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Most gravitational wave (GW) sources are moving relative to us. This motion is often closely re-
lated to the environment of the source and can thus provide crucial information about the formation
of the source and its host. Recently, LIGO and Virgo detected for the first time the subdominant
modes of GWs. We show that a motion of the center-of-mass of the source can affect these modes,
where the effect is proportional to the velocity of the source. The effect on the GW modes in turn
affects the overall frequency of the GW, thus leading to a phase shift. We study the impact of this
effect on LIGO/Virgo detections and show that it is detectable for sources with high mass ratios and
inclinations. This effect breaks the degeneracy between mass and Doppler shift in GW observations,
and opens a new possibility of detecting the motion of a GW source even for constant velocities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the LIGO and Virgo detectors detected grav-
itational waves from merging binary black holes (BBHs)
with a significant contribution from modes other than
the dominant (2, 2)-mode [1, 2]. For the detection of the
so-called subdominant modes a relatively high signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) of ρ & 20 for the two events as well as
significant progresses in modelling waveforms containing
subdominant modes accurately have been crucial [3–8].
Next-generation ground-based detectors like the Einstein
Telescope and Cosmic Explorer [9, 10], as well as space-
based observatories such as LISA, Tianqin and Taiji [11–
13] could achieve much higher SNRs of ρ > 100 in the
future. A higher SNR will then allow us to study sub-
dominant modes in more detail, demanding their mod-
elling to high accuracy.

A feature current GW models have in common is to
compute the waveform in a frame where the center-of-
mass (CoM) is initially at rest [14–21]. However, the
majority of astrophysical objects are constantly moving
and hence the templates used by LIGO and Virgo nowa-
days should be considered as an approximation. This
approximations is tolerable for relatively low SNR, but
in the future for detections with high SNR, accurate tem-
plates should include velocity and its effects on GWs.

Two astrophysical scenarios are of particular interest
concerning a CoM velocity of GW sources. The first sce-
nario is the peculiar velocity of galaxies. Other galaxy
clusters are moving relative to our Local Group with ve-
locities ranging from about several 100 km s−1 to around
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2000 km s−1 [22–24]. Moreover, a significant fraction of
galaxies resides in rich galaxy clusters with velocity dis-
persions of around 1000 km s−1 [25–29]. Therefore, GW
sources from outside of our galaxy can almost always be
considered as moving with velocities of several 100 km s−1

to a few 1000 km s−1. The second scenario is motivated
by the theoretical prediction that a population of merg-
ing BBHs may come from triple systems, with the third
body being either a star [30–33] or a supermassive black
hole (BH) in the center of a galaxy [34–39]. The velocities
for these systems can range again from a few 100 km s−1

but go up to several percent of the speed of light [40–42].

The decomposition of GWs in modes represents a de-
composition according to their angular properties, which
is conveniently described by the so-called spin-2 spheri-
cal harmonics [43, 44]. The modes a GW signal contains
is not only closely related to the spherical symmetry of
the source but also to the multipoles of the source, thus
containing detailed information about the structure and
dynamics of the source [45]. In Ref. [46] we show that
the amplitude of a GW signal is velocity-dependent. This
change in the amplitude can be explained by the aberra-
tion of the GW rays and a rotation of the polarization.
These two effects cause that the radiation pattern seen
for a moving source differs from the one seen for a source
at rest and hence can affect the modes detected for the
source. The effect of velocity on the modes of GWs has
been studied in the literature for non-relativistic veloc-
ities parallel to the line-of-sight, for gravitational kicks
and in the context of corrections to Numerical Relativity
templates [47–49]. In this paper, we study how veloc-
ity affects the modes of GWs for general sources and
without restriction on the magnitude and orientation of
the velocity by focusing on the effects of aberration and
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polarization rotation on the GWs. We derive how this
change results in an excitement of GW modes and study
the detectability of this signature by LIGO and Virgo.
Throughout this paper, unless otherwise indicated, we
use geometrical units in which the gravitational constant
and the speed of light are equal to one (i.e., G = c = 1).

II. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES MODES

In General Relativity, GWs have two independent com-
ponents, the +-polarization, h+, and the ×-polarization,
h×, which can be combined to the complex amplitude,
H(θ, φ) := h+(θ, φ)− ih×(θ, φ). Using this complex am-
plitude we can decompose the GW in its spherical com-
ponents, which describe the ‘shape’ of the source, and its
time/radial components, which describe the ‘evolution’ of
the source. The spherical components are described by
spin-weighted spherical harmonics, sY

`,m(θ, φ), of spin
s = −2 [43]

H(θ, φ) =

∞∑
`=2

∑̀
m=−`

H`,m
−2Y

`,m(θ, φ). (1)

The H`,m are denoted as the (`,m)-modes of the GW and
are only functions of the time and the radial coordinate.
They are defined as

H`,m :=

∫
H(θ, φ)−2Ȳ

`,m(θ, φ)dΩ, (2)

where −2Ȳ
`,m(θ, φ) is the complex conjugate of

−2Y
`,m(θ, φ) and dΩ represents the integral over the solid

angle for (θ, φ) ∈ [0, π]× [0, 2π).
The spin-weighted spherical harmonics can be explic-

itly expressed as [44]

sY
`,m(θ, φ) =

√
(`+m)!(`−m)!(2`+ 1)

4π(`+ s)!(`− s)!
eimφ

`−s∑
k=0

(−1)l−k−s+m
(
`− s
k

)(
`+ s

k + s−m

)
cos2k+s−m

(
θ

2

)
sin2`−2k−s+m

(
θ

2

)
, (3)

where (
n
k

)
=

{
n!

