.5PN
term. Therefore, because of the subtraction of the lead-
ing term, the trajectory must be expanded to one order
higher than is the order of the final series. Furthermore,
because the horizon fluxes for nonspinning secondary in
Schwarzschild spacetime start at 4PN order, the linear-
in-spin contribution to the horizon fluxes starts at 5.5PN
order. Thus, we do not need to consider them here.

As discussed in [45], each PN term contains a factor
with a certain power of 1 — e2. When the fluxes are
expressed using the parameter v, this factor reads (1 —

1 Modes with n = —m contribute to the fluxes with higher PN
order and we do not need to calculate them here.



e?)3/2 for all orders and can be factored out [43]. The

SFP = FE(1—e?)*? [5}”31}3 + 8 f50° + 8 f6v® + 8 frv7 + 6 fsv® + (5 fo + 6 focE" <~y =

+ (5f10'U10 + O(’Ull)‘| y

3572
OF = Fr (1- 62)3/2 léggv?’ + 8g50° + 8gv® + dgrv” + dgsv® + <6g9 + gy 8" (’y _om log v))vg

1 8g1gv1° +O(v11)] 7

where

FE =32 (ﬁ)sz 7

5 \M

resulting linear-in-spin parts of the energy and angular-
momentum fluxes have the form

35m° + logv v?
107 %

(55)
107
(56)
32
F =2 (57)

are the Newtonian fluxes, and 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The df;(e),dg;(e) are functions of eccentricity
similar to the enhancement functions of Peters & Mathews and can be found in Appendix [A]

Similarly to the geodesic part, we were able to resum
the leading term §f5 (dgs3), the 1PN and 2PN contribu-
tions & f5, 6 f7 (8gs, dg7) and the logarithmic term 6fé°g“
(695%7) and write them in closed form.

After expansion to e'? and factorization of (1 —e?)
in the functions 6 f3, dgs, 5fé°g(v), and (Sg!lfg(v)7 some of
the last terms vanished. In particular, the series ¢ f3
ended at €%, dgs at e?, 5fé°g(v) at e'®, and 5gg°g(v) at
e®. Furthermore, after subtracting terms proportional to
V1 —e€2 from 6 f5, dgs, 6 f7 and dg7, in the remaining se-
ries, similarly, some terms vanished. These series ended
at €%, €%, e'0, and e®, respectively. Therefore, we did not
verify some of the resummations to all orders in eccen-
tricity, but we assume that they are true from the similar
behavior of the geodesic part [46] 47].

In Figures [l and [2] we plot the coefficients of the PN
series of the linear-in-spin parts of the energy and angular
momentum flux. Each line shows the coefficients of the
series in e for a given PN order. The coefficients seem
to decrease with eccentricity for all PN orders, which
suggests that the truncation of the eccentricity series does
not cause a large error. However, it may be improved by
fitting and subtracting unknown terms proportional to
V1 —€2 or log(1 + V1 —€?), which we know to appear
in geodesic fluxes [46], [47].

Fluxes can also be expressed using the gauge-invariant
quantity z = (MQ¢)2/3. Then, they can be linearized as

3/2
)

]:(m,e, S”) = ]:(g) (.7;, e) + 3| O0F

z,e

(x,€), (58)
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)
o
.
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FIG. 1. Coefficients in the PN expansion and eccentricity

expansion of the linear part of the energy flux 6FF from

Eq. .

where the linear-in-spin part with fixed = and e can be
obtained from the linear-in-spin part with fixed v and e
as

(v(g)(z,e),e) + M5v7

v o
(59)

(x,e) = 6F

x,e v,e

where v(g)(7,e) and dv(x,e) can be found from Qg4 as
inverse series of the series x = (M(Q;g)(v(axe)x) +

5169 (v(z,€),€)))?/3 /M. The results for ov and
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FIG. 2. Coefficients in the PN expansion and eccentricity
expansion of the linear part of the angular momentum flux
8F7= from Eq. .

o |Z . (z,e) are given in the Supplemental material.

After this transformation, the energy flux for zero ec-
centricity agrees with the results of Nagar et al. [30],
where the PN expansion of energy fluxes from spinning
bodies on circular orbits of a Schwarzschild black hole
was derived.

