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Compact binary sources that emit gravitational waves (GW) are expected to be both spinning
and have eccentric orbits. To date, there has been no closed-form expression for the phasing of GWs
that contain information from both spin and eccentricity. The introduction of eccentricity can slow
waveform generation, as obtaining closed-form expressions for the waveform phase is unattainable
due to the complexity of the differential equations involved, often requiring slower numerical meth-
ods. However, closed-form expressions for the waveform phase can be obtained when eccentricity
is treated as a small parameter, enabling quick waveform generation. In this paper, closed-form
expressions for the GW phasing in the form of Taylor approximants up to the eighth power in initial
eccentricity (ep) are obtained while also including aligned spins up to the third post-Newtonian
order. The phasing is obtained in both time and frequency domains. The TaylorT2 phasing is also
resummed for usage in scenarios where initial eccentricities are as high as 0.5. Finally, a waveform is
constructed using the e expanded TaylorF2 phasing for aligned-spin systems added to TaylorF2Ecc.
We perform mismatch computation between this model and TaylorF2Ecc. The findings indicate
that for eccentricities 2 0.15 (defined at 10 Hz) and small spins (~ 0.2), the mismatches can be
higher than 1%. This leads to an overall loss in signal-to-noise ratio and lower detection efficiency of
GWs coming from eccentric spinning compact binary inspirals if the combined effects of eccentricity
and aligned spins are neglected in the waveforms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational wave (GW) detections from binary black
hole (BBH) [1], binary neutron star (BNS) [2, 3], and
neutron-star-black hole [4] mergers by the ground-based
network of LIGO [5] and Virgo [6] detectors have opened
a new avenue for exploring astrophysical phenomena in
the Universe. Nearly 90 compact binary coalescence
(CBC) events [7-10] have been detected by the LIGO-
Virgo detector network until the end of the third observ-
ing run (O3). The detection of GWs relies on a technique
known as matched filtering [11-13]. In this method, the
observed data is cross-correlated with simulated copies of
pre-computed waveforms (also known as templates). Its
accuracy heavily depends on how closely the templates
match the signal hidden within the detector’s noisy data.
Typically, the disagreement between the templates and
the signal should be no larger than ~ 3% for detection
purposes and ~ 1% for parameter estimation studies [14].

The evolution of CBC systems can be divided into
three distinct phases: the low-frequency, weak field in-
spiral phase can be modelled accurately using post-
Newtonian (PN) theory (for a detailed review on this, see
Ref. [15]), while the high-frequency, strong field merger
and ringdown can be described using Numerical relativity
(NR) [16-18] and black hole perturbation theory (BHPT)
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(see Ref. [19] for a review). The inspiralling compact bi-
naries shed eccentricity, and their orbits are expected to
circularize due to the emission of GWs [20, 21]. However,
compact binaries formed via dynamical interactions in
dense stellar environments or through Kozai-Lidov pro-
cesses [22, 23] can have large enough residual eccentrici-
ties (eg 2 0.1) while entering the frequency band of the
current ground-based detectors. Additionally, eccentric-
ity is the cleanest signature to know about the binary
formation channels and various astrophysical processes,
such as the evolution of binaries in globular clusters and
in galactic nuclei [24-36]. Besides, a small eccentricity
does not mean that its exclusion in waveform modelling
will go unpunished while doing matched filtering [37], as
was found in Ref. [38, 39]. Ref. [40] demonstrates that
even small initial eccentricities (e.g., 6 x 1073 at 10 Hz)
can significantly bias source parameter estimates if GW
models used for matched filtering neglect eccentricity.

Current pipelines might have reduced sensitivity to
eccentric binaries, potentially leading to missed detec-
tions, particularly for systems with larger eccentricities
[41]. The orbits of CBC systems are expected to have ec-
centricities, and the components themselves have spins.
Electromagnetic observations like Ref. [42] have revealed
that black holes have dimensionless spins close to 0.9.
Spins of individual compact objects significantly change
the shape and length of the GW signal. As can be seen
in Ref. [43] (see Fig. 3-6 there), the positive (negative)
aligned spins about the orbital angular momentum vector
largely elongate (shorten) the GW waveform. If the com-
bined effects due to spins and eccentricity are excluded
from the template bank, it can lead to biases in param-
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eter estimation or missed event detections [41, 44, 45].
Therefore, it is crucial to include both spins and eccen-
tricity in GW templates to avoid any biases in binary
parameters in the parameter estimation and low detec-
tion efficiency of GWs coming from spinning eccentric
sources.

Though progress in waveform modelling including ef-
fects due to eccentricity and spins in inspiral-only [46—
54] and full inspiral-merger-ringdown (IMR) [39, 55—
62] models have been made, higher PN order correc-
tions including the combined effects of spin and eccen-
tricity in the gravitational waveform is needed to improve
their accuracy. Over the past several decades, significant
progress has been made in computing spin and eccentric-
ity effects in GW amplitude and phase at high PN orders.
We highlight those here. Earlier work on GW amplitude
for non-spinning but eccentric binaries was performed in
Ref. [63], where the instantaneous (the part of GW radi-
ation that depends on the state of the source at a given
retarded time) contributions to the spherical harmonic
modes till the 3PN order was presented. Spin effects
were introduced for quasi-circular orbits in modes at the
1.5PN and 2PN order in Refs. [64] and [65] respectively.
This was extended to 3.5PN, including both instanta-
neous and hereditary (the part of GW radiation which
depends on the entire past history of the source) con-
tributions in modes by Ref. [66]. The combined effect
of spin and eccentricity in energy loss rate and GW ra-
diation were calculated in Refs. [67, 68] up to 2PN and
2.5PN order, respectively. Additionally, Refs. [69, 70]
and Refs. [54, 71] calculated the GW polarizations and
modes till 1.5PN and 2PN order respectively. The modes
computation was pushed to 3PN by Ref. [72]. Earlier
works on GW phasing in quasi-circular binaries can be
found in Ref. [73] where they calculated the 2PN phas-
ing from the energy loss of the binary. However, the
3PN extension was a formidable task completed almost
a decade later in Ref. [74]. Recently, the same group cal-
culated the phasing for quasi-circular binaries till 4.5PN
in Ref. [75]. Previous work on the phasing of GWs in
eccentric systems can be found in Ref. [13], where they
computed the Newtonian part of the phase. The work
was then extended to 2PN in Ref. [40]. Finally, Ref. [76]
extended the computation of non-spinning eccentric bi-
naries to 3PN.

This paper is an update to the non-spinning 3PN (e?
expanded) eccentric phasing of Ref. [76]. Here, we in-
clude aligned-spin effects to the small eccentricity ex-
panded time and frequency domain phases of Ref. [76].
We use inputs from Ref. [72] to calculate various Tay-
lor approximants or the phasing formulae. The phasing
formulae/approximants are functions of intrinsic orbital
parameters like mass ratios, spins, deformability factors,
etc. While Ref. [76] provides results accurate to second
power of initial eccentricity ((9 (eg)), we extend it to

O (ef).