(n−k)!k! , if 0 ≤ k < n

0, otherwise
(4)

are the binomial coefficients and n! is the factorial of n.
The spin-weighted spherical harmonics fulfill the two

following differential properties [43]

Jz sY
`,m =imsY

`,m, (5)

J± sY
`,m =i

√
(`∓m)(`+ 1±m)sY

`,m±1, (6)

where Jz := ∂φ and J± := e±iφ(±i∂θ − cot(θ)∂φ −
is csc(θ)), and the identity∫

sY
`,m(θ, φ) s′ Ȳ

`′,m′(θ, φ)dΩ = δs,s′δ`,`′δm,m′ , (7)

where δa,b is the Kronecker-delta. Further, we have for
the complex conjugate of a spin-weighted spherical har-
monic

sȲ
`,m(θ, φ) = (−1)s+m −sY

`,−m(θ, φ). (8)

III. THE EFFECT OF ABERRATION AND
POLARIZATION ROTATION ON THE WAVE

As shown in Ref. [46] GWs emitted by a source moving
with a constant velocity are affected by aberration and
polarization rotation. However, the picture as discussed
in Ref. [46] is not complete. Only the effect of the mo-
tion on the the orientation of the wave vector and the
polarization directions is considered but not the effect on
the modes. The description of the modes is necessary to
capture properties of the gradient of the metric, which
corresponds to the gravitational field [50].

Our goal is to describe the modes seen by a distant
observer for given modes in the rest frame of the source
and a known velocity of the source relative to the ob-
server. For this purpose, we consider how the complex
amplitude of a moving source transforms when seen by
a distant observer and solve for the modes the resting
observer detects. We will see that this transformation
and recalculation of the modes induces a mixture of the
modes which then in turn affects the evolution of the
particular modes.

The transformation of the gravitational radiation at a
fixed time can be described by the aforementioned aber-
ration and polarization rotation, when applying them to
each ray. In this section, we will derive mathematical
expressions for these two effects and then show how they
translate into effects on the GW complex amplitude. We
use that when considering these effects ray by ray, each
ray is only affected by these effects (up to now there
is no mode mixture which affects the modes). However,
this transformation leads to the complex amplitude being
described relative to a non-rectilinear coordinate system
(CO) which differs from the one an observer would use.
Therefore, when expressing this complex amplitude rela-
tive to the CO of the observer we will get a ‘new’ complex
amplitude, with modes different from the original ones.

Before deriving how aberration and polarization rota-
tion affect the complex amplitude, let us establish appro-
priate COs. The decomposition in spin-weighted spher-
ical harmonics is usually performed around the source.
Therefore, we set a CO attached to the source’s CoM so
that the z′-axis is perpendicular to the orbital plain and
the x′- and y′-axes lie in the orbital plain. We denote
the polar angle, measured relative to the z′-coordinate,
by θ′ and the azimuthal angle, measured from the x′-
coordinate, by φ′. Moreover, we consider an observer far
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enough from the source so that the space-time around
him is flat except for the GWs and assume the CoM of
the source to be moving with a velocity v = (vx, vy, vz)
relative to this observer. As shown in Ref. [48], a rotation
of the coordinate system can affect the modes but in a
different manner as a velocity. Therefore, for simplicity
and without restriction of generality, we set the COs of
the observers (t, x, y, z) or (t, r, θ, φ) to be parallel to the
COs of the source in the limit of vanishing velocity.

Last, we would like to mention that in the case of a
time-dependent motion, more effects than aberration and
polarization rotation can appear (see, e.g., Ref. [51] for a
time-dependent phase shift induced by aberration) but,
for simplicity, we do not consider them and focus on the
effects of a constant velocity.

A. Aberration

Like for light, the velocity of GWs is finite but equal
for all observers. Therefore, for an observer the same
GW ray points in different directions when the source is
moving as when the source is at rest. This effect, known
as ‘aberration’ for light [52], changes the perceived shape
of a GW source and thus its decomposition in modes.

In the observer and the source frames the direction
vectors (the spatial parts of the wave vector) of a GW
ray can be described, respectively, by the radial vec-
tors er := (sin(θ) cos(φ), sin(θ) sin(φ), cos(θ)) and e′r :=
(sin(θ′) cos(φ′), sin(θ′) sin(φ′), cos(θ′)), respectively. Us-
ing a Lorentz transformation and normalizing the result-
ing vector, we find that the two vectors are related by [51]

e′r =
er − γv + γ2〈er,v〉v/(γ + 1)

γ(1− 〈er,v〉)
, (9)

where γ := (1− v2)−1/2 is the Lorentz factor and 〈·, ·〉 is
the three dimensional Euclidean scalar product.

The aberration of the ray makes that the direction vec-
tor pointing towards (θ, φ) in the observer frame points
towards (θ′, φ′) in the source frame. The angles in the
source frame can be computed using the direction vector,
e′r, as

cos(θ′) =(e′r)z = D(θ, φ)(cos(θ) + C(θ, φ)vz), (10)

tan(φ′) =
(e′r)y
(e′r)x

=
sin(θ) sin(φ) + C(θ, φ)vy
sin(θ) cos(φ) + C(θ, φ)vx

, (11)

where C(θ, φ) := γ2〈er,v〉/(γ + 1) − γ and D(θ, φ) :=
1/γ(1 − 〈er,v〉). Note that C and D are functions of
the spherical coordinates because of the projection of the
velocity vector, v, on the radial vector, er.

B. Polarization rotation

The geometry of GWs is described by the aforemen-
tioned direction vector and the directions of the polariza-
tions. The latter are represented by two spatial vectors of

unit length that are perpendicular to each other and the
direction vector. Lorentz transformations do not preserve
angles in space. Therefore, the directions of the polar-
izations do not transform according to a Lorentz trans-
formation between a moving source and one at rest [53].
Their proper transformation is shown in Eqs. (12) and
(13) and in fact induces a rotation of the directions of
the polarizations in the plane perpendicular to the direc-
tion vector. Such a rotation will also affect the spherical
properties of the GWs.