To verify our results, we compare them with the results
of Henry and Khalil [19], where the energy and angular
momentum fluxes from eccentric spinning binaries were
calculated using the PN theory. Their results to 3PN and
e® are given as functions of = and the time eccentricity
et, which is used in the quasi-Keplerian parametrization
described in Egs. (2.26) in [19]. Therefore, we had to
transform their fluxes to functions of = and e using a
relation between e; and e derived in Appendix [Bl After
the transformation, the linear parts of the energy and
angular momentum fluxes derived in [19] agree with our
results up to the 3PN order, e® and the first order in the
mass ratio.

To further validate our results, we compare the PN
series with fully relativistic numerically calculated linear
parts of the fluxes calculated in [67]. We calculate the
relative errors

0FpPN
6]:num

'1 - (60)

for 6F% and 6F’: and plot them in Figure [3| as func-
tions of p for different values of the eccentricity. These
plots verify that the relative difference decreases with in-
creasing p. For comparison, we also plot the behavior p~*
since it is the behavior of the first neglected PN term (be-
cause the fluxes are expanded to 3.5PN orders NLO). The
relative differences seem to decrease with higher power of
p which is probably caused by the smaller magnitude of
the 4PN NLO term compared to the 4.5PN NLO term.
For higher p, the relative difference is dominated by the
interpolation error of the numerical fluxes.

10
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FIG. 3. Relative difference between the PN expansion of the
linear-in-spin part of the energy (top) and angular momentum
(bottom) flux dFpn and the fully relativistic value of § Fnum
for different eccentricities. The dashed lines show dependence
O(p74) which should be the order of the error.

V. FLUX-DRIVEN INSPIRALS

Once we obtained the energy and angular momentum
fluxes, we can calculate the inspiral, i.e. the evolution of
the orbital parameters. As discussed in Section [[II] the
fluxes of energy and angular momentum are sufficient to
calculate the evolution of p and e since s) is conserved.

A. Analytical integration of quasi-circular inspirals

To obtain a first understanding of the convergence of
the PN expansion, it is useful to examine the dynamics
analytically. This is achieved by using the PN expansion
of Schwarzschild geodesic fluxes as obtained in Refs [48]
[50] and implemented in the PostNewtonianSelfForce
Mathematica package [68] along with the spin fluxes de-
rived here. While it is in principle possible to analytically
integrate the dynamics at generic eccentricity, the sym-
bolic computations become prohibitively expensive. For
this reason, we restricted ourselves to quasicircular in-
spirals for the analytical convergence exploration (thus
essentially restricting ourselves to the earlier flux formu-
las of Refs. [30, 35, [38]).

In that case, we can evolve the inspiral only in terms
of the PN expansion parameter v. Furthermore, we can



reparametrize the evolution with the azimuthal phase ¢

11

where the relations for the fluxes, frequencies, and E(p)
are evaluated at e = 0 and receive O(s/M) corrections

dv 1 /M /dE\ ! . as described above. For the quasi-circular inspiral, one
di(b o 2\ 3 (d> Frae could equivalently use the 77+ flux and a J,(p) relation
= p p (61) due to the identity F = J.Q? at zero eccentricity.
do N dv Then, we get the equation for the evolution of az-
10 M do imuthal phase as a function of v by ¢'(v) = (dv/d¢)~!
() (b) as
5M 743 3s 3058673 77297 743 s s
’ _ 1 02 — Ao 7i vt — 57i5q)6_6i6
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15419335m - 3058673 5| s _ 11207 s 1o _ 154193357 s
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(62)
where the ® coefficients are defined as
10817850546611 1712 32 3424
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6 03881313600 105 Tlo8Y) T s (63)
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_ 5512455 low3
87808 87
[
This relation can then be easily integrated term by term  innermost stable circular orbit, which is at
to obtain the change in ¢ between two referential values
of v. We can take the end of the inspiral to be at the 1 15
UIsco =\ & + R (68)

M
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Furthermore, we want to parameterize the initial condi-
tion by a referential initial frequency where the signal
enters the band, Qg = be . The perturbative inversion of
the relation Q(ﬁ(v).yiel.ds v = QL/B + SHQ;J;/S/(QM). As a
result, we get the inspiral phase as

