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We study the late-time relaxation of a perturbed Schwarzschild black hole, driven by a source
term representing an infalling particle in generic orbits. We consider quasi-circular and eccentric
binaries, dynamical captures and radial infalls, with orbital dynamics driven by an highly accurate
analytical radiation reaction. After reviewing the description of the late-time behaviour as an integral
over the whole inspiral history, we derive an analytical expression exactly reproducing the slow
relaxation observed in our numerical evolutions, obtained with a hyperboloidal compactified grid,
for a given particle trajectory. We find this signal to be a superposition of an infinite number of
power-laws, the slowest decaying term being Price’s law. Next, we use our model to explain the
several orders-of-magnitude enhancement of tail terms for binaries in non-circular orbits, shedding
light on recent unexpected results obtained in numerical evolutions. In particular, we show the
dominant terms controlling the enhancement to be activated when the particle is far from the BH,
with small tangential and radial velocities soon before the plunge. As we corroborate with semi-
analytical calculations, this implies that for large eccentricities the tail amplitude can be correctly
extracted even when starting to evolve only from the last apastron before merger. We discuss the
implications of these findings on the extraction of late-time tail terms in non-linear evolutions, and
possible observational consequences. We also briefly comment on the scattering scenario, and on the
connection with the soft graviton theorem.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Binary black hole (BH) mergers constitute an ideal
playground to study the many intricate aspects of the
general relativistic two-body problem. Historically, the-
oretical investigations of the entire evolution of these
systems have drawn significant attention due to their in-
trinsic mathematical complexity and physical relevance.
Nowadays, thanks to the advent of gravitational-wave
(GW) astronomy [1], such studies have gained extreme
importance even from the observational point of view,
allowing to predict with high accuracy astrophysical GW
signals observed with ever-increasing precision.

In general, it is possible to divide a binary merger in
three distinct phases: inspiral, plunge-merger and post-
merger. In the inspiral phase, the two progenitors are
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in relative motion along a decaying orbit, losing energy
and angular momentum due to the emission of GWs. The
plunge takes place when stable orbits can no longer be
sustained due to the reduced angular momentum of the
system, and the two BHs fuse together, giving rise to
a “remnant” BH possessing a dynamical horizon. After
the coalescence, the newly born remnant BH quickly
relaxes towards a stationary Kerr configuration. The
relaxation signal is initially dominated by a transient
which depends on the binary initial conditions, and then
by a superposition of exponentially damped sinusoids, the
quasi-normal modes (QNMs) of the system. Instead, at
very late times, the GW strain decays in a power-law
fashion, a regime also amenable to a description based on
perturbation theory (PT), which will be the focus of our
investigations. Due to the signal morphology, such late
time behaviour is commonly denoted as “tail”, and arises
from corrections to the propagation of a signal on a flat
light-cone, due to back-scattering taking place against the
long-range curvature of the underlying spacetime.

The tail was predicted for the first time by Price [2],
studying GWs signal associated to a dynamical collapse.
In particular, for non-static initial data, a power-law decay
of t−2ℓ−3 is observed at large finite distances, where ℓ is
the waveform multipole. Later, Leaver [3] studied the sig-
nal observed at future null infinity (I+) after perturbing
a Schwarzschild BH. At late retarded times, such signal
can be described by a single power-law τ−ℓ−2 (τ−ℓ−3)
for stationary (static) initial conditions, with τ ≡ t− r∗
retarded time. Corrections to this result were computed
by Andersson [4], resulting in a series of decaying power-
laws contributing at intermediate times, and suppressed
at asymptotically late times. These predictions are con-
firmed by linear numerical experiments performed in vac-
uum, see e.g. Ref. [5]. For a more extensive review of past
literature on tails, including the rotating case and a large
body of numerical studies, see the introduction of Ref. [6].
In the presence of matter, this back-scattering problem
was also studied analytically by Blanchet and Damour [7–
9] in the context of Multipolar Post-Minkowskian (MPM)
theory and by Poisson et al. [10, 11]. In particular, the
former investigations showed that the tail is an hereditary
effect carrying information on the entire history of the
system. These works focused on the inspiral stage, while
little attention has been paid to hereditary effects on the
post-merger phase of a binary merger.

Recently, Ref. [12] performed numerical evolutions of
binary mergers in generic orbits within a perturbative
setting, incorporating radiation-reaction effects through
an analytical expression based on post-Newtonian (PN)
results, and resummed according to Effective One Body
(EOB) techniques [13]. This study unexpectedly found
an enhancement of several orders of magnitude of the tail
amplitude when increasing the progenitors’ binary eccen-
tricity, resulting in an earlier transition from a QNMs to a
tail-dominated regime. The search for such enhancement
in comparable masses non-linear evolutions was started
in Ref. [6]. This surprising result has not yet found an

explanation in the literature, consistent with the fact that,
to the best of our knowledge, an explicit modelisation of
hereditary contributions to the post-ringdown signal of
binary mergers has never been put forward so far. This
is the scope of the present work.

We derive an explicit integral formula capable of pre-
cisely predicting the aforementioned late-time enhance-
ment by connecting tail terms to properties of the test-
particle motion in the inspiral, and matching the eccentric-
ity dependence recently found within numerical evolutions.
Our expressions for the source-driven tail are relevant to
any kind of nonspinning binary merger, as we showcase
by applying them not only to eccentric binaries, but also
to dynamical captures and radial infalls. We find a much
more complex behaviour compared to the predictions of
source-free PT, with a non-monotonic variation of the
tail exponent at intermediate times, due to a superpo-
sition of a large number of exact power-laws in τ . In
the asymptotic τ → ∞ limit, homogeneous PT results
are instead recovered. In particular, asymptotic pertur-
bations of systems that become bounded and eventually
merge behave as Price’s law, τ−ℓ−2, also in agreement
with the classical soft graviton theorem [14, 15]. Finally,
to explain the reason behind the eccentricity enhance-
ment of tail terms, we carry out two additional sets of
investigations. First, we study changes in the tail when
integrating over different portions of the inspiral motion,
allowing to isolate the dominant contribution to the tail
excitation, and to characterise the key role of the motion
around the last apastron. Second, through an expansion
in large r and small tangential velocities, we show how an
eccentric binary, which spends a larger fraction of time at
large distances just before merger, can emit tail signals
that are both enhanced and constructively interfere with
each other.

The paper is structured as follows. First, in Sec. II,
we introduce our perturbative framework and discuss
the RWZHyp code, used to evolve the binary system and
numerically solve for the emitted GW strain. Then, in
Sec. III, we present the analytical model of the source-
driven tail. Sec. IV is dedicated to test the model predic-
tions against numerical evolutions of eccentric binaries,
dynamical captures and radial infalls. In Sec. V, we iden-
tify the mechanism behind the tail enhancement with
binary eccentricity, and highlight the key contribution of
motion around the last apastron. Instead, in Sec. VI, we
characterize the tail term as a superposition of a large
number of pure power-laws. In Sec. VII we summarise
the results presented in the main text. We conclude in
Sec. VIII, discussing future directions opened by our find-
ings, both on the theoretical and observational side. We
especially focus on the implications for extracting the
post-merger tail signal in fully non-linear simulations of
comparable masses mergers. In the Appendices VIII, we
give additional details on the analytical computations,
show numerical convergence tests, compare with finite
distance extractions, include additional results on higher
modes tails and asymptotically late time investigations for
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bounded inspirals and radial infalls, with similar results
to the ones shown in the main text. Finally, we briefly
discuss exploratory results for scattering systems.

Unless explicitly stated, we work in geometric units
c = G = 1 and assume all quantities rescaled with respect
to the central black hole mass M .

II. PERTURBATIVE AND NUMERICAL
FRAMEWORK

Our analysis focuses on small mass-ratios, thus we
linearize Einstein’s equations and discard higher order
corrections. We impose both the BH and infalling test-
particle to be initially non-spinning. Since we are working
at linear perturbative order, the remnant (post-merger)
BH is also consequently non-spinning. The background
metric is thus Schwarzshild:

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 + dr2

A(r) + r2dΩ2 , (1)

with A(r) = 1 − 2/r. We expand the strain in spin-
weighted spherical harmonics modes −2Yℓm(Θ,Φ):

h+ − ih× =
∑

ℓ

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

h
(e/o)
ℓm (t)−2Yℓm(Θ,Φ) . (2)

From these multipoles, it is possible to build [16] two
gauge invariant quantities that transform under parity as
(−1)ℓ and (−1)ℓ+1; we refer to the latter as the even/odd
master functions Ψ(e/o). At large distances from the
emitting system, it holds [16]:

h
(e/o)
ℓm = 1

r

√
(ℓ+ 2)!
(ℓ− 2)!

(
Ψ(e)

ℓm + iΨ(o)
ℓm

)
+ O

(
1
r2

)
. (3)

The functions Ψ(e/o) satisfy two (decoupled) in-
homogeneous Schrödinger-like equations, the Regge-
Wheeler/Zerilli (RWZ) equations

O(e/o)Ψ(e/o)
ℓm (t, r∗) = S

(e/o)
ℓm (t, r), (4)

where

O(e/o) ≡
[
∂2

t − ∂2
r∗

+ V
(e/o)

ℓm (r∗)
]
, (5)

and we have introduced the standard tortoise coordinate
r∗ = r + 2 log (r/2 − 1) and the RWZ operator Oe/o. In
the following, when not necessary to distinguish the two
cases, we will drop the superscripts (e/o).

The potentials in the equation above are the RWZ
ones [16, 17] and the driving source is built from the in-
falling particle stress-energy tensor [16]. As a consequence,
it is localized along the particle trajectory r(t) at all times.
This feature can be made explicit by writing:

S
(e/o)
ℓm = f

(e/o)
ℓm δ(r − r(t)) + g

(e/o)
ℓm ∂rδ(r − r(t)) . (6)

In Appendix B we report the full expressions of the
functions f (e/o)

ℓm , g
(e/o)
ℓm for a point-particle, as found in

Ref. [16].
In the present work, we will compute analytical and nu-

merical solutions of the Cauchy problem given by Eq. (4),
always using as initial conditions:

Ψℓm(t = 0, r) = ∂tΨℓm(t = 0, r) = 0 . (7)

These initial conditions are not physical. In fact, realis-
tic systems emit gravitational waves from the moment
they are created. Effectively, Eq. (7) means neglecting all
the history of the system before a certain time and thus
imposing a formally incorrect solution. This implies a
partial loss in information, but also an initial transient in
which the emitted radiation does not correspond to a real,
physical solution of the linearised Einstein equations and,
for this reason, is commonly denoted as ”junk radiation”.
In Appendix F, we motivate the negligible influence of
junk radiation on our results, determining the approxi-
mate initial conditions of Eq. (7) as appropriate for our
purposes.