A. Summary of the current work

In this work, we have calculated the phasing of GWs
for eccentric aligned-spinning compact binary inspirals.
We have obtained closed-form expressions for the phasing
involving the eccentricity in the form of Taylor approx-
imants in both the time and frequency domains. Like
Ref. [76], we utilized the smallness of the eccentricity to
obtain the closed-form phasing expressions. The main
challenge in obtaining closed-form expression of Taylor
approximants is that the differential equation governing
the evolution of the eccentricity with respect to the in-
stantaneous orbital frequency is highly non-linear and
complex. The only respite, as was shown by Ref. [76] is
to Taylor expand the above mentioned evolution equa-
tion with respect to the eccentricity about zero. At the
e? order, the differential equation is separable and can
be solved exactly. In this study, we extend the formal-
ism such that the evolution equation of eccentricity can
be solved till any arbitrary order following a perturba-
tive method. We describe the method to perturbatively
solve the first order differential equation towards the end
of Sec. IITA, and give the solution in Sec. IV A till
eg, where eq is the eccentricity at some reference instan-
taneous frequency or time. We then substitute our ec-
centricity solution to the formula for the secular part of
the adiabatic approximated TaylorT2 or the time domain
phasing in Eq. (13a), and then obtain the same in Eq.
(23). At the same time, we also obtain the relationship
between the time to coalescence and the instantaneous
frequency in Eq. (21). We also obtain other time do-
main Taylor approximants such as TaylorT1, TaylorT3,
and TaylorT4 in Appendix C.

We utilized the stationary phase approximation (SPA)
to obtain the frequency domain phasing formula or
TaylorF2 in Sec. IV C. We assess the importance of
the newly computed spinning eccentric corrections ex-
panded in eccentricity up to O (e%) in TaylorF2 phase
by comparing these newly computed terms added to
TaylorF2Ecc [76, 77] with TaylorF2Ecc - which is a
frequency domain, inspiral-only waveform model hav-
ing non-spinning eccentric and spinning quasi-circular
corrections in phase. Additionally, we define ks =
(k1 + K2) /2 and Kk, = (K1 — K2) /2, where k; and ko
are the spin-induced quadrupole moment (SIQM) pa-
rameters [78, 79]. Both k1 and k2 are equal to one for
black holes. Note that, following TaylorF2Ecc, we too
set k1 and ko equal to one while performing the com-
parison study. As a first validation step, we computed
mismatches (defined in Eq. (30)) between the two mod-
els in chirp mass (Mcnirp), mass ratio (¢), eccentricity at
10 Hz (eyp), effective spin parameter (Xes) planes. In
Fig. 1 and 2, we show the mismatch (denoted as color-
bar) as a function of e1g and g, e19 and Mchirp, €10 and Xeft
(left, middle and right panels of Fig. 1, respectively), and
Xeft and Menipp in Fig. 2. We denote the 96.5% and 99%
match regions on the parameter space with solid black
contours. These contours help us to distinguish the pa-



rameter space where these newly computed terms be-
come important over TaylorF2Ecc. For instance, above
the 99% match contour, we will not find any difference
in parameter estimation results between the two models.
Hence, the parameter space beyond this 99% contour is
the region where these corrections will play a crucial role
in identifying spinning eccentric GW signals. As it can
be observed from Figs. 1 and 2, the mismatches for eqq
vS. ¢, Mehirp, and Xem achieves a maximum value of 13%,
it is highest in xest — Mcnirp plane reaching up to ~ 15%.
This indicates the need to include spin and eccentricity
effects in waveform templates for spinning eccentric GW
searches. In Sec. IV D, we perform a resummation of the
TaylorT2 phasing with respect to the eccentricity and
show in Fig. 3 that while the e? expanded phasing is
applicable only for initial eccentricities less than 0.1, the
e® resummed TaylorT2 phasing takes the validity of the
model to initial eccentricities as high as 0.5.

This paper is organized as follows. We give a broad
summary and snapshots of results in Sec. II. We explain
the methods used to calculate the 3PN spin-aligned and
small eccentricity expanded phase of the GWs in Section
ITI. In Sec. IV, we calculate various PN approximants
like TaylorT1-TaylorT4 (the time domain phases) and
TaylorF2 (the frequency domain phase) till 3PN, which
is e§ expanded in eccentricity. Although we present Tay-
lor approximants only till €2 in the main text, we provide
expressions for TaylorT2 and TaylorF2 till e§ in a supple-
mentary file. In Sec. IVB 1, we calculate the number of
cycles each PN order contributes to the GW, which pro-
vides a useful measure of the relative importance of each
PN order to the phasing. This study is previewed in Ta-
ble I, which displays the number of cycles contributed by
the spinning section of the TaylorT2 phasing for a specific
spin, mass and initial eccentricity setting. In Sec. IV D,
we compare the small eccentricity expanded analytical
results with the numerically solved results. Finally, in
Sec. V, we discuss some of the pertinent features of this
study and motivate future work. We use the notations
of Ref. [76] unless otherwise mentioned. Throughout the
paper we set G =c = 1.

II. SPIN EFFECTS IN THE PHASING
FORMULA

Our current work extends earlier work of Ref. [76],
which calculates the small initial eccentricity expanded
(till e2) 3PN Taylor approximants. Our work takes in-
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puts from Ref. [72], which calculates the evolution of
quasi-Keplerian (QK) orbital elements due to radiation
reaction. Using the QK formalism, one can define a gauge
invariant orbital frequency, which, when scaled properly,
becomes a dimensionless frequency that can be used as
a PN parameter. Combining the information from the
evolution of the PN parameter with the eccentricity evo-
lution, we obtain the evolution of the eccentricity with
respect to the PN parameter (or the orbital frequency).
We expanded the eccentricity evolution equation with re-
spect to the PN parameter till the eighth order of initial
eccentricity eg and have solved the differential equation,
obtaining the eccentricity as a function of the orbital fre-
quency (or the PN parameter).

To calculate the orbital phasing using the eccentricity
evolution equations, we utilized the adiabatic approxima-
tion in which radiation reaction time-scale is much longer
compared to orbital and precessional time scales associ-
ated with eccentric orbits [80]. For calculating the Tay-
lor approximants, we have once again used inputs from
Ref. [72] to calculate the evolution of a modified PN pa-
rameter that was first defined in Ref. [81] to account for
the convergence of the PN series when eccentricities are
present. This, along with the analytical eccentricity so-
lution, helped us write down the TaylorT1 approximants
where we have calculated the energy flux and orbital en-
ergy as a function of the modified PN parameter and
constants such as the initial eccentricity and initial or-
bital frequency at which the initial eccentricity is to be
measured.

We have calculated the time domain orbital phase, also
known as the TaylorT2 phase, as a function of both the
gauge invariant PN parameter x and a gauge dependent
PN parameter y where

. (GM(,U)Q/?), Q)

3

Here, G is universal gravitational constant, M is the to-
tal mass of the binary, w is the instantaneous orbital
frequency defined in Appendix A as a product of two
gauge invariant QK parameters, ¢ is the speed of light,
and ey = e is the time eccentricity that appears as a QK
parameter in Appendix A. The TaylorT2 phasing was
found to have the following form in the v parametriza-
tion (where v = /)
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where, v = "2

§ = mu—mo

is the symmetric mass ratio and
Here, M = mj + ms where m; and mo
are the binary component masses. vg is the value of the
scaled dimensionless PN parameter at a reference fre-
quency wy. @ is phase of the GW signal at the time of co-
alescence. For the spinning sector, we have y, = %

)

Xa = X522, where xa = éi‘z for A = 1,2 are the di-
A

mensionless spins. S; and Sy are constant magnitude

spins.

Using the inverse of the modified PN parameter evolu-
tion, we found an updated relationship between the coa-
lescence time and the modified PN parameter (which is
also a monotonic function of the orbital frequency). The
TaylorT3 approximant was then found by inverting the
time as a function of frequency to frequency as a function
of time. Using this, the TaylorT2 phase was written as
a function of time instead of a function of the modified
PN parameter. We finally calculated the evolution of the
modified PN parameter with respect to time as a func-
tion of the modified PN parameter itself, which forms the
TaylorT4 approximant.

