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Gravitational-wave memory effects are lasting changes in the strain and its time integrals. They
can be computed in asymptotically flat spacetimes using the conservation and evolution equations
in the Bondi-Sachs framework. Modified theories of gravity have additional degrees of freedom with
their own asymptotic evolution equations; these additional fields can produce differences in the mem-
ory effects in these theories from those in general relativity. In this work, we study a scalar-tensor
theory of gravity known as the Damour-Esposito-Farèse extension of Brans-Dicke theory. We use the
Bondi-Sachs framework to compute the field equations in Bondi-Sachs form, the asymptotically flat
solutions, and the leading gravitational-wave memory effects. Although Damour-Esposito-Farèse
theory has additional nonlinearities not present in Brans-Dicke theory, these nonlinearities are sub-
leading effects; thus, the two theories share many similarities in the leading (and some subleading)
solutions to hypersurface equations, asymptotic symmetries, and types of memory effects. The con-
servation equations for the mass and angular momentum aspects differ between the two theories,
primarily because of the differences in the evolution equation for the scalar field. This leads to dif-
ferences in the time dependence of the gravitational-wave memory signals that are produced during
the quasicircular inspiral of compact binaries. These differences, however, are of second-order in
a small coupling parameter of these theories, which suggests that it would be challenging to use
memory effects to distinguish between these two theories.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational wave (GW) observations opened a new
window to test general relativity (GR) in the strong-field
regime of GR [1–3]. They are also allowing the nature of
compact objects to be investigated (e.g., [4–7]), enabling
the properties of the astrophysical population of merging
black holes to be inferred [8–10] and constraining the
Hubble constant [11]. These results were obtained from
the first three observing runs of the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA
(LVK) collaboration, during which almost one-hundred
compact-binary coalescences have been observed [12–14].

During the fourth observing run, as the LVK detectors
improve, the number of detections is expected to more
than double [15]. In the next decade, several new ground-
based and space-based detectors are anticipated to oper-
ate (e.g., [16–21]), which will both allow new sources to be
detected in new frequency ranges and permit GWs from
compact binaries to be detected at much larger rates and
with significantly higher precision. Particularly the high-
precision measurements will permit GR to be tested more
precisely and to probe GW phenomena that have not
yet been detected. The currently unobserved phenom-
ena that will be the focus of this paper are GW memory
effects.

What is now referred to as the displacement GW mem-
ory effect was first studied in the 1970s [22] (see also [23–
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26] and earlier related discussion in [27]). The study of
GW memory effects has expanded since their first com-
putation several decades ago largely because of develop-
ments in their theoretical study and observational search
prospects.

The observational prospects for detecting the displace-
ment memory had been studied prior to the observation
of GWs [28–32], but these studies focused on individual
sources of GWs. After the detection of binary-black-hole
(BBH) mergers by LIGO, it was realized that detecting
evidence for the memory effect in the entire population
of BBH mergers was possible [33]. Subsequent forecasts
based on the BBH population inferred from the LVK de-
tections have indicated that the memory effect in the
BBH population is likely to be observed during the fifth
LVK observing run [34–36]. There are active searches
for the memory effect in BBH populations using LVK
data [34, 37, 38] and from individual events from subso-
lar mass BBHs [39] or with pulsar timing arrays [40, 41].
It will also be possible to detect the memory with fu-
ture GW detectors on the ground [36, 42, 43] and in
space [31, 43–46].

There have been developments in the study of memory
effects from a theoretical perspective, too. First, GW
memory effects were found to be part of an infrared tri-

angle (see, e.g., [47, 48]) which relates them to the asymp-
totic symmetries of the spacetime and to soft theorems of
gravitational scattering [49]. Second, several additional
GW memory observables were predicted that generalize
the displacement memory. The displacement memory is
named as such because it can be measured by the change
in separation of two comoving freely falling observers af-
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ter the passage of a burst of GWs (i.e., their geodesic
deviation). If the observers have a relative velocity, then
there will be a residual change in their displacement af-
ter the burst of waves that depends on their initial ve-
locity and the time integral of the shear. This sublead-
ing GW memory [50, 51] (also called drift memory [52])
is closely connected with the spin [53–55] and center-of-
mass (CM) [56] GW memory effects. Observers with rel-
ative acceleration can measure a hierarchy of higher GW
memory effects, which depend on the initial time deriva-
tives of the relative acceleration and two or more integrals
of the GW strain [50–52, 57, 58].

All of these GW memory effects can be computed from
(i) “fluxes” (or “pseudofluxes”), which are nonlinear in the
Bondi metric functions and vanish in the absence of ra-
diation, and (ii) “charges,” which can be constructed to
be constant in the absence of radiation. In some cases,
the charges and fluxes are associated with underlying
symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetimes. This is
shown most definitively for the displacement memory ef-
fect, which is closely connected to the supertranslation
symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetime in the Bondi-
Metzner-Sachs (BMS) group [59, 60] via the infrared tri-
angle discussed above. The spin and CM memory effects
are related to the extended [61–63] or generalized [64, 65]
BMS algebras, though not quite as straightforwardly as
with the standard BMS group [66]. The charges from
which the higher memory effects also may be related to
a w1+∞ algebraic structure [67–71]. However, in this
paper we will restrict to computations of the displace-
ment and spin memory effects sourced by the nonlin-
ear [54, 55, 72, 73] (or flux) terms.

We focus on the leading displacement and spin memory
effects in this paper, because our focus will be on memory
effects in gravitational theories beyond GR. GWs from
compact-binary sources have been studied extensively in
these theories (see, e.g., [74, 75]), and they have been
constrained by the LVK observations [2, 3]. Memory ef-
fects in beyond-GR theories, however, have been studied
in less detail, but there have been a handful of calcu-
lations performed in the past few years. Brans-Dicke
(BD) theory [76–79] and dynamical Chern-Simons grav-
ity [80, 81] were studied using the Bondi-Sachs frame-
work. The displacement GW memory effect also was com-
puted in most general scalar-vector-tensor theory [82, 83],
which itself encompasses a wide class of specific beyond-
GR theories, using the Isaacson effective stress-energy
tensor in beyond-GR theories, instead. There have also
been linearized-theory calculations of asymptotic sym-
metries and their connections to GW memory effects in
the Lorentz-violating Einstein-Æther theory [84] and in
diffeomorphism-invariant theories containing tensor de-
grees of freedom that closely resemble those in GR [85].

In both GR and beyond GR theories, computing mem-
ory effects can be performed perturbatively, approxi-
mately using balance laws, or numerically in full general-
ity. In GR, memory effects have been computed during
the inspiral phase of a binary system using the flux terms

and post-Newtonian (PN) [86–88] or self-force [89, 90]
waveforms. These calculations are consistent with full
PN calculation at 4PN order that do not make use of the
balance laws [91–93] when compared at the overlapping
PN orders for each calculation. Post-Newtonian calcula-
tions using the balance laws have also been performed
in BD theory [77]. The fluxes in the Bondi-Sachs frame-
work also can be used to compute memory effects ap-
proximately using full, numerical-relativity (NR) wave-
forms [55, 57, 94–96], because NR simulations that ex-
tract waveforms using extrapolation often do not capture
GW memory effects (see, e.g., [97]).

Although NR simulations using extraction do not cap-
ture the displacement memory effect, there are two
closely related numerical frameworks that do. The first
is Cauchy-characteristic evolution (CCE), which evolves
NR data with a finite outer boundary to future null infin-
ity after the finite-domain NR simulation has been run,
and Cauchy-characteristic matching (CCM), which per-
forms both evolutions coupled and simultaneously (see,
e.g., the review [98]). CCE and CCM compute gravita-
tional waveforms at future null infinity that include mem-
ory effects in a particular BMS frame (see the review [99]
for more details about the choice of the frame). The NR
code SpECTRE [100–103], for example, is under devel-
opment and is implementing both the CCE and CCM
algorithms.

While most of the development of CCE and CCM
has been performed in the context of GR, there has
been recent work in [104], which solved the Einstein-
Klein-Gordon system (by incorporating a massless scalar
field into the SpECTRE CCE). This will be an im-
portant step towards computing GW memory effects
from compact binary coalescences in non-GR theories,
which often have additional scalar degrees of freedom.
More specifically, the work of [104] could be applied
to Bergmann–Wagoner scalar-tensor (ST) theories [105,
106] or Damour-Esposito-Farèse (DEF) theory with a sin-
gle scalar field [107], in the Einstein frame. NR simula-
tions of black-hole–neutron-star systems in DEF theory
were performed, which could be used as input to CCE
(see, e.g., [108]).

Useful cross-checks of the GW memory effects com-
puted from these anticipated CCE and CCM simulations
in ST theories will be having expressions for the conserva-
tion equations that the memory effects must satisfy and
having analytical PN results of GW memory effects. Our
focus in this paper will be to derive such balance laws and
compute the PN memory waveforms in DEF theory with
a single scalar field in Bondi-Sachs coordinates, which are
used by the CCE and CCM frameworks. We will focus
on the displacement and spin memory effects, as they are
the leading electric and magnetic-parity memory effects
that have been computed in GR (see, e.g., [55, 57, 58, 94])
as well as in BD theory [76, 77].