Unless specified, the trajectory of the particle will al-
ways be computed numerically, solving the system of
Hamiltonian equations [18]

ṙ = A

Ĥ
pr∗ ,

φ̇ = A

r2Ĥ
pφ,

ṗr∗ = AF̂r − A

r2Ĥ

(
p2

φ

3 − r

r2 + 1
)
,

ṗφ = F̂φ ,

(8)

where (pr∗ , pφ) are the µ-rescaled momenta conjugate to
the variables (r∗, φ), and Ĥ is the µ-rescaled Hamiltonian
of a test particle in Schwarzschild background

Ĥ =

√
A

(
1 +

p2
φ

r2

)
+ p2

r∗
. (9)

Finally, F̂r and F̂φ are the components of the dis-
sipative force that drive the dynamics, whose general
expression can be found in [13, 19]. These quantities
are analytical, built from a PN-based, EOB-resummed
analytical expansion for the fluxes of energy and angular
momentum observed at infinity, as computed in [13, 19].
Such fluxes have been shown to be consistent with the
corresponding numerical expressions in Ref. [12], hence
consistent with emission of GWs computed from the evo-
lution. However, it is important to note that at the
operational level, the GW expressions obtained as numer-
ical output of the evolution will not directly enter the
particle trajectory within our implementation. Hence,
the trajectory is numerically independent from the wave-
form. This will be a key point when using the particle
trajectory as input of our semi-analytical computations
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used to derive a prediction for the GW strain, ensuring
that numerical errors in the numerically-computed GWs
(against which we will compare the prediction obtained)
cannot feed into the semi-analytical expressions utilising
the particle trajectory.

To solve the problem in Eq. (4)-(7)-(8) numerically, we
employ the time-domain code RWZHyp [20, 21]. The soft-
ware uses a homogeneous grid in tortoise coordinate r∗
and, at large distances, a hyperboloidal layer (over which
r∗ is compactified [5]) is attached to the standard compu-
tation domain, where the trajectory evolves. We define
ρ to be the compactified coordinate and τ the retarded
time in the layer. The coordinates of the layer (τ, ρ) are
connected to those of the standard computational domain
(t, r∗) as follows:

τ − ρ = t− r∗ . (10)

The hyperboloidal layer allows to extract the GW strain
at future null infinity I+ at a finite location ρ+. The grid
in r∗ ends, for negative values, at a finite quantity, in order
to keep the horizon outside of the computational domain.
The code uses double precision, hence our computations
will have a precision of at most ∼ 10−16. Numerical
strain values close to this threshold, will be considered
dominated by numerical error. In Appendix F we also
show that the numerical resolution used in all the results
discussed below is adequate for our purposes and does
not affect any of the results obtained below.

III. LONG-RANGE PROPAGATION IN CURVED
BACKGROUNDS WITH A SOURCE

A. General solution

The general solution of Eqs. (4)-(7), in terms of the
Schwarzschild coordinates (t, r), can be written as the

convolution

Ψℓm(t, r) =
∫ t

−∞
dt′
∫ ∞

−∞
dr′ Sℓm(t′, r′)Gℓ(t, t′; r, r′) .

(11)
Where Gℓ(t, t′; r, r′) is the Green’s function, defined as
solution to the impulsive problem

O|t,r∗ Gℓ(t, t′; r, r′) = δ(t− t′)δ(r − r′) . (12)

Note that we assume homogeneous boundary conditions
on the Green’s function, for all times, at r′

∗ → ±∞. In
Appendix A, we review the derivation of the propagator
controlling the tail, which can be obtained in the limit
of large r and small frequencies 1 ωM ≪ 1. The former
approximation is connected to the tail being due to the
corrections to the flat light-cone propagator, arising from
the long range spacetime curvature [3, 4, 7]. The latter
approximation encodes that fact that small frequency
waves are the ones interacting the most with the curved
geometry on large scales [2–4], and implies that the prop-
agator we derive is the retarded Green’s function only
in the limit of large retarded times τ compared with the
source retarded time, τ ≫ t′ + ρ+. The result for the
propagator in these limits, assuming that the observer is
located at I+, is

Gℓ(τ, t′; ρ+, r
′) = θ(τ − t′ − ρ+)·

(−1)ℓ 2ℓ+1ℓ!(ℓ+ 1)!
(2ℓ+ 1)!

(r′)ℓ+1

(τ − t′ − ρ+)ℓ+2 ,
(13)

where the Heaviside function serves to impose causality,
since we are considering the retarded Green’s function.
Plugging-in the result above in the general expression for
the tail strain Eq. (11), together with the point-particle
source expression Eq. (6), and considering an observer
located at (τ, ρ+), yields

Ψℓm(τ, ρ+) = cℓ

∫ τ−ρ+

−∞
dt′
rℓ(t′) {r [fℓm(t′, r) − ∂rgℓm(t′, r)] − (ℓ+ 1) gℓm(t′, r)}r=r(t′)

(τ − t′ − ρ+)ℓ+2 , cℓ = (−1)ℓ 2ℓ+1ℓ!(ℓ+ 1)!
(2ℓ+ 1)! ,

(14)

where we have denoted as r(t′) the value of r along the
point-particle trajectory. Note that fℓm and gℓm in the
above are computed along the trajectory as well. In
Appendix B, we show the full expressions of the functions
fℓm, gℓm for a point-particle, as computed in [16, 18].
The failure of our model for τ − ρ+ ≈ t′ is made manifest
by the upper limit of integration in Eq. (14), since the
integrand is singular at this point. We can interpret this

1 In this section exclusively, we use explicit units of M to highlight
the relevant scales.

by stating that our model can describe signals travelling
well inside the light-cone, but fails to describe signals
marginally close to it. In the present work, we will focus
our attention on systems that become bounded after
a certain timescale, and we will limit our analysis to
the post-merger signal. Since the source contribution to
Eq. (14) dies exponentially after the light-ring crossing, we
expect our results to not be influenced by the singularity
in t′ ≈ τ − ρ+.

We briefly discuss systems that are unbounded at all
times, e.g. scattering scenarios, in Appendix G, highlight-
ing future research directions for this case in Sec. VIII.
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B. Intermediate vs asymptotic behaviour

The analytic model for the tail, Eq. (14), is an inte-
gral over the entire past history of the source. For this
reason, we expect the tail to show a more complicated phe-
nomenology compared to what is predicted by source-free
PT [2, 4, 5]. In general, since the source is an oscillating
function, also the real and imaginary part of the late-
times waveform Eq. (14) are non-monotonic functions.
Moreover, we cannot sort out from the integral a sin-
gle power-law behaviour in the observer retarded time τ ,
since the integral is rather a superposition of power-laws
in τ with location of the asymptote (corresponding to the
zero in the denominator) depending on the integration
variable t′. Since the source decays exponentially after
the light-ring crossing [12], there exist a certain timescale
after which the source information will not affect the sig-
nal anymore, leaving place to a single pure power-law in
τ dictating the asymptotic decay of the perturbation.

Two question arises from the above intuition. The first
concerns the timescale that an observer at I+ has to
wait in order for the tail to be a single power-law, the
second is relative to the value of the power-law exponent
in this asymptotic limit. To answer the above questions,
we start considering initially unbounded systems originat-
ing at a time Tin, that become bounded after a certain
timescale Tbound due to radiation-reaction. For the mo-
ment, we assume that the observer is located at very
late times τ ≫ Tbound, after the merger has occurred.
Then we can separate the integration domain in Eq. (14)
accordingly, in an interval during which the system is un-
bounded, (Tin, Tbound), and one over which the system is
bounded (Tbound, τ − ρ+). We focus first on the contribu-
tion to the late-time signal of the dynamics in the interval
(Tin, Tbound), during which we assume the test-particle to
be in the far away region r′ ≫ M , moving slowly. As a
consequence, the space-time curvature can be neglected
and the test-particle trajectory can be approximated as
xi(t) ≃ vit with vi constant velocity, i.e. we expand the
source Eq. (6) neglecting all terms O(G) or higher, and
work at lowest PN order. The source for the (ℓ,m) = (2, 2)
mode can be written in terms of the (00) component of
the particle stress energy tensor T00 = µδ3(xi − vit), as

S
(e)
22 ∝ rT

(2,2)
00 = µ

δ(r − |v|t)
r

. (15)

Plugging this expression in Eq. (14), yields

ψunbound(τ, ρ+) ∝
∫ Tbound

Tin

dt′
µ|v|2t′2

(τ − t′ − ρ+)4 . (16)

The integral above can be carried out analytically and it
reads

ψunbound ∝ (ρ+ − τ)2 + 3 (−ρ+ + τ)Tin + 3Tin
2

3 (ρ+ − τ − Tin)3

− (ρ+ − τ)2 + 3 (−ρ+ + τ)Tbound + 3Tbound
2

3 (ρ+ − τ − Tbound)3 .

(17)

When considering the limit τ ≫ Tin, Tbound, each of the
terms in Eq. (17) give a leading power-law contribution
∝ τ−1, equal in modulo but opposite in sign. A similar
cancellation can be found for the ∝ τ−2, τ−3 contributions,
leaving a dominant power-law ∝ τ−4.

We now analyze the contribution to the late-times signal
of the bounded dynamics. As mentioned above, after the
light-ring crossing the source decays exponentially [12],
hence does the integrand in Eq. (14). If we let Tf be the
time at which the source can be considered zero (up to a
given precision), when performing an observation at times
τ > ρ+ +Tf , we can replace the upper limit of integration
with Tf . Then, we Taylor expand the integrand, assuming
τ ≫ Tf + ρ+

ψbound(τ, ρ+) = cℓ

τ ℓ+2 ·∫ Tf

Tbound

dt′Sℓ(t′)
[

1 +
∞∑

n=1

(ℓ+ 1 + n)!
n! (ℓ+ 1)!

(
t′ + ρ+

τ

)n
]
,

(18)
where we denoted as ψbound(τ, ρ+) the contribution to the
late-time signal of the bounded dynamics. The result in
Eq. (18) is a superposition of power-law decays 2, with the
smallest decay being ∝ τ−ℓ−2. We expect the importance
of faster decaying terms to depend on the pre-merger
dynamics, apart from the observer retarded time τ . As
we move τ to progressively late times, the faster decaying
contributions will eventually die-off, leaving Price’s law as
dominant component. The transient regime characteristic
timescale depends on the excitation coefficients of each
power-law contribution: the more enhanced are these
coefficients, the longer the intermediate regime will be.
From Eq. (18) these coefficients depend on an integral of
the source S(t′) multiplied by a factor (t′ + ρ+)n. Hence,
the excitation coefficient of each power-law correction to
Price’s law depends both on the specific orbital dynam-
ics under consideration, and on the amount of inspiral
history included in the evolution, for timescales at which
the source is still appreciably excited. Instead, at very
early past times, the source suppression will cutoff the
contribution of higher-order terms. We refer the reader to
Sec. VI for a quantitative discussion on the latter point.