Parameter estimation requires the computation of a
match between the detected GW signal and a theoret-
ical waveform template. This procedure occurs in the
frequency space; hence, constructing waveforms in the
frequency space is important. We utilized the stationary
phase approximation (SPA), introduced for GW calcula-
tions in Ref. [82], valid in the early inspiral when various
time scales are well separated, that is

torb << tor (4)

where t,,1, is the orbital timescale and ¢, is the radi-
ation reaction timescale. The SPA allows one to write
the Fourier domain orbital phase as linear combinations
of the time domain TaylorT2 phase and the coalescence
time (expressed as a function of the scaled dimensionless
orbital frequency).

Throughout our Taylor approximant calculations, we
have only concentrated on the secular part of the time
and frequency domain phase. However, eccentricity in-
troduces oscillatory behaviour in the phase apart from
its secular evolution. However, it was shown in Ref. [76]
that the oscillatory part of the phase quickly dies away
with time (or the instantaneous frequency). Here, we
show that the same is true for eccentric spinning systems
in Appendix B.

We have calculated the number of GW cycles that oc-
cur in a GW signal when the frequency of the wave sweeps
the LIGO and Virgo (and other detector) bands. For each
PN order, we have determined the number of cycles that
accumulate in the waveform. We found that eccentricity
always reduces the signal duration in the LIGO band by
taking away several cycles. On the other hand, spins can
either contribute or take away cycles from a GW signal
depending on whether they are aligned or anti-aligned
to each other and the orbital angular momentum. For a
simple extension of Table I of Ref. [76], that is at the €2

level, refer to Table I for a demonstration of the same.
Furthermore, we have demonstrated that our resummed
analytic solution, which is faster to compute, matches the
exact eccentricity numerical solution well in the small ec-
centricity limit, with initial eccentricities as high as 0.5.
We also calculate in Appendix B the number of GW cy-
cles contributed by the oscillatory part of the phase for
different detectors.

PN order ANcyc
0PN (circ) 16031
OPN (ecc) -463
1PN (circ) 439
1PN (ecc) -15.8
1.5PN (circ) ~208 (-156)
1.5PN (ecc) 1.67 (1.25)
9PN (circ) 9.54 (7.89)
9PN (ecc) -0.215 (-0.207)
2.5PN (circ) -10.6 (-3.9)
25PN (ecc) | 0.0443 (0.0167)
3PN (circ) 2.02 (-0.21)
3PN (ecc) |0.00200 (0.00369)
3.5PN (circ) -0.662
Total 15785 (15840)

Table I. Post-Newtonian contributions to the number of
GW cycles by the non-spinning (non-spinning+spinning) sec-
tions of the TaylorT2 phase for x1 = x2 = 0.4 assum-
ing an initial eccentricity eo = e(fo) = 0.1 for an equal
mass m1 = me = 1.4Mg system. This is computed using
ANecye = [¢(f2) — é(f1)]/m. In the first column, the term
“circ” corresponds to the contribution of the circular term
at that PN order, while “ecc” implies the corresponding ec-
centric term. Since there are no spinning contributions at
0PN, 1PN and 3.5PN, the parentheses at these orders have
been omitted. The binary enters the LIGO band at f; = 10
Hz. Since this is a low-mass system, the innermost stable cir-
cular orbit frequency (fisco) extends beyond the LIGO band
(fmax = 1000 Hz), and hence we curtail the signal at fo =
1000 Hz. The total cycles in the last row are the sum of all
non-spinning (spinning) contributions. Note that these orbit
calculations were done using TaylorT2 phasing expressed in
the PN parameter z, while the y parameterization is used in
the detailed expressions listed in Sec. IV. Also to be noted is
that, in the spirit of Table I of Ref. [76], we use the phasing
expression curtailed to e? order, while the expressions listed
in Sec. TV are extended till e§ order.

The paper’s results, including the eccentricity evolu-
tion and Taylor approximants, have been divided into
three categories: non-spinning (NS), spin-orbit (SO), and
spin-spin (SS) coupling terms. However, we have only
presented the leading PN order NS results in this paper,
as they are already available in Ref. [76].



III. METHODS

In this section, we will explain the methods and tools
used to calculate the time domain and frequency do-
main secular phase of an eccentric orbit based on in-
trinsic source parameters such as binary’s masses and
spins. First, we will provide a brief description of the
inputs used to construct the phases. To describe an ec-
centric orbit, we need to parameterize the orbit by re-
lating one of the angles of the orbit (which can be the
phase of the orbit or the more commonly used eccen-
tric anomaly) with the distance of separation between
the centre of masses (COM) of the two constituents in
the binary system. This is called the Keplerian formal-
ism (or its relativistic counterpart, the quasi-Keplerian
formalism).

A. Eccentricity evolution

We denote the set O = {a,, ey, e, €4, 1, k, fo, fr, 96, Gt }
as orbital elements, as defined in Appendix A. All of the
elements of the set O are PN functions of the energy and
angular momentum and can be found in both the ADM
and harmonic gauge in Ref. [83] for non-spinning systems.
For spin-aligned systems, refer to Ref. [72], where O is
given in one of the supplementary files as functions of
the energy and angular momentum. Therefore, the time
evolution of a single element of the set O can be found
by the chain rule of calculus
_ 00; o 00;

0; 9E 9L L. (5)

We start by rewriting the evolution equations for eccen-
tricity ey = e and the PN parameter y. The evolution
equations of = and e can be found in Ref. [72], where
they write down the evolution equations in a resummed
(with respect to the eccentricity) form. However, for our
usage, we expand the resummed form in a Taylor ex-
pansion in eccentricity to find closed-form solutions of
the Taylor approximants in an eccentricity Taylor series.
Upon Taylor expanding the evolution equations of x and
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e in Ref. [72] in e, and then converting from z to y us-
ing the relation in Eq. (2) we find the following evolution
equations of y and e:

d 3/2
d—gz = (1 — 62) / l/y9 [ans 4+ aso + ass] , (6a)
de? Nn3/2 g
s = — (1 —e€ ) vy [bNS + bso + bss] . (ﬁb)
The coefficients a and b are PN series, such that
6 . .
ans = Y axsy', (7a)
ifGO
aso = Y _ asoy’, (7b)
i=3
6 . .
ass = Y _ agsy’, (7c)
i=4

and similarly for b. For our purposes (i.e. while working
with small eccentricities), the gauge-invariant parameter
x could also have been used to express the results; how-
ever, it was observed in previous studies (for instance, in
Ref. [81]) that the use of the parameter y over x helps
with the convergence of PN series when dealing with
cases with relatively high eccentricities. Hence, although
we obtain our inputs from Ref. [72] where x has been
used instead of y, we convert their results to y for our
convenience and for the above reasons.