DEF theory is a useful example of a ST theory to con-
sider because it contains additional nonlinearities that
produce nontrivial strong-field dynamics (such as spon-
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taneous scalarization for neutron stars [109], and it also
reduces to BD theory when the coupling function in the
action between gravity and the scalar field becomes a
constant. The Bondi-Sachs framework is well adapted
for studying nonlinear dynamics of massless fields in the
wave zone, and it will allow us to understand what strong-
field features of DEF theory also have an impact on the
propagation of tensor and scalar GWs far from the source.
Because it reduces to BD theory in a particular limit, we
can also more easily determine which features of the mem-
ory waveforms are associated with having an additional,
noninteracting scalar degree of freedom, and which are
associated with the additional nonlinearities in the dy-
namics of the scalar field.

In this paper, we will focus on the similarities and dif-
ferences of aspects of asymptotically flat spacetimes and
memory effects in DEF and BD theories. We will write
the results in a way that highlights the similarities with
the results of Refs. [76, 77] when they occur and makes
manifest the differences between the two theories. Most
of these differences arise from the evolution of the scalar
field and, in particular, the subleading dynamical part
of the field. We will also discuss how these differences
ultimately enter into the PN inspiral memory waveforms
that are computed from compact-binary sources on qua-
sicircular orbits.

Specifically, the organization of this paper is as fol-
lows: In Sec. II, we review aspects of ST theories in the
Einstein frame in Bondi-Sachs coordinates. We use the
Einstein-frame results to determine appropriate asymp-
totically flat boundary conditions and the correspond-
ing form of the metric in the Jordan frame. We then
compute the field equations of DEF theory in the Jor-
dan frame and derive asymptotically flat solutions. In
Sec. III, we discuss the leading and subleading tensor
and scalar memory effects in DEF theory. We then de-
scribe how the tensor effects can be computed using the
conservation equations for the mass and angular momen-
tum aspects. The scalar effects are computed from charge
contributions, and the subleading scalar has a new nonlin-
ear contribution in DEF theory that we discuss. We also
describe how the PN inspiral memory signals from com-
pact binaries differ between DEF and BD theories. We
present our conclusions in Sec. IV. Finally, we discuss
BMS symmetries and the transformation of the Bondi
metric functions and scalar fields under these symmetries
in Appendix A.

Throughout this paper, we use units in which the
speed of light is c = 1 and in which the gravitational
constant in the Einstein frame satisfies G̃E = 1. We
use the conventions for the metric and curvature ten-
sors given in [110]. Greek indices (µ, ν, α, . . . ) represent
four-dimensional spacetime indices, and uppercase Latin
indices (A,B,C, . . . ) represent indices on the 2-sphere.
We used the xAct suite [111, 112] to perform some of
the calculations. A Mathematica notebook with these
calculations is available in this GitHub repository [113].

II. BONDI-SACHS FRAMEWORK FOR DEF

THEORY

In this section, we review the formulation of DEF the-
ory and give the forms of the field equations in Bondi-
Sachs coordinates. We will typically refer to the theory
as DEF theory, though we may also refer to it as ST the-
ory, as is done in [108]. First, we give a brief overview of
DEF theory in the Einstein frame in Sec. II A; the form
of the field equations and the assumptions that we make
for the boundary conditions for asymptotic flatness are
identical to those in BD theory [76, 78]. Next, we trans-
form to the Jordan frame to obtain the corresponding
fall-off conditions of the Bondi metric functions and the
scalar field; the transformation is of precisely the same
form as in BD theory [76]. Finally, we compute the field
equations in the Jordan frame and derive asymptotically
flat solutions in Sec. II C.

A. Einstein-frame field equations and fall-off

conditions

In the Einstein frame, the action of a ST theory in the
absence of additional matter fields takes the same form
as in BD theory [105, 114]:

S =

∫

d4x
√

−g̃
[

R̃

16π
− 1

2
g̃ρσ

(

∇̃ρΦ
)(

∇̃σΦ
)

]

. (2.1)

We use the notation g̃µν for the metric in the Einstein

frame, R̃ for the Ricci scalar, and ∇̃µ for the covariant
derivative compatible with g̃µν . The field Φ is a massless
real scalar, and we set the “bare” gravitational constant1

G̃E in the Einstein frame equal to one. Varying the action
with respect to the metric and the scalar field gives the
field equations of DEF theory:

G̃µν = 8πT̃ (Φ)
µν , ∇̃µ∇̃µΦ = 0. (2.2a)

Here G̃µν = R̃µν − (1/2)R̃ g̃µν is the Einstein tensor, and

the stress-energy tensor T̃
(Φ)
µν has the usual form for that

of a massless, real scalar field Φ:

T̃ (Φ)
µν = ∇̃µΦ∇̃νΦ− g̃µν

[

1

2
g̃αβ∇̃αΦ∇̃βΦ

]

. (2.2b)

We now introduce Bondi coordinates (ũ, r̃, x̃A), which
are well adapted for studying outgoing radiation from an
isolated source. The variable ũ is the retarded time, r̃ is a
radial coordinate, and x̃A are coordinates on two-sphere

1 The phrase “bare” gravitational constant refers to the constant
that appears in the action. The locally measured value of New-
ton’s constant can differ from the bare one in modified theories
of gravity.
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surfaces of constant ũ and r̃ (A can be either 1 or 2). The
explicit form of the metric is (see [59, 60, 115])

ds2 =− Ṽ

r̃
e2β̃dũ2 − 2e2β̃dũdr̃

+ r̃2h̃AB

(

dx̃A − ŨAdũ
)(

dx̃B − ŨBdũ
)

. (2.3)

The four Bondi metric functions—Ṽ , β̃, ŨA and h̃AB,
which depend on all four Bondi coordinates—contain six
degrees of freedom, because the symmetric tensor h̃AB

contains only two degrees of freedom when the determi-
nant condition of Bondi gauge is imposed: namely,

det
[

h̃AB

]

= q
(

x̃C
)

. (2.4)

The function q
(

x̃C
)

is commonly selected to be the deter-
minant of the round two-sphere metric qAB, which gives
r̃ the interpretation of being an areal radius. The form of
the metric in Eq. (2.3) already has the remaining three
independent Bondi gauge conditions imposed:

g̃r̃A = g̃r̃r̃ = 0. (2.5)

These conditions ensure that the hypersurfaces of con-
stant ũ are null and that the angular coordinates x̃A are
constant along outgoing null rays.

Note that the field equations in Eq. (2.2) have the same
form as the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system in GR with a
massless real scalar field, precisely as in BD theory. We
thus assume the same fall-off for Φ as a power series ex-
pansion in 1/r̃, with the leading-order piece being con-
stant, as in [76]:

Φ
(

ũ, r̃, x̃A
)

= Φ0 +
Φ1

(

ũ, x̃A
)

r̃
+O(r̃−2). (2.6)

We also impose the same fall-off conditions on metric
functions as in [76]:

h̃AB = qAB(x̃
C) +

c̃AB(ũ, x̃
C)

r̃
+O

(

1

r̃2

)

, (2.7a)

β̃ =
β̃1(ũ, x̃

C)

r̃
+O

(

1

r̃2

)

, (2.7b)

ŨA =
ŨA
2 (ũ, x̃C)

r̃2
+O

(

log r̃

r̃3

)

, (2.7c)

Ṽ = r̃ + Ṽ0(ũ, x̃
C) +O

(

1

r̃

)

. (2.7d)

The coefficient of the 1/r̃ piece of conformal 2-metric,
c̃AB, is the shear tensor, which is traceless with respect
to qAB (i.e., qAB c̃AB = 0); this follows from the determi-
nant condition of Bondi gauge. The shear tensor encodes
the two transverse-traceless degrees of freedom of tensor
GWs.

Because the fall-off conditions and the evolution equa-
tions have precisely the same form as in BD theory,
the solutions to the field equations will also have the

same form. For example, they give that β̃1 = 0 and
ŨA
2 = −(1/2)ðB c̃

AB, where ðB is covariant derivative
compatible with qAB. A more detailed discussion is given
in [76]. As in [76], the detailed form of the equations
is not essential for the remaining calculations, because
we use the Einstein-frame results to determine the fall-
off conditions in the Jordan frame. We will solve the
field equations in the Jordan frame rather than trans-
forming the full solution in the Einstein frame to the
Jordan frame.

B. Conformal transformation to the Jordan frame

and Jordan-frame fall-off conditions

The spacetime metric in the Einstein and Jordan
frames are related by a conformal transformation [107,
116]:

g̃µν = λgµν . (2.8)

The function λ(xµ) is the scalar field in the Jordan frame,
and in generic scalar-tensor theories, it is related to
Φ through a differential equation involving a “coupling”
function ω(λ):

dΦ

d log λ
=

√

3 + 2ω(λ)

16π
. (2.9)

By postulating the relationships in Eqs. (2.8) and (2.9),
the Einstein-frame action in Eq. (2.1) can be transformed
to the action in the Jordan frame,

S =
1

16π

∫

d4x
√
−g
[

λR− ω(λ)

λ
gµν∇µλ∇νλ

]

(2.10)

(see, e.g., [107]). Here ∇µ is the covariant derivative com-
patible with the Jordan frame metric gµν and R is the

corresponding Ricci scalar. Given that we chose G̃E = 1
in the Einstein frame, the scalar field is dimensionless
(rather than having units of the inverse of Newton’s con-
stant, as in BD theory [117]).