To summarize, the above results show that, even if
the system is initially in an unbounded configuration, the
asymptotic relaxation is dominated by a τ−2−ℓ power-law,
while the τ−1, τ−2, τ−3 contributions cancel out. This
result is in agreement with the homogeneous PT litera-
ture [2–4] and is also consistent with the classical soft
graviton hair theorem [14, 15]. Specifically, in the discus-
sions section of Ref. [15], it is shown how the τ−1 tail is
present only for scattering configurations, and vanishes

2 Note that this result is fundamentally different the one obtained
in Ref. [4]. In the latter, power-laws corrections to the propagator
giving rise to Price’s law, were computed. Instead, the propagator
we consider is the same as the one through which Price’s law can
be derived.
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whenever the end state is a remnant BH plus massless
radiation. The intermediate behaviour of the tail in the
post-merger phase can instead be approximated by a
superposition of exact power-laws in τ , with expansion
coefficients depending on the source history. In the fol-
lowing, we will apply this expansion from Tin, for both
initially and dynamically bounded systems. We briefly
discuss in Appendix G the analytical prediction for the
tail signal emitted in a scattering scenario.

IV. COMPARISON WITH NUMERICAL
RESULTS

We now analyze the (2, 2) multipolar component of the
waveform, h22, produced by a particle orbiting around a
Schwarzschild BH. In particular, we focus our attention
on bounded orbits with varying eccentricities, on dynam-
ical captures (i.e. initially unbounded orbits becoming
bounded after some time due to radiation reaction), and
finally on radial infalls from different distances. In Fig. 1,
we report examples of these different dynamics. In Table I
and II we show the relevant parameters for each configu-
ration considered. Note that we always impose the initial
polar and azimuthal angles to be θ = π/2 and φ = 0
respectively. For bounded orbits, we select a test-particle
mass µ = 10−3, and report the initial eccentricity, the
eccentricity at the separatrix crossing time 3 , the initial
energy and angular momentum, the initial distance from
the BH in terms of the coordinate r0 and, finally, the
impact parameter computed at the light-ring crossing
bLR, where we define b as the ratio [12, 22]

b = pφ/Ĥ . (19)

The eccentricity is instead defined (for bounded sys-
tems) through its relation with the apastron and the
periastron coordinates r± of the orbit [12, 13, 19]

e = r+ − r−

r+ + r−
. (20)

For dynamical captures scenarios, we show the initial
energy, angular momentum, coordinate r0 and the number
of encounters before the merger. For simplicity, when sim-
ulating these systems we set the test-particle mass to be
µ = 10−2. This is because given certain initial conditions
(E0, pφ,0), the test-particle can either be directly captured
by the central BH, have multiple close encounters before
the merger, or scatter away. As discussed in Refs. [23, 24],

3 During the inspiral, the test-particle can be assumed to move
along eccentric stable orbits identified through the eccentricity
e and the semi-latus rectum ι, as long as ι − 2e ≥ 6 is satisfied.
Values of e and ι such that ιsep = 6+2esep identify the last stable
orbit, denoted as separatrix.

e0 esep Ĥ0 pφ,0 r0 bLR

0.9 0.869 0.9890 3.9170 83.000 3.9315
0.8 0.778 0.9791 3.8313 40.000 3.8881
0.7 0.670 0.9713 3.7671 26.667 3.8429
0.6 0.563 0.9649 3.7139 20.000 3.7998
0.5 0.483 0.9587 3.6502 15.400 3.7699
0.4 0.393 0.9538 3.6001 12.500 3.7400
0.3 0.276 0.9525 3.6103 11.429 3.7075
0.2 0.201 0.9484 3.5514 9.375 3.6909
0.1 0.114 0.9453 3.5044 7.778 3.6766
0.0 0.000 0.9449 3.5000 7.000 3.6693

TABLE I. From left to the right: initial eccentricity, eccen-
tricity at the separatrix crossing, initial energy and angular
momentum, initial radius and impact parameter at the light-
ring crossing. The results are relative to the eccentric and
quasi-circular simulations.

the region within the parameter space (E0, pφ,0) for which
captures involving multiple encounters are possible, de-
creases with the increase of the mass ratio. Hence, the
larger is the mass of the test-particle, the easier it is to
obtain different multiple encounters simulations. Below,
we will always show mass-rescaled quantities, in such a
way that this choice will not affect our results. Finally, we
analyze five different radial infalls, with the test-particle
of mass µ = 10−2, initial energy E0 = 1.00 and angular
momentum pφ,0 = 0.0, from different initial distances
r0 = {100, 200, 300, 400, 500}. The trajectory of the test-
particle in the aforementioned settings is computed nu-
merically by means of the RWZHyp code, as detailed in
Sec. II. We use the same code to obtain the numerical
(linear) waveform produced by the motion of said sys-
tems, as observed at I+, with the aim to test the model
introduced in the previous section. In particular, we plug
the numerical trajectory solved by RWZHyp in the integral
form Eq. (14) and use a trapezoidal method 4 built in the
scipy 5 [25] library to compute the integration. Since we
are interested in the tail part of the signal, we focus on
two quantities of interest that can be extracted from h22,
the amplitude A22(τ) = |h22| and the tail exponent

p ≡ d lnA22(τ)
d ln τ . (21)

In the present section, we always shift the axis of the
retarded time τ to have a zero at the time of the light-
ring crossing 6. We have checked that this is close to the

4 Note that we tested also the built-in function implementing Simp-
son’s rule, yielding the same results.

5 Specifically, we use integrate.trapz(f(t), dx=dt’)
(/integrate.simps(f(t), dx=dt’)), where f(t) is the inte-
grand in Eq. (14) computed along the numerical trajectory, while
dt′ is the spacing between the time steps of the latter.

6 The reference retarded time enters the definition of p: choosing a
different value implies assuming a different functional form for
the tail, since it moves its asymptote. This does not affect the
asymptotic value of p, but only its intermediate behaviour.
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FIG. 1. Left: quasi-circular inspiral and plunge, with test-particle initialized at a distance r0 = 7.0. Center: Dynamical capture
configuration, with initial angular momentum pφ,0 = 4.0405. Right: trajectory of a test-particle moving in an orbit with initial
eccentricity e0 = 0.8. The red line marks the light ring. The green line highlights the portion of the trajectory used in Fig. 10.

nenc Ĥ0 pφ,0 r0 bLR

1 1.000001 3.9980 300.0 3.9687
2 1.000001 4.0065 300.0 3.9457
3 1.000001 4.0150 300.0 3.9327
4 1.000001 4.0235 300.0 3.9232
5 1.000001 4.0320 300.0 3.9155
6 1.000001 4.0405 300.0 3.9075
7 1.000001 4.0447 300.0 3.8968
8 1.000001 4.0490 300.0 3.8737

TABLE II. From left to the right: number of encounters, initial
energy and angular momentum, initial radius and impact
parameter at the light-ring crossing. The results are relative
to the dynamical captures simulations.

peak of A22 for all the configurations considered, so that
it is possible, from our results, to estimate correctly the
order of magnitude of the tail amplitude when it starts to
dominated over the ringdown, with respect to the peak
amplitude of the whole signal. We remind to Table I of
Ref. [12] for an estimate of the delay between the peak of
the orbital frequency and the quadrupolar amplitude for
eccentric and quasi-circular orbits.

A. Initially bounded case: eccentric and
quasi-circular binaries

We now focus on systems initialized as bounded, start-
ing by considering initial data for the particle trajectory
on a quasi-circular binary, and then increase the eccen-
tricity. In Table I we report the initial conditions and
eccentricities of all the systems we have considered. To
compute the numerical evolutions with the RWZHyp code,
we have multiplied the source in Eq. (4) by a factor µ−1.
This does not change the results in the waveform if not for
an overall multiplicative factor, allowing to circumvent
the threshold given by double precision. In Fig. 2 we

show the results of our numerical experiments, together
with the analytical prediction for the late-time signal in
Eq. (14). In particular, we show the amplitude of the
(2, 2) mode, rescaled with respect to the test-particle mass
µ = 10−3, and the tail exponent p as defined in Eq. (21).

As already noted in [6, 19], the time at which the tail
starts to dominate on the ringdown strongly depends on
the eccentricity of the progenitors’ binary, and is due to a
different amplitude of the tail at these intermediate times.
In particular, the higher the eccentricity, the more the
tail is excited, and the sooner it starts to dominate. The
first test of our model is to reproduce this scaling in the
amplitudes.

From the left panel of Fig. 2, it can be seen how for
eccentricities larger than e0 ∼ 0.3 the model perfectly
reproduces the amplitude of the tail, from the moment it
starts to dominate over the ringdown, to asymptotically
late times. Instead, for small eccentricities, our model is
able only to infer the order of magnitude of the amplitude
at the transition. In the right panel of Fig. 2, we report
the tail exponent p extracted from numerical experiments
and from our model. Similarly to what happens for the
amplitude, the model reproduces with extreme accuracy
the numerical experiments for e0 > 0.3, but not for lower
eccentricities. The mismatch for low eccentricities is ex-
pected and consistent with the fact that Eq. (14) was
derived always assuming a source localized at large r with
respect to the BH. Hence, the longer the test-particle
spends far away from the BH during the inspiral, the
better agreement we can expect. In a medium/high eccen-
tric binary, this condition is satisfied up to times close to
the merger, while, for low eccentricities, the test-particle
trajectory receives support at small r for a longer time
during the last stage of the inspiral, as can be seen in
Fig. 6 of Sec. V.

Note that we cut the results in Fig. 2 for values of
the amplitude A22/µ = 10−12, four orders of magnitude
above the numerical double precision threshold. Right
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FIG. 2. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole vs the observer retarded time, rescaled with respect
to the time τLR at which the test-particle crosses the light-ring. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The thick solid
lines are the numerical experiments, computed integrating Eq. (4) with the RWZHyp code. The thin dot-dashed lines are the
analytical prediction for the late-time behaviour Eq. (14). The dashed black horizontal line on the right, is Price’s law. These
results are relative to the eccentric and quasi-circular simulations of Table I, each labeled by the initial eccentricity e0. We cut
the simulations for values of the amplitude A22/µ = 10−12, four orders of magnitude before the numerical precision threshold
dictated by double precision and when numerical noise become noticeable (high frequency oscillations in the plot on the right).

before the simulations are cut, high frequency oscillations
are already present in the numerical results. For low
eccentricity configurations, the tail starts to dominate
when the signal is close to this strain value. Hence, we
could partially impute the mismatch between our model
and the experiments to limitations in numerical precision.