: 77096675 :
4/3 5/3+A2w?+ T 7/3

5/3%i i T Ty032128 U

5
2/3

15293365 %

+ 32mw; — 1016064 ~
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+OW"?),
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where we have defined w; = M Q? as the initial frequency in units of M. The A coefficients then read

AL . _223791298249051766200631 377580814447 ~ 3833084580400437 4287y 2836660583572
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Let us now plug in numbers corresponding to LISA
EMRIs into this formula to investigate its convergence
(we will use the same numbers in Section . We
use a primary mass 105Mg), initial frequency of the
Il =2,m = 2 mode equal to f,,—o = 29?/(2%) = 1mHz,
and a secondary mass of u = 100M, and thus ¢ = 1074,
The spin is also picked as s = 100Mg, which corre-
sponds to a maximally spinning and aligned secondary
black hole. We evaluate each term separately and sum-
marize the results in Table [} In general alignment with
the observations made by Burke et al. [51] and Isoyama
et al. [69] for non-spinning secondaries, we see that even
though the geodesic adiabatic terms are far from sub-
radian accuracy at 5PN, the spin terms are suppressed
by a mass ratio factor and have converged well below ra-
dians in this scenario. This supports the hybrid approach
which we will use for the evolution of eccentric inspirals
in the next Section.

B. Evolution equations for eccentric inspirals

To evolve the orbital parameters p, e, we must first use
Eq. to derive their (average) time derivatives. From
the relation between the constants of motion F and J,

(

TABLE 1. Contributions of various terms to the final phase a
of a quasi-circular EMRI entering band at 1 mHz at primary
mass M = 10°Mg and secondary mass p = 100Me with a
maximally spinning and aligned secondary.

PN Ord.|Geodesic A¢| Spin A¢
0 325 402 0
1 74 454.5 0
1.5 -158 135 0.629199
2 18 877.6 0
2.5 -47 387.3 -2.2748
3 6578.54 0.978466
3.5 2312.36 -0.0365018
4 2420.03 0.087333
4.5 -1172.24  |-0.0000844637
5 688.9 0.00572313

and the p, e, the evolution equations can be written as

()=()-(F) o
dt
where J is the Jacobian
([ OpE O0.F
I= (asz aeJ) ! (78)

which is known analytically and can be found in Ap-
pendix Eq. can be expanded in the secondary



spin as

SI (o1 st (o) [ 6FE
+M<J<g>5w<g><fiz) Il sz )] (@

where we used the relation for the derivative of inverse
matrix. The geodesic energy and angular momentum
fluxes }"(i 3‘]2 can be written using the geodesic evolution
of p and e as

(£)= ()

S| (=157 (P _1(0F"

+sr(n (i) - (7))
Note that the first term is associated with the adiabatic
term while the second term contributes only to the posta-
diabatic term. Therefore, the requirements for the accu-
racy of the first term are much higher than the require-
ments for the accuracy of the second term. Thus, we
can use the PN expansion of the linear-in-spin parts of
the energy and angular momentum fluxes. The geodesic
evolution of p and e in the fully relativistic regime was
calculated numerically and subsequently interpolated on
a grid in the p-e plane in [67]. Therefore, the evolution
equations we use in this work read

()~ (5)
€ €(g)

S g15g (P _ g1 (0T P
+ M<J<g>5j(én%)m> J(g)(g;gﬁ » (81)

(g

(80)

where the superscript “num” means fully relativistic re-
sults, subscript “PN” denotes the PN expansion and the
Jacobian and its s|-derivative are fully relativistic as well
because they can contain some nontrivial behavior near
the last stable orbit. The explicit form of the matrix
product J @(SJ can be found in Appendix

After the evolution of p(t) and e(t) is obtained, the
inspiral waveform from two-timescale expansion can be
calculated as

1 . o
- - A Y; — 1Py (t—7")+ime 9
h , E 1mn ()Y (0)e ) (82)

Ilmn

where the amplitude and phase read, respectively,

* €
B (t) = MBy(t) + nd, (1), (84)

B, 4(t) = / Q (p(us), (), 5y)du.  (85)
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FIG. 4. Adiabatic inspirals in the p-e plane. The black line
shows the separatrix p = 6 + 2e. The two models are indis-
tinguishable in this plot (see Figure [5| for phase differences).