One can now use the chain rule of calculus to find
the rate of change of eccentricity with respect to the PN
parameter y. One obtains, for small eccentricities, that
is till O (68)

de? __19¢ (ens +cso + ¢ )+€—4 +
dy - 3y NS SO SS y
+0 (€%, (8)

where coefficients cng can be found in Ref. [76]. The
spin-orbit and the spin-spin coefficients of the e2? part
are given by

550 157 1575y
15PN _ 29V 1oi B a
50 _(57 114) TV (%)
163160 3738676 119502 5863430 373867
2.5PN
= - a - - ER) 9b
50 ( 228 19152 )X +< 228 19152 19152>X (9b)
8857mdx 8857w l14lmv
3PN __ a _
S T ( 1824 152 )XS’ (9¢)
e _ 2 [890k, (89 8Ov\ 623w 293] 805k, 2035 (80 80w , [890%,
s T Xa|T304 T \304  152) 152 304 XM |T152 T sz T \152 T 76 s | 7304



b (S0 Sy T 0d)
*\304 152 152 304] "’
3PN 3 3269835 105495 112302 158223v 326983 786102 1373687y 4320187
55 T Xa [”“ ( 102144 3648 ) s < 608 17024 102144) 608 21888 | 306432 }
. [Hq <3269835 B 1054951/> 1897376y | 43201874 e (1123u2 158223y N 326983)]
*\ 51072 1824 5472 153216 304 8512 51072
iy [H ( 3269830 1054951/> <11231/2 ~ 158223v 326983> 242691% 4337201 4320187]
17\ 102144 3648 *\ 608 17024 102144 5472 153216 306432 |’
(9e)

where v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Eq. (8) is a first-order differential equation and can be
solved assuming y and e as small parameters. Note that,
since we are extending our calculations to higher orders
in eccentricity (the justification and benefit of which will
be described in subsequent sections), Eq. (8) is not sep-
arable in nature, and a perturbative method needs to be
devised to solve it. Here, we solve Eq. (8) by successively
increasing the order of eccentricity we consider and using
the previous order solution to maintain a quasi-separable
form of the equation. For example, till e? order, the
equation begins off as a separable equation. Now when
extending to e* order, we maintain separability by first
dividing by e? and then applying the e? order solution to
the equation. We further extend this process to e® order.
The detailed expression for the eccentricity evolution has
been provided in Sec. IV A.

B. Taylor approximants or the phase of the GW
waveform

Evolution of the orbital phase for binaries in quasi-
circular orbits under the adiabatic approximation (i.e.,
the binary’s orbital timescale is much shorter than the
radiation reaction timescale) is given by the following
differential equations,

d(Z) _ $3/2
TR (10a)
e F(z) (10b)

dt —  dE(z)/dx’

where = is a gauge invariant PN parameter which was
defined in Eq. (A3), F(x) is the GW luminosity and E(z)
is the orbital energy.

For eccentric orbits, the orbital phase includes oscilla-
tory terms, as was found in Eq. (Alc) and (Ale), apart
from those evolving over radiation reaction time scales
and hence Eq. (10) need to be modified. However, it
was shown (in the case of binaries with compact com-
ponents without spins) that these oscillatory terms con-
tribute negligibly to the orbital phase in Ref. [76] as long
as the eccentricities are small which is also the case with

(

the present study. We show that the oscillatory terms
decay away quickly with the frequency (or time) in Ap-
pendix B. While these terms can be formally included in
these phase evolution equations, in the current work, we
simply work with neglecting such contributions, and this
leaves simply solving Eq. (10) even for binaries in quasi-
elliptical orbits. Different approaches for solving these
differential equations are referred to as different PN ap-
prozimants (see, for instance, Refs. [76, 84]). While it
might be interesting to work through different schemes
of finding these approximants, we intend to provide four
such approximants (TaylorT1, TaylorT2, TaylorT3, and
TaylorT4) for which closed-form analytical expressions
can be obtained.

To approximate the TaylorT1 series up to a specific PN
order, we require the energy and energy flux expressed in
terms of the PN parameter up to that PN order. In one of
the supplementary files of Ref. [72], we can find the mean
motion n, periastron advance k, and time eccentricity e;
in terms of the binary’s conserved energy and angular
momentum. We observe that the orbital frequency w is
defined in Eq. (A2), and the corresponding dimensionless
PN parameter is defined in Eq. (A3). By multiplying the
mean motion series with the periastron advance series in
Ref. [72] and truncating it to 3PN, we can find w in terms
of energy and angular momentum. Transforming from w
to  using Eq. (A3) is straightforward. As a result, we
now have z and e; in terms of the energy and angular
momentum. Inverting the two series leads to the energy
and angular momentum expressed in terms of x and e;.
By transforming the energy to the PN parameter y, sub-
stituting the solution of e; from Eq. (20), and truncating
it to 3PN, we have obtained the energy per unit mass &
and the energy flux F in terms of ey, yo, and y and have
shown it in Appendix C. Similarly, the TaylorT2 approx-
imant is obtained by performing a series expansion of the
ratio on the RHS of Eq. (10b) and then solving the fol-
lowing set of equations by integration (see, for instance
Sec. VIB of Ref. [76])

Eq. (6a) can now be inverted to obtain the evolution

of time with respect to the PN frequency parameter y.

After its inversion from % to %, the RHS is expanded

both with respect to the PN parameter y and eccentricity
e. Then the solution for the eccentricity, that is Eq. (20)



is replaced in the place of e and the whole of the RHS
is again expanded, now in terms of y, yo, and eg, up to

3PN and O(e8). One then obtains

dt 5M
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The coalescence time t can be obtained by integrating
dt = dy/(dy/dt). Now that we have already inverted
Eq. (6a), we can obtain the time to coalescence as a
function of initial eccentricity and PN parameter y by
directly integrating Eq. (11). The evolution equation of
the TaylorT2 phasing can be written as follows

d(¢)  d{¢) dt o\3/2 Yy dt

Sy = dr oy = ) (13a)
dt _ dE(y.ed)/dy
dy ~ (Flye) (13)

where (-) represent averaged quantities.’

I Note, ¢ ~ (¢) over radiation reaction time-scales.

5225472

6912 387072

121355y2__ 4530515 p
193536 s

(12f)

Further, Eq. (11) can directly be used in Eq. (13a),
which can be integrated to obtain the TaylorT2 phas-
ing as a function of ey and y. This then gives
us the desired parametric solution for TaylorT2, i.e.

{t(yv Yo, 60)7 ¢(ya Yo, 60)}' They’re given bY7

t:_ﬂ to; +§€2 @ 19/3t —|—t
256vy8 | "¢ 43 0 y SO,ecc T 1SS, ecc
2175, (o \'?
() o]+ o),

(14a)



1 105 19/3
o=- 32vy° {%“_ 272 3( ) [¢So,ecc+¢ss,ecc]

15225 19/3 .
T 826880 < ) oW+

The TaylorT3 approximant is derived following the ex-
act process followed by Ref. [76] in Sec VI. C. To recapit-
ulate, y(t) is obtained by performing a series inversion of
t(y) using an ansatz. Then, there is a simultaneous trans-
formation of variables from y to F = y3(1 — €2)/(n M)
and t to 0 = [n(t. — t)/5M}_1/8. This gives us an expres-
sion for F'(#), including spins up to 3PN of the following
form

- 0<e8>} 7
(14b)

93 471 o (63
F= 8]\477{FCHC - @60 (9) [FSO,ecc +FSS,ecc:| } ,
(15a)
7065 , (0 19/3
<¢> - ¢c = V05 {(bmrc - 11696 < 0 ) ¢SO,ecc
+ ¢ss,ecc] } : (15b)

It must be noted that, as has been described in Sec. VI
C of Ref. [76] and further elaborated upon in Ref. [84],
the TaylorT3 approximant behaves in a non-monotonic
manner at certain PN orders. This renders its usage in
practical applications ill-advised, and we have provided
their detailed expressions in Appendix C for the sake of
completeness.