As mentioned in the previous section, our model pre-
dicts the tail to be a hereditary effect that depends on
the entire inspiral history. In particular, it is an integral
over the source that, for generic orbits, is an oscillating
function. We thus expect a more complex behaviour than
a monotonic relaxation to a single power-law as in e.g.
Ref. [5]. For instance, destructive interference among var-
ious components of the back-scattered signal can result
in the amplitude A22 nearly going to zero before increas-
ing again (as dictated by the very late-time behaviour),
implying a quasi-divergence in the tail exponent, which
depends on the amplitude derivative.

This is confirmed by the numerical evolutions, as shown
in the right panel of Fig. 2, where for e0 = 0.6 the cusp in
the amplitude is reflected in an almost singular behaviour 7

of the tail exponent p.

7 We do not fully include its evolution in the plot for visualisation
reasons. Since it spans a wide range, capturing it completely
would make the visualisation of other results significantly harder.

B. Dynamically bounded case

We now analyze systems which are initially unbounded
and, after a certain time, become bounded due to
radiation-reaction, eventually merging. In Table II we
show the initial conditions used for all of the simulations
and, for each one of them, the number of close encounters
between the test-particle and the BH. Some of these con-
figurations have also been studied in Ref. [24]. In Fig. 3,
the results of the numerical evolutions computed integrat-
ing Eq. (4), (7) with the RWZHyp code are compared with
the analytical model Eq. (14). From this comparison we
see a virtually perfect agreement for all of the simulations
considered, from intermediate to late times. In particular,
our model is able to reproduce both the amplitude of the
tail, as well as the non-trivial evolution of the exponent
p, from the time it starts to dominate over the QNMs, up
to very-late times. We note that the amplitude of the tail
at the transition time increases the smaller the number of
encounters is. We elaborate this point in further detail in
Sec. V, where we discuss which inspiral trajectory features
is able to enhance or suppress the tail. Here, we just point
out that this scaling in the amplitude is consistent with
what found in Fig. 2. In fact, GWs are mainly emitted
at turning points along the trajectory, hence a larger
number of encounters during the inspiral phase implies
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FIG. 3. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole vs the observer retarded time rescaled with respect to
the time of light-ring crossing τLR. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The thin dot-dashed lines are the analytical
predictions for the late-time behaviour, Eq. (14), while the thick solid lines are numerical experiments obtained integrating
Zerilli equation with the RWZHyp code. The results are relative to the dynamical captures in Table II, each simulation is labeled
by the number of encounters nenc between the test-particle and the BH.

that the test-particle orbit loses more energy and angular
momentum before the merger, resulting in a progressive
circularization of the orbit, Fig. 8. Quantitatively, for the
dynamical capture configurations with nenc > 2 under
consideration, it holds e > 0.95 after the first encounter.
The higher the initial angular momentum, the higher the
eccentricity after the first encounter, since less radiation is
emitted. However, systems with higher angular momenta
will undergo multiple close encounters before plunging, so
that the final eccentricity at the separatrix-crossing will
be lower. Indeed, the configuration with nenc = 8 results
in the lowest eccentricity at separatrix-crossing, having
esep = 0.797.

From the discussion in Sec III B, we expect that the tail
exponent p will relax towards a −ℓ−2 value at asymptoti-
cally late times. In fact, we show that the slower decaying
terms, led by ∼ τ−1, vanish at asymptotically late-times,
for systems ending in a merger. The results depicted in
Fig. 3 seem to confirm these predictions: for simulations
with nenc = 1, 2 number of encounters, the exponent p is
relaxing towards p = −4. Simulations with larger nenc
take longer time to merge, and as result of a more pro-
longed history there is a longer intermediate behaviour
in the post-merger tail (see Sec. VI for more details). In
particular, the relaxation of p towards its asymptotic limit
is not monotonic for nenc > 2. As already discussed in
the previous section, this happens because the source is
oscillating, hence destructive interference between tail

signals generated at different times can gives rise to such
non-monotonic behaviour. In Sec. VI we will study in
more detail the case with nenc = 8, by means of a nu-
merical evolution long enough to recover Price’s law, and
indeed will characterize the non-monotonic intermediate
behaviour of p as a superposition of a large number of
power-laws in τ , with different decay rates.

C. Radial infall

In Fig. 4 we compare numerical experiments against
the analytical prediction Eq. (14) for radial infalls from
different initial distances r0 = {100, 200, 300, 400, 500}.
The analytical prediction matches very accurately all the
numerical evolutions. It should also be noted how the am-
plitude at the transition from a QNMs to a tail-dominated
behaviour is larger than all of the configurations previ-
ously analyzed; we will explain this phenomenon in Sec. V.
For what concerns the intermediate behaviour, defined as
the relaxation to the asymptotic limit, i.e. Price’s law,
there are two important considerations to be made. The
further from the BH is the initial location of the test-
particle, the longer is the intermediate behaviour of the
tail, before approaching ∼ τ−4. Moreover, this relaxation
is monotonic. This is consequence of the source being
non oscillating, since φ is fixed along all the trajectory.
As mentioned above, this removes the destructive inter-
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FIG. 4. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole vs the observer retarded time rescaled with respect to
the time of light-ring crossing τLR. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The thin dot-dashed lines are the analytical
predictions for the late-time behaviour, Eq. (14), while the thick solid lines are numerical experiments obtained integrating
with the RWZHyp code. The results are relative to radial infalls starting from the distances r0 in the labels, with initial energy
E0 = 1.00. Note that the particle is infalling in the xy-plane, along the x axis.

ference among tail signals emitted close to each other,
yielding a monotonic relaxation.

In Ref. [26], it is shown the post-merger tail generated
by a geodesic radial infall from r0 = 7, when observed at
I+. As in our case, the relaxation of p therein depicted
is monotonic. However, in Ref. [26] the tail exponent p
reaches the asymptotic value from below, i.e. from smaller
values. In our case, the value p → −4 is reached from
above. We have verified that such apparent discrepancy
stems from the different definitions adopted in Eq. (21), in
particular in the choice of a reference time. As mentioned
above, in the present work, unless explicitly stated, we
report all results with τ rescaled with respect to τLR, the
time at which an observer at I+ sees the test-particle
crossing the light-ring. In Ref. [26], the time is instead
rescaled with respect to the radial infall starting time.
Such choice can change the intermediate behaviour and
yield the observed inversion of the tail exponent relaxation
towards a constant value.

V. TAIL AMPLITUDE: LAST APASTRON
CONTRIBUTIONS

In Fig. 2, it is shown that the time of transition from
a QNM to a tail-dominated behaviour depends on the
eccentricity of the progenitors’ binary. Similarly, Figs. 3, 4
show a similar behaviour for other classes of non-circular

orbits. In the present section we investigate which specific
features of the non-circular orbits are causing the tail
enhancement.

First, we isolate the portion of the point-particle in-
spiral trajectory which contributes the most to the tail
amplitude. To do so, we compare the tail amplitude
obtained from the numerical evolution and our model,
and study how this comparison evolves as we change
the initial time of the integration in our semi-analytical
computation, to include progressively less inspiral history.
Beyond understanding which portion of the trajectory
is determining the tail, an additional byproduct of this
analysis is learning “how much history” needs to be in-
cluded in order to obtain a reasonable estimate of the
tail amplitude, within some accuracy threshold. This
information is useful e.g. when aiming to extract tail
terms from simulations of comparable-mass mergers, in
which only a limited number of cycles is available (see
Sec. VIII for a more detailed discussion). Then, based
on the intuition drawn from the above investigation, we
derive an expansion that allows to deduce which specific
orbital features are determining the tail behaviour.

Throughout the present section, we refer to Atail :=
A22(τtrans) as “tail amplitude”, where τtrans = τ̄ + 5τ220,
and τ̄ is the time of the flex in the frequency ω22 of the
(2, 2) multipole, when transitioning from the fundamental
mode frequency ω220 to a zero value, i.e. the one cor-
responding to the tail regime. The factor 5τ220 serves
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to exclude the QNMs portion and we found it to be a
reasonable approximation for the time at which the tail
starts to dominate, see also Ref. [6].

A. Eccentric binaries

The results of the analysis described above are depicted
in Fig. 5, for the simulations in Table I. For intermediate
to high eccentricities, the motion around the last apastron
is the part of the trajectory that mostly determines Atail.
In particular, for high eccentricities, one could consider
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only the motion from the last apastron, and still correctly
determine Atail. Instead, when considering intermediate
eccentricities, an oscillatory behaviour arises. We inter-
pret these oscillations as due to ingoing and outgoing
motion near the last apastron, generating tail terms that
are comparable in modulo but opposite in sign, leading
to cancellations. From this picture, we get the heuristic
intuition that the tail is enhanced by a motion happen-
ing near an apastron, at large distances from the BH,
r ≫ 2. As can be seen in Fig. 6, this regime corresponds
to small radial and angular velocities ṙ, pφ/r ≪ 1. To
verify such intuition, we expand Eq. (14) according to
these conditions, starting from the large distance (r ≫ 2)
approximation, yielding

Ψℓm(τ, ρ+) =
∫ Tf

Tin

dt′
rℓ(t′)e−imφ(t′)Pℓm (cos θ0)

(τ − t′ − ρ+)ℓ+2 ·

·Ĥ

[
a1
√

1 − ṙ2 + a2ṙ
pφ

rĤ
+ a3

p2
φ

r2Ĥ2

]
,

(22)

where the coefficients a1,2,3 are given by
a1 = a0 (ℓ+ 1) (ℓ+ 2) ,
a2 = a04im ,

a3 = a0
(
λ− 2m2 − 2

)
,

a0 = cℓ
8πµ

λ (λ− 2) .

(23)

We now expand in small ṙ, pφ/r ≪ 1. Considering the
expression for the energy per unit mass Eq. (9) in these
limits, we obtain

Ψℓm(τ, ρ+) =
∫ Tf

Tin

dt′
rℓ(t′)e−imφ(t′)Pℓm (cos θ0)

(τ − t′ − ρ+)ℓ+2 ·

·

[
a1 − a1

2 ṙ
2 + a2ṙ

pφ

r
+
(
a3 + a1

2

) p2
φ

r2

]
.