C. LISA band inspirals

To verify the validity of the hybrid model con-
taining the PN expansions, in this Section we compare
inspirals calculated using this model and a fully relativis-
tic model for astrophysically relevant EMRIs that will
be possible to detect with LISA. Similarly to Section
@l, the primary mass is chosen as M = 10°M. For
this primary mass, the frequency of the dominant mode
Il =m =2, n =0 in the innermost stable circular orbit is
fao = wao/(2m) = 2Q4/(27) = 4.4 mHz, which is close to
the minimum of the LISA noise curve. The mass of the
secondary and parallel spin is chosen as p = s = 100M.
Therefore, the mass ratio is ¢ = 10™* and the secondary
corresponds to a maximally spinning Kerr black hole.
We evolved the inspirals in a range where the frequency
is 2Q4/(27) > 1 mHz.

The inspirals cannot be evolved all the way to the sep-
aratrix in our setup. This is caused by the fact that
the grid, on which we interpolated the numerical fluxes,
starts at finite distance from the separatrix, and, also,
because some quantities linear in the secondary spin di-
verge there. Therefore, we need to choose a consistent
condition to end the inspirals. In our setup, this condi-
tion reads

dQ,.

;;2 =102, (86)

which corresponds to a radial inverse adiabaticity pa-
rameter (we draw inspiration from a similar parameter
defined in Ref. [27]). This quantity is small for adia-
batic inspirals and grows near the separatrix where the
two-timescale expansion breaks.

In this setup, we found values of p that satisfy the con-
dition for e between 0.05 and 0.4 and evolved the in-
spirals backward using the fully relativistic model. The
evolution was stopped when the condition f = 20, <



0.100 ¢

0.010 ¢

2D,

0.001

1074 ¢

109

= 0.06 - 0.1 == 0.15 =—— 0.2

0.100 £ - 025 =—— 0.3 — 0.35 0.4

0.010 ¢

AD,

0.001

1074 ¢

1070 ki . . .
0 5 10 15

t

months

FIG. 5. Absolute differences between the azimuthal (top) and
radial (bottom) phases obtained from the PN model and fully
relativistic model.

1 mHz was reached. Then, we used the hybrid model
to evolve the inspirals from the end points of the
previous calculation. In this way, we obtained two sets
of evolutions of p and e with different models for compar-
ison. The results in the p-e plane are depicted in Fig. [

In the next step, we used the analytic formulas for the
orbital frequencies {2, and €2 to calculate the phases ®,.
and @, from Eq. (85). In Figure [5| we plot the absolute
difference between the phases calculated with the hybrid
and fully relativistic model. We can see that the phase
differences are below unity.

To calculate both the evolution of the orbital parame-
ters and the phases, we used NDSolve function in Math-
ematica with Adams’ method. The resulting time series
p(t), e(t), and @, 4(t) were then used to calculate the
waveform using the FastEMRIWaveforms (FEW) pack-
age [9H62]. The distance of the observer was chosen as
1 Gpe and the viewing angle was chosen as 6 = 7/3,
¢ = m/4 in the source frame. FEW calculates the wave-

forms with the geodesic amplitudes C&F which
introduces O(s /M) error in the amplitudes. However,
this is not an issue since the requirements for the accu-

racy of the amplitudes are lower than the requirements

for the accuracy of the phases [70]. In Figures [6] and [7]

we show a comparison of the waveforms calculated with
the two models for two inspirals ending at e = 0.1 and
e=0.3.