The TaylorT4 approximant is computed by expand-
ing Eq. (6a) in y till 3PN and in eccentricity till O (e?),
using the eccentricity solution from Eq. (20) and then re-
expanding till 3PN. The expression for dy/dt with spin-
ning terms up to O(y°) is provided in Appendix C and
is of the functional form

dy 329y 5 5 Yo 1978 n
- circ — 5€ - ecc ecc
dt 5M % g0 Y PS0, pSs,

212352 3<yo)19/3 [ " o(yﬁ)] + 0(68)} (16)

We also calculate the spinning eccentric corrections in
the Fourier domain TaylorF2 phase by performing a sta-

J

tionary phase approximation (SPA) of a time domain
waveform [76]. The frequency domain SPA waveform
is widely used for fast parameter estimation and tem-
plate bank generation and, hence, is a crucial part of this
analysis. We have put the exact form of the TaylorF2
phasing in Sec. IV C 1. The TaylorF2 phase can be writ-
ten in terms of the coalescence time ¢ and the TaylorT2
phase ¢ as was shown in Ref. [76]

U = 2mfU(f) - 26[t(F)] + 200 -

where ¥ has a structure given by

3 650 19/3
V= 128Vy5{\1/drc+ 731 O( > {\Ijsoﬂcc—"‘llss,ecc]
47125 4 (yo\ "
AETSEICN 3(y) e+ O |+ + Oeh) ¢

(18)

T

IV. SPIN EFFECTS IN GRAVITATIONAL
WAVEFORMS: (ANTI-)ALIGNED SPINS

In this section, we display the eccentricity evolution
and phase of the orbit of a spin-aligned eccentric binary
system using the PN approximants in the time domain
(TaylorT2) and in the frequency domain (TaylorF2), re-
spectively. Additionally, we also quantify the effect of
newly computed spinning eccentric corrections expanded
in eccentricity up to O (e%) in TaylorF2 phase by per-
forming a mismatch study between TaylorF2Ecc [76, 77]
and all these terms added to TaylorF2Ecc. We also cal-
culate a resummed version of TaylorT2 in this section.
We give the Taylor approximants TaylorT1, TaylorT3,
and TaylorT4 in Appendix C.

A. Eccentricity evolution

Solving Eq. (8) order by order in both e and y, as
described in Sec. IIT A, one finds the structure of the ec-
centricity solution e(y) in terms of an initial eccentricity
eo at some initial frequency yo = y(to) (where tg is some
initial reference time) as

Yo 1973 Yo 1973 Yo 19/3
e*(y,vyo0;€0) = ef <y> {st—i-dso—i-dss]-l-eO(y) {—i—() ()} +o 0. (19)

Y

The non-spinning coefficient dxg till 3PN can be found in Ref. [76]. The SO and SS coefficients are given by

i 1576x 157 550 5 157\ 1578y
dLBPN _ 3 a s SO e
O =Y | T5r T\pr T )X T\ T 54|

(20a)
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B. Spin effects in TaylorT2

The coalescence time as a function of the modified or-
bital frequency y can be found out by integrating both
sides of Eq. (11) with respect to y, as described in
Sec. IITB. The structure of the coalescence time, and
the corresponding SO and SS coeflicients read as
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The TaylorT2 phase can then be obtained by integrating both sides of Eq. (13a) with respect to y, as described in

Sec. ITI B. This is the time domain orbital phasing formula and is given by the following form, which is followed by
the various coefficients of the eccentric SO and SS terms, as they appear in the structure of the phase
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(

1. PN contribution to the number of GW cycles form sweeps from an initial frequency f; to a final fre-

Now that TaylorT2 has been constructed, we can com-
pute the number of GW cycles the time-domain wave-



Detector LIGO/Virgo 3G DECIGO LISA
Masses (Mg)|[1.4 + 1.4‘ 10+ 10||1.4 + 1.4‘ 50 + 50 ‘500 + 500(/500 4 500{5000 + 50001[10° + 10° 107 + 107
PN order cumulative number of cycles

1.5PN (circ) || 51.9072 | 28.8143 ||250.7890|48.2115 | 7.0857 || 232.0150 | 48.2115 149.0670 | 2.9067
1.5PN (ecc) || —1.7260|—1.0468| —8.0115 |—1.6621| —0.3493 || —7.7149 | —1.6621 —4.8601 | —0.1916
2PN (circ) —1.6502 | —3.5553|| —4.1416 | —4.9924| —1.2597 || —11.7745| —4.9924 —9.9381 | —0.5927
2PN (ecc) 0.0334 | 0.0878 || 0.0720 | 0.1107 | 0.0491 0.2385 0.1107 0.1893 0.0321
2.5PN (circ) || 6.7599 |10.2069 || 10.8024 | 12.4962 | 4.8913 15.2098 12.4962 17.8117 | 2.6020
2.5PN (ecc) || —0.1148 |—0.2577| —0.1148 |—0.2581| —0.2418 || —0.2582 | —0.2581 —0.2583 | —0.1921
3PN (circ) —2.2268 | —4.9561| —3.0152 | —5.5237| —3.0028 || —3.6909 | —5.5237 —6.4303 | —1.7800
3PN (ecc) 0.0070 | 0.0385 || 0.0033 | 0.0309 | 0.0515 0.0144 0.0309 0.0182 0.0330
Total 52.9898 | 29.3315 || 246.384 | 48.4129 | 7.2239 || 224.0390 | 48.4129 145.5990 | 2.8173
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Table II. Contribution of each PN order to the total number of accumulated cycles by the spinning section of the phase inside
the detector’s frequency band, for typical eccentric spinning (ep = 0.2; x1 = x2 = 0.4 for BNS and x1 = x2 = 0.9 for BBH)
compact binaries observed by current and future detectors. We have approximated the frequency bands of LIGO/Virgo A+,
Einstein Telescope (ET/CE/3G), DECIGO, and LISA with step functions, respectively between [10 Hz, 103 Hz} , [1 Hz,10* Hz] ,

[107? Hz, 1 Hz| and [107*Hz, 10~ " Hz].

quency fo. The final frequency is taken to be the mini-
mum of the upper limit of a particular detector band (for
example, fo = 1000 Hz for the LIGO band) and fisco
(where the PN formalism is supposed to break down),
given by the following

3

63/20GM -

We will take f; = 10 Hz as the lower end of the LIGO
sensitivity bucket. We also quote the number of cycles

J

fisco = (25)

From Table IT we can now draw the following conclusions

(a) The number of accumulated GW cycles contributed
by the circular part of the phasing always has a
relative negative sign with respect to the number
of cycles contributed by the eccentric part. This
is evident from the TaylorT2 phasing formula in
Eq. (23) that the eccentric part of the phasing has
a relative negative sign with respect to the circular
part. Moreover, it is expected that the presence of
eccentricity will take away several cycles from an in-
spiral in general, even though for certain PN orders,
it does not hold, as can be seen in the LIGO/Virgo
column in Table II for the 2PN (as well as 3PN)
circular and eccentric cases.

(b) From Table I and II it is to be noted that the spin-
orbit effect for aligned spinning binaries contributes
positively to the number of accumulated GW cy-
cles (they make the waveform longer/elongates the
inspiral process). It is also to be noted that anti-
alignment of spins with respect to the orbital an-
gular momentum works reversely, i.e. they take

accumulated in 3G, DECIGO, and LISA bands by uti-
lizing different ranges of f; and fo. The number of ac-
cumulated GW cycles between f; and fs can be defined
as

Ncyc =

[¢(f2) — o(f1)] - (26)

8-

Table II shows the PN breakup of Ny for a fixed ini-
tial eccentricity and spins for various detector and mass
configurations.

away the number of cycles (makes the binary merge
faster compared to the non-spinning case).

(¢) While the spin-orbit coupling positively contributes
to the number of GW cycles for aligned spins, the
spin-spin coupling, however, owing to the relative
sign difference between the spin-orbit and spin-spin
sections of Eq. (23), contributes negatively to the
number of cycles. This can also be seen in Table IT
for the 2PN (circular) row. However, since the spin-
spin coupling is a subdominant effect (owing to its
quadratic nature), the number of cycles contributed
by the spin-orbit case (owing to its linear nature)
trumps the number of cycles taken away by the
spin-spin case.