(24)

This integral form confirms our previous intuition. The
overlap between the propagator and the source is en-
hanced for large distances r, since low frequencies signals
(the ones contributing to the tails) not only are scattered
the most by the background, but are also emitted by a mo-
tion on large scales. It is important to note the oscillatory
term in the integrand of Eq. (24) for m ̸= 0 modes. This
term implies that the faster φ varies, the more destructive
interference will be present between tail signals emitted
close to each other. Hence, the further from the BH is
the location of the last apastron rapo and the more time
the test-particle spends near it, the more enhanced the
post-merger tail will be. Both these features are related
to the eccentricity; systems with higher eccentricity have
larger rapo and smaller φ̇apo, due to Kepler’s second law.
Note that this implies that the expansion in small pφ/r in
Eq. (24) is an expansion in the eccentricity 8, as implied

8 This intuition is in agreement with the Newtonian limit, in which(
p2

φ/r − 1
)

∼ e, see for instance the discussion in [27].

by Fig. 6. If for very high eccentricities, near the apastra,
we can neglect the last two terms in the square paren-
thesis, instead these become relevant for intermediate
eccentricities. In particular, the third term depends on
the sign of ṙ, and is the one responsable for the cancel-
lations among tails emitted close to the apastron during
outgoing and ingoing motion, observed in Fig 5. The
second term in Eq. (24) depends as well on ṙ, but not on
its sign. It does not imply cancellation among ingoing
and outgoing motion, but is part of the expansion around
the apastron. In particular, as we move away from it, this
factor, opposite in sign to the leading order, suppresses
the tail.

The approximation in Eq. (24) does not hold for low-
eccentricities since, in these cases, the test-particle is
located near the BH during the whole last stage of the
inspiral, see Fig. 6.

B. Dynamical captures and radial infalls

We analyze the trajectory of the test-particle in the
dynamical captures listed in Table II. These systems are
initialized as unbounded, and, during the first encounter,
become bounded due to emission of gravitational radia-
tion resulting in highly eccentric orbits that eventually
merge. As shown by the results in Fig 8, if the number of
encounters nenc > 1, near the last apastron the particle is
far away from the BH with small tangential velocity pφ/r.
As the number of encounters nenc increases, the distance
from the BH at the last apastron decreases, while the
tangential velocity increases resulting in less time spent
around this location. This is due to the fact that the GWs
are emitted mainly at the turning points, thus the more
encounters are present, the more the orbit loses energy
and evolve towards a more ”circularized” setting. Thus,
we expect a reasoning similar to the one in the previous
section to hold, considering that an higher nenc implies
smaller eccentricity of the last stable orbit, as discussed
in Sec. IV B.

We repeat the experiment of the previous section, i.e.
we compare Atail from the numerical evolutions with the
one computed from the model Eq. (14), varying the start-
ing time of integration, tin. The part of history relevant
to determine Atail is the motion from the last apastron,
in agreement with what was found in the previous section
for bounded orbits. In fact, from the comparision of the
trajectories in Fig. 6 and Fig. 8, we see that, even for
the larger value of nenc considered in Table II, the last
orbit has features compatible with an eccentricity close
to the two most eccentric simulations in Table I (see also
discussion in Sec. IV). In such a setting, as mentioned
above, the last two terms in Eq. (24) can be neglected
and the influence of in/out-going motion near the last
apastron on Atail is negligible.

An interesting limiting case is nenc = 1, for which the
orbit does not have a turning point. Consistently with
the intuition developed above, we find that contributions
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from all times are relevant in this case, as depicted in
Fig. 7. Similar considerations also holds for a radial infall
starting from the same initial distance of r0 = 300. A
curious feature to note is that in the nenc = 1 case, the
amplitude is suppressed with respect to a radial infall
from the same distance. This is puzzling at first since, as
depicted in Fig. 8, the nenc = 1 simulation dynamics is

close to the radial infall one, except in the plunge phase
that, however, does not seem to influence Atail, as shown
in Fig. 7. The reason of this can be traced back to pφ/r,
that remains small for the whole orbit, allowing us to
consider the expansion of Eq. (24). The third term in the
expansion, proportional to ṙ and pφ/r, acts as a small
negative contribution with respect to the leading one in
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the nenc = 1 case, due to the ingoing nature of the motion.
At the same time, the oscillating factor ∼ eimφ will induce
interference among subsequent tail terms. These terms
are not present for a radial infall (the latter being a
constant), explaining the amplitude suppression in the
nenc = 1 case, compared to a radial infall from the same
distance.

VI. POWER-LAWS SUPERPOSITION

In the previous section, we discussed the amplitude of
the tail around the time at which it starts to dominate
over the QNMs-driven regime. Now, we focus on the
phenomenology of the tail after this time. As derived
in Secs. III and IV, the tail is initially dominated by an
intermediate transient, leaving place after some time to
Price’s law. Here, we characterize the decaying behaviour
of the transient regime and present a very long-lived
selected simulation, to explicitly show that Price’s law is
recovered both numerically and analytically, as expected.
In particular, we analyze the dynamical capture of Table II
with nenc = 8. In Appendix C, we report the same analysis
for a radial infall from r0 = 300 and for the inspiral with
initial eccentricity e0 = 0.9 of Table I.

Our model predicts that the intermediate behaviour
can be described by a superposition of power-laws in ob-
server retarded time τ , Eq. (18). The lowest-order of this
expansion corresponds to Price’s law, and thus will domi-
nate at asymptotically late times. This prediction is in
agreement with the aforementioned numerical evolutions,
as shown by the results in Fig. 9 and Fig. 13, 12 for the
other configurations analyzed in Appendix C.

The intermediate regime relevance can be quantified by
how many power-laws are necessary to reach convergence,
which in the above figure corresponds to n ∼ 1000. The
excitation coefficient of each Price’s law correction term
∼ τ−n−ℓ−2 is given by an integral over the source Sℓm(t′),
multiplied by a factor (t′ + ρ+)n. The term (t′ + ρ+)n

seems to imply that the longer is the inspiral’s past history,
the more enhanced the excitation coefficient of τ−n−ℓ−2 is.
However, moving Tin further and further in the past will
yield a convergent behaviour of the waveform, due to the
presence of the weight S(t′) which is suppressed in this
limit. In fact, as discussed in Sec. III B, S(t′) can either
vanish in the asymptotic past, or give rise to a suppressed
1/τ tail that does not propagate at asymptotically late
times (see also the discussion in Appendix G).

To test these predictions, we turn to the dynamical
capture analyzed in Fig. 9. At the beginning of this
simulation, the system is unbounded. Going earlier in
time with respect to the history considered would result
in a suppressed source, hence a suppressed tail contri-
bution. Instead, the source is not suppressed once the
system becomes bounded, during subsequents encoun-
ters. Hence, “excluding” some past encounters from the
integral in Eq. (18), would significantly change the exci-
tation coefficients of the power-laws therein, giving rise

to a different intermediate regime of p. We show this
point explicitly by running the same analysis as in Fig. 9,
but changing the initial time of integration in Eq. (18),
Tin. We compare these results with a numerical evolution
obtained initializing the test-particle (hence starting the
integration) along a different point of the same inspiral
trajectory. The initial conditions on the emitted radiation
are still imposed as in Eq. (7), while the initial conditions
of the test-particle are such that the trajectory remains
unchanged. The starting time for the numerical integra-
tion is fixed to match the initial time of the analytical one.
The section of the trajectory considered is highlighted
(green) in Fig. 1, in particular, we now consider a motion
including only the last two encounters. In the original
simulation the test-particle orbited around the BH for a
time ∼ 5 · 104 before the light-ring crossing while we have
now reduced this time to ∼ 2 · 103. The results of the
analysis, shown in Fig. 10, confirm the model’s prediction:
faster decaying power-laws are less excited when consid-
ering a reduced amount of history. As a consequence, the
system reaches Price’s law on a shorter timescale. In par-
ticular, when considering a longer fraction of the inspiral,
as in Fig. 9, Price’s law is approached well further than
a time ∼ 2 · 105 after the light-ring crossing (estimate
based on the amplitude). Instead, when considering a
trajectory including only the last two encounters, Price’s
law is recovered at ∼ 104. In agreement with the model,
the number of power-law terms required to recover the nu-
merical result has now significantly decreased to n ∼ 200.
These analyses further stress the impact of initial con-
ditions on the extraction of the tail exponent, in stark
contrast to the amplitude at transition which is far less
dependent on the trajectory integration, as shown in the
previous section.

To conclude, all the simulations considered are consis-
tent with Price’s law at asymptotically late times, and
slower decaying terms led by the τ−1 tail, discussed in
Sec. III B, are not present. Such result holds for systems
that are originally unbounded as in Fig. 9, as well as for
systems directly initialized as bounded, Figs. 10, 13, 12.
This is consistent with the picture of Sec. III and the
literature on the classical soft graviton theorem [15].

VII. SUMMARY

We have investigated the late-time relaxation of a
Schwarzschild BH perturbed by an infalling test-particle.
We worked in non-homogeneous perturbation theory, with
a source representing the matter content of the test-
particle, and an orbit driven by an highly accurate EOB-
resummed analytical radiation reaction. Analysing the
late-times propagation of low-frequency signals, we de-
rived an analytical formula for the late-time perturbations,
Eq. (14). This model is an integral over the entire past
history of the system, revealing that the late-time relax-
ation of a BH carries imprints of the system’s information
in the far past. We tested this model against numerical
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FIG. 9. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole against the observer retarded time, rescaled with
respect to the time τLR at which the test-particle crosses the light-ring. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The system
under study is the dynamical capture with nenc = 8 in Table II. The time between initializing the test-particle and the light-ring
crossing is ∼ 5 · 104. The gray thick line correspond to the numerical experiment obtained integrating Eqs. (4),(7) with the
RWZHyp code. The coloured lines are computed through the expansion in power-laws in the retarded time τ , Eq. (18). The label
n specify how many power-laws have been added to Price’s law (horizontal line in the right panel).

evolutions obtained solving the full Regge-Wheeler/Zerilli
equations, for different inspiral configurations. Our model
is in extremely good agreement with these non-circular
results, as shown in Fig. 2, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, respectively
for bounded elliptical binaries, dynamical captures and
radial infalls.