In the observer frame the directions of the polariza-
tions can be represented by the two spatial 4-vectors
êθ := (0, cos(θ) cos(φ), cos(θ) sin(φ),− sin(θ)) and êφ :=
(0,− sin(φ), cos(φ), 0). For a source moving with a 3-
velocity v, or accordingly a 4-velocity û = γ(1,v), the
directions of the polarizations have the form [53]

ê′θ =êθ −
η(êθ, û)

η(k̂, û)
k̂, (12)

ê′φ =êφ −
η(êφ, û)

η(k̂, û)
k̂. (13)

Here η(·, ·) is the Minkowsky product, k̂ := êt + êr is
the normalized wave vector and êt := (1, 0, 0, 0) is the
time vector. Note that ê′θ and ê′φ do not differ from êθ
and êφ, respectively, by a Lorentz transformation but
through a transformation imposed by their basic prop-
erties. The polarization rotation is then the angle by
which ê′θ,φ is rotated relative to ê′′θ,φ := Λ(v)êθ,φ, i.e., the
Lorentz transformed polarization directions, in the plane
perpendicular to the GW direction vector. Note that êθ,φ
transform like contravariant vectors because they are the
basis of the GW tensor.

The ê′θ,φ and ê′′θ,φ are all perpendicular to the 4-
velocity, û, and hence spatial vectors in the source frame.
Moreover, they are all vectors of unit length. Therefore,
ê′θ and ê′′θ as well as ê′φ and ê′′φ can only differ from each
other by spatial rotations

ê′θ = Rφ(βθ)Rr(αθ)ê
′′
θ , (14)

ê′φ = Rθ(βφ)Rr(αφ)ê′′φ, (15)

where Ri(α) is a rotation by an angle α along the vector
ê′′i for i = r, θ, φ.

The βθ,φ are related to rotations due to the aberration.
Therefore, we focus on the αθ,φ, which represent the rota-
tions of the polarization in the plane perpendicular to the
direction vector. Using that ê′θ,φ and ê′′θ,φ are all spatial

vectors of unit length we get that 〈e′θ, e′′φ〉 = − sin(αθ)

and 〈e′φ, e′′θ 〉 = − sin(αφ). Using that for purely spatial

vectors 〈e′θ, e′′φ〉 = η(ê′θ, ê
′′
φ) and 〈e′φ, e′′θ 〉 = η(ê′φ, ê

′′
θ ), we

find

sin(αθ) =
γ

γ + 1

〈v, eθ〉〈v, eφ〉
1− 〈v, er〉

, (16)

sin(αφ) =
γ

γ + 1

〈v, eθ〉〈v, eφ〉
1− 〈v, er〉

. (17)
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In particular, we find that both vectors are rotated by the
same angle α := αθ = αφ, which is what we expect for a
rotation of the polarization that preserves its properties.
Note that because of the projection of the velocity, v,
on the coordinate vectors, er,θ,φ, the rotation angle is a
function of the spherical coordinates, α = α(θ, φ).

C. The effect on the complex amplitude of the
wave

Aberration and polarization rotation affect the com-
plex amplitude of the wave. Therefore, for a distant ob-
server a GW source moving appears different from one
at rest. In this section we relate the complex amplitude
of a moving source seen by a distant observer, H ′(θ, φ),
to the complex amplitude of the source in its own rest
frame, H(θ′, φ′).

The complex amplitude is a function of the spherical
coordinates. Therefore, aberration causes that the ob-
server sees the complex amplitude as

H ′(θ, φ) = AH(θ′, φ′), (18)

whereA denotes the transformation of the spherical coor-
dinates induced by aberration and described in Eqs. (10)
and (11). We, further, note that the transformation A
is itself a function of the spherical coordinates and hence
cannot be described by a global transformation of the
CO.

We know that GWs are not only affected by aberration
but also by polarization rotation. A rotation of the basis
vectors of the polarization in the same plane by an angle
α (cf. Eq. (16)). This rotation means the polarizations
combine to form ‘new’ polarizations

h′+(θ, φ) = cos(2α(θ, φ))Ah+(θ′, φ′)

− sin(2α(θ, φ))Ah×(θ′, φ′), (19)

h′×(θ, φ) = sin(2α(θ, φ))Ah+(θ′, φ′)

+ cos(2α(θ, φ))Ah×(θ′, φ′). (20)

Using Euler’s equation, we then find for the complex am-
plitude

H ′(θ, φ) = PAH(θ′, φ′), (21)

where P := e−2iα(θ,φ). Note that because the polariza-
tion rotation is a function of the spherical coordinates,
too, it cannot be described by a global transformation
of the CO and, in particular, the phase shift does not
represent a constant phase shift.

We find that the complex amplitude of the moving
source transforms to the CO of the distant observer in
a way that depends on the spherical coordinates (θ, φ).
Therefore, the decomposition in spherical modes of the
moving source in the observer’s rest frame differs from the
decomposition in its own rest frame. We will elaborate
this step in the next section.

IV. EXCITATION OF THE MODES

The modes of GWs represent the decomposition of the
wave according to its spherical properties. A motion of
the CoM of the source can affect the shape of the source
through aberration and polarization rotation, as depicted
in Fig. 1, thus changing these modes. In this section we
show how the GW modes apparent to an observer change
with the velocity of the source.

For the complex amplitude of the moving source as
seen by the observer, we have

H ′(θ, φ) = T H(θ′, φ′), (22)

where T := PA means the transformations due to po-
larization rotation and aberration combined. Our goal is
to derive explicit expressions for the modes of the mov-
ing source, H ′`,m, in terms of the modes of the source at
rest, H`,m, and the velocity of the source, v, up to lead-
ing order in the amplitude of the velocity, v. Such an
expansion is physically well motivated, since we expect
most of the sources to have CoM velocities much smaller
than the speed of light.