From the obtained waveforms we calculated the mis-
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FIG. 6. Waveforms of the + polarization of an inspiral ending
at e = 0.1 calculated with the hybrid model (blue) and with
the fully relativistic (numerical) model (yellow). The inspiral
is observed from the distance of 1 Gpc at the viewing angle
0 =m/3, = /4 in the source frame.
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FIG. 7. Waveforms of the + polarization of an inspiral ending
at e = 0.3 calculated with the hybrid model (blue) and the
fully relativistic (numerical) model (yellow). The distance
and viewing angle are the same as in Figure [6]

match between the fully relativistic model and the hybrid
model with PN linear-in-spin parts. Mismatch is defined
from the overlap O as

M(hl, hg) =1- O(hl, hg)
(h1, ha) (87)
(hy,ha)(ha ha)

where (-,-) is the L? product. When the two waveforms
are identical, the mismatch is zero. We plotted the mis-
matches for different final eccentricities in Figure [8] To
test whether the ending criterion influences the mis-
matches, we calculated the inspirals for two ending cri-
terion, namely Q,/Q2 = 1072 and 1073 and compared
them in Fig. In this plot, we can see that the mis-
match is consistent for the two ending criteria and it is
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FIG. 8. Mismatches between inspirals calculated with the hy-
brid model and the fully relativistic model for different final
eccentricities ey. The blue points show inspirals which end
at QT/Q,% = 1072 while the yellow points show inspirals end-
ing at QT/Qf = 1073, Small differences between these cases
indicate that the mismatches are almost independent of the
ending criterion.

lower than 10~2 for lower final eccentricities.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOKS

In the previous sections, we calculated the PN expan-
sions of the trajectories of spinning bodies on eccentric
orbits around Schwarzschild black holes. Then, we found
the PN expansions of the energy and angular momentum
fluxes from the aforementioned orbits. The linear-in-spin
parts of the fluxes were then used in a hybrid model,
where the subleading secondary-spin effects were analyt-
ically approximated by using the PN series. Mismatches
between waveforms from the fully relativistic model and
our hybrid model showed that for lower eccentricities the
models are indistinguishable. This results shows that
in some cases the linear-in-spin part of the fluxes can
be approximated as an analytical PN series without the
need to numerically calculate the fully relativistic con-
tribution. However, to accurately assess the possible bi-
ases introduced by the model across the parameter space,
a Fisher-matrix or Markov-chain Monte Carlo analysis
such as those carried out by Burke et al. [5I] and Pio-
vano et al. [T1] should be performed with this model.

Figure [§| shows that the mismatch is greater for inspi-
rals with higher eccentricity. This could be improved by
expanding to higher order in eccentricity or by finding
exact (or arbitrary-order in eccentricity) formulas such
as in [46, 47]. However, in Figure [4| we can see that the
inspirals with higher eccentricity enter the LISA band in
stronger field at lower p. Therefore, expanding to higher
PN order may also improve accuracy. However, the com-
putations at higher PN order increase in complexity. For
example, modes with n = —m and higher | modes must
be included starting from 5.5PN and higher for the spin
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fluxes. Additionally, the horizon fluxes will be needed as
well since they start at 4PN for the geodesic part and at
5.5PN for the linear-in-spin part.

Poor convergence of the PN series for higher eccentric-
ities can be caused by the fact that the secondary body
reaches a stronger field at the pericenter ro = Mp/(1+e)
even for high p (i.e. small v). However, the conver-
gence of the series in v is better than the convergence
of the series in = since at fixed x the pericenter ap-
proaches zero when e — 1 and the fluxes diverge there.
This is connected to the cancellation of the divergent
factors (1 — €?)~*/2 appearing in the 2 series when it is
reparametrized by v.

Nevertheless, other non-analytical terms of the type
(1 — e?)*/2 with k > 0 systematically appear in the flux
series. The factorization of such terms on a case-to-case
basis allowed us to resum the otherwise infinite e-series
for a number of terms. However, at high PN orders this
requires more and more terms in the e-series to be veri-
fied. Additionally, Figs[l]and [2] show that the higher-PN
terms are clearly not as well converged as lower-order
terms at e!9.

On the other hand, the requirement 2024 > 1073 Hz we
impose for the starting point of inspirals works best only
for circular or low-eccentricity inspirals; it may be too
crude for the highly eccentric cases. This is because for
higher eccentricities, higher n modes are present, thus in-
troducing higher-frequency harmonics into the spectrum,
which then enter the LISA band earlier than our cutoff.
Thus, a more sophisticated analysis of LISA mismatches
of extended waveforms without such simplifications is
needed.