Our results shed light on the nature of tails in the
presence of a source, somehow hidden in homogeneous
PT [2–4], in which the integral over the “history” of the
system is reduced to a local expression computed on a
Cauchy hypersurface. In the non-homogeneous case, the
tail is in fact due to the interaction of a time-varying
quadrupole source, with the long-range structure of the
background. Low-frequency signals emitted by the source
will interact the most with the background, resulting in
their scattering; as a consequence, an observer at large
distances from the BH will not see the signal as travelling
on the light-cone, but with all the velocities inside it.
This is the heuristical intuition behind the formal result
in Eq. (14), that explains how the late-time relaxation
of a BH is, in fact, a “memory” effect analogous to the
hereditary tail of multipolar-post-Minkowskian theory [7].

We have found that Atail, the amplitude of the tail at
the transition between the QNM and tail dominance τtrans,
depends mainly on the motion near the last apastron for
eccentric binaries or dynamical captures Figs. 5, 7. In
particular, we have shown that the tail is enhanced by the

motion at large distances with small tangential velocity;
the first condition guarantees that the overlap between
the source and the tail-propagator is large, while the
second is necessary to minimize destructive interference
among tail signals emitted closes to each other. For this
reason, Atail is maximized for a radial infall starting at
the same distance than a capture. For a radial infall from
small distances r0 ≲ 200, Atail is larger the further the
infall starts, while it saturates to a maximum value for
r0 ∼ 200, Fig. 4. These results are able to explain the
scaling of the tail amplitude with the progenitors’ binary
eccentricity observed in Ref. [12] in the test-mass case
and discussed in Ref. [6] for comparable masses.

We have also proposed an expansion of the tail expres-
sion Eq. (14), valid at late retarded times τ ≫ ρ+ + t′,
as superpositions of power-laws in τ . This approximation
allows to sort out the complicated behaviour of the tail in
a contribution that scales as the leading homogeneous PT
tail (the slowest power-law that dominates the asymptotic
limit), with faster decaying terms whose excitation coeffi-
cients depend on the nature of the source, that eventually
die out of the signal. In particular, for the systems consid-
ered in the main text, that eventually become bounded
and merge, we recover the asymptotic decay ∼ τ−ℓ−2 of
Refs. [2–4]. Slower decaying contributions, led by ∼ τ−1,
emitted during the initial unbounded stage (in the case
of a dynamical capture) cancels out at asymptotically
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FIG. 10. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole against the observer retarded time, rescaled with
respect to the time τLR at which the test-particle crosses the light-ring. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The system
under study follows the same trajectory of the dynamical capture with nenc = 8 in Table II. However, the integration included
only the last nenc = 2 encounters of the same evolution. The time between initializing the test-particle and the light-ring crossing
is ∼ 2 · 103. The gray thick line correspond to the numerical experiment obtained integrating Eq. (4),(7) with the RWZHyp code.
The coloured lines are computed through the expansion in power-laws in the retarded time τ , Eq. (18). The label n specify how
many power-laws have been added to Price’s law.

late times, in agreement with the classical soft graviton
theorem 9 [14, 15]. We have tested the expansion Eq. (18)
against numerical experiments, to understand the rele-
vance of the fast decaying contributions. The results of
Fig. 9 and Appendix C show that a large number of fast-
decaying power-laws is necessary to correctly reproduce
the numerical experiments, starting from the time τtrans
at which the tail starts to dominate over the QNMs.

For completeness, we have also analyzed the behaviour
of higher multipoles of the waveform: an odd mode, the
(3, 2), and the (4, 4), in Appendix D. We observe for both
modes a similar enhancement of the tail amplitude with
the initial eccentricity, Fig. 14, 15, and a similar level of
agreement with the numerical evolutions. These results
are particularly relevant for the (4, 4) mode, since this is
the lowest mode in which quadratic QNMs significantly
appear for a binary merger. A complete description of
the ringdown in a non-linear setting would in fact benefit
from the inclusion of the tail, when considering a generic
planar orbit.

9 In the context of the classical soft graviton theorem, if the end
state of the system is a merger, Price’s law is always recovered
at asymptotic late times. In particular, the 1/τ contributions
vanishes.

All our results are expressed in terms of the radiative
coordinate τ , as observed at I+, acting as a very good
approximation to what would be observed in a real de-
tection on Earth. However, when performing numerical
simulations in a fully non-linear setting the signal is often
extracted at finite distance in terms of the time coordi-
nate t. Hence, to connect with these latter studies, we
have studied a configuration extracted at finite distance
in Appendix E; as shown in Fig. 16, such settings preserve
the scaling of the tail with the progenitors’ binary eccen-
tricity, however the amplitude of the tail is suppressed of
at least one order of magnitude, also for a radial infall.

Finally, in Appendix G we have studied a scattering
case. In this setting, the source is present at all times,
hence it will continue to emit signals at asymptotically late
times. Our model fails to describe such system, however,
when appropriately regularised, it still predicts a τ−1 tail
signal travelling marginally close to the flat light-cone, in
agreement with the classical soft graviton theorem.

VIII. FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS

The present work paves the way to many further in-
vestigations. First, the large tail enhancement predicted
by our model might render the tail a phenomenon of
observational interest, and a dedicated study is needed
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to asses the observability of this low-frequency compo-
nent. To our knowledge, tail observability studies have
been proposed only in the inspiral regime, studying the
signal dephasing [8, 9] or as a correction to the signal
luminosity [10, 11]. A targeted investigation would also
be needed to understand what kind of information could
be extracted from the tail, if observed. For instance,
due to the dependence of Atail on the last orbit motion,
the tail could provide stronger constraints on the inspi-
ral orbital parameters, additionally breaking parameters
degeneracies.

Our work gives insights on how to extract a tail signal
from a fully non-linear numerical evolution, useful for
investigations following the first exploratory results of
Ref. [6]. Such evolutions usually extract the signal at fi-
nite distance and we showed that in such case, for a highly
eccentric binary (radial infall), the tail starts to dominate
when the signal is at most ∼ 10−5 (10−3) times smaller
than A22 peak, at least in the test-mass limit. If the
signal is correctly extrapolated at I+, for instance using
a Cauchy-characteristic extraction method [28], the tail is
enhanced. In particular, its amplitude at the time it starts
to dominate over the ringdown, Atail, is approximately
one order of magnitude larger than the aforementioned
results for a signal extracted at finite distance. These
results suggest that a very eccentric inspiral or radial
infall, correctly extracted at I+, would yield the optimal
configuration to observe a post-merger tail. Relatedly,
even if in principle the tail depends on the entire inspiral
history, Atail is chiefly determined by the motion in the
last orbit. Assuming that this feature correctly extrap-
olates to the comparable masses case (as supported by
many similar examples in the two-body problem, see e.g.
Refs. [29–31]), simulations with a short inspiral should
be sufficient to preserve the Atail scaling with the eccen-
tricity. Albeit we believe that the underlying physical
effect discussed by some of us in Ref. [6] is correct, cer-
tain considerations highlighted above were not accounted
for in that exploratory study. The latter will soon be
revisited using the knowledge we have now gained in the
test-mass limit in this study, as well as in second-order
perturbation and dynamical settings studied in Ref. [32].
Specifically, a more careful waveform extrapolation and
metric reconstruction procedure will certainly improve
the robustness of the result.

The agreement we found in the transient regime of
the tail signal could not instead be predicted using the
methods of Ref. [32], which however still yield the correct
asymptotic limit. Hence, according to the classification
put forward in the introduction of Ref. [32], our results
also settle the “transient scenario” case, responsible for
the tail enhancement in binary mergers, not considered
in their investigations. Interestingly, Ref. [32], found that
the outgoing motion yields a distinctive new tail signature
in dynamical scenarios in which one of the object escapes
at infinity, a case which we did not consider here. In fact,
as mentioned in Sec. III B and Appendix G, our model
fails to accurately describe the relaxation of systems not

ending in a merger. The reason is that if the source does
not decay exponentially anywhere in time, contributions
of near/on the flat light-cone propagation will be relevant
at all times. Instead, Eq. (14) is only able to make
predictions on hereditary effects travelling well inside the
flat light-cone. We leave for future work investigation
of these components, and their application to scenarios
such as scatterings, reporting preliminary investigations
in Appendix G. These analysis would complement what
found in Ref. [32], which instead considered a flat light-
cone propagation.

Albeit for simplicity here we focused on non-spinning
black holes, a natural extension to our analysis would
be to compute corrections to our analytical model in a
small spins expansion or in the full rotating case. Re-
sults from homogeneous perturbation theory predict a
power-law asymptotic relaxation of Kerr BHs, with an
exponent that depends on the class of initial conditions
considered [33]. It would then be important to compare
these prediction with realistic settings in which the per-
turbation is produced by an infalling test-particle and to
investigate how the scaling of the tail amplitude at τtrans
is affected by the central BH spin.

Finally, we stress that a correct understanding of late-
time relaxation of perturbed spacetimes in the most gen-
eral settings, even if not directly connected to observa-
tional signatures, is a foundational problem in general
relativity due to its connection with spacetime stabil-
ity [32] and to spacetime asymptotic symmetries [34].
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Appendix A: Tail propagator

In order to solve Eq. (12) with homogeneous boundary
conditions, we move to the frequency domain, through
a Fourier transform (FT). We define as F the Fourier
transform operator, adopting the following convention on
the sign

G̃(ω; r, r′) =
∫ ∞

t′
dt eiω(t−t′)G(t− t′; r, r′), (A1)

where ω is, for the moment, a real parameter. We will
later consider its analytic continuation. Applying F to
both sides of Eq. (12), yields[

−ω2 − ∂2
r∗

+ V (r)
]
G̃(ω; r, r′) = δ(r − r′). (A2)

The frequency-domain retarded Green’s function
G̃(ω; r, r′) can be computed as the combination

Ĝ(ω; r, r′) = 1
W (ω)

[
θ(r − r′)ûin(ω, r′)ûout(ω, r)+

θ(r′ − r)ûin(ω, r)ûout(ω, r′)
]
,

(A3)

with W (ω) ≡ ûin∂rû
out − ûout∂rû

in Wronskian of û, inde-
pendent solutions of the homogeneous problem associated
to Eq. (A2). Here, uin (uout) is a purely ingoing (outgo-
ing) mode at r∗ → −∞ (r∗ → ∞), limits in which the
potential vanish and the homogeneous equation reduces
to a plane wave equation in (t, r∗). In the following, we
will always assume a situation in which the observer is
located far away with respect to the source of the signal
r ≫ r′. For this reason, in the expression above, we only
consider the first term.