We start by expanding Eq. (22) using the coordinates
(θ′, φ′). We only will replace the primed coordinates by
the observer’s coordinates, (θ, φ), after the expansion, to
simplify the notation. However, this is just a matter of
notation and does not place a restriction on the results.
After expanding, we get

H ′(θ, φ) ≈ [T H(θ′, φ′)]v=0 +

[
P(∂θ′AH(θ′, φ′))

dθ′

dv

+ P(∂φ′AH(θ′, φ′))
dφ′

dv
+ (∂αP)AH(θ′, φ′)

dα

dv

]
v=0

v.

(23)

Using that θ′|v=0 = θ, φ′|v=0 = φ and α|v=0 = 0, we
get

H ′(θ, φ) ≈ H(θ, φ) +

(
∂θH(θ, φ)

dθ′

dv
|v=0

+ ∂φH(θ, φ)
dφ′

dv
|v=0 − 2iH(θ, φ)

dα

dv
|v=0

)
v. (24)

From Eq. (16) we see that the rotation of the polarization
only enters to the third order of v and hence we can ig-
nore the last term in the previous equation. We, further,
replace θ′ and φ′ using Eqs. (10) and (11) and expand
again to linear order in v, to find

H ′(θ, φ) ≈H(θ, φ) +
1

sin(θ)

[
(∂θH(θ, φ))(vz − vr cos(θ))

+ (∂φH(θ, φ))(vx sin(φ)− vy cos(φ))
]
, (25)

where vr := 〈v, er〉.
Using the decomposition of H in terms of spin-

weighted spherical harmonics in Eq. (1) and the differen-
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FIG. 1. Radiation patterns for the +-polarization (left) and the ×-polarization (right) of a BBH at rest (upper panels) and one
moving with a constant velocity (lower panels) at the time of merger. In both cases the source is formed by two non-spinning
BHs of the same mass on a non-eccentric orbit. The moving source has a velocity of 5 % the speed of light pointing along the
diagonal of the x-z-plane.

tial properties in Eqs. (5) and (6), we then find

H ′(θ, φ) ≈
∞∑
`=2

∑̀
m=−`

(1 + f`,m(θ, φ))H`,m
−2Y

`,m(θ, φ),

(26)
where

f`,m(θ, φ) :=
1

sin(θ)

[
im(vz − vr cos(θ))

+
1

2
A(`,m)(vx sin(φ)− vy cos(φ))

]
(27)

and

A(`,m) :=
√

(`−m)(`+ 1 +m)

−
√

(`+m)(`+ 1−m). (28)

The f`,m are functions of the spherical coordinates.
Therefore, we need to further decompose Eq. (26) in or-
der to get expressions in terms of only the spin-2 spherical
harmonics and functions of only the time and radial co-
ordinates. We decompose H ′ in terms of spin-2 spherical
harmonics, thus finding

H ′(θ, φ) =

∞∑
`=2

∑̀
m=−`

H ′`,m −2Y
`,m(θ, φ), (29)

where

H ′`,m =

∫
H ′(θ, φ)−2Ȳ

`,m(θ, φ)dΩ. (30)

Using Eqs. (7) and (8), we then get

H ′`,m = H`,m + (−1)m
∞∑
`′=2

`′∑
m′=−`′

H`′,m′

×
∫
f`′,m′(θ, φ)−2Y

`′,m′(θ, φ) 2Y
`,−m(θ, φ)dΩ. (31)

The integral in Eq. (31) can be solved analytically us-
ing the expression in Eq. (3) and by decomposing it in
its partial integrals, to find

H ′`,m = H`,m − (−1)m

4`+1i

[ ∞∑
`0=max(2,|m|)

H`0,m

4`0
C0(`0, `,m)

+

∞∑
`+=max(2,|m+1|)

H`+,m+1

4`+
C+(`+, `,m)

+

∞∑
`−=max(2,|m−1|)

H`−,m−1

4`−
C−(`−, `,m)

]
. (32)

Explicit expressions for C0(`0, `,m), C+(`+, `,m) and
C−(`−, `,m) can be found in the appendix.

A remarkable feature in Eq. (32) is that a mode from a
moving source of the order (`,m) only has contributions
from the modes of a source at rest of the orders m − 1,
m and m+1 but of all orders `′ = max(2, |m−1|), ...,∞.
We expect contributions from modes of the orders m± p
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when including terms of the order vp. However, why the
the order m scales with the order of the velocity, while
the order ` is independent of the order of the velocity,
remains a question that requires further analysis.

We point out that the approach we use here implic-
itly assumes a decomposition of GWs in their modes at
a fixed time, since we consider the effects of velocity on
the direction vector and the polarization vectors but not
on the frequency. The frequency of GWs is affected by
a velocity through Doppler shift, which is also direction-
dependent and hence could affect the decomposition of
GWs in modes. However, to consider the effect on the
frequency would require to account for an evolution in
time, which lies beyond the scope of this work. To de-
tect the change in the evolution, an observation period
of the order of ω/∆ω, where ω is the frequency of the
GW and ∆ω is the maximal difference in the frequency
induced by the Doppler shift, is needed, which for typi-
cal velocities (. 1 % the speed of light) is of the order of
several hundred cycles and hence much longer than the
typical duration of a LIGO/Virgo event [54, 55]. There-
fore, our approach represents an important step in un-
derstanding the effect of velocity on the modes of GWs
but more work considering the Doppler shift needs to be
conducted in order to obtain a more complete picture.
Despite the restrictions of our approach, we will anal-
yse in the remainder of this paper the consequences of
our results for GWs taking into account their evolution
in time. Although, the results obtained may not repre-
sent the complete picture they are still valid and can be
considered as a minimal case. In particular, we expect
that by considering the Doppler effect the modes from a
moving source and one at rest will differ even more.