Therefore, conclusions about highly eccentric inspirals
should not be drawn from the results for quasicircular
inspirals. We see this also in Table[[] where the contribu-
tion to the phase from the last, 5PN, term is of the order
of 1072, Such a truncation error would be sufficient for
LISA waveforms, but this convergence property unfortu-
nately does not generalize to eccentric inspirals. We can
extrapolate our observations using secondary spin even to
the hybrid model of Burke et al. [51], where 3PN approxi-
mations of second-order fluxes and conservative self-force
were used in quasi-circular inspirals of nonspinning bina-
ries with encouraging results (see also the earlier work of
Isoyama et al. [69]). We do not expect these encourag-
ing results to generalize to eccentric inspirals. What is
more, we do not expect even 5PN-e'9 expansions of the
second-order fluxes and conservative self-force to be suf-
ficient for LISA parameter estimates of highly eccentric
inspirals in hybrid models.

How could the results of this paper be further gener-
alized or expanded? A possible extension would be to
calculate the PN expansion of energy and angular mo-
mentum fluxes from generic orbits of spinning bodies in
Kerr spacetime. This could be achieved by expanding the
equations of motion obtained from the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation [64] in a PN series and solving them order-by-
order. We are already preparing a work in which we solve



for the fundamental frequencies of motion of the spinning
particle in Kerr in closed form and expand them in a PN
series [72] (see also [73]), but the full trajectories pose
more of a technical challenge.

Nonetheless, generic orbits of spinning test particles
in Kerr are parametrized by one additional constant of
motion, the Riidiger (Carter-like) constant Kr. Hence,
to calculate the inspirals, the evolution of this constant
must first be derived, similarly to the evolution of s
presented here in Section [[TI] Until then, one can only
evolve equatorial inspirals as done in [67]. Another loop-
hole possibility to drive inspirals without the need for the
evolution of K turns out to be when one restricts to the
inspirals of nearly spherical orbits with e ~ 0; we are also
working on this topic [74].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful for the support of the Charles U.
Primus Research Program 23/SCI/017. This work

J

SFE
FE1 - 62)3/2

16

makes use of the Black Hole Perturbation Toolkit.

Appendix A: Linear-in-spin parts of the
PN-expanded fluxes

In this Appendix, we present the results for the linear
parts of the energy and angular momentum fluxes as se-
ries in the PN parameter v = 4/1/p and eccentricity e
with some terms expressed in closed form.

The linear part of the energy flux reads

= 0f3(e)v + 6 f5(e)v” + 6 fo(e)v® + 5 fz(e)v” + 6 fs(e)v®+

(A1)
0 log(n) log(v) . 357T2 9 10 11
0Jg(e) +0fg™ " (e) + 0S5 () { v = gg= +1og(v) ) Jo” +8f10v"” + Ov1),
where
327 \2
E _ 24 (K 10
FE =2 (47) 0" (A2)
is the Newtonian flux from circular orbits and ¢ f;(e) are functions of eccentricity which take the form
25  151le?  443e* 3558
Sfs = —| = A
fs (4+4+16+192)’ (43)
2403  16435¢2  670le*  78383¢5  108813e¢®  329¢10 19
ofs = 113 112 224 896 14336 51z T OED), (A4)
) 1 2257¢2  67141et 18443568 1e8  1761277¢10
6fc _ 187 32257¢*  67141e'  9184435¢°  663581e®  1761277e T o(e), (A5)
T 6 96 128 55296 110592 35389440
285211  1027841e?  182196563e¢*  187711757¢5  12275083¢®  599257¢10
Ofr = _ 12 A
fr 4536 1134 72576 145152 129024 258048 +0(e"), (A6)
6fs 62471 | 1525357¢* | 65526409¢"  110900285¢°  15548354173¢®  1021275631¢° o(e12) (A7)
T 672 1344 43008 774144 49545216 117964800 ’
570 — 20174232523 7994937281e?  389472520471e!  1184172237779¢5  15468420403¢®
9734927200 436590 6652800 22353408 698544
351984359281 ¢10 19
~ 30108600~ T 2"): (A8)
6fio 86803  758931497¢?  5808116575¢* = 2774132820133¢5  6683237111993¢"
T 216 96768 193536 83607552 668860416
524219611964239¢0
C 1 0(e). (A9)

1070176665600
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The various logarithmic terms then given as