In BD theory, ω(λ) is assumed to be a constant, which
allows Eq. (2.9) to be integrated and logλ is proportional
to Φ minus its asymptotic value. In DEF theory, a sim-
ilar relationship between log λ and Φ is postulated, but
instead of assuming that logλ is linear in Φ, the Einstein-
frame scalar Φ is Taylor expanded to quadratic order
around its asymptotic value Φ0 [109]. We use the nota-
tion of [108] to write the expression as

logλ = −4
√
πα0(Φ− Φ0)− 4πB0(Φ− Φ0)

2, (2.11)

where α0 and B0 are the two coupling constants of DEF
theory. By computing d logλ/dΦ from Eq. (2.11), the
inverse can be substituted into the differential equa-
tion (2.9) and solved for ω(λ), with Φ(λ) being given
implicitly (see [108]):

ω(λ) = −3

2
+

1

2 [α0 + 2
√
πB0(Φ− Φ0)]

2 . (2.12)
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Note that DEF theory reduces to BD theory when B0

goes to zero and α0 = −(3+ωBD)
−1/2, and that it reduces

to GR when B0 = α0 = 0.
We now use the expansion of the Einstein-frame scalar

field and metric functions, the conformal transformation
of the metric, and the relationship between λ and Φ in
Eq. (2.11) to determine the asymptotic boundary condi-
tions on the fields λ and gµν in the Jordan frame. Sub-
stituting Eq. (2.6) into (2.11) and exponentiating gives

λ = 1− 4
√
πα0Φ1

r̃
+O

(

r̃−2
)

. (2.13)

Given that the differences between DEF and BD theories
arise at quadratic order in the scalar field, it is reasonable
that the scalar field has the same asymptotic behavior
as in BD theory: namely, it goes as a constant plus a
function of the coordinates ũ and x̃A normalized by r̃.
Note, however, that the leading order piece of λ has been
chosen to be one here, whereas in [76] it was allowed to be
an arbitrary constant λ0. Thus, to compare results here
with those in [76], one should set λ0 = 1 in the results
of [76].2 Thus, the asymptotic boundary conditions on
the fields in the Jordan frame in DEF theory will be the
same as those in BD theory, which are described in more
detail in [76].

We now remind the reader that when performing the
conformal transformation in Eq. (2.8) to obtain the
Jordan-frame metric, the Bondi gauge conditions gr̃r̃ =
gr̃A = 0 are satisfied, but the determinant condition
is not satisfied: namely the determinant det[gAB] =
r̃4λ−2q(xB) is no longer independent of ũ and its r̃ de-
pendence is no longer an overall multiplicative factor of
r̃4. To restore the determinant condition, we use the
same transformation used in BD theory in [76], where we
define new coordinates by

u = ũ, r =
r̃√
λ
, xA = x̃A. (2.14)

In the new set of coordinates, the Jordan frame metric
can be written in Bondi-Sachs form as

gµνdx
µdxν =− V

r
e2βdu2 − 2e2βdudr

+ r2hAB

(

dxA − UAdu
) (

dxB − UBdu
)

,

(2.15)

where det[hAB] = q(xC). Using the conformal transfor-
mation in Eq. (2.8), the coordinate transformation in

2 In ST theories, the value of λ0 is related to the asymptotic value
of the gravitational constant, G by G = (4+ 2ω0)/[λ0(3 + 2ω0)].
To set G = 1 as r → ∞, then λ0 would be different from one, in
general (see, e.g., the discussion after Eq. (4.6) of Ref. [118] and
also footnote 5 of Ref. [76]). Note, however, that the GR limit is
ω0 → ∞, which leads to G = 1 with λ0 = 1. In this paper, we
set λ0 = 1 because we do not require the asymptotic value of G
to be 1 at infinity.

Eq. (2.14), and the boundary conditions on the metric
and scalar field in the Einstein frame [given in Eqs. (2.7)
and (2.6)], we find the Jordan frame metric functions and
scalar field should have the following scaling with r:

λ = 1 +
φ

r
+O

(

1

r2

)

, (2.16a)

hAB = qAB +
cAB

r
+O

(

1

r2

)

, (2.16b)

β = − 1

2r
φ+O

(

1

r2

)

, (2.16c)

UA =
1

2r2
(ðAφ− ðBc

AB) +O
(

log r

r3

)

, (2.16d)

V = (1 + ∂uφ)r +O(r0) . (2.16e)

Two-sphere indices were raised with qAB in the expres-
sions above. The two-sphere tensor cAB is trace-free
with respect to qAB (i.e., qABcAB = 0), and it has the
same form as in the Einstein frame [i.e., cAB(u, x

A) =
c̃AB(ũ, x̃

A)]. We have also defined φ = −4
√
πα0Φ1.

Because we will solve the Jordan-frame field equations
in the next section, the emphasis here is not on deter-
mining the detailed relationship between the Einstein-
frame and Jordan-frame metric quantities and scalar
fields (the leading-order results are the same as in BD
theory; see [76]). Rather, we are just determining what
are the expected fall off rates in r of the metric functions
in the Jordan frame. For example, by enforcing the deter-
minant condition of the Bondi gauge in the coordinates
(u, r, xA), the leading order part of the metric compo-
nent guu becomes a function of u and xA (this would not
occur if we used a gauge that did not enforce this con-
dition; see [78]). Because scalar-tensor theories admit a
scalar “breathing-mode” polarization of GWs, the time
dependence of the leading part of guu is where this ra-
diative degree of freedom enters the metric if the Bondi
determinant condition is enforced; the curvature tensors
and other properties of the solution are consistent with
our notions of asymptotically flat boundary conditions
defined in the earlier parts of this section.

C. Jordan-frame field equations

In this section, we solve the field equations in Jordan
frame using the Bondi coordinates and the boundary con-
ditions on the fields that were discussed in Sec. II B. We
first give the field equations in the Jordan frame, and
then we determine solutions to these equations in which
the fields are expanded as a series in 1/r.

1. Field equations in Bondi gauge

The modified Einstein equations are obtained from
varying the Jordan-frame action in Eq. (2.10) with re-
spect to the inverse metric. The scalar field equation is
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obtained from varying the action with respect to λ (up
to boundary terms) and combining the result with the
trace of the modified Einstein equations. The resulting
field equations are of the form

Gµν =
1

λ

(

8πT (λ)
µν +∇µ∇νλ− gµν�λ

)

, (2.17a)

�λ = − 1

3 + 2ω(λ)

dω

dλ
∇µλ∇µλ. (2.17b)

Here Gµν = Rµν − (1/2)Rgµν is the Einstein tensor, and
� = gµν∇µ∇ν is the wave operator constructed using
the Jordan frame metric. The stress-energy tensor of λ
is given by

T (λ)
µν =

ω(λ)

8πλ

(

∇µλ∇νλ− 1

2
gµν∇αλ∇αλ

)

. (2.18)

The modified Einstein equations (2.17a) have the same
form as the ones in BD theory, except the factor of ω is
now λ-dependent. The scalar field equation in BD theory
is �λ = 0, which is consistent with the fact that ω is
independent of λ in BD theory. In DEF theory, there is
a nonzero term on the right side, which depends on λ. It
will be at least quadratic in λ and its derivatives.

To help in referring to specific components of the mod-
ified Einstein equations, we introduce the notation

Gµν ≡ Gµν − 1

λ

(

8πT (λ)
µν −∇µ∇νλ− gµν�λ

)

= 0.

(2.19)
For the subsequent calculations, it will also be useful to
write (2.12) explicitly as a function of logλ rather than
implicitly, as it is currently written. To do so, we solve
the quadratic equation for Φ − Φ0 given in Eq. (2.11).
The solution consistent with our assumptions for Φ and
λ in Eqs. (2.6) and (2.11) is given by

Φ− Φ0 =
α0

2
√
πB0

(

−1 +

√

1− B0

α0
2
logλ

)

. (2.20)

Substituting this expression into Eq. (2.12) gives the re-
sult for ω as a function of λ. Given that λ has an ex-
pansion of the form in Eq. (2.13), then logλ will be a
small parameter. We can then Taylor expand the result
in Eq. (2.20) in logλ; at the order in the expansion in
1/r in which we work in the remainder of the paper, it
will be sufficient to work to linear order in logλ. Thus,
we have that

ω(λ) = −3

2
+

1

2α2
0

+
B0

2α0
4
logλ+O[(log λ)2]. (2.21)

Because the modified Einstein equations (2.17a) in
DEF theory have the same form as in BD theory when
the constant ω of BD theory is replaced by the function
ω(λ), the field equations formally have the same form un-
der this replacement. The explicit form of the field equa-
tions in the Jordan frame were given in the Appendix

of [76]. Because there are some subtleties related to in-
tegrating the “hypersurface equations” that were not dis-
cussed there, we describe this in more detail below.