In Fig. 2 we compare the polarizations of a moving
source, h′+,×, and those of a source at rest, h+,×. In
the upper plot we see that the amplitude of the +-
polarization for the moving source is enhanced relative to
the amplitude of the source at rest. However, in the lower
plot we see that for the ×-polarization the amplitude of
the moving source is suppressed relative to the amplitude
of the non-moving source. Note, that this is not a gen-
eral feature but depends on the specific properties of the
source, the velocity and the viewing angle. Moreover, the
frequency of the GWs from the moving source is shifted
by a time-dependent factor relative to the frequency of
the GWs from the source at rest. This shift appears
because the overall frequency of GWs depends on the
relative contribution of the particular modes, which for
a moving source is different from one at rest. We discuss
this effect in more detail in Sec. VI.

V. BREAKING THE DEGENERACY
BETWEEN DOPPLER SHIFT AND MASS

It is well known that, when only considering the effect
of motion on the frequency of GWs, a moving source
is degenerate with a source with identical parameters

600 500 400 300 200 100 0 100

0.2

0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2 h +
h ′+

600 500 400 300 200 100 0 100
t/M

0.1

0.0

0.1
hx

h ′x

FIG. 2. The +- and ×-polarizations of a moving source,
h′+,×, and one at rest, h+,×. For both cases we consider
equal mass binaries with a total mass M in the observer
frame of non-spinning black holes on non-eccentric orbits.
Both sources are seen by an observer at the sky location
(θ, φ) = (45◦, 0◦) in the source frame. The velocity points
in the direction (θv, φv) ≈ (55◦, 45◦) and has a magnitude of
v = 0.1 c to make the effects visible by eye.

but with a different mass [56, 57]. This circumstance
is usually denoted as the mass-redshift degeneracy of
GWs. However, in the previous section we showed that
when considering aberration and polarization rotation,
not only the frequency of the GWs changes but also the
amplitude of their spherical modes. This change of the
modes leads to a change in the amplitude of the polariza-
tions and a time-dependent frequency shift, which makes
it possible to differ between a moving source and one at
rest.

One now might think that a moving source and one at
rest remain degenerate if one not only adjust their mass
to account for the Doppler shift but also their orientation
to account for the effects of aberration and polarization
rotation. In this section we show this is not true. That
means we show that the GWs from a moving source dif-
fer from those from a source at rest, regardless of any
variation of the mass and orientation.

To show the difference between the resting and the
moving source, we consider two sources with identical
properties but the source at rest having a mass M and
the moving source a mass M/D(θ, φ). Here, D(θ, φ) is the
Doppler shift in direction (θ, φ) and its correction ensures
that the time scales of both systems are the same in the
frame of a distant observer. If the source at rest and
the moving one indeed only would differ by an additional
correction of their orientation, we would have

H(θ̃, φ̃) = H ′(θ, φ), (33)

where (θ̃, φ̃) are two smooth functions of (θ, φ) and the
velocity of the source. By showing that this equation is
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not true, we will prove that the two sources have different
signals.

We start using the mode decomposition of the two
complex amplitudes in Eq. (33), multiplying the equa-
tion by −2Ȳ

k,n(θ, φ) and integrating over (θ, φ), to get

∞∑
`=2

∑̀
m=−`

H`,m

∫
−2Y

`,m(θ̃, φ̃)−2Ȳ
k,n(θ, φ)dΩ =

∞∑
`=2

∑̀
m=−`

H ′`,m
∫
−2Y

`,m(θ, φ)−2Ȳ
k,n(θ, φ)dΩ. (34)

Because (θ̃, φ̃) are smooth functions of (θ, φ),

−2Y
`,m(θ̃, φ̃) can be decomposed in terms of spin-2

spherical harmonics over the basis (θ, φ)

−2Y
`,m(θ̃, φ̃) =

∞∑
a=2

a∑
b=−a

Y`,ma,b −2Y
a,b(θ, φ), (35)

where

Y`,ma,b :=

∫
−2Y

`,m(θ̃, φ̃)−2Ȳ
a,b(θ, φ)dΩ. (36)

Using this decomposition and Eq. (7), we find

∞∑
`=2

∑̀
m=−`

H`,mY`,mk,n = H ′k,n. (37)

Last, we replace H ′k,n using Eq. (32) and get

∞∑
`=2

∑̀
m=−`

H`,mY`,mk,n = Hk,n

− (−1)n

4k+1i

[ ∞∑
`0=max(2,|n|)

H`0,n

4`0
C0(`0, k, n)

+

∞∑
`+=max(2,|n+1|)

H`+,n+1

4`+
C+(`+, k, n)

+

∞∑
`−=max(2,|n−1|)

H`−,n−1

4`−
C−(`−, k, n)

]
. (38)

We see that on the left hand side of this equation the
index n is independent of the modes of the source, H`,m.
In contrast on the right hand side the index n depends
on the modes of the source for all four terms. Therefore,
for general sources and velocities Eq. (38) is not fulfilled.

To make this more clear, we consider a hypothetical
source with only the (2, 2) mode. In this case Eq. (38)
reduces to the form

Y2,2
k,n =1 +

i

1024
[C0(2, k, 2)− C+(2, k, 1)

− C−(2, k, 3)]. (39)

Here, the left hand side depends on n through the Y2,2
k,n

while the right hand side, in contrast, is independent of

n. Therefore, for Eq. (39) to be fulfilled it would be

necessary that the Y2,2
k,n are independent of n. For that

to happen would require that the velocity has no com-
ponents perpendicular to the angular momentum of the
source so that it is independent of φ. However, for general
sources and orientations of the velocity this is not true,
thus implying that Eq. (39) is in general not fulfilled. We
note that the velocity being parallel to the angular mo-
mentum of the source is necessary but not sufficient to
ensure that Eq. (39) is fulfilled. Even in the case where
the velocity has no components perpendicular to the an-
gular momentum of the source the Y2,2

k,n can depend on
n.

We have shown that the GWs from two sources with
the same properties, except that one is moving and the
other at rest, and a correction of their masses to account
for the Doppler shift, look different. This remains true
even when assuming the observer can ‘adjust’ the ori-
entation of the two sources. Thereby we have proven
that for moving sources the degeneracy between mass
and Doppler shift can be broken when considering the
higher modes of the source.