(d) The combined presence of eccentricity and spins
has a subdominant effect on the number of GW cy-
cles. For the leading order spin-orbit spin-aligned
case, as seen from Table II, some cycles, ranging
from —0.1 to —8 for various total mass ranges, are
taken away. The same holds for the leading order
spin-spin spin-aligned case where a negligible num-



ber of cycles gets added to the net waveform.

(e) For the mixed spin case (where one spin is parallel
to the orbital angular momentum and the other is
anti-parallel to the orbital angular momentum), the
numbers entirely depend on the relative magnitude
of positive and negative spins. If the aligned-spin
magnitude is greater than that of the anti-aligned
spin, or equivalently if xcg > 0, it follows the trends
of both spin-aligned cases. But for the opposite
scenario, when Yeg < 0, it follows the anti-aligned
case. However, the magnitude of cycles accumu-
lated is (predictably) lower than the corresponding
spin-aligned and spin-anti-aligned cases.

(f) The importance of an effect while using the GW
cycles metric can be judged by whether or not the

J

3 650 19/3
v 5{\Ilcirc + 762 <yy0) |:\IISO,ecc + \IISS,BCC:|
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corresponding Ncye > 1. A general analysis of
the total cycles in each table indicates that the ec-
centric spinning contributions (the new addition of
our study to TaylorT2) have become increasingly
important for larger spinning systems, especially
those with aligned /anti-aligned spin configurations.

C. Spin effects in TaylorF2 approximant (SPA)
1. TaylorF2 phase

Using the parametric Eq. (21) and (23) given in terms
of the PN parameter y, we can then write our final re-
sult for the eccentric spinning SPA phase in the following
form.

(27)
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Note that we only list the leading (Newtonian) non-
spinning term here. The full 3PN expression for the
non-spinning part of the phase is listed as Eq. (6.26) of
Ref. [76]. Also, while we haven’t explicitly listed it here,
we provide full expressions for all the Taylor approxi-
mants, including the spinning part up to O(e) till 3PN,
which we compute here as additional material.

2. Waveform systematics

To estimate the effects due to newly computed spin-
ning eccentric corrections, we start by defining the scalar
product between any two waveforms h; and he, as,

fhigh 7 *
<h1|h2>z4§fel/f }L(S)()(f)df] (29)

low



where, hy(f), ho(f) are the Fourier transforms of hy, ha,
fiows Jhigh, Sn(f) are lower and upper cutoff frequen-
cies, and one-sided power-spectral density (PSD) of the
detector noise, respectively. The * denotes the complex
conjugate of the quantity. One natural way of quantify-
ing the agreement between two waveforms is to compute
the match (also known as overlap), defined as [85],

M(hy, ho) = max(eiwc”ﬂ%)h”hﬂ

vcte \/(ha|hy)(halhz)

The quantity 1 — M is referred to as the mismatch be-
tween the two waveforms h; and hy. The numerical value
of mismatch is used extensively in GW modelling and
parameter estimation studies to denote the disagreement
between two waveforms.

Following the discussion above, we, too, compute and
quote mismatch values between TaylorF2Ecc [76, 77] and
with the newly computed spinning eccentric corrections
in TaylorF2 phase up to 3PN and expanded in second
power in eccentricity added in TaylorF2Ecc. We per-
form the mismatch study in the parameter space of total
mass (M) = (5 — 100) Mg, mass ratio (¢) = 1 — 4, initial
eccentricity at 10Hz (e1p) = 0.1 — 0.3, and dimensionless
spins of (x1,x2) = 0.0 — 0.9. Instead of dealing with M
and individual dimensionless spins (x1, x2) of the binary,
we define two parameters related to component masses
(m1, m2) and spins of the binary called the chirp mass
(Menirp) and effective spin parameter (xem), defined as,
3/5 mixi + maxo

Xeff = 7]\4 . (31)

(m1ms2)

Mepirp = W )

In Fig. 1, we show the mismatch (denoted as color bar)
in (a) e1o—q (left), (b) e10—Menirp (middle), (c) e10— Xeft
(right) panels, respectively. We show the mismatch as
a function of xeg and Mnirp separately in Fig. 2. We
fix various parameters while performing the mismatch
study in different parameter planes. For instance, to-
tal mass (M) is fixed to 10Mg in the left and right fig-
ures of Fig. 1, ¢ is fixed to 4 for middle, right figures of
Fig. 1 and in Fig. 2. The dimensionless spins are fixed
to (0.9,0.9) for the left and middle figures of Fig. 1. Fur-
ther, eqq is fixed to 0.3 in Fig. 2. We denote the 96.5%
and 99% match values between the two waveforms us-
ing contours (denoted by solid black curves) to identify
the region of parameter space where these spinning ec-
centric terms become important and can’t be ignored.
In e;9 — ¢ plane, though the mismatches are negligible
(< 1%) up to e1p ~ 0.15 for all mass ratios, it becomes
as large as ~ 11% for e;g = 0.3 and ¢ = 4. Next, in
€10 — Mchirp Plane, the effect of these corrections is mostly
negligible up to e;g ~ 0.18 for Mchirp > 10Mg. The
mismatch achieves a value of 13% for lower chirp mass
(Menirp < 10Mg) and higher eccentricity (e1p 2 0.25)
value. Further, the mismatch variation due to eccentric-
ity and spins can be quantified by looking at the panel’s
right figure. The mismatches between the two can be
as high as ~ 11% for high spin (~ (0.9,0.9)) and high
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(~ 0.3) eccentricity value. Finally, the mismatches at-
tain an even larger value in Xeg — Mcnirp plane (shown in
Fig. 2). For systems with yeg = 0.2 shows a mismatch of
> 1% for all Mchirp, while for lighter (Mapnirp ~ 2Mg) and
maximally spinning systems (xeg = 0.8) the mismatch
can achieve a value ~ 15%. This observation is con-
sistent as lower mass positive aligned systems will have
more cycles than a high mass case in the frequency band
of current ground-based detectors. This will lead to a
larger accumulation of mismatches in the inspiral cycles
for lighter mass cases compared to the heavier ones. All
these observations point to the importance of including
effects due to eccentricity and spins in the waveform tem-
plates while doing parameter estimation and searches for
spinning eccentric GW signals.

D. Resummation of the Taylor T2 phase

Since the current study deals with an extension of
Ref. [76] both in terms of an increase in eccentricity or-
der and spins, it is natural to ask about the validity (in
terms of the eccentricity) of the current model. Since
Ref. [76] deals with O(e2) in eccentricity, and the cur-
rent model deals with O(e§) the extent in eccentricity to
which the current model is applicable is naturally higher
than the previous works. To quantify that, we compare
the O(ed), O(ed), O(es), O(e}), and a resummed ver-
sion of the O(e}) and O(e§) TaylorT2 phase with the
numerically calculated TaylorT2 that is valid for arbi-
trary initial eccentricities (eg < 1). We use only the
secularly increasing parts of the phase, ignoring the os-
cillatory pieces (which will be discussed in Appendix B).
We plot in Fig. 3 the difference between the number of
cycles, that is

AA]\/vcyc = Ncyc,numerical - Ncyc,analyticala (32)

as a function of the eccentricity. The figure indicates
that as the initial eccentricity increases, the difference
in the number of cycles between the numerical and the
analytical increases. It shows that the O(e?) solution is
valid only for initial eccentricities around 0.07, whereas
for the O(e§) solution, the validity increases to about
0.45. The validity is further improved up to close to 0.55
for the O(e§) resummed version.

Since an eccentricity expanded phase will naturally
only be valid for a small range of initial eccentricities,
we attempt to increase its accuracy by performing a sim-
ple resummation, as highlighted in Sec. IIT D of Ref. [72].
To do this, we choose a resummation ansatz of the form

plresum) — :=5/2(1_e2)3 (d+f e2+ges+hel+l eg) .