We are interested in the signal generated by the interac-
tion among the source and the long-range structure of the
potential. Hence, we focus on the long-range propagator;
following [4], we define the function

ψ(ω, r) = A1/2û(ω, r), (A4)

and expand in large r the differential equation it satis-
fies [4, 35] [

∂2
ρ + 1 + 2η

ρ
− λ

ρ2

]
ψ(ω, r) = 0, (A5)

where

λ = ℓ(ℓ+ 1) ρ = ωr η = 2ωM. (A6)

The above is the Coulomb wave equation, characterized
by the following independent solutions, written in terms
of the confluent hypergeometric function M(a, b, z)

Fℓ (−η, ρ) = 2ℓeπη/2ρℓ+1 |Γ(ℓ+ 1 + iη)|
(2ℓ+ 1)!

·e−iρM (ℓ+ 1 + iη, 2ℓ+ 2, 2iρ) ,

Hℓ(−η, ρ) = −2ηe−πηFℓ (−η, ρ) ln(2ρ) +
(

single valued
terms

)
.

(A7)
Note that we will consider an analytical continuation

of ω, which means that ρ will be complex, thus the first
part of the solution Hℓ is not single-valued due to the
complex logarithm, and this give rise to a branch-cut in
the complex frequency plane.

Neglecting the prefactors A(r)−1/2 in the definition
Eq. (A8), we build ûin/out using Fℓ and Hℓ as:

ûin (η, ρ) = Fℓ (−η, ρ) ,
ûout (η, ρ) = Hℓ (−η, ρ) + iFℓ (−η, ρ) .

(A8)

With the construction above, ûout has the desired
asymptotic behaviour, in fact, this solution is an out-
going wave in the limit r → ∞ [36] 10:

ûout (η, ρ) ≈ exp
[
− iπl

2 + iρ+ iη log (η) +

i arg Γ (ℓ+ 1 + iη)] .
(A9)

Since this expansion is probing the large scale structure,
the presence of an even horizon is not anymore manifest in
the Coulomb equation, Eq. (A5). Thus, we do not require
ûin to be a purely ingoing plane wave at the horizon, but
simply require regularity in the limit r ≪ 1 [36]:

ûin (η, ρ′) ≈ 2leπη/2

Γ (2ℓ+ 2) (ρ′)ℓ+1 |Γ (ℓ+ 1 + iη) | . (A10)

We approximate the full solution ûout with its asymptotic
expansion Eq. (A9), motivated by the fact that this so-
lution is evaluated at the observer location, assumed to
be I+ in the present work. On the other hand, ûin is
computed along the source, suggesting that the large r
approximation above will hold along the entire inspiral
dynamics, for which r > 2M , failing only in the plunge-
merger, when the source is very close to the horizon r ∼ M .
For uin, we use the intuition that the tail is generated by
the back-scattering of the low-frequency signal. Since the
position of the source is finite, r′ < ∞, and we are in the
small ω ≪ 1 limit, we assume ρ′ ≪ 1 and approximate
uin with Eq. (A10). Following the same reasoning, we
expand both solutions in small ωM = η ≪ 1, keeping

10 Note that we have approximated ωM(r/M + log(r/M)) ≈ ρ.
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FIG. 11. Complex frequency plane. The zig-zag line represents
the branch cut, the thick (dashed) line is the integrating
contour appropriate to obtain the retarded (advanced) Green’s
function.

only up to the first order correction [4, 35]. This yields:

ûout (η, ρ) ≃ eiρ−iℓπ/2

[
1 + iη

(
log η + γ −

ℓ∑
k=1

1
k

)]
,

(A11)
where γ is Euler’s constant, and

ûin (η, ρ′) ≃ 2ℓℓ!
(2ℓ+ 1)! (1 + πη/2) (ρ′)ℓ+1

, (A12)

Finally, note that the Wronskian for the solutions defined
in Eq. (A8) is W = −ω. Now we have all the necessary
pieces to build the Green’s function in frequency domain:

Ĝℓ(ω; r, r′) = 1
W (ω) û

in (ω, r′) ûout (ω, r)

= (−i)ℓ 2ℓℓ!
(2ℓ+ 1)! e

iωrωℓ (r′)ℓ+1 ·[
1 + πMω + 2iMω

(
log 2Mω + γ −

ℓ∑
k=1

1
k

)]
.

(A13)

If the particle would have been in a simple geodesic
trajectory, e.g. a circular orbit, such that the stress energy
tensor (hence the source) could be written as superpo-
sition of δ-functions in values of ω finite and different
from zero, then we could have solved for the signal in
the real frequency domain and use the δ distributions to
go back to time domain, as in [10, 11]. However, in our
case we are dealing with orbits that decay in time, and
there are no fixed real frequencies associated, at all times,
with the evolution of the system. In this more generic
setting, we solve for the time-domain Green’s function
and then use the convolution Eq. (11) to solve for the
signal, in time domain. Then, to solve the inverse Fourier
transform integral, it is necessary to perform an analytical
continuation in ω

Gℓ(t− t′; r, r′) = 1
2π

∫
Γ
dωĜℓ(ω; r, r′)e−iω(t−t′) (A14)

where Γ is the path on the complex frequencies plane
along which the integration is performed. After consid-
ering an analytical continuation of ω, the integrand is a
polydromous function due to the presence of a logarithm
with complex argument. To deal with the logarithm it is
necessary to introduce a branch-cut in the complex plane,
that we fix along the negative imaginary axis, as can
be seen in Fig. 11. There are at this point two possible
contours for the integration, the paths are depicted in
Fig. 11, with thick and dashed lines. We fix Γ by requiring
convergence of the integrand. In particular, we focus on
the exponential exp [−iω (t− t′ − r)]. For an observer at
I+, i.e. ρ ≡ ρ+, recalling definition Eq. (10), we can write

e−iω(t−t′−r) = e−iω(τ−t′−ρ+). (A15)

We are interested in the late-time signal 11 τ ≫ t′ + ρ+,
for which the exponential above is well behaved in the
lower half plane. With this prescription on the contour,
the only non-zero contribution to the full integral comes
from the branch-cut, i.e. from the two lines running along
the imaginary real axis. The contour along these lines has
opposite orientations. As a consequence, only the multi-
valued part of Eq. (A13) gives a non-zero contribution,
while the monodromous parts of the integral cancels out.
The difference between the complex logarithm, evalued on
the different sides of the branch, gives a 2πi contribution.
Then, computing the integral ω ∈ (−i∞, 0], we obtain
the radiative tail propagator 12 [3]:

Gℓ(τ, t′; ρ+, r
′) = −θ(τ − t′ − ρ+) (−i)ℓ 2ℓ+1ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)! ·

(r′)ℓ+1
∫ −i∞

0
dωe−iω(τ−t′−ρ+)ωℓ+1 =

θ(τ − t′ − ρ+) (−1)ℓ 2ℓ+1ℓ!(ℓ+ 1)!M
(2ℓ+ 1)!

(r′)ℓ+1

(τ − t′ − ρ+)ℓ+2 .

(A16)

Appendix B: Source Expression

In the following, we show the explicit form of the source
functions fe/o

ℓm , ge/o
ℓm used in our paper, taken from [16].

For the even sector

11 The contribution of the small frequency part of the signal domi-
nates at late times.

12 The θ function here serves as a reminder of the fact that we
are considering the situation τ > t′ + ρ+. However, Eq. (A16)
is the retarded propagator only in the limit τ ≫ t′ + ρ+, since
we derived this result in frequency space assuming the limit of
ωM ≪ 1.
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fe
ℓm = − 16πµA2(r)Y ∗

ℓm

rĤλ [r(λ− 2) + 6M ]
{−2imp̂r∗ p̂φ+

3M
(

1 + 4Ĥ2r

r(λ− 2) + 6M

)
− rλ

2 +

p̂2
φ

r2(λ− 2)
[
r(λ− 2)(m2 − λ− 1) + 2M(3m2 − λ− 5)

]
+

(
p̂2

φ + r2) 4M
r2

}
,

(B1)

ge
ℓm = − 16πµA3(r)Y ∗

ℓm

rĤλ [r(λ− 2) + 6M ]
(
p̂2

φ + r2) . (B2)

For the odd sector

fo
ℓm = 16πµ∂θY

∗
ℓm

rλ(λ− 2)

{
A(r)

(
p̂r∗ p̂φ

Ĥ

)
,t

− 2p̂φ

r
A2(r)+

2M
r2 A(r)p̂φ

(
1 −

p2
r∗

Ĥ

)
− im

r2 A
2(r)

p̂r∗ p̂
2
φ

Ĥ

}
.

(B3)

go
ℓm = 16πµA2(r)∂θY

∗
ℓm

rλ(λ− 2) p̂φ

(
1 −

p2
r∗

Ĥ

)
. (B4)

Appendix C: Power-laws superposition: additional
configurations

Here, we test the expansion of the analytical model
Eq. (14) in n exact power-laws Eq. (18) valid at large
retarded times τ , against numerical evolutions of the
radial infall from r0 = 300 and the orbit with initial
eccentricity e0 = 0.9 of Table I of Table II. The results
are shown in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13, respectively.

The results are in perfect agreement with what already
discussed in Sec. VI. In particular, the history considered
for the radial infall has approximately the same length
(∼ 2 · 103) as the simulation in Fig. 10. As a result,
the number of faster-decaying terms necessary to reach
convergence (n ∼ 200) in the post-merger tail is also of
the same order as in Fig. 10, as is the timescale after
which Price’s law (i.e. agreement with the n = 0 term)
is recovered in the amplitude (∼ 104). The eccentric
simulation in Fig. 13 has a longer inspiral before the
merger, ∼ 1.5 · 104. As a consequence, a larger number of
faster-decaying terms are necessary compared to the radial
plunge simulation to reach Price’s law, which happens on
a longer timescale (∼ 105) consistently with the case of
Fig. 9, as expected.

Appendix D: Higher modes

We investigate the late-time decay of other waveform
multipoles (ℓ,m) = (3, 2) and (4, 4). The mode (3, 2)
allows to test our model in the odd sector. Moreover,
such mode becomes important for spinning systems, an
interesting subject of future investigations. The mode
(4, 4) is instead of interest since it is the lowest mode in
which quadratic QNMs appear. These modes are long
lived, thus a non-linear analysis of the late-time relaxation
for generic inspirals, could benefit from correctly including
the tail.

The results of the comparison between model Eq. (14)
and the numerical evolutions, focusing on eccentric bi-
naries of Table I, is reported in Fig. 14 and Fig. 15 for
the (3, 2) and (4, 4) mode respectively. Note that we
cut both numerical evolutions and analytic results for
value of the (non-rescaled) amplitude smaller than the
double precision threshold 10−16. This implies that, for
the (4, 4) mode, we can only study the late-time tail in
configurations with initial eccentricity e0 ≥ 0.5 of Table I.