First, the Grr = 0 components of the field equations
give rise to a hypersurface-type equation

2

(

2

r
+ ∂r logλ

)

∂rβ =

1

λ
∂2rλ+

ω

λ2
(∂rλ)

2 +
1

4
hABhCD∂rhAC∂rhBD. (2.22)

For general solutions (those that are not necessarily
asymptotically flat), the term multiplying ∂rβ could be
zero, which prevents one from generically dividing by this
term and integrating ∂rβ to obtain β as a first integral
of λ, hAB and their radial derivatives on a surface of
fixed retarded time u. However, for the asymptotically
flat solutions that we consider in this paper, the term
∂r log λ will scale as 1/r2, so the multiplicative factor
will be nonzero for finite r > 0, and Eq. (2.22) can be in-
tegrated as a hypersurface equation as in GR or in DEF
theory in the Einstein frame.

Next, the GrA = 0 components of the field equations
are those that produce a hypersurface equation for UA.
The form of this equation is given by

1

2r2
(∂r + ∂r logλ) (r

4e−2βhAB∂rU
B) =

r2∂r

(

1

r2
DAβ

)

− 1

2
hBCDB (∂rhAC)−

DAλ

λr

+
ω

λ2
∂rλDAλ− 1

λ
DAβ∂rλ− 1

2λ
hBCDBλ∂rhAC

+
1

λ
∂rDAλ. (2.23)

Here DA is the covariant derivative compatible with met-
ric hAB. Note that unlike in GR or in DEF theory in the
Einstein frame in which the only term in the differential
operator acting on r4e−2βhAB∂rU

B is the ∂r term, there
is now a second term involving ∂r logλ on the left-hand
side. Thus, in general, to solve for ∂rU

B (and subse-
quently UB) one would need to invert the more compli-
cated differential operator that acts on r4e−2βhAB∂rU

B

(instead of just integrating with respect to r as in GR
or DEF theory in the Einstein frame). However, for the
asymptotically flat boundary conditions that we consider
in this paper, the second term involving ∂r logλ will be
subleading to the first term; thus, the hierarchy for solv-
ing for a given order in 1/r of the expansion of UB will
be determined by the expansions of hAB, λ, β, and lower
order parts of UB. This is a slight modification of the
typical description of the hierarchy of the hypersurface
equations.

The last of the hypersurface equations is the one for V ,
which can be obtained from the trace of the components
of the field equations GAB = 0. As with the previous
hypersurface equations, the differential operator acting
on V will now be λ-dependent (unlike in GR or in DEF
theory in the Einstein frame, but similarly to BD theory
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in the Jordan frame). In addition, the wave operator act-
ing on the scalar field �λ enters into the hypersurface
equation for V . In BD theory, assuming the scalar-field
equation of motion is satisfied in vacuum (�λ = 0) then

this term vanishes; in DEF theory, one can instead re-
place �λ with the right-hand side of Eq. (2.17b) when
the scalar-field equation is satisfied. Thus, the hypersur-
face equation for V can be written in the form

2

[

∂r + ∂r logλ

(

1− 1

4

∂ log(2ω + 3)

∂ log r

)]

V = e2β [R − 2hAB (DADBβ +DAβDBβ)] +
1

r2
DA∂r(r

4UA)

− 1

2
r4e−2βhAB∂rU

A∂rU
B − e2βhAB

λ2
(ωDAλDBλ+ λDBDAλ)

+
r

λ

[

2(∂uλ+ UADAλ) + r(DAU
A)∂rλ

]

− dω/dλ

λ(2ω + 3)
[2r2∂uλ∂rλ+ 2r2∂rλU

ADAλ− e2βhABDAλDBλ]. (2.24)

We introduced R to be the Ricci scalar of the metric
hAB. We also used the relation ∂rω(λ) = (∂rλ)dω/dλ. In
addition to the more complicated radial differential oper-
ator that needs to be inverted, note that the retarded
time derivative, ∂uλ, also appears in the hypersurface
equation for V . This occurs both in BD theory and DEF
theory in the Jordan frame (see the first term in the third
line). The hypersurface equations in GR, or in the Ein-
stein frame for DEF theory, can be integrated using the
metric functions β, UA and hAB (and the scalar field λ
for DEF theory) and spatial derivatives of these fields. In
both BD and DEF theories information about how the
scalar field changes off of a hypersurface of constant u is

required to integrate the hypersurface equations. In the
Jordan frame, one would generically need to simultane-
ously solve the hypersurface equation with the evolution
equation for the scalar field. Thus, we give this evolution
equation next.

To write the scalar field equation, it is helpful to note
that in [51], it was observed that the evolution equation
for the trace-free part of hAB, rather than being inter-
preted as an evolution equation, could also be considered
to be a hypersurface equation for the trace-free part of
∂uhAB. In this spirit, and given that ∂uλ appears in
the hypersurface equations, it is convenient to write the
scalar-field evolution equation in this form, as follows:

2r2
[

∂r +
1

r

(

1 +
1

2

∂ log(2ω + 3)

∂ log r

)]

∂uλ =− 2rUA(DAλ+ rDA∂rλ) + e2βhAB(2DAβDBλ+DBDAλ)

− r2DAλ(∂rU
A)− r2DAU

A∂rλ+ (V + r∂rV )∂rλ+ rV ∂2rλ

− dω/dλ

(3 + 2ω)

[

−r(∂rλ)2V − e2βhABDAλDBλ+ 2r2(UADAλ)∂rλ
]

. (2.25)

Writing the scalar field equation in this form highlights
the similar structure it has with the hypersurface equa-
tion for V in Eq. (2.24). Without the assumption of
asymptotic flatness, Eqs. (2.24) and (2.25) would need
to be solved as two coupled hypersurface equations for V
and ∂uλ.

With the asymptotically flat boundary conditions as-
sumed in Sec. II B, it will be possible to solve for the
leading-order in 1/r evolution of the scalar field without
needing V ; then V can be solved in terms of the lead-
ing part of ∂uλ. This process can be iterated to obtain
higher orders in 1/r of ∂uλ and then higher orders in
1/r of V . We describe the asymptotic solution of these
hypersurface equations in more detail in the next part.

We do not give the evolution equations (the trace-free
part of GAB = 0) or the supplementary equations (Guu =
0 and GuA = 0) in full generality here. The expressions
are lengthy, and in the solution with asymptotically flat
boundary conditions, we will work at an order in 1/r
in which there are no differences from the results in BD
theory given in [76].

2. Asymptotically flat solutions in the Jordan frame

Given the structure of the hypersurface equations de-
scribed above, if we postulate a form for the expansion of
the 2-metric hAB and λ, then we can solve the hypersur-
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face equations to determine corresponding expansions of
β, UA, ∂uλ and V . The evolution equations and supple-
mentary equations give information about the dynamics
of the metric functions and the scalar field.

Based on the fall-off conditions posed in the Einstein
frame, which we transformed to the Jordan frame, we
write, as in BD theory, the expansion of the 2-metric
hAB and scalar field λ as

hAB = qAB +
cAB(u, x

A)

r
+
dAB(u, x

A)

r2
+O(r−3),

(2.26a)

λ(u, r, xA) = 1 +
λ1
(

u, xA
)

r
+
λ2
(

u, xA
)

r2
+O(r−3) .

(2.26b)

The determinant condition of Bondi gauge requires that
qABcAB = 0. It also constrains the dAB trace portion
(with respect to qAB), but it does not constrain the trace-
free part. We thus write dAB as

dAB = DAB +
1

4
cCDc

CDqAB, (2.27)

with qABDAB = 0.
Because ω is a function of λ, then the expansion in

Eq. (2.26b) allows us to write ω as a series in λ. Substi-
tuting Eq. (2.26b) into Eq. (2.21) gives

ω = ω0 +
ω1

r
+O(r−2) (2.28)

with the coefficients in the expansion being

ω0 =
1

2

(

−3 +
1

α2
0

)

, ω1 =
B0

2α0
4
λ1. (2.29)

The fact that ω in Eq. (2.28) at leading order is a constant
and differs from a constant at order 1/r allows us to
estimate the orders in 1/r at which asymptotically flat
solutions of DEF theory will first differ from those of BD
theory.

Specifically, the right-hand side of Eq. (2.17b) for the
evolution of the scalar field will be of order 1/r3. This
implies that the evolution equation for λ1 will be the
same in BD and DEF theories, but the evolution of λ2
will differ.3 The fact that λ2 differs from BD theory then
allows us to determine the orders in 1/r for which there

are differences in the stress-energy tensor T
(λ)
µν and in the

remaining terms on the right-hand side of the modified

3 In more detail, ∂uλ1 will be unconstrained “radiative data” in
both BD and DEF theories. Having λ1 being the free radiative
data in both theories, however, does not imply that the value
of λ1 produced by “equivalent” sources would be the same. As
we will discuss in Sec. III C, for example, the tensor and scalar
gravitational waveforms from compact binaries with the same
numerical values of the masses and sensitivities in BD and DEF
theories will differ.