5152 = 6155 log(2) + 6 £3°5 ) log(3) + 6 £375 1og(5) + 6 55 log(7) (A10)
15943 | 37985¢2  39804¢*  172163¢  1088725¢% 257121
S log(v) _ A1l
Ts 105 M4 5 T T8 T 8960 (A11)
5 s _ 19153 2438532 . 44397296¢* 3518430389 . 4038595503577¢5  1099970344876951¢
63 630 315 2268 362880 18144000 (A12)
+ O( 12)
5 o5 _ 702027¢®  147191661¢* . 427378437¢8 . 591272646381¢8
140 2240 1120 573440
1574559880088247¢10
- o), (A13)
57344000
_ 31138671875c®  50939732421875¢%  56782099609375¢°
3y - O(e'?), Al4
fo 72576 9289728 + 1769472 +0(e”) (A14)
_ 56067099797765¢'°
§ los(7) O(e?). Al5
Jo 5308416 +0(e”) (A15)

The term 6 fs can be resummed in eccentricity as

ofs =

2 4 6 8
1731 15399¢’  UISlle! 817430 130613¢° o )3/2(1+ 73 , 37 4> (A16)

12 112 224 896 14336 21° * 96"
which is consistent with the results of Henry and Khalil [I9]. We managed to resum also the term ¢ f7 in the form

473 848905e¢?  193342649¢* 2379638335 252893718 10496681¢!°

6 = —— — —
fr 648 + 1296 + 72576 + 145152 129024 258048
1781  38839¢%  21935e*  15179¢S
_233/2 Al
+a e)<28+112+ 64 +448> (AL7)
The angular momentum fluxes can be expressed as
§F7 3 5 6 7 8
5 373 = dg3(e)v” + dgs(e)v” + dgs(e)v® + dgr(e)v’ + dgs(e)v°+
F(l—e?)
952 (A18)
<5gg +(5glog n)( )_i_(sgéog(v) (’7 _ 1(;'; +10g(v)))v9 +6910U10 —i—O(vH),
where
2 2
féz — 37&/077 (A].g)
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is the Newtonian flux from circular orbits and the functions dg;(e) read

19  683e%2  403¢*
§5g2 = —— — _ A20
3559  30509¢2 135161e* 1251¢8 15e8  99¢10
5gs = — — O(e? A21
g 224 672 5376 64 32 + 512 + (e )’ ( )
151 le? 21 41021998 8 2 10
096 _ _ 151 3671e”  21607¢” 102199 88799e® 27779 +O(812), (A22)
T 6 24 192 13824 442368 44236800
1006711  2535215e2  1709749¢*  1212805¢®  795497¢8 3814910
Sg7 = — O(el? A23
g7 18144 5184 2304 13824 18432 4096 + (e )’ ( )
6& 100369 206213¢2 B 7426709¢e* B 620472319¢° B 728183081e® 4290204552710 n 0(612) (A24)
T 1344 896 28672 1548288 33030144 4954521600 '
5a0 — _19353142307 B 2580409695172 B 39004110703¢* B 7526116434163€8 B 19004463748957¢8
99 27941760 27941760 2540160 1117670400 5960908800 (A25)
B 9531637105370 n 0(612)
425779200 ’
04910 o 1068677 6760111e> 113252009¢*  56647762139¢8 _ 1049740042678 1744011617710
T 3024 1344 9216 10450944 95551488 44590694400 (A26)
+ 0(e"?).
The various logarithmic terms are then
595" = 5957 * log(2) + 095"V log(3) + 5™ * log(5) + 095" log(7), (A27)
log(v) 2675 347429¢2  1090651e*  6934349¢%  105823e®
6gg = ; (A28)
21 252 504 10080 4480
50182 _ 80357 615143e2  181175503¢* B 63567501707¢®  18959825303¢8 _ 3138557026727¢10
99T 7315 1260 2520 90720 4480 162000 (A29)
+ 0 (612),
1794069¢2  21138813e*  196801569¢%  136487855331e®  1881487783393587¢10
5 log(3) _ _ . O(e!2 A30
9o 560 560 1024 573440 229376000 +0(e7),  (A30)
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The second and fourth term in eq. (A18]) can be again resummed as
2215 330292 104921¢4 1401€° 7
5g5 = — — 1—e)32 (14 —¢? A
9= "1 T “6m2 5376 op e IAge ), (A33)
5o, _ P6743 | 2111585¢>  2036089¢!  1977175¢° 1549517
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a7, 35897¢2  2215¢%
14 224 28 '

The linear parts of the fluxes as functions of alternate
x — e parametrization are given in the Supplemental ma-
terial [58].