We find a scaling in the amplitude of the tail with
eccentricity, similar to what is found for the (2, 2) mode,
Fig. 2. The model is in good agreement with the numerical
experiments for high eccentricities, while it performs worst
for e0 ≤ 0.3, for the (3, 2) mode. We attribute these
discrepancies to the fact that the tail starts to dominate
the signal very close to the double precision threshold.
Moreover, as already stated in the text, we expect the
analytical model to fail for small eccentricities, since in
these system the test-particle spends a greater amount of
time at small distances from the BH, close to the merger,
where our model is not formally valid.

Appendix E: Tail observed at finite distances

All the results reported in the paper so far were ex-
tracted at I+, in terms of the retarded time τ . For what
concerns real observations, we can consider our detectors
to be at I+ with very good approximation [37]. However,
often numerical waveforms of comparable mass mergers
are extracted at finite distances. Hence, in this appendix
we analyze the tail produced in the numerical evolutions of
Tabs. I and for the radial infall from r0 = 300 in Table II,
as observed at finite distance. The results are shown in
Fig. 16, considering an observer placed at robs ∼ 200 from
the BH. We observe the same scaling of the tail ampli-
tude with the binary eccentricity as the one appearing at
I+, Fig. 2. For each configuration, the tail is suppressed
in amplitude by approximately one order of magnitude,
when observed at finite distance compared to I+. The
tail exponent p, Eq. (21), is relaxing towards a smaller
value than in Fig. 2. It is not possible to determine
exactly this quantity, due to the waveforms hitting the
numerical double precision threshold before reaching the
asymptotic relaxation regime. However, these results are
compatible with vacuum PT, i.e. a relaxation with lead-
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FIG. 12. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole against the observer retarded time, rescaled with
respect to the time τLR at which the test-particle crosses the light-ring. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The system
under study is the radial infall from r0 = 300 in Table II. The time between initializing the test-particle and the light-ring
crossing is ∼ 2 · 103. The gray thick line correspond to the numerical experiment obtained integrating Eq. (4),(7) with the
RWZHyp code. The coloured lines are computed through the expansion in power-laws in the retarded time τ , Eq. (18). The label
n specify how many power-laws have been added to Price’s law (horizontal line in the right panel).

ing behaviour ∼ t−2ℓ−3 at finite distance [2–4], compared
to u−ℓ−2 (u−ℓ−3) for stationary (static) initial conditions
at I+.

Appendix F: Convergence tests

We now assess the convergence of the time-domain code
RWZHyp by performing numerical tests on an illustrative
case, the initially bound configuration with e0 = 0.5. For
all the grid configurations, we truncate our computational
domain at rH

∗ = −100, locate future null infinity at ρ+ =
500, and perform the hyperboloidal layer matching at
ρmatch = 400. This grid setup is the one typically adopted
for the runs considered in this work, where we use a
radial-step of ∆ρ = 0.015. In this Appendix we also
consider three lower resolutions, going up to ∆ρ = 0.12.
The amplitudes of the corresponding (2,2) waveforms
are shown in the upper panel of Fig. 17 for the different
radial resolutions, together with the tail decay exponents
computed according to Eq. (21).

To establish the convergence of the code, we consider
triplets of resolutions (low/medium/high) and rescale
the difference between medium-high resolutions with the
scaling factor SF(r), defined as

SF(r) = (∆ρL)r − (∆ρM)r

(∆ρM)r − (∆ρH)r
. (F1)

The order of convergence r is determined by requiring
that the rescaled medium-high difference match the low-
medium one. We observe a 2nd order converge for the
inspiral, ringdown, and early tail. However, the conver-
gence starts to deteriorate from 2000 after the light-ring
crossing. Moreover, some artefacts in the data are vis-
ible in the tail decay exponent p at late times, where
high-frequency oscillations become particularly visible for
small radial steps. However, all the resolutions consid-
ered provide an accurate description of the tail, since all
the relative differences on the amplitude are well below
the 1% threshold. We also performed some numerical
tests considering different grid options, finding that setups
with larger rH

∗ or smaller ρ+ provide slightly less accurate
numerical waveforms.

Finally, we highlight that the junk radiation never
enters in the trajectory used in Eq. (14), by construction.
In fact, as stressed in Sec. II, the fluxes used to compute
the radiation-reaction effective forces, F̂r∗ , F̂φ in Eq. (8),
are analytical and not calibrated on numerical simulations.
Then, we argue that the agreement of our prediction with
the late-time signal computed in the numerical evolutions,
as shown in Fig. 2, 3 and 4, is a test confirming the fully
negligible influence of the junk on the late-time tail.
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FIG. 13. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole against the observer retarded time, rescaled with
respect to the time τLR at which the test-particle crosses the light-ring. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The system
under study is the orbit with initial eccentricity e0 = 0.9 in Table I. The time between initializing the test-particle and the
light-ring crossing is ∼ 1.5 · 104. The gray thick line correspond to the numerical experiment obtained integrating Eq. (4),(7)
with the RWZHyp code. The coloured lines are computed through the expansion in power-laws in the retarded time τ , Eq. (18).
The label n specify how many power-laws have been added to Price’s law.

Appendix G: Scattering configurations

Signals that travel well inside the flat light-cone are
correctly described by Eq. (14), which instead fails to
describe signals propagating on or marginally close to it.
This is manifest in the singular behaviour of the integrand,
when computed at the upper bound of integration t′ +
ρ+ ≃ τ . If we consider systems that eventually merge, and
focus on the signal emitted at asymptotically late times,
we never encounter such singularity. For these systems,
the source (hence the integrand) decays exponentially
after the light-ring crossing. It is interesting to investigate
what happens to our model, if we try to apply it to systems
that do not merge. An example is a scattering situation;
in such setting the test-particle is unbounded from the
BH, and the source never vanishes. Then, we introduce a
dimensionless timescale Λ in the upper limit of integration
in Eq. (14) τ − ρ+ → (1 − Λ) (τ − ρ+), that effectively
select only signals travelling with velocities ≤ Λ. We
consider a test-particle travelling far away from the BH,
r′ ≫ M with small constant velocity, such that the source
contribution in the integral form Eq. (14) is proportional
to ∝ µ|v|2t′2. The signal observed at I+ as predicted by
Eq. (14) is

ψ ∝ µv2
∫ (1−Λ)(τ−ρ+)

Tin

dt′
t′2

(τ − ρ+ − t′)4 . (G1)

The expression above can be solved analytically. We
assume the observer at τ −ρ+ ≫ Tin and keep corrections

up to O
[(

Tin
τ−ρ+

)4
]
. Then Eq. (G1) becomes

ψ ≃ −8πY ∗
ℓmcℓ

1 + 2ℓ
ℓ(ℓ+ 1) − 2 |v|2µ·[

(−1 + Λ)3

3Λ3
1

τ − ρ+
+ T 3

in

3 (τ − ρ+)4

]
.

(G2)

There is a clear issue: as we consider signals propagat-
ing marginally close to the flat light-cone Λ → 0, the
amplitude of the (τ − ρ+)−1 tail in the above expression
diverges. In the context of the classical soft graviton the-
orem, logarithmic corrections to the scattering amplitude
give rise to a τ−1 tail [14, 15]. Our model appears to be in
agreement with this prediction. However, we regard this
result as incomplete, due to the presence of the arbitrary
cutoff Λ. We leave to future work either the physical
interpretation of the scale factor Λ, or a “renormalization”
procedure to get rid of this cutoff.

For completeness, we compare the leading (τ − ρ+)−1

term of Eq. (G2) with a numerical scattering evolution.
For this simulation we do not include radiation-reaction
in the Hamiltonian equations of motion Eq. (8), thus the
trajectory is geodesic. The results are shown in Fig. 18,
where we have normalized the predicted behaviour in
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FIG. 14. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (3, 2) waveform multipole against the observer retarded time, rescaled with
respect to the time τLR at which the test-particle crosses the light-ring. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The thick
solid lines are the numerical evolutions, computed integrating Eq. (4) with the RWZHyp code. The thin dot-dashed lines are the
analytical prediction for the late-time behaviour, Eq. (14). These results are relative to the eccentric simulations of Table I,
each labeled by the initial eccentricity e0. We cut the simulations for values of the amplitude A32 = 10−16, corresponding to the
double precision numerical threshold.

order to remove the cutoff Λ. As expected, the analytical
model fails completely to reproduce the correct amplitude
of the signal. The numerical evolution seems to converge
towards a slower decay than (τ − ρ+)−1. We leave a more
in-depth investigation of the scattering scenario, both
numerical and analytical, to future work.
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FIG. 15. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (4, 4) waveform multipole against the observer retarded time, rescaled with
respect to the time τLR at which the test-particle crosses the light-ring. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). The thick
solid lines are the numerical experiments, computed integrating Eq. (4) with the RWZHyp code. The thin dot-dashed lines are the
analytical prediction for the late-time behaviour Eq. (14). These results are relative to the eccentric simulations of Table I,
each labeled by the initial eccentricity e0. We cut the simulations for values of the (non-rescaled) amplitude A44 = 10−16,
corresponding to the double precision numerical threshold.
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FIG. 16. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole extracted at finite distance, against the observer
retarded time rescaled with respect to the time of the A22 peak. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). Numerical
experiments, computed integrating Eq. (4) with the RWZHyp code. These results are relative to the eccentric and quasi-circular
simulations of Table I, each labeled by the initial eccentricity e0, and a radial infall from r0 = 300. The observer is located
at robs = 200. We cut the simulations for values of the amplitude A44 = 10−14, two order of magnitude before the numerical
precision threshold dictated by double precision.
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FIG. 17. Convergence test of the RWZHyp code for the configuration with e0 = 0.5. Upper panel: amplitude of the (2,2) mode for
different radial resolutions and corresponding tail exponent (insert) computed according to Eq. (21). Lower panel: relative
amplitude differences among different resolutions (solid lines). We also rescale the last two with a second order rescaling factor
SF(2) (dashed lines) in order to highlight the effective second-order convergence of the code.
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FIG. 18. Left: Mass-rescaled amplitude of the (2, 2) waveform multipole against the observer retarded time, rescaled with
respect to the time of the A22 peak. Right: value of the tail exponent, Eq. (21). Thick lines are results of numerical evolutions,
computed integrating Eq. (4) with the RWZHyp code. Dot dashed lines are the leading order tail in Eq. (G2), normalized to
remove the factor in Λ. These results are relative a scattering simulations from r0 = 300, with initial energy and angular
momentum E0 = 1.000001, pφ,0 = 4.070195, evolved considering geodesics motion.
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