Note, that for our proof we assumed to have two
sources with identical properties except for their velocity
and mass. To detect the velocity with certainty would,
however, require to extract the effect of the velocity inde-
pendent of all other parameters. That means to be able
to tell apart if a source is moving independent of the
combination of other parameters like spin, mass ratio,
eccentricity, etc. As with all parameters with no fun-
damental degeneracy we expect this to be possible [57],
though, it needs to be studied case by case for each possi-
ble source and parameter. A detailed study of this prob-
lem would go beyond the scope of this work. However,
we have shown that a constant velocity can be detected
for extreme mass-ratio inspirals [58] and are looking into
the problem for LIGO/Virgo sources, of which the results
will be published elsewhere.

VI. INDUCED FREQUENCY SHIFT

GW detection is most sensitive to the phases of the
polarizations, Φ+,× [59]. Therefore, any effect on the
phases, or accordingly the overall frequencies, ω+,× :=
dΦ+,×/dt, is of particular interest. The frequencies of
particular modes of GWs can be represented as combi-
nations of integer multiples of a fundamental frequency,
ωo [60]. However, in the case of the overall frequencies
ω+,× such a simple representation is not possible, because
it depends on the contribution of the particular modes,
i.e., their amplitude, to each polarization. This fact, on
the other hand implies, that a change of the amplitude of
the particular modes can lead to a change of the overall
frequencies.

In this section we show how the overall frequencies in
the observer frame, ω′+,×, appear shifted relative to the
overall frequencies in the source frame, ω+,×, when the



8

source is moving with a constant velocity, v. We assume
that for both polarizations the amplitude, A+,×(t), and
the overall frequency, ω+,×, only change slowly with time,
i.e., on time scales much bigger than 1/ωo, and hence we
can ignore their time derivatives. We further assume that
the magnitude of the velocity is small, v � 1.

Before deriving the frequency shift, we would like to
point out that for a moving source the fundamental fre-
quency, ωo, will appear Doppler shifted to the observer,
i.e., ω′o = Dωo. However, a source which is at rest but D
times more massive than the moving source emits GWs
with the same fundamental frequency [40]. Therefore,
we can treat the moving source and the source at rest as
having the same fundamental frequency in the observer
frame by assuming they have identical intrinsic proper-
ties but different masses.

The frequency of a wave is the inverse of the time re-
quired for one cycle, e.g., the time between two adjacent

maxima of the wave. For t
(1)
+,× and t

(2)
+,× two adjacent

maxima of h+,×(t), we find for its frequency

ω+,× =
2π

t
(2)
+,× − t

(1)
+,×

, (40)

where we assume that t
(2)
+,× > t

(1)
+,×. For a moving source

we have different polarizations h′+,×(t) with (slightly) dif-

ferent maxima t
′(1)
+,× and t

′(2)
+,× and hence we find for its

frequency

ω′+,× =
2π

t
′(2)
+,× − t

′(1)
+,×

. (41)

According to Eqs. (29) and (32) the polarizations of
GWs from a moving source can be decomposed as

h′+,×(t, θ, φ) = h+,×(t, θ, φ) + ∆h+,×(t, θ, φ), (42)

where ∆h+,×/h+,× ∼ v. Therefore, using that the mag-
nitude of the velocity is small, we can write

t
′(1,2)
+,× = t

(1,2)
+,× + ∆t

(1,2)
+,× , (43)

where ω+,×∆t
(1,2)
+,× ∼ v.

We use that the time derivatives of h+,×(t) and h′+,×(t)

vanish at t
(1,2)
+,× and t

′(1,2)
+,× , respectively. Then expanding

to linear order in ω+,×∆t
(1,2)
+,× , we find

∆t
(1,2)
+,× = −

(d∆h+,×(t)/dt)|
t=t

(1,2)
+,×

(d2h+,×(t)/dt2)|
t=t

(1,2)
+,×

, (44)

where we ignored (d2∆h+,×/dt
2)∆t

(1,2)
+,× because it is of

the order v2.
Using that h+,×(t) has maxima at t

(1,2)
+,× , that its am-

plitude only changes slowly in time and Eq. (42), we get

d∆h+,×(t)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=t

(1,2)
+,×

=−A′+,×(t
(1,2)
+,× )ω′+,×s

1,2
+,×, (45)

d2h+,×(t)

dt2

∣∣∣∣
t=t

(1,2)
+,×

=−A+,×(t
(1,2)
+,× )ω2

+, (46)

where s
(1,2)
+,× := sin(∆ω+,×t

(1,2)
+,× ), and ∆ω+,× := ω′+,× −

ω+,× is the difference between the frequencies in the ob-
server and source frame. Next, we use that because

the amplitudes change slowly with time A+,×(t
(1)
+,×) ≈

A+,×(t
(2)
+,×) ≈ A+,×(t) for t

(1)
+,× . t . t

(2)
+,× and the

same for A′+,×(t), and expand s
(1,2)
+,× to linear order in

∆ω+,×t
(1,2)
+,× , to find

∆t
(1,2)
+,× = −

A′+,×(t)

A+,×(t)

ω′+,×
ω2
+,×

∆ω+,×t
(1,2)
+,× . (47)

Using Eqs. (40) and (43) together with Eq. (47) in
Eq. (41), expanding to linear order in ∆ω+,×/ω+,× ∼ v
and replacing back ∆ω+,× = ω′+,× − ω+,×, we find

ω′+,× =
A+,×(t)

A′+,×(t)
ω+,×. (48)

We point out, that we also get ω′+,× = ω+,× as a possible
solution. However, by decomposing the wave in its modes
and changing their respective amplitude, we can confirm
that Eq. (48) is the general solution and ω′+,× = ω+,×
only is valid in some special cases.