Einstein equation (2.17a). The leading-order terms will
come from those linear in λ in Eq. (2.17a), specifically
from the λ2 terms which evolve differently in BD the-
ory from in DEF theory. Given its scaling with 1/r, we
anticipate differences to occur at order 1/r2 in β, 1/r3

in UA, and 1/r2 in hAB; they would also be expected
to affect the conservation equations for the mass aspect
and angular momentum aspect, which will be introduced
later.4

Given that we will need the evolution equation for hAB

at leading and next-to-leading order in 1/r, where we
expect no difference from BD theory, it will be simplest
to review the solutions of this equation first (although, as
discussed in [76], for example, the hypersurface equations
generally should be solved before the evolution equations
are). As in BD theory, the leading-order in 1/r part of
the evolution equation for hAB gives that ∂ucAB = NAB,
where NAB is the news tensor. The news (for short) is
the free tensor radiative data in this formalism (i.e., the
evolution equations do not constrain the evolution of the
shear). The next order in 1/r of the evolution equation
for hAB gives

∂u

(

DAB +
1

2
λ1cAB

)

= 0. (2.30)

This implies that DAB + (λ1/2)cAB is a constant of mo-
tion (i.e., it is determined by the initial values of these
fields). As we discuss below, we will chose the initial data
so as to eliminate an order r−3 log r term in UA.

In the discussion of the hypersurface equations, it was
observed that, in general, solving the scalar-field evolu-
tion equation requires solving the β and UA hypersurface
equations before, and solving the hypersurface equation
for V simultaneously. However, given the expected fall-
offs of the Bondi metric functions and the scalar field
in Eq. (2.16), then as in BD theory, the leading-order
part of the scalar-field equation shows that ∂uλ1 is un-
constrained by the evolution equation (making it the free
radiative data, which was referred to as the “scalar news”
in [76]). Thus, λ1 does not depend on the solutions to
the hypersurface equations. The evolution of λ2 will, so
we postpone the discussion of its solution until after we
solve the hypersurface equations.

Solving the hypersurface equations proceeds similarly
to the procedure in BD theory. We can obtain the so-
lution for β expanded in a series in 1/r by substituting
Eq. (2.26) into Eq. (2.22) and integrating ∂rβ with re-
spect to r to obtain β. The solution for UA is obtained

4 These are just expectations based on scaling arguments, but
there could be cancellations that arise that make the differences
first enter at higher orders. For example, there will be no addi-
tional changes to the 1/r3 part of UA from solving the hypersur-
face equation in Eq. (2.23), because several terms proportional
to the angular derivatives of λ2 cancel; however UA will differ
at order 1/r3 because the evolution of the angular momentum
aspect does not have such a cancellation.
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by using the result for β and the expressions in Eq. (2.26)
in the hypersurface equation (2.23). The resulting equa-
tion can be integrated twice with respect to r to obtain
a series expansion for UA. This double integration per-
mits the introduction of a function of integration at order
1/r3, which is denoted LA(u, x

B) and called the angular
momentum aspect. It also allows for a logarithm term at
order r−3 log r. However, as in BD theory, the coefficient
of this term turns out to be non-dynamical. Specifically,
it is the two-sphere divergence of the constant of mo-
tion in Eq. (2.30). For simplicity in [76], we chose initial
data that admits expansions of the metric functions in
1/r (as in [59]) rather than the “polyhomogeneous” ex-
pansion with terms of the from (log r)m/rn (for n > m;
see, e.g., [119]). We will also make this assumption of
a smooth expansion in 1/r here. Finally, using UA, β,
∂uλ1 and Eq. (2.26), we can substitute these expressions
into the hypersurface equation for V in Eq. (2.24) to ob-
tain the leading and next-to-leading parts of V . Because
only ∂uλ1 is required at these orders, the hypersurface
equation has effectively decoupled from the scalar field
equation. It is now possible to integrate V , which has
a new function of integration, the mass aspect M(u, xA).
In summary, we find that the hypersurface equations have
solutions

β = (β)ω0
+O(r−3), (2.31a)

UA =
(

UA
)

ω0

+O(r−4), (2.31b)

V = (V )ω0
+O(r−1), (2.31c)

where

(β)ω0
=− λ1

2r
− 1

r2

(

1

32
cABc

AB +
ω0 − 1

8
λ1

2 +
3

4
λ2

)

+O(r−3), (2.31d)

(

UA
)

ω0

=− 1

2r2
(

ðBc
AB − ð

Aλ1
)

+
1

3r3
[

cAD
ð
BcDB − cAB

ðBλ1 + λ1ðBc
AB

−λ1ðAλ1 + 6LA(u, xA)
]

+O
(

r−4
)

, (2.31e)

(V )ω0
= (1 + ∂uλ1)r − 2M(u, xA) +O

(

r−1
)

. (2.31f)

We introduced the notation with a subscript ω0 [e.g.,
(β)ω0

] to indicate that the corresponding expressions in
BD and DEF theories have the same form when written
in terms of M , LA, and the coefficients of the expansions
of hAB and λ in 1/r (and when ω0 → ωBD). Thus, the
integration of the hypersurface equations produces a solu-
tion that has the same mathematical form as the solution
in BD theory at the given orders in 1/r.

The evolution of subleading scalar field λ2 can now
be obtained by substituting the expansion of λ and hAB

in (2.26) into Eq. (2.25), and using the results for the
Bondi metric functions in Eqs. (2.31). It is given by

∂uλ2 = −1

2
Ð2λ1 −

B0

2α0
2
λ1∂uλ1. (2.32)

We introduced the notation Ð2 = ðAðA for the Laplacian
operator above. Because the parameter B0 is zero in BD
theory, this is the first expression that we have written
down that has a manifest difference from that in BD the-
ory. It arises from the term proportional to dω/dλ on
the right-hand side of scalar-field equation. Note, how-
ever, that the expression for β in Eq. (2.31d) depends on
λ2. Thus, the expression for β in BD and DEF theories
will generically differ because of the different evolution of
λ2 in the two theories..

Because the quadratic term in Eq. (2.32) is a total
derivative, we can also define

ℓ2 ≡ λ2 +
B0

4α0
2
(λ1)

2. (2.33)

This new variable ℓ2 satisfies an evolution equation of the
form

∂uℓ2 = −1

2
Ð2λ1, (2.34)

which is of the same form as the evolution equation for
λ2 in BD theory.

This approach of redefining the expansion coefficients
of the fields in 1/r will also prove useful in analyzing
the “conservation equations” that describe the evolution
of the Bondi mass and angular-momentum aspects. The
conservation equation for the mass aspect is determined
by the component Guu = 0 of the modified Einstein equa-
tions at order 1/r2. By making the following redefinition
of the mass aspect,

M =M − 1

8

(

1 +
B0

α0
2

)

∂u(λ1)
2, (2.35)

then this modified mass aspect satisfies an evolution equa-
tion with the same form as that in BD theory. Namely,
one can write

∂uM = (∂uM)ω0
, (2.36)

where

(∂uM)ω0
=− 1

8
NABN

AB + 1
4ðBðAN

AB

− 1

4
(3 + 2ω0)(∂uλ1)

2 + 1
4∂uÐ2λ1. (2.37)

Note that we did not use the relationship that 3+ 2ω0 =
1/α0

2 here, so as to make the ω0 dependence more man-
ifest.

As discussed in Ref. [76], the B0-independent term
in the modified mass aspect M was introduced so that
the right-hand side of Eq. (2.37) is strictly decreasing
when averaged over the 2-sphere. This allows the terms
quadratic in the news and scalar news to be interpreted
as an energy flux carried by tensor and scalar waves, anal-
ogously to the right-hand side in the Bondi mass loss for-
mula [59] in the context of GR or in BD theory (as noted
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in [76]).5 In DEF theory, a similar argument holds for re-
defining the mass aspect by including the B0-dependent
term when B0 > 0, so as to ensure that energy fluxes
decrease the mass of the system. While this reason is
less compelling when B0 < 0, it seems like a reasonable
prescription to also absorb this term in the mass aspect
in this case, so that the definition of M is not dependent
on the sign of B0.

The presence of this term proportional to B0 arises
because the evolution equation for the mass aspect M
has a term proportional to ∂2uλ2; thus it is the difference
in the evolution of λ2 that is the reason why we make a
B0-dependent definition of M.

The conservation equation for the angular-momentum
aspect comes from the order 1/r2 part of the expression
GuA = 0. If we make a modified definition of the angular
momentum aspect

LA = LA +
B0

16α0
2
ðA(λ1)

2 , (2.38)

then we find that

∂uLA = (∂uLA)ω0
, (2.39)

where for completeness, we give an equivalent lengthy
expression for (∂uLA)ω0

as that given in [76]

(∂uLA)ω0
=

1

12
ðC(ð

C
ðBcA

B − ðAðBc
BC)− 1

48

[

ðA(cBCN
BC)− 8ðB(c

BCNAC) + 4cBC
ðANBC

]

− 1

3
ðAM

− 1

24
ðAÐ2λ1 −

1

12
(ω0 + 4)λ1ðA∂uλ1 +

1

12
(2 + 3ω0)ðAλ1∂uλ1 +

1

12
∂u(λ1ð

BcAB − cABð
Bλ1). (2.40)

The presence of a term proportional to B0 in LA

arises because the evolution equation for the angular-
momentum aspect LA has a term proportional to ∂uðAλ2.
As with the mass aspect, it is the difference in the evolu-
tion of λ2 that is the reason why we chose to define LA

with the B0-dependent term.
We give a brief summary of the differences in the form

of the asymptotically flat solutions in BD and DEF the-
ories. Explicit differences in the form of the Bondi met-
ric functions arise at a relative order of 1/r2 from the
leading-order term in each metric function. The evolu-
tion of scalar field also differs at an order of 1/r2 from
the leading, constant λ0 = 1, because the evolution equa-
tion for ∂uλ2 contains the parameter B0 in DEF theory
times a nonlinear term in the scalar field λ1. This change
in the evolution of λ2 has a leading-order affect on the
evolution of mass and angular momentum aspects; how-
ever, these metric functions can be redefined in a B0-