Appendix B: Comparison with Phys. Rev. D 108,
104016 (2023)

In this Appendix, we show the derivation of the trans-
formation between time eccentricity e; and Darwin ec-
centricity e which is needed for the comparison between
our results and the results of [19].

In the quasi-Keplerian parametrization and harmonic



coordinates (tg, rm, ou) = (¢, 7 — M, @), the orbit is given
as [19]

rg = a-(1 —e.cosu), (B1)
Qutg =u—egsinu+ f_y(v—u) + fysinv, (B2)
2
%qﬁH = v + g9y 8in 20 + g3, sin v, (B3)
v 14 eg u
tan — = tan — . B4
an 5 1/1_% an 3 (B4)

where a, is the semi-major axis, u is the eccentric
anomaly, @ is the total phase between two successive pe-
riastron passages, v is the true anomaly and f,_., fu,
g2v, and gs, are functions given in [19].

First, we find the relation between (a,,e,) and (p,e)
parametrization from the expression for the turning
points ry » and 7"{172

rme=ar(lte)=rio—M (B5)
=Mp/(1Fe)— M.

The parameters a,, © = (MQ4)?/3, e, and e; are given
in the supplemental material of [T9] as functions of F =
—(E—Mc?)/pand h = L/(GMpu). By inverting the PN
series to obtain E and h, we were able to express the time

eccentricity using the Darwin eccentricity e and the PN
parameter x as

S
/¢ = (1)) + 770(H /), (B6)
5(e2/e?) = 22:%/2 6(e? — 24 2v/1 — €2)x5/?
" ) (1— e2)3/2 B
+ (’)(m7/2) .

The geodesic part (6%/62)(3;) can be found in Eq. (4.38)
of [45].

Alternatively, one can solve the equation for ¢ as a
function of the eccentric anomaly u and collect all the

J
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terms that generate e;, as was done in [49], however, this
process is long and difficult and we leave it for future
work.

Appendix C: Evolution of the orbital parameters

In this Appendix we present the formulas for the evolu-
tion of the orbital parameters p and e used in the hybrid
model in Eq. . The elements of the geodesic part of
the inverse Jacobian

~1_ (Ogp Os.p
Jo = (aEe dye) (C1)
read
—2p%/%\/Ps P,
OEp = % ) (C2)
1
2(p — 4)%/P.
0,p= 0=V (3)
1
—6—2e2 P, P.
ope = £=6=26 VP (1)
€P1
1—¢€2 —2)(p — 4e2)/P.
P e [ [ R Vo
pePy
where we introduced the polynomials
P = (p—6)° —4e?, (C6)
Py = (p—2)* —4e?, (C7)
Py=p—3—¢?. (C8)

Note that the polynomial P; vanishes at the separatrix
p = 6+ 2e, therefore the inverse Jacobian diverges there.

We can factor out some terms from the matrix product
J (_5 6J and express it in the form

1

— M
P, P3\/ Pyp?

Jdd = (C9)

where

M1 = —4e®p + e*(p(p(p + 8) — 36) + 96) — 4e? (p (4p> — 30p + 83) — 48) — (p — 6)(p — 2)(p(4p — 15) + 24), (C10)

My =ep (= ((e* —21)p*) — 8 (e® +25) p* + 4 (e* + 10¢* + 165) p — 768) , (C11)
1—¢€2
My, = — (16e5(p — 3) —de*((p — 4 14) + 60) 4 €2 5p — 12) — 96) + 336) — 144
21= o (16e°(p — 3) — 4e*((p — 4)p(p + 14) + 60) + *(p(p(p(5p — 12) — 96) + 336) ) (c12)
+3(p—6)*(p—2)?),
My = (€2 — 1) (4e*p — € (p° + 16p* — 120p + 96) + 2p* — 13p® — 24p® + 228p — 288). (C13)
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