Using Eq. (48) together with Eqs. (32) and (42), we
finally get

ω′+,× = (1∓ vα+,×(t))ω+,×, (49)

where

α+(t) =
[
∑∞
`=2

∑`
m=−` ∆H`,m(t)−2Y

`,m(θ, φ)]×

A+(t)
, (50)

α×(t) =
[
∑∞
`=2

∑`
m=−` ∆H`,m(t)−2Y

`,m(θ, φ)]+

A×(t)
, (51)

∆H`,m(t) := −i(H ′`,m(t) − H`,m(t))/v, [f ]+ means the
amplitude of the real part of f and [f ]× means minus the
amplitude of the imaginary part of f .

In Eq. (49) we see that both frequencies are shifted
proportional to the magnitude of the velocity, but with
opposite sign. This shift in opposite directions can also
be seen in Fig. 2, which was generated by only using
the change of the amplitude of the particular modes and
does not rely on Eq. (49). Moreover, we see in Eqs. (50)
and (51) that the shift of the +-polarization depends on
the change of the ×-polarization and vice versa. This is
because the shift of the particular polarization is induced
by a mixing with the other polarization. Last, we want
to highlight that because the amplitude of the modes
is time-dependent these frequency shifts are also time-
dependent, even for constant velocities.

VII. DETECTABILITY

We have shown that GWs emitted by a moving source
differ from those emitted by a source at rest. There-
fore, an observer using a waveform model not containing
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FIG. 3. The waveforms from Fig. 2 projected onto a LIGO
like detector. The upper plot shows the signals of the source at
rest, h, and the moving one, h′ detected by such a the detector
for a configuration where the detector is equally sensitive to
both polarizations. In the lower plot we see the corresponding
frequencies of the source at rest, f , and of the moving source,
f ′, until merger.

any information about the CoM velocity detects a dif-
ference to the incoming GWs from the moving source.
This difference expresses as a reduced match, M(h, h′),
or accordingly an increased mismatch 1 −M(h, h′), be-
tween the model waveform, h, and the incoming wave,
h′. However, if the mismatch can be resolved depends
on the loudness of the source, which is quantified by its
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), ρ(h′). In general a mismatch
between two waveforms can be detected if the SNR ful-
fils [59]

ρ(h′) >
1√

2(1−M(h, h′))
. (52)

Note that to be able to detect the mismatch of the two
waveforms is only a necessary condition to detect the ve-
locity. As discussed in Sec. V, it is also necessary to ex-
clude possible ‘confusions’ between different parameters.
Such an analysis goes beyond the scope of this work but
is been studied by some of the authors and the results
will be published elsewhere.

Before analysing the detectability of the velocity in
detail, let us have a look on the signals produced by the
waveforms in Fig. 2. In the upper part of Fig. 3 we show
the signals of a moving source, h′, and a source at rest,
h, a LIGO like detector (without noise) would detect for
a configuration where the detector is equally sensitive to
both polarizations. For the moving source and the one
at rest the dominant +-polarization differs less than the
×-polarization (cf. Fig. 2) and hence the signals detected
do not seem to differ a lot. However, when considering
the frequencies of the signals, which we show in the lower
part of Fig. 3, we see a remarkable difference. While the
frequency of the source at rest, f , increases smoothly in

time, the frequency of the moving source, f ′, oscillates
considerable. Such an oscillation is very different from
what we would expect for an equal mass binary of non-
spinning BHs on non-eccentric orbits, as considered in
this case. The frequencies were computed using the func-
tion ‘freqeuncy from polarizations’ from the PyCBC
software package [61, 62] and are shown until merger time
because after merger erroneous oscillations arise due to
numerical inaccuracies.

We estimate what SNR is required to resolve the dif-
ference between the model waveform and the incoming
wave. For this purpose we generate a model waveform, h,
using the Numerical Relativity surrogate model ‘NRHyb-
Sur3dq8’, which can generate waveforms containing the
most important modes up to the (5, 5)-mode for BBH
of mass ratios, q = m1/m2, up to 8 (m1 (m2) being
the mass of the heavier (lighter) BH) [8]. We gener-
ate the waveform of the incoming wave, h′, using again
the modes obtained from NRHybSur3dq8 but distorting
them according to Eq. (32), where we set the velocity
of the source to lie in the orbital plain of the source.
Both sources are set to have a total mass of 40M� in
the observer frame so that they have the same funda-
mental frequency in this frame. Further, we consider a
LIGO/Virgo like detector with a GW coming in perpen-
dicular to its plane and the polarizations rotated by 22.5◦

relative to its arms, in order for the detector to be equally
sensitive to both polarizations [63]. The waveforms are
set to have an initial frequency of 50 Hz and we compute
their match, M(h, h′), using the ‘match’ function from
the PyCBC software package [61, 62].

Note that the two sources only differ by their velocity
and their mass in the source frame (as to have the same
mass in the observer frame). All other intrinsic and ex-
trinsic parameters are fixed to be equal for both sources.
As discussed in Sec. V the two signals still differ when
allowing for a change in the orientation of the sources
and, in general, we expect the sources to have different
signals after changing different parameters since there is
no fundamental degeneracy. However, in realistic (noisy)
detections confusions could arise when changing several
parameters at the same time. A study of this problem
goes beyond the scope of this work but will be published
elsewhere.

Fig. 4 shows the SNR required to resolve the difference
between the model and the incoming waveform for differ-
ent mass ratios, q = m1/m2, as a function of the velocity
of the source. For all cases we consider the source as be-
ing seen from edge on. We see that for increasing mass
ratios a lower SNR is required to resolve the difference
between the waveforms. This is because the velocity in-
duces a frequency shift proportional to the subdominant
modes of the GW, which are more prominent for sources
of high mass ratios. In Fig. 4 we further see that for an
SNR of around 20 and high mass ratios (cf. Ref. [1, 2]) a
constant velocity of only 2500 km s−1 could be detected
by LIGO/Virgo.