5 We have also used a similar normalization of the mass aspect
here as was used in [76] in BD theory. From Eq. (4.5) of [118],
the Newtonian-order metric of a point mass, m, has a potential
−Gm/r, where G = (4 + 2ω0)/(3 + 2ω0) is the gravitational
constant in units with λ0 = 1, as discussed further in Footnote 2.
By relating the Bondi and harmonic-gauge metrics, it was shown
in Appendix A of [77] (in the context of BD theory) that the mass
that appears in the metric in Bondi coordinates generally differs
from the mass in the harmonic-gauge metric (which was obtained
from a computation using the matter stress-energy tensor) by
ω0-dependent terms. Thus, the mass-aspect parameter M used
in this paper is generally not the same as a mass parameter
associated with any matter stress-energy sources; to relate the
two notions of mass in specific cases, further detailed calculations
would be needed. Similar statements also apply for the angular
momentum aspect LA and the angular momentum associated
with the matter stress-energy tensor.

dependent (and nonlinear in λ1) manner to make the
evolution of the redefined variables have the same form
as in BD theory. However, the differences in the mass
and angular-moments aspects as well as the evolution of
λ2 imply that the expansion of the Bondi metric func-
tions β, UA and V will differ at a relative order of 1/r
from the leading-order part of the solution.

The remaining evolution equations in the Bondi-Sachs
formalism are those for the order 1/r3 and higher-order
expansion functions for hAB. These equations are neces-
sary for computing the higher memory effects discussed,
for example, in [51, 57, 58]. However, because we will
focus on the displacement and spin memory effects in
the remainder of this paper, we will not need to compute
these higher-order evolution equations.

III. GRAVITATIONAL-WAVE MEMORY

EFFECTS

Because the metrics of asymptotically flat solutions in
DEF theory have the same form as those in BD theory,
then the leading-order, 1/r part of the Riemann tensor
will also have a similar form. Thus, the leading-order so-
lutions to the equation of geodesic deviation will have the
same form as given in Ref. [76]. This implies that there
will be the same types of displacement memory effects
and subleading effects (drift memory) in DEF theory as
in BD theory.

The first is the “tensor” displacement memory effect,
which also occurs in GR. It is produced by a change in
the shear tensor cAB from before to after a burst of GWs.
For simplicity, we will consider the burst of waves to start
at a retarded time u1 and end at u2 (though one can also
permit u1 to go to minus infinity and u2 to plus infinity).
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We introduce the ∆ notation for this purpose:

∆cAB ≡ cAB(u2)− cAB(u1) =

∫ u2

u1

NAB. (3.1)

In the language of [51], the leading tensor displacement
memory effect is the “zeroth (temporal) moment” of the
news tensor. The second is the “scalar” displacement
memory effect, which does not arise in GR, because it
is sourced by the scalar waves. It is given by

∆λ1 ≡ λ1(u2)− λ1(u1) =

∫ u2

u1

∂uλ1. (3.2)

In analogy with the terminology of [51], it is natural to
refer to this scalar memory effect as the zeroth moment
of the scalar news.

As we describe in more detail below, the shear tensor
can be decomposed into an “electric” and a “magnetic”
parity part. The evolution equation for the Bondi mass
aspect can be used to constrain the electric part of the
displacement memory effect. The magnetic-parity part is
not constrained by the Bondi mass aspect. Rather it was
shown in [120] that certain forms of stress-energy are re-
sponsible for producing a magnetic-parity displacement
memory. We will focus on the electric-parity tensor mem-
ory effects in this paper. The scalar waves (being scalar,
as opposed to pseudoscalar) are only electric parity.

The next class of memory effects are those related to
the first moment of the news tensor and scalar news.
These effects go by several different names: subleading
displacement memory, drift memory, or spin and center-
of-mass memory effects, in the tensor case. In scalar-
tensor theories, one can also compute the first moment
of the scalar news, which is closely related to the scalar
analogue of the CM memory that was discussed in [76].
Two different notions of moments of the news were used
for the tensor memory effects in the context of GR. The
“Mellin moments” were used in [51], which are related
to the Mellin transform of the news, and the “Cauchy
moments” were used in [58]; the two types of moments
are simply related (see [58]). The Mellin moments were
more natural for describing the leading-order behavior of
the curve-deviation observable [50] in asymptotically flat
spacetimes [51], whereas the Cauchy moments were bet-
ter adapted for computing higher memory signals associ-
ated with a given charge, flux or pseudoflux term in the
moment of the news or the corresponding GW strain [58].

We will follow the Cauchy prescription for computing
moments of the news here, though we use a notation more
similar to that used in [76] than in [51, 58]. Specifically,
we define the first moment of the news tensor to be

∆CAB =

∫ u2

u1

cABdu. (3.3)

Similarly, we will denote the first moment of the scalar
news as

∆Λ1 =

∫ u2

u1

λ1du. (3.4)

As with the zeroth moment, the first moment of the scalar
news will be just electric parity. The first moment of the
news tensor will have both electric- and magentic-parity
parts which can be constrained by flux terms. We discuss
this decomposition and the fluxes in more detail next.

A. Computing GW memory effects from fluxes

The conservation equations for the Bondi mass as-
pect (2.37) and angular-momentum aspect (2.39), and
their equivalents in GR, can be interpreted as consistency
relationships that the moments of the news tensor must
satisfy. For the displacement memory effect in GR, for
example, the nonlinear energy flux of GWs acts like a
source of secondary GWs, and the memory can be com-
puted from integrating this nonlinear term. This can be
done in a nonlinearity expansion, such as the multipo-
lar post-Minkowski approach (see, e.g., [55, 86, 121]) or
also in numerical-relativity simulations of black-hole bi-
naries without CCE, in which the memory effect is not
captured by the waveform extraction methods used (see,
e.g., [31, 94]). The remaining terms in the conservation
equations for the mass and angular-momentum aspects
that are neither a flux or linear in the news or shear are
the “charge” terms. These terms are responsible for the
“linear” memory effects.

In BD theory, there were potential ambiguities that
arose when splitting the conservation equations for the
mass and angular-momentum aspects into nonlinear flux
terms, charge terms, and memory terms. For the mass
aspect, for example, there was a nonlinear term involving
the scalar field λ1, which entered into the redefinition of
the mass aspect, as in Eq. (2.35), which, in principle
could have been considered as part of the flux. There
also was a linear term in the scalar field proportional to
Ð2∂uλ1, which could have been interpreted either as a
scalar memory term or as part of the charge term after
integration with respect to u.

While there is not a unique prescription for mak-
ing the split into charge, flux, and memory terms, the
choice made in [76] was to use the Wald-Zoupas prescrip-
tion [122] to define the flux. In addition, it was assumed
that the conservation equations constrain just the tensor
memory effects; any remaining terms in the conservation
equations were considered to be parts of the charge terms.
We will follow this prescription in this paper as well. Be-
cause the Wald-Zoupas flux is conformally invariant, and
because the leading and subleading parts of the metric
and the scalar field have the same form in DEF theory as
in BD theory, this prescription will be applicable in DEF
theory.

To quantitatively describe the computation of the
memory effects below, it will be useful to decompose the
shear tensor into its electric- and magnetic-parity parts.
These are parameterized by two scalar functions on the
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2-sphere, Θ and Ψ:

cAB =

(

ðAðB − 1

2
qABÐ2

)

Θ+ ǫC(AðB)ð
CΨ. (3.5)

We used ǫAB for the antisymmetric tensor on 2-spheres
of constant u and r. The leading, tensor displacement
memory effect can be derived from the change ∆Θ using
the conservation equation for the mass aspect.

1. Tensor displacement memory effect

To compute the displacement memory, we first substi-
tute the decomposition of shear in Eq. (3.5) into the term
linear in the news in the conservation equation for the
mass aspect in Eq. (2.37). Next, we integrate the equa-
tion with respect to u and commute angular derivatives
to write the result in the form (as in [54, 55])

Ð2(Ð2 + 2)∆Θ = ∆E + 8∆QM. (3.6a)

We made the definitions

∆E =

∫

du
[

NABN
AB + (6 + 4ω0)(∂uλ1)

2
]

, (3.6b)

QM = M− 1

4
Ð2λ1. (3.6c)

When ∆Θ is decomposed into scalar spherical harmonics,
the left-hand side of Eq. (3.6a) vanishes for the l = 0 and
l = 1 harmonics; thus, the right-hand side of the equa-
tion encodes information about the losses of the Bondi
4-momentum. The first term on the right-hand side, ∆E ,
is the change in the flux radiated in scalar and gravita-
tional waves, and the second is the change in the charge.