(33)
Note that in Eq. (33), the exponent of the (1—e3) segment
was arrived at by experimenting with various powers, and
we finally settled with the cubic power since it proved to
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accumulate the smallest error in the number of cycles found to have the following structure
vis-a-vis the numerical solution.

1—e resum resum resum
¢(rcsum) — _( 32I/y0) {¢§\IS ) + ¢( ) 4 ¢( )

363 oG5 + o | + 0cd -+ 00|
This resummation ansatz is then expanded once again
in eg and compared with the PN version of the phase to s
determine the ansatz coefficients d, f, g, h and [. Fig. 3 Tt 0(60)} ’ (34)
includes comparing the resummed analytical expression
with numerical phase results. The resummed phase was where the various pieces were found to be as follows
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Figure 1. The comparison of TaylorF2Ecc [76, 77| with the spinning eccentric corrections in TaylorF2 up to 3PN order,
expanded in eccentricity up to second power in eccentricity added in TaylorF2Ecc is shown here. We compute mismatch
(1 —M)% between the two waveforms in various parameter planes, such as (a) eccentricity at 10Hz (e10) - mass-ratio (q) (left),
(b) e1o - chirp mass (Mcnirp) (middle), (c) eio - effective spin parameter (xew) (right), respectively. The total mass (M) is
fixed to 10Mq (left and right), q is fixed to 4 (middle and right), the z-component of dimensionless spins (x1,, x2,) are fixed
0 (0.9,0.9) (left and middle). The 96.5% and 99% match contours (as indicated by the solid black curves) are shown in each
figure. The mismatch is performed using a lower cutoff frequency 10Hz, choosing Schwarzschild ISCO frequency (defined in
Eq. (25)) as the upper cutoff frequency, and using advanced LIGO (aLIGO) zero-detuned high-power PSD.

0.8’ 14
12
0.6 10,6
5 83
= [
04 6l
0.2 4
2
0.0 10 20 30 0
Mchirp(Mo)

Figure 2. Similar to Fig. 1, here we show the mismatch (1 — M)% as a function of xeg and Mchirp. ¢ and eio are fixed to 4
and 0.3, respectively. The 96.5% and 99% match contours (as indicated by the solid black curves) are shown in the figure. The
mismatch is performed using a lower cutoff frequency 10Hz, choosing Schwarzschild ISCO frequency (defined in Eq. (25)) as
the upper cutoff frequency, and using advanced LIGO (aLIGO) zero-detuned high-power PSD.
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Figure 3. Difference in the number of GW cycles between a numerical evolution of ¢ (valid for any initial eccentricity eg) and
the analytical ¢ derived above, plotted using Eq. (32). The 1-cycle line roughly represents where the phase error between the
exact eccentricity solution and the analytical low eccentricity solution becomes significant and our approximation breaks down.
Further, the analytical resummed expressions (as in Eq. 35) for the e, €S and €5 expanded phase are also shown. The plot has

been made for a system with spins x1 = 0.7, x2 = 0.8 and with component masses m; = ms = 1.4 Mg.
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V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

The main objective of our work has been to include
spinning eccentric corrections, as well as higher-order ec-
centricity (O(e)) corrections to the existing analytical
inspiral-only Taylor approximants derived in Ref. [76].
We perform this task and give the reader a prescription
to calculate the eccentricity evolution to any arbitrary
eccentricity order of ey. Although we only quote low ec-
centricity solution and Taylor approximants (till e2) in
the main paper, we provide the full e§ solution in a sup-
plementary file.

We estimate the importance of the newly computed
spinning eccentric expressions reported in the TaylorF2
phase. To do so, we compute mismatch (defined in
Eq. (30)) between TaylorF2Ecc [76, 77] and spinning
eccentric corrections in TaylorF2 phase expanded in ec-
centricity up to O (e§) added in TaylorF2Ecc in Figs. 1
and 2. We show the mismatch in eccentricity at 10 Hz
(e10), chirp mass (Mchirp), effective spin parameter (xes)
(defined in Eq. (31)), mass ratio (g) parameter space.

While our study primarily focuses on the secular con-
tribution to the orbit and waveform in terms of the Tay-
lorT2 approximants, we also provide a derivation of the
oscillatory part of the phase, W(f), in Appendix B. It

12996788 o
11946873 “

67698947 <

903168 \ 11946873

(35k)

(

has also been shown that the eccentric spinning section
of the oscillatory terms contributes negligibly to the to-
tal GW cycles for ey = 0.1 and any spin setting. To be
precise, the oscillatory contribution does not exceed 0.06
GW cycles for eg = 0.1 at 10 Hz for any configuration of
spins.

While we include eccentricity corrections to O(e) to
the phasing approximants, we do not consider eccen-
tricity corrections to the waveform amplitude. But,
our low-eccentricity approximation has been compared
in Sec. IVD with a numerically calculated solution to
the evolution equations (Eq. (6)), which is exact in ec-
centricity. For most spin systems, our analytic expres-
sions are valid up to ey < 0.45 (arrived at by setting the
threshold of accumulated cycles difference to ANgy. < 1),
and the resummed expressions extend this validity up to
eo < 0.55. This validity is subject to the specific settings
of the system under consideration.

We quantify the relative importance of the low eccen-
tricity spinning corrections to the secular phasing in Sec.
IVB1 through Table II by defining a measure (used in
Ref. [76]) called number of cumulative GW cycles, de-
fined in Eq. (26). This particular measure quantifies the
length of the GW signal in a particular frequency band.
We first gauge the importance of each PN term’s contri-



bution to the number of GW cycles in Table II, where
we find particular trends due to the addition of spinning
eccentric effects to the phasing formula. From Table II,
we can draw certain conclusions on the effects of spins
and eccentricity taken together.

In this study, we calculated both time and frequency
domain phasing for spin-aligned and eccentric compact
binary systems. An immediate consequence of this study
will be the estimation of source parameters of GWs com-
ing from spinning and eccentric binary systems. The re-
sults of this study can be used to create new inspiral
waveform templates or augment existing waveform mod-
els. The inclusion of the combined effect of spins and or-
bital eccentricity in waveform models will lead to lesser
systematic biases in the estimation of GW source prop-
erties and can possibly lead to more detections because
of a better match between a template waveform and the
data, leading to an increase in the signal-to-noise ratio.
A possible extension of this study is to include the effects
of misaligned spins on the spherical harmonic modes and
the phasing of compact binary mergers with eccentric or-
bits. In such systems, there is a precession of the orbit
due to spin misalignment, which leads to amplitude mod-
ulation of the GW signal since the plane of the orbit keeps
changing with respect to the line connecting the source
and the detector. In the absence of matter (for example,
accretion disks), spin-misaligned eccentric systems form
the most general situation a compact binary system can
be in. Hence, we hope to include the combined effect of
spin precession and eccentricity in GW waveforms in a
future study.
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Appendix A: Quasi-Keplerian (QK) parametrization

The energy and angular momentum emitted by an in-
spiralling compact binary system can be written as func-
tions of the distance of separation r, the orbital phase ¢,
and their derivatives. Looking only at the conservative
problem, the derivatives of r and ¢ can be written in-
stead as a function of the energy and angular momentum.
Treating the energy and angular momentum as constants
in the conservative problem, these two first-order differ-
ential equations can be used to find the following 3PN
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relations between the r and the eccentric anomaly u and
the relationship between various other angles. In the fol-
lowing, we have reproduced the set of QK equations from
Ref. [76] for the reader’s advantage.

r=S(;n,er) =ar-(1—e.cosu), (Ala)
. S

7= na(l;n,et) ) (A1b)
dp=A+W(lin,e), (Alc)
A= (14k)n(t—to) +cx, (A1d)