In Fig. 5 we show the SNR needed to detect the
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FIG. 4. SNR required to detect the mismatch between GWs
from a moving source and one at rest, as a function of the
velocity of the moving source. Different markers represent
different mass ratios, q, for the merging BBH. For all cases
the source is seen edge on (ι = 90◦).

source’s motion as a function of the magnitude of the
velocity, for an observer seeing a source of mass ratio
q = 8 from different inclinations, ι. The SNR required to
resolve the motion is the lowest for a source being seen
edge on (ι = 90◦), where the subdominant modes are the
strongest, and the highest when seen face on (ι = 0◦),
where the subdominant modes are the weakest [64]. How-
ever, for inclinations higher then 45◦ the SNR required
to resolve the motion only differs by a small factor from
the one required for a source being seen edge on. Only
when the inclination goes below 45◦ a significantly higher
SNR is needed.

In this section, we showed that considering the effect of
a CoM velocity on the modes of GWs, constant velocities
can be detected. The difference between a model wave-
form not including the effect of motion and an incoming
wave from a moving source could be resolved by LIGO
and Virgo for velocities of 2500 km s−1, which is below
the peculiar velocity of the fastest moving galaxies [23].
Moreover, we showed that for sources with significant
contributions from the subdominant modes (high mass
ratios and inclinations) the effect of the velocity is more
prominent.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We found that for a source of GWs moving with a con-
stant velocity the amplitude of the modes change due to
a mixing with other modes. We described the effect of
a constant velocity on the complex polarization of GWs
without restrictions on the velocity or the source and de-
rived an analytic expression for the change of the modes
to first order in the magnitude of the velocity. Moreover,
we proved that considering the excitation of the modes
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104
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= 30
= 45
= 60
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FIG. 5. SNR required to detect the mismatch between GWs
from a moving source and one at rest, as a function of the
velocity of the moving source. Different markers represent
different inclinations of the source, ι, relative to the observer,
where ι = 0◦ means face on. For all cases the merging BBH
has a mass ratio q = 8.

the mass-redshift degeneracy of GWs is broken. We, fur-
ther, showed that the excitement of the modes leads to
a time-dependent frequency shift, where the shift for the
frequency of the +-polarization depends on the change
of the amplitude of the ×-polarization and vice versa.

We investigated the detectability of the induced fre-
quency shifts and change of amplitudes. For this purpose
we computed what SNR would be required to resolve the
mismatch between a model waveform not including the
effect of the motion and an incoming wave from a moving
source, where both sources are scaled to have the same
mass in the observer frame. We found that for an SNR
of about 20, LIGO and Virgo could resolve constant ve-
locities as low as 2500 km s−1 when the source has a high
mass ratio (≈ 8) and a high inclination (& 45◦). In par-
ticular, we want to highlight that this effect breaks the
degeneracy between mass and Doppler shift for GWs and
represents the first method to detect the constant veloc-
ity of a source by only using GWs.
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APPENDIX

Here we give explicit expressions for the coefficients
C0(`0, `,m), C+(`+, `,m) and C−(`−, `,m) in Eq. (32):

C0(`0, `,m) :=2πmvzF (`0,m; `,m)

`0+2∑
k=max(0,m+2)

2`0−2k+m+2∑
a=0

2k−m−2∑
b=0

`−2∑
k′=max(0,m−2)

2`−2k′−m−2∑
a′=0

2k′+m+2∑
b′=0

(−1)a+a
′
G(`0,m, k, a, b; `,m, k

′, a′, b′)δp,0, (53)

C+(`+, `,m) :=v+F (`+,m+ 1; `,m)

`++2∑
k=max(0,m+3)

2`+−2k+m+3∑
a=0

2k−m−3∑
b=0

`−2∑
k′=max(0,m−2)

2`−2k′−m−2∑
a′=0

2k′+m+2∑
b′=0

(−1)a+a
′
G(`+,m+ 1, k, a, b; `,m, k′, a′, b′)

[
A(`+,m+ 1)

p(p2 − 4)
δ|mod(p,2)|,1 +

π

4
(m+ 1)(δp,2 − δp,−2)

]
, (54)

C−(`−, `,m) :=v−F (`−,m− 1; `,m)

`−+2∑
k=max(0,m+1)

2`−−2k+m+1∑
a=0

2k−m−1∑
b=0

`−2∑
k′=max(0,m−2)

2`−2k′−m−2∑
a′=0

2k′+m+2∑
b′=0

(−1)a+a
′
G(`−,m− 1, k, a, b; `,m, k′, a′, b′)

[
A(`−,m− 1)

p(p2 − 4)
δ|mod(p,2)|,1 +

π

4
(m− 1)(δp,2 − δp,−2)

]
, (55)

where v± := vx± ivy is a combination of the components
of the velocity in the orbital plane of the binary and
p := `′ + ` − a′ − a − b′ − b (here `′ stands for `0, `+
or `−). Note that in Eqs. (54) and (55) the δ|mod(p,2)|,1

vanishes in the cases where p(p2−4) has a root and hence
these coefficients are always well defined.

Further, we define the two following functions for short
cut:

F (`′,m′; `,m) :=

√
(`′ +m′)!(`′ −m′)!(2`′ + 1)

(`′ − 2)!(`′ + 2)!

√
(`−m)!(`+m)!(2`+ 1)

(`+ 2)!(`− 2)!
, (56)

G(`′,m′, k′, a′, b′; `,m, k, a, b) :=

(
`′ + 2
k′

)(
`′ − 2

k′ −m′ − 2

)(
2`′ − 2k′ +m′ + 2

a′

)(
2k′ −m′ − 2

b′

)
(
`− 2
k

)(
`+ 2

k +m+ 2

)(
2`− 2k −m− 2

a

)(
2k +m+ 2

b

)
. (57)
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