For the l ≥ 2 moments of ∆Θ, the term ∆E is the
nonlinear (or “null” [123] or “flux” [51]) contribution to
the memory effect, and ∆QM is the linear (or “ordi-
nary” [123] or “charge” [51]) contribution. Note that only
∆Θ appears in this equation, which is why the displace-
ment memory is an electric-parity effect (the magnetic-
parity part is not constrained by the mass-aspect conser-
vation equation). In practical computations, it is most
convenient to decompose ∆Θ, the mass aspect M, the
news tensor and the scalar news into appropriate spheri-
cal harmonics, which makes inverting the differential op-
erator Ð2(Ð2 + 2) acting on ∆Θ simpler.

Although our notation differs slightly from that in [76],
the procedure of computing the displacement memory ef-
fect in DEF theory is equivalent to that in BD theory.
The nonlinear term has the same form in terms of the
news tensor and the scalar news (though note that this
does not imply that the solutions for the scalar news or
news tensor would be the same for similar sources in BD
and DEF theories; thus, there could still be residual dif-
ferences in the nonlinear memory for such similar sources
in these theories). The charge term also has the same
form in terms of M and λ1, but when there is nonzero

scalar news, ∂uλ1, the definitions of the mass aspects dif-
fer in DEF and BD theories by a B0-dependent term.

We also note that our result for the nonlinear displace-
ment memory is also consistent with a similar calcula-
tion in scalar-vector-tensor theories that was performed
in Ref. [82] using the Isaacson effective stress-energy ten-
sor.

2. Tensor spin memory effect

To compute the spin memory effect it is useful to first
take the “curl” (namely ǫBAðB) of the evolution equation
for the angular-momentum aspect (2.39). This removes
terms that are gradients on the two-sphere. Integrating
the equation gives a constraint on the time-integral of
the magnetic part of the shear, which we denote by

∆Σ =

∫ u2

u1

Ψdu . (3.7)

We then use the Wald-Zoupas prescription for defining
the flux, as in [76], and we determine the change in ∆Σ
via

Ð4(Ð2 + 2)∆Σ = ∆J + 8∆QL , (3.8a)

where we have defined

∆J = 2

∫ u2

u1

du ǫDA
ðD[2ðB(cACN

BC)−NBC
ðAcBC

− (3 + 2ω0)(∂uλ1ðAλ1 − λ1ðA∂uλ1)],
(3.8b)

QL = ǫCA
ðC

[

3LA +
1

4
(cABð

Bλ1 − λ1ð
BcAB)

]

.

(3.8c)

As with the displacement memory, the differential opera-
tor acting on ∆Σ annihilates l = 1 spherical harmonics;
thus, the l = 1 multipoles of the right-hand side give the
result that the change in the angular-momentum charge
∆QL equals the flux of angular momentum ∆J . For the
l ≥ 2 moments, the change in the spin memory ∆Σ has
a (nonlinear) flux contribution from ∆J and a charge
contribution from ∆QL .

The flux term in DEF theory has the same form as
in BD theory. As with the displacement memory, how-
ever, this does not necessarily imply that the scalar field
λ1 and shear tensor cAB will have the same values for
similar sources in BD and DEF theories. Thus, the mem-
ory computed from these fluxes in the two theories could
differ. Although the charge involves LA in DEF theory
rather than in LA in BD theory, the B0-dependent term
in the redefinition of LA is a divergence and does not
affect the spin memory, which is computed from taking
a curl of LA. This implies that the form of the ordinary
or charge contribution to the spin memory effect has the
same form in BD and DEF theories, too.
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By taking a divergence rather than a curl of the evo-
lution equation for the angular momentum aspect, one
could also obtain the equation for the CM memory ef-
fect; however, we consider just the leading electric-parity
displacement effect and the leading magnetic-parity spin
memory effect in this paper.

B. Scalar memory effects

The scalar memory effect, ∆λ1 could not be computed
through conservation equations as with the tensor mem-
ory effects. In the Bondi framework, ∂uλ1, the scalar
news, is unconstrained radiative data; thus, to deter-
mine ∆λ1; one would need to perform a detailed calcu-
lation of λ1. This has been done in both the PN con-
text [118, 124, 125] and in numerical relativity [108], for
example. As in BD theory, we will not compute the scalar
displacement memory effect in DEF theory either.

There is also a subleading scalar memory effect, ∆Λ1,
which is the scalar analogue of the CM memory effect.
In BD theory, this could be computed, in principle, by
integrating the evolution equation for λ2 once in time.
Following such a procedure would demonstrate that the
change in λ2 is the source of this higher scalar mem-
ory effect. Thus, if the initial and final values of λ2 are
known, it would be straightforward to compute this mem-
ory, which has only an ordinary (or charge) contribution.

However, in DEF theory, integrating Eq. (2.32) gives

Ð2∆Λ1 = −2∆λ2 −
B0

2α0
2
∆(λ1)

2. (3.9)

While the scalar analogue of the CM memory has a lin-
ear contribution to the charge term ∆λ2, there is also
a nonlinear contribution to the charge term proportional
to B0 and the square of λ1. Thus, in DEF theory, when a
system has a nonzero scalar displacement memory, there
will also generally be a higher memory in ∆Λ1 that is
sourced by the leading scalar memory. This could be
used to compute a contribution to the scalar analogue of
the CM memory effect.

C. Memory effects from post-Newtonian compact

binaries

In Ref. [77], we computed the nonlinear displacement
and spin memory GW signals in the PN approximation,
within the context of BD theory. We computed the wave-
forms to Newtonian (0PN) order and to zeroth and first
order in the small BD parameter ξ = 1/(2 + ωBD). Both
the displacement and spin memory effects had negative
PN terms proportional to ξ, which arose from dipole radi-
ation in the scalar field. We worked in the approximation
that the energy losses from scalar dipole radiation were
subleading to the tensor quadrupole radiation. We now
comment on the anticipated PN orders and orders in ξ

at which we would anticipate differences between the dis-
placement and spin memory GW signals in BD and DEF
theories. [Note that in DEF theory, it is natural to define
ξ as ξ = 1/(2 + ω0) with ω0 defined in Eq. (2.29); our
parameter ξ is twice the parameter ζ used in [118].]

As we described in the previous section, in DEF theory,
it was natural to define the nonlinear contributions to the
displacement and spin memory effects to be of the same
form (in terms of cAB and λ1) as in BD theory. When
evaluating the integrals required to compute the mem-
ory waveforms, differences could arise if the amplitude or
GW frequency of the tensor or scalar waveforms differ for
similar sources; in addition, if the binary’s binding energy
or its evolution differs for these sources in BD and DEF
theories, then this would also affect the memory compu-
tation, because we have assumed energy balance holds
when evaluating the memory integrals (see Ref. [77] for
further details).

The PN expression for the binary dynamics, the ten-
sor GWs, and the scalar GWs were computed in a se-
quence of papers (Refs. [118, 124, 125]); we can make use
of these existing results to determine the orders in ξ and
the PN orders at which we anticipate differences between
memory signals in BD and DEF theories. For this pur-
pose, it will be useful to make use of the scalar-tensor
and equation-of-motion parameters defined in Table I of
Ref. [118]. The terms related to dω/dλ (or B0 in DEF
theory) appear in the Newtonian (0PN) expression for
the scalar waveform and at 1PN in the tensor waveform.
The binding energy differs at 1PN order, but the GW
luminosity differs at Newtonian order. Thus, we would
anticipate that in PN counting, the PN waveforms in BD
and DEF theories would differ at Newtonian order for
sources with the same masses and sensitivities.

However, the terms proportional to dω/dλ in the wave-
forms, binding energy and luminosity are proportional to
ξ2 (or in other cases ξ3), and they are being multiplied by
coefficients that are of order unity (for compact binary
systems where the sensitivities are order unity). Because
ξ is constrained to be small (ξ ≤ 10−5) from solar sys-
tem experiments [126, 127], then the differences in the
PN signals in DEF and BD theories will generally be of
order ξ2 at Newtonian order.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we investigated Damour-Esposito-Farèse
scalar-tensor theory using the Bondi-Sachs formalism,
which generalized prior work [76, 77] that had been per-
formed for Brans-Dicke theory. DEF theory contains
a scalar field that is nonminimaly coupled to gravity
through a coupling function ω(λ). There are two cou-
pling parameters (α0,B0) in the theory which are related
to coefficients in a Taylor expansion of ω(λ) about the
asymptotic value of the scalar field λ0. The parameter α0

appears at leading order in this Taylor expansion, which
implies that ω0 = ω(λ0) is a function of α0 only. Thus, α0
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is related to the gravitational constant in the theory [114].
The parameter B0 determines the leading behavior of how
the scalar field acts as a source of scalar waves.

Our focus in this paper was on the general equations
of motion in the Einstein and Jordan frames, the bound-
ary conditions associated with asymptotic flatness, the
asymptotically flat solutions consistent with these bound-
ary conditions, and the leading GW memory effects that
can be computed using the conservation laws of the
asymptotic field equations.

The asymptotically flat solutions in DEF theory are
similar to those in BD theory; the field equations reduce
to those of Ref. [76] in BD theory when ω(λ) → ωBD.
The most manifest difference arises from the evolution
equation for the scalar field. In particular, the order
1/r2 function in the expansion of the scalar, λ2, has a
nonlinear term that does not arise in BD theory (which
is proportional to the coefficient B0). The hypersurface
equations (which allow the Bondi metric functions to be
solved in terms of the expansion of the scalar field, the
shear tensor and other Bondi-metric functions) have a
similar form as those in BD theory at the order at which
we computed the results, in the sense that they did not
contain any explicit B0 dependence. The same was also
true of the evolution equations for the coefficients of the
expansion of the Bondi 2-metric. Our scaling arguments
implied that any explicit dependence on the DEF param-
eter B0 enters at the first order in 1/r beyond what we
computed.