) fagp | feo\ .
W(lin,er) =1 +Ek)(v—1)+ (C4+CG sin 2v
+ (g‘f + 96673) sin 3v + Z6—gbsinélv
c c c
156 cins Al
—|—C—651n v, (Ale)
b=+ BntnZl @ e, (A1)

ol
l=n(t—1ty)) +¢ =u—esinu

gat | Yot Jae | et ) .
+ <C4+c6>(v—u)—|— <c4+(:6) sinw

i6t . het
+ C—ﬁsm%—i— C—ﬁsmi’w, (Alg)
1/2
1
v =V (u) = 2arctan (1+ZZ) tan (;)1 .
(A1h)

In the above, the various symbols have a correspond-
ing PN series, which are energy and angular momentum
functions. A non-exhaustive list of the meanings of the
symbols in Egs. (Ala)-(Alh) are given as follows

e ¢,: Semi-major axis

e ¢,: Radial eccentricity

e u: Eccentric anomaly

e \: Secularly increasing part of the orbital phase

e IW: Oscillatory part of the orbital phase

e k: Periastron precession under a single orbit

e v: True anomaly

e [: Mean anomaly

on = 27”: Mean motion

e P: Radial orbital period

e ¢;: time eccentricity

e ¢,: phase eccentricity



It is to be noted that while all the quantities are gauge-
dependent objects, the mean motion and the periastron
advance are gauge-invariant. It is also to be noted that
the orbital frequency w is defined as follows

w={1+k)n,

which is also a gauge-invariant quantity. Hence, one can
define a dimensionless and gauge-invariant quantity x
that is given by

GMuw 2/3
()
3

which is a monotonic and increasing function of time and
can be used as a substitute of time itself.
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Appendix B: Oscillatory part of the orbital phase
till e?

One finds the oscillatory part of the phase from
Eq. (Ale). To obtain it as a function of the GW fre-
quency, however, one needs to calculate quantities like
the periastron precession (k), the true anomaly (v), the
mean anomaly (1), and fy, g4, i¢ and he as a function of
the PN parameter or the GW frequency.

Considering a binary with no radiation reaction, dif-
ferentiation of Eq. (Alg) with respect to time yields the
following equation for the mean anomaly evolution

dl

—=n B1
g (B1)
Again, using the chain rule, we rewrite the [ evolution
with respect to time as [ evolution with respect to the

PN parameter y, that is

dl n

—_—= B2)
ay (

dy ar

where % was given in Eq. (6a), and we obtain n from

the supplementary material of Ref. [72]. Rewriting n as
y, and integrating both sides of Eq. (B2), we obtain [ as
follows

1
l=——— (Lxs+ Lso + L B3
32450 (Lns + Lso + Lss) , (B3)
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Inverting Eq. (Alg), one obtains u in terms of [. Sim-
ilarly, once w is obtained as a function of [, v can also
be obtained as a function of u through Eq. (Alh). The
expressions of u as a function of [ and v as a function of u
are rather large and have been given in a supplementary
file. We also find that out of the set f4,g¢,%4, and hg,
only fy4 contributes at 3PN for spinning systems. That is,

J

(

the rest of the contribution to g4, ¢, and hg comes due
to the non-spinning (and eccentric) parts of the system,
so we ignore them and concentrate on the contribution
of the spinning parts. Before calculating W, we find that
we have one more quantity to calculate: K = (1 + k).
We find K in terms of y as follows
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The oscillatory part of the phase W as a function of y is a rather lengthy expression, which we don’t show in this
text. However, we plot W as a function of the GW frequency f for the spinning case in Fig. 4. It is seen that the
value of W decreases rapidly as the binary inspiral progresses towards higher frequencies.

When the spin is not zero, the oscillatory phase is similar to the non-spinning case. We have observed that the
behaviour of the oscillatory phase does not depend much on the component spins. In Fig. 4, we have shown the
oscillatory phase for different orientations and values of the spins. We noticed that the phase only changes while the
amplitude remains constant.

0.20 —— x1=0.3,x2=05
=0.9,x; =09
0.15 X1 Xz
X1=05,x2=-05
0.10 — X1=X2=-07

—0.05

W(f) in radians
o
o
o

-0.10

-0.15

-0.20

o] 200 400 600 800 1000
f(Hz)

Figure 4. The oscillatory part of the phase W (f) has been plotted as a function of the GW frequency f. We have limited the
masses of the components to be m1; = ma = 1.4 M in this figure and have varied the spins while keeping the initial eccentricity
eo fixed at 0.1 at 10 Hz. We observed that there was very little difference from the non-spinning system. The amplitude of each
scenario remained at 0.2. However, in the W(f) phase, there were shifts when the spins and their orientations were altered.

Detector LIGO/Virgo 3G DECIGO LISA

Masses (Me)|| 1.4+ 1.4 \ 104+ 10 1.4+1.4 50 + 50 500 + 500 500 4+ 500 | 5000 4 5000 || 10° + 10° 107 4 107
PN order cumulative number of cycles

0PN —4.87x107%[=1.21 x 107! {|-2.47 x 1072| 751 x 1072 | 1.31 x 107" || 4.39 x 1072 | 7.51 x 1072 || 1.28 x 107! |-7.48 x 1072
1PN 7.21 x 107% |=1.23 x 1072|| 7.62 x 107* [—=2.29 x 1072| 3.36 x 1072 ||-1.07 x 1073 —2.29 x 1073||—2.63 x 1073 —3.35 x 1072
1.5PN —4.84 %1074 3.37x 1072 ||—-1.95x 107°| 8.97 x 107 | 1.04 x 1072 || 6.13 x 107> | 8.97 x 10™* || 2.48 x 10™* | 4.22 x 1072
2PN 2.55 x 107% |=1.83 x 1072 ||—=1.17 x 107°|—=1.05 x 1073| 5.58 x 1073 ||—6.33 x 107°|—1.05 x 1073||—1.22 x 107*| 1.53 x 1072
2.5PN 1.33x 107% |—2.17 x 1073||—1.43 x 107°|—9.92 x 107%|—6.59 x 1073||-2.95 x 1075 —-9.92 x 107*||-1.63 x 107*|—1.12 x 1072
3PN —4.94x107°] 2.36 x 107* ||=3.63 x 107¢| 1.47 x 107 | 2.09 x 1073 ||—9.37 x 1076| 1.47 x 107* || 2.24 x 1077 | 1.42 x 1073
Total —4.30 x 1072134 x 107! {|—2.40 x 1072| 7.18 x 1072 | 1.76 x 107! || 4.28 x 1072 | 7.18 x 1072 || 1.25 x 10~! |—6.06 x 1072

Table III. Contribution of each PN order to the total number of accumulated cycles by the oscillatory phase inside the detector’s
frequency band, for typical eccentric spinning (eg = 0.2; x1 = x2 = 0.4 for BNS and x1 = x2 = 0.9 for BBH) compact binaries
observed by current and future detectors. We have approximated the frequency bands of LIGO/Virgo A+, Einstein Telescope
(ET/CE/3G), DECIGO, and LISA with step functions (as in Table II), respectively between [10 Hz, 103 Hz], [1 Hz,10* Hz],
[107? Hz, 1 Hz| and [107* Hz, 10~ " Hz].

Appendix C: TaylorT1, TaylorT3 and TaylorT4

The orbital binding energy for a spin-aligned system in an eccentric orbit has the following structure in the y
parametrization
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1. TaylorT1
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This solution is now used on Eq. (23) to provide the time domain phasing ¢ as a function of time, (¢)(t) =
(¢) [y = y(t)]. The secular section of the orbital phasing (¢) as a function of 4 is then given by
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