This does not imply that the metric functions in the
BD and DEF theories are the same. The scalar field λ2
explicitly appears in some of the metric functions. In ad-
dition, the conservation equations for the Bondi mass and
angular-momentum aspects depend on the parameter B0.
For the mass and angular momentum aspects, however,
it was possible to make a B0-dependent redefinition so
that its evolution in DEF theory followed an equation of
the same form as that in BD theory.

As in BD theory, there will be memory effects related
to the tensor GWs and the scalar waves. For the ten-
sor memory effects, there will be a hierarchy of different
higher memory effects related to the moments of the news
tensor, as in GR. There also will be a set of scalar memory
effects related to the moments of the scalar news. In this
paper, we focused on the leading displacement effects and
the subleading drift effects for both the scalar and tensor
GW memory effects. The tensor effects are constrained
by the conservation equations for the mass and angular-
momentum aspects. The leading scalar memory effect
cannot be computed through the evolution equation for
the scalar field in Bondi-Sachs coordinates, because the
scalar news ∂uλ1 is part of the unconstrained radiative
data in the Bondi-Sachs formalism. The evolution equa-
tion for the subleading part of the scalar field λ2 can be
used to constrain the subleading scalar memory in terms
of the leading scalar field λ1.

For the tensor memory effects, the conservation equa-
tions can be split into flux and charge pieces, as is done in

GR or in BD theory. We used the same conventions as in
BD theory to make this split, which was based on the flux
terms computed from the Wald-Zoupas procedure. Thus,
what we defined to be the nonlinear contributions to the
(electric-parity) tensor displacement memory effect and
the (magnetic-parity) spin memory effect had the same
form as in BD theory. The solutions for scalar field λ1
and the Bondi shear would generically differ for solutions
in BD and DEF theories, so one would not expect that
the precise time dependence of the memory signals in
these theories would be the same (despite the same defi-
nitions of the flux). Because the charge terms used the re-
defined, B0-dependent mass and angular-momentum as-
pects, their contributions to the displacement and spin
memory effects would likely differ between BD and DEF
theories.

As a specific example, we commented on the GW mem-
ory effects generated by PN compact-binary sources on
quasicircular orbits in DEF theory. The scalar and tensor
waveforms, the binding energy, and the GW luminosity
are used to compute the memory effects via the fluxes,
and it had been previously found that these quantities all
differ between BD theory and DEF theory. However, the
differences in the tensor and scalar multipole moments
of the waveforms and in the binary’s equations of motion
depend on the DEF parameter B0 at a higher order in the
small parameter ξ in scalar-tensor theories. Thus, while
the memory signals generically differ between BD and
DEF theory, when working to linear order in the param-
eter ξ, the PN memory signals in BD theory that were
computed in Ref. [77] will also apply to DEF theory (with
an appropriate mapping of the coupling parameters in the
two theories). The flux laws and the PN waveforms could
prove helpful in comparisons of GW memory effects com-
puted from numerical relativity simulations with Cauchy
characteristic extraction or matching [104, 108].
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Appendix A: Asymptotic symmetries

In this appendix, we discuss the asymptotic symme-
tries of the Bondi-Sachs metric in the Jordan frame for
DEF theory. First, recall that the metric functions ex-
panded in 1/r in Eq. (2.31) have the same form in BD
and DEF theories at the order at which we are working.
Next, note that the asymptotic symmetries are generated
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by a vector field ξµ that preserves the boundary condi-
tions imposed and that maintains the Bondi gauge condi-
tions when taking the Lie derivative of the Bondi-gauge
metric. Because the metrics have the same form and the
field equations are not used in computing the Lie deriva-
tive, then the vector field ξµ will have the same form as
in Eq. (3.2) of [76]. This vector field can be expressed in
terms of the metric functions cAB and DAB; the scalar
field functions λ1 and λ2; and a conformal Killing vector
on the 2-sphere Y A and scalar function constructed from
Y A and α(xA) denoted by f :

ðCYD + ðDYC = ψqAB, ψ = ðAY
A, (A1a)

f(u, xB) =
1

2
uψ + α(xB). (A1b)

Thus, it follows that the globally defined asymptotic
symmetries in DEF theory are again the BMS group.
The vector field Y A parametrizes Lorentz transforma-
tions and the scalar function α generates supertransla-
tions. We reproduce the components below for conve-
nience:

ξu = f
(

u, xA
)

, (A2a)

ξr =− 1

2
rðAY

A +
1

2
Ð2f − 1

4r

(

cAB
ðBðAf

+ 2ðAfðBc
AB + λ1Ð

2f

)

+O
(

r−2
)

, (A2b)

ξA = Y A
(

u, xA
)

− 1

r
ð
Af +

1

2r2
(

cAB
ðBf + λ1ð

Af
)

+
1

r3

[

1

3
DAB

ðBf − 1

16
cBCcBCð

Af − λ1
3
cAB

ðBf

+
λ2
2
ð
Af +

λ21
12

(ω0 − 3)ðAf

]

+O
(

r−4
)

. (A2c)

As in [76], we use the notation δξ to denote the transfor-
mation of the Bondi metric functions and the functions
in the expansion of the scalar field under an infinitesimal
transformation parameterized by ξµ in Eq. (A2). When
not using the solutions to the equations of motion, the
transformations of λ1 and λ2 have the same form as in
BD theory:

δξλ1 = (δξλ1)ω0

, δξλ2 = (δξλ2)ω0

, (A3a)

where

(δξλ1)ω0

=
1

2
λ1ψ + Y B

ðBλ1 + f∂uλ1, (A3b)

(δξλ2)ω0

= λ2ψ + f∂uλ2 + Y D
ðDλ2

− 1

2
λ1Ð

2f − ðDfð
Dλ1. (A3c)

Note though that if one were to apply the equations of
motion to the expressions for δξλ2, the term proportional
to ∂uλ2 would differ in BD and DEF theories.

The procedure to compute the transformation of the
Bondi metric functions was described in Section III of
Ref. [76]. If we were to write the result in terms of the
mass aspect M rather than M, the results in BD and
DEF theories would have the same form. However, be-
cause the definition of M differs in BD and DEF theory
by a B0-dependent term, then when δξLA is written in
terms of M, a term proportional to MðAf will cause the
angular momentum aspect to transform with an explicit
B0 dependence. We find, therefore, that the four metric
functions transform in the following ways in DEF theory:

δξcAB = (δξcAB)ω0

, δξDAB = (δξDAB)ω0

, δξM = (δξM)ω0

, δξLA = (δξLA)ω0
− B0

8α0
2
ðAf∂u(λ1

2)

(A4a)
where

(δξcAB)ω0

= fNAB + LY cAB − 1

2
cABψ − 2ðBðAf + qABÐ2f, (A4b)

(δξDAB)ω0

= LYDAB + λ1

(

ðAðBf − 1

2
qABÐ2f

)

− 1

2
f∂u (λ1cAB) , (A4c)

(δξM)ω0

=
3

2
Mψ − 1

4
λ1ψ + Y A

ðAM+
1

2
ðA∂uλ1ð

Af +
1

4
ðAψð

Aλ1 +
1

4
NABð

A
ð
Bf +

1

2
ðAfðBN

AB

+
1

8
cAB

ðBðAψ + f∂uM +
1

4
Ð2f∂uλ1, (A4d)

(δξLA)ω0

= f∂uLA + LY LA + LAψ +
1

96
cCDcCDðAψ +

1

6
DABð

Bψ −MðAf +
1

12

(

Ð2fðBcAB − cABð
BÐ2f

)

− 1

8
ðA

(

cBC
ðBðCf

)

+
1

4

(

ðCð
BcAB − ðAð

BcBC

)

ð
Cf − 1

6
cABð

Bf − 1

6
ðBðAfðCc

BC − 5

48
cBCNBCðAf

+
1

6
cBCNABðCf − 1

12

[

cABð
Bf + λ1 (ω0 + 4)ðAf

]

∂uλ1 +
1

24

[

6λ2 + (ω0 − 1)λ21
]

ðAψ

− 1

12
(2λ1 + 3∂uλ2)ðAf − 5

24
ðA

(

λ1Ð
2f
)

+
λ1
12
NABð

Bf − 1

12

(

ðBðAfð
Bλ1 + 3ðBðAλ1ð

Bf
)

. (A4e)
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We have corrected a typo in the transformation of the an-
gular momentum aspect given in Eq. (3.10d) of Ref. [76].
The term involving ðCð

BcAB on the second line was in-
correctly written as ðBðCcAB in Ref. [76]. Note that in
addition to the explicit B0-dependent term written in the
transformation of LA in Eq. (A4b), if the equations of mo-
tion were applied in the term proportional to ðAf∂uλ2

in the final line in Eq. (A4e), then there would be an
additional difference from this term which, although of
the same form as the term in Eq. (A4b), does not cancel.
Thus, there is a difference in the transformation of the
angular momentum aspect arising from terms quadratic
in the scalar field λ